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SANTA FE COUNTY
Resolution No. 2000 - /48

A RESOLUTION AMENDING RESOLUTION 2000 - 136, THE 'SANTA FE
COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT PLAN, TO ADOPT AND INCORPORATE
AMENDMENTS '

WHEREAS, after a public hearing held before the Board of Commissioners on October 10,
2000, Resolution 2000 -136, amending Resolution 1999 — 137, the Santa Fe County Growth
Management Plan, to adopt and incorporate the Santa Fe community College District Plan
was approved; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County commissioners directed staff to prepare recommended
. amendments based on staff review and public testimony and to present these for
consideration at the regular Board meeting on October 31, 2000; and '

WHEREAS, a public hearing has been held before the Board of Commissioners on October
31, 2000 to consider proposed amendments to the Plan and all testimony has been heard
and considered;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commission’ers of Santa
Fe County that:

1. Amendments to THE SANTA FE COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT PLAN
attached as Exhibit A to this Resolution are hereby adopted; and

2. The adopted amendments shall be incorporated into THE SANTA FE
COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT PLAN, Resolution 2000 - 136, and

3. Resolution 1999-137, The Santa Fe County Growth Management Plan, is hereby
amended to incorporate the approved Santa Fe Community College District Plan,

with all approved amendments.

Adoption of this Resolution will invalidate and render null and void any inconsistent
provisions of the Santa Fe County Growth Management Plan approved October 26, 1999.

@ PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 3/ day of Octebe 2000
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Exhilp A"

October 24 and 31, 2000

1868893

Compiled Amendments & insertions to the Santa Fe Community
College District Plan approved on October 10, 2000

Page 11, amend as follows:
a. Water:

5. Manage water resources to ensture promote a sustainable water supply through a

balanced aquifer strategy consisting of Hmperted—water—district—wels,—and
recharge—of —stormwater—and—treated—effluent conjunctive management of

imported water, local groundwater and local surface water resources.

b. Wastewater

2. Use treated effluent for irrigation, habitat enhancement and aquifer storage
and/or return flow credits.

3. Treat effluent to highest the quality needed for its planned reuse, consistent with
NMED standards.

Page 19:
2. New Community Centers

The New Community Centers shown on the Land Use Zoning Plan are the most intensive
development areas in the District. During the formation of the plan they were described as
having the characteristics of town or village centers. New Community Centers are intended to be

. the focus of civic, community and smaller institutional uses as well as retail and commercial
services.

The intent of the plan is that New Community Centers be developed with the following
characteristics:

1) They are to be compact and mixed use with the highest density possible within the
building height restrictions. Intensity of development will be regulated using minimum
and maximum floor area ratio calculations. A minimum gress floor area ratio (FAR) the
of 0.3 8:5 (number to be tested) is recommended for the center. The maximum FAR is 3.0

2) Commercial and residential buildings within the centers are to be oriented to the street
in order to create active urban street spaces reminiscent of town plazas or traditional main
streets.

3) New Community Centers are to include housing that provides a more urban choice for
residents, locates people in the center, supports commercial uses, and creates street
activity in the evenings and on weekends. The target is to have residential occupy 25%
(number to be tested) of the net useable floor area of the buildings in the centers. The
percentage may vary based on the specific characteristics of each center and the
proximity and density of surrounding residential development.

4) New Community Centers are to be developed with street, open space and walkway
connections to surrounding residential neighborhoods. They are to be located on a

primary District road with the potential for transit connections to the District and the
region.

' Page 20:
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3. Neighborhood Centers

Neighborhood Centers are smaller than New Community Centers. They are intended to provide
concentrations of mixed uses to break up the homogeneous nature typical of new single family
residential developments. The target is to have residential occupy at least 25%—{rumber—to-be
tested) 50% of the net useable floor area of the buildings in the centers....

1) ....A minimum gross FAR of 33 .25 for buildings is recommended for the centers.
The maximum FAR is 2.0.

4) Neighborhood Centers are to provide services to residents of surrounding
neighborhoods and are to be within walking and biking distance to the homes in those
neighborhoods. As a guide for planning, but not for regulatory, purposes residents within
one guarter half mile radius of the center of a Neighborhood Center are considered to be
within walking distance....

Page 22:
7. Institutional Campuses

High schools, middle schools, ehurehes and hospitals are also likely to develop as campuses.
Institutional Campuses are shown on the Land Use Zoning Map to the extent that they have been
identified.

The intent is that Institutional Campuses be developed with the following characteristics:

1) Like other areas of the College District, Institutional Campuses are to be mixed use
and are to include commercial and residential uses where pessible needed to serve
campus residents and employees.

Page 23-24. delete the existing section and insert the following text:
8. Employment Centers

Employment Centers are zones within the District where businesses with special needs for access,
buffering, technology, storage and size can locate and support the New Community Centers by
providing additional economic opportunities and enhanced employment growth close to residents
to help meet the goal of economic sustainability.

It is the intent of the District Plan that as many commercial and employment uses as possible be
integrated into New Community Centers and Neighborhood Centers. Employment Centers are to
develop in relation to and coordinated and phased with New Community Centers to accommodate
commercial and light industrial uses which are not appropriate in the New Community Centers.
Employment Centers will connect directly to New Community Centers via primary roads, trails
and walkways.

Commercial and light industrial uses such as offices, business incubators, research, product
development, light assembly and manufacturing, testing, showroom and distribution may be
provided in a concentrated, planned, multi-use environment within Employment Centers.

Employment Centers are shown on the Land Use Zoning Map to the extent that they have been
identified. Centers which are already developed or have been approved for business, commercial
or light industrial use are shown in their existing configuration. These include, but are not limited
to, the Santa Fe County Business Center at San Cristobal and the Commercial Gateway Areas
along Highway 14 and 1-25 which lead into the College District. Potential Employment Centers
are shown as approximate locations near New Community Centers. The areas shown on the Land
Use Zoning Map are expected to develop in phases as the Village Zones and demand build.
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The Employment Center along the railroad spur shown on the Land Use Zoning Map between

‘ Santa Fe Community College and Santa Fe Southern Railroad is intended as a reserve for a very
large employment center user. Its location and size are based on terrain and the access to the rail
line. It will also connect to the adjacent New Community Center at either end and would require
road improvements and extension of infrastructure.

The existing Commercial Gateway Area on both sides of SR 14 between the Cerrillos/I-25
interchange and the SR 599/1-25 interchange is largely developed or approved for commercial use
preceding this District Plan. It is the intent of the Plan that this area continue to develop and
redevelop following the principles of the District. This provides an opportunity to improve the
relationship of buildings to the streetscape of SR 14 and to connect this development to the New
Community Center located at Vista del Monte.

The Employment Center south of 1-25 east of Richards is shown at a size that might be achieved
when the I-25/Richards interchange and connecting roads to the St. Francis interchange are in
place. Some capacity exists on Richards to begin development, but build out will need to be
phased with provision of infrastructure and development of the New Community Center and the
Village Zone.

