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REGUIAR MEETING
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
April 12,2011

This regular meeting of the Santa Fe Board of County Commissioners was called to
order at approximately 2:15 p.m. by Chair Virginia Vigil, in the Santa Fe County Commission
Chambers, Santa Fe, New Mexico.

Following the Pledge of Allegiance, led by Maria Elena Montoya and State Pledge led
by Victoria de Vargas, roll was called by County Clerk Valerie Espinoza and indicated the
presence of a quorum as follows:

Members Present: Members Fxcused:
Commissioner Virginia Vigil, Chair [None]
Commissioner Liz Stefanics Vice Chair

Commissioner Kathy Holian

Commissioner Robert Anaya

Commissioner Danny Mayfield

V. INVOCATION

An invocation was given by Tim Gillmore from the Fire Department.

VL.  APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

A. Amendments
B. Tabled or Withdrawn Items

CHAIR VIGIL: Ms. Miller, are there any changes?

KATHERINE MILLER (County Manager): Madam Chair, there are just a
couple changes under item X. Matters from the Commission. Two items were added, items E
and F. And then under Public Hearings item XIII. A. 3 is still tabled.

CHAIR VIGIL: Any other amendments from members of the Commission?

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I move for approval of the agenda as amended.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a request to move up item E, under X. and item D, after
item E. Would the maker of the motion be okay with that?

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Yes.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Is there a second?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Second.
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The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

VII. APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR
A. Consent Calendar Withdrawals

CHAIR VIGIL: There are just two items on that. Do I have a motion?

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I move for approval of the Consent Calendar.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I'll second.

CHAIR VIGIL: Are the other Commissioners okay with that motion or do you
need to ask any questions: Okay.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

XI. CONSENT CALENDAR
A. Miscellaneous
1. Resolution No. 2011- Requesting Approval of Release of Santa Fe
Farmers Market Institute LEDA Leasehold Mortgage Pursuant to
Meeting Project Participation Agreement Requirements (Growth
Management/Economic Development)
B. Budget Adjustments
1. Resolution No. 2011- a Resolution Requesting an Increase to the
Capital Projects-Federal Grants Fund (305) to Budget for an
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) Grant
Received to Assist in Contamination Remediation at the First
Judicial District Courthouse Site / $382,000. (Community Services
Department/Projects)

Vill. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
1. Approval of March 8,2011 BCC Minutes

CHAIR VIGIL: Are there any changes to those minutes from any members of
the Commission? Seeing none, what’s the pleasure?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, I’11 move for approval of the
minutes.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Second.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.
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IX. MATTERS OF PUBLIC CONCERN -NON-ACTION ITEMS

CHAIR VIGIL: We’re under Matters of Public Concern. These are non-action
items. These are matters that are brought before the Board of County Commission that are
items that are not included on the agenda. Are there any members in the audience who would
like to address the cc on an item that is not a part of our agenda? Please indicate by raising
your hand. I don’t see any.

X. MATTERS FROM THE COMMISSION
E. A Proclamation Honoring Representative Jeannette Wallace for Her
Qutstanding Service as a Legislature at the New Mexico House of
Representatives (Commissioner Vigil

CHAIR VIGIL: Fellow Commissioners, the next item on the agenda we’re all
bringing forth because we’ve all learned about the recent death of someone who we all
respected and admired and that’s Representative Jeannette Wallace. With that I’m going to
read a proclamation that we’ll be taking action on today and allow the Commissioners to say
a few words. This is a proclamation honoring Representative Jeannette Wallace for her
outstanding service as a legislator at the New Mexico House of Representatives.

Whereas, Jeannette O. Wallace was born January 16, 1934 in Scottsdale, Arizona;

Whereas, she attended school there and grew up in a small farming community, and
from an early age found joy in the Methodist Church;

Whereas, she received a degree in medical technology from Arizona State University
in 1955;

Whereas, while in college, Jeannette Wallace met and married Terry C. Wallace and
both later moved to Los Alamos in 1958;

Whereas, she raised five children before becoming a lobbyist for Los Alamos
County, at which time she ran for State Representative, was elected in 1990 and subsequently
re-elected every term;

Whereas, she was appointed to the House Appropriations and Finance Committee
and served in that committee every term and was consistently appointed to conference and
leadership committees;

Whereas, she also served in House Government Affairs and the Interim Committees
of Legislative Finance, Legislative Council, Science and Technology, Government
Restructuring Task Force and Radioactive Hazardous Materials;

Whereas, Jeannette Wallace expressed her commitment to her elected office by her
constant and vigilant presence over all legislation and her presence and availability to all her
constituents;

Whereas, she represented three Counties: Los Alamos, Sandoval and Santa Fe
throughout her twenty years as a legislator, and always attended and participated in legislative
events hosted by Santa Fe County, and in particular supported legislation that benefited Santa
Fe County residents;
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Whereas, she was bipartisan in her representative capacity earning her the reputation
of looking at issues before politics and thus known as an independent thinker;

Whereas, she worked tirelessly for her constituents and was committed to supporting
projects she believed in such as middle school’s curriculum of Lab Math and Science
Technology;

Whereas, she was recognized as an outstanding legislator who looked beyond race,
color, and gender by the “Flor de las Flores” award given by the Hispanic Round Table;

Whereas, she was also awarded the New Mexico Association of Counties’
“Outstanding Legislator of the Year,” the Community College’s Association “Support
Award,” the Association of Commerce and Industry “Business Star Award,” the “Tribute to
Women” award, and many, many others;

Whereas, her unwavering commitment to the New Mexico Legislature was evident
after she became ill during the session of 2011 that, despite her weakness, traversed her way
through the Roundhouse into committees and on the house floor with her oxygen tank in
tow; and

Whereas, we are saddened by her passing on April 9, 2011 and express our
condolences to the family and friends of Jeannette O. Wallace, her husband Terry, her sons
Terry Jr. and Tim, her daughters, Sheryl and Janice, nine grandchildren and one great
grandchild.

Now, therefore, be it resolved by the Santa Fe Board of County Commissioners that
Jeannette O. Wallace be recognized for her outstanding contributions as a legislator in the
New Mexico House of Representatives; be acknowledged as a devoted public service and
honored for her commitment to her family, her friends and her community. Signed and dated
this 12" day of April, 2011.

I move for approval.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Second.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair. I had the
opportunity to serve in the legislature many years ago when Representative Wallace was
there, and the one thing I can indicate was that she had moderate positions and that she
always paid attention to Santa Fe County. And while the majority of her district was not in
Santa Fe County, she attended our functions, she also supported the legislation. So I just want
to let her family know that Santa Fe County appreciates her being a partner with us. Thank
you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you. Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, | greatly appreciate the respect
the resolution brought forward that we just voted on. I just wanted to say I had the privilege
and the pleasure of working with Representative Wallace as a staff person while at the
County and at the state as well and had just a few brief months to work with her during the
legislature. And one of the things that struck me when we had our legislative meeting was she
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stopped me and she tugged on my jacket and she said, Make sure you don’t forget about all
the communities throughout the county and especially help the communities and the seniors
in those smaller communities. And I want to say that Representative Wallace was one of the
first people to step up to ask and do whatever she needed to do to try and help the Village of
La Bajada in their most recent water issue to get the governor’s office to support and help
with the initiative.

But the one thing that I would say that I think is a lesson that we call all learn from
from Representative Wallace is she knew that there was an election and a campaign. But she
knew that at the end of the election and the campaign it was time to set aside partisan politics
and partisan issues and do things in the interests of the community. She did that throughout
her entire career as a legislator and she did it religiously and she helped the communities as
has already been mentioned and for that I am very thankful and appreciative of her work and
efforts and offer my condolences to the family. She truly is a loss to the citizens of her district
and to the State of New Mexico.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair, I’d like to echo all those
comments. I had the pleasure of also working with the Representative on various issues,
particularly when it came to telecommunications and state fire related issues and she was
always a champion for the greater good of all the State of New Mexico. She will be missed
and she was always a pleasure to work with and she always had an open door policy and open
ways of communication where you felt very comfortable any time you needed to go and
speak with Representative Wallace. And, again, my condolences to the family.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. Well, I did not know
Representative Wallace personally but I certainly knew of her for a long, long time. She was
a real institution in New Mexico politics and she was hardworking and she was respected.
And I think that that respect went across political boundaries and political party lines. And I
think that’s saying a lot that she was so respected by people from both parties. So she will be
a great loss to our community and my condolences to her family.

CHAIR VIGIL: I would just announce that services have been announced
tomorrow from 10 to 3, Jeannette Wallace will be lying in state and services through her
Methodist Church will be held Thursday. I think they begin at 10:00. They will be in Los
Alamos and I believe it’s the Immaculate Heart of Mary Church. But that kind of information
will be provided by the newspaper under the obituary to get more exact information. That’s
the latest that I’ve heard. So anyone who would like to visit with her or the family tomorrow
can do so at the rotunda from 10 to 3 o’clock. Thank you all.

X. D. Proclamation in Recognition of the Passage of the U.S. Fair Housing Law
(Commissioner Vigil)

CHAIR VIGIL: There are two representatives from the Santa Fe Realtors Association,
the board president, Joanne Vigil Coppler, and also Donna Reynolds who is past board
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president, and if you all would come forward and sit up front and Darlene, are you here?
Please come forward too. I know you helped out with this, you and Rosemary. ’'m going to
read the proclamation and allow you to make any comments if you’d like for a brief period.
We won’t have this ready for you today because we still need to get some signatures so we’ll
send it to you.

Whereas, April 11, 2011, marks the 43" anniversary of the passage of the U.S. Fair
Housing Law, Title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 1968, as amended;

Whereas, the Act enunciates a national policy of Fair Housing without regard to race,
color, creed, national origin, sex, familial status, and handicap, and encourages fair housing
opportunities for all citizens;

Whereas, equal access to housing affects educational attainment, employment
opportunities and access to healthcare; and

Whereas, the Santa Fe Affordable Housing Roundtable, Housing Trust, Homewise,
Habitat for Humanity and the Santa Fe Area Home Builders Association as well as Santa Fe
Association of Realtors, are committed to highlighting the Fair Housing Law, Title VIII of
the Civil Rights Act of 1968, by continuing to address discrimination in our community,
supporting programs that educate the public about the right to equal housing opportunities,
and planning partnership efforts with other organizations to help assure every American of
their right to fair housing.

Now therefore, be it resolved, that the board of Santa Fe County Commissioners
hereby proclaim the month of April 2011, as Fair Housing Month. In recognition of this
important legislation the Board of County Commissioners begins a year-long
commemoration of the US Fair Housing Law in Santa Fe County, and urges all citizens to
wholeheartedly recognize this celebration throughout the year.

[ move for approval.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Second.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you very much for being here. Would you like to
address the Commission? Joanne or Donna? Congratulations on your new presidency.

JOANNE VIGIL COPPLER: Madam Chair, members of the County
Commission, the Santa Fe Board of Realtors would like to extend our appreciation to you all
and to your staff for everything that you’ve done for our organization and for the citizens of
Santa Fe County in assuring them fair housing. And we do work our hardest to make sure
that the intent of the law and the spirit of the law is adhered to in our county. Certainly we
have our eye on everyone and the citizens here to make sure that they have a home, whether
they own or buy or rent a home that they can live in and live their lives. Thank you for
everything.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, Joanne. Donna, did you want to say anything?

DONNA REYNOLDS: I just would like to invite the public. We’re having a
home ownership fair this Saturday, April 16™ at Santa Fe Place and we’re certainly
welcoming everybody to come out. We’ll also have information there about some of the
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County’s down payment assistance programs. And thank all of you for your support for the
affordable housing dialogue that we’ve been participating in in the last year and a half. Thank
you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you so much. And perhaps at that event we can give
you the proclamation framed, if there’s a special event going on there. Would that work?
Wonderful. Thank you, Santa Fe Realtors Association for your objectivity in providing
forums to promote affordable housing.

X. A. Proclamation Proclaiming April 15-17, 2011, as Global Youth Service
Days in Santa Fe County, (Commissioner Vigil)

CHAIR VIGIL: I do believe there are a couple of folks here for that. Christina
Selby and Rachel Ellis, are you here? Hi. Are you Christina or Rachel? Great, Rachel. I'm
going to read the proclamation; we’ll give it to you and then give you an opportunity to say a
few words. Santa Fe County has just recently become engaged in this project, particular for, I
believe it’s Earth Day, because Senator Nancy Rodriguez Center is going to be really a
location for promoting that. So with that, Santa Fe’s youth make important contributions to
Santa Fe County’s welfare everyday of the year; and

Whereas, the goals of Global Youth Service Day are to mobilize youth as leaders in
identifying and addressing the needs of their communities through service and service-learning,
to support youth on a lifelong path of service and civic engagement, and to educate the public,
the media and policymakers about the year-round contribution of young people as community
leaders; and

Whereas, Global Youth Service Day provides an opportunity for young children,
teenagers, and young adults to position themselves as assets and resources, active citizens and
community leaders and for schools, community organizations, faith-based organizations,
governmental agencies, businesses, and families to engage youth as leaders and problem-
solvers; and

Whereas, young people should be viewed as the hope not only of the future, but also of
today, and should be valued for the optimism, energy, creativity and commitment they bring to
the challenges found in their communities; and

Whereas, through community service, young people build character and learn valuable
skills, including time management, teamwork, needs-assessment, and leadership, that are
sought by employers;

Now therefore, be it resolved, that we the Board of Santa Fe County Commissioners
hereby proclaim April 15™ —17th, 2011, as Global Youth Service Day in Santa Fe County.

In recognition of this important annual campaign the Board of County Commissioners
call upon all citizens to join in expressing their sincere thanks, gratitude and appreciation for
the many long hours of outstanding community service that our children and youth provide
throughout the year.

I move for approval.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Second.
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The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Did you want to say a few words about the
event that you’re sponsoring? Just state your name and address for the record.

RACHEL ELLIS: My name is Rachel Ellis and I’'m speaking here today on
behalf of Earth Care. My address is 2900 Vista Bonita, and that’s in Santa Fe. [ would just
like to thank the Commission on behalf of Earth Care and the youth of Santa Fe for
recognizing the importance of youth contributing to our community. And GYSD or Global
Youth Service Days is actually the largest service event in the world and it’s celebrated in
over 100 countries. So this Saturday, in addition to about 20 other projects that are going on
in these next two weeks we have our big Earth Day Event and it is at the Nancy Rodriguez
Community Center from 9:30 to 2:00. It’s a place where families and youth can come
together to serve the Santa Fe community.

We partner with the City, the County, the Santa Fe Public Schools, Roots and Shoots,
which is another non-profit and the community farm to do a variety of service work on that
day. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, Rachel. Do we have anyone that will be able to
take a photograph for this? We’ll go ahead and send this to you then, okay? Thank you so
much for being here.

X. B. A Proclamation to Recognize April 25- May 1, 2011 as Multiple Sclerosis
Awareness Week (Commissioner Holian)

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. I would like to read

the proclamation first and then say a few words, and then call Teresa Martinez up to say a
few words because she is playing a very important role in an event that’s happening in Santa
Fe this month.

Whereas, multiple sclerosis is a chronic and disabling disease of the central nervous
system in which the progression, severity, and specific symptoms cannot be foreseen; and

Whereas, every hour of every day someone new is diagnosed with MS; and

Whereas, multiple sclerosis is the most common progressive and disabling
neurological condition in young adults; and

Whereas, approximately 2.5 million people worldwide have multiple sclerosis; and

Whereas, 400,000 people in the United States have MS; and

Whereas, the average age of clinical onset is 30 to 33 years of age, the average age of
diagnosis is 37 years of age, and the average time between clinical onset of MS and diagnosis
by physicians is four to five years; and

Whereas, the risk of contracting MS if a first-degree relative — that is father, mother or
sibling — has the disease, is approximately one to three percent; and

Whereas, there is no known cure for MS at this time. However, there are therapies
that may slow the disease; and
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Whereas, although the disorder is chronic and incurable, life expectancy can be
normal or almost normal; and

Whereas, most people with multiple sclerosis continue to walk and function at work
with minimal disability for 20 or more years; and

Whereas, the National Multiple Sclerosis Society of New Mexico has been committed
throughout the years to heightening public knowledge and insight about this devastating and
disabling disease; and

Whereas, last year along the National Multiple Sclerosis Society of Santa Fe had 125
people that participated in the Walk MS and raised $22,300; and

Whereas, the National Multiple Sclerosis Society of Santa Fe has a goal to get 150
people to participate in Walk MS this year and raise $25,000 or more; and

Whereas, finding the cause and developing a method of prevention for MS is an
important task that all Americans and New Mexico residents should support;

Now, therefore, be it resolved by the Board of Santa Fe County Commissioners, by this
proclamation, we recognize April 25 — May 1, 2011 as Multiple Sclerosis Awareness Week.

I think that you would be surprised at the people you know who have MS. It’s a very
common disease; about one in 1,000 people have it. Sadly, it hits people in the prime of their
life. It’s most common to be diagnosed when you’re in your late twenties or early thirties. But
there is good new out there, because thanks to research that has been funded partly by
organizations like the National Multiple Sclerosis Society there has been a lot of progress made.
There are now drugs that are out there that allow most people with MS to live nearly normal
lives, and you probably can’t even tell that they have MS. But I think it’s important to
remember that what has been done is still not a cure. There is more research to be done and |
have read that this is one diseasc that the researchers and the doctors think really can be cured,
so we really can’t let up now. I would especially like to thank Teresa Martinez and Evelyn
Valencia because they are involved in spearheading a very successful effort to organize Walk
MS in Santa Fe this year, and | know Teresa has been doing this for at least three years, maybe
more. So Teresa, could you say a few words?

TERESA MARTINEZ (Finance Director): Sure. I happen to get involved in this
because I lost an aunt to MS and I have a sister-in-law who is affected by MS right now. But the
scary thing, or the good thing, getting involved in this is when [ went around countywide asking
for help we have a lot of our own employees that are either inflicted with MS or have family
members that are affected by it, or have lost family members to it. So I’'m really proud for the
organization that we work in. Everybody steps up and helps. We have fundraisers and
everybody wants to volunteer and contribute. So I just think it’s a good organization. We don’t
realize how lucky we are until we see the impact that this has on a person’s life.

They did an MS Awareness Day at the legislature this year and it was really hard to get
there. I complain I’'m tired. My back hurts. But you see a woman who’s probably in her forties,
has a three-year old and her daily decision is to whether or not she goes to work that day, or she
makes time to play with a child for an hour on the floor, in hopes that she can get up off that
floor when she’s done playing with her child. So you take life for granted until you see people
like that. So just thanks for doing this, thanks for recognizing it, and thanks to all the County
employees for helping us.
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COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: So, Teresa, do you want to talk about Walk MS,
when and where?

MS. MARTINEZ: Walk MS is on April 30™ We're doing it at the De Vargas
Mall. We’ll start on the Starbucks side, if you will, at 9:00 am. We’ll be there from 7:00. We’ll
have coffee and danishes. People will register. We have a lot of donations by way of medical
expertise, counselors, things like that. We have someone who’s volunteering massages for the
walkers after the walk this year. We will also have breakfast burritos. We will have a choir there
for the National Anthem. We will have a color guard this year so as we do it more years we get
a little bit better and we see a little bit more. Our registration is down this year, but our
donations are holding up. So we’re hoping to recruit some more walkers. So April 30™, 9:00
am, De Vargas Mall. And we’re doing it at the De Vargas Mall this year to be in conjunction
with the St. Vincent’s Women’s Health Fair. So we’re hoping we’ll draw a lot more attention
and more walkers and more people to the cause.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Okay. Thank you, Teresa. I move for approval.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Second.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

X. C. Resolution No. 2011-50, a Resolution to Celebrate National County
Government Month (Commissioners)

CHAIR VIGIL: Did you want to read this, Commissioner Stefanics?
COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair. By way of

introducing this resolution, every year the National Association of Counties recommends or
has April as a National County Month. And this year it is especially designated to
recognizing our veterans, armed forces, and their families. So to read the resolution: A
resolution to celebrate the month of April 2011 as National County Government Month,
serving our veterans, armed forces and their families.

Whereas, the nation’s 3,068 counties provide a variety of essential public services to
communities, serving more than 300 million Americans; and

Whereas, the County and all counties take seriously the responsibility to protect and
enhance the health, welfare and safety of its residents in sensible and cost-effective ways; and

Whereas, the County honors and thanks our residents who have served this country
through military service; and

Whereas, county government delivers many important services to America’s veterans,
military service members and their families, including physical and mental health, housing,
employment and justice; and

Whereas, the National Association of Counties is the only national organization that
represents county governments in the United States; and

Whereas, the National Association of Counties has encouraged counties across the
country to actively promote their own programs and services; and

Whereas, the County and the National Association of Counties are working together
to restore the partnership among all levels of government to better serve American
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communities;

Now, therefore be it resolved that the Board of County Commissioners hereby
declares the month of April 2011 as National County Government Month and encourages all
county officials, employees, schools and residents to participate in county government
activities. Passed, approved and adopted, hopefully on this 12" day of April, 2011, and again,
with a special note to our veterans and armed forces.

I move for approval.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Second.
CHAIR VIGIL: Okay.

The motion passed by unanimous [S5-0] voice vote.

X. F. Presentation From Santa Fe — Pojoaque Soil and Water Conservation
District Regarding Flood Control Structures in the Northern Santa Fe
County. (Commissioner Mayfield)

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair. I’d like to
introduce Mr. José Varela Lopez, who’s the chairman of the Board of Supervisors. You all
may know Mr. Varela Lopez. Madam Chair, Commissioners, the Commission in the past and
has continued to afford some assistance to the Santa Fe — Pojoaque Soil and Water
Conservation District in means of funding and I believe those funds come through some
either state or federal grants and I believe the Commission recently, as of two weeks ago or
three weeks ago passed a resolution to support some funding of this. And Mr. Varela Lopez if
you care to give your presentation that you asked to do.

JOSE VARELA LOPEZ: Thank you, Commissioner Mayfield. Good
afternoon, Madam Chair and Commissioners. As Commissioner Mayfield said, my name is
José Varela Lopez. I’'m the chairman of the Santa Fe — Pojoaque Soil and Water
Conservation District and we are a political subdivision of state government much like
county government is. Qur district is basically the northern two-thirds of Santa Fe County, a
little sliver of Rio Arriba County, and all of Los Alamos County. And our mission and
function is to prevent soil erosion and in the case of what I’m going to talk about today is
flood control. Our particular district has seven flood control structures that are located above
Chimayo, Santa Cruz and Cuarteles, and the structures were built in the early 1960s and at
that time the primary mission of the flood control structures was to provide relief from
sediment damage to the irrigated fields that were in that area at the time. There are still
irrigated fields in the area, however, today we also have a population of people somewhere
between 4,000 and 5,000 people in that corridor.

So the dams, instead of providing protection from irrigated crop land as they were in
the past they now protect people. And on the hand out that you have, on the first page, it says
high hazard structures. That doesn’t mean that they’re in poor condition but it means that
there’s people that live below them and that’s why they’re called high hazard structures. So
basically, I just wanted you to be aware of the fact that these structures are there. It’s a unique
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circumstance in that the majority of these structures lie in Rio Arriba County, just across the
line from Santa Fe County, but the people who are most protected are the people in Santa Fe
County.

I know that a lot of times you have maps and everything else showing the county
boundary and you don’t know what’s on the other side of that so I thought I would bring it to
everybody’s attention that there are flood control structures on the other side of that invisible
line that protect the residents of Santa Fe County. And also [ wanted to say that our district
very much appreciates the monies that the County has given us in the past. Those monies are
used annually to do operations and maintenance on those dams. While it is not adequate for
our needs we are very grateful because normally we have no other funds by which to do the
operations and maintenance on those structures. We have tried for several years to garner
funds from Rio Arriba County but we have been unsuccessful to day. We know that those
structures are very important to the people who live in those communities and therefore we
try to address the issues as thoroughly as possible in regards to the maintenance of the dams.

I guess on the last page, on that colored map, you can see the dams right there above
Chimayo, and I think it’s a really good aerial photograph that gives you the benefit of seeing
how important those structures are to the people of that area. Instead of belaboring anything
else there is a general description of the dams and it tells you their purpose and everything
else so with that I guess I would stand for questions if the Commission has any questions.

CHAIR VIGIL: Questions? Commissioner Holian, then Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. Thank you, José, for
the presentation. And have those dams ever been studied for their vulnerability to
earthquakes?

MR. VARELA LOPEZ: They have not, Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Do you have any idea about that?

MR. VARELA LOPEZ: Commissioner Holian, I do not, but if you notice on
the map, the dam that’s called Site 1, that one is currently being studied for rehabilitation. It’s
already gotten to its 50-year life cycle and it has a lot of sediment in it, so our aim is to rehab
that. And I can ask the federal agency that works with us, NRCS, if they would be willing to
add that to the list of things that they look at when they do the plan and design for that
particular dam. That would give us an answer for the remaining dams as well.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: And it also seems like it might be a good idea to
talk to the community that’s right below the dams about having a plan in case there were an
earthquake and water would be released suddenly — a plan for evacuation.

MR. VARELA LOPEZ: Commissioner Holian, yes, by state law we are
required to have emergency action plans for all those dams. The ones that we have are not up
to date with the County’s new regulations but since we have more than five dams we are
allowed another year or two to come up with an emergency action plan. However, I would let
you know that we are going to engage the community, the greater community of Chimayo
sometime later this spring because a lot of money is spent needlessly putting reels across the
faces of the dams where we get damage from four-wheel drive vehicles and ATVs and also
cutting of fences and other trespass. So we need to engage the community. I think a lot of
people don’t realize that those dams are there for their protection and we are going to engage
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them and let them know the purpose of the dams and also to ask for their assistance in trying
to keep traffic off the face of those dams because all we need is one storm and we can create
a problem on the face of the dams that will grow over time and it costs a lot of money to fix
even small erosion problems.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Absolutely. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Thank you, Madam Chair. Thank you,
Commissioner Mayfield for bringing forward the presentation. Thank you, former
Commissioner Lopez for your continued work. I fully support the work of the Soil and Water
Conservation Districts that serve the State of New Mexico and the work that you do beyond
flood control. Many other things that you do as a district. Could you just touch on a few of
the things? I know you’ve done some work in our bosques in the community as well. 1
appreciate this presentation but could you just touch on a few of those things? I know the
County has worked with you in the past on partnership work.

MR. VARELA LOPEZ: I’d be glad to, Commissioner Anaya. Madam Chair,
Commissioners, apart from what [ explained earlier about controlling erosion and flood
control structures the districts also do a lot of work in riparian areas and other areas to both
control — maybe it’s juniper, where you want to have grass instead of junipers, or along the
Santa Fe River for instance we did one project for Santa Fe County several years ago on the
County’s open space property. We took out the invasive trees to get that stretch of the river
back to a healthier state. We also did another project two years ago in La Cienega right across
from Rancho de las Golondrinas, at your open space property called Los Carrizales. We took
out invasives there as well. That was quite a task. It was only five acres but it’s very steep
terrain and you have springs out there and everything else that we noticed as we were moving
along with the project. So those are some of the things we’ve done recently. We also are
trying to do a couple of additional projects with federal funds along the Santa Fe River later
on this year and like I mentioned earlier, we are the northern 2/3 of Santa Fe County so we do
do projects as money is available in the Galisteo Watershed and up for the irrigated land and
acequias up near Pojoaque, Nambe, and those areas.

So yes, we do a whole lot of things for a whole lot of people and we’re kind of under

the radar most of the time because money is so tight but basically the districts all along have i
had a partnership with private people and we’re kind of a way to get federal monies on the i“‘
ground, because you can funnel federal monies through a soil and water conservation district F,ﬁ
to a private person. So we’re basically — we don’t promote ourselves. We just have that o
mindset of getting work accomplished on the ground. a
CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics. 53
COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair. Thank you very i
much for the presentation. The invasives you were talking about — were they salt cedar or k)
something else? ) i
MR. VARELA LOPEZ: Commissioner Stefanics, yes. Salt cedar, Russian i
olive, those type of trees. :
COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: And do you primarily burn? Do you use ??:EE

ol

chemicals? What do you do to eradicate them?
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MR. VARELA LOPEZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, it depends
on the terrain. Sometimes we can burn the piles, if we can get the material out. If there is easy
access to the material we can take a chipper, chip it and spread the chips on the ground. Or it
can also be cut up and people can use it for firewood. So there’s a whole gamut of things that
we do depending on the terrain.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: But I’'m more or less asking about the first
step, like how do you eradicate them? Do you — are you using chemicals? Are you pulling
them? Are you burning them out of the ground? What are you doing?

MR. VARELA LOPEZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, it all
depends on what the prescription is and it also depends on the terrain. If the terrain is
relatively flat and we can get in sometimes we use mechanized equipment. We have large
equipment that a contractor would have that we would contract with and they would pull the
trees out, root-ball and all. And then they would be masticated by a large machine. In some
areas where we cannot get any machinery in there we do what we call cut-stump, which is
cutting the tree and then treating the stump with chemicals and depending on where you are,
if you’re near water or away from water you can use different chemicals. Most of the time we
do not use chemicals; only in areas where it has to happen.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Well, thank you. I know that it’s been an
ongoing problem so that’s why [ was asking if there was any new solution.

Back to the dam sites. In this particular dam and others, are they mostly earthen or
have they been upgraded to cement or what are the materials the dams are made of?

MR. VARELA LOPEZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, almost all
the flood control dams, 100 or so that are in New Mexico are all earthen dams. Some districts
who actually have created watershed districts garner a couple of mils from the people that
live below the dams and they have been able to basically put cobble over them to ensure that
their lifespan is longer than it normally would be. With these dams, the soils above Chimayo
are highly erosive so that’s why it’s important to keep them intact and people off of them
because the native material was used to do those earthen dams so they’re very fragile.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Well, thank you very much for your
presentation. | just have more questions. I’'m wondering if our federal government is
spending enough time eying some of these dams and putting some resources into upgrading

=

them, but I truly appreciate the need for resources. So thank you very much for the :“
presentation. Li

MR. VARELA LOPEZ: Madam Chair, if I could just answer that. On Site 1 ZE%!
we have gotten a commitment from the federal government to put in about $1.3 million and p
we have come up with $200,000 approximately through the state legislature to rehab that one k%
particular dam. Right now though, with the budgetary crisis nationwide we’re at a critical ?‘-q
juncture because one of the programs that is proposed to be cut now is the watershed projects, H
which is a federally funded thing of several million dollars per year. So if that were to happen  §f}
there would be no more work on any of these dams nationwide. »::-;

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you. :;*u

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you. And let us know if there’s anything we can help in g‘é

gaining support from the federal government. Thank you very much. Thank you,
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Commissioner Mayfield for bringing this forward.

If the Commission will bear with me, I did want to go into Matters from the
Commission, but there is an 1tem that we need to listen to before we take a break and that’s
XII. B under Finance Department.

Xil. B. Finance Department
1. Resolution No. 2011-51, Authorizing the Issuance and Sale of the

Santa Fe County, New Mexico General Obligation Improvement
and Refunding Bonds, Series 2011, in the Principal Amount of
$17,500,000 Payable From Ad Valorem Taxes Levied on All
Taxable Property within the County, Awarding the Bonds to the
Best Bidder [Exhibit 1: Pricing Book, Exhibit 2: Resolution Text]

CHAIR VIGIL: Mr. Franklin, are you going to be presenting this?

PETER FRANKLIN (Bond Counsel): Madam Chair, Kevin Powers and I will
walk this through.

CHAIR VIGIL: Very well. Thank you. Kevin, you can go ahead and get
started if you’re ready.

KEVIN POWERS (Financial Advisor): Thank you, Madam Chair. My name is
Kevin Powers. I'm with RBC Capital Markets down in Albuquerque and I am the County’s
financial advisor. We have some very good news here this afternoon. The County conducted
a sale of bonds this morning according to the notice of sale that you approved last month and
at that sale you received 12 bids on your bonds. On page 1 of the handout we have an
overview of the transaction. Just to refresh your memory the bond sale was $17.5 million.
$16.5 million was new money and $1 million of that was a re-funding of some 2001 bonds
that had interest rates that were higher than currently in the market and we were able to take
advantage of a lower interest rate environment.

The average life of this bond issue was a little over seven years. The ratings on the
bonds are triple-A by Moody’s, double-A plus by S&P. You don’t need credit enhancement
with those kinds of ratings. The net interest cost to taxpayers on this transaction will be about
$4.2 million over the life of the bonds. There was a premium bid on the bonds of $225,000.
The true interest cost, that’s the method we use to determine the best bid, was actually 3.12
percent, which is very favorable.

The current tax rate to support you GO bonding program is 1.896 mils. The result of
the re-funding is a savings of about $214,000 over the life of the bonds. That’s a 5.6 percent
PV savings ratio and typically, with re-fundings, if you can get 3 percent PV savings you feel
good about the re-funding, so we almost doubled that here. So that’s a very good result.

Just a little bit about the ratings. The County has two excellent ratings, double-A plus
from Standard & Poors is the second highest rating available; triple-A would be the highest.
The Moody’s rating of triple-A is the highest rating. When the County last sold bonds in
2009 and again in 2010 the Moody’s rating was double-A-1. Moody’s actually went in and
recalibrated its rating scale, resulting in the County’s rating going from double-A-1 to triple-
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A. So the combination of the triple-A by Moody’s and the double-A-1 by S&P really helped
the County achieve the very low borrowing cost. It’s also, it bears mentioning here that the
County has done a very good job over the last fear years dealing with the economic downturn
matching expenditure levels to the adjusted revenue levels, so the rating agencies took note of
that and maintained the ratings at these levels.

In the market today you are definitely rewarded for having a strong rating. Bond
buyers are very much interested in good solid credit with high credit ratings. So that was
very, very important in the sale.

On page 2, we just have an overview of the page on the website that was used for the
bidding. We used the same process that’s been used over the last five years or so for County
bond sales.

On page 3 we have a listing of the brokerage firms, banking institutions throughout
the country that had indicated an interest in bidding on the bonds and there were 16 bidders
that had indicated an interest.

On page 4, the next page, we actually have the page that shows the bids that were
received. Piper Jaffrey was that best bid that resulted in a TIC of 3.12 percent. Wells Fargo
was number two with a 3.18. Hutchinson Shockey was number three at a 3.2. There were
actually 12 bids submitted and that’s a very, very, very solid showing and an indication of
how well your bonds are received in the market place.

Page 5 is a little bit of a number of things here but primarily what we’re measuring is
how closely your bonds sold to the triple-A index. It’s an index that’s used in the industry to
kind of gauge sales. You were very close to the triple-A index on this sale which is an
accomplishment. And I think one thing that I’d like to point out here is that the bottom
number down here, the per-bond spread of $1.32 per bond is really a very, very nice number.
It’s a very small number and it indicates that you were able to sell your bonds at a very low
cost. So that not only was the rate low but the cost that was passed on by the purchaser to the
County to sell these bonds was extremely competitive, once again another indication and a
result of the 12 bids so it was a highly competitive sale.

On page 6 we’ve listed the more recent sales of the County’s GO bonds and this one
certainly stacks up very well. Obviously, you can’t control the market. We try to put you in a
position to be in the market at a good time. It turns out that today was a pretty good day. If
you are in the stock market it wasn’t a good day but usually the stock market and the bond
market go in opposite direction. The stock market was down the bond market was actually up
today, so you were in the market on a good day.