Additional smaller Employment Centers are located throughout the District.
The intent is that Employment Centers be developed with the following characteristics:

1) Like other areas of the District, Employment Centers are to be mixed use and include
commercial uses and services such as recreational amenities, parks, trails, retail and
restaurants so employees can walk to lunch, recreation, and services.

2) Residential uses should be included in Employment Centers depending on the
characteristics of individual centers and Employment Centers are to have a wide range of

. nearby housing opportunities allowing access by walking or bicycle or a short vehicular
journey. For planning purposes a two mile radius is considered to be walking and biking
distance from an Employment Center.

3) Employment Centers may be included within or as extensions of New Community
Centers or should be within a one mile radius of New Community Centers. Their shape is
subject to terrain, access and other variables. They should be designed and developed in
relationship to the New Community Centers with direct primary road and trail
connections and phasing of their development. Employment Centers will be required to
demonstrate adequate road and infrastructure capacity to support each development
phase.

4) The maximum FAR is 3.0; the minimum size is 5 acres with a maximum size of 60
acres, except as approved with a more intensive review. Because of their size and
potential impacts, Master Plans for larger Employment Centers will need to submit a
more detailed site plan, comparable to a conceptual preliminary development plan, before
they can be approved.

5) Employment Centers should serve the District and greater Santa Fe community, and be
connected by public transit, trails, walkways and small roads to transport people, goods
and services. Walkway systems within Employment Centers should connect all areas of
the center to each other and the District.

6) Buildings within the Employment Centers shall be oriented to the street and keep the

parking and storage areas to the rear and sides of the buildings, to maintain the mixed use

intent on the Plan and to create active urban street spaces reminiscent of town plazas or
. traditional main streets.
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7) Feature buildings should provide focal points that visually connect Employment
Centers to adjacent centers and neighborhoods and provide the value of their architectural
image to the District. Standards for mass and scale of buildings will be developed in the
District Ordinance.

8) Employment center facilities may be the result of joint action and investment by public
agencies and developers to ensure that local services and infrastructure meet anticipated
demand, for example, wideband communications. Specialized business clusters, selected
in cooperation with local government and economic development entities, will be
allowed.

Page 25, bottom:

2) Allow development of rural home sites and agriealtural accessory structures where
they-support-the-contingation-ofworldng ranches: for ranch uses on large lots of not less

than 500 acres, developed on domestic and agricultural wells.
Page 26 and 41:

Amend these pages to reflect the correct number of school sites: 11 elementary, 3 middle schools,
2 high schools for a total of 16.

Page 27, Open Space Elements:

3) Important Cultural Resources Areas are to be protected within the District because of
the role they play in maintaining the record and evidence of human history within the
District. Most of the District is shown as having high or moderate archaeological
potential on the County Archaeological Districts Map. Archaeological surveys and
reports will continue to be submitted by developers.

Page 30, paragraph 5:

There are two barriers to creating a transportation network in the District. First, connections
across I-25 are limited because of the expense of building an over or underpass. The extension of
Camino Carlos Rey has been eliminated by the County of Santa Fe and the State Highway
Department, due to potential drainage problems, the presence of a sensitive archaeological site,
and an existing neighborhood. Three other potential crossings at I-25 have been identified on the
plan:_at Yucca, a connection to Governor Miles between Cerrillos and Richards, and a connection
east of Richards to Old Agua Fria Road and St. Francis. But at least two of these potential
connections — at Yucca and between Cerrillos and Richards - will require further study for
engineering and neighborhood impacts. Second, north-south connectivity is complicated by a
series of wide and/or deep east-west arroyos. The network minimizes the number of arroyo
crossings to preserve open space contiguity and minimize costs to future developers, however,
this means that some north-south road connections (such as Richards Avenue) may bear a slightly
disproportionate amount of traffic.

Page 34, paragraph 1:

The District will be supplied b% with imported water and by groundwater in order to provide a
diversified, and thus more dependable, long range supply. The Plan limits development on
individual domestic, commercial and industrial wells in order to protect the quality of the aquifer
and its use for storage and recharge for the future.

Page 34, paragraph 3 & 4:

The County benchmark will continue to be 100 year water availability, with a goal of long term
sustainability. Article III, Section 11 of the County Land Use Code allows developments which




1868809

import water to have density determined by meeting criteria for traffic generation, energy

. consumption, provision of public facilities and services and compatibility with adjoining
residences. Developments in the District will meet these criteria based on the principles of this
Plan. Developments will continue to provide water budgets which will address water use and
availability and demonstrate use of techniques to lower consumption.

Balancing water taken out of the aquifer with artificial recharge to lower (minimize) consumptive
use of water from all sources is integral to sustainability. Strategies to lower consumption
include: enforcing the County’s line extension and water allocation policies, to be adjusted for
actual use as conservation improves; capture and use of gray water and rain water for irrigation;
and use of catchments and infiltration basins for run-off from impervious surfaces to irrigate and
to protect habitat and prevent erosion.

Page 35,
Water Plan Actions

5) Study reduction of State Penitentiary well pumping or movement of point of diversion
of the associated water rights and conjunctive use with Santa Fe County imported water.

B. WASTEWATER
Wastewater Systems

As with the water systems, there is a mix of waste water treatment facilities plus septic systems in
the District. The largest facility, treating 150,000 gallons per day and designed to treat 375,000
gallons per day, is the State Penitentiary wastewater facility. While technically just west of the
District Boundary, this facility provides service to the Santa Fe County Detention Center and to
the 60-acre County Economic Business Park located on state lands. Current proposals include the
. extension of a force main north along SR 14 to the Thormburg properties. Treated effluent is

currently dispesed—of-outside—by—spray—irrigation used for agricultural land application. The
County intends to investigate and implement enhanced treatment to expand treated effluent use

alternatives.

Rancho Viejo has constructed an 80,000-gallon-per-day tertiary treatment facility west of
Avenida del Sur to serve development on Rancho Viejo and the IAIA campus. It is expected that
this plant will expand substantially-#1-206+ as required to treat future flows. A wholly owned
subsidiary of Rancho Viejo, Ranchland Utility Company, owns the plant and the operations and
rates are regulated by the Public Regulatory Commission. Santa Fe County manages the facility
under an annual contract. As the plant is in a start-up phase, effluent is disposed of by means of
spray irrigation at the plant site, but the owners intend to modify the discharge permit for project
irrigation and aquifer recharge.

Santa Fe Community College owns and operates a 30,000-gallon-per-day tertiary plant on the
college property. Effluent is used for on-site irrigation.

Valle Vista wastewater system provides service solely to the Valle Vista subdivision located west
of the District. The County has executed an agreement to purchase this wastewater system.

Wastewater Plan Actions

3) Work with NMED to develop water quality regulations for recharge and aquifer
injection wells.

4) Develop a District master plan for wastewater collection and treatment which
recognizes includes technically proven alternative sustainable approaches sueh—as




constructed-wetlands which are consistent with District principles of effluent reuse and
recharge.

Insert a new section C at the top of page 12 and renumber the remaining sections:

¢. Drainage

1. Manage storm water runoff in a manner that minimizes flooding, erosion, non-point
source pollutant loading, changes in water runoff water temperature, and does not reduce
infiltration and ground water recharge and the associated impact on the environment.

2. Utilize alternative storm water management practices that are non structural, with a
more creative approach that is more biologically complex but that will still involve some
structural components. This can include use of porous paving, strategic vegetative
planting, contour grading, drainage across lawn areas, rain barrels, cisterns, vegetated
swales, back yard depressions, infiltration trenches, shallow topographic depressions and
reduced roadway and driveway drainage structures.

3. Base storm water management plans in the College District on the premise that storm
water is most effectively controlled at or near the source using alternative management
practices that utilize source controls to minimize drainage leaving the site and thereby
prevent pollution pick-up by runoff.

4. Utilize local structural methods like Stormceptors and Vortech units to remove most
contaminants, and lined containment ponds near storage or potential spillage areas to
provide that treated runoff can be recharged into the groundwater or discharged into
arroyos.

Insert the following section on page 36 and renumber the following sections:

C. DRAINAGE PLAN

As the proposed development in the Community College District progresses, the increase in
storm water runoff will impact the hydrologic regime of each water shed and arroyo within the
District. In order to adequately manage storm water runoff in the Community College District
both quality and quantity of runoff is to be addressed. The available management options are
generally called best management practices, which can be classified into two broad categories -
traditional and alternative.

Traditional management practices are highly engineered structural methods that use concrete, rip
rap, soil cement and other hard channel lining or piping materials. Traditional practices often
result in large-scale projects and focus on storm water management at the outfall locations.
Alternative storm water management practices are often non structural, with a more creative
approach that is more biologically complex and focus on storm water management at or near the
source. Some structural components are still involved. This can include use of porous paving,
strategic vegetative planting, contour grading, drainage across lawn areas, rain barrels, cisterns,
vegetated swales, back yard depressions, infiltration trenches, shallow topographic depressions
and reduced roadway and driveway drainage structures. This District Plan emphasizes alternative
management practices.

Santa Fe and ultimately the College District will be required to manage water quality in surface
water runoff. Under Phase II of the U.S. EPA Storm water Management Rules (Oct.29, 1999), in
which Santa Fe County is identified as a designated area requiring storm water permits, storm
water from construction and urbanized areas will have to be permitted for water quality control.
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Drainage Plan Actions

1. Develop an information and education program on the hydrologic regime in the
District and alternative surface water management practices for developers, engineers,
government agencies and the general public.

2. Develop the varying levels of operations, maintenance and monitoring, and public and
private cooperation required to implement alternative surface water management
practices.

3. Convene a working group of land owners, local government representatives, public
interest representatives and consultants in drainage engineering, hydrologic and hydraulic
modeling, landscape architecture, urban planning and engineering and communication to
prepare more specific balanced environmental, social and economics objectives for storm
water management in the District.

P.37

F. INFRASTRUCTURE - GENERAL

1) Develop a master plan for infrastructure involving landowners, Santa Fe County,
utility companies and private electrical and/or generation companies. Protect current
utility corridors and identify new corridors and facility locations.

3) Work with public agencies private and nonprofit organizations to develop a funding
program for new technology prototypes appropriate to District principles

A. GENERAL SERVICES AND FACILITIES:

1) That services and facilities provided by the County, including police and fire
protection, senior and health services, libraries and the like, be planned as part of a
Capital Improvements Plan for the District. Planning and design of County facilities will
be completed with the applicable County departments, including the County Fire
Department in matters of fire, life safety and emergency services and the County Sheriffs

Department in matters of community protection, to ensure that service standards are met.
Page 44

SUSTAINABLE ACTION PLAN

2) Those guidelines that require infrastructure, education, or materials not currently
available in Santa Fe. This list could be thought of as the three to five-year plan. The
Santa Fe County Planning Division will provide progress reports every three year
regarding the accomplishment of Environmental and Sustainable Planning Principles and

the Sustainable Action Plan. The community as a whole will work on making these
guidelines possible and adding them to stage one.

Pages 45-48:

1) delete these items: “Private and commercial vehicles are shielded from view in
public places” and “vehicles use is restricted in public and plaza areas”

2) incorporate changes suggested in Margaret Gray’s letter of October 13.
P.55, Glossary,

Replace definition as follows:
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Balanced aquifer is a condition in which all withdrawals and discharges from the aquifer are

. equal to all the sources of recharge to the aquifer. This-may-be-achieved Achieving a balanced
condition may be enhanced through aquifer storage and recovery, recharge with adequately

treated effluent, stormwater infiltration and/or reduction of current ground water well production.

Add a new definition:

Floor Area Ratio is a ratio calculated using the total building floor area to the land area of the
development. Intensity of development in New Community Centers, Neighborhood Centers,
Institutional Campuses and Employment Centers will be evaluated using a Floor Area Ratio
calculation because the FAR provides the ability to better evaluate the scale and intensity of
centers where two and three story buildings are planned and where changes in intensity are
anticipated over time.

Land Use Zoning Map

Institutional use (blue) on east side of Oshara property should end at property line, not
extend into Santiago Subdivision.

Label the buffer to the west of the west Arroyo Hondo Existing Neighborhood.

Change the boundary for the Vista Ocasa Existing Neighborhood to exclude the
Petchesky properties.

Change the boundary of the Valle Lindo Existing Neighborhood to include the original
Jones homestead properties according to the wishes of the various property owners.

Any additional corrections to Land System types and zones will be presented at the
hearing.

Preliminary Circulation Map

A number of comments have been made about specific roads that are labeled for further study.
Staff has recorded this information and it will be included as the final roads plan is prepared.
Tmodel and field analysis as well as review of existing and potential easements or rights-of-way
and continued consultation with neighborhoods remain to be completed for a final Circulation
Plan. When complete the roads plan will be proposed for adoption as the final section of the Santa
Fe Urban and Extraterritorial Future Roads Plan.

Other Maps:
Add a Map to the Appendix showing the La Cienega watershed in relation to the District.

Additional Data

Several requests were made for additional data on population projections, acreage calculations for
the zones and water demand. Staff will be developing phased build out projections for use in the
traffic modeling and the County Water Plan and will make these available when completed.
Please note that staff anticipates that all of these figures would be ranges or goals, not specific
numbers, and that they will change over time because of the nature of the “fuzzy boundaries” of
the zones, the unknowns about build-out rates and the incentives built into the Plan to lower water
use.
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Mr. Joe A. Porter

Principal A
Design Workshop 186 881
120 E. Main Street

Aspen, CO 81611

October 13, 2000

Dear Joe,

As you requested, Charles Bensinger and I have reviewed the matrix you provided in the
Santa Fe Community College District Plan under the Sustainable Systems section starting
on page 45. Our recommendations are outlined below.