But you can see here, if you compare these TIC rates across the bottom there, one of
the things you have to look at is the structure of the bond issue and if you just go back to
2009 when we sold bonds back then you had an 8.3-year average life on that bond issue and
you received a 3.58 percent TIC. This transaction was a little shorter; it had a seven-year
average life, but the TIC was considerably lower at 3.2.

We’ve included some additional information, some more detailed information in the
back on the ratings. We actually have included the rating reports that were produced by
Moody’s and S&P for your information, and we’ve also included the detailed number runs
that we use to determine the total repayments and the benefit of the refunding. And with that 1
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would stand for any questions you might have on the numbers side of it and then turn it over
to Peter to work through the process of actually adopting the paperwork to accomplish the
sale.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Go ahead, Peter. I don’t see any questions thus far.

MR. FRANKLIN: Madam Chair, members of the Commission, I’ll just be
very brief. The resolution before you awards the bonds to Piper Jaffrey as the lowest bidder
for the bonds. In other words the bidder that submitted the bid that is the lowest cost to the
County. I'll just point out that on pages 3 and 4 of the resolution you’ll see a table which
indicates, as far as the new money portion, how the proceeds of the bonds are going to be

allocated to open space, roads, fire safety facilities, water projects and waste transfer stations.

The rest of the resolution really gives details about what will be required to close the
transaction, indicates that the bonds are payable from ad valorum property taxes collected by
the County.

In Section 9 on page 20 you’ll see a breakdown of how the re-funding portion of the
transaction will be carried out. It’s actually — that language appears on page 21, indicating
that a million dollars in principal amount of the bond shall be applied to the refunding of the
2001A bonds, along with $30,239.87 in premium, which was generated by the sale of the
bonds, and $2.9 million in cash that has already been accumulated for payment of debt
service on those 2001 A bonds.

So the reason I’'m pointing out these details is I didn’t want anyone to be confused
about the fact that we’re issuing a million dollars in re-funding bonds to re-fund $3.8 million
in old bonds. That’s how we accomplished that. And I’d be happy to try to answer any of the
questions.

CHAIR VIGIL: Any questions? Seeing none, what’s the pleasure of the
Commission?

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I move for approval of Resolution No. 2011-51,
authorizing the issuance and sale of Santa Fe County, New Mexico general obligation
improvement and re-funding bonds, Series 2011,

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I will second.

CHAIR VIGIL: T have a motion and a second. Is there any discussion?

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

CHAIR VIGIL: Motion unanimously passes. Thank you, gentlemen.

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes.

MS. MILLER: Could I make a comment on this? I’d just like to comment the
Finance staff and others in the County that have worked hard to make sure that Santa Fe
County’s bond rating is as high as it is. It’s really commendable to note on the first page of
the overview the Moody’s triple-A rating and the S&P double-A+ rating. Truly you can’t get
any higher than that with Moody’s and with S&P. Actually, we were just talking about this,

£

reTTy nan
Admt wkd  AlediS

2

Rt SR Y

STTEIYY

T
=R

TTOY STT



Santa Fe County

Board of County Commissioners
Regular Meeting of April 12,2011
Page 18

Kevin and I were talking, that the only thing that keeps us probably from having a triple-A
rating with S&P is income levels in the area in the state, something which the County doesn’t
have control over. But as far as ratios and all the fiscal management practices put in place at
Santa Fe County you really can’t get better than that. So I think the staff needs to be
commended for how much work they do in this area.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, Katherine. Thank you, Teresa. Please extend our
congratulations for the hard work and the dedication and commitment our staff has to make
this happen. Appreciate it. Thank you very much.

X.  OTHER MATTERS FROM THE COMMISSION

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya, do you have any matters?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Thank you, Madam Chair. Madam Chair, I’ll go
through these and then if Manager or staff want to follow up or some of them may have some
work to look into. First item, La Bajada does have running water again through their pipes,
which is a good thing, but they still need assistance to insulate and secure that pipe so it
doesn’t freeze again. So I’d like to — I know, it’s my understanding there’s another meeting
this week some time. I’d like to follow up on that.

For Mr. Martinez from Public Works, I have had a few requests on brush alongside
County Road 42, was the one that I got a call on yesterday and an email that I’1l forward to
you and the Manager. But I guess a general request would be in the course of our regular
work along County roads if we could address the concern about fire hazards. But I will
forward that email to you.

If I could, Madam Chair, I’d like to get an update briefly from Mr. Guerrerortiz on the
transfer station on 42. I know that we were going to — it was my understanding that we were
going to get a bid under construction in this current construction season that we’re in so if 1
could get a brief update I’d appreciate that.

PATRICIO GUERRERORTIZ (Utilities Director): Madam Chair,
Commissioner Anaya, the transfer station is this close to being advertised. Right now it’s in
the final review in both procurement and the Legal Department. So we should have it, if not
towards the end of this week some time next week in the newspapers.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Mr. Guerrerortiz, I appreciate
that. [ know that a lot of the constituents on both my end and Commissioner Stefanics’
constituents are excited about seeing that get under construction and it’s also something that
former Commissioner Anaya has expressed an interest in. So I thank you for that. So we’re
still on track to have that under construction in this construction season?

MR. GUERRERORTIZ: It is going to be under construction this season and
we are very excited about this too. It’s been a long way coming. Seeing it out there it’s going
to be very exciting. And we will extend invitations to people who have been part of the
process in the past and would like to be at the ceremonial, first shovel of dirt out, which will
happen within the next couple of weeks.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: I appreciate that, Madam Chair and Mr.
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Guerrerortiz and Ms. Miller, if you’d like to comment. You and I had a conversation
probably about a month ago, in conversations with people out in the community of Stanley at
the transfer station, now with the change of time we have a lot of people that get home at the
end of work and because of travel time it takes them an hour to get home. By the time they
get home they never have an opportunity to go to the dump, to the transfer station.

And so, Ms. Miller, you and 1 had that brief conversation. I don’t know if you’ve had
a chance to share with Mr. Guerrerortiz, but I suggested and I’ve been getting some feedback
on the community from, in the summer months, trying a pilot project of extending the hours
and going to a four-day schedule in the southern part of the county to see how that works so
that when people get home from work they would have an opportunity to go to the transfer
station. So, Ms. Miller, your thoughts?

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, actually Pego and I
talked about this at length and we’ve gone back through a couple of things. There are some
issues with going to four tens relative to the union and also schedules with other transfer
stations. But we’re looking at a couple of alternatives particularly there, looking at later
hours, so even if we had it still be a five 8-hour day work week, looking at having later hours
and trying some different schedules along that like. We actually had gone through a few
iterations on different schedules over all on all the transfer stations and different staffing due
to a variety of issues, and Stanley in particular trying to accommodate your request and
looking at either the four tens or adjusted hours of operation that are later in the day.

COMMISSIONER ANAY A: Madam Chair, Ms. Miller, 1 appreciate that and 1
guess a follow-up to that, is it a restrictive clause in our union agreement that doesn’t allow
it, because I guess my request as a Commissioner to the union negotiation team would be to
engage in some discussion with the union about — with the union and the employees. I did get
some general feedback from some of the County employees out there and it wasn’t a poll of
everybody but the people that work there, in Stanley, typically said, hey, we’d be willing to
look at it but I understand we’re under the contract. So I would just ask that maybe you and
the team bring that up as a discussion item.

MS. MILLER: And Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, we haven’t set that
in stone; it’s just one of the considerations that if we shift types of work schedules we have to
work with the union on that. So if we are unable to do that then we would look at at least
adjusting the hours so they’re more evening hours. So it was kind of an either — we’re going
to try one, if we can’t make that work with other schedules of employees and with working
on the union on that, then we would at least work on adjusting the hours of operation to be
more accommodating to the evening.

COMMISSIONER ANAY A: Madam Chair, Ms. Miller, I appreciate that very
much. Mr. Guerrerortiz, your thoughts and deliberation on that. I know there’s been many
other discussions on other options for solid waste, so I appreciate those efforts as well.

Another item that I had, Madam Chair, request for you, Ms. Miller and Mr. Martinez
from Public Works. Former Commissioner Anaya who is now the Assistant Land
Commissioner for I believe surface land at the land office is working on a — per work and
direction of the State Land Commissioner Powell, is working with all the counties throughout
the state on easement issues that are always coming up relative to access through State lands
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and he’s assembled a group of people statewide, counties that are working through that
particular initiative.

So I would ask, Ms. Miller, if you could follow up with Commissioner Anaya as well
as Mr. Martinez and have some presence and participation in that initiative. I don’t know all
the crux of it but from what I understand it’s going to be something beneficial to counties and
local governments relative to easements and access and work that goes through state land.

Another comment that I had, once again, Public Works, Mr. Martinez, in the Village
of Galisteo and 1 think 1 heard in the hallway, if you will, that there may be other people
bringing up concerns about equipment parked in various areas. Maybe at some point you
could visit with Manager Miller and give me some feedback on that. I got a specific request
that in the Village of Galisteo next to the community center they’re concerned about the
equipment. So [ know it’s a logistical thing and that if you have to relocate equipment back to
the yard every day that could cost us a lot of money and time. But what are your immediate
thoughts on that? And I’d be willing to engage in discussions with you and Ms. Miller on
how we might be able to find options. 1 think up north it’s something that’s coming up as
well, is my understanding from comments that Commissioner Mayfield has made to me as
well. So I would think it’s countywide. So what are your thoughts on that particular issue?

ROBERT MARTINEZ (Public Works Director): Madam Chair,
Commissioner Anaya, that is correct. We typically park the equipment at community centers
or fire stations when we’re out in a particular area doing blading or any other type of
maintenance so we don’t have to road the equipment back and forth to the Public Works
facility. Since Public Works main facility moved further away from some areas it’s harder for
us to move this equipment back and forth regularly. We were approached by a resident in the
Eldorado area, as a matter of fact near the transfer station and fire station willing to work
with the County to provide another yard there, so we’re exploring that. But we do rely on
these community centers of fire stations to park equipment.

In the future we’ve told the people that are in charge of the community centers if they
have an event or a function going or scheduled to let us know in advance and we will make
sure that we do not park the equipment because we understand the concern about kids playing
on the equipment. We don’t want anybody to get hurt and the County be liable for that. But
we can definitely make sure that we don’t leave equipment if it’s posing a problem at these
sites.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair and Mr. Martinez, | see and
understand the importance of having the ability to put up equipment in different places and I
would just ask you and Ms. Miller to, as we’re getting into our capital planning and
discussions on yards to take a look at that throughout the entire county. I think it’s beneficial
and there may be other landowners that might be willing to either let us use the land or maybe
that’s something that’s something that’s part of our capital package to talk about, acquiring
some properties, not for full blown yards but at least fenced-in areas that are secure. So 1
appreciate the follow-up on that.

Madam Chair, a couple more items. Another item that | have brought up before that I
would like to get a status on is the code. I’'m getting a lot of people that are asking for more
information on the code itself and the draft. I know that we have, from my understanding,
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going back through the minutes, we had a discussion about a process but I think in reading
those minutes we also articulated that we’d like to see what we’ve drafted thus far. So as one
Commissioner sitting up here I’d like to see what’s been drafted thus far with the code and
then get an update on the process of what we’re going to do to make sure we engage the
public.

[ know Mr. Kolkmeyer presented that we’re going to start in the south this time on the
hearings but as soon as we can get information out to the public on the code that is
appreciated. So Madam Chair, Ms. Miller, if you could comment on the code and what’s
been drafted and if you could provide copies of that to the Commission that would help us
understand where things are at.

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, I think at the end of the
month we’ll have Jack make a formal presentation of what are we on. The reason we haven’t
released anything as I said before, once there were lots of things that were being drafted in the
code but then as the plan rewrite or work-up on the code stopped as we went into the final
stages of writing the plan and adjusting the plan right now it would be pointless to release any
drafts of the code that have not been reviewed and reread for consistency with the plan as it
was adopted at the end of the year. So that’s what staff is working on is trying to go through
the code and make sure that it aligns with the plan as it was adopted and then go through
technical review and then as it has completed its technical review, then we release that to you
and to the public. Because right now it would be inconsistent and incorrect and you’d be
making a lot of comments on things that we know are not consistent with the plan.

So Jack is going to do a formal presentation to you of the schedule and where we will
be with all of that and when we will be releasing pieces that have actually been reviewed for
— drafted, consistent with the plan, and gone through the technical review and ready for
public comment. So he’ll be doing that at the end of the month.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Ms. Miller, to get into the
discussions or the detail of what’s happened thus far, not for release until it’s as you said, it
would be pointless. As a Commissioner I’d like to see what’s been drafted. Is it best for me to
sit with yourself or Mr. Ross to be able to see what we have thus far?

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, you could I guess say sit
with Mr. Ross, but I haven’t even gone through it because I know that it’s changing as we’re
actually trying to make it consistent with the plan. So they’ve been working on a fairly
regular basis every week, dedicating hours to try to get that consistency in place before
releasing it but I think we could probably work with Penny or with Steve on where we are if
you want to look at the technical side of it right now.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Thank you, Madam Chair. One last comment. |
very much appreciate the work of everyone and staff and for those County committees I
haven’t had the opportunity of visiting yet, I’ll be visiting you soon. We’ve already started
meeting with community leaders through out the district and will continue to do that. But I do
appreciate the work of the communities. I do appreciate the work of staff. Thank you, Madam
Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair. A few brief
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things. The Vista Grande Public Library celebrated its tenth anniversary this past Sunday and
they are now serving several communities: Pecos, Glorieta, Canoncito, Ojo de la Vaca, the
285 Corridor, Lamy, Galisteo, Eldorado and new subdivisions. This is the first year that the
numbers of users of the library are not the majority of Eldorado residents; they are the
surrounding areas. And I’ve asked the library to provide those statistics specifically to
Commissioner Holian and Commissioner Anaya but we’d be happy to give them to all of
you. But they remembered their founders and a few of their original founders came, and they
also remembered the County staff that helped them purchase the equipment that went into
that building. Just as a reminder for everyone, that is a County-owned building. We do
provide the maintenance, but it is a non-profit. The library is a non-profit. They have one
staff person and everybody else is a volunteer.

So I would say at the event there were maybe 75 to 100 volunteers and residents who
came who were very interested in helping to celebrate so I congratulate them very, very
much.

The next thing is, in the Sunday newspaper there was mention, and I think this
deserves a proclamation and I will do something for this person. Roni Rohr is an art teacher
at the Eldorado Community School, and she was recently presented with the New Mexico Art
Educator Award for 2011 by the National Art Education Association. So we really
congratulate her.

The next thing is the health indicator results for Santa Fe, the community health
rankings have come out, and I mentioned them last year about what we, Santa Fe County had
done good in and what we weren’t so good in. So I’d like to start with the things that we are
better than other counties in the State of New Mexico. We are better — that doesn’t mean
more; in this case it means less — we have less heart disease deaths in our county compared to
other counties. We have less diabetes death. We have less teen birth rate — our teen birth rate
is lower. Something else that we are good at, our youths are not as obese as in other counties
in the State of New Mexico. We have more adult physical activity. Maybe it’s our mountains
and our ski area. And we also have less children living under 18 who are living in poverty,
but our rate is still 19 percent, which is very, very high.

Some of the things we’re still bad at, compared to the rest of New Mexico: alcohol-
related deaths. This is Santa Fe County. Youth smoking. Caring and supportive family
relationships — apparently there are a lot of children who are being abused or having problem
relationships with their families. We have less people covered by health insurance in our
county than in the rest of the state. We have less people being vaccinated for the flus. We
rank low — not good low — low in prenatal care in the first trimester of pregnancy, and another
negative, sorry to say, is our high school graduation rate.

So while we excelled in some areas we did not in others. I would like to thank our
Health and Human Services staft and our HPPC, and our volunteers with DWI Planning
Council, the Maternal and Child Health Council, the HPPC Health Planning Council, the
staff. Thank you very much for helping us to achieve, but we still have some other things we
have to work on.

The other comment I wanted to make was, this is a congratulations to the entire
County, but Kristine worked very, very hard. The League of Women Voters came a few years
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ago and bugged Santa Fe County, and they said you are just horrible in terms of your
transparency. And I don’t know if you remember then, a national group graded us F and we
now have an A- from that same national organization. I’d like to thank the League of Women
Voters and Kristine Milhelcic very, very much for all their hard work, and then of course
Commissioner Mayfield came forward with the sunshine portal resolution which is only
going to add to that.

So we’re on our way. I think we can go from that A- to A shortly. Thank you very
much, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. I just have one item.
Last week I attended a conference which was called Integrating LLand Use and Water
Planning in New Mexico, and this conference was organized by the Utton Center in
Albuquerque. It was very well attended. There were a lot of elected officials there, there were
water planners, land use planners, and anybody who’s interested in the general topic of how
you do you land use planning and you relate that to your water supply.

I was invited to give a talk at the conference about our Sustainable Growth
Management Plan and [ have to say that there was an awful lot of interest in that plan. |
directed a lot of people to our website and thank you to our Land Use Department for putting
the plan on the website because that made it a lot easier on me. But one thing I found out
from being at the conference is that we are really on the forefront of planning for a
sustainable water supply in the future. And we can really thank the Buckman Direct
Diversion project for that. [ hadn’t realized until | prepared for the talk how important a part
of the whole picture that Buckman project really is.

Also, we have probably the most aggressive water conservation effort in the entire
state. So [ would like to first of all thank Robert Griego. He helped me with my talk and he
made some really good suggestions, and he was there to help answer questions at the talk.
And I would also really like to thank Pego Guerrerortiz because he has really shown some
visionary ideas to be able to expand our water utility into the county and to put more people
on our water utility, and that is also a really, really important part of a sustainable water
supply in the future, getting people off of groundwater.

So I was very proud to be associated with Santa Fe County and I was very proud to be
able to present our plan. And then I would like to say Happy Easter to everybody. I think that
Easter will be occurring before our next meeting. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair. Just a quick letter
that Mr. Robert Martinez of our Santa Fe County Public Works Department received and it
was forwarded to me by Hvtce. The United State Department of Interior, Bureau of Indian
Affairs sent us a letter thanking us and thanking the County and all staff for the work that
they did in reclamation of one of the hazard dams such as the ones that were presented to us
earlier today. This one dam, Commissioners, you may recall, was one I that I brought up a
month or so ago and Ms. Miller along with staff worked with San Ildefonso Pueblo and with
the local residents of the El Rancho Community to have some remediation of all that and
sediment removed. In particular the United States Department of Interior, BIA, Northern
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Pueblos, wanted to thank Ramon Trujillo, Rick Varela, Chris Sena, David Roybal, Alex
Hernandez and Diego Gomez, Eric Giron, for a job well done and thank you gentlemen and
all of our department for that phenomenal work. It’s very much appreciated.

Also, Commissioner, I had the privilege of going with the Commission today on a
tour of the Santa Fe County Detention Center. I just want to thank you for that and thank
staff. Annabelle, your staff does a great job and also our warden out there. I believe he’s Mr.
Trujillo, and all of our DO officers. I know that they have a very tough job but they’re very
professional and our facility definitely does look like a top-notch facility, and thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, Commissioner Mayfield. I think that’s it for items
under Matters from the Commission. I would just remind everyone that one of the reasons
that the resolution was brought forth regarding celebrating Earth Day, we all have copies of
this that we referenced early. This is National Earth Month and there are many things that we
can do to promote sustainable communities in Santa Fe County. Thank you. Commissioner
Holian is certainly stepping up to the plate in terms of what authority Santa Fe County has. I
think citizens can also participate quite a bit. It makes a huge difference, and I’'m going to
reference just one particular item, and that’s affecting your utility bill. You can affect your
utility bill hugely by just disconnecting the hair dryer you use in the morning or disconnecting
the shaver and not leaving it connected. Any item that you use that’s not connected makes a
difference in your billing and if all of us participate in doing that it makes a huge difference
in promoting a sustainable community.

[ wanted to also say that at the last Buckman Direct Diversion Board meeting we
actually set a date. It will be some time in June and there will be a lot of advertisement for
this for the groundbreaking, so to speak, of the Buckman Direct Diversion. It’s not going to
be a traditional groundbreaking, where you have the Mayor and the Commissioners and
everybody speaks to a ribbon-cutting type ceremony. We’re actually going to engage youth
throughout Santa Fe County to participate in this. We want it to be a different
groundbreaking. It will be at the water park up on Canyon Road and it will be a picnic-type
event. So we’ll be promoting that quite a bit and it’s a huge event to celebrate. We want to
celebrate it in a non-traditional way.

So with that I think we’re done with Matters from the Commission. We’ll be getting
some more information on a lot of the upcoming events that we all referenced.

1. Authorize the Creation of 14 Positions, Constituting 13.6 FTEs, for
the Operation of the Six (6) Santa Fe County Senior Centers in
Fiscal Year 2011 (Community Services Department / Seniors)

RON PACHECO (Senior Services Program): Madam Chair, Commissioners, I
thank you for this opportunity to request the authorization to create 14 positions constituting
13.6 full-time employees for the operation of six Santa Fe County senior centers in fiscal year
2011/12. Santa Fe County is planning the assumption of operational responsibility for five
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County senior centers that are currently being run by the City of Santa Fe. One of the steps in
preparing for this responsibility, Madam Chair, is currently to authorize the creation of
positions for the people who will work at the centers and/or will be administering the
program.

Before you we have the information in the packet to authorize these positions and I
think I will just stand for questions, Madam Chair, if that’s okay.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Move for approval.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a motion. Is there a second?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Second.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Is there further discussion?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I’'ll second, and then I have a comment.

CHAIR VIGIL: I do have a second by Commissioner Mayfield. Please.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair. I had the
opportunity to visit the senior center in Edgewood, Commissioner Anaya’s district, and I
think maybe Mr. Ron Pacheco should be one of the program staff instead of an administrator.
He has high enthusiasm, he works well with the seniors and the meeting went smoothly.
People were not concerned about the transfer. [ think if anything they wanted to know why
they had to each their vegetables, at that particular meeting. They also wanted to try to
interact with seniors from other senior centers in the county, and I thought it was a great
message to us that there are some ideas out there that we could pick up from these senior
centers. Thank you very much, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Any other questions?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair, 1 also have had the privilege
of being out there with Mr. Pacheco, and I think we’re going to do a couple more
presentations within the coming weeks. Also, Commissioner Stefanics, one note that came up
at one of our community centers is that we also have a Santa Fe County Fairgrounds and a
suggestion was made that maybe we could coordinate a dance for all our seniors at a
centralized area such as our Santa Fe County Fairgrounds, and that was very well received

with some of the northern centers. H
COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, on that point, that had been .

brought up to us from the seniors at Eldorado to have like Sunday afternoon tea dances. And I F,g
think it would be a great idea for us to maybe even do a big bang at the beginning of the new 2
fiscal year. Thanks. o
s

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.
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XII. A. Ordinance No. 2011-02, an Emergency Ordinance Declaring Hazardous
Fire Conditions and Imposing Restrictions on Open Fires, Smoking and
Other Ignition Sources. (Community Services Department/Fire)

DAVE SPERLING (Acting Fire Chief): Thank you, Madam Chair, members
of the Commission. I’'m requesting approval of an emergency ordinance declaring hazardous
fire conditions and imposing restrictions on open burning, smoking, and other ignition
sources. The ordinance covers campfires, open fires of any kind — that includes agricultural
burning and ditch cleaning, open burning of vegetation and rubbish, smoking within county
parks, campgrounds or any wildland area, except within an enclosed vehicle or building.
Littering on public roadways with ignited smoking materials, use of off-road vehicles and
motorbikes within county parks, campgrounds and wildland areas, and the issuance from our
office of permits for open burning.

The intent of this ordinance is to take effect immediately and be in place for 30 days,
to be renewed in May, if necessary. Burn restrictions have also been imposed by the City of
Santa Fe and in some areas of the state by other agencies including State Forestry and I’'m
sure they’ll be considered by the US Forest Service here in the near future.

As you are aware, they’re necessitated by the immediate and present danger of range
fires, brush fires, grass fires, forest fires, construction fires caused by the persistent lack of
significant moisture and drought. From the materials that I have the drought is likely to
persist or intensify over the next 30 days. We’ve also seen very high fire danger throughout
the county with, as I say, a forecast for higher than normal temperatures and lower than
normal precipitation. Our experience thus far, since March 1* has been 56 wildland fires, and
to give you a comparison, last year during the same time period we had 17 fires. So definitely
drier this year. March this year was equivalent to June of last year, June normally being our
high wildland month.

So I think this request will complement and simplify administration and enforcement
of restrictions locally and improve our public safety, both for firefighters and preserve
property.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, Mr. Sperling. Commissioner Stefanics, then
Commissioner Anaya and Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Yes, Madam Chair. I fully support this. My
question is wouldn’t it be easier to make it for a longer period of time and then to rescind it
rather than bring it back and continue it? Steve? Mr. Sperling?

MR. ROSS: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, normally emergency
ordinances are enacted for the shortest amount of time that constitutes the emergency. The
validity of these ordinances is dependent upon a real emergency, a threat to the public health
and safety being imminent. So what he’s chosen to do here is a very sensible approach to that
statutory problem, which is to address the problem in chunks when there’s a demonstrated
emergency. ,
COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay. Thank you, Madam Chair.
CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.
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COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, [ also — anybody who’s been
watching TV, we all have seen the news, understands the hazards that are occurring
throughout the State of New Mexico as well as the country so I also support the ordinance. I
guess commenting on Commissioner Stefanics’ last question, I would ask Ms. Miller and
Chief if — I know that there’s people that utilize burning, especially in our acequia systems
and to prepare for their crops and I know that it’s needed, that we need to do this, but at the
same time I guess my thought on the 30 days is that if you could come back monthly during
this process and provide an update to us and the public based on precipitation and the need to
extend it — is that the process and what you would do monthly, is have an item on and then
come forward and give us an update?

CHIEF SPERLING: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, that’s correct. My
intention is, as Mr. Ross reiterated was to enact this ordinance for the most reasonable
amount of time possible, given the consideration that there are people throughout the county
who do rely on burning to clear their fields, the acequias and other needs that are certainly
legitimate. And over the last 30 days when we have had some fire issues we’ve been
regulating the burn process as carefully as we can through out permitting process. We feel
like the time is appropriate now to put overall restrictions in place. I will come back again in
May if necessary if the weather predictions stand true and request that we redo this ordinance
for another 30 days. And, again, in June if necessary, to bring us into Fourth of July.
Hopefully that won’t be necessary but we’re definitely prepared to do it.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Chief, 1 appreciate the response
to the questions.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. Thank you, Chief for
bringing this forward. Actually they fire off of Rabbit Road, the people in my district got
really very anxious to have this happen. I have a question first I think for maybe staff, and
that is I noticed that item 1.e is a prohibition against littering on public roadways with ignited
smoking materials. Isn’t that always prohibited? It should be. Well, it’s littering with ignited
smoking materials, so in any event, well, my opinion is it should be prohibited at all times.

Also I have a question, I assume that we’re going to do a press release, but I'm
wondering if we could, if it would be possible to have some public service announcements on
the radio about this. Would that be a possibility?

CHIEF SPERLING: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, certainly we plan
to do a press release. I’ll also be in contact with Rio Arriba County and our neighbors in
Edgewood and to the south. I have worked with Hvtce Miller. We’ve already alerted the
tribes in Santa Fe County of our approach here on no burning asking them to participate with
us or at least to be aware of what we’re doing.

As far as the throwing lighted material out of a motor vehicle, I assume that that is
already prohibited, as our some of these other functions during different times of the year.
Again, the intent of this ordinance is to pull all this together and make it clear and more
consistent for the next 30 days to make sure people are aware that that’s what we’re going to
be watching out for in particular, and if necessary, fining them.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you. Also, [ wanted to ask — actually this
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question came up from a constituent of mine. She asked whether we have any of those signs
that have sort of a dial that shows what the fire danger is. [ know at the entrance to Los
Alamos they have one of those signs that can go from low to high and so on. First of all, I
was wondering if we’ve ever considered putting up signs like that in places like say, off Old
Las Vegas Highway in Santa Fe County, and also, what if the people in the community
wanted to raise some money to purchase one of those and put it up?

CHIEF SPERLING: Madam Chair, Commissioner, we do have signs like that
throughout the county. I don’t believe there’s one on Old Las Vegas Highway but there is one
at the entrance to Eldorado, for instance. There’s a sign in Tesuque and some of the other
areas of the county that are maintained by the local fire districts. They adjust the dial to
different conditions as necessary and we can find some money to put up a sign in the Old Las
Vegas area if that was something the district would want to work toward.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Okay. Yes. I think that would be a good place
for it, because that’s sort of on that wildland-urban interface boundary right there so it seems
like a good place to put a sign.

CHIEF SPERLING: Absolutely.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Okay. Thank you, Chief,

CHAIR VIGIL: Very good. What is the pleasure? Is there anyone who would
like to address the Commission on this? Seeing none, the public hearing is closed.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I move for approval of Ordinance No. 2011-02.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Second.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] roll call vote with Commissioners Anaya,
Holian, Mayfield, Stefanics and Vigil all voting in the affirmative.

XIL. A. 3. Request for Approval of Change Order No. 6 to the Contract
Between Santa Fe County and Bradbury Stamm Construction,
Inc., for Construction of the First Judicial Courthouse Project in
the Amount of $161,438.51 (Community Services
Department/Projects)

JOSEPH GUTIERREZ (Community Services Director): Madam Chair, in
front of you is charge order #6 for $161,438.51. There’s basically three components to this
change order. The cost for the change order was originally about6 $212,000 and that is for the
excavation and backfill of the parking garage. We went a little bit deeper because of the
contaminated soils. Therefore we had to haul in more clean soil and gravel. There’s a credit
to the County for general administrative costs. We anticipated to start the construction of the
project later than when it actually started which is the middle of February so we have a
$50,000 credit there. And the last part of the change order is adding 687 days to the
construction period bringing the completion date to December 20, 2012. Those are the delay
days due to the environmental issues at the courthouse site.

I stand for any questions. I’d like to — before I take any questions — introduce the two
gentlemen that I brought with me. First I have Robert Martinez who is with Gerald Martin,
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and he’s the owner representative for the County. And I also have Dan Lyons who’s with
Bradbury Stamm who’s the general contractor on the courthouse. In addition to that, just a
quick update. Late this weekend on Friday night and Saturday, almost a 24-hour period, we
did a major pour at the courthouse where they had 2500 yards of concrete poured for half of
the foundation of the parking lot. So that occurred late Friday night through the night and into
Saturday morning. We completed it about Saturday evening. So that was a major milestone
on the courthouse project.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Questions?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: On that point, Mr. Gutierrez, you guys have
and Kristine, on the County, we have some great pictures and some updates that are provided
on our website under Ongoing Activities, so thank you for those updates. Mr. Gutierrez, are
you anticipating any other additional change order coming forward to this Commission?

MR. GUTIERREZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, we’re in the
construction process right now and I would anticipate we will have other change orders. In
previous presentations to the Commission I had mentioned during the budget process that
there’s a $2 million contingency for these kinds of things that may occur in this construction
process. In addition to that $2 million we also received a federal grant for $382,000 that will
help offset some of the costs on the environmental side. So there is an allowance right now, if
you take that approximately $2.4 million for these types of things. And this would be the first
expenditure against that contingency budget. It is normal to start a budget — in this case we
started with a five percent contingency, given a $40 million construction project.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Any other questions? What’s the pleasure of the Board?

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I move for approval of the change order.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a motion.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I'll second.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, on that point.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I’m not sure if anyone saw the news, the
evening they actually did a turnaround about Santa Fe County cleaning up a piece of land.
And the news spot actually showed pictures, referred to the fact that it had been deemed a
silly project to take this on, this piece of land, and now it has turned into a very good offering
to the community and the environment. So I just wanted to let you know. It was a few weeks
ago. It was 10:00 news on one of the three stations but something that we have been dinged
for in the past is now being noticed as a cleanup effort. Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, Commissioner.
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XII. C.  Public Works Department
1. Request Approval of Resolution No. 2011-52, a Resolution

Creating the Santa Fe County Road Advisory Committee

CHAIR VIGIL: Make this easy for us Robert.

ROBERT MARTINEZ (Public Works Director): Madam Chair,
Commissioners, on March 29" at the BCC meeting the Commission tabled this item and
asked staff to go back and include alternates in the resolution and also revise the boundary
map so that the Road Advisory Areas did not cross into different Commission districts. So
we’ve accomplished both. We do have alternates in the new resolution and if you look at the
attached exhibit it shows the Commission boundaries and shows the Road Advisory areas in
each Commission district. There is also a little spreadsheet or whatever you call it that shows
each Road Advisory area and each Commission district and the communities that are being
represented by those Road Advisory areas. Due to the mileage and the difference in land area,
not each Commission district has the same number of representatives. So with that I stand for
questions.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Questions? Seeing none, we’re just taking action on the
change of the resolution, right?

MR. MARTINEZ: Madam Chair, that is correct.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I want to thank Mr. Martinez. He actually
did accommodate some of my requests and although I won’t have as many representatives it
doesn’t matter; they will be looking at roads within my district, so I really appreciate that. So
I would move for approval.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Second.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a motion and a second.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you very much. Robert, do you have any anticipation
that this might change in any way should we set new boundaries for Commission districts
when we’re redistricting? Probably very little I would assume.

MR. MARTINEZ: T would think very little. And we did already advertise for
volunteers, so that has already taken place.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Robert, if you wouldn’t mind extending our
appreciation to the following people who previously served on our Road Advisory
Comnmittee, and there’s many of them. Again, this is a volunteer position. Manny Chavez,
Edward Medina, Benny G. Gomez, Barbara Jeffee, Kathy Glenn, Paul Wyatt, Andrew
Griego, Gary Onstatt, Thomas Pogue, Ivan Pato, Richard E. Sena, Ann Probst, Paul Montoya,
Frank Schober, Linda McThoy, Mark Murdock, Chris Mayrant and Gail West will be
receiving certificates of appreciation. Please extend our gratitude for their commitment to
their community and willingness to serve in this capacity.

gareTrTey o~y o
RSNy ST S o

£l

T

FTENTR
EEEai ot A ¥

108



Santa Fe County

Board of County Commissioners
Regular Meeting of April 12, 2011
Page 31

MR. MARTINEZ: Madam Chair, I will do that. As a matter of fact Rita Maes
is drafting a letter right now and also preparing the certificates. We do have a Road Advisory
Meeting for tomorrow that is still under the ordinance that the Commission repealed. So we
will have one more meeting prior to the committee dissolving and us getting applications and
letters of interest from other interested volunteers.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you very much.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. Robert, How long
will you be accepting applications?

MR. MARTINEZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, we put a deadline of
May 1% but I'm not too optimistic that we’ll fill all 15 areas and alternates by then. So we
will just continue to leave it open until we fill all positions.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Okay. Thank you.

XII. D. Matters From the County Manager

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, a couple things. There’s two things mentioned
on the agenda but there’s a couple other things that have come up that I just want to mention.
First of all the sole community provider process, there was, at one of the last meetings it was
mentioned that the UNMH was providing funding for the super-supplemental for this fiscal
year to the state to draw down the federal funds for hospitals. There was some debate as to
when that would need to go forward, some time before the end of this fiscal year. However,
this week we were notified that HSD would like counties to move forward on those
agreements with UNMH by the end of the month, so we will be bringing that to you at the
April 26™ meeting. I did want to let you know that we’ve been working, Steve’s been
reviewing those to make sure that that agreement is a legal agreement, that there are no issues
with it and we find no reason that we would not be able to do that for St. Vincent’s and for
the HSD.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair. Steve, have you
received anything in writing from either Mark Reynolds, the attorney at HSD, or from CMS
indicating that this is a proper transaction?