Also included is a copy of the letter I delivered to Jack Kolkmeyer and Judy McGowan
earlier in the week after attending the Eldorado community meeting and the County
Commissioners presentation. You will see that there are not many comments and we are
pleased that the District Plan and its guidelines has provided such an excellent opportunity
to put forward these important concepts. We will also be interested in seeing how the
guidelines translate into the ordinances over the next weeks. Thanks again for your
goodwill and professionalism: there was a great deal of time and effort invested in the
District Plan and it’s an excellent foundation for future implementation.

Page 45, Guidelines, Key Village Sustainable Design Principles
Change the 5 year plan heading to 3 to 5 year Plan.

Page 45, Guidelines, Key Village Sustainable Design Principles

Third box: “Buildings make efficient use and reuse of water and energy where possible.
Put X's in all three boxes

Page 45, Guidelines, Key Village ‘Design Principles

Insert a new box between the third and fourth boxes: “Buildings make efficient use and
reuse of lumber and other resources.” Put X's in the second and third boxes. Hoo 1360
505
PO. Box 359, Santa Fe
NM 87504-0359
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Page 45, Guidelines, Key Village Design Principles

Add abox: Village construction minimizes waste and recycles materials where
appropriate. Put X's in second and third boxes.

Page 45, Guidelines, Key Village Design Principles

Add a box: Village design promotes convenient solid waste recycling systems. Put X's in
first and second boxes.

Page 46, Guidelines, Energy

Guiding Principle = Maximize energy efficiency through appropriate site and building
design and use of appropriate technologies.

Page 46, Guidelines, Energy

We’d simply like to note that that is available now, and hope that it might be implemented
with at least some of the homes before the second box time frame. However, no changes
are recommended.

Page 46, Guidelines, Energy

Box 9: Delete the word only so the section reads “Use renewable energy or low carbon
fuels for energy generation.” Put the X's in the second and third boxes.

Page 46, Guidelines, Energy

Box 11: Put an x in the second box.

Page 46, Guidelines, Energy

Box 13: Put X's in the first, second, and third boxes. PNM has sent notice in current bills
that they are now providing this.

Page 47, Guidelines, Economic

Box 3: “Provide business incubators, home business and technical skills training for village
occupants”
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Joe, the matrix Charles put together (and which served as part of the basis for the one you

. so wonderfully created) referred to rather detailed specs in many sections. While they
were not appropriate for the Plan, they are appropriate for the ordinances. You
undoubtedly have those in your papers, but if you would like copies of those specs, which
you will recall the committee spent a great deal of time preparing, you can call Charles at
505/989-4750 and he can fax them to you. I believe Loren’s design committee passed
them out.

Again, thank you for all the important and substantive contributions you made to the Plan!

Looking forward to seeing you in the near future,

Auagans”

Margaret A. Gray

Attachments: Copy of letter to Jack Kolkmeyer and Judy McGowan dated October 10,
2000, regarding recommendations to the Plan after attending the Eldorado community
meeting and the County Commissioners meeting.

‘ CC: Charles Bensinger
Jack Kolkmeyer
v Jidy McGowan























































































































































































































































Al Pitts

1868899

Phone: 471-2082 (voice) / 438-71 36 (fax)
E-Mail: ampitts@uswest.net

Tigges Planning Consultants

Phone: 982-1986 (voice) / 988-9698 (fax)
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SANTA FE COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
‘ Summary of Existing Conditions

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 18689090

This report provides data on land uses, employment, and population within the Santa Fe Community College
District. In addition to describing existing conditions “on the ground” as of early 2000.

The Santa Fe Community College District is located generally north of El Dorado and the San Marcos Land Grant,
south of U.S. Interstate Highway 25, generally east of State Road 14, and generally west of the right-of-way of the
Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fe Railroad. The District encompasses approximately 17,100 acres (roughly, 26.7
square miles), of which approximately 14,700 acres remain undeveloped at this time.

Residential Development. At present, the District is platted for a total of 1077 dwelling units (1015 single-family
lots, 62 attached DUs), of which 465 homes already exist. Most (86%) of the District’s platted housing is
distributed among four established or recently approved neighborhoods or subdivisions: The Village at Rancho
Viejo (314 platted DUs), the Arroyo Hondo West neighborhood (240), Windmill Ridge (224), and Valle Lindo
Subdivision (154). Average lot sizes range from 0.3 acres (The Village) to 4.8 acres in the small Churchill Road
neighborhood; the District average, at 1.5 acres, is somewhat smaller than is typical for the Extraterritorial Zone.

Approximately half of the District’s existing residential lots were created during the last two years when Windmill
Ridge and the Village at Rancho Viejo received development approval. It is noteworthy that, in less than two years
fr ening, the Village achieved a total buildout ratio of 45%, a rate unmatched in recent experience by

co able subdivisions elsewhere in the County.

The County’s docket of residential development proposals awaiting final approval is currently small. If approved,
these projects would add only 23 lots to the District’s residential inventory.

Non-Residential Development. For an area as undeveloped as the District, the extent of commercial and insti-
tutional development is large. Even without further development, the District is well on its way to becoming a
major employment center within the Santa Fe region. As of June 2000, total employment within the District stood
at 916. In addition, it is estimated that completion of projects approved but not fully built will add another 1050
Jjobs over the next 5 to 20 years. Principal employers in the District are the Santa Fe Community College (405
employees currently, 594 by year 2020) and Turquoise Trail Business Park (183 now, 415 within 5-10 years).

In addition to the 2000 jobs already programmed for the District, development proposals currently awaiting
approval could add another 1600 jobs to the District’s employment inventory. The most significant of these are the
Santa Fe County Economic Business Park (eventually 721 employees), the State Road 14 Business Park and
Thomburg Enterprises Master Plan (608), and La Platea, a proposed neighborhood shopping center (224).

Much of the future growth of the District will be fueled by growth of the Community College and the Institute of
American Indian Arts. Annual student enrollment at the College currently numbers 13,494; classes at the Institute
will commence in the near future. Total enrollment for both in year 2020 is projected to be 20,460 (7100, on a full-
time equivalent basis).
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. INTRODUCTION

This report provides data on land uses, employment, and population within the Santa Fe Community College
District. Residential estimates are current as of year-end 1999. Non-residential data are current as of June 2000,

Most existing development projects within the District are not yet fully built out. Thus, in addition to providing
snapshots of conditions currently existing “on the ground,” the following pages also provide projections of
expected land uses at full buildout, assuming that the District’s current zoning remains unchanged.

The materials provided in this report are organized as follows.
Section II briefly explains the sources, methods, and terminology employed in this report. »

Section III presents an overview of existing conditions. It includes an itemized list of residential centers and their
characteristics as of 1999; a list of existing institutional and commercial tracts, including data on employment and
student numbers; an itemization of proposed projects currently awaiting final development approval; and an
itemized listing of currently undeveloped landholdings.

Greater detail is provided in the tables included in an attached Data Appendix. Table 1 reports on land usage by
acres. Table 2 reports on development status (that is, the amounts of land in existing use, projects approved but
unbuilt, land proposed for future development). Table 3 provides details of current residential uses (number of
dwelling units, residential densities, estimated population, etc.). Table 4 focuses on nonresidential uses. Tables 5
and 6 provide estimates for various subareas within the District, namely, SFCCD Planning Areas and
Transportation Analysis Zones (TAZ’s).