MR. ROSS: Madam Chair, I have not received anything from anyone making
those kind of representations. You mean CMS?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Yes.

MR. ROSS: I don’t think anyone’s even requested that they take a look at it
although I’ve seen some conflicting emails on that subject. But I’ve not seen anything from
HSD, although I was told verbally by HSD that they thought the transaction passed muster.

COMMIISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you. Well, Madam Chair, I just want
to note that until we have something in writing I’m going to remain skeptical. Thank you.
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CHAIR VIGIL: Any other questions? Katherine, next item.

MS. MILLER: I also wanted to give you an update on the pilgrimage for Good
Friday. This is based on a report from Martin Vigil. There are 21 agencies that are confirmed
participating in that. The final planning meeting is scheduled for April 15™. There will be a
unified command post located at the Apple Shed. There’s quite a few things here if you want
the details but ultimately, also we will be providing chemical toilets on the way. This was not
budgeted for in the County budget but after discussing this with the staff that’s working on
this project and how this has been done in the past. It’s been something that’s been provided
on occasion by the County but we do consider it to be a public safety issue, so we have had
Lisa working on getting quotes and seeing what we can do along this line so I'm looking for
some contingency funding to do this.

We will be providing 27 portables that we will service daily. It’s going to run
probably somewhere between $4,000 and $5,000 and they will deliver those on Wednesday
and pick them up on Saturday evening. They will be along County roads or at County
facilities. We will not be placing them on private property thought. Then Rio Arriba County
has indicated that they will probably do something but [ don’t know what that is. But I did
just want to let you know because that was some item of discussion that we had been having.

Additionally, we will be closing the County offices that afternoon, Good Friday, as
we have traditionally done to provide opportunity to staff to participate in events along that
line.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Question.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Manager Miller, thank you.

MS. MILLER: You’re welcome. One other item, just kind of an update, just to
let you know that based on the unfortunate passing of Representative Wallace there will be a
legislative vacancy. The process for filling a vacancy like that that covers multiple counties is
that each county commission puts forward to the governor a nomination and the governor
selects from one of those three nominations a replacement for that seat. If the district is
contained within one county then the county commission does it but in this case it covers
Sandoval, Los Alamos and Santa Fe County. We do have a list of registered voters in the two
precincts that are within that legislative district. I just wanted to let you know that that will be
the process that this governor will follow. So when the Commission would like to take any
applications and put forward a name I would think that would be some time within the next
month.

So those are some of the things that have come up just in the last couple of days. The
items that are on the agenda — the legislative update — Rudy is here to give you a real quick
update of what was actually signed into law and the final update of what happened with the
legislature. And then you will not see this on the agenda for another year.

XII. D. 1. Legislative Update [ Exhibit 3: Legislative Update]

RUDY GARCIA (Community Services): Good afternoon, Commissioners.
First of all I’d like to give my condolences to Representative Wallace’s family, as her being
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the representative from my district, representing the La Cienega area she actually did help out
the La Cienega area, anywhere from the acequias to the rural communities of her district. As
you all mentioned earlier about all the things she did for Santa Fe County, I’m actually going
to truly, personally miss her because you all may not know this but she really actually helped
out Santa Fe County, particularly me at the session, in tremendous ways, probably assisting
me in ways that she probably shouldn’t have helped me with. But definitely she did a good
job and I’'m certainly going to miss her.

On another note, actually, I would like to thank everybody that was there at the
session who helped me out. I certainly learned a lot of things from Katherine this year on how
to get a bill passed fairly smoothly through the session and that actually was an interesting
process, as well as seeing bills that we actually supported as a County as a whole that didn’t
actually progress forward. And I would actually like to thank Hvtce. Hvtce helped me out this
year and he was a tremendous help to me, so thank you, Mr. Miller.

We actually did put together this legislative report, which is 2011. This report actually
has all the bills that the governor signed into law. The first several pages. This handout
actually has all of the bills that the governor vetoed and all of the bills that got pocket vetoed.

Some of the examples of some of the bills that actually got approved that affect Santa
Fe County is House Bill 2, which is teen court, had about a $60,000 appropriation in there.
House Bill 426 is the City and County jail inspections. House Bill 373 is the reauthorization
bill for capital projects. Santa Fe County did have a couple of projects in there. Senate Bill
429 was the surveyor position bill. There are also some bills in here that we still need to go
through and see exactly how they affect the different departments of Santa Fe County. A
couple examples of those bills being House Bill 93, which is police training of mentally
impaired individuals. House Bill 106 is extension of sunset dates for boards and
commissions. House Bill 167, [Fire Prevention Ordinances. House Bill 558 is an industrial
revenue bond, the notice for procedure for those. House Bill 607 is the film production credit.
Like I said, some of these bills we’re still going through to see exactly how they affect Santa
Fe County.

There are actually two major bills that go vetoed that the County actually supported as
a whole through a resolution. One of them was Senate Bill 63, the government local food
product purchase. We actually did pass a resolution in support of that. And the other bill was
Senate Bill 266, which was Senator Wirth’s bill and that was the energy conservation bonds.
With that I stand for any questions.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Mayfield:

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Mr. Garcia, you just mentioned House Bill
226, the City and County jail inspections. I think that was what you said. What was the crux
of that bill, Rudy?

MR. GARCIA: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, I’'m not exactly too
sure what that bill entails but we’ll actually go through it and we’ll actually forward you a
copy of that. I know the County of Santa Fe actually does a yearly inspection on our jail.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you. And then, Mr. Garcia, we also
had a reauthorization bill that was passed on certain capital projects. Did the County have any
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projects in that reauthorization bill?

MR. GARCIA: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, we had a couple of
bills on there. One bill was actually a bill up north for the Pojoaque Valley
Community/Senior Center. We actually did a name change for that to the Nambe
Community/Senior Center and a time extension for that grant until 2013.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you. And Madam Chair, Rudy, on
that point, where are we within the construction phase of the bidding?

MR. GARCIA: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, we actually put that
project out to bid. The bids came in last Thursday and they came in over budget. So our next
step in the Community Services Department is to go out and meet with the community one
more time and actually have the community pick their priorities and then send out to bid
hopefully within the next 30 to 60 days.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Any other questions?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Mr. Garcia, thank you for your
work and the work of the team and Manager and all others that helped. I just wanted to make
an additional note. It was something that the Association of Counties worked through I think
several affiliates, I think including the Commissioners. But House Joint Memorial 4,
reducing the burden on County detention facilities, puts us in a mode as county governments
to begin a process to begin to define those areas where we’re struggling and have difficulty
with funding detention facilities. It’s a first step, if you will, but I think it’s something we
want to keep our eye on, Mr. Garcia, relative to task forces that are going to be set up. Do you
know of any particular task forces that are going to be associated with that joint memorial or
maybe you could get some additional information and bring it back. But I believe that was an
item that was pushed by the Association of Counties and got through. Do you have any
comments on that?

MR. GARCIA: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, you are correct. The
Association of Counties did put that forward and we will keep in contact with them and any
subcommittees or any interim committees that do come up we will actually follow through
with that and give you a regular update on that.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, Katherine, do you think that
perhaps our great staff who did all this legislative work could maybe by June 1 or so, maybe
July 1, put together the bills with a little paragraph that has anything to do with the County
impact, so that we are aware of that? It sounds like they are going to be looking at quite a few
and I’m not looking for a page but maybe a sentence or two — would increase fees, mandates
new training — something like that. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Any other questions? Thank you, Rudy and thank you
Hvtce for all your work, late hours into the night. I saw you there. Katherine, thank you for
your strategy at the New Mexico Legislature and helping Santa Fe County successful on
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many paths there. Anything else?

XII. D. 2. Update on Assessor’s Office Contract
[Exhibit 4: Assessor’s Presentation]

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, yes, there’s one other item. Back a couple
months ago, the Assessor brought forward a budget resolution to budget additional funds for
a study. That study came out of discussions last year relative to concerns with the Assessor’s
budget and their ability to look at assessing county properties countywide with the staff that
they have. That resulted in meetings with DFA. From the meetings with DFA there was an
agreement to go forward and look at doing a study, up to $45,000. The RFP brought back
some qualified respondents but the cost proposals were around $110,000, $120,000, which
was what brought forward the budget adjustment resolution that was tabled. Then the
discussion, when that was tabled, I was directed to go work with the Assessor to see if we
could come up with an alternative to doing a $120,000 study. So we have a few meetings and
talked about what was the ultimate goal here?

The ultimate goal is, and I don’t want to speak for the Assessor but to try to kind of
generalize the way that the conversation went, the ultimate goal was bringing our property tax
valuations to a current and correct status. Not the taxable value, nothing to do with tax
lightening, but knowing that our tax records are correct. So we had a discussion about what
that would take to get there and how could we collaboratively do that. What we decided to do
was to try to move forward with looking at bringing a contractor in to help the Assessor’s
staff do a reappraisal of county properties, not in order to raise taxes but to actually make sure
that our property tax records are correct. And I think Gary and Domingo could speak to this
better, the Assessor and Deputy Assessor, but it’s been probably 20, 30 years since a
countywide reappraisal was done when the standards would probably call for something like
five years.

I asked Gary to come and talk about the particulars of what they think is needed and
then kind of what we’d like to do, and the reason I’'m bringing this forward and asking them
to come talk about it now is it’s going to require us to budget for something like this. We’re
working on the premise that we would try to come up with a scope of work that we could go
out, do an RFP for the services, and that we would split it 50-50 between the general fund
and the valuation fund. So that’s the premise that we worked under based upon direction
from the Commission to go back and work on something. And Gary’s here to talk on the
Assessor’s Office behalf of what he thinks we ought to be putting forward.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, Katherine. Gary, welcome. Please proceed.

GARY PEREZ (Deputy Assessor): Thank you, Madam Chair. Good
afternoon, Commissioners. Thank you, Ms. Miller. As Ms. Miller stated the ultimate goal
here is to get all of the information on real property and all the taxable property in the county
to be correct. There’s a lot of information that has not been entered into the new computer
system that Mr. Martinez acquired two years ago, that has not been able to be put into the
computer or to be checked. And as Ms. Miller stated, there hasn’t been a door-to-door
reappraisal in many, many years. Certainly not in the past four years as Mr. Martinez has
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been the current Assessor, and even prior to that.

So to clarify something, it’s that we, the Assessor’s Office does a reappraisal
essentially every year and changes values every year. We do studies of what’s going on in the
market and we can change those values using our computer system. But what is really needed
is a door-to-door reappraisal or reinspection of all the properties. And we know that it’s going
to be quite costly so our plan is to do a portion at a time. So if [ can just get started on what I
have here in front of you, I'll explain.

CHAIR VIGIL: Please proceed.

MR. PEREZ: Why is it necessary to do this? First of all, the International
Association of Assessing Officers recommends that you do a door-to-door reappraisal every
four to six years. Again, we haven’t done that for a long time. The purpose is to collect and
input into our computer system a correct and accurate information about the property. Also to
identify all properties and improvements that aren’t currently on the tax rolls. And we’re
currently doing that now but we believe that there’s many, many more out there that we could
get and if we can get them all at once and be done with it all at once we would be in a much
better position and so would the County and all the entities that collect revenue from property
taxes.

It is also to identify any physical depreciation or obsolescence on each property. And
keep in mind that any type of changes that we collect out there, if they’re on residential
property, are still going to be subject to the three percent cap. So if a property has not
changed in any way and we go out there, the most it would increase in value for the following
year is three percent. What we would be identifying is any additions that people haven’t taken
permits out for or any houses that people have built that maybe we’re not aware of are out
there and we need to get them on the tax rolls. So that’s the primary purpose here.

You can see here is an example of a sketch of a house. This house is over 7,000
square feet. This is the initial staff that our appraisal staff does on the house. So what the
door-to-door reappraisal would do would be to verify these sketches. And a lot of these
sketches are still on these types of cards in our files but not yet inputted into our computer
system for the computer to value it. So that’s what needs to be done. Also to take this sketch
out to the field to this particular home and verify everything that’s on this sketch, such as all
of the heated area, the garage area and porch area.

This slide will show you what the sketch looks like after it’s drawn into the computer
system, with all the characteristics of the house, all the attributes that are collected from the
house such as the roofing, the flooring, the condition, the quality, and then the computer will
actually calculate the square footage once it’s input into the system correctly. You can see
here that this sketch actually has a lot of porch area missing from it that was noted on the
prior sketch and that was done intentionally so that I could show you that this would be an
example of something that would really need to be on the tax rolls that is really not. So a
door-to-door inspection would result in finding this type of information and correct it.

The next slide shows you that we are currently and have been currently in the past
four years picking up properties that were omitted from the tax rolls. The Assessor has a duty
that once we find property that should be on the tax rolls and it’s taxable to enter it onto the
tax rolls and we have the authority to back-tax that property for up to ten years prior. So this
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just shows you that for 2010 we picked up over 140 properties, added over $22 million in
taxable value, and brought in over $492,000 in taxes. For 09, it was a big year, we added 226
property for over $56 million of taxable values with $1.2 million in revenue. So you can see
that there are many properties that we’ve been able to pick up and we believe that there are
many more out there. We’re currently working on this.

But without additional help we believe that it’s going to take probably a couple years
or more to get caught up.

What properties will be affected on a door-to-door reappraisal? All the properties with
residential structures on them, such as houses, apartments and residential condos is what
we’re going to want to be reviewing. All of the commercial properties we believe we can do
with our in-house staff. And we’ve already done some of these residential properties. They
have been working on them over the past four years, however, all of them haven’t been able
to be reviewed.

So only those properties that have not already been inspected by our office staff will
be reviewed and we’ll be providing — if we can do this — we can provide a list to a contractor
and let them know which properties need to be field reviewed.

CHAIR VIGIL: Gary, I have a question, if you don’t mind. Commissioner
Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you. If individuals have come
forward and said I’ve built something, are you still going to go out and visit their property or
are you going to take that as the evidence for a property tax increase?

MR. PEREZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, we would probably use
that information because we would go out there and verify the information and collect the
data so it’s pretty current. We probably wouldn’t need to go to that property on this
reappraisal project.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay. So for individuals coming forward,
that’s what I wanted to get at for the public, if individuals were coming forward and offering
their information in the first place they wouldn’t be subject to some of these visits?

MR. PEREZ: That’s correct.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you.

MR. PEREZ: So currently we have about 49,000 almost 50,000 residential
parcels with improvements on them. Approximately 12,000 have been inspected and we
believe the data is correct. So approximately 37,000, 38,000 are yet to be inspected and
reappraised.

So the next slide is why is an outside contractor necessary? Well, for one reason, the
current staff that we have cannot accomplish this door-to-door reappraisal, complete it, and
complete their daily assignments and get it all done in a timely manner. It would take years to
do both. We’re also lacking the resources. We could probably hire people and start our own
project, hire additional people on a temporary basis, but we would lack the resources to be
able to do this, such as office space. Right now we barely fit in the current space that we
have. We would need to have more vehicles and we would need to have more computers.

Our goal would be to complete the reappraisal before next year’s notice of values are
mailed. That’s a very optimistic goal. It may not be able to be achieved but that is our goal.
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So with that, that pretty much details what we would be requesting and you’ll see in
our budget and as we move forward through the budget process we just wanted to give you
the information as to where we’re headed with this, and getting away from the evaluation and
moving forward with this work that needs to be accomplished. I also have a little bit more
information since we’re getting ready to mail out the notice of values to give to you with five
more minutes of presentation if you like.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, Gary. Commissioner Holian, then Commissioner
Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. Thank you, Mr.
Perez for the presentation. First of all, can I get a copy of those slides?

MR. PEREZ: Absolutely.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: And the other question I have is about the
commercial properties. How many commercial properties do you think that we have to
reappraise and how long might that take?

MR. PEREZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, I believe we have about
30,000 commercial and vacant properties. Actual commercial properties that have structures
on them, about 3,000.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: An how long do you think that might take with
in-house staft?

MR. PEREZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, that would take probably,
given the fact they have other duties such as protests to contend with each year, probably, I
would say at least a year. Maybe less.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Mr. Perez.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you. On just the commercial
properties first, during the legislative session the County Manager and I happened to be
visiting with Senator John Arthur Smith. And he indicated that in a private role he was here
in Santa Fe with his son doing some appraisal of a commercial property. And he brought to
our attention that that commercial property wasn’t even on our tax rolls. So I do think that
this effort is necessary and perhaps this is the right compromise.

The second thing is a question, Madam Chair, and Domingo or Gary, I don’t know
who can answer this. Is last year, I thought we had appropriated or supported your purchase
of laptops for the individuals who go out in the fields so that they could do work. Did that
occur?

MR. PEREZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, yes, that has occurred.
We started implementing the use of those laptops about a month and a half ago. We have
about eleven laptops. They are fitted so that they can — there’s a bracket placed in each
vehicle so that the laptop can be secured t the bracket, and they are actually collecting the
data, entering it directly into the laptop when they are at the property and that is actually
reducing or helping pick up properties in a more efficient manner.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: So then, Madam Chair, so the process is
that it is wirelessly communicated? Or it’s saved to a CD or flash drive and then put into our
mainframe? How does that work?
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MR. PEREZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, it is saved to the drive
of the laptop and then it’s docked when it comes back to the office and it’s input into the
system. They also have wireless ability. When they’re out in the field they can access the
system, wireless, and they can also access the internet if they need to access our GIS or aerial
photos they can do that from the field as well.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you very much.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Any other questions? Comments? Direction?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: So could we rephrase the request? From
what I understand it’s $50,000 from general funds, $50,000 of —

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, what was originally requested was a budget
adjustment for the study. This is a completely different approach. That study was originally —
the target price for the study was about $45,000. And that then was going to be split, although
I think that was actually all budgeted under the valuation fund. And then what had been
requested was taking that up to $110,000, and that was what was brought to the Commission
out of the valuation fund and the discussion at that particular time was to table it and to look
at could we do something other than study how much stafting was needed additionally and
going in that debate and really look at what could we do to actually get to the problem that
the Assessor’s Office was experiencing and that was having incorrect data on the property
cards and not wanting to load that data into the CAMA system but get accurate, current data
into the CAMA system. That was really the issue at hand, and then determining what staffing
needs were there once we had correct and up to date data.

Additionally, I would like to say there’s been a lot of discussion at the City about
raising property taxes. Well, it doesn’t really make sense to raise property taxes if the taxed
properties are not in the system. If there’s properties that aren’t there and aren’t actually even
paying those should be brought into the system, or that the properties’ values that are in the
system are not up to date. It actuaily makes more sense to get the data accurate and then look
at what that does to the tax base. It could actually decrease the overall property tax rate within
the county and the city, if all property values are accounted for. And some people’s property
may go up, some people’s property may go down.

So I think what we tried to come up with to present to you was that this was an
alternative to studying staffing in the Assessor’s Office. That this is really something that the
County has needed to do for a long time and to bring that to you during the budget process.
So the Assessors have requested that funding, and I said that I would bring forward this also
from an administrative side that [ think this is a good idea for us to look at this because it
could ultimately save on the overall property tax rate.

CHAIR VIGIL: I want to comment. It just makes so much sense. It’s really the
most and highest best use and most efficient use of taxpayer dollars. And it’s also an
expeditious way of getting everyone on the tax rolls. ’m totally in favor of this. [ would
definitely support it through any of the budget processes. I see this as far better than trying to
find out what are needs are because it’s like, we know that. We know what our needs are and
that is getting those taxes up to date. I have a question though and this is a systemic question.
When the City or the County issue building permits are they communicating that to the
Assessor’s Office?
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MR. PEREZ: Madam Chair, Commissioners, the County is currently. The
City has the information about their permits on their website. However, we are wanting to
work with them to see if we can get the information electronically so that we don’t have to
merely get a .pdf file or a static file that’s on their website, so that we have to re-input
everything into our system. So I'll be talking to the people at the City to try to get their
electronic file so we can just pull it into our database and use it. And we’re developing a
system for picking up properties off of permits.

CHAIR VIGIL: That is such a sensible transaction that should be consistently
occurring and ongoing. Just having been born and raised in this area a lot of the issues you’re
probably going to be dealing with are infill in the city, because that’s where the building
permits are and that’s where the assessments probably don’t have the door-to-door approach
that we’re going to be doing here. So if there’s a way that the Assessor’s Office feels
confident that building permits are being given to you directly. In Bernalillo County they
issue a building permit, the City does or the County does, it automatically goes to the
Assessor’s Office. To place the burden on the Assessor’s Office to look on the website I think
isn’t as cooperative as just getting those building permits directly to you. If there’s a way that
piece could be taken care of I think once we get fully assessed we’re not going to have the
problems that we have now.

MR. PEREZ: Madam Chair, Commissioners, I think that the real issue here
too is that there’s people who build without building permits, and that’s the big purpose of
the reappraisal. And if [ may, Madam Chair, once we’re done with questions, I still have a
little bit more information I’d like to present to you about the upcoming notice of value
mailing.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Just my individual comments, I had a brief
conversation with our Assessor and I want to spend some more time with the Assessor and
Deputy Assessor to take a more detailed look at what’s been presented here. I think it’s an
option to look at but like all other budget options I think that during the budget process and
that evaluation I think we’ll go through this and the entire balance of the budget to determine
whether or not it is the best option. So that would be my individual comment. But I do look
forward to meeting with you and the Assessor to better understand what’s in the presentation,
maybe have some more questions for you individually. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Please proceed.

MR. PEREZ: Thank you, Madam Chair. So the next slide — actually what I’d
like to do right now is present to you this, what we call the annual report and we’ll be giving
this annual report to you yearly at budget time, so if I may give this to you. Just so you know
the annual report is not exactly what is here. There’s a few things that I didn’t include in the
slides that I'm discussing up here that are included in your annual report.

So in the annual report, if you’ll go to page 3, on the taxable value comparison
between 2009 and 2010, I just brought this information forward to you just to show you that
the Assessor’s Office, on the top row, the total taxable value in 2009 was $6.7 billion and in
2010 the total taxable value was $6.89 billion. That was an overall change and increase of 2.8
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percent. We added about $186 million in taxable value. Again, taxable value is one third of
the full market value. And then you have further below a breakdown between residential
value and non-residential value.

If yow’ll turn to the next page and the next slide shows what we’ve done for this year.
In 2010, again, the total valuation was $6.89 billion. This year, in 2011, that total will be
$6.957 billion and that will represent about a one percent change over last year’s.

The next slide, and it may not be the exact slide in your packet, as I said, but it shows
a bar graph and it’s the County taxable value history from 2005 to 2011. I just wanted to
show you that these were the totals from the prior years and that we’re at $6.957 billion for
2011. Even though the economy continues to suffer the Assessor’s Office continues to pick
up valuation and a lot of it is due in these past couple of years due to new construction being
added and the values increasing, the three percent on the residential side, up to three percent
on the residential side, and we can discuss that further in the next couple slides.

The next slide shows the net new valuation that we added to the tax roll in taxable
value. So you can see that for this year we’re down somewhat. We’ve only added $169
million in taxable value for this year. In 2008 it was a good year and we’re considerably
down from that year.

The next slide kind of shows you what has happened here for this year. This is part of
a report we must submit to the Department of Finance and Administration and it’s part of the
certification of values. These are the numbers that we’ve generated for this year. You can see
that in yellow, prior years, the tax base was $6.8 billion. For the current year we have net new
valuation, we’ve added $169 million in new valuation. That’s new construction, new houses,
new commercial construction, new additions. But you can see that under valuation
maintenance we have a negative $129 million. And that gives us a total valuation of $6.843
billion. This number, the $6.843 billion, is without our corporate properties which we rely on
the State Property Tax Division to give us those valuations, then we plug them in and add
them to this. But if you add last year’s value you would end up at about $6.9 billion.

The reason why I included this slide is so that you can see that our overall increase is
probably going to be about $40 million unless we have more on the corporate side to the tax
base. And even though we picked up $169 million in new value we’re going to have an
overall increase in only $40 million, because the valuation maintenance went down $129
million. Valuation maintenance is properties that are already on the tax rolls. They’re not
new. So it’s those properties that we’ve reduced the values on. I know a lot of you probably
have questions as to as to do we reduce values on properties because of the market going
down? Yes we do, and this is evidence of it. We’re going to have properties that go up, and
they might go up three percent on the residential properties but they might come down as
well because we may already be at market value on those. And we may be overvalued on
those and we’ve actually brought those values down. So you can see that there’s evidence
here of that happening.

And then the last slide, actually I wanted to demonstrate to you why — because this is
the biggest question taxpayers have — why does my assessed value — why did my assessed
value increase if the market value decreased? And this is for residential property only. The
property can go up by as much as three percent because of the cap law. This is part of the
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whole tax lightening issue. So let’s assume in this example that the Assessor’s value in 2010
was $150,000. The real time market value for that same property was $200,000 in 2009. Our
value always reflects the prior year’s true market value except that we are limited by three
percent increase. So in this case if the market value decreased in 2009 and let’s say that in
2010 that market value decreased to $175,000. And that’s in the real world. And then the
Assessor’s value in 2011 would probably have to be increased by three percent to $154,500.
So we’d be adding $4,500 to that value.

This demonstrates to you why we have to go up three percent. Because even though
the market value has decreased in this example from $200,000 down to $175,000, we are not
yet, on our records, at $175,000. Therefore the property gets appraised by it can only go up
three percent. This is the main reason why values go up and continue to go up three percent,
because there has been such a large disparity over the past ten years between our value and
the real world value. In the real world it was up here, back in 06 an 07, but the values have
come down. But our value is still not yet at this lower value. This is the main reason. So [
wanted to give you this information so that you have that answer with you because we are
getting ready to mail out the notice of values here on Friday. They should be reaching
mailboxes Saturday or Monday and we’ll be dealing with people who don’t agree with their
value. We’ll be dealing with people who can come in and apply for exemptions and other
benefits such as a freeze on value. And I wanted to let the public know that the deadline for
contesting their value will be May 16™ or for applying for exemptions. And we want to
encourage people that if they have any questions to please let us know and we’ll try to work
with them.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, on the last example that you
provided, and my comments aren’t directed at you as the Assessor. You’re trying to do your
job to make sure that the assessments are out there and that we pick up the properties and the
improvements that need to be picked up. The sad reality, you mentioned the reality, the sad
reality associated with Santa Fe County is that we have many — and I’ve made this comment
before but I’1] continue to make it. We have many people that have moved into Santa Fe, paid
large sums of money for properties in existing residential districts and as a result of those
purchases we have long-standing residents of those communities that are automatically
getting that three percent increase no matter what, based on things beyond their control.
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These people being on fixed incomes that don’t have those resources. E"
So I understand your example but I think that it’s fundamentally flawed. It’s not your n{"iﬁ

fault, but I think it’s flawed and it’s wrong. I don’t think that that is an adequate mechanism Al
to be able to automatically increase those taxes three percent per year. That’s what happened e
when disclosure came in and I think it has had some benefits but the unintended 2
consequences are those communities and those members, that their taxes are going to go up &
three percent no matter what is unfortunate. f;’ﬁ

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair. So I want to
make sure this is clear to the public. The tax bills are going to go out approximately when?
April — e
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MR. PEREZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, the tax bills go out in
November but the notice of value comes out, it will hopefully be out this Friday. They’ll be
mailed this Friday, April 15™.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay. So the tax values of properties will
go out April 15" and May 16™ is the appeals deadline.

MR. PEREZ: That is correct.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Well, I think that’s one thing that people
miss a lot, so I just want to re-emphasize that. The second thing [ wanted to ask about is I
have recently had — well, not recently. It’s on and off through the year. Not a lot of cases but
occasional cases where people have sold a property and they’ve come in, they’ve done the
recordings here about the sale, and they continue to get tax valuations on their property. So is
there a lag time or — I think it’s confusing for me and the public to understand if we’re rolling
forward, if we’re rolling back. How does this work? Like, if | sold my property today when
would I stop paying taxes on my property? For the year I’'m in or for the following year?

MR. PEREZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, if you bought a
property today and you closed the deal through a title company, the title company would
prorate your taxes. If you sold it they would collect — they would estimate what the taxes
would be for this year, for 2011, they would collect essentially three months from you and
they would give it to the buyer. The buyer would then have it as part of their funds and the

buyer would then get the tax bill in November. The buyer is responsible for the entire tax bill.

It’s prorated at closing time.

As far as the notice of value is concerned that we send to them, if they close any time
between now and a month ago, more than likely the notice of value would still come to them,
to the original owner. Because we have been working to get these values correct and we’re
about two weeks to a month behind in ownership changes, in correcting the ownership
changes within our office, so they would probably get you, if you had sold that property you
would still get the notice of value from us. We would hope that those people would forward
the notice of value to the new owner or use their realtor to do that. The new owners, we
would encourage the new owners that if they didn’t receive the notice of value from us and
this situation occurred, that they come in and ask for a copy from us.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay. So Madam Chair, that’s not the
situation I’m talking about, really. I have individuals who for a year, two years, thiee years,
they’ve sold the property. Julia, my liaison, has tried to work with your office, but it doesn’t
get fixed easy. So I'm wondering what the problem is for the buyer and the seller. What
happens? What gets funny?

MR. PEREZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, what happens some
times is that people don’t use title companies to close. A lot of people don’t record their
documents. The only way that the Assessor’s Office or any one knows, the world, that
someone filed a deed is if they file the deed. If they bought a property and there was a deed
issued they need to file it at the Clerk’s Office. If they file it at the County Clerk’s Office we
would get a copy and that’s how we know the ownership has changed on that property, and
that’s what we use to change the ownership information on our side for tax purposes, for
notice of value and for the tax bill. So either they’re not recording the deed, or the deed may
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have gotten recorded and maybe it has slipped through the cracks and we haven’t found it.

So if they come in and make us aware of it we’ll do our diligent effort to find that
recording and if we find it, we’ll make the correction. If they didn’t record it it would be up
to them to record their deed, or their real estate contract.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: So, Madam Chair, what I hear is if
somebody has a problem and they’ve recorded, if they go and get a copy of that recorded
deed and bring it to your office, it would be corrected?

MR. PEREZ: Absolutely.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay. Because that is the situation I’ve had
at least three times in the past two years. So I just want to be clear, that maybe, if somebody
went, got their paperwork and brought it to your office, that might help.

MR. PEREZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, yes, it would help, and
we’re also working with the County Clerk, Valerie Espinoza, to get copies of those deeds
electronically. She receives electronic copies from the title companies and we have asked her
to forward those to us and we’re going to develop a system to where we get those
electronically. Currently, we have to go make copies of deeds, bring them back to our office
and work them by hand. So there is another procedure that we’re doing that we’re going to be
implementing soon that will hopefully minimize these types of errors.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you very much.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you. Any other questions? Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, I’m going to back up and ask a
question on your chart if I could. Part of the valuation that occurred relative to what we’re
going to consider in the budget whether we augment staff internally, potentially, or bring in a
contractor, had to do with an evaluation that occurred by the State Taxation and Revenue in
which they required or requested that we do that? Is that kind of the quick evolution of how
we got to that point once again?

MR. PEREZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, DFA and the County and
Assessor Martinez agreed that there should be an evaluation conducted, because he felt that
in the prior year’s budget he was not being funded properly or enough to be able to do the job
properly that he’s required to do statutorily. So DFA, when they intervened said that this
evaluation should be done to determine whether or not that’s correct. And so —

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Okay, Mr. Perez. So on that note I’m looking at
taxable value history in the county. And I’'m looking from 2005 at $4,887,341,430, in 2005,
to a net increase to $6,957,915,000. That demonstrated to me that there’s been a progressive
increase in valuation which is an increase in revenue. 1 get what you’re asking for, but just
fundamentally, you’ve shown net gain in valuation, which is an increase in revenue. |
understand that you want to re-evaluate but that shows, demonstrates it works. So clarify the
urgency of the re-evaluation of property given that gain over time. And how does this — and
this question you might not be able to answer today but I’ve asked it before is how do we
stack up against other counties in the state of similar size and scope? Maybe that’s something
later you can answer. But just on the first question, if we’re showing a net increase in value
that’s demonstrating in my mind you’re doing your work and so help me out a little bit.

MR. PEREZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, really the Assessor is not
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concerned — the Assessor’s role is not to be concerned with the revenue coming in. The
Assessor’s role is to ensure that the value of the property is being valued correctly. Okay?
Yes, this demonstrates that we are doing our job. However, there is information from prior
years, because of lack of resources or whatever the reason was, that we have incorrect data on
individual properties that we know are incorrect, or it’s sitting in a paper file and it’s not yet
inputted into the computer system. It’s not verified and put into the computer system. A lot of
the properties that we have been able to verify off those paper copies we have found errors
that someone picked up that house, they collected the data, measured it 20 years ago, but it’s
incorrect.

So what we still need to do is to hit all the properties to make sure that everything is
on correctly because you wouldn’t want to be assessed for — if you had a 2,000 square foot
house you wouldn’t want to be assessed for 2,500 square feet. That is the main purpose of
this reappraisal, and to also find properties that aren’t on the tax roll that should be on the tax
roll because if everybody was paying their fair share of taxes more than likely the tax rate
would end up coming down.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: And Madam Chair, let me clarify. I think any
department or any assessor in the whole state, probably the whole country would love to have
the ability and the opportunity to clear everything on their desks and bring everything up to
speed rapidly. I think anybody would agree to be able to do that. I’'m just simply pointing out
that there is an increase in valuation that has occurred consistently. There’s not a decline;
there’s an increase, which demonstrates work and the work of the Assessor’s Office. 1 think
that’s a good thing, and I think as we go through that evaluation of the proposal and other
options we need to take into consideration all facets and factors.

But I just want to point out that it has been an increase in valuation consistently over
time, not a decrease. So thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you. And thank you very much, Gary. I think we’re
ready to move on to the next item. Ms. Miller, is there any other update you need to provide
to the Commission?

MS. MILLER: No, that’s it. Except for one thing. Just so you know, the clock
on the wall is wrong.

XIil. E. Matters From the County Attorney
1. Consent to Rezoning of the Polk Property in the Presumptive City

Limits

MR. ROSS: Madam Chair, the first item here is the consent to rezoning of the
Polk property. The reason this is on our agenda, if you’ll take a look a couple pages back
you’ll see a letter from Mr. Siebert to the City. He has made a request to rezone this property
which is near the corner of Rodeo Road and Richards. It’s actually just down the street on
Richards. It’s a little bit south of the intersection. It’s currently zoned rural residential
pursuant to the City-County annexation agreement. And he has applied to the City of Santa
Fe to rezone that parcel to C-2, commercial.
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The City has written us a letter which is the second page in your packet, the letter
from Tamara Baer. Essentially the City wants to ensure that if they entertain this request to
rezone this property that the County will not find that that action violates the City-County
settlement agreement on annexation that was signed several years ago. The background for
this request is in the little memo that I put together. Essentially, the City created the rural
residential district in the City code. The area where this property is identified is to be
annexed; it’s in what’s called the presumptive city limits. There’s a nice colorful map at the
very back of the packet that shows all the various annexation zones that were identified in the
City-County settlement agreement.

Zones 1 and 12 were supposed to have been zone rural residential or in such a way as
to preserve the current rural character of the area. Subsequent to the City creating the rural
residential zone the joint City-County Extraterritorial Land Use Authority zoned this property
and all the other properties in the presumptive city limits and that zoning map establishes
most of the areas within the Zones 1 and 14 as rural, either rural residential or R-1. The
residents in Zone 1 preferred the R-1 to the rural residential zone. That’s all water under the
bridge. That all happened quite a while ago and the City just wants assurances that if they
entertain this request they have of course two choices. One, of course is to rezone ihe
property C-2, or two, to leave the zoning the way it currently is, and they’d just like
assurances from us that if they do so they will not be held to have held to have violated the
City-County settlement agreement.

You can see the analysis in the report. It appears to me that zoning this property C-2
would not violate the agreement because this is a property that is located already adjacent to
existing commercial uses that were zoned commercial as a part of this extended process. It’s
on a major collector and it’s near the intersection of two collectors. But that is a matter that
you need to decide if you think in your opinion this violates the settlement agreement. If they
get those assurances they will entertain the application. There’s no telling what they will do
with it.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: First of all, this is in my district and I’ve
had some correspondence regarding it. So first, what I would like to do is clarify what
happened to ELUC and ELUA?

MR. ROSS: ELUC and ELUA still exist. They’re just not meeting regularly.
Their only remaining task, the way this has all been set up is either to entertain annexation
requests under the petition method of annexation, or tweaks to the City-County settlement
agreement. And that’s it. The entire area we’re talking about, the entire presumptive city
limits is zoned now by the ELUC and ELUA by the City code and the authority to zone in
that area is delegated to the City.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: So, Madam Chair, Steve, why would we not
just ignore this and let the City deal with it?

MR. ROSS: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, I guess we could do that.
They have indicated that they do not want to entertain the request even unless they get a
feeling from the Board whether this potentially violates the settlement agreement. I don’t
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know what they would do if we say we’re not going to even entertain it.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Any other?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, I would
defer to Commissioner Stefanics because it’s her district but relative to the presumptive
annexation area, [ know you and I, Mr. Ross, are going to have more conversation on it but I
did have a good conversation with Councilor Dominguez and plan on having conversations
with Councilor Chavez as well. One question that I have that seems connected to this is
associated with other requirements within the agreement that we’re required to do an
evaluation of those annexation areas. Where are we with that as far as our evaluation and the
responsibilities laid out in the agreement?

MR. ROSS: Okay. Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, what’s left to do and
what we’re working on right now are two big items. One is the realigning pursuant to the
settlement agreement the water and sewer service area boundaries. And there’s quite a bit of
City service out in the county beyond the agreed upon 20-year annexation line and there’s a
little bit of County service within the presumptive city limits. In other words, within what the
city will be when all this process is finished.

And so all that infrastructure has got to be valued and transferred back and forth and
what we’re seeing is we think it’s about equal on that particular topic, water and sewer
infrastructure. There may be a net, but we’re still working on that and we’ll have some
agreements put together pretty soon to address that.

Another area that needs yet to be completed is some sort of a mutual aid agreement or
cooperative agreement called for in the annexation agreement for police and fire, so that
there’s a ramp-up of City services and a ramp-down of County services but not an abrupt
change to make sure the public safety is protected. That’s called for in the agreement. The
previous Sheriff and the previous chief of police had agreed upon the contours of the law
enforcement agreement and we have yet to deal with the fire piece. But those are the next two
pieces. Plus the ongoing process of annexation.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Mr. Ross, my understanding,
there’s a roads component also associated with the agreement.

MR. ROSS: A roads component, yes. Well, all the roads that are in the
presumptive city limits would become city streets once they annex those areas, but if the
roads are brand new then there has to be an evaluation process to determine what if anything
the County would be reimbursed for when annexation occurs, and a good example is South
Meadows, a brand new road. Those kinds of situations have to be addressed.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Mr. Ross, the roads that were
brought up to me were those below standard. And I guess I would just ask of Ms. Miller if
you have a group that’s working with Mr. Ross or internal team that’s trying to work through
those issues or if you’ve even had a chance to give that a thought.

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, I don’t know if it’s so
much a team on that issue rather than discussions. For instance, on the utilities issues Pego
and Steve and I have been working together. I’ve been talking to the City Manager about
some of the issues that we have, that kind of stuff. So each individual issue as it’s come
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forward rather than an overall team meeting on a regular basis on that.
COMMISSIONER ANAYA: And Madam Chair, I am getting calls and have
been since I started on refuse for example is one item where people are in the presumptive

area that’s City land use responsibility. Have City water, City sewer, but can’t get City refuse.

So that’s one item I did bring up with Councilor Dominguez as a discussion item to see if we
could maybe come to resolution sooner rather than later.

MS. MILLER: And Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, that is actually one
of the very specific areas we’ve been having discussions on.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Ms. Miller, if you could at some
point give me a more detailed brief on that I’d appreciate it. Thanks.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, I want to float a motion to
see if there’s any support. I would move that this item be tabled and be brought up at another
meeting when there is a public hearing and advance notice to the public.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I will second that.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay, I have a motion and a second to place this item under a
public hearing in a future meeting. Is there any discussion on that?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: I’m in agreement on that?

The motion to table passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

a. Discussion of Pending or Threatened Litigation
b. Limited Personnel Issues

MR. ROSS: Madam Chair, we need a closed executive session to discuss
pending or threatened litigation, limited personnel issues.

CHAIR VIGIL: Do we need it for items ¢, d and e?

MR. ROSS: No.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Do I have a motion?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, I move that we move into
executive session to discuss pending or threatened litigation and limited personnel issues.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Second.

The motion to go into executive session pursuant to NMSA Section 10-15-1-H(2)(7)
passed by unanimous [5-0] roll call vote with Commissioners Anaya, Holian, Mayfield,
Stefanics and Vigil all voting in the affirmative.

CHAIR VIGIL: It is now 5:18. How long do you think we’1l be, Mr. Ross?

MR. ROSS: Approximately one hour, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Those of you who are here for public meetings, I think
if you came back about 6:30 we’d be good.
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[The Commission met in closed session from 5:18 to 6:35.]

CHAIR VIGIL: We’ve just been in executive session.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I move that we come out of executive session
where we discussed pending or threatened litigation and limited personnel issues. Present
were the five Commissioners, the County Attorney, the Deputy County Attorney, the County
Manager and the Deputy County Manager.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a motion.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Second.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a second.

The motion passed by unanimous [4-0] voice vote. [Commissioner Stefanics was not
present for this action and arrives shortly thereafter. ]

XIII. PUBLIC HEARINGS
A. Growth Management
L BCC Case # MIS, 11-5020 Albert Sedillo Authorization R

Albert Sedillo, Applicant, Requests Authorization to Subdivide
3.96 Acres Into Two Lots Via Small Lot Family Transfer within a
Previously Approved Subdivision (Pinon Hills). The Property is
Located at 13 Calle Estevan, within Section 25, Township 17
North, Range 8 East, (Commission District 2) Wayne Dalton, Case
Manager [Exhibit 5: Wiese Letter; Exhibit 6: Maret Letter]

WAYNE DALTON (Building & Development Services Supervisor): Thank
you, Madam Chair, Commissioners. The applicant is requesting authorization of a small-lot
family transfer land division. The property is currently vacant and consists of 3.96 acres and
will be divided into two equal 1.9-acre lots. The subject property is located within the Pinon
Hills Subdivision, which is a previously approved subdivision created in 1965 and is located
within the Basin Hydrologic Zone.

Article III, Section 10 of the Land Development Code states that the minimum lot size
in this hydrologic area is ten acres and can be reduced to 2.5 acres with water restrictions. Lot
size may be further reduced to 1.25 acres via small-lot family transfer.

Staff brings this request before the BCC for consideration due to the subject property
being located within a subdivision previously approved by the Board of County
Commissioners. The small-lot family transfer land division would result in an increase in
density to the area. The BCC has approved prior requests in this area for variances, land

divisions, family transfers and small-lot family transfers.
Subsequent to historic requests the Public Works Department has constructed an all-
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weather access into the Pinon Hills Subdivision and there are no longer any issues regarding
access into the subdivision. The applicant states he purchased the property with the intention
of giving his sons a piece of property. Now that the applicant’s sons are of age it is the
applicant’s intention to subdivide the property into two equal parcels and give his oldest son
a lot.

Recommendation: Staff has reviewed this application and has found the following
facts to support this submittal: Article III, Section 10 of the Land Development Code states
the minimum lot size in this area is 2.5 acres with water restrictions. Article II, Section 4.3.5
allows for small-lot family transfers of one-half of the minimum lot size, which is 1.25 acres
with water restrictions and other conservation measures.

With the construction of the all-weather access into Pinon Hills Subdivision adequate
access has been provided for emergency vehicles as stipulated within Article V, Section 8.1.3
of the Land Development Code. Staff recommends approval of the applicant’s request subject
to the following conditions. Madam Chair, may I enter those into the record.

[The conditions are as follows:]
1. Water use shall be restricted to 0.25 acre-feet per lot per year. A water meter shall be
installed for both lots. This shall be noted on the plat. Annual water meter readings shall be
submitted to the Land Use Administrator by January 1* of each year. Water restrictions shall
be recorded in the County Clerk’s Office.
2. A Plat of Survey meeting all County Code requirements shall be submitted to the

Building and Development Services Department for review and approval.

3. No further division of either tract shall be permitted. This shall be noted on the plat.
4. The Applicant shall connect to the County Water sytem when it becomes available
within 200 feet of the property line.

CHAIR VIGIL: Are there any questions for staff? Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. Thank you, Wayne.
Is it possible for the Board to place a restriction on the lot that is split off, that it not be sold
off for a certain period of time after the lot split?

MR. DALTON: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, as I recall in the past,
when these requests have come forward to the Board of County Commissioners there are a
couple that have had holding periods placed on them.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Okay. Thank you, Wayne.

CHAIR VIGIL: Any other questions. This is a public hearing. First of all, is
the applicant here? Are you in agreement with all the conditions presented by staff?

[From the audience the applicant indicated assent.]

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Because it is a public hearing is anyone here to testify

on this case? Please step forward. State your name and address for the record.
[Duly sworn, Frank DiLuzio testified as follows:]

FRANK DILUZIO: Frank DiLuzio. I live at 69 Calle Enrique and my property
adjoins the proposed subdivision. And I just wanted to speak briefly. This isn’t about it being
a family transfer. My concern with these types of transfers have to do with the size of the lots
they’re generating in a traditionally very rural area and although there has been one all-
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weather crossing brought into the community, there’s still an at-grade crossing between this
property and the main egress and there’s still really only one way in and out of this particular
subdivision.

My concerns have mostly to do with additional traffic flows in an area that was never
designed to handle high traffic rates and if we continue to produce lots that are less than 2 %2
acres it will contribute additional cars to the community.

Also I have a concern with the proliferation of additional septic systems. We’re in an
area that doesn’t have community wastewater treatment and of course we’re in an area that
does not now and probably never will have a community water system, and so we’re all
sharing the same aquifer. And I’m not sure that lots of 1 % acres are really compatible with
the hydrology in that area.

So I guess what I would ask — I did review the County Code and I do understand the
provisions and the Code allowing for small family lots to be split down to half of the 2 -
size. But [ would at least ask the Commission to seriously consider imposing a holding period
that’s reasonable on that property, just to assure that this is truly a family transfer, there’s no
short-term plan to trade off or sell one of those two parcels and build on the other. I guess I’d
ask the Commission to seriously consider that. And I think what I’m saying has been
consistent with what the West Santa Fe Association has brought forward on similar
subdivisions similar to this.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, Mr. DiLuzio.

MR. DILUZIO: Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Does anyone have any questions? Seeing none, is there
anyone else that would like to address the Commission on this? Okay. What’s the pleasure of
the Commission? I will say that we did pass out the email that we received from the West
Santa Fe Association in regard to this case, and they also recommended as Mr. DiLuzio did a
holding period. Go ahead.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair, I move for approval of BCC
Case MIS #11-5020, Albert Sedillo land division, with staff conditions and with the extra
condition that we put a five-year holding period on the sale of the lot that is split off.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a motion. Is there a second?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I'll second it.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Does the applicant understand that condition? Would
you like to address the Commission on that? Just go ahead and state your name and address
once you come up.

[Duly sworn, Albert Sedillo testified as follows:]
ALBERT SEDILLO: My name is Albert Sedillo. On the holding period, what

CHAIR VIGIL: The recommendation for the holding period is if this is truly a
family transfer that it not be sold for five years. Is that your understanding of that?

MR. SEDILLO: Yes, I understand that.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Do you have any objections to that?

MR. SEDILLO: Well, I've had the property for 16 years. Why would I want to
sell it now? Do you know what I’m saying? With the economy the way it is and the property
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values have gone down, the lot, it’s —

CHAIR VIGIL: So you wouldn’t have any objections to this condition?

MR. SEDILLO: No. If that’s what it takes to get it subdivided I guess have no
choice but to do that.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. We have a motion and a second. Is there any other
discussion?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: I guess just a question of staff. In an effort to
understand and be consistent, what have we done? We’ve done it in the past a few times but
do we do it sometimes but not all the time? Is there any discussion of staff to address this in
another way as we go through this code process? What historically, is this something that we
regularly do?

MR. DALTON: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, in this area the past
couple of cases that I can remember the Board imposed a ten-year holding area on these lots.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Thanks, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: And Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair and I guess staff, on that
point, on a family land transfer, what are the conditions, or I guess what are on the books as
far as how it can be allowed or afforded or how it can not be with these conditions. Is there
something typical in a family land transfer on the books that says you can’t sell this land at a
later date?

MR. DALTON: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, right now there’s
nothing in the code regarding a holding period of family transfers.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair, Mr. Dalton, when an
applicant comes to us or comes to you all for a permitting process or I guess a lot split and
they’re coming under the code that says it’s afforded for a family transfer, is there a definition
of a family transfer?

MR. DALTON: Yes.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And can you tell me what that definition is?

MR. DALTON: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, I’d have to look that
definition up in the code so if you give me a couple minutes I can —

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: If you don’t mind I’d appreciate that.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, I want to go back to the
standardization of holdings. Even if we’ve put a hold in this particular area of the county why
would we not do that in other areas of the county for family transfers as well?

SHELLEY COBAU (Building & Development Services Manager): Madam
Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, there are some provisions in the code to encourage people to
hold their property subsequent to a family transfer. The code states that they have to, if they
don’t hold the property for a period of three years I believe they have to do road
improvements subsequent to a family transfer. The code states that they have to, if they don’t
hold the property for a period of three years, I believe they have to do road improvements.
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Because family transfer subdivisions or land divisions are exempt from providing road
improvements, so that’s a big savings. So if people want to sell it they’re often faced with
thousands of dollars in road improvements. We do have a point in the code that encourages
the code.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: But from what I’'m hearing, Madam Chair,
there’s an encouragement, not a requirement, for all these other cases. First of all, I'm
perfectly fine with the five-year hold. If it’s going to be a family transfer I think it should be a
family transfer. But I also think that we should be treating everyone in a fair and equitable
manner. So I guess, Shelley, 'm asking why we’re not doing that everywhere.

MS. COBAU: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, I can’t answer that
because it’s somewhat — we’ve had different Commissions who’ve had different opinions so
things change with the changing Commissioners. I think the new code when it’s developed
will address the subject of faimess and certainly the subject of necessary road improvements.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Well, Madam Chair, I certainly am
recognizing right now in one part of my district some development that occurred that now
needs some major roads and it wasn’t required. So do see that we probably need to clarify
that in our new code, whether it goes back to what you’re suggesting, that if you sell or
transfer sooner than a certain number of years then you’re on the hook, but even within
family transfers at some point, if there’s any easements, you still need to be thinking about
road improvements as well. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Let me get Commissioner Mayfield’s question answered on
the family transfer, then I’ll go to Commissioner Anaya.

MR. DALTON: Thank you, Madam Chair. Commissioner Mayfield, to
answer your question, the definition of a family transfer is the division of land to create a
parcel that is sold or donated as a gift to an immediate family member, as defined herein.
However, the exception shall be limited to allow the seller or donor to see or give no more
than one parcel per tract of land per immediate family member.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Okay, Madam Chair, Mr. Dalton, the way |
hear that definition though, he is dividing this land into two tracts.

MR. DALTON: Correct.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: The definition says he is only required to
give one tract to a family member.

MR. DALTON: One lot per tract. So if he had additional land in the county
and he was subdividing another piece of property through family transfer he would only be
allowed to give one of those tracts to an immediate family member.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Okay. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Commissioners and staff, I
appreciate the clarification on what’s historically been done. I guess the other thing 1 would
bring up is that at some point, is there anything in our code — I support family transfers; let
me make that clear. I think that they need to be evaluated as staff does, but I support them
because there’s people that have an opportunity to provide their families something that they
can carry on and they may not otherwise be able to do that. That being said, associated with
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the hold, I’'m going to vote for this motion but ’'m going to ask that we get some more
information and maybe it’s a code issue associated with if a hardship exists. If a family has a
family transfer and they’re within the five-year hold and if they have a medical emergency or
some other catastrophic event occurs I think we should give consideration to that event and
their need to sell the tract of land, whoever that person that got it was. So I’'m going to
support the motion by I’'m going to ask staff to look into that. I think that we should evaluate
that, that there could be circumstances that would come back to the Commission potentially
to allow a sale to occur before the period of time of the hold. Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair. The former
Commission did in fact ask staff to develop a policy to come forward for our consideration
on hardship, because we had, and I think we’d have to search through the minutes, but I think
that as a group, the former Commission asked for something to be developed because we
were receiving different hardship requests. And I’m not insinuating that this is a hardship
request. I’'m just saying that we have had illness, we’ve had divorce, we’ve had the financial
market, we’ve had unemployment, we’ve had lots of things, and I believe we did ask for
something to be considered. Do you remember anything like that?

MS. COBAU: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, we have had those
type of cases that you’re referring to where people come forward with medical hardship,
financial hardship, were normally associated with variance requests. And the code only
allows for contemplation of two types of hardships. Those are ones that are topographic in
nature and ones that are non-self-inflicted in nature. So right or wrong, variances have been
granted for people who have financial hardship. In response to that we’ve changed the way
we word our staff reports to make it help the Commission and others understand the code and
if somebody’s requesting a variance based on financial hardship for example we point out in
our staff report that that’s not the type of variance or hardship that’s contemplated by the
code. That’s not a reason that’s contemplated by the code for granting a variance request.

So we haven’t done any kind of code amendment that goes through and says we can
consider hardship for these types of cases other than the ones that are topographic in nature or
ones that are non-self-inflicted conditions.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, I understand that. I think that
what I’'m remembering is that the Commission wanted the opportunity to vet something and
so they wanted to offer the staff an opportunity to come up with some policy that could
maybe be amended into code or used, but we wanted something to vet. We might not agree
on it but we wanted something to vet so that we had some standard by which to assess these
unique situations that might come in front of us. So that’s not related to this case. [ don’t
want to divert us in terms of our time and energy, but I just would like to put it on the table
again. [’m sorry.

JACK KOLKMEYER (Land Use Administrator): Madam Chair,
Commissioner Stefanics, we do remember that and we did take that into advisement but the
problem at that point was that then we would go in and start making changes to a code, the
existing code, that we want to make major changes to anyway. So as came up in the meeting
this afternoon, ’'m going to come up to you at the next meeting and let you know how we’re
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going to deal with the public input process and then we’re going to pick a number of really
important what we’re calling decision points. Two of them will be variances and family
transfers that we’re going to vet in great detail and have you be a part of that process with us,
so we can really debate these things and then come back and put them in the new code.
That’s how we’re thinking of doing it right now, in answer to your specific question. So there
will be an opportunity to do that. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Did you want to — Commissioner Holian?

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair, well, in the interest of being
consistent with what has been done in that neighborhood in the past I would like to amend
my motion to ten years.

CHAIR VIGIL: So it would be a ten-year. Is the seconder of the motion in
agreement?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: No.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Okay. Then I’ll stick with five.

CHAIR VIGIL: Then we’ll stay with the five. There is a high concern, Mr.
Sedillo, and the Commission has heard from a few of the residents there that there has been
some solicitation, I don’t know on who’s part, to purchase this property that you’re going to
subdivide and they are highly concerned that that’s the underlying purpose. Will you clarify
that for us please?

MR. SEDILLO: I did put the property for sale a while back.

CHAIR VIGIL: The entire —

MR. SEDILLO: Yes, the whole thing.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay.

MR. SEDILLO: It was getting hard for me to keep up with everything that was
going on and I decided to, and I took the property off even before the contract, because I
didn’t want to sell it. The reason I bought it 16 years ago was for my boys, to help them out.
I’ve invested a lot of money in this, in this property and I’'m not going to lose out on it.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Are there any other questions or statements? If not, we
have a motion on the floor.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

XIII. A. 2. CDRC Case # V 11-5010 Bernie Romero Variance. Bernie
Romero, Applicant, Requests a Variance of Article V, Section 8.1.3
(Legal Access) of the Land Development Code to Allow an Access
Easement of Less Than Twenty Feet (20°) in Width. The Property
is Located at 11 Camino Santerra, within the Traditional
Community of Canada De Los Alamos, within Section 27,
Township 16 North, Range 10 East, (Community District 4)
Wayne Dalton, Case Manager.

MR. DALTON: Thank you, Madam Chair. On February 17, 2011, the CDRC
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met and acted on this case. The decision of the CDRC was to recommend denial of the
requested variance to allow an access easement of less than 20 feet in width.

The applicant requests a variance of Article V, Section 8.1.13 of the Land
Development Code to allow an access easement of less than 20 feet in width. The applicant
would like to apply for a family transfer land division, however, his existing 15-foot access
easement does not meet current code criteria. The applicant meets the density for the family
transfer, as his property contains 5.84 acres and is located within the traditional community of
Canada de los Alamos.

Article V, Section 8.1.3 states that legal access shall be provided to each lot and each
lot must directly access a road constructed to meet the requirements of Section 8.2 of the
code. Parcels to be accessed via a driveway easement shall have a 20-foot all-weather driving
surface, a grade of not more than 11 percent and drainage control as necessary to ensure
adequate access for emergency vehicles.

This application has been reviewed by the Fire Prevention Division. The
driveway/fire access has two separate 90 degree turns and access from County Road 67-A
exceeds 11 percent. Due to the inadequate fire access on the adjoining lots between County
Road 67-A and the applicant’s property the Fire Prevention Division recommends denial of
the applicant’s request, and you can refer to that memo as Exhibit L.

The applicant states that the original access easement of 15 feet was established in
1973. A land division and easement relocation were done by the applicant and were recorded
on September 13, 1995. At that time the applicant claims he tried to widen the easement to 20
feet but his neighbor refused. The applicant also states he has not recently communicated
with his neighbor regarding widening the easement to 20 feet and feels that it is not an
alternative due to her refusing in the past.

Staff has reviewed this application and has found the following facts do now support
this request. Article V, Section 8.1.3 states parcels to be accessed via a driveway easement
shall have a 20-foot all-weather driving surface, grade of not more than 11 percent, and
drainage control to ensure adequate emergency vehicle access. The applicant is requesting a
variance to allow an easement of less than 20 feet which is not allowed by the code. The code
will be nullified. The applicant has not justified a hardship as contemplated by code.
Therefore staff recommends denial of the applicant’s request. Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you. Are there any questions for staff. Commissioner
Holian, and then Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. First of all, Wayne,
in the easement that’s on the neighbor’s property, is it a 15-foot easement that’s actually
recorded on the plat for that property?

MR. DALTON: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, that is correct. There is
a 15-foot platted easement.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: And my second question is, in talking with our
Fire Department, did the subject of installing a water storage tank strictly for firefighting ever
come up as a possible solution?

MR. DALTON: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, not to my knowledge.
The only thing that came up was inadequate access for emergency vehicles.
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COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Okay. Thank you, Wayne.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, does staff at any time make an
effort to contact adjoining properties or is that the sole responsibility of the applicant?

MR. DALTON: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, do you mean for
easement issues? s that what you’re asking?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, for any issue, especially if there’s
been a statement or case where they don’t agree or they don’t want to provide the easement.
Does staff ever get involved in those discussions?

MR. DALTON: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, no. Staff does not get
involved in those types of issues. Those are civil matters. On a case-by-case basis staff will
try to mediate between the neighbors but other than that they don’t get involved in those
issues.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, relative to the ingress and egress
and Fire Prevention meeting with the applicant, were there any other alternatives proposed,
other than it has to be 20 feet? That you’re aware of?

MR. DALTON: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, I believe right now, as
per code, it has to be 20-foot access. I know that there was some discussion about a
turnaround but I wasn’t involved in those discussions.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Mr. Dalton, do you think
everything that the County could possibly do, either on your side or the fire side has been
done to try and provide for a compromise?

MR. DALTON: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, [ believe so. It’s really a
civil issue between the two property owners. She won’t give up the additional five feet that
the applicant needs.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, I think I might have a few more
comments but I think I’d like to hear from the applicant’s any other concerns from the public.

CHAIR VIGIL: Are there any other questions of staff?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: On the maps that you provided us or at least
on the plats that we have, which County Road is servicing this property?

MR. DALTON: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, the access is off
County Road 67-A, which is Canada Village Road.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And where is said property on this overview
map?

MR. DALTON: Are you talking about Exhibit H?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: I’'m on Exhibit H. Yes, sir.

MR. DALTON: I’'m sorry I didn’t identify the property for you. It’s right
smack in the middle and if I may go up and show you.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: If you just tell me what number [ can —

MR. DALTON: It’s actually the property that contains 5.67557 acres. It’s right
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in the middle.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Okay. So that one. So then the road is this
one coming off 22, I guess.

MR. DALTON: The road you can see coming off Canada Village Road right
into the middle of the property.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Canada Village Road, what’s the width of
that road?

MR. DALTON: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, I really couldn’t give
you an accurate answer on that. I would say in between probably 20 feet, 25 feet.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Okay. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Any other questions for staftf? Seeing none, is the applicant
here? Would you please step forward and state your name and address for the record and be
sworn in.

[Duly sworn, Bernie Romero testified as follows:]

BERNIE ROMERO: Bernie Romero, #11 Caminito Santerra.

CHAIR VIGIL: And Madam Chair, are you in agreement — you’re probably
not in agreement with staff’s recommendations. But is there anything you’d like to address
the Commission with?

MR. ROMERO: Sure. Prior to applying for the variance [ met with Buster
Patty of the Santa Fe County Fire Department. We walked the road, we walked the driveway,
and it’s not 20 feet and the reason he said that he had to deny was because it wasn’t 20 feet
and also because a certain portion, about 70 feet as you go into the drive exceeds the 11
percent slope. But he said we have no problem getting in here. We walked over to the two
lots, or one of them is a proposed lot and he said — and I told him there’s no problem with
doing a hammerhead for any of the fire trucks that come on in and have to move around and
parking there. He said he had to deny it just because we didn’t have the 20 feet and that it
exceeded the 11 percent.

This family transfer is for my son. If there’s anything we can do, if we need to write
up an agreement that says it won’t go any further than that that would be fine with me. I’'m
just trying to get one lot for my son. Canada de los Alamos is a mountainous area. You drive
around that village and there are lots of drives that exceed 11 percent and there are lots of
drives that are 15-feet wide. But it’s a mountainous area, what can you do?

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Are there any questions of the applicants?
Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. I know that one of
the fire trucks that’s the hardest to get up steep roads is the water truck by far. It’s the
heaviest and hardest to maneuver. Would you consider installing a water tank, a storage tank,
for firefighting purposes?

MR. ROMERO: Well, I would consider it. I think the thing is the well that
I’ve got is a shared well with one of my neighbors and the new lot, if approved, will also be
on the shared well. This well generates approximately six gallons per minute, and filling the
tank —

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Well, you could pay to have it filled.
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MR. ROMERO: Oh, yes. That’d be fine.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: And you don’t use the water; it’s just there for
firefighting, you understand.

MR. ROMERO: Sure. How big of a tank would it be? I don’t want a sore.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Ten thousand gallons is I think a typical —

MR. ROMERO: Could it be an underground tank?

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Yes. It certainly could.

MR. ROMERO: That’d be fine. I’d have no problem with that. Another option
is to do — whatever my son decides to build he can sprinkler it. That’s another option.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya, on that point.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, on that
point, I think I’d like to defer to our Land Use Administrator and/or you, Ms. Cobau, for
some feedback. I was looking at the minutes of the CDRC meeting on the case and it
basically looks like, well, it’s not 15 feet and it doesn’t have the right access and they denied
it. But do you, Mr. Kolkmeyer, do you have any thoughts associated with this case it is
historically has come up and has come up again in the future relative to the request?

MR. KOLKMEYER: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, again, | think it’s
this conflict with the basic provision as in the code, that is for the width of the road. So if it
doesn’t meet the code then as staff we can’t support the variance. However, in the discussions
that we have, and that’s the reason they come. They go through due process and they come to
you as the Board to consider some other recommendations and you have the authority to
grant or deny that variance. So I think the point here is that the discussion that you’re having
right now is a good one.

If the road width is an issue and as Mr. Romero pointed out, there’s difficult lots not
only in Canada but a whole lot of other places, in La Cienega and Cerrillos and everywhere
else. I think the point here being, in your consideration is what do you as a Board deem as
reasonable conditions to put on a case like this that protect the health, welfare and safety of
the individual and the neighbors? So the discussion about is there enough water to suppress
the fire or sprinkler system that may be effective in that manor, that’s what we have to take
into consideration but from our perspective as your staff, it doesn’t meet the code. So that’s
our recommendation to you: It doesn’t meet the code.

So these are problematic and we have several every month and I think we just have to
weigh these decisions so if the discussion continues, if you ask us do you feel that this would
— a storage tank for water, or a sprinkler system, if that would be adequate? I wouldn’t feel
capable of answering that question until again we went back to Fire, because this is a fire and
a safely issue. But I think it’s not unreasonable to ask if there would be some alternative
solutions.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, I'm going to defer to
Commissioner Holian because she has the floor, but I’'m going to make one more comment if
I could, Madam Chair. And that would be that this isn’t the first case. Granted,
Commissioner Mayfield and I are brand new still, but this isn’t the first case. This is probably
the fourth case that has impact associated with fire where I think — my first comment is I
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think the Fire Department, with all due respect, should be here, so that when we get in
dialogue and discussion about these issues that we can ask these questions of people that can
provide us a response so that we’re not prolonging, if you will, decisions that might be made
based on some feedback. So [ would ask you to discuss that with the Manager but ’'m
requesting that they be there, especially — maybe not on every case but if we know it’s going
to be an issue like this that’s going to be directly tied to fire then I think it just makes sense to
have them here.

But overall, I wasn’t picking on you I think I just wanted to get your viewpoint and
perspective. So thank you, Madam Chair, Commissioners.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. [ would like to
actually make a motion to table this case at this point and to direct Mr. Romero to talk with
Buster Patty again about the possibility of a storage tank and also sprinklers too in the home.
You live in a very dangerous area. | understand that because I have land on Glorieta Mesa
and we are being required to put in a water storage tank and sprinklers in the home, and I
don’t mind doing that because I know that not only do I want to be safe for myself but I don’t
want to cause a fire that’s going to cause anybody else to be in danger too. It’s not just me it’s
about my community and caring about my community. And so I would like to investigate
those possibilities and that might be sufficient to not have to bring a water truck up that 15-
foot easement, might make the Fire Department feel a lot better. That’s my motion.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a motion to table this until the applicant has an
opportunity to work out alternatives with the Fire Department. Is there a second?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, I would make a second as
long as we add that it comes back to us next month.

CHAIR VIGIL: I think we can include that if the maker of the motion is okay.
I do have a motion and a second. Before I take action on it, those of you who are here to
speak on this case please come forward. | won’t take action on it yet.

MR. ROMERO: Well, if I’'m tabled —

CHAIR VIGIL: T haven’t taken action on it. We haven’t heard from the public
yet. Those of you who are here to speak on this please step forward, whoever would like to
speak. State your name and address and get sworn in.

[Duly sworn, David Birnbaum testified as follows:]

DAVID BIRNBAUM: My name is David Birnbaum and I live at 7727 Old
Santa Fe Trail. And I have lived there since 1979 and my property is adjacent to Mr.
Romero’s property. In the late — early 1990s I participated in a lot of meetings here with
many, many members of our community where we were trying to limit the division of
property into smaller and smaller parcels. And one of those was Mr. Romero trying to divide
this piece of property, a 7.5-acre piece of property into three parcels. And at that time the
wisdom of the County was that that was inappropriate, mostly, I think it was based on water
shortage issues in that area. We have very, very unusual situations where one neighbor will
fill a storage tank and on that day the other neighbor can’t take a shower. A neighbor will
water his fruit trees, on that day the other neighbor can’t wash the dishes.

It was very, very clear that we’re all dipping our straws into the same little glass and I
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don’t know for sure that that was the sole reason but it was a major reason. But in any case |
realize this is not about the water issue. It is although about basically reversing an earlier
decision to restrict the small size of the lots that Mr. Romero was trying to obtain in the early
1990s.

I also am a general contractor and I am a tremendous advocate of respect for the code
and especially respect for the Fire Marshal and their interest, and I just cannot see how it
benefits anybody except Mr. Romero to look for ways around these very carefully thought out
restrictions. And I know I’'m speaking for many of my other neighbors who couldn’t be here
tonight when I say we are all aware that this is a bad idea. There is a very, very difficult
access even to get to the point where you get off the road to get onto the driveway, which is
definitely too steep and definitely too narrow. By the time those firefighters or an ambulance
— it doesn’t have to be about a water tank. It could be any number of different issues, by the
time they get there, for them to have to navigate a substandard, too-steep, too-narrow
easement is just something that doesn’t make any sense.

There’s no hardship here. Mr. Romero I think can find another way to benefit his son
and I don’t think it’s good to set a precedent where we’re going to say, Is 20 feet really
necessary? Wouldn’t 19 2 be good enough if I have a big enough tank? If I put sprinkler
systems? If I don’t have any matches in my house? That’s going to allow me to not respect
these carefully thought out rules, and I really implore you, please, let’s not let each individual
chip away at these well thought out rules and regulations. Thank you very much.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you. Next.

[Duly sworn, Bill Keller testified as follows:]

BILL KELLER: Commissioners, my name is Bill Keller. My address is 7731
Old Santa Fe Trail and I’'m also a neighbor of Mr. Romero’s. The County Land Use Code 20-
foot access requirement is a health and safety requirement. It is there to protect our
communities, and I have to admit I was somewhat taken aback by the conversation that
occurred a few minutes ago. Canada de los Alamos is an incredibly heavily forested
community and it also is an extremely dense community in terms of population. When the
County paved Old Santa Fe Trail about 20 years ago there was a huge increase in the number
of people developing land and moving into that area.

We don’t see each other because of the amount of forestation but we hear each other
talking from our houses. There are a lot of folks there. We have one road in and out of that
community. It’s the Old Santa Fe Trail and coming through the village it is extremely narrow
and it is extremely winding, and in the wintertime when there’s snow and ice on that road,
particularly on the steepest hill in that entire area, it is extremely treacherous. We had
developed back in the mid-nineties, Mr. Birnbaum was talking about our effort to develop —
well, actually it was the community land use plan. We developed a fire escape route system
which had people living on Camp Stoney Road driving south down a road to La Posta and
driving through a fence in the San Sebastian Subdivision in order to get out in order to get out
because of the potential difficulty of everybody getting out on Old Santa Fe Trail.

If there’s a fire the entire community is in danger of going up because of the amount
of vegetation. This 20-feet access requirement is not something that you should take lightly.
It is in fact literally a matter of life and death potentially for people. People can get trapped in
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that community if fire trucks can’t get in. My driveway is more than 11 percent. In wintertime
my wife and I have to walk up and down the driveway. We can’t drive our vehicles.
Sometimes you can’t drive the four-wheel drive truck up and down the road.