This report ends with a Map Appendix. Map 1 shows the geographic extent of existing, approved, and proposed
development within the District. Map 2 shows the locations of currently planned land uses by type. And Maps 3
and 4 identify the Planning Areas and TAZ’s mentioned in this report.

. METHODOLOGICAL NOTES

Sources. The summary statistics presented in this report derive from a comprehensive property-by-property
inventory of District landholdings that the authors first compiled in 1997-98 and subsequently updated in late 1999
and early 2000. Source materials for the inventory included: tax assessor maps of District landholdings; recorded
plats of District properties; development application plats and narratives; building permit data; interviews of
District landowners, business operators, County land use officials, and others; minutes of development approval
proceedings; aerial maps; data collected from site visits; and much, much more. Projections of future population
and household numbers derive from a variety of published sources, as cited elsewhere in this report.

Development Status. For the purposes of this report, the terms “developed” and “existing development” refer to
non-agricultural landholdings that (a) contain significant existing structures, or (b) are subject to an approved and
recorded development plat or agreement, or (c) are legal lots of record less than 25 acres in size. Projects deemed
“proposed” are those for which a non-agricultural development application has been received by the Santa Fe
County Land Use Division, but for which no final development plat or agreement had been recorded as of June
2000; not included in this category, however, are those projects that have been indefinitely tabled by the land use
authorities. By definition, “undeveloped” tracts are those not characterized by the foregoing criteria as
“developed.”
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Buildout Projections. In the Data Appendix, projections are provided for two separate buildout scenarios: “platted
buildout” and “zoned buildout.” In brief, both scenarios assume that (a) all areas of existing development are 100%
buil‘t":’(: the full extent provided by any and all final development plats or agreements to which they are subject

or, ise, to the full extent of their current zoning, that (b) all pending development proposals are approved and
fully built out as described in their current development applications, and that (c) all existing density transfer
reserves remain undeveloped. The two buildout scenarios differ in that:

(d) The “Platted Buildout” Scenario assumes that all land deemed undeveloped as of June 2000 remains
undeveloped indefinitely,

whereas the “Zoned Buildout” Scenario supposes that
(e) All currently undeveloped land is built out residentially at a density of one dwelling unit per 2.5 acres, and

(f) 30% of all undeveloped land within the two-mile boundary of the Santa Fe Extraterritorial Zone —
excluding existing dedicated open space and density transfer reserves -- is converted to dedicated open
space.

Residential Development. As used in this study, the term “residential development” refers to (a) all tracts subject
to a recorded development plat or agreement providing for 100% residential use of the land, (b) all tracts contained
within mixed use subdivisions that, by recorded plat, are dedicated to residential use, (c) all other lots of record
containing, and only containing, one or more existing residential structures, and (d) all lots of record, not zoned or
otherwise dedicated for nonresidential uses, that are less than 25 acres in size The term “residential subdivision”
refers to an aggregation of adjoining residential lots subject to a common recorded or proposed master plan. The
term “village residential” refers to residential land contained within an approved mixed-use subdivision. The term
“neighborhood” denotes adjoining residential lots less than 10 acres in size on average, which lots are not contained
within a “residential subdivision” or “village.”

SF‘) Planning Areas. Attached Table 5 provides data for “SFCCD Planning Areas.” These Areas are
identified in Map 3. These Planning Areas were delineated for purely statistical purposes — primarily, to provide a
basis for projecting the timing and extent of future development within the District — and as an expository device
for identifying the locations of particular properties. They have no legal standing under the County’s existing
statutes and ordinances, nor do they have any significance or standing in the District’s proposed general plan.

Transportation Analysis Zones. A principal purpose of the tabulations presented in this report is to provide data
for transportation planning within the District and the Santa Fe region as a whole. For this reason, tabulations by
“TAZ” are provided in Table 6. The methodology of traffic projections for Santa Fe has been standardized by the
Santa Fe Metropolitan Planning Organization (SFMPO). An important element of this methodology is its division
of the region into Transportation Analysis Zones (TAZ’s). Zones pertinent to the District are identified in Map 4.
At this time, the boundaries of TAZ’s stipulated by the SFMPO correspond to U.S. Census Tract boundaries, as
specified in 1990. However, data readily available for the area outside the boundaries of the City of Santa Fe are
conventionally organized by the boundaries of lots of record, rather than by census tract. To reconcile this
inconsistency, TAZ boundaries, as shown in Map 4, have been modified slightly to correspond to existing property
lines within the District. Any inconsistencies between the SFMPO-prescribed TAZ boundaries, and the modified
boundaries employed in this report, are likely to be inconsequential for purposes of estimating future traffic
volumes and patterns.




ill. OVERVIEW OF EXISTING CONDITIONS

LOCATION AND DEVELOPMENT STATUS .
The Santa Fe Community College District is located generally north of El Dorado and the San Marcos Land Grant,
south of U.S. Interstate Highway 25, generally east of State Road 14, and generally west of the right-of-way of the
Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fe Railroad. The District encompasses approximately 17,100 acres (roughly, 26.7
square miles), of which approximately 14,700 acres remain undeveloped at this time.

CURRENT LAND USAGE 1863903
By year-end 1999, the District had experienced the following degrees of development:

2,924 acres Existing and approved development

260 Approved projects as-yet-unbuilt
198 Proposed projects currently under review
700 Existing density transfer reserves (currently undeveloped)

13,976 acres Undeveloped land not subject to existing development plats, agreements, or proposals

Characterized by use, existing and approved development within the District at year-end 1999 was distributed as
follows:

1,477 acres Residential uses

141 Commercial uses

534 Institutional uses

351 Dedicated open space

700 acres Density transfer reserves (currently undeveloped) ‘

The District’s present population is approximately 1200 (465 households). Employment within the District numbers
approximately 916 workers. The Santa Fe Community College currently has an enrollment of 13.494 (4850, on a
full-time equivalent basis).

CURRENT RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT

At year-end 1999, the locations of existing and approved residential development within the District, and their
principal characteristics, included the following:

APPROVED EXISTING AVERAGE TOTAL DEDICATED

DEVELOPMENT DWELLING DWELLING LOT SIZE RESIDENTIAL OPEN SPACE
UNITS UNITS {RCRES) ACRES {RCRES)

Village at Rancho Viejo Subdivision 314 140 0.4 120 180
Arroyo Hondo West Neighborhood 240 157 29 706 0
Windmill Ridge Village Subdivision, Unit 1 224 0 0.3 58 106
Valle Lindo Subdivision 152 117 1.8 276 4
College Heights Subdivision 73 0 0.5 36 54
Vista Ocasa Subdivision 46 35 35 160 0
Churchill Road Neighborhood 10 2 4.8 48 3

Other Residential Parcels

Total
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The 1077 dwelling units currently platted for development include 1015 single-family lots (of which 465 hold
existing residences) and 62 multi-family homes not yet built. Approximately half of the District’s existing
res#ial lots were created during the last two years when Windmill Ridge and the Village at Rancho Viejo

rec development approval. It is noteworthy that in less than two years from opening, the Village achieved a
total buildout ratio of 45%, a rate unmatched by recent experience elsewhere in the County.