Those are the kinds of driveways that are out there. Yes, they’ve been out there — non-
compliant; there are lots of non-compliant driveways out there now under the current code
but that community has been there since the mid-nineteenth century and those roads pre-exist
the code. That’s why they’re like that. And the fact that you have some roads that are not
compliant does not justify approving the variance when there’s no showing of extraordinary
hardship as required by the code to satisfy someone’s desire to put in a third lot on a parcel of
land where the County said 17 years ago you can only have two.

I understand that you’re interested in looking at alternatives but I would like for you
to think about what those alternatives may mean to the community. If Mr. Romero’s house
goes it’s likely that my house is going to go; it’s likely that Mr. Birnbaum’s house is going to
go, and it’s likely that other houses in that immediate area are going to go.

We had a fire, a ground fire, over by the church 20 years ago. Fortunately it was on a
Saturday and people came out and were able to extinguish that fire. If they hadn’t done that,
if it happened in the middle of the workday we might have lost dozens of houses. I urge you
to look to the code. The code exists for a reason. It exists to protect eh entire community. And
I understand about family transfers. I have two kids; I have seven acres, I could put in six
more lots, theoretically on my property. I’m not going to do that because I think it’s a really
bad idea.

But somebody desiring to do family transfers is not in and of itself a justification for
setting aside a requirement under the code which is intended to protect the community as well
as the Romero family itself. If it’s wintertime and there’s snow piled up from plowing on that
driveway and the 15 feet is down to 12 feet because of those piles of snow like last winter
when we had so much snow, maybe that fire truck can’t get in. Maybe they can’t get back out
because there’s ice on that driveway.

The code says you have to show extraordinary hardship. Not just hardship. You have
to show extraordinary hardship. And when we were here back in the nineties trying to
develop a land use plan and talking about the applications of developers to subdivide in that
community, we talked consistently to the Commission about the overriding purposes of the
code, which are stated in the code, and what we were told every single time was those things
don’t matter. Those are general principles. We have to apply the letter of the law. We’re
asking you in this case to apply the letter of the law and protect all of us. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you. Next.

[Duly sworn, Suzy Romero testified as follows:]

SUZY ROMERO: My name is Suzy Romero. I am the wife of Bernie Romero
and I married him after he bought this property. I know who his son is who went back to live
with his mother. He stayed at our house a lot of times. He used to come over a lot of times.
These two gentlemen do not live in La Canada, in the community of La Canada. They live off
Camp Stoney. They’re not part of — you’re not of Camino La Canada. They’re not in there.
They are off Camp Stoney Road. Their properties are much smaller than what we have.

My husband is wanting to give property to my son, to my son who has his own child,
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who is — he’s actually living with us right now. It’s really no different. The reason that he
doesn’t want us to build is because I think he feels that it’s going to interfere with his views.
His property is much higher than ours. If he was concerned about the fire danger in La
Canada, Camino de los Alamos, I mean, he would have gone and taken down all the dead
pinon that died in that property way back a couple years ago which is what my husband and
Mr. Boll did do. They went and took down all the dead brush. These two gentlemen, as far as
I know, when I see the property, there’s dead pinon there.

So what they’re telling you is more of a personal want rather than — this is my
opinion. Is it’s something that they’ve been fighting with us all along from day one. I did date
Bernie before he bought the property. | saw the property before he fixed it up. He’s actually
an architect. So he’s built it to where it is secure. There’s prairie around the whole house that
keeps it safe. There’s — if you would look at the property, you see the property in front of you,
you see where the house is, there’s clearing around the house that had been a fire it would not
— in the house, I’m talking about in the house — it would not affect that [inaudible] properties.

The properties that they’re talking about, there’s brush all the way up to the house.
We’re concerned with the village too. We’re water-conscious. We make sure that we have
drought-tolerant plants. We make sure that everything is cleared around from where we’re
going. Where we live there’s clearing to make sure that everything is safe. This is Mr. Boll.
He lives right next to us. He’s one of the people that uses our road. We are all — I’'m not
saying all of us but there’s several neighbors right using that same road, we all make sure that
it is very safe and — I'm not saying all of us. I’'m saying the majority of us make sure that the
road is clear and that everything is safe and all the dead brush is gone. I'd like to see if these
two gentlemen can say the same.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Ms. Romero, are you done?

MS. ROMERO: No, I’d like to say this is a family — this is for my son. He
already lives in the area. He already lives with us. This is for him and his son to use part of
the property, which is a large area and there’s already — there was a structure there before. I
don’t know what it was but there was something there before. This property, there was
squatters on it. It’s cleaned up. It’s nice and neat. It probably raised the value of their property
after Bernie fixed it. I think they should be thankful because it probably did raise their
property value and I don’t see why there would be a problem with transferring when it was
already permitted in the past.

There was already three lots. If you see the paper there was three lots put on it that
were approved for it. This ordinance says — she told us that [inaudible] came after there was
already approval for a three-lot split.

CHAIR VIGIL: It’s my understanding, and Wayne, you might answer this just
so that we don’t go done a path that gets a little foggy. There’s no problem with the density
transfer on the family; the only issue is the 20-foot wide —

MS. ROMERO: Which is every —

CHAIR VIGIL: Let me have staff answer that, Ms. Romero, just so that it will
be in the record.

MR. DALTON: Madam Chair, that is correct. The applicant does have the
density for a family transfer.
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CHAIR VIGIL: So I needed that on the record. Is there anyone else? Please

step forward and be sworn in and state your name for the record.
[Duly sworn, Scott Boll testified as follows:]

SCOTT BOLL: Scott Boll. I live at 7 Camino Santerra. I guess what [ would
say is — I don’t really have a real emotion stake in any of this. What I would — I was part of
the proceedings maybe a dozen years ago when they were first trying to take this lot and split
it into three parcels and I was against it, mostly because I didn’t want to see the density, more
houses there really. What ended up happening was it got hammered out in a meeting similar
to this was that a lot split was going to be allowed for two residences, for two dwellings, and
that there was room for a family lot split for a later time. So I would guess that if you went
back through the records of that you would probably find where that was agreed upon by the
Commissioners, your predecessors at that time.

And for that reason, because we did agree to it as both a community, the people who
were trying to fight the split in the first place, and at that time they did create the new
easement. So apparently that easement was okay for the idea that there would also at a later
time be that possible family transfer. So I didn’t actually understand why this was an issue
when it was brought up, when I got certified letter saying what was all going to be happening
and everything. I thought, oh, well, I thought we already agreed to that a dozen years ago. So
with that in mind I just want to say that if you go back and look at that I don’t quite
understand why it’s not okay now when it was okay then. And for that reason and for that
reason only I support it.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you very much, Mr. Boll. Just for the benefit of
everyone, what [ would say at this point in time is that the motion that’s before us does not
take action either way, for or against the applicant. What the Commission would be saying on
a motion to table is we don’t think we have enough information here and we’d like further
information with regard to this case. And based on all the testimony that I’ve heard, which
somewhat contradicts itself, I think we do need more information. So unless there’s an
alternative motion — and is there anyone else who would like to address the Commission? I
don’t see, so the public hearing will be closed and we do have a motion and we have a
second. And unless I see an alternative motion I’'m ready to take a vote. Commissioner
Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, just a question. [inaudible] the
adjoining property owner that you have to get the easement from, to go beyond the 15-feet, or
someone else? It’s someone else that’s not here.

CHAIR VIGIL: We’ll need you to answer that on the record. Commissioner
Anaya has asked the question if anyone who has easement rights to the property is here and
the applicant is ready to state that — please make your statement.

MR. ROMERO: She was at the CDRC meeting and she was aware of trying to
widen it to 20 and I talked to her about it then and she didn’t respond. She’s not interested in
widening it.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay, with that in mind I’'m ready to take — the public hearing
is closed. I closed it a while ago. He was just responding to a question of his and we’re ready
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to take action on this motion. We have a motion to table. On this point, then you’re welcome
to respond.

MR. BOLL: Just to respond, it probably goes through like ten feet of my
property. Not much, but it does go through. I have just a little sliver that it comes through to
this one.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay.

MR. BOLL: So, I’m the other one.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a motion and a second.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

CHAIR VIGIL: The motion passes unanimously. This case will be heard at the
next land use meeting and if staff will follow up on the recommendations that we made to get
that information to us at the next meeting. Thank you very much. Thank you, Commissioners
for all your input in this meeting.

XIV. ADJOURNMENT

Having completed the agenda and with no further business to come before this body,
Chairwoman Vigil declared this meeting adjourned at 7:35 p.m.
§“wcodnm_
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] Prager, Sealy & Co_, LLC 3296718

1 Southwest Securities, Inc. 3.328209

] Vining-Sparks 1BG. Limited Parinership3.358174

I J P._ Morgan Securities LLC 3.385238

*Awarding the Bonds to a specific bidder will provide you with the Reoffering Prices and Yields.

RBC Capital Markets

R |

RBCH




Reoffering Yield and Summary

Series 2011 General Obligation Bonds - Reoffering Spread Money Market Data Yields

Issuance
Maturity Value Coupon Yield Price Production AAA AA
07/01/2012 $2,900,000  2.500% 0.450% 102.286% $2,966,294 0.320% 0.390%
07/01/2013 1,160,000  2.500% 0.750% 103.672% 1,202,595 0.680% 0.820%
07/01/2014 1,165,000  2.500% 1.050% 104.437% 1,216,691 1.000% 1.170%
07/01/2015 1,170,000 2.500% 1.500% 103.979% 1,216,554 1.450% 1.630%
07/01/2016 1,175,000  2.500% 1.840% 103.209% 1,212,706 1.790% 1.990%
07/01/2017 1,180,000  2.500% 2.250% 101.420% 1,196,756 2.150% 2.370%
07/01/2018 1,000,000  2.500% 2.600% 99.352% 993,520 2.500% 2.740%
07/01/2019 1,000,000  3.000% 3.000% 100.000% 1,000,000 2.840% 3.090%
07/01/2020 1,000,000  3.250% 3.250% 100.000% 1,000,000 3.100% 3.360%
07/01/2021 1,000,000  3.500% 3.420% 100.676% 1,006,760 3.270% 3.540%
07/01/2022 1,000,000  3.750% 3.650% 100.836% 1,008,360 3.420% 3.690%
07/01/2023 1,000,000 4.000% 3.780% 101.832% 1,018,320 3.550% 3.820%
07/01/2024 1,000,000  4.000% 3.920% 100.659% 1,006,590 3.690% 3.960%
07/01/2025 1,000,000  4.000% 4.060% 99.356% 993,560 3.830% 4.100%
07/01/2026 750,000  4.000% 4.170% 98.103% 735,773 3.940% 4.210%
$17,500,000 $17,774,479
Gross Production 17,774,478.80
Less Par Amount of Bonds 17,500,000.00
Reoffering Premium 274,478.80
Premium Paid to County 251,353.79
Total Spread 23,125.01
Per Bond Spread $1.32

RBC Capital Markets
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Recent Santa Fe County Bond Pricing Results

Par Amount
Final Maturity
Average Life

TIC

2007A GO 2007B GO 2008 GO 2009 GO
25,000,000 20,000,000 32,500,000 17,000,000
2026 2027 2027 2024
13.66 12.21 9.82 8.30
4.39% 4.23% 3.96% 3.58%

2010 GO Ref.
13,505,000
2018
4.71

1.95%

2011 GO
17,500,000
2026
7.07

3.12%

4

a
=
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Moody’s Rating Criteria
INVESTMENT GRADE

Aaa

Highest possible rating - principal and interest payments considered very secure.

Aa1/Aa2/Aa3

High quality - differs from highest rating only in the degree of protection provided bondholders.

A1/A2/A3

Good ability to pay principal and interest although more susceptible to adverse effects due to changing conditions.

Baa1/Baa2/Baa3

Adequate ability to make principal and interest payments -- adverse changes are more likely to affect the ability to service debt.

- | RBC Capital Markets
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Standard and Poors Rating Criteria
INVESTMENT GRADE

AAA

Highest possible rating - principal and interest payments considered very secure.

AA+IAAIAA-

High quality - differs from highest rating only in the degree of protection provided bondholders.

A+/AIA-

Good ability to pay principal and interest although more susceptible to adverse effects due to changing conditions.

BBB+/BBB/BBB-

Adequate ability to make principal and interest payments -- adverse changes are more likely to affect the ability to service debt.

- | RBC Capital Markets
\
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Summary:

Santa Fe County, New Mexico; General
Obligation
Credit Profile

US$17.5 mil GO imp and rfdg bnds ser 2011 due 10/31/2027
Long Term Rating AA+/Stable New

Santa Fe Cnty GO bnds ser 2008
Long Term Rating AA+/Stable Affirmed

Rationale

Standard & Poor's Ratings Services has assigned its 'AA+' long-term rating, with a stable outlook, to Santa Fe
County, N.M.'s series 2011 general obligation (GO) bonds, and, at the same time, affirmed its 'AA+' long-term
rating on the county's parity GO debt.

In our view, the rating reflects the county's:

e Large economic base, which includes the city of Santa Fe, the state capital, and county seat;
e Large, growing, and very diverse tax base, coupled with extremely strong per capita property wealth indicators;
e Very strong general fund position, including high cash reserve levels in recent years; and

e Low to moderate overall net debt burden.

The county's full faith and credit pledge, without limitation as to rate or amount, against all taxable property within
the county, secures the bonds. We understand that the county will use bond proceeds to fund various capital
projects within the city, including water improvements and open-space acquisition, and to refund its series 2001A
bonds. The county's projections show the refunding will generate a present value savings of approximately

$200,000, or 5.37%.

Santa Fe County (estimated 2010 population: 146,271) is in north-central New Mexico (AA+), about 60 miles
northeast of New Mexico's largest metropolitan area, Albuquerque (AAA). The city of Santa Fe, the county seat, is
also the state capital and one of the Southwest's premier tourist and resort destinations. With a high concentration
of government-related jobs, we consider income levels good when compared with the national average. The county's
2010 median household effective buying income (EBI) measures 105% of the nation, while per capita EBI is slightly
stronger at 114% -- likely due to the county's older demographic, with almost 15% of the county population over
age 65 (110% of the U.S. average).

Also attributable to the stability of its job market, the unemployment rate is favorable compared with state and
national levels; it was 7.5% as of January 2011, according to the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, compared with
8.7% for the state. The services sector is also a leading component of the Santa Fe economy, with its historic
downtown and proximity to mountain resort Taos, 70 miles northeast. Leading county employers include the state e
(government, 8,344 employees), Christus St. Vincent Regional Medical Center (health care, 1,900) Santa Fe School
District (1,800), and the city itself (1,486).

Standard & Poor’s | RatingsDirect on the Global Credit Portal | April 11, 2011 2



Summary: Santa Fe County, New Mexico; General Obligation

We understand that growth in the county's tax base has slowed due to the national economic downturn, though it
remains positive. The county's assessed value (AV) presently totals $6.92 billion, with a corresponding market value
of $21.12 billion equating to an extremely strong $144,384 per capita. Furthermore, the tax base is very diverse,

with the 10 leading property taxpayers accounting for only 1.9% of AV.

While the recession had pressured economically sensitive revenues such as gross receipts tax collections, which
account for almost 14% of general fund revenues, the county has managed to preserve its very strong available fund
position. Despite modest operating deficits in fiscals 2009 and 2010 (ended Jun. 30), the county closed fiscal 2010
with a total fund equity of $44.2 million; of this amount, $39.54 million, or, in our view, a very strong 111.7% of
general fund expenditures, was unreserved. The major revenue sources for the county included property tax (73.4%)

and gross receipts tax (13.5%).

Management reports that gross receipt tax collections have stabilized in fiscal 2011, and that it has implemented a

series of midyear cuts in an effort to maintain structural balance.

Standard & Poor's considers Santa Fe County's management practices "standard” under its Financial Management
Assessment (FMA) methodology, indicating our view that the finance department maintains adequate policies in
some, but not all, key areas. For example, there is no formalized policy to support the county's high reserve levels or
the debt use. Financial forecasting is limited to a two-year time frame. Budget adjustments, if necessary, occur at
midyear, and the county bases assumptions that shape the budget on an analysis of historical trends in revenues and
expenditures. For investment management, there is a more formalized process, including quarterly reporting to the
board.

Following this bond issuance, with the inclusion of approximately $250 million in debt obligations from
overlapping governmental entities, the county's overall net debt burden will remain moderate at $3,284 per capita,
or a low 2.3% of market value. Debt service represented an elevated 17.74% of expenditures in fiscal 2010. This
issuance represents the last permitted under the November 2008 authorization, and we understand that there are no
near-term plans to issue any additional new-money debt. The county's next GO bond election is scheduled for
November 2012, and, if passed, management expects to issue a total estimated amount of $45 million to be sold in

two series of bonds.

Outlook

The stable outlook reflects our expectation that the Santa Fe County economy will likely retain its current strengths,
and that the financial reserves will remain at high levels despite recent declines in more economically sensitive
revenues. We expect that management will prudently manage both revenue declines and its upcoming negotiations
with county collective bargaining units. At this time, we do not expect to revise the rating within the two-year

horizon of the outlook.

Related Criteria And Research
e USPF Criteria: GO Debt, Oct. 12, 2006
o USPF Criteria: Key General Obligation Ratio Credit Ranges — Analysis Vs. Reality, April 2, 2008

Complete ratings information is available to subscribers of RatingsDirect on the Global Credit Portal at

www.standardandpoors.com/ratingsdirect 3




Summary: Santa Fe County, New Mexico; General Obligation

www.globalcreditportal.com. All ratings affected by this rating action can be found on Standard & Poor's public

Web site at www.standardandpoors.com. Use the Ratings search box located in the left column.
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New Issue: MOODY'S ASSIGNS Aaa UNDERLYING RATING TO SANTA FE COUNTY'S (NM) $17.5
MILLION GENERAL OBLIGATION IMPROVEMENT AND REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2011

Global Credit Research - 08 Apr 2011
Aaa RATING AFFECTS $130.6 MILLION IN OUTSTANDING PARITY DEBT, INCLUSIVE OF CURRENT SALE

County
NM

Moody's Rating
ISSUE RATING
General Obligation Improvement and Refunding Bonds, Series 2011 Aaa
Sale Amount $17,500,000
Expected Sale Date 041311
Rating Description General Obligation Unlimited Tax

Opinion

NEW YORK, Apr 8, 2011 -- Moody's Investors Service has assigned a Aaa underlying rating to Santa Fe County's (NM) $17.5 million General
Obligation Improvement and Refunding Bonds, Series 2011. Concurrently, Moody's has affirmed the Aaa rating on the county's $113.1 million in
outstanding parity debt. Proceeds from the current sale will finance general improvements throughout the county.

RATING RATIONALE

The bonds are secured by ad valorem taxes levied against all taxable property within the county, without limitation as to rate or amount. The Aaa
rating reflects the county's sizeable and diverse tax base, healthy financial reserves, and modest debt profile.

STRENGTHS

*Large tax base with significant institutional presence provided by state capital
*Favorable socioeconomic profile

*Ample financial reserves

CHALLENGES

*Recently declining gross receipts tax collections

*Jail operations reliant on support ffom General Fund

DETAILED CREDIT DISCUSSION

LARGE TAX BASE WITH FAVORABLE SOCIOECONOMIC PROFILE

Santa Fe County encompasses 1,909 square miles in north central New Mexico. The City of Santa Fe (Aa2 general obligation rating) is home to
the state capital and 10,000 state and federal government jobs, providing economic stability. In addition, Santa Fe has historically served as an
upscale resort community and second-home destination for the population of the southwestern portion of the United States. As such, the
county's median home value approximates 175.2% of the state and 158.4% of the national medians. Additionally, resident wealth levels are
favorable as measured by a per capita income (from 2000 U.S. Census) that is 136.7% of the state and 109.3% of the U.S. medians. The
December 2010 unemployment rate was 6.9%, well below the state (8.1%) and U.S. (9.1%) for the same reporting period.

The county's tax base has experienced a healthy 7.4% average annual increase over the past five years to reach a full value of $21 billion in
fiscal 2011. The county is not exposed to tax base concentration risk, given the top ten taxpayers comprise a very modest 1.9% of total
assessed valuation. Moody's Economy.com reports, "Cultural and geographic amenities will drive growth; Santa Fe's growing popularity as a
retirement destination is a reflection of this trend. Santa Fe will outperform the national average over the long term horizon.” Moody's believes
the tax base will remain stable over the near term, and we expect modest growth to retum over the intermediate to long term in line with global
economic recovery.

SOLID FINANCIAL OPERATIONS WITH STRONG RESERVES

The county maintains ample financial flexibility with a historically strong level of General Fund reserves. The state requires counties to maintain
a minimum level of reserves equivalent to three months of operating expenditures. The county's board adopted budget policy requires an
additional one month of operating expenses be held in reserve on top of the state requirement. Although the General Fund balance has declined
in each of the past two years ($2.5 million reduction in fiscal 2009 and a modest $36 thousand reduction in fiscal 2010), the draws from
reserves were attributable to cash funding capital projects. The General Fund covered $8.8 million in capital outlay in fiscal 2009 and an
additional $8.7 million in fiscal 2010. At FYE 2010 (June 30), the unreserved General Fund balance was $39.5 million, or a favorable 62.4% of
General Fund revenues. The current level of reserves far exceeds the state requirement.

General Fund revenues are primarily comprised of property taxes (67%) and gross receipts taxes (12%). Due to the volatility of GRT revenues



and the recessionary economy, the county budgeted a 5% decline in GRT revenues for fiscal 2011 (after assuming a 10% decline in fiscal
2010). Officials report year-to-date GRT collections are exceeding the budget by approximately 1.0%. The General Fund continues to subsidize
the correctional facility; in fiscal 2010 this transfer equaled approximately 16.5% of General Fund expenditures. Officials anticipate significant
transfers to the jail facility will continue in future years, as the county has recently (2006) taken over operations of the facility. Despite the
considerable transfer to the jail facility, Moody's believes the county will continue to maintain ample financial flexibility given management's
commitment to prudent fiscal practices.

FAVORABLE DEBT PROFILE

The county's debt burdens are 1.1% direct and 2.3% overall, both expressed as a percentage of fiscal 2011 full value and inclusive of Gross
Receipts Tax-secured (GRT) debt. Moody's includes GRT debt in the county's debt burden because GRT revenues in excess of debt service
obligations revert to the General Fund to cover recurring operating costs. When excluding GRT-secured debt, the county's debt burdens are
reduced to 0.6% direct and 1.8% overall. Amortization is satisfactory with 62.8% of principal retired in ten years, but below the national median
(71.8%). The current sale will deplete the county's general obligation debt authorization, but officials report plans to return to voters with a $45
million bond election in November 2012. Given the healthy rate of principal retirement and moderate plans for additional debt issuance, Moody's
believes the county's debt profile will remain manageable over the medium term.

WHAT COULD CHANGE THE RATING-UP: n/a

WHAT COULD CHANGE THE RATING-DOWN:

*Trend of tax base contraction coupled with weakening socioeconomic indices

*Significant reduction of General Fund balance resulting in limited financial flexibility

KEY STATISTICS

2011 Estimated Population: 143,000

FY 2011 Full Value: $21 billion

Full Value per Capita: $146,558

Per Capita Income (from 2000 U.S. Census): $23,594 (136.7% of state; 109.3% of U.S.)

Direct Debt Burden: 1.1%

Overall Debt Burden: 2.3%

Principal Payout (10 years): 62.8%

FY 2010 General Fund Balance: $44.2 million (69.8% of General Fund revenues)

FY 2010 Unreserved General Fund Balance: $39.5 million (62.4% of General Fund revenues)

Post-sale Parity Debt Outstanding: $130.6 million

PRINCIPAL METHODOLOGY

The principal methodology used in this rating was General Obligation Bonds Issued by U.S. Local Governments published in October 2009.

REGULATORY DISCLOSURES

Information sources used to prepare the credit rating are the following: parties involved in the ratings, parties not involved in the ratings. public
information, and confidential and proprietary Moody's Analytics information.

Moody's Investors Service considers the quality of information available on the credit satisfactory for the purposes of assigning a credit rating.

Moody's adopts all necessary measures so that the information it uses in assigning a credit rating is of sufficient quality and from sources
Moody's considers to be reliable including, when appropriate, independent third-party sources. However, Moody's is not an auditor and cannot in
every instance independently verify or validate information received in the rating process.

Please see ratings tab on the issuer/entity page on Moodys.com for the last rating action and the rating history.

The date on which some Credit Ratings were first released goes back to a time before Moody's Investors Service's Credit Ratings were fully
digitized and accurate data may not be available. Consequently, Moody's Investors Service provides a date that it believes is the most reliable
and accurate based on the information that is available to it. Please see the ratings disclosure page on our website www.moodys.com for
further information.

Please see the Credit Policy page on Moodys.com for the methodologies used in determining ratings, further information on the meaning of
each rating category and the definition of default and recovery.

Analysts

Leslie Lukens

Analyst

Public Finance Group
Moody's Investors Service

Mchelle Smithen
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USA

Mooby’s

INVESTORS SERVICE

© 2011 Moody's Investors Service, Inc. and/or its ficensors and affiliates (collectively, "MOODY'S”). All rights reserved.

CREDIT RATINGS ARE MOODY'S INVESTORS SERVICE, INC.'S ("MIS"} CURRENT OPINIONS OF THE
RELATIVE FUTURE CREDIT RISK OF ENTITIES, CREDIT COMMITMENTS, OR DEBT OR DEBT-LIKE
SECURITIES. MIS DEFINES CREDIT RISK AS THE RISK THAT AN ENTITY MAY NOT MEET ITS
CONTRACTUAL, FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS AS THEY COME DUE AND ANY ESTIMATED FINANCIAL LOSS
IN THE EVENT OF DEFAULT. CREDIT RATINGS DO NOT ADDRESS ANY OTHER RISK, INCLUDING BUT
NOT LIMITED TO: LIQUIDITY RISK, MARKET VALUE RISK, OR PRICE VOLATILITY. CREDIT RATINGS ARE
NOT STATEMENTS OF CURRENT OR HISTORICAL FACT. CREDIT RATINGS DO NOT CONSTITUTE
INVESTMENT OR FINANCIAL ADVICE, AND CREDIT RATINGS ARE NOT RECOMMENDATIONS TO
PURCHASE, SELL, OR HOLD PARTICULAR SECURITIES. CREDIT RATINGS DO NOT COMMENT ON THE
SUITABILITY OF AN INVESTMENT FOR ANY PARTICULAR INVESTOR. MIS ISSUES ITS CREDIT RATINGS
WTH THE EXPECTATION AND UNDERSTANDING THAT EACH INVESTOR WILL MAKE ITS OWN STUDY
AND EVALUATION OF EACH SECURITY THAT IS UNDER CONSIDERATION FOR PURCHASE, HOLDING, OR
SALE,

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED HEREIN IS PROTECTED BY LAW, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO,
COPYRIGHT LAW, AND NONE OF SUCH INFORMATION MAY BE COPIED OR OTHERWISE REPRODUCED,
REPACKAGED, FURTHER TRANSMITTED, TRANSFERRED, DISSEMINATED, REDISTRIBUTED OR RESOLD,
OR STORED FOR SUBSEQUENT USE FOR ANY SUCH PURPOSE, IN WHOLE OR IN PART, INANY FORMOR
MANNER OR BY ANY MEANS WHATSOEVER, BY ANY PERSON WITHOUT MOODY'S PRIOR WRITTEN
CONSENT. All information contained herein is obtained by MOODY'S from sources believed by it to be accurate and
reliable. Because of the possibility of human or mechanical error as well as other factors, however, all information
contained herein is provided "AS IS” without warranty of any kind. MOODY'S adopts all necessary measures so that
the information it uses in assigning a credit rating is of sufficient quality and from sources Moody's considers to be
reliable, including, when appropriate, independent third-party sources. However, MOODY'S is not an auditor and
cannot in every instance independently verify or validate information received in the rating process. Under no
circumstances shall MOODY'S have any liability to any person or entity for (a) any loss or damage in whole or in part
caused by, resulting from, or relating to, any error (negligent or otherwise) or other circumstance or contingency within
or outside the control of MOODY'S or any of its directors, officers, employees or agents in connection with the
procurement, collection, compilation, analysis, interpretation, communication, publication or delivery of any such
information, or (b) any direct, indirect, special, consequential, compensatory or incidental damages whatsoever
(including without fimitation, lost profits), even if MOODY'S is advised in advance of the possibility of such damages,
resulting from the use of or inability to use, any such information. The ratings, financial reporting analysis, projections,
and other observations, if any, constituting part of the information contained herein are, and must be construed solely
as, statements of opinion and not statements of fact or recommendations to purchase, sell or hold any securities.
Each user of the information contained herein must make its own study and evaluation of each security it may
consider purchasing, holding or selling. NO WARRANTY, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, AS TO THE ACCURACY,
TIMELINESS, COMPLETENESS, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR ANY PARTICULAR PURPOSE OF ANY
SUCH RATING OR OTHER OPINION OR INFORMATION IS GIVEN OR MADE BY MOODY'S IN ANY FORM OR
MANNER WHATSOEVER.

MIS, a wholly-owned credit rating agency subsidiary of Moody's Corporation ("MCO"), hereby discloses that most
issuers of debt securities (including corporate and municipal bonds, debentures, notes and commercial paper) and
preferred stock rated by MIS have, prior to assignment of any rating. agreed to pay to MiS for appraisal and rating
services rendered by it fees ranging from $1,500 to approximately $2,500,000. MCO and MIS also maintain policies
and procedures to address the independence of MIS's ratings and rating processes. Information regarding certain
affiliations that may exist between directors of MCO and rated entities, and between entities who hold ratings from MIS
and have also publicly reported to the SEC an ownership interest in MCO of more than 5%, is posted annually at
www.moodys.com under the heading "Shareholder Relations — Corporate Governance — Director and Shareholder
Affiliation Policy.”



Any publication into Australia of this document is by MOODY'S affiliate, Moody's Investors Service Pty Limited ABN 61
003 399 657, which holds Australian Financial Services License no. 336969. This document is intended to be provided
only to "wholesale clients" within the meaning of section 761G of the Corporations Act 2001. By continuing to access
this document from within Australia, you represent to MOODY'S that you are, or are accessing the document as a
representative of, a "wholesale client” and that neither you nor the entity you represent will directly or indirectly
disseminate this document or its contents to "retail clients” within the meaning of section 761G of the Corporations
Act 2001.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, credit ratings assigned on and after October 1, 2010 by Moody's Japan K.K. (‘MJKK”)
are MUKK's current opinions of the relative future credit risk of entities, credit commitments, or debt or debt-like
securities. In such a case, “MIS" in the foregoing statements shall be deemed to be replaced with "MIKK". MIKK is a
wholly-owned credit rating agency subsidiary of Moody's Group Japan G.K., which is wholly owned by Moody's
Overseas Holdings Inc., a wholly-owned subsidiary of MCO.

This credit rating is an opinion as to the creditworthiness or a debt obligation of the issuer, not on the equity securities
of the issuer or any form of security that is available to retail investors. It would be dangerous for retail investors to
make any investment decision based on this credit rating. If in doubt you should contact your financial or other
professional adviser.
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SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS

Santa Fe County, NM - General Obligation Bonds
Series 2011 Bonds

Dated Date 05/18/2011
Delivery Date 05/18/2011
Refund 2001 A Series 2011 -
Sources: Bonds New Money Total
Bond Proceeds:
Par Amount 1,000,000.00 16,500,000.00 17,500,000.00
Net Premium/OID 31.561.30 242917.50  274,478.80

1,031,561.30 16,742,917.50 17,774,478.80

Other Sources of Funds:

County Cash on Hand 2,900,000.00 2,900,000.00
3.931,561.30 16,742,917.50 20,674,478.80
Refund 2001A Series 2011 -

Uses: Bonds New Money Total
Refunding Escrow Deposits:

Cash Deposit 3,923,718.75 3,923,718.75

Delivery Date Expenses:

Cost of Issuance 5,714.29 94,285.71 100,000.00

Underwriter's Discount ) i.321.43 21,803.58 23,125.01

7.035.72 116,089.29 123,125.01

Other Uses of Funds:
Additional Proceeds 806.83 16,626,828.21 16,627,635.04

3.931,561.30 16,742,917.50 20,674,478.80
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SUMMARY OF FINANCING RESULTS

Santa Fe County, NM - General Obligation Bonds

Series 2011 Bonds

Bond Escrow Negative
Bond Par Yield Contingency Yield Arbitrage
1,000,000.00 1.616% 806.83
16,500,000.00  3.154% 16,626,828.21
17,500,000.00

16,627,635.04 0.00
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SUMMARY OF FINANCING RESULTS

Santa Fe County, NM - General Obligation Bonds
Series 2011 Bonds

Net
Savings

214,853.07

214,853.07
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SUMMARY OF FINANCING RESULTS

Santa Fe County, NM - General Obligation Bonds
Series 2011 Bonds

Aggregate:

Arbitrage Yield 3.103481%
Iiscrow Yield
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SUMMARY OF REFUNDING RESULTS

Santa Fe County, NM - General Obligation Bonds
Series 2011 Bonds

Dated Date 05/18/2011
Delivery Date 05/18/2011
Arbitrage yield 3.103481%
Escrow yield

Bond Par Amount 1,000,000.00
True Interest Cost 1.652702%
Net Interest Cost 1.686979%
Average Coupon 2.500000%
Average Life 3.719
Par amount of refunded bonds 3,840,000.00
Average coupon of refunded bonds 4.454489%
Average lile of refunded bonds 3.659
PV of prior debt 10 03/18/2011 @ 3.103481% 4,093,210.78
Net PV Savings 214,853.07
Percentage savings ol refunded bonds 5.595132%

Percentage savings of refunding bonds 21.485307%
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SUMMARY OF BONDS REFUNDED

Santa Fe County, NM - General Obligation Bonds
Series 2011 Bonds

Maturity Interest Par Call Call
Bond Dalte Rate Amount Date Price
Series 2001 A, 2001 A:

SERIAL 06/01/2012 4.000% 575,000.00  06/01/2011 100.000
06/01/2013 4.200% 600,000.00  06/01/2011 100.000

06/01/2014 4.300% 625,000.00  06/01/2011 100.000

06/01/2015 4.450% 650,000.00  06/01/2011 100.000

06/01/2016 4.500% 680,000.00  06/01/2011 100.000

06/01/2017 4.625% 710,000.00  06/01/2011 100.000

3,840,000.00
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SAVINGS

Santa Fe County, NM - General Obligation Bonds
Series 2011 Bonds

Present Value

Prior Refunding to 05/18/2011

Date Debt Service Debt Service Savings @ 3.1034813%
07/0172011 83.718.75 83,718.75 83,625.70
07/01/2012 742.437.50 177.986.11 564,451.39 548,192.87
07/01/2013 744.437.50 181,250.00 563,187.50 530,291.62
07/01/2014 744,237.50 182,250.00 561,987.50 512,968.98
07/01/2015 742,362.50 183,125.00 559,237.50 494,829.58
07/01/2016 743,437.50 183,875.00 559,562.50 479,938.77
07/01/2017 742,837.50 184,500.00 558,337.50 464,198.72

1.543,468.75 1,092,986.11 3,450,482.64 3,114,046.24

Savings Summary

PV of savings from cash flow 3,114,046.24
Less: Prior funds on hand -2,900.000.00

Plus: Refunding funds on hand 806.83

Net PV Savings 214,853.07
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BOND SUMMARY STATISTICS

Santa Fe County, NM - General Obligation Bonds
Series 2011 Bonds

Dated Date 05/18/2011
Delivery Date 05/18/2011
Last Maturity 07/01/2026
Arbitrage Yield 3.103481%
True Interest Cost (T1C) 3.124838%
Net Interest Cost (NIC) 3.193907%
All-In TIC 3.217696%
Average Coupon 3.397119%
Average Life (years) 7.068
Duration of Issuc (years) 6.189
Par Amount 17,500,000.00
Bond Proceeds 17,774,478.80
Total Interest 4,201,906.25
Net Interest 3,950,552.46
Bond Years from Dated Date 123,690,277.78
Bond Years from Delivery Date 123,690,277.78
Total Debt Service 21,701,906.25
Maximum Annual Debt Service 3,491,906.25
Average Annual Debt Service 1,435,364.00

Underwriter's Fees (per $1000)
Average Takedown

Other Fee 1.321429
Total Underwriter's Discount 1.321429
Bid Price 101.436307
Par Average Average PV of | bp
Bond Component Value Price Coupon Life change
Serial Bond 17.500,000.00 101.568 3.397% 7.068 10,079.15
17.500.000.00 7.068 10,079.15
All-In Arbitrage
TIC TIC Yield
Par Value 17,500,000.00 17,500,000.00 17,500,000.00
+ Accrued [nterest
+ Premium (Discount) 274,478.80 274,478.80 274,478.80
- Underwriter's Discount -23.125.01 -23.125.01
- Cost of Issuance Expense -100.000.00
- Other Amounts
Target Value 17,751,353.79 17,651,353.79 17,774,478.80
Target Date 05/18/2011 05/18/2011 05/18/2011

Yield 3.124838% 3.217696% 3.103481%
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Serial Bond:

Bond Component

Maturity
Date

07/01/2012
07/0172013
07/0172014
07/01/2015
07/01/20106
07/01/2017
07/01/2018
07/01/2019
07/01/2020
07/01/2021
07/01/2022
07/01/2023
07/01/2024
07/01/2025
07/01/2026

Dated Datc
Delivery Datc
First Coupon

BOND PRICING
Santa Fe County, NM - General Obligation Bonds
Series 2011 Bonds
Amount Rate Yield
2,900,000 2.500% 0.450%
1,160,000 2.500% 0.750%
1,165,000 2.500% 1.050%
1,170,000 2.500% 1.500%
1,175,000 2.500% 1.840%
1,180,000 2.500% 2.250%
1,000,000 2.500% 2.600%
1,000,000 3.000% 3.000%
1,000,000 3.250% 3.250%
1,000,000 3.500% 3.420%
1,000,000 3.750% 3.650%
1,000,000 4.000% 3.780%
1.000,000 4.000% 3.920%
1,000,000 4.000% 4.060%
750,000 4.000% 4.170%
17,500,000

05/18/2011

05/18/2011

01/01/2012

17,500,000.00

Par Amount
Premium

Production
Underwriter's Discount

Purchase Price
Accrued Interest

Net Proceeds

S

(Finance 6.019 Santa Fe County GRT:2011) Page 9

274,478.80

17,774,478.80
-23.125.01

17,751,353.79

17,751,353.79

Price

102.286
103.672
104.437
103.979
103.209
101.420

99.352
100.000
100.000
100.676
100.836
101.832
100.659

99.356

98.103

101.568450%
-0.132143%

101.436307%

C
C
C

Yield to

Maturity

3.657%
3.810%
3.935%
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Period
Ending
01/01/2012
07/01/2012
01/01/2013
07/01/2013
01/01/2014
07/01/2014
01/01/2015
07/01/2015
01/01/2016
07/01/2016
01/01/2017
07/01/2017
01/01/2018
07/01/2018
01/01/2019
07/01/2019
01/01/2020
07/01/2020
01/01/2021
07/01/2021
01/01/2022
07/01/2022
01/01/2023
07/01/2023
01/01/2024
07/01/2024
01/01/2025
07/01/2025
01/01/2026
07/01/2026

(Finance 6.019 Santa Fe County GRT:2011) Page 10

BOND DEBT SERVICE

Santa Fe County, NM - General Obligation Bonds
Series 2011 Bonds

Principal

2.900.000
1.160.000
1.165.000
1,170.000
1.175.000
1,180,000
1.000.000
1,000,000
1,.000.000
1,600.000
1,000.000
1,000,000
1,000.000
1,000.000

750.000

17,500.000

Dated Date 05/18/2011
Delivery Date 05/18/2011

Annual

Coupon Interest Debt Service Debt Service
327,531.25 327,531.25

2.500% 264,375.00 3,164,375.00 3,491,906.25
228,125.00 228,125.00

2.500% 228,125.00 1,388,125.00 1,616,250.00
213,625.00 213,625.00

2.500% 213,625.00 1,378,625.00 1,592,250.00
199,062.50 199,062.50

2.500% 199,062.50 1,369,062.50 1,568,125.00
184,437.50 184,437.50

2.500% 184,437.50 1,359,437.50 1,543,875.00
169,750.00 169,750.00

2.500% 169,750.00 1,349,750.00 1,519,500.00
155,000.00 155,000.00

2.500% 155,000.00 1,155,000.00 1,310,000.00
142,500.00 142,500.00

3.000% 142,500.00 1,142,500.00 1,285,000.00
127,500.00 127,500.00

3.250% 127,500.00 1,127,500.00 1,255,000.00
111,250.00 111,250.00

3.500% 111,250.00 1,111,250.00 1,222,500.00
93,750.00 93,750.00

3.750% 93,750.00 1,093,750.00 1,187,500.00
75,000.00 75,000.00

4.000% 75,000.00 1,075,000.00 1,150,000.00
55,000.00 55,000.00

4.000% 55,000.00 1,055,000.00 1,110,000.00
35,000.00 35,000.00

4.000% 35,000.00 1,035,000.00 1,070,000.00
15,000.00 15,000.00

4.000% 15,000.00 765,000.00 780,000.00

21,701,906.25  21,701,906.25

4,201,906.25
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BOND DEBT SERVICE

Santa Fe County, NM - General Obligation Bonds
Refund 2001A Bonds

Dated Date 05/18/2011
Delivery Date 05/18/2011
Period
Ending Principal Coupon Interest Debt Service
07/01/2012 150,000 2.500% 27,986.11 177,986.11
07/01/2013 160,000 2.500% 21,250.00 181,250.00
07/01/2014 165,000 2.500% 17,250.00 182,250.00
07/01/2015 170,000 2.500% 13,125.00 183,125.00
07/01/2016 175,000 2.500% 8,875.00 183,875.00

07/01/2017 180,000 2.500% 4,500.00 184,500.00

1.000,000 92,9806.11 1,092,986.11
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Period
Ending

07/01/2012
07/01/2013
07/01/2014
07/01/2015
07/01/2016
07/01/2017
07/01/2018
07/01/2019
07/01/2020
07/01/2021
07/01/2022
07/01/2023
07/01/2024
07/01/2025
07/01/2026
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BOND DEBT SERVICE

Santa Fe County, NM - General Obligation Bonds

Series 2011 - New Money

Dated Date
Delivery Date

Principal

2,750,000
1.000,000
1.000.000
1.000.000
1.000.000
1.000,000
1.000,000
1.000,000
1.000,000
1.000,000
1.000,000
1.000.000
1.000.000
1.000,000

750,000

16.500.000

Debt Service

05/18/2011
05/18/2011
Coupon Interest
2.500% 563,920.14
2.500% 435,000.00
2.500% 410,000.00
2.500% 385,000.00
2.500% 360,000.00
2.500% 335,000.00
2.500% 310,000.00
3.000% 285,000.00
3.250% 255,000.00
3.500% 222,500.00
3.750% 187,500.00
4.000% 150,000.00
4.000% 110,000.00
4.000% 70,000.00
4.000% 30,000.00

4.108,920.14

3,313,920.14
1,435,000.00
1,410,000.00
1,385,000.00
1,360,000.00
1,335,000.00
1,310,000.00
1,285,000.00
1,255,000.00
1,222,500.00
1,187,500.00
1,150,000.00
1,110,000.00
1,070,000.00

780,000.00

20,608,920.14
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EXCERPT FROM A REGULAR MEETING
OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SANTA FE COUNTY
The Board of County Commissioners (the "Board"), as the governing body of
Santa Fe County, New Mexico (the "County"), met in regular session in full conformity
with law and the rules and regulations of the Board in the Commission Chambers at the
County Administration Building, 102 Grant Avenue, Santa Fe, New Mexico, being the
regular meeting place of the Board, on Tuesday, April 12, 2011, at the hour of 2:00 p.m.

Upon roll call, the following members were found to be present:

~ PRESENT:

Chairperson:

Members:

ABSENT:

ALSO PRESENT:

The Chairperson announced that the Board would take action awarding the Santa
Fe County, New Mexico General Obligation Improvement and Refunding Bonds, Series
2011, in the amount of $17,500,000 (the "Bonds") in conformity with the Notice of Bond
Sale published on March 30, 2011, and authorized by the Board on March §, 2011.




Board Member
of Piper Jaffray, Minneapolis, MN for the purchase of the Bonds, being the best bid

received for the Bonds.

The bid is as follows:

thereupon moved that the Board accept the bid

$17,500,000
SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO
GENERAL OBLIGATION IMPROVEMENT AND REFUNDING BONDS

SERIES 2011
Year Principal Interest Rate Purpose
Maturing Amount
(July 1) Maturing

2012 $2,900,000 2.50% Improvement/Refunding
2013 1,160,000 2.50% Improvement/Refunding
2014 1,165,000 2.50% Improvement/Refunding
2015 1,170,000 2.50% Improvement/Refunding
2016 1,175,000 2.50% Improvement/Refunding
2017 1,180,000 2.50% Improvement/Refunding
2018 1,000,000 2.50% Improvement

2019 1,000,000 3.00% Improvement

2020 1,000,000 3.25% Improvement

2021 1,000,000 3.50% Improvement

2022 1,000,000 3.75% Improvement

2023 1,000,000 4.00% Improvement

2024 1,000,000 4.00% Improvement

2025 1,000,000 4.00% Improvement

2026 750,000 4.00% Improvement

The motion was duly seconded by Board Member and

unanimously carried.

Board Member

thereupon introduced and Board Member

moved the adoption of the following resolution:

%
.




SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO
RESOLUTION NO. 2011-___

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE AND SALE OF
SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO GENERAL OBLIGATION
IMPROVEMENT AND REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2011, IN THE
PRINCIPAL AMOUNT OF §17,500,000, PAYABLE FROM AD
VALOREM TAXES LEVIED ON ALL TAXABLE PROPERTY
WITHIN THE COUNTY; PROVIDING FOR THE FORM, TERMS
AND CONDITIONS OF THE BONDS, THE MANNER OF THEIR
EXECUTION AND THE METHOD OF, AND SECURITY FOR,
PAYMENT; AND PROVIDING FOR OTHER DETAILS
CONCERNING THE BONDS.

WHEREAS, at a general obligation bond election duly called and held for Santa
Fe County, New Mexico, (the "County") on the day of November 4, 2008, the electors of
the County authorized the Board of County Commissioners of the County (the "Board")
to contract bonded indebtedness on behalf of the County and upon the credit thereof by
issuing general obligation bonds of the County to secure funds for the following purposes

in the following amounts:

Amount Amount
Authorized at Previously Amount to be
Purpose Election Issued Issued
acquisition, design, construction, $ 3,500,000 $500,000 - $3,000,000

improvement, equipping and
restoration of open space, trails
and parks within the County

acquisition, construction, design, $15,500,000 $12,350,000 $3,150,000
equipping and improvement of
roads within the County

acquisition, construction, design, $ 5,000,000 $2,650,000 $2,350,000
equipping and improvement of

fire safety facilities within the

County

construction, design, equipping, $ 8,000,000 $1,000,000 $7,000,000
rehabilitation and improvement of
water projects within the County




acquisition, construction, design, $ 1,500,000 $500,000 $1,000,000
equipping, rehabilitation and

improvement of waste transfer

stations within the County

TOTALS:  $33,500,000 $17,000,000 $16.,500,000

WHEREAS, the Board has determined, and does hereby determine, that it is
necessary and in the best interest of the County and the inhabitants thereof that the
remaining $16,500,000 portion of the general obligation bonds authorized at the election

(the "Improvement Bonds") be issued at this time; and

WHEREAS, the Santa Fe County, New Mexico General Obligation Bonds, Series
2001A are presently outstanding in the principal amount of $4,960,000 (the "Outstanding
Series 2001 A Bonds"); and

WHEREAS, the Outstanding Series 2001 A Bonds maturing on and after June 1,
2012 in an aggregate principal amount of $3,840,000 are subject to redemption at the
option of the County at any time on and after June 1, 2011 at a price equal to 100% of the
principal amount of Outstanding Series 2001A Bonds plus interest accrued to the date of
redemption; and

WHEREAS, the Board is authorized by Sections 6-15-11 through 6-15-22,
NMSA 1978, as amended and supplemented, to issue general obligation refunding bonds
for the purpose of refinancing and refunding the Series 2001A Bonds maturing on and

after June 1, 2012 in the manner herein provided; and

WHEREAS, the Board has determined, and does hereby determine that, under
current bond market conditions, the refunding of the Outstanding Series 2001 A Bonds
with a combination of proceeds of refunding general obligation bonds and cash
accumulated in the debt service fund for the Outstanding Series 2001A Bonds, will result
in a net present value savings in the debt service payable by the County on the
outstanding Series 2001 A Bonds, and that the issuance of general obligation refunding
bonds in a principal amount of $1,000,000 (the "Refunding Bonds" and, together with the

Improvement Bonds, the "Bonds") will result in an overall reduction of debt service



payments and will effect other savings and economies, all to the benefit of the County;

and

WHEREAS, the Board has determined, and does hereby détermine, that it is
necessary and in the best interest of the County and the inhabitants thereof that the
Refunding Bonds be issued at this time, proceeds of which shall be used, together with
$2,900,000 in cash on deposit in the debt service fund for the Series 2001 A Bonds, for
the purpose of refunding, redeeming and paying the Outstanding Series 2001A Bonds

maturing on and after June 1, 2012; and

WHEREAS, the Board has received and publicly opened sealed bids for the
purchase of the Bonds and the Board has accepted the bid and awarded the Bonds to
Piper Jaffray, Minneapolis, MN, the best bidder for the Bonds; and

WHEREAS, the Board has determined and does hereby determine that the Bonds
shall be issued at this time under the authority of the New Mexico Constitution and
applicable law as hereinafter set forth, and desires to fix the form and details of the Bonds
and to provide for the levy of taxes for the payment of the principal of and interest on the

Bonds; and

WHEREAS, the net effective interest rate on the Bonds is not more than ten
percent (10%); and

WHEREAS, no action or suit has been commenced by any person or corporation
contesting the validity of any of the proceedings directed toward the issuance and sale of

the Bonds heretofore taken by the Board and the officers of the County.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. All actions heretofore taken by the Board and the officers and
employees of the County directed toward the issuance and sale of the Bonds to secure
funds for the purposes stated above be, and the same hereby are, ratified, approved and
confirmed, including revisions to certain principal amounts and maturities, the date of the

sale and optional redemption features of the Bonds, as set forth in the Notice of Bond



Sale published on behalf of the Board on March 30, 2011 and the Bonds in the amount of
$17,500,00 are awarded to Piper Jaffray, Minneapolis, MN (the "Purchaser").

Section 2.
A. In order to provide funds for the purposes stated above, the Board,
on behalf of the County and upon the full faith and credit thereof, shall issue the County's

general obligation improvement and refunding bonds maturing and bearing interest as

follows:
Principal
Year Principal Amount
Maturing Amount Interest Allocated to
(July 1) Maturing Rate Purpose Refunding
2012 $2,900,000 2.50% Improvement/Refunding $150,000
2013 1,160,000 2.50% Improvement/Refunding 160,000
2014 1,165,000 2.50%  Improvement/Refunding 165,000
2015 1,170,000 2.50%  Improvement/Refunding 170,000
2016 1,175,000 2.50%  Improvement/Refunding 175,000
2017 1,180,000 2.50% Improvement/Refunding 180,000

2018 1,000,000 2.50% Improvement
2019 1,000,000 3.00%  Improvement
2020 1,000,000 3.25% Improvement
2021 1,000,000 3.50% Improvement
2022 1,000,000 3.75% Improvement
2023 1,000,000 4.00% Improvement
2024 1,000,000 4.00% Improvement
2025 1,000,000 4.00% Improvement
2026 750,000 4.00%  Improvement

B. The Bonds shall be dated the date of their delivery (herein the
"Series Date"), will be issued in one series and shall consist of bonds numbered
consecutively from R-1 upward, issuable in the denomination of $5,000 each or integral
multiples thereof (provided that no individual bond will be issued for more than one
maturity); shall bear interest from the Series Date to maturity at the rates per annum set
forth above for the Bonds, payable to the registered owner thereof, or registered assigns,
on January 1, 2012, and semiannually thereafter on January 1 and July 1 in each year in

which the Bonds are outstanding and shall mature on July 1 of each year set forth above.




C. Bonds which are reissued upon transfer, exchange or other
replacement shall bear interest from the most recent interest payment date to which
interest has been fully paid or provided for in full or, if no interest has been paid, from the

Series Date.

D. The principal of and interest on the Bonds due at maturity shall be
payable to the registered owner thereof, as shown on the registration books kept by the
Santa Fe County Treasurer as the registrar/paying agent (the "Registrar/Paying Agent")
for the Bonds, upon maturity and upon presentation and surrender thereof at the principal
office of the Registrar/Paying Agent. If any Bond shall not be paid upon such
presentation and surrender at or after maturity, it shall continue to draw interest at the rate
borne by the Bond until the principal thereof is paid in full. Payment of interest on the
Bonds (other than at maturity) shall be madé by check or draft mailed by the
Registrar/Paying Agent (or by such other arrangement as may be mutually agreed to by
the Registrar/Paying Agent and such registered owner), on or before each interest
payment date (or, if such interest payment date is not a business day, on or before the
next succeeding business day), to the registered owner thereof as of the close of business
on the Record Date (defined below) at the address as it appears on the registration books
kept by the Registrar/Paying Agent. All such payments shall be made in lawful money of
the United States of America. The term "Record Date" as used herein with respect to any
interest payment date shall mean the 15th day of the month preceding the interest
payment date. The person in whose name any Bond is registered at the close of business
on any Record Date with respect to any interest payment date shall be entitled to receive
the interest payable thereon on such interest payment date notwithstanding any transfer or
exchange thereof subsequent to such Record Date and prior to such interest payment
date; but interest on any Bond which is not timely paid or duly provided for shall cease to
be payable as provided above and shall be payable to the person in whose name such
Bond is registered at the close of business on a special record date (the "Special Record
Date") fixed by the Registrar/Paying Agent for the payment of any such overdue interest.
The Special Record Date shall be fixed by the Registrar/Paying Agent whenever moneys

become available for payment of overdue interest, and notice of any such Special Record
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Date shall be given not less than ten days prior thereto, by first-class mail, to the
registered owners of the Bonds as of the fifth day preceding the mailing of such notice by
the Registrar/Paying Agent, stating the Special Record Date and the date fixed for the

payment of overdue interest.

E. The Bonds maturing on and after July 1, 2022, are subject to prior
redemption at the County's option in one or more units of principal of $5,000 on and after
July 1, 2021 in whole or in part at any time, in such order of maturities as the County
may determine, for the principal amount of each $5,000 unit of principal so redeemed
plus accrued interest to the redemption date ("Optional Redemption"). Optional
Redemption shall be made upon prior notice mailed to each registered owner of each
bond selected for redemption as shown on the registration books kept by the Registrar.

F. Notice of redemption of the Bonds will be given by the
Registrar/Paying Agent by sending a copy of such notice by first-class, postage prepaid
mail not less than 30 days prior to the redemption date to the address shown as of the fifth
day prior to the mailing of notice on the registration books by the Registrar/Paying
Agent. The County shall give the Registrar/Paying Agent notice of the Bonds to be
called for redemption at least 15 days prior to the date that the Registrar/Paying Agent is
required to give owners notice of redemption, which notice shall specify the Bonds and
the principal amount to be called for redemption and the applicable redemption dates.
The Registrar/Paying Agent's failure to give such notice to the registered owner of any
Bond, or any defect therein, shall not affect the validity of the proceedings for the
redemption of any Bonds for which proper notice was given. The notice will specify the
number or numbers and maturity date or dates of the Bonds to be redeemed (if less than
all are to be redeemed) the principal amount of any Bond to be redeemed in part, the date
fixed for redemption, and that on such redemption date there will become and be due and
payable upon each Bond or part thereof to be redeemed, at the office of the
Registrar/Paying Agent, the principal amount thereof to be redeemed plus accrued
interest, if any, to the redemption date; and that from and after such date interest will
cease to accrue on the principal amount redeemed. Such notice may be a conditional

notice of redemption and the amount of money required to redeem the Bonds called for




redemption need not be on deposit with the Registrar/Paying Agent at the time notice of
redemption is given. If notice is given in the manner provided above, the Bond or Bonds
or part thereof called for redemption will become due and payable on the redemption date
designated and, if an amount of money sufficient to redeem all Bonds called for
redemption is on deposit with the Registrar/Paying Agent on the redemption date, the
Bonds or part thereof to be redeemed shall be deemed to be not outstanding and will
cease to bear or accrue interest from and after such redemption date. Upon presentation
of a Bond to be redeemed at the office of the Registrar/Paying Agent on or after the
redemption date, the Registrar/Paying Agent will pay such Bond, or portion thereof

called for redemption.

Section 3. The Bonds shall constitute the general obligation bonds of the
County, payable from general ad valorem taxes in amounts sufficient to meet the semi-
annual payments of interest and annual payments of principal on the Bonds maturing in
each year. The full faith and credit of the County shall be, and hereby is, irrevocably
pledged to the payment of the principal of and interest on the Bonds.

Section 4. The Bonds shall bear the manual or facsimile signature of the
Chairperson of the Board and shall be attested by the manual or facsimile signature of the
Santa Fe County Clerk. The Bonds shall be authenticated by the manual signature of an
authorized officer of the Registrar/Paying Agent. The Bonds bearing the signatures or
facsimile signatures of the officers in office at the time of the signing thereof shall be the
valid and binding obligations of the County, notwithstanding that, before the delivery of
the Bonds and payment therefor, or before the issuance thereof upon transfer or
exchange, any or all of the persons whose signatures appear on the Bonds shall have
ceased to fill their respective offices. The Chairperson of the Board and the County Clerk
shall, by the execution of a signature certificate pertaining to the Bonds, adopt as and for
their respective signatures the facsimiles thereof appearing on the Bonds; and, at the time
of the execution of the signature certificate, the Chairperson of the Board and County
Clerk may each adopt as and for his or her facsimile signature the facsimile signature of
his or her predecessor in office in the event that such facsimile signature appears upon

any of the Bonds. If required for execution of the Bonds, the Chairperson of the Board
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and the County Clerk, pursuant to Sections 6-9-1 through 6-9-6, NMSA 1978, shall each
forthwith file his or her manual signature, certified by him or her under oath, with the
Secretary of State of New Mexico, provided that such filing shall not be necessary for

any officer where any previous filing shall have application to the Bonds.

No Bond shall be valid or obligatory for any purpose unless the certificate of
authentication, substantially in the form hereinafter provided, has been duly executed by
the Registrar/Paying Agent. The Registrar/Paying Agent's certificate of authentication
shall be deemed to have been duly executed by it if signed by an authorized officer of the
Registrar/Paying Agent, but it shall not be necessary that the same officer sign the

certificate of authentication on all of the Bonds issued hereunder.

Section 5.

A. Books for the registration and transfer of the Bonds shall be kept
by the Registrar/Paying Agent, which is hereby appointed by the County as registrar and
as paying agent for the Bonds. Upon the surrender for transfer of any Bond at the
principal office of the Registrar/Paying Agent, duly endorsed for transfer or accompanied
by an assignment duly executed by the registered owner or his attorney duly authorized in
writing, the Registrar/Paying Agent shall authenticate and deliver, not more than three
business days after receipt of the Bond to be transferred, in the name of the transferee or
transferees, a new Bond or Bonds in fully registered form of the same aggregate principal
amount of authorized denominations, and of the same maturity, interest rate and series,
bearing a number or numbers not contemporaneously outstanding. Bonds may be
exchanged at the principal office of the Registrar/Paying Agent for an equal aggregate
principal amount of Bonds of other authorized denominations, and of the same maturity,
series and interest rate. The Registrar/Paying Agent shall authenticate and deliver, not
more than three business days after receipt of the Bond to be exchanged, a Bond or
Bonds which the registered owner making the exchange is entitled to receive, bearing a
number or numbers not contemporaneously outstanding. Exchanges and transfers of
Bonds as herein provided shall be without charge to the owner or any transferee, but the

Registrar/Paying Agent may require the payment by the owner of any Bond requesting
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exchange or transfer of any tax or other governmental charge required to be paid with

respect to such exchange or transfer.

B. The person in whose name any Bond shall be registered on the
registration books kept by the Registrar/Paying Agent, shall be deemed and regarded as
the absolute owner thereof for the purpose of making payment thereof and for all other
purposes except as may otherwise be provided with respect to payment of overdue
interest as is provided in Section 2 hereof; and payment of or on account of either
principal or interest on any Bond shall be made only to or upon the written order of the
registered owner thereof or his legal representative, but such registration may be changed
upon transfer of such Bond in the manner and subject to the conditions and limitations
provided herein. All such payments shall be valid and effectual to discharge the liability

upon such Bond to the extent of the sum or sums so paid.

C. If any Bond shall be lost, stolen, destroyed or mutilated, the
Registrar/Paying Agent shall, upon receipt of the mutilated Bond and such evidence,
information or indemnity relating thereto as it may reasonably require and as may be
required by law, authenticate and deliver a replacement Bond or Bonds of a like
aggregate principal amount of authorized denominations, and of the same maturity,
interest rate and series, bearing a number or numbers not contemporaneously outstanding.
If such lost, stolen, destroyed or mutilated Bond shall have matured, the Registrar/Paying

Agent may pay such Bond in lieu of replacement.

D. The officers of the County are authorized to deliver to the
Registrar/Paying Agent fully executed but unauthenticated Bonds in such quantities as
may be convenient to be held in custody by the Registrar/Paying Agent pending use as

herein provided.

E. Whenever any Bond shall be surrendered to the Registrar/Paying
Agent upon payment thereof, or to the Registrar/Paying Agent for transfer, exchange or
replacement as provided herein, such Bond shall be promptly cancelled by the
Registrar/Paying Agent, and counterparts of a certificate of such cancellation shall be

furnished by the Registrar/Paying Agent to the County.
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F. Notwithstanding the above provisions of this Section, the Bonds
may be issued or registered, in whole or in part, in book-entry form from time to time
with no physical distribution of bond certificates made to the public, with the Depository
Trust Company of New York, New York (the "Depository"), acting as securities
depository for the Bonds. A single certificate for each maturity date of the Bonds issued
in book-entry form will be delivered to the Depository and immobilized in its custody.
The book-entry system will evidence ownership of the Bonds in authorized
denominations, with transfer of ownership effected on the books of the Depository and its
participants (the "Participants"). As a condition to delivery of the Bonds in book-entry
form, the Purchaser will, immediately after acceptance of delivery thereof, deposit, or
cause to be deposited, the Bond certificates with the Depository, registered in the name of
the Depository or its nominee. Principal, premium, if any, and interest will be paid to the
Depository or its nominee as the registered owner of the Bonds. The transfer of
principal, premium, if any, and interest payments to Participants will be the responsibility
of the Depository; the transfer of principal, premium, if any, and interest payments to the
beneficial owners of the Bonds (the "Beneficial Owners") will be the responsibility of
Participants and other nominees of Beneficial Owners maintaining a relationship with
Participants (the "Indirect Participants"). The County will not be responsible or liable for
maintaining, supervising or reviewing the records maintained by the Depository,

Participants or Indirect Participants.

If (i) the Bonds are not eligible for the services of the Depository,
(i1) the Depository determines to discontinue providing its services with respect to the
Bonds, or (iii) the County determines that a continuation of the system of book-entry
transfers through the Depository ceases to be beneficial to the County or the Beneficial
Owners, the County will either identify another similar depository to perform such
functions or certificates for the Bonds will be delivered to the Beneficial Owners or their
nominees, and the Beneficial Owners or their nominees, upon authentication of Bonds
and registration of those Bonds in the Beneficial Owners' or nominees' names, will
become the owners of the Bonds for all purposes. In that event, the County shall mail an

appropriate notice to the Depository for notification to Participants, Indirect Participants
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and Beneficial Owners of the substitute Depository or the issuance of bond certificates to

Beneficial Owners or their nominees, as applicable.

Officers of the County are authorized to sign agreements with the

Depository relating to the matters set forth in this Section.

Notwithstanding any other provision of this Resolution, so long as
all of the Bonds are registered in the name of the Depository or its nominee, all payments
of principal, premium, if any, and interest on the Bonds, and all notices with respect to
the Bonds, shall be made and given by the Registrar/Paying Agent to the Depository as
provided in this Resolution and by the Depository to its Participants or Indirect
Participants and notices to the Beneficial Owners of the Bonds in the manner provided in

an agreement or letter of the County to the Depository.

Section 6. If the Registrar/Paying Agent initially appointed hereunder shall
resign, or if the County shall reasonably determine that the Registrar/Paying Agent has
become incapable of fulfilling its duties hereunder, the County may, upon notice mailed
to each registered owner of the Bonds at the address last shown on the registration books,
appoint a successor Registrar/Paying Agent. Every such successor Registrar/Paying
Agent shall be a bank or trust company located in and in good standing in the United
States and having a shareholders equity (e.g., capital stock, surplus and undivided
profits), however denominated, of not less than $10,000,000.

Section 7. Subject to the registration provisions hereof, the Bonds hereby
authorized shall be fully negotiable and shall have all the qualities of negotiable paper,
and the registered owner or owners thereof shall possess all rights enjoyed by the holders

of negotiable instruments under the provisions of the Uniform Commercial Code.
Section 8. The Bonds shall be in substantially the following form:
[Form of Bondj

REGISTERED REGISTERED
NO. $

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
STATE OF NEW MEXICO
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SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO
GENERAL OBLIGATION IMPROVEMENT AND REFUNDING BONDS

SERIES 2011
Registered Owner: CEDE & CO.
Principal Amount: DOLLARS
Interest Rate Maturity Date Series Date CUSIP
% per annum July 1,20 , 2010

The Board of County Commissioners (the "Board") on the faith, credit and behalf
of Santa Fe County, New Mexico (the "County"), for value received, hereby promises to
pay to the registered owner named above, or registered assigns, the principal amount
hereof on the Maturity Date and to pay interest on the principal amount at the Interest
Rate on January 1, 2012, and thereafter on January 1 and July 1 of each year (the
"Interest Payment Date") from the Series Date to its maturity. The principal of the bonds
of the series of which this is one (the "Bonds") and interest due at maturity shall be
payable to the registered owner thereof as shown on the registration books kept by the
Santa Fe County Treasurer as registrar/paying agent (the County Treasurer and any
successor thereto, the "Registrar/Paying Agent") for the Bonds, upon maturity and upon
presentation and surrender thereof at the principal office of the Registrar/Paying Agent.
If any Bond shall not be paid upon such presentation and surrender at or after maturity, it
shall continue to draw interest at the rate borne by the Bond until the principal thereof is
paid in full. Payment of interest on the Bonds (other than at maturity) shall be made by
check or draft mailed by the Registrar/Paying Agent (or by such other arrangement as
may be mutually agreed to by the Registrar/Paying Agent and such registered owner), on
or before each Interest Payment Date (or, if such Interest Payment Date is not a business
day, on or before the next succeeding business day), to the registered owner thereof as of
the close of business on the Record Date (defined below) at his or her address as it
appears on the registration books kept by the Registrar/Paying Agent. All such payments
shall be made in lawful money of the United States of America. The term "Record Date"
as used herein with respect to any Interest Payment Date shall mean the 15th day of the
month preceding the Interest Payment Date. The person in whose name any Bond is
registered at the close of business on any Record Date with respect to any Interest
Payment Date shall be entitled to receive the interest payable thereon on such Interest
Payment Date notwithstanding any transfer or exchange thereof subsequent to such
Record Date and prior to such Interest Payment Date; but interest on any Bond which is
not timely paid or duly provided for shall cease to be payable as provided above and shall
be payable to the person in whose name such Bond is registered at the close of business
on a special record date (the "Special Record Date") fixed by the Registrar/Paying Agent
for the payment of any such overdue interest. The Special Record Date shall be fixed by
the Registrar/Paying Agent whenever moneys become available for payment of overdue
interest, and notice of any such Special Record Date shall be given not less than ten days
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prior thereto, by first-class mail, to the registered owners of the Bonds as of the fifth day
preceding the mailing of such notice by the Registrar/Paying Agent, stating the Special
Record Date and the date fixed for the payment of overdue interest. If the Bonds are
issued in book-entry only form, an authorized officer of the County and the applicable
securities depository may make other arrangements for the payments on the Bonds.

The Bonds are fully registered and are issuable in denominations of $5,000 and
any integral multiple thereof (provided that no individual bond may be issued for more
than one maturity).

The series of Bonds of which this bond is one is limited to the total principal
amount of $17,500,000 of like tenor except as to number, denomination, maturity date,
and interest rate, issued by Santa Fe County, New Mexico. $16,500,000 in principal
amount of the Bonds (the "Improvement Bonds") represents the second and final series of
general obligation bonds approved by the qualified electors of the County at an election
held on November 4, 2008 to provide funds for (1) the acquisition, design, construction,
improvement, equipping and restoration of open space, trails and parks within the
County, (2) the acquisition, construction, design, equipping and improvement of roads
within the County, (3) the acquisition, construction, design, equipping and improvement
of fire safety facilities within the County, (4) the acquisition of real property and
necessary water rights for, and construction, design, equipping, rehabilitation and
improvement of water projects within the County and (5) the acquisition, construction,
design, equipping, rehabilitation and improvement of waste transfer stations within the
County. $1,000,000 in principal amount of the Bonds (the "Refunding Bonds") are
being issued pursuant to Sections 6-15-11 through 6-15-22 NMSA 1978 for the purpose
of refunding, redeeming and paying, together with legally available cash, the outstanding
Santa Fe County, New Mexico General Obligation Bonds, Series 2001 A maturing on and
after June 1, 2012,

The Bonds are issued under the authority of and in full conformity with the
Constitution and laws of the State of New Mexico (particularly Sections 4-49-1 et seq.,
NMSA 1978, Sections 6-15-1 through 6-15-22 NMSA 1978, and acts amendatory and
supplemental thereto), and pursuant to the resolution of the Board authorizing the
publication of a notice of sale of the Bonds and duly adopted March 8, 2011 (the "Notice
of Sale Resolution") and the resolution of the Board awarding the Bonds to the best
bidder therefore and duly adopted on April 12, 2011 (the "Award Resolution" and,
together with the Notice of Sale Resolution, the "Bond Resolution").