CURRENT NONRESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT

Locations of existing and approved nonresidential development within the District, and their principal
characteristics, include the following:

DEVELOPMENT S iee%, . (aTGunpouT) . (1939) _ (8UMDOUT)
Turquoise Trail Business Park 183 415 0 0
East 1-25 Frontage Road Industrial Area 39 134 0 0
Mesa Steel Sales Outlet ‘ 32 53 0 0
Santa Fe Community Coliege 405 594 4850 7100
Institute of American Indian Arts 31 100 0 400
Public High School (projected) 0 217 0 1300
Public Middle School (projected) 0 88 0 528
Other Commercial 200 439 0 0
Other Institutional 26 31 0 0
Total 916 2071 4850 9328

The gbove numbers are stated in terms of full-time equivalent employees or students. “Buildout” estimates for the
S e Community College are for year 2020 and are based on enrollment assumptions that underlie their current
institutional development plan. Land has been conditionally dedicated for the two public schools cited above.

CURRENTLY PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS

As of June 2000, the following development applications were awaiting final action by the land use authorities.

1. Gillantine Parcel, Tract 1

Applicant Thomas and Jane Gillantine

Location Churchill Road area

General Character Lot split; division of 1 lot into 4 lots

Approximate Gross Acres 158

Dwelling Units at Buildout 4

Proposed Open Space 30%

Status as of June 2000 Plat approval has been granted; no final development plat has been

recorded with the County to date.




2. La Platea

Applicant
Location
General Character

Approximate Gross Acres
Estimated Employment at Buildout
Status as of June 2000

Thomburg Enterprises, Ltd. 186 8305
In northeast corner of SR14/Vista del Monte intersection
Neighborhood shopping center, part of Thornburg Enterprises Master
Plan

10.1

224

Master Plan approval has been granted; project is currently on hold,
pending extensions of County water and sewer lines.

3. Mesa Steel Sales Outlet

Applicant
Location
General Character

Approximate Gross Acres
Estimated Employment at Buildout
Status as of June 2000

Steve Dennis

North of the intersection of SR599 and SR14

Expansion, replatting of existing uses; incorporation into State Road 14
Business Park

5.6

9 (in addition to 32 at present)

Master Plan zoning approval has been granted; project is currently on
hold, pending extensions of County water and sewer lines.

4. Sandia Vista Center

Applicant
Location
General Character

Approximate Gross Acres
Estimated Employment at Buildout
Status as of June 2000

Sonny Otero

Adjacent to and south of Legend’s Restaurant ’
Warehouse, UsWest (now Qwest) telecommunications facility, viga
storage arca

54

15

Master Plan zoning approval has been granted.

5. Santa Fe County Economic Business Park

Applicant
Location

General Character
Approximate Gross Acres

Estimated Employment at Buildout
Status as of June 2000

County of Santa Fe

East of SR14 and NM State Penitentiary, north of County Judicial
Complex

County-sponsored business park and incubator, on tract leased from the
NM State Land Office

60

721

Master Plat and lease have received final approval; project is currently on
hold, pending extensions of County water and sewer lines.
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6. State Road 14 Business Park and Thornburg Enterprises Master Plan (excl. Mesa Steel and La Platea)

Applicant Thornburg Enterprises, Ltd.

LOW Generally west of and adjacent to SR14, in the vicinity of the
SR14/SR599 intersection

General Character Business park encompassing multiple commercial uses, lots, tracts, and
development applications

Approximate Gross Acres 52.8

Estimated Employment at Buildout 608

Status as of June 2000 All proposed Master Plans and Master Plan amendments have been

approved; SR14 Business Park, Phase II has preliminary plat approval;
projects are currently on hold, pending extensions of County water and

sewer lines.

7. Valle Serena Subdivision

Applicant Zena Boylan

Location South of and adjacent to Vista del Monte, immediately east of Valle
Lindo Subdivision

General Character Residential subdivision

Approximate Gross Acres 50

Dwelling Units at Buildout 20

Proposed Open Space 30 acres

Status as of June 2000 Has received Master Plan approval; Phase I (6 lots) has received final

development approval; project is currently on hold, pending extensions
of County water and sewer lines.

-

(Three additional projects proposed in recent years are omitted from the above list. The Oshara Ranch project,
which proposed a mixed-use subdvision between Richards Avenue and the Arroyo Hondo West neighborhood, was
recently withdrawn by the applicant. The Taurus Group project, which proposed a mixed-use subdivision in the
southeast corner of the I-25/Richards intersection, was denied approval by the Extraterritorial Zoning Authority,
with the exception of proposed “Tract A.” Approval of Taurus Tract A development, which proposes a small
commercial center adjacent to Richards, has been indefinitely tabled. Finally, the Sonterra Subdivision proposal,
on the former Registror tract east of Valle Lindo Subdivision, was withdrawn by the new landowner earlier this

year).

To summarize, approval and full implementation of all project proposals currently awaiting final action would
together add the following to the District’s existing development inventory:

e 178 gross acres of new development, mostly commercial
¢ An additional 23 dwelling units

e An additional 35 acres of dedicated open space

® Anestimated 1577 new jobs.



CURRENTLY UNDEVELOPED LANDHOLDINGS 1868907

Wor

As of June 2000, the District’s inventory of undeveloped land (that is, tracts not platted or proposed for exi
future development) contained the following 14,676 acres of property holdings:

LANDOWNER OR TRACT ACRES % OF TOTAL
Rancho Viejo, non-Master Plan Area 8,599 58.6
Rancho Viejo, Master Plan Area 1,062 7.2
Rancho Viejo, density transfer reserves 700 4.8
New Mexico State Land Office 2,398 16.3
Greer Enterprises, Oshara Tract 471 32
Greer Enterprises, Taurus Tract 66 04
Gene and Jane Petchesky 330 2.2
Montoya Tract (formerly, the Registror property) 244 1.7
Thomburg Enterprises, Ltd 243 1.7
Other (13 landholdings > 25 acres in size) 565 38




SANTA FE COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT

TABLE 1.
TABLE 2.
TABLE 3.
TABLE 4.
TABLE S.
TABLE 6.

Summary of Existing Conditions

Data Appendix
1
LAND USAGE 868908
DEVELOPMENT STATUS
RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT
COMMERCIAL AND INSTITUTIONAL DEVELOPMENT
EXISTING CONDITIONS BY SFCCD PLANNING AREA
EXISTING CONDITIONS BY TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS ZONE



SANTA FE COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT 1868903
Summary of Existing Conditions .