The Bonds maturing on and after July 1, 2022, are subject to prior redemption at
the County's option in one or more units of principal of $5,000 on and after July 1, 2021
in whole or in part at any time, in such order of maturities as the County may determine,
for the principal amount of each $5,000 unit of principal so redeemed plus accrued
interest to the redemption date. Redemption shall be made upon prior notice mailed to
each registered owner of each bond selected for redemption as shown on the registration
books kept by the Registrar.
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The Registrar/Paying Agent will maintain the books of the County for the
registration of ownership of the Bonds. Upon the surrender for transfer of any Bond at
the principal office of the Registrar/Paying Agent, duly endorsed for transfer or
accompanied by an assignment duly executed by the registered owner or his attorney
duly authorized in writing, the Registrar/Paying Agent shall authenticate and deliver, not
more than three business days after receipt of the Bond to be transferred, in the name of
the transferee or transferees, a new Bond or Bonds in fully registered form of the same
aggregate principal amount of authorized denominations, and of the same maturity,
interest rate and series, bearing a number or numbers not contemporaneously outstanding.
Bonds may be exchanged at the principal office of the Registrar/Paying Agent for an
equal aggregate principal amount of Bonds of other authorized denominations, and of the
same maturity, series and interest rate. The Registrar/Paying Agent shall authenticate and
deliver, not more than three business days after receipt of the Bond to be exchanged, a
Bond or Bonds which the registered owner making the exchange is entitled to receive,
bearing a number or numbers not contemporaneously outstanding. Exchanges and
transfers of Bonds as herein provided shall be without charge to the owner or any
transferee, but the Registrar/Paying Agent may require the payment by the owner of any
Bond requesting exchange or transfer of any tax or other governmental charge required to
be paid with respect to such exchange or transfer.

The person in whose name any Bond shall be registered on the registration books
kept by the Registrar/Paying Agent shall be deemed and regarded as the absolute owner
thereof for the purpose of making payment thereof and for all other purposes except as
may otherwise be provided with respect to payment of overdue interest; and payment of
or on account of either principal or interest on any Bond shall be made only to or upon
the written order of the registered owner thereof or his legal representative, but such
registration may be changed upon transfer of such Bond in the manner and subject to the
conditions and limitations provided herein. All such payments shall be valid and
effectual to discharge the liability upon such Bond to the extent of the sum or sums so
paid.

If any Bond shall be lost, stolen, destroyed or mutilated, the Registrar/Paying
Agent shall, upon receipt of the mutilated Bond and such evidence, information or
indemnity relating thereto as the Registrar/Paying Agent may reasonably require and as
may be required by law, authenticate and deliver a replacement Bond or Bonds of a like
aggregate principal amount of authorized denominations, and of the same maturity,
interest rate and series, bearing a number or numbers not contemporaneously outstanding.
If such lost, stolen, destroyed or mutilated Bond shall have matured, the Registrar/Paying
Agent may pay such Bond in lieu of replacement.

For the punctual payment of the principal of and interest on this bond as aforesaid
and for the levy and collection of taxes in accordance with the statutes authorizing the
issuance of this bond, the full faith and credit of the County is hereby irrevocably
pledged. The Board has, by the Bond Resolution, ordered the creation of an interest and
sinking fund for the payment of the Bonds. Such fund is to be held in trust for the benefit
of the owner or owners of the Bonds.
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It is hereby certified, recited and warranted that all the requirements of law have
been complied with by the proper officials of the County in the issuance of this bond; that
the total indebtedness of the County, including that of this bond, does not exceed any
limit of indebtedness prescribed by the Constitution or laws of the State of New Mexico;
that provision has been made for the levy and collection of annual taxes sufficient to pay
the principal of and the interest on this bond when the same become due. This bond shall
not be valid or obligatory for any purpose until the Registrar/Paying Agent shall have
manually signed the certificate of authentication hereon.

17

i
L
¢
L




IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, the Board of County Commissioners of Santa Fe
County, New Mexico constituting the governing board of the County, has caused this
bond to be signed and executed with the manual or facsimile signature of the Chairperson
of the Board and subscribed and attested with the manual or facsimile signature of the
Santa Fe County Clerk, all as of the Series Date.

Virginia Vigil, Chairperson
Board of County Commissioners
Santa Fe County, New Mexico

Attest:

Valerie Espinoza, Clerk
Santa Fe County, New Mexico
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CERTIFICATE OF AUTHENTICATION

This bond is one of the Bonds described in the Bond Resolution and has been
duly registered on the registration books kept by the undersigned as Registrar/Paying
Agent for the Bonds.

Date of Authentication Santa Fe County Treasurer,
and Registration: as Registrar/Paying Agent
By:

Victor A. Montoya
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ASSIGNMENT
For value received, the undersigned sells, assigns and transfers unto

whose social security or tax identification number is

the within bond and irrevocably constitutes and appoints

attorney to transfer such bond on the books kept for

registration thereof, with full power of substitution in the premises.

Dated: Address:

Signature Guaranteed:

NOTE: The assignor's signature to this assignment must correspond with the name as it
appears upon the face of the within bond in every particular, without alteration
or enlargement or any change whatsoever.

[End of Form of Bond]

Section 9. When the Bonds have been duly executed and authenticated, they
shall be delivered to the lawful purchaser thereof named in Section 1 of this Resolution.
$16,500,000 in principal amount of the Bonds, representing the second and final series of
general obligation bonds approved by the qualified electors of the County at an election
held on November 4, 2008 shall be applied to (1) the acquisition, design, construction,
improvement, equipping and restoration of open space, trails and parks within the
County, (2) the acquisition, construction, design, equipping and improvement of roads
within the County, (3) the acquisition, construction, design, equipping and improvement

of fire safety facilities within the County, (4) the acquisition of real property and
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necessary water rights for, and construction, design, equipping, rehabilitation and
improvement of water projects within the County and (5) the acquisition, construction,
design, equipping, rehabilitation and improvement of waste transfer stations within the
County. $1,000,000 in principal amount of the Bonds shall be applied, together with net
premium in the amount of $30,239.87, and $2,900,000 in cash on deposit in the debt
service fund for the Outstanding Series 2001 A Bonds, to the refunding, redemption and
payment of Outstanding Series 2001 A Bonds maturing on and after June 1, 2012, and the
Treasurer and Finance Director of the County are each hereby directed to cause such
amounts to be deposited on the day of closing in an escrow account as provided in
Section 6-15-20 NMSA 1978 and disbursed to redeem, on June 1, 2011, the Series
2001A Bonds maturing on and after June 1, 2012. The purchaser of the Bonds shall in no
manner be responsible for the application of or disposal by the County, or any of its

officers, of any of the funds derived from the sale thereof.

Section 10.  There shall be levied on all taxable property within the County, at
the time and in the manner provided by law, in addition to all other taxes, direct annual
ad valorem taxes sufficient to pay the principal of and interest accruing on the Bonds
promptly as the same shall become due. This Resolution is hereby declared to be the
certificate of the Board, as to the amount of taxes necessary to be levied for the purposes
herein stated and said taxes shall be certified, levied and extended upon the tax rolls and
collected in the same manner, at the same time and subject to the same penalties as
general state and county taxes are certified, levied and collected. The taxes, when
collected, shall be kept by the County in the County's interest and sinking fund for the
County's general obligation bonds to be used solely for the purpose of paying the
principal of and interest on the County's general obligation bonds as the same become
due or mature; provided that nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to prevent
the application of any other funds belonging to the County and available for that purpose,
to the payment of the Bonds or the interest thereon, as the same become due and upon
such payment the levy or levies of tax provided for in this Section may thereupon to that
extent be diminished. If the taxes herein provided for shall not be levied or collected in

time to pay the interest on or principal of the Bonds as the same become due or mature,
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then such interest or principal shall be paid from any other funds belonging to the
County, which funds may be reimbursed from the taxes herein provided for when the

same are collected.

Section 11.  The Chairperson of the Board, County Clerk, County Treasurer
and other officers and employees of the County are hereby authorized and directed to
take all action necessary or appropriate to effectuate the provisions of this Resolution,
including without limiting the generality of the foregoing, the printing of the Bonds, the
execution of letters and agreements with the Depository, the printing and execution of
disclosure documents relating to the Bonds, the deposit of Bond proceeds and other
legally available moneys necessary to redeem and pay the Series 2001A Bonds as
provided in this Resolution, the payment of the costs of issuance of the Bonds, and such
certificates as may be required by the Purchaser or bond counsel relating to, among other
things, the signing of the Bonds, the tenure and identity of County officials, the receipt of
the purchase price of the Bonds from the purchaser and the absence of litigation, pending
or threatened, if in accordance with the facts, affecting the validity thereof and the
absence and existence of factors affecting the exclusion of interest on the Bonds from

gross income for federal income tax purposes.

In order to assist the Purchaser in complying with Securities and
Exchange Commission Rule 15¢2-12(b)(5), at the time of delivery of the Bonds, the
County will undertake, pursuant to a written continuing disclosure agreement, to provide
annual financial information and notices of certain events as specified in that continuing

disclosure agreement.

Section 12.  The County covenants that it will restrict the use of the proceeds of
the Bonds in such manner and to such extent, if any, as may be necessary so that the
Bonds will not constitute arbitrage bonds under Section 148 of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986, as amended (the "Code"). The Chairperson of the Board, the Santa Fe
County Treasurer and any other officer of the County having responsibility for the
issuance of the Bonds shall give an appropriate certificate of the County, for inclusion in
the transcript of proceedings for the Bonds, setting forth the reasonable expectations of

the County regarding the amount and use of all the proceeds of the Bonds, the facts,
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circumstances and estimates on which they are based, and other facts and circumstances

relevant to the tax treatment of interest on the Bonds.

The County covenants that it (a) will take or cause to be taken such
actions which may be required of it for the interest on the Bonds to be and remain
excluded from gross income for federal income tax purposes, and (b) will not take or
permit to be taken any actions which would adversely affect that exclusion, and that it, or
persons acting for it, will, among other acts of compliance, (i) apply the proceeds of the
Bonds to the governmental purpose of the borrowing, (ii) restrict the yield, as required,
on investment property acquired with those proceeds, (iii) make timely rebate payments,
if required, to the federal government, (iv) maintain books and records and make
calculations and reports, and (v) refrain from certain uses of proceeds, all in such manner
and to the extent necessary to assure such exclusion of that interest under the Code. The
Chairperson of the Board, Treasurer and other appropriate officers are hereby authorized
and directed to take any and all actions, make calculations and rebate payments, and
make or give reports and certifications, as may be appropriate to assure such exclusion of

that interest.

Section 13. Any Bond and the interest thereon shall be deemed to be paid,
retired, and no longer outstanding (a "Defeased Bond") hereunder when payment of the
principal of such Bond, plus interest thereon to the due date (whether such due date be by
reason of maturity, upon redemption, or other) either (a) shall have been made or caused
to be made in accordance with the terms thereof (including the giving of any required
notice of redemption), or (b) shall have been provided for on or before such due date by
irrevocably depositing with or making available to a qualified depository for such
payment (i) lawful money of the United States of America sufficient to make such
payment or (ii)) Government Obligations which mature as to principal and interest in such
amounts and at such times as will ensure the availability, without reinvestment, of
sufficient money to provide for such payment (as verified by a certified or registered
public accountant), and when proper arrangements have been made by the County with a
qualified depository for the payment of its services until all Defeased Bonds shall have
become due and payable. At such time as a Bond shall be deemed to be a Defeased Bond
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hereunder, such Bond and the interest thereon shall no longer be secured by, payable
from, or entitled to the benefits of the ad valorem taxes herein levied and pledged as
provided in this ordinance, and such principal and interest shall be payable solely from

such money or Government Obligations.

Any moneys so deposited with the qualified depository may, at the written
direction of the County, also be invested and re-invested in Government Obligations,
maturing in the amounts and times required to make payments when due on the Defeased
Bonds, and all income from such Government Obligations received by the qualified
depository which is not required for the payment of the Defeased Bonds and interest
thereon, with respect to which such money has been so deposited, shall be turned over to
the County for use in accordance with law. The term "Government Obligations" means
direct obligations of the United States of America, including obligations the principal of
and interest on which are unconditionally guaranteed by the United States of America
which may be United States Treasury Obligations such as its State and Local

Government Series, which may be in book-entry form.

Section 14. The approval of the New Mexico Department of Finance and
Administration as required by Section 6-15-11, NMSA 1978, as amended and
supplemented from time to time, will be obtained prior to issuance and delivery of the

Refunding Bonds (as defined in the preambles of this Resolution) to the purchaser.

Section 15.  Moneys in any fund not immediately needed may be invested as
provided by state law and applicable federal statutes and regulations, provided that the
Board and the County hereby covenant to the purchasers and the holders of the Bonds
from time to time that the County will make no use of the proceeds of the Bonds or any
funds reasonably expected to be used to pay the principal of or interest on the Bonds
which will cause the Bonds to be arbitrage bonds within the meaning of Section 148 of
the Code, as amended, or which would adversely affect the tax status of interest on the
Bonds under the Code. This covenant is for the benefit of the purchasers and the holders
of the Bonds from time to time.

Section 16. The County has elected and does hereby declare its intent to

exercise, on the behalf and in the name of the County, its option to redeem, on June 1,
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2011, all of the outstanding Series 2001 A Bonds maturing on and after July 1, 2012, at a
redemption price equal to the principal amount of the outstanding Series 2001 A Bonds to
be optionally redeemed plus accrued interest to June 1, 2011.

Section 17.  After any of the Bonds have been issued, this Resolution shall
constitute a contract between the County and the holder or holders of the Bonds and shall
be and remain irrepealable and unalterable until the Bonds and the interest thereon shall
have been fully paid, satisfied and discharged, defeased or until such payment has been

duly provided for.

Section 18.  If any section, paragraph, clause or provision of this Resolution
shall for any reason be held to be invalid or unenforceable, the invalidity or
unenforceability of such section, paragraph, clause or provision shall not affect any of the

remaining provisions of this Resolution.

Section 19.  The following notice shall be published one time in a newspaper
having general circulation in the County as soon as is practicable following the adoption

hereof:
[Form of Notice]

LEGAL NOTICE

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Board of County Commissioners of Santa
Fe County, New Mexico did, on the 12 day of April, 2011, adopt a resolution entitled:

SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE AND SALE OF
SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO GENERAL OBLIGATION
IMPROVEMENT AND REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2011, IN THE
PRINCIPAL AMOUNT OF §$17,500,000, PAYABLE FROM AD
VALOREM TAXES LEVIED ON ALL TAXABLE PROPERTY
WITHIN THE COUNTY; PROVIDING FOR THE FORM, TERMS
AND CONDITIONS OF THE BONDS, THE MANNER OF THEIR
EXECUTION AND THE METHOD OF, AND SECURITY FOR,
PAYMENT; AND PROVIDING FOR OTHER DETAILS
CONCERNING THE BONDS.

The Resolution directs and authorizes the issuance of Santa Fe County, New
Mexico, General Obligation Improvement and Refunding Bonds, Series 2011 in the
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aggregate principal amount of $17,500,000, to be issued in the following amounts and for
the following purposes:  $16,500,000 in principal amount of the Bonds (the
"Improvement Bonds") represents the second and final series of general obligation bonds
approved by the qualified electors of the County at an election held on November 4, 2008
to provide funds for (1) the acquisition, design, construction, improvement, equipping
and restoration of open space, trails and parks within the County, (2) the acquisition,
construction, design, equipping and improvement of roads within the County, (3) the
acquisition, construction, design, equipping and improvement of fire safety facilities
within the County, (4) the acquisition of real property and necessary water rights for, and
construction, design, equipping, rehabilitation and improvement of water projects within
the County and (5) the acquisition, construction, design, equipping, rehabilitation and
improvement of waste transfer stations within the County. $1,000,000 in principal

amount of the Bonds (the "Refunding Bonds") are being issued pursuant to Sections 6- -

15-11 through 6-15-22 NMSA 1978 for the purpose of refunding, redeeming and paying,
together with legally available cash, the outstanding Santa Fe County, New Mexico
General Obligation Bonds, Series 2001 A maturing on and after June 1, 2012.

The Resolution finds that the refunding of the Series 2001 A Bonds will result in
an overall reduction of debt service payments to be made by the County, and will effect
other savings and economies, all to the benefit of the County; awards the sale of the
bonds to the best bidder therefor and provides for the delivery thereof; provides for the
form of the bonds; provides for the levy of ad valorem property taxes without limitation
as to rate or amount to pay the principal of and interest on the bonds; makes certain
covenants with the bond purchaser; and provides other details concerning the bonds.
Complete copies of the Resolution are available for public inspection during normal and
regular business hours at the office of the Santa Fe County Clerk, 102 Grant Avenue,
Santa Fe, New Mexico. This notice constitutes compliance with Section 6-14-6 NMSA
1978.

DATED this 12" day of April, 2011.

/s/
Virginia Vigil, Chairperson
Board of County Commissioners
Santa Fe County, New Mexico

[End Form of Notice]

Section 20.  All acts and resolutions in conflict or inconsistent with this
Resolution are hereby rescinded, annulled and repealed, but only to the extent of such

conflict or inconsistency.

(Signature page follows)
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PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 12™ day of April, 2011.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO

By:

Virginia Vigil, Chairperson

ATTEST:

By:

Valerie Espinoza, County Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Stephen C. Ross, County Attorney

SADOX\CLIENT\80130\123\W1413543.DOC
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Board Member then seconded the adoption of the

foregoing resolution introduced by Board Member

The motion to adopt the resolution upon being put to a vote was passed and

adopted on the following recorded vote:

Those Voting Aye:

Those Voting Nay:

(_ ) members of the Board having voted in favor of the motion, the

presiding officer declared the motion carried and the resolution adopted, whereupon the
Chairperson of the Board and County Clerk signed the foregoing proceedings and

resolution upon the records of the minutes of the Board.
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After transaction of other business not related to the bond issue, the Board, upon

motion duly made, seconded and carried, adjourned the meeting.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO

By:

Virginia Vigil, Chairperson

ATTEST:

By:

Valerie Espinoza, County Clerk

SADOX\CLIENT\80130\23\W1413543.DOC
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EXHIBIT "A"

Affidavit of Publication of
Notice of Sale and Meeting
Published on March 30, 2011
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BILLS SIGNED INTO LAW FOR 2011 REGULAR SESSION

186 total items

HB1 Sponsors: Martunez, W. (D69) Tide: LEGISLATIVE FEED BILL

FIB2 Sponsors: Saavedra (D10) Tide: GENERAL APPROPRIATION ACT OF 2011

HB8 Sponsors: Lujan, B. (D46) Title: APPROPRIATION FOR DEVELOPMENT TRAINING

[IB12 Sponsors: Trujillo (D45); Cisneros (D6) Title: LANDOWNER DUTY OF CARE, LIABILITY LIMITATION

HB13 Sponsors: Crook (R64) Title: DRINKING WATER STATE MATCHING FUNDS

HBI14 Spounsors: Alcon (D6) Title: MILITARY CHILDREN SCHOOL ENROLLMENT PRIORITY

HBI15 Sponsors: Alcon (D6) Title: DECEASED MILITARY PERSON’S DISPOSITION ARRANGENENTS

HBL16 Sponsors: Gonzales (D42) Title: WATER PROJECT FINANCING ELIGIBILITY

HB24 Sponsors: Garcia, Mary Helen (D34) Tide: OVERWEIGHT VEHICLES OPERATING WITHIN SIX MILES OF BORDER
HB38 Sponsors: Trujillo (D45) Titde: PERA: CUSTODIAN BANKS AND LITIGATION ATTORNEYS

HB40 Sponsors: Trujllo (D45); Ulibarri (D30) Title: CLARIFIES THE ABANDONED MINE RECLAMATION ACT

HBA42 Sponsors: Tripp (R49) Tide: RURAL ELECTRIC COOP MEMBER VOTING

HB47 Sponsors: Bandy (R3) Title: SCHOOL DISTRICT EMERGENCY CASH BALANCE RETENTION

HB52 Sponsors: Varela (1D48) Title: INVESTMENT OF TOBACCO SETTLEMENT PERMANENT FUND

[IB53 Sponsors: Varela (D48) Title: NMFA STATEWIDE PUBLIC WORICS PROJECTS

HB5Y9 Sponsors: Stewart (D21) Titde: UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION TEMPORARY EMPLOYER RATE INCREASE
HBG64 Sponsors: Larranaga (R27) Tide: RESOLUTION OF CONSTRUCTION DISPUTES

HB74 Sponsors: Stewart (D21) Tide: SCIENCE OF TEACHING READING REQUIREMENT

[1B79 Sponsors: Tripp (R49) Tide: TOBACCO SETTLEMENT PERMANENT FUND DISTRIBUTION

HB81 Sponsors: Garcia, Miguel (D 14) Tide: NO LAND GRANTS AS STATE LAND

HB87 Sponsors: Bandy (R3) Title: ORGANIC PRODUCTION ACT

HBI93 Sponsors: Sandoval (D17); Ulibarri (D30) Title: MANDATORY POLICE TRAINING TO INTERACT WITH MENTALLY IMPAIRED
HB97 Sponsors: Hall (R28) Title: CONVERTED CHARTER SCHOOL ATTENDANCE PRIORITIES

HB106 Sponsors: Wallace (R43) Title: EXTENSION OF SUNSET DATES FOR BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

HB107 Sponsors: Wallace (R43) Title: NAPRAPATHIC PRACTICE BOARD DUTTES ASSIGNED TO MEDICAL BOARD
FIB113 Sponsors: Hall (R28) Title: CHARTER SCHOOL EXPENDITURE REPORTS

HBI115 Sponsors: Chavez, Eleanor (D13) Title: PUBLIC SCHOOLS: SUPPLEMENTAL EDUCATION SERVICES

HB122 Sponsors: Anderson (R29) Tite: VETERANS ENTERPRISE FUND

HB123 Sponsors: Park (D26) Titde: PARTS UNDER WARRANTY CLAIMS

HBI129 Sponsors: Varela (D48) Titde: RETURNING ERA RETIREES TO PAY EMPLOYEE CONTRIBUTIONS

HBI137 Sponsors: Miera (D11) Titde: EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE ACT REVISIONS

HB143 Sponsors: Nunez (D36) Title: NMFA WATER PROJECT FUND LOANS AND GRANTS

HB160 Sponsors: Chavez, Eleanor (D13) Titde: PUBLIC RECORDS ACCESSIBILITY

[1B167 Sponsors: Doyle (R23); Smith (R22) Tide: FIRE PREVENTION ORDINANCES AND CODE CHANGES

HB170 Sponsors: Rodella (D41) Title: LAND GRANT ELECTIONS
11B172 Sponsors: Miera (D11) Tite: NO CORPORAL PUNISIIMENT AS SCHOOL DISCIPLINE

— _____,,,_[ 1) I




HB180 Sponsors:

Dodge (D63); Garcia, Thomas (D68) Title: TEMPORARY HUNTING AND FISHING LICENSE FOR ACTIVE DUTY MILITARY

| HB18I

Sponsors:

Dodge (D63); Garcia, Thomas (ID68) Title: REMOVAL OF MIA OR KIA SERVICE MEMBERS FROM JURY DATABASES

I1B187

Sponsors:

Sandoval (D17) Tide: COMMUNITY DENTAL HEALTH PROVIDERS

1B188

Sponsors:

Saavedra (D10); Marrinez, W. (D69) Title: ADDITIONAL EIGHTH DISTRICT JUDGESHIP

IIB196

Sponsors:

O'Neill (D15) Tude: CHILD WITNESS PROTECTIVE MEASURES

HBRB199

Sponsors:

Cook (R56) Title: UNTFORM ASSIGNMENT OF RENTS

1IB211 Sponsors:

Wallace (R43) Tide: THANATOPRACTICE BOARD SUNSET DATE EXTENDED

HB215 Sponsors: ]

Dodge (D63) Title: FOREIGN CO-OP HIGHER ELECTRIC RATES WITHOUT PRC HEARING

HB220 Sponsors:

Cook (R56) Title: STATE REDEMPTION PERIOD ON MORTGAGED PROPERTY

HB234

Sponsors:

Wallace (R43) Title: EXTENDS SUNSET DATE FOR ANIMAL SHELTERING BOARD

HB235

Sponsors:

Sandoval (D17) Title: VETERANS NATIONAL CEMETERY FUND

FIB252

Sponsors:

King (D50); Sapien (D9) litle: PUBLIC SCHOOLS: FINANCIAL REPORTS, PROCUREMENT

HB273

Sponsors:

Trujtlo (D45) Titde: RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT SMALL BUSINESS TAX CREDIT EXTENSION

FIB278 Sponsors:

Harmnilton (R38) Titde: TOWN OF ATRISCO IN LAND GRANT

HB283 Sponsors:

Martinez, W. (D69); Miera (D11) Title: PUBLIC SCHOOL FACILITY LEASES

HB289 Sponsors:

Baldonado (R8) Title: PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANCE: REPORTING DATES

HB30l Sponsors:

Marunez, Rudolpho (D39); Larranaga (R27) Tide: INTERSTATE STREAM COMMISSION "UNIT FUND"

HB3U6 Sponsors:

Smith (R22) Title: EASTERN SANDOVAL FLOOD CONTROL AUTHORITY ELECTIONS

FHB307 Sponsors:

Garcia, Miguel (D14) Titde: “EL SEMANARIO DE NUEVO MEXICO” AUTHORIZED TO PUBLISH LEGAL NOTICES

HB310 Sponsors:

Cervantes (D52) Tide: PUBLIC SCHOOLS: ELECTRONIC INSTRUCTIONAL MATERIALS

Nunez (D36); Irwin (D32) Title: WINEGROWERS LICENSE STRETCH

FIB315 5_‘Eonsors:
1I1B322 Sponsors:

Garcia, Mary IHelen (D34) Tirle: BORDER l’R()]}:Cl FUND

FIB337 Sponsors:

Lundstrom (D9); Rodella (D41); Begaye (D4); Park (D26) Title: SMALL CONSUMER LOANS, FEE AND TERM LIMIT

11B353 Sponsors:

Larranaga (R27) Title: INVESTMENT OF HIGHER EDUCATION FE NDOWMENT FUNDS

HB358 Sponsors:

Roch (R67) Title: CONSERVANCY DISTRICT ELECTIONS

[IB362 Sponsors:

Garcia, Thomas (D68) Title: HUNTING FEE BREAK FOR DISABLED VETERANS

FIB391 Sponsors:

Irwin (D32) Title: FATLURE TO CLOSE LIVESTOCK GATE PENALTIES

HB394 Sponsors:

Miera (D11) Tide: STUDENT ORGANIZATIONS UNDER THE BINGO AND RAFFLE ACT

FIB411 Sponsors:

Varela (D48) Tirde: GOVERNMENT AGENCIES AUDIT AND FINANCIAL REPORT COMPLIANCE

HB413 Sponsors:

Park (1D26) Titde: UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE OF LAW

FIB414 Sponsors:

Vigil (D70) Title: COMMERCIAL MOTOR CARRIER INSPECTIONS

HB417 Sponsors:

Park (D26) Titde: LOCAL GOVERNMENT CORRECTIONS FUND

HB426 Sponsors: James (R24); Gentrv (R30) Tide: CITY AND COUNTY JAIL INSPECTIONS

[1B428 Sponsors:

Brown (R55); O'Neill (D15) Title: PUBLIC FINANCE: AUDIT THRESHOLD INCREASE

HB429 Sponsors:

Lujan, B. (D46); Sandoval (D17); Trujillo (D45) Titde: COMPENSATING TAX TRANSACTION REQUIREMENTS

HB432 Sponsors:

Cook (R56) Tite: INTERAGENCY BEHAVIORAL HEALTH PURCHASING COLLABORATIVE PILOT PROJECT

HB437 Sponsors:

Garcta, Thomas (D68) Title: VETERANS ORGANIZATION TAX EXEMPTION

HB440 Sponsors:

Garcia, Mary Helen (D34) Tirle: EXPANDING AND EXTENDING THE ADVANCED ENERGY TAX DEDUCTION

I1B452 Sponsors:

Gonzales (D42), Cisneros (D6); Saavedra (D10); Salazar (D40) Title: TASK ] FORCE TO INVESTIGATE NATURAL GAS SHUTDOWN




HB458

Sponsors: King (D50); Park (D26) Tide: MVD CITATIONS: DRIVER'S ADDRESS

HB462

Sponsors: Wallace (R43) Title: EXTENDS LIFE OF PRIVATE INVESTIGATIONS ADVISORY BOARD

HB470

Sponsors: Ezzell (R58) Title: IMPLEMENTING A LESS PUNITIVE ESTIMATED INCOME TAX PENALTY

F1B478

Sponsors: Larranaga (R27) Tide: ALBUQUERQUE-BERNALILLO COUNTY WATER AUTHORITY

[1B485

Sponsors: Nunez (D36) Title: NEW MEXICO CIHILE ADVERTISING ACT

HB500

Sponsors: King (D50); Brown (R55) Title: NOTIFICATION PROCEDURES FOR EXCAVATION WORK

1{B523

Sponsors: Powdrell-Culbert (R44) Title: DEDUCTION FOR DIESEL FUEL USED IN LOCOMOTIVES

HB527

Sponsors: Herrell (R51) Title: DPS CRIMINAL HISTORY RECORD UPDATES

HB536

Sponsors: Cook (R56); Marunez, W. (D69) Titde: ALCOHOL PREMISES: LIMITED GAMBLING

[1B558

Sponsors: King (D50); Campos, P. (D8) Title: INDUSTRIAL REVENUE BOND NOTICE

HBG607

Sponsors: Lujan, B. (D46) Title: MUCH-ANTICIPATED FILM PRODUCTION TAX CREDIT BILL

HB628

Sponsors: Bratton (R62) Tide: STATE EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT 1.75% SHIFT

HB652

Sponsors: Gonzales (D42) Tite: GAS PILOT RELIGHTING ACT

SB9 Sponsors: Wirth (D25) Title: LICENSE REQUIREMENTS FOR DRIVERS UNDER 18

SB11

Sponsors:

Wirth (D25) Titde: DOGS IN CERTAIN OUTDOOR RESTAURANT AREAS

SB14

Sponsors:

Feldman (D13); Picraux (D25) Title: HEALTH CARE WORK FORCE DATABASE

SB20

Sponsors:

Papen (D38} Title: NMFA ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECT LOANS

SB36

Sponsors:

Ashill (R34) Title: COMPENSATION FOR VEHICLE PARTS UNDER WARRANTY

SB37

Sponsors:

Feldman (D13) Tide: PRESCRIPTION DRUG DONATIONS

SB41

Sponsors:

Griego (D39) Tide: HEALTH CARE STUDENT INTERN LIABILITY COVERAGE

SB44

Sponsors:

Keller (D17) Tutle: FILM PRODUCTION TAX CREDIT ACCOUNTABILITY

SB45

Sponsors:

Grego (D39) Title: LAWSUITS AGAINST MUNICIPALITIES STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS

SB52

Sponsors:

Fischmann (D37) Title: ELECTRONIC COPIES OF PUBLIC RECORDS

SB54

Sponsors:

Cisneros (D6) Titde: REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS BOARD MEMBERSHIP

SB56

Sponsors:

Harden (R7) Tutle: DESIGNATED DISTRICT JUDGE FOR ROOSEVELT COUNTY

SB60

Sponsors:

Harden (R7); Stapleton (D19) Tide: NM RENEWABLE ENERGY TRANSMISSION AUTHORITY ACT CHANGES

SB77

Sponsors:

Garcia, Mary Jane (D36) Title: CHILD ABUSE INCIDENT TRAINING

SB78

Sponsors:

Garcia, Mary Jane (D36); Miera (D11) Tide: SCHOOL BULLYING PREVENTION PROGRAMS

SB82

Sponsors:

Sapien (D9) Title: STATE INVESTMENT OFFICER REMOVAL FROM BOARD

SB84

Sponsors:

Griego (D39) Title: DELAYS DECREASE IN JET FUEL DEDUCTION

SB86

Sponsors:

Munoz (D4) Title: INVESTMENT COUNCIL LEGAL SERVICES

SB89

Sponsors:

Munoz (D4) Tide: PRIVATE HEALTI] INSURANCE PURCHASING COOPERATIVE ACT

SB101

Sponsors:

Rue (R23) Title: MEDICAL BOARD SUBPOENA COMPLIANCE BY REVIEW BOARDS

SB102

Sponsors:

Rue (R23) Title: PALM PRINTS FOR FELONY ARRESTS

SB105

Sponsors:

Eichenberg (D15) Title: REAL ESTATE BROKER LICENSING CHANGES

SB109

Sponsors:

Munoz (ID4) Title: OFFICIAL STATE NIECKILACE

SB110

Sponsors:

Garcia, Mary Jane (D36) Tide: DOMESTIC ABUSE VICTIMS

SB114

Sponsors:

Papen (D38) Title: RACING COMMISSION SUNSET AND FAIR TAX DELAY

SB119

Sponsors:

Sapien (09); Trupdlo (D45) Tide: PERA AND ERA RETIREMENT: SPOUSAL BENEFICIARY CIANGE




SB120 Sponsors:

Sapien (D9); King (D50) Tide: EARLY CHILDHOOD CARE AND EDUCATION

SB132 Sponsors:

Campos, P. (D8) Titde: GOVERNMENT FEE FOR CREDIT CARD PROCESSING

SB133 Sponsors:

Campos, P. (D8) Tirle: UNM ACCELERATED ADMISSION TO DENTAL SCHOOL

SB134 Sponsors:

Befforr (R19) Tirle: CRIMINALIZING SYNTHETIC MARIJUANA

SB140 Sponsors:

Nava (D31); Rodriguez (D24) Title: BLOOD DONOR VEINICLE LICENSE PLATE

SB141 S[vonsnrs:

Nava (D31) Title: SCHOOL DISTRICT AND CHARTER SCHOOL AUDITORS

SB144 Sponsors:

Nava (D31); Garcia, Mary Jane (D36) Tide: SCHOOL DISTRICT AND CHARTER SCHOOL BREAKEAST PROGRAMS

SB145 Sponsors:

Kernan (R42); Morales (D28) Title: SCHOOL YEAR AND SCITOOL DAY CLARIFICATION

SB146 Sponsors:

Payne (R20) Tide: REVISIONS TO THE UNIFORM PROBATE CODE

SB155 Sponsors:

Griego (D39) Tide: ENVIRONMENT: SOLID WASTE ACT PERMIT TERMS

SB167 Sponsors:

Beffort (R19) Title: PRE-KINDERGARTEN PROGRAM APPROPRIATION SPLIT

SB179

Sponsors:

Nava (D31) Tutle: DONA ANA CONTINGENCY EXEMPTION FOR LOCOMOTIVE ENGINE FUEL

SB196

Sponsors:

Munoz (D4) Tule: FEWER HUNTING LICENSES FOR NONRESIDENTS

SB198

Sponsors:

Leavell (R41); Sapien (D9) Tide: INSURANCE CODE LICENSURE, EXAM, QUALIFYING AMENDMENTS

SB208

Sponsors:

Feldman (D13) Tide: HEALTH INSURANCE PREMIUM RATE INCREASES

SB20Y

Sponsors:

Harden (R7) Tutle: WATER UTILITIES RATE ADJUSTMENTS

SB233

Sponsors:

Leavell (R41) Tile: PLANT PHOTOSYNTHESIS AS ELIGIBLE ALTERNATIVE ENERGY SOURCE

SB246

Sponsors:

Griego (D39) Tide: TIME LIMITS ON REAL ESTATE APPRAISER LICENSE REVOCATION

SB250

Sponsors:

Leavell (R41) Title: SURPLUS LINES INSURANCE MULTISTATE COMPLIANCE COMPACT

SB260

Sponsors:

Cravens (R21) Tide: DENTAL INSURANCE REIMBURSEMENT FOR SERVICES NOT COVERED

SB262

Sponsors:

Sanchez, B. (D26); Ulibatri (D30) Tide: MUNICIPAL BUILDING INSPECTORS’ AUTHORITY

SB267

Sponsors:

Neville (R2) Tide: ENFORCEMENT OF COLLEGE TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS

SB269

Sponsors:

Sapien (D9) Title: EDUCATIONAL RETIREMENT CUSTODIAL BANKS AND LEGAL CONTRACTS

SB272

Sponsors:

Befforr (R19) Tide: PUBLIC SCHOOLS: GRADING SYSTEM EXTENSION

SB275

Sponsors:

Lopez (D11} Title: PARTICIPATING GOVERNMENT INVESTMENT FUND

SB278

Sponsors:

Lopez (D11} Tidde: CLARIFY STATE TREASURER DUTIES

SB282

Sponsors:

Jennings (D32) Tide: TAX LIABILITY CREDIT FOR PHYSICIANS IN CANCER CLINIC TRIAL

SB283

Sponsors:

Jennings (D32) Tide: NOTICE BY PROVIDER OF BREAST RECONSTRUCTIVE SURGERY OPTION

SB284

Sponsors:

McSorley (D16) Title: AMENDS THE UNIFORM INTERSTATE FAMILY SUPPORT ACT

SB285

Sponsors:

Ortiz y Pino (D12) Tide: CHILD PLACEMENT AGENCY LICENSURE AND REORGANIZATION

SB286

Sponsors:

Oruz y Pino (D12) Tide: CLARIFYING “ACCESS AISLE” IN MOTOR VEHICLE CODE

SB290

Sponsors:

Nava (D31); Garcia, Mary Jane (D36) Title: DEFINING HABITUAL TRUANT

SB295

Sponsors:

Ulibarn (ID30); Kernan (R42) Title: HEALTH CARE PROVIDER DEPENDENCY TASK FORCE

SB302

Sponsors:

Martnez, Richard (ID5); Ulibarn (ID30) Tidle: DISABLED VETERAN LICENSE PLATE

SB326

Sponsors:

Ingle (R27); jennings (D32) Title: GROSS RECEIPTS DEDUCTION-ALTERNATIVE EVIDENCE

SB327

Sponsors:

Rue (R23) Title: ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ON THE SUNSHINE PORTAL

SB329 Sponsors:

Nava (D31) Tie: DESIGNEES PERMITTED ON EDUCATIONAL RETIREMENT BOARD

SB330 Sponsors:

Nava (D31) Tide: PRESCHOOL ENROLLMENT REQUIREMENT

SB331 Sponsors:

Nava (D31) Tide: EDUCATION TECHNOLOGY




SB337

Sponsors:

Morales (D28); James (R24) Title: CONSOLIDATION OF PRECINCTS

SB349

Sponsors:

Martinez, Richard (D5) Title: PRIVATE DONATIONS TO THE COMMISSION OF PUBLIC RECORDS

SB360

Sponsors:

Nava (D31) Tide: PUBLIC SCHOOLS: ASSESSMENT SUSPENSION

SB361

Sponsors:

Nava (D31) Tatle: SCHOOL TEACHERS: LEVEL ONE LICENSING

SB365

Sponsors:

Asbill (R34); Papen (D38) Title: REQUIRING DNA SAMPLES FOR ALL FELONY ARRESTEES

SB367

Sponsors:

Jennings (D32) Title: LOCAL GOVERNMENT PERMANENT FUND INVESTMENTS

SB369

Sponsors:

Ulibarri (D30); Strickler (R2) Tide: MODERNIZING COUNTY CLERK RECORD-KEEPING PRACTICES

SB373

Sponsors:

Cisneros (D6); Smuch (D35) Title: CAPITAL OUTLAY:123 REAUTHORIZATION PROJECTS

SB377

Sponsors:

Ortiz y Pino (D12) Tide: CHANGES IN PSYCHOLOGIST LICENSURE

SB385

Sponsors:

Jennings (D32) Title: HEALTH INSURANCE FOR ORALLY ADMINISTERED ANTICANCER MEDICATIONS

SB393

Sponsors:

Griego (D39) Tide: INSURANCE FOR PORTABLE ELECTRONIC DEVICES

SB403

Sponsors:

Lopez (D11); Adair (R33) Tide: ELECTION CODE CLEANUP AND CLARIFICATION

SB408

Sponsors:

Lopez (D11) Tide: INTERIM LEGISLATIVE REDISTRICTING COMMITTEE

SB417

Sponsors:

Lovejoy (D22); Munoz (D4) Title: NATIVE AMERICAN SUICIDE PREVENTION

SB424

Sponsors:

Sanchez, B. (D26) Tide: NEW MEXICO 9000 PROGRAM ENTERPRISE FUND

SB427

Sponsors:

Asbill (R34) Title: GRADING SCHOOLS: 4, B, C, D, OR F

SB429

Sponsors:

Ingle (R27) Tide: ELIMINATING THE ELECTED POSITION OF COUNTY SURVEYOR

SB432

Sponsors:

Eichenberg (D15); Sanchez, M. (D29) Tide: EXPANDED COVERAGE OF GOVERNMENTAL CONDUCT ACT

SB436

Sponsors:

Ingle (R27) Tide: REPORT WITHHOLDING OF OIL AND GAS INFORMATION TO THE LEGISLATURE

SB445

Sponsors:

Guego (D39) Tide: ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES: DIRECT WINE SHIPMENTS

SB446

Sponsors:

Sapien (D9); King (D50) Tide: PROCEDURES FOR MONITORING CHARTER SCHOOLS
P gl

SB454

Sponsors:

Munoz (D4); Papen (D38) Title: ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT REVOLVING FUND PROJECTS

SB476

Sponsors:

Griego (D39) Tide: NO COLLEGE CREDITS REQUIRED OF STATE POLICE

SB505

Sponsors:

Ingle (R27) Tutle: FIRE PROTECTION FUND USE FOR EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES

SB520

Sponsors:

Beffort (R19) Title: MUNICIPAL CORPORATION BOND DEPOSITS

SB523

Sponsors:

Campos, P. (D8) Tide: COUNTY NOTICE PROCEDURE FOR ISSUING INDUSTRIAL REVENUE BONDS

SB546

Sponsors:

Griego (D39) Title: ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES: MICRODISTILLER’S LICENSE

SB549

Sponsors:

Sanchez, B. (D26) Tide: TWO PERCENT CAP ON ADDITIONAL RENEWABLE ENERGY COSTS

SB552

Sponsors:

Campos, P. (D8) Title: LIVESTOCK DEFINITION FOR TAX EXEMPTION

SB574

Sponsors:

Rodriguez (D24) Tide: GOOD MORAL CHARACTER FOR CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES EMPLOYEES

SB605

Sponsors:

Nava (D31) Tide: PUBLIC SCHOOLS PRE-KINDERGARTEN SERVICES REQUIREMENTS

SB617

Sponsors:

Martinez, Richard (D5) Title: PUBLIC WORKS CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION

SB626

Sponsors:

Smuth (D35) Tule: FIRE PROTECTION GRANT I'UND




BILLS VETOED FOR 2011 REGULAR SESSION

35 total items

HB11 Sponsors: Stewart (D21) Titdle: MOTOR SCOOTER OPERATION AND LICENSURE

[IB35 Sponsors: Picraux (D25); Feldman (D13) Title: HIDALGO COUNTY HEALTH DEMONSTRATION PROJECT

HB58 Sponsors: Stewart (D21) Tirde: JUDICIAL RETIREMENT CHANGES

HB161 Sponsors: Chavez, Eleanor (D13) Tide: TAX EXPENDITURE BUDGET

HB166 Sponsors: Sandoval (D17); Saavedra (D10); Trujillo (D45) Tirle: REVIEW OF TAX PREFERENCES

3182 Sponsors: Maesras (D16); Gonzales (D42); Rehm (R31) Titde: ALCOMHOL: SERV ING MINOR PENALTY REDUCTION

HB241 Sponsors: Stapleton (D19) Title: TEACHER LOAN REPAYMENT ACT

[1B267 Sponsors: Trujillo (D45) Title: LIMITS ON MEDICAL MALPRACTICE AWARDS

HB294 Sponsors: Maestas (D16) Title: STATE TREASURER DESIGNEE FOR CERTAIN BOARDS

HB298 Sponsors: Maestas (D16) Title: CHANGES IN SEX OFFENDER REGISTRATION PROCEDURES

HB311 Sponsors: Cervantes (D52) Title: UNIFORM COLLATERAL CONSEQUENCES OF CONVICTION ACT

HB328 Sponsors: Gonzales (D42) Title: SURCHARGES FOR ENHANCED 911 SERVICES

HB343 Sponsors: Lujan, B. (D46); Alcon (D6); Jeff (D5); Lundstrom (D9); Begaye (D4) Tide: LOCAL TAX BASE CONTINUITY

HB347 Sponsors: Miera (D11}; O'Neill (D15) Title: MODIFICATIONS OF JUVENILE DETENTION REQUIREMENTS

HB415 Sponsors: Maestas (D16) Tite: FILM COMMISSION AND SMALL-BUDGET FILMS

HB469 Sponsors: Chasey (D18) Tide: EXPEDITED RELEASE PROGRAM FOR TECHNICAL VIOLATIONS OF PROBATION

FHB653 Sponsors: Gonzales (D42) Title: RECORDING FALSE PROPERTY TITLE DOCUMENT

SB17 Sponsors: Keller (D17) Tirde: REMOVES GOVERNOR FROM STATE INVESTMENT COUNCIL

SB19 Sponsors: Keller (D17); Larranaga (R27) Tidle: RESIDENT BUSINESS PREFERENCE

SB23 Sponsors: Ortiz y Pino (D12); Lujan, .\. (D35) Titde: CORINNE WOLFE CHILDREN’S LAW CENTER CREATED

SB25 Sponsors: Keller (1017) Title: INVESTMENT AUTHORITY OVER ECONOMICALLY TARGETED INVESTMENTS

SB38 Sponsors: Feldman (D13) Title: NEW MEXICO HEALTH INSURANCE EXCHANGE ACT

SB40 Sponsors: Griego (D39) Title: LIVESTOCK CRIME STOPPERS PROGRAM

SB47 Sponsors: Keller (D17) Title: TAX EXPENDITURE BUDGET

SB124 Sponsors: Wirth (025) Title: MANDATORY CLEARANCE FOR MOTOR VEHICLES PASSING BICYCLES

SB166 Sponsors: Lopez (D11); Wirth (D25); Oruz y Pino (D12) Tirde: APPELLATE TRANSCRIPTION FUND

SB187 Sponsors: Keller (D17); Bandy (R3) Title: PROGRAM EVALUATION BY LEC

SB277 Sponsors: Sanchez, M. (D29) Title: INCREASING THE MAGISTRATE COURTS OPERATING FEE

SB314 Sponsors: Harden (R7); Papen (D38) Title: EDUCATION PLAN FOR AUTISTIC STUDENTS

SB321 Sponsors: Martinez, Richard (D5); Maestas (D16) Title: SUBSTANCE ABUSE TREATMENT OPTION FROM INCARCERATION

SB333 Sponsors: Jennings (D32); Ingle (R27) Title: LIMITS ON MEDICAL MALPRACTICE AWARDS

SB397 Sponsors: Lovejoy (D22) Title: TOBACCO SALES: AMENDING THE MASTER SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

SB422 Sponsors: Rodriguez (D24) Tirle: SURCHARGES FOR ENHANCED 911 SERVICES

SB449 Sponsors: Lopez (D11) Titde: SUPERINTENDENT OF REGULATION AND LICENSING APPOINTMENT

SB509 Sponsors: Cravens (R21); Sanchez, M. (D29) Tide: IGNITION INTERLOCK RESTRICTION REMOVED




BILLS SENT TO THE GOVERNOR AND UNACTED UPON (POCKET VETOED)

63 items

HB34 Sponsors: Picraux (D25); Feldman (D13) Tite: MANAGED CARE, MEDICAL-HOME PROGRAM REQUIRED
[1B43 Sponsors: Stapleton (D19); Keller (D17) Tide: DEVELOP DIPLOMA STAMP RECOGNITION SYSTEM
HB116 Sponsors: Unknown Tide: NM POISON AND DRUG INFORMATION CENTER
HB151 Sponsors: Rehm (R31) Tude: DISTRICT C( )URT MONEY JUDGMENT }
HBI69 Sponsors: Rodella (D41) Title: ALCOHOL SERVER TRAINING INCREASE
HB174 Sponsors: Egolf (D47) Tide: FORECLOSURE FAIRNESS ACT

HB226 Sponsors: Crook (R64) Title: SOIL AND WATER DISTRICT ASSESSMENTS
HB268 Sponsors: Maestas (D16) Title: PUBLIC SCHOOLS RECYCLING TO FUND ARTS EDUCATION

HB275 Sponsors: Nunez (D36) Tide: REVISED QUALIFICATIONS FOR MAGISTRATES AND METRO JUDGES

[1B285 Sponsors: Martinez, W. (069) Title: JUDICIAL STANDARDS COMMISSION ADDITIONS

HB299 Sponsors: Brown (R55) Title: TIME LIMIT ON ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS IN PARENTAGE CASES

FIB321 Sponsors: Madalena (ID65); Jeff (D5) Title: PUBLIC SCHOOLS: EDUCATIONAL DATA SYSTEM

[1B344 Sponsors: Guuerrez (D33) Tide: ALL-INCLUSIVE CARE FOR THE ELDERLY

HB373 Sponsors: King (D50); Picraux (D25); Varela (D48) Titde: HSD MEDICAID FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

HB382 Sponsors: Sandoval (D17); Bratton (R62) Tide: EXPANDING TAX CREDIT FOR ALTERNATIVE ENERGY PRODUCT
HB393 Sponsors: Martinez, Rudolpho (D39) Tite: LICENSING CHANGES FOR HOISTING OPERATORS

HB402 Sponsors: Gonzales (D42) Tide: BENEFICIAL USE OF LEASED WATER RIGHTS

HB418 Sponsors: Hall (R28); White (R20); Begaye (D4) Tide: SPECIAL GOLF TOURISM REGISTRATION PLATE

HB420 Sponsors: Vigil (D70) Tide: SPECIAL WEST LAS VEGAS SCIHTOOLS REGISTRATION PLATE

HB475 Sponsors: Alcon (D6) Tite: SPEECH-LANGUAGE PATHOLOGY, AUDIOLOGY AND HEARING AID DISPENSING
FIB487 Sponsors: Martinez, W. (D69); Irwin (D32) Tide: ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES: DIRECT WINE SHIPMENTS

HB496 Sponsors: Sandoval (D17) Tile: SCHOOL DISTRICT ELECTION CHANGES

HB555 Sponsors: King (D50) Tite: PUBLIC SCHOOL CALENDAR STUDY

FIB575 Sponsors: Miera (D11) Tide: PUBLIC SCHOOLS: TRANSPORTATION FUNDING

SB8 Sponsors: Wirth (D25) Tide: CONDOMINIUM DECLARATION COMPLIANCE WITH LOCAL LAWS

SB12 Sponsors: Wirth (D25) Titde: DENTAL AMALGAM WASTE REDUCTION ACT

SB58 Sponsors: Harden (R7) Title: LIVESTOCK PHARMACEUTICAL PRODUCT REGISTRATION FEE

SB63 Sponsors: Keller (D17) Tide: GOVERNMENT LOCAL FOOD PRODUCT PURCHASE REQUIREMENTS

SB96 Sponsors: Adair (R33) Tide: ALLOW INMATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS USE FEES

SB118 Sponsors: Sapien (D9) Tide: CHECK-OFE FOR SCHOOL PROGRAM ENHANCEMENT FUND

SB130 Sponsors: Leavell (R41); Kernan (R42) Tude: LEA COUNTY LICENSE PLATE

SB154 Sponsors: Martinez, Richard (D5); Sanchez, B. (D26) Title: LAND GRANT COUNCIL TO MAINTAIN REGISTRY

SB175 Sponsors: Sanchez, B. (D26) Title: MENTAL HEALTH COUNSELORS WITHIN PATIENT FREEDOM OF CHOICE
SB176 Sponsors: Sanchez, B. (D26) Title: FUNDING FOR LAND GRANTS GENERALLY

SB183 Sponsors: McSorley (D16) Title: AMENDING THE CONDOMINIUM ACT

SB193 Sponsors: Ingle (R27); Jennings (D32) Title: STATE FIVE-YEAR MASTER FACILITY PLANS




SB201 Sponsors:

Munoz (D4) Tide: LESS MUNICIPAL FIRE PROTECTION FOR RESIDENCES

SB202 Sponsors;

Nava (D31); Garcia, Mary Jane (D36) Tirle: STUDENT TEACHER STAFFED CLASSIES

SB203 Sponsors:

Nava (D31); Hall (R28) ‘Title: SCHOOL BUSINESS OFFICIAL LICENSING

SB210 Sponsors:

Cisneros (D6) Tile: INCOME TAX CREDITS FOR PRODUCING HYDROGEN FUEL

SB228 Sponsors:

ITarden (R7) Tale: ALCOIOL: SERVING MINOR PENALTY REDUCTION

SB232 Sponsors:

Sanchez, B. (D26); Ortz v Pino (D12) Tide: BUPRENORPHINE AVAILABILITY FOR PUBLIC ASSISTANCE RECIPIENTS

SB237 Sponsors:

Keller (D17) Tide: ADDS HIGHER ED INSTITUTIONS TO ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY BONDING ACT

SB266 Sponsors:

Wirth (D25) Title: ENERGY CONSERVATION BONDS

SB273 Sponsors:

Lopez (D11 Tule: RECOVERY OF WORKERS COMP ENFORCEMENT COSTS

SB274 Sponsors:

Lopez (D11) Tide: NEW METHOD TO APPOINT WORKERS COMPENSATION JUDGES

SB280 Sponsors:

Griego (D39) Tude: ELEVATOR SAFETY ACT

SB297 Sponsors:

Ortiz y Pino (D12) Titde: REMOVING BENEFIT CAPS FOR INFANTS AND TODDLERS

SB298 Sponsors:

Sapien (D9) Title: BIG GAME HUNTING LICENSE PLATE

SB300 Sponsors:

Munoz (D4) Title: TRUTH IN CHILE ADVERTISING

SB304 Sponsors:

Nava (D31); Papen (D38) Title: FULL-SERVICE COMMUNITY SCHOOLS ACT

SB341 Sponsors:

Nava (1D31); Sapien (D9) Title: PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANCE: TIMELY PAYMENTS

SB354 Sponsors:

Lopez (D11); Beffort (R19) Tide: SUBSTANCE ABUSE TREATMENT FOR PREGNANT WOMEN

SB395 Sponsors:

Marunez, Richard (D5); Cook (R56) Title: COUNTY CLERKS: MARRIAGE LICENSE REQUIREMENTS FOR JUVENILES

| SB418 Sponsors:
SB426 Sponsors:

Ortiz y Pino (D12) Title: PUBLIC SCHOOLS: DISCIPLINE POLICY

Cisneros (D6) Title: SMALL WATER AND WASTEWATER SYSTEM MANAGEMENT ASSISTANCE FUND

SB438 Sponsors:
SB444 Sponsors:

Ortiz y Pino (D12); Papen (D38) Title: SAFE HOUSE AND CRISIS FUND

7Campos, P. (D8) Titde: FUNERAL SERVICES AND ORGAN DONATIONS

SB450 Sponsors:

Papen (D38); Morales (D28) Title: INTERAGENCY BEHAVIORAL HEALTH PURCHASING COLLABORATIVE PILOT PROJECT

SB451 Sponsors:

Lopez (D11) Title: SUBSTANCE ABUSE SCREENING FOR PREGNANT AND POSTPARTUM WOMEN

SB483 Sponsors:

Munoz (D4) Tule: CLARIFYING POLITICAL SUBDIVISTON QUALIFICATIONS FOR IMPOSING CERTAIN TAXES

SB492 Sponsors:

Asbill (R34) Tide: SPECIAL GOLF TOURISM REGISTRATION PLATI

SB496 Sponsors:

Sanchez, B. (D26) Tide: ALBUQUERQUE-BERNALILLO COUNTY WATER AUTHORITY




2011 HOUSE JOINT MEMORIALS PASSED

Bill Number

Title

[louse Joint Memorial 1

ALLOW CERTAIN PAYMENTS TO MILITARY WIDOWS

House Joint Memorial 4

REDUCE BURDEN ON COUNTY DETENTION FACILITIES

House Joint Memorial 5

STUDY FORT BAYARD PTSD TREATMENT FACILITY

House Joint Memorial 6

INDIAN HEALTH SERVICE AS ENTITLEMENT PROGRAM

House Joint Memorial 7

STUDY PUEBLO OPERATION OF JEMEZ MONUMENT

Flouse Joint Memorial 10

LARGE ANIMAL TRAFFIC SAFETY PILOT PROJECT

House Joint NMemoral 16

RECOGNIZE VALUE OF DEVELOPMENTALLY DISABLED

House Joint Memorial 17

RESOURCES FOR PEOPLE WITH MENTAL DISORDERS

House Joint Memorial 19

COLONIAS DAY

House Joint Memorial 20

IMPORTANCE OF LOCAL FOOD SYSTEMS

House Joint Memorial 22

INTERAGENCY COUNCIL ON CHILD HOMELESSNESS

House Joint Memonal 25

GIFT OF LIFE DONOR DAY

House Joint Memorial 26

DISEASE-RESISTANT CHILE DEVELOPMENT

House Joint Memorial 33

STUDY TOURISM DEPT. PROMOTIONAL BUDGET

House Joint Memorial 37

BEHAVIORAL HEALTH DAY

[House Joint Memorial 38

MAINTAIN SAN JUAN RIVER TROUT FISHERY

House Joint Memoral 40

HEALTH CARE REFORM FOR NATIVE AMERICANS IN NM

House Joint Memorial 41

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE REGIONAL OFFICE

House Joint Memornal 43

RETURN CHACO CANYON ARTIFACTS

House Joint Memorial 46

NEW MEXICO AS DISASTER AREA

House Joint Memorial 49

JOB CREATION TAX CREDIT LEGISLATION STUDY

House Joint Memorial 51

TAX IMPACT OF RAILROAD TRACK PURCHASE




2011 SENATE MEMORIALS PASSED

Senate Memorial 1

"ASIAN AMERICAN CENTER AT STATE FAIR"

Senate Memorial 2

"STUDY HOME INSPECTOR LICENSING”

Senate Memorial 3

"NM FAMILY & PARENT INVOLVEMENT DAY"

Senare Memorial 4

"NEW MEXICO MENTORSHIP"

| Senate Memorial 5

"NM SPEECH-LANGUAGE & TTEARING ASSOCIATION DAY"

Senate Memorial 6

"CAPITAL OUTLAY PROJECT MONITORING PROCESS"

Senate Memorial 7

"STUDY HOLDING TOBACCO MAKERS ACCOUNTABLI"

Senate Memorial 8

"GIFT OF LIFE DONOR DAY"

Senare Memorial 9

"AUTISM DAY"

Senate Memorial 10

"NM-TURKISH HOSPITALITY LEADERSHIP TASK FORCE"

Senate Memoral 11

"CHAVES COUNTY EVERY 15 MINUTES PROGRAM DAY”

Senate Memoral 14

"FIRST CHOICE COMMUNITY HEALTHCARE RECOGNITION"

Senate Memorial 15

"PUTTING A FACE ON CANCER DAY"

Senate Memorial 18

"DRUG POLICY TASK FORCE CONTINUATION"

Senate Memorial 19

"PHYSICAL THERAPY DAY"

Senate Memorial 20

"ALTERNATE USES FOR STATE FAIRGROUND PROPERTY"

Senate Memorial 22

Senate Memorial 21

| "LIMITED-ENTRY BOW HUNTS IN BANDELIER "

"MULTIPLE SCLEROSIS DAY & WEEK"

Senate Memorial 25

Senate Memorial 26

"HONOR OFFICERS AND CREW OF USS NEW MEXIC0"
"CHILD ABUSE PREVENTION WEEK"

Senate Memonal 27

"MCKINLEY COUNTY/ GALLUP DAY"

Senate Memorial 28

"ANTI-RACISM DAY"

Senate Memorial 29

"ADULT BASIC EDUCATION & LITERACY DAY"

Senate Memorial 30

"PRC INVESTIGATION ON NATURAL GAS SERVICE LOSS"

| Senare Memorial 31

"2012 CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION PROJECTS"

Senate NMemorial 32

"WESTERN NM UNIVERSITY FOUNDERS DAY"

Senate Memorial 33

"NEW MEXICO MESA DAY

Senate Memorial 34

"HISTORIC WOMEN MARKER & RECOGNITION"

Senate Memorial 36

"LOW COST SPAY AND NEUTER STUDY"

Senate Nemorial 38

"ENTREPRENEURSHIP WEEK"

Senare Memorial 39

"SUPPORT FEDERAL EXCELLENCE IN MENTAL HEALTH"

Senare Memorial 40

"SOLITARY CONFINEMENT STUDY"

Senate Memortal 41

"REAUTHORIZE WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT ACT "




[

Senate Memorial 455

"RIO GRANDE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE "

‘;\‘enate Memorial 44

"SCHOOLS ON THE RISE DAY"

Senate Memorial 45

"STUDY NAVAJO NATION LAND EXCIIANGE "

Senate Memorial 46

"DRUG & DEVICE PRIOR AUTHORIZATION REQUEST "

Senate Memorial 47

"NATIONAL SAVE FOR RETIREMENT WEEK"

Senate Memorial 48

"STUDY BUILDUP OF TRASH IN ARROYOS"

Senate Memorial 49

"ALFONSO OTERO HISPANIC CENTER ART EXHIBIT "

Senate Memorial 52

"INDIAN EDUCATION ACT EFFECTIVENESS"

Senate Memortal 53

"ALBUQUERQUE HIGH SCHOOL DAY"

Senate Memorial 56

"ADOLESCENT OPIOID ADDICTION TREATMENT STUDY "

Senate Memorial 57

"NATIVE AMERICAN EARLY CHILDHOOD PROGRAM STUDY "

Senate Memorial 58

"NM SERVICE LEARNING PROGRAMS RECOGNITION"

Senate Memorial 59

"DOMESTIC VIOLENCE LASTS A LIFETIME DAY”

Senate Memorial 61

"SOUTH VALLEY DAY"

Senate Memorial 62

"COMMUNICATION PROTECTION REGISTRY ACT "

Senate Memorial 63

"ATHLETIC TRAINER DAY"

Senate Memortal 65

"GENDER-SPECIFIC TREATMENT STANDARDS STUDY"

Senate Memorial 67

"PEDESTRIAN OVERPASS IN SANTA FE STUDY"

Senate Memorial 68

"MARCH OF DIMES DAY"

Senate Memorial 70

"RURAL ISOLATION UNITS STUDY "

Senate Memorial 71

"NORTHWEST QUADRANT PUBLIC SCHOOL ACCESS STUDY"

Senate Memorial 73

"HONOR PAULA TACKETT"

Senate Memorial 74

"JTONELLE MAISON RETIREMENT "

Senate Memorial 75

"WORLD KIDNEY DAY"

Senate Memorial 76

"LAS ESPERANZAS DAY"

Senate Memorial 78

"COACH MICHAEL BRADLEY DAY"

Senate Memorial 81

"NAVAJO INDIAN IRRIGATION PROJECT FUNDING "

Senate Memorial 83

"LAS CRUCES FIREFIGHTERS & "VECINO" PROGRAM"

Senate NMemorial 84

"ENFORCE ORDERS OF RESTITUTION"




2011 SENATE JOINT MEMORIALS PASSED

Senate Joint Memoria

"CONTINUE HEALTH CARE REFORM WORKING GROUP"

"COLONIAS DAY

11
Senate Joint Memonial 4
Senate Joint Memorial 6

"GANG REDUCTION & PREVENTION PROGRAM"

Senate Joint Memorial 8

"TRANSMISSION LINE PROGRAM COORDINATION"

| Senate Joint Memorial 10

"GOVERNOR DAVID CARGO BUST IN CAPITOL"

Senate Joint Memomnal 14

"QUALIFIED HOMEBUYERS TO OBTAIN FINANCING"

Senate Joint Memorial 15

"INTERIM FILM INVESTMENT COMMITTEE "

Senarte Joint Memorial 16 "NM FILM INCENTIVE PROGRAM EVALUATION"

Senate Joint Memorial 21 "NAVAJO ELECTRIFICATION DEMO PROGRAM FUNDING”
Senate Joint Memorial 23 "ACADEMIC CHAMPIONS FOR CHILDREN TASK FORCE"
Senate Jomnr Memonal 24 "TRIBAL LANGUAGE SURVIVAL SUPPORT "

Senate Jomnt Memonal 35 "STUDY INDIAN EDUCATION IMPACT AID MONEY"

Senate Joint Memorial 38 "BROADBAND & UNIVERSAL SERVICE FUND REFORMS"




2011 CONSTITUTIONAL AMMENDMENTS

(amendments are placed as a question on the next general election ballot or special election called for the purpose of bringing
forth this specific question)

| Constitutional Amendment 1 - House Joint Resolution 18 MEMBERS ON JUDICIAL STANDARDS COMMISSION




Domingo P. Martinez
Assessor

2011 ANNUAL REPORT
I




1axaolC valuallon CoOmparkSOn: s & 12z

%
2008 | 2009 Change Change

Total |

Taxable | $6,550,808,648 | $ 6,704,619,684 | + $153,811,036 +2.3%
Value |
Total LB
Res.
Value | $4,774,246,950 | $5,019,708,291 $245,461,341 i) %6
Total _ =
Non- $1,776,561,698 | $1,684,911,393 -$91,650,305 -5.2%
Res.

Value




Ta;g_alngQ Valuation Comparison: =we sz

%
|
2009 | 2010 Change Change
Total [
Taxable | $ 6,704,619,684 ’ $ 6,890,742,053 | +$186,122.369 +2.8 %
Value |
Total 1 i
Res.

|
Value | $5,019,708,291 | § 5,200,890,626 | $181,182,335 530 Yo

|'

Total

Non- $1,684,911,393 | $1,689,851,427 + $4,940,034 + 2.9 %
Res.

Value




laxable Valuation Comparisof: = o i
Yo

2010 2011 Change Change
Total
Taxable | $ 6,890,742,053 | $6,957,915,837 | +$ 67,173,784 + 1%
Value
Total
Res.

Value | $5,200,890,626 | $5,249,302,433 | + $48,411,807 +.93%

Total

Non- $1,689,851,427 | $1,708,613,404 | + $18,761,977 +1.1 %
Res.

Value




Santa Fe County Taxable Value History
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Net New Valuation Added to Tax Roll

(taxable value)

$353,980,277

$211,763,678
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SANTA FE COUNTY ASSESSOR’S OFFICE
2010 SALES RATIO STUDY
AGGREGATE STATISTICS

Criteria
SCHOOL | CURRENT SALES SALES SALES
TAX YEAR NHBD |PROPTYPE DIST TOTAL PRICE DATE RATIO
Standard Deviation 17.22
Varience 2.97
Average Dev from Mean 11.16
Average Dev from Median 10.96
Coefficient of Variation 17.61
Coefficient of Dispersion (Mean Ratio) 11.40
Weighted (Aggregate) Mean 96.75%
Price Related Differential 101.12%
Minimum 28.52%
Mean Ratio ‘Maximum 316.67% 97.83%
Sample Size 1318 ;’f"‘ : S O;g:ggg
ALL PROPERTIES
From January-09
e Raage To Decemb){ar-OQ
Sample Size 1318 _I:_(l;om g 5,033:328
Minimum  28.52%
Median Ratio 95.69%

IMaximum 316.67%
COD (Median Ratio) (All Properties) 11.45%




Tax Number of Net Total Base Tax
Year Entered Accounts Amount

2010 140 $492,111

2009 226 $1,257,093

2008 101 $299,137

2007 146 $592,017
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Wayne Dalton

From: Michael W.Wiese [mww@rt66.com]

Sent: Monday, April 11, 2011 8:55 AM

To: Virginia Vigil; Kathy S. Holian; Liz Stefanics; Daniel Mayfield; Robert A. Anaya; Wayne Dalic
Subject: BCC Case # MIS 11-5020 Pifion Hills Iot split

Dear Commissioners and Staff,

This is regarding the proposed lot split in BCC Case # MIS 11-5020 (Albert Sedillo
authorization request to subdivide 3.96 acres into two lots) to be heard or
April 12th, 2011.

As a long time board member of the West Santa Fe Association (now retired) and Pifion Hills resident, I wish
write in support of the proposed transfer. However, my support is conditional on it being a legitimate family
transfer. I'm concerned the applicant has referred to at least one third party "buyer" for the new small lots in
emails to neighbors.

Far too many lot splits have been made in our neighborhood under the guise of a family need, only to see thos:
new lots immediately put on the market. Our road infrastructure, single fire egress, and long term hydrological
resources are too overburdened to absorb additional, unplanned development that does not serve the existing
families. Such commercial transfers are also counter to the spirit of the County's family transfer provision.
We have asked in the past that any family transfers have a waiting period of several (ten) years before the lot
can be re-sold. If this is a legitimate transfer to create a family compound, this should not be a burden to the
applicants.

Continuing to rubber stamp lot splits under 2.5 acres makes a mockery of the TAP and County Development
Plans we have all worked so hard to create.

Thank you for you ronsideration and service.

Sincerely,

Michael W. Wiese



EXHIBIT

Wayne Dalton

From: Nancy Maret [ncmaret@ix.netcom.com]

Sent: Monday, April 11, 2011 2:50 PM 2

To: Virginia Vigil; KathyS Holian; Liz Stefanics; Daniel Mayfield, Robert A. Anaya Wayne Dalto
Subject: From the West Santa Fe Assocation (the neighborhood association serving Piflon Hills). B(

Case # MIS 11-5020

Importance: High

On behalf of the Board of the West Santa Fe Association, please accept the following letter
regarding the subject case number.

Thank you,
Nancy Maret
WSFA Secretary

Dear Commissioners,

We are writing on behalf of the West Santa Fe Association in regard to BCC Case # MIS 11-
5020.

The WSFA policy is that, in general, we are opposed to further subdivisions of less than 5
acres. However we make an exception and support genuine family transfers down to 2.5 acres,
which is the base hydrological zoning in this area. Most lots are 5 acres.

The reasons for our opposition are:

- Pinon HIlls is a non-conforming subdivision. There is only
one means of egress. At least 1/2 of Pinon Hills can still
be cut off by floods (anything N of the Frijoles arroyo)

- Everyone in Pinon Hills and the surrounding area relies on
wells and is likely to for the foreseeable future. We believe the
costs of connecting to a county utility will make is prohibitively
expensive at any time. Each additional lot split taxes the water
table that we atl share.

- Additional subdivisions add traffic to streets, noise and pollution.

- Lot splits are an inappropriate way to design a subdivision.
Subdivisions should be master planned. At this point the number
of lots splits in Pinon Hills area exceeds requirements for a
master planned subdivision.

We make the exception for family transfers because we feel that family is important. We héy
seen indications that the proposed lot split might not be a family transfer. '

We understand the proposed lot split would be less than 2 acres:rather than 2.5 acres.

In the past the commission has placed a ten year holding period on family transfers to insu#
they are genuine. We ask that should the commission grant this transfer, that such a holdii
period be placed on the resulting lots.

Thank you,

The Governing Board of the West Santa Fe Association (the neighborhood association serving
Pifion Hills)