TABLE 1. LAND USAGE
T
rmLoPMENT |- oEvELOPMENT | r."»‘_""”" (\'R st

g 2§ ASPLATTED IN | AS ZONED N
LAND USAGE IN ACRES:
Developed acreage 1,921 2,503 197 2,681 16,478
Undeveloped acreage 15,258 14,676 0 14,498 700
Total Acres 17,179 17,179 197 17,179 17,179
Residential 1,280 1,477 36 1,497 14,653
Commercial 115 141 132 269 269
Institutional 519 534 0 534 534
Dedicated open space 7 351 30 381 1,022
Undeveloped 15,258 14,676 0 14,498 700
Total 17,179 17,179 197 17,179 17,179
Residential lots, avg <10 ac 585 585 16 601 13,757
Residential lots, avg 10-25 ac 190 173 0 157 157
Residential subdivision 505 541 20 561 561
Residential, village 0 175 0 175 175
Residential, village center 0 3 0 3 3
Comunercial, business park 57 57 126 180 80
Commercial, general 57 69 2 72 72
Commercial, miscellaneous 1 3 3 6 6
Commercial, village 0 9 0 9 9
Commercial, village center 0 3 0 3 3
Dedicated open space 7 351 30 381 1.022
Institutional, church 18 18 0 18 18
Institutional, college 500 500 0 500 500
Institutional, community center 0 1 0 1 1
Institutional, emergency services 1 1 0 1 1
Institutional, public school 0 14 0 14 14
Density transfer reserve 0 700 0 700 700
Undeveloped tract 15,258 13,976 0 13,797 0
Total 17,179 17,179 197 17,179 17,179
LAND USAGE, % of TOTAL ACRES:
Developed acreage 11.2 14.6 100.0 15.6 95.9
Undeveloped acreage 88.8 854 0.0 844 4.1
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Residential 7.4 8.6 18.1 8.7 85.3
Commercial 0.7 0.8 66.7 1.6 1.6
Institutional 3.0 3.1 0.0 31 31
Dedicated open space 0.0 2.0 15.2 22 59
Undeveloped 88.8 85.4 0.0 844 41
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0

Al Pitts and Linda Tigges (9/22/2000)
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TABLE 2. DEVELOPMENT STATUS
DEVELOPMENT STATUS IN ACRES:
Existing development 1,904 2,484 0 2,681 16,478
Proposed development 1,720 197 197 0 0
Density transfer reserves 0 700 0 700 700
Undeveloped 13,555 13,797 0 13,797 0
Total 17,179 17,179 197 17,179 17,179
Existing 1,214 1,710 0 2,681 16,478
Existing, expanding use 361 512 0 0 0
Existing but vacant 1 2 0 0 0
Approved but unbuilt 328 260 0 0 0
Proposed lot split 0 16 16 0 0
Proposed Master Plan 1,720 182 182 0 0
Density transfer reserve 0 700 0 700 700
Undeveloped 13,555 13,797 0 13,797 0
Total 17,179 17,179 197 17,179 17,179
DEVELOPMENT STATUS, PCT OF TOTAL ACRES
Existing development 11.1 14.5 0.0 15.6 95.9
Proposed development 10.0 1.1 100.0 0.0 0.0
Density transfer reserves 0.0 4.1 0.0 4.1 4.1
.zvcloped 78.9 803 0.0 80.3 0.0
otal 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Existing 7.1 10.0 0.0 15.6 95.9
Existing, expanding use 2.1 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Existing but vacant 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Approved but unbuilt 1.9 1.5 0.0 0.0 0.0
Proposed lot split 0.0 0.1 8.0 0.0 0.0
Proposed Master Plan 10.0 1.1 92.0 0.0 0.0
Density transfer reserve 0.0 4.1 0.0 4.1 4.1
Undeveloped , 789 80.3 0.0 80.3 0.0
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Al Pitts and Linda Tigges (9/22/2000)




TABLE 3. RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT

AT BUILDOUT (YR

“AS PLATTID ¢ | as J0WED 0

. YRAR 1988
Platted Single-Family Lots 466 1,015 23 1,038 6.540
Platted Multi-Family Dwelling Units 0 62 0 62 62
Total Platted Dwelling Units 466 1,077 23 1,100 6,602
Existing Single-Family DUs 306 465 0 1,038 6,540
Existing Multi-Family DUs 0 0 0 62 62
Total Existing Dwelling Units 306 465 0 1,100 6.602
Gross Residential Density (DU/ac) 0.36 0.59 0.35 0.59 0.42
Net Residential Density (DU/ac) 0.36 0.73 0.64 0.73 0.45
Buildout Pct (existing/platted DUs) 65.7 43.2 0.0 100.0 100.0

PLATTED DWELLING UNITS, BY TYPE:

Residential lots, avg <10 ac 230 230 4 234 5,736
Residential lots, avg 10-25 ac 13 13 -1 12 12
Residential subdivision 223 296 20 316 316
Residential, village 0 538 0 538 538
Total Platted Dwelling Units 466 1,077 23 1,100 6,602
PLATTED DWELLING UNITS, BY TYPE (%) Q

Residential lots, avg <10 ac 494 214 174 213 9
Residential lots, avg 10-25 ac 2.8 12 4.3 1.1 0.2
Residential subdivision 479 275 87.0 28.7 48
Residential, village 0.0 50.0 0.0 48.9 8.1
Total Platted Dwelling Units 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

EXISTING DWELLING UNITS, BY TYPE:

Residential lots, avg < 10 ac 132 142 0 234 5.736
Residential lots, avg 10-25 ac 5 7 0 12 12
Residential subdivision 169 176 0 316 316
Residential, village 0 140 0 538 538
Total Existing Dwelling Units 306 465 0 1,100 6,602
EXISTING DWELLING UNITS, BY TYPE (%)

Residential lots, avg < 10 ac 43.1 30.5 0.0 213 86.9
Residential lots, avg 10-25 ac 1.6 1.5 0.0 1.1 0.2
Residential subdivision 55.2 378 0.0 28.7 48
Residential, village 0.0 30.1 0.0 48.9 8.1
Total Existing Dwelling Units 100.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 100.0
ESTIMATED POPULATION

Population, All Ages 765 1,163 0 2,750 16,505
Population, Age 5-17 years 171 260 (] 616 l

Al Pitts and Linda Tigges (9/22/2000)




TABLE 4.

EMPLOYMENT (FTE) BY TYPE:
Mfg, Warchousing, Wholesale 59 160 479 852 852
Office and Services 96 217 786 1,197 1,197
Retail 70 100 348 592 592
Medical and Emergency 0 3 0 3 3
School 388 436 0 999 999
Other 0 0 0 0 0
Total Employees 613 916 1,613 3,643 3,643
EMPLOYMENT (FTE) BY TYPE (%)
Mfg, Warehousing, Wholesale 9.6 17.5 29.7 234 234
Office and Services 15.7 237 487 32.9 329
Retail 11.4 10.9 21.6 16.3 163
Medical and Emergency 0.0 03 0.0 0.1 0.1
School 63.3 47.6 0.0 274 274
Other 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Employees 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
STUDENT ENROLLMENTS

ta Fe Community College 13,494 13,635 0 19,960 19,960

itute of American Indian Arts 0 0 0 500 500
Public High School 0 0 0 1,300 1,300
Public Middle School 0 0 0 528 528
Total Enrollments 13,494 13,635 0 22,288 22,288
FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT STUDENTS
Santa Fe Community College 4,800 4,850 0 7,100 7,100
Institute of American Indian Arts 0 0 0 400 400
Public High School 0 0 0 1,300 1,300
Public Middle School 0 0 0 528 528
Total Full-Time Equivalents 4,800 4,850 0 9,328 9,328

Al Pitts and Linda Tigges (5/22/2000)




SANTA FE COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
TABLE 5. EXISTING CONDITIONS BY SFCCD PLANNING AREA

EXISTING DEVELOPMENT, 1999:

CA Dinossur Trait 4 0 0 13 0 0 0 0 [i]

CB Coliege Heights Q Q Q 0 0 0 0 0 0

cC Arroyo Hondo West 157 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

CD  Turquoise Trail West 0 0 0 2 73 123 3 0 0

CE Vista del Monte West 0 0 50 101 17 69 0 0 0

CF Rancho Vigjo Village 176 0 0 24 0 25 0 0 0

CG Avenida del Sur East 0 0 o 0 0 Q 0 405 4,850

CH Valle Lindo 117 o 0 0 10 0 0 0 0

Cl Vista de! Monte East 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Cl Windmill Ridge 0 0 V] 0. 0 0 0 31 0

CK Bonanza Creek Center 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 0

CL San Cristobal 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0

CM Gallena Arroyo Center 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

CN Nine Mile Center 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0

co East Raif Center 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0

CP Vargas Peak 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total, All Planning Areas 465 0o 50 160 100 217 3 436 4,350

BUILD OUT OF ALL EXISTING, APPROVED AND PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT ("PLATTED BUILDOUT")

CA Dinosaur Trail 15 0 0 13 0 0 0 0 0

CB College Heights 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

CcC Arroyo Hondo West 240 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Cbh Turquoise Trail West 0 0 200 205 193 464 3 0 0

CE Vista del Monte West 0 0 90 237 264 150 0 0 0

CF Rancho Viejo Village 334 30 0 103 ! 104 0 217 1,300

CcG Avenida del Sur East 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 594 7,100

CH Valle Lindo 152 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0

Cl Vista del Monte East 32 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Cl Windnill Ridge 192 32 0 18 54 34 0 188 928

CK Bonanza Creck Center 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

CL San Cristobal 0 0 0 276 0 445 0 0 0

CcM Gallena Arroyo Center 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q Q

CN Nine Mife Center 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

CcO East Rail Center 0 0 0 0 0 0 0o Q Q

CP Vargas Peak 0 0 0 0 0 [i] 0 0 0

Total, All Planning Areas 1,038 62 290 852 592 1,197 3 999 9,328

BUILD OUT OF ALL LAND AS PLATTED, OR AS BASELINE-ZONED (*ZONED BUILDOUT™)

CA Dinossur Trail 152 0 0 13 0 0 [\] 0 0

CB College Heights 286 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

CC Arroyo Hondo West 289 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

CD Turquoise Trail West 12 0 200 205 193 464 3 0 0

CE Vista de! Monte West 72 0o 9% 237 264 150 0 0 0

CF Rancho Viejo Village 607 30 0 103 4! 104 0 217 1,300

CG  Avenida do} Sur East 446 0 0 0 0 0 o 594 7,100 =
CH Valle Lindo 152 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 (@ o]
Cl Vista del Monte East 230 Q Q 0 0 0 V] 0 0 (op]
CJ Windmill Ridge 412 32 0 18 54 34 0 188 928 o0
CK Bonanza Creek Center 253 0 0 1] 0 0 0 [} 0

CL  SanCristobsl 707 0 0 276 0 445 0 0 0 w
CM  Gallena Aryoyo Center 719 [1} [} [} 0 Q 0 (1] 0 .
CN Nine Mile Center 819 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

cOo East Rail Center 1,024 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

CP Vargas Peak 360 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total, All Planning Areas 6,540 62 290 852 592 1,197 3 999 9,328




EXISTING DEVELOPMENT, 1999:

122 Arroyo Hondo West

135 Taurus
138  Dinosaur Trail
139 Oshara

140 Jarrett Ranch (*)

141  SF Community College
143 Turquoise Trail North
145  Vargas Peak (*)

147 Santa Fe Metro (*)

151  Valle Lindo

155  El Dorado (*)

164  Avenida de! Sur East

Total, All Planning Areas

122 Arroyo Hondo West

135  Taurus
138  Dinosaur Trail
139  Oshara

140 Jarrett Ranch (*)

141  SF Community College
143 Turquoise Trail North
145 Vargas Peak (*)

147 Santa Fe Metro (*)

151  Valle Lindo

155 El Dorado (*)

164  Avenida del Sur East

Total, All Plarming Areas

122 Arroyo Hondo West

135 Taurus
138  Dinosaur Trail
139 Oshara

140 Jarrett Ranch (*)

141  SF Community Coliege
143 Turguoise Trail North
145  Vargas Peak (*)

147 Santa Fe Metro (*)

151  Valle Lindo

155  El Dorado (*)

164  Avenida del Sur East

TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS

SANTA FE COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
TABLE 6. EXISTING CONDITIONS BY TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS ZONE

ROONS, BEDS,

U CARPSITES::
157 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 0 0 37 0 15 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
186 0 50 101 17 79 0 436 4,850
0 0 0 0 9 117 3 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 22 64 6 0 0 0
117 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
465 0 50 160 100 217 3 436 4,850
BUILD OUT OF ALL EXISTING, APPROVED AND PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT ("PLATTED BUILDOUT")
240 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
16 0 0 90 18 39 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
630 62 90 557 3N 694 0 999 9,328
0 0 0 0 9 117 3 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 200 205 184 347 0 0 0
152 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1,038 62 250 852 592 1,197 3 999 9,328
BUILD OUT OF ALL LAND AS PLATTED, OR AS BASELINE-ZONED ("ZONED BUILDOUT")
289 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
153 0 0 90 18 39 0 0 0
188 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
378 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2,120 62 90 557 371 694 0 999 9,328
12 0 0 0 9 117 3 0 0
867 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 200 205 184 347 0 0 0
152 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0
228 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2,128 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6,540 62 290 852 592 1,197 3 999 9,328

Total, All Planning Areas

(*) Portions of this TAZ lie outside the Santa Fe Community College District

Al Pitts and Linda Tigges

(9/22/2000)

V168981



SANTA FE COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT

Summary of Existing Conditions

1868915.

Map Appendix

MAP 1. DEVELOPMENT STATUS

MAP 2. EXISTING, APPROVED, AND PROPOSED LAND USES

MAP 3. SFCCD PLANNING AREAS

MAP 4. TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS ZONES (BOUNDARY-ADJUSTED)





















