Minutes 10.22.03


MINUTES

VILLAGE OF LOS RANCHOS DE ALBUQUERQUE

6718 RIO GRANDE BOULEVARD NW

BOARD OF TRUSTEES REGULAR MEETING – 7:00 P.M.

October 22, 2003

Present:

John Hooker, Mayor




Cyndie Tidwell, Planner

Penny Rembe, Trustee/Mayor Pro Tem

Hank Rosoff, Administrator

David Siegel, Trustee




David Mathews, Attorney
Don Lopez, Trustee




Annabelle Silvas, Clerk

Pablo Rael, Trustee




Allen Leatherwood, Treasurer
1.   CALL TO ORDER
The Village of Los Ranchos Governing Body held a Regular Meeting on Wednesday, Oct. 22, 2003 in the Warren J. Gray Hall.  The meeting was called to order at 7:00 p.m.

A. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

MOTION:  Trustee Rembe moved approval of the amended agenda. Trustee Rael seconded the motion.

VOTE:  The motion carried unanimously.

2. PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
None.

3. CONSENT AGENDA

A. Approval of Minutes - 
Regular Meeting – October 8, 2003

MOTION:  Trustee Lopez moved approval of the Consent Agenda. Trustee Rembe seconded the motion.

VOTE:  The motion carried unanimously.
4. PUBLIC HEARINGS AND APPLICATIONS
A.
Appeals—7514 Rio Grande Blvd NW


1.  A request by Jan Gibson to appeal the approval of a request by Robert and Cristela Jaramillo for a Variance to allow a 15’ access easement (north boundary) where 25’ is allowed in the A-1 Zone. The property is located at 7514 Rio Grande Boulevard NW and legally known as A tract of land situated within the Village of Los Ranchos de Albuquerque, Bernalillo County, New Mexico, being and comprising the Westerly 

portion of Tract 119-a as shown on the Middle Rio Grande Conservancy District Property Map No. 27. This parcel contains approximately .5945 of an acre. The Planning and Zoning Commission approved the request with conditions of approval at their Regular Meeting held on September 23, 2003. The appeal is to be heard by the Board of Trustees.


Attorney Mathews swore in the audience members who would be testifying in Items 4a 1 and 2. He suggested that both appeals be considered together since they concern the same property.


It was decided that the items would be heard together and voted upon separately.


Jan Gibson stated that she does not think the request meets the criteria of the village ordinances for a variance. She quoted from Chapter 31, Section 34E.

David Mathews said the Fire Chief did not recommend that they request a 15 foot easement, but said that they could live with that if it just went past the building envelope, but it was not a recommendation from Chief Clarke.


Robert Jaramillo Jr. said his easement does not encroach on anyone else’s property. In his eyes meeting the setback requirements with no variance is a hardship; he would only have 39 feet of width to build on. His home will not be 5,000 square feet of living space, but that includes porches and patios. He said the plans are within the height limits of 26 feet.


Trustee Lopez said the property was subdivided by Mayor Hartnett in 1971 and is legal, and is not inconsistent with other properties in the village.

Trustee Siegel asked when the property was actually subdivided and when the ten foot access easement was recorded.


Planner Tidwell said that in 1971 it was not required by State Statute to be recorded and was simply done by warranty deed, but is no longer this way. 

Attorney Mathews said the State Subdivision Act was passed in 1972.

Trustee Rael asked where Mr. Jaramillo’s parents lived and if they were getting up in age.


Robert Jaramillo said his parents live just east of where the house would be built and that his parents are not that old, but his mom has some problems with the stairs as she is getting a little older, this is one reason why he didn’t want a two-story home. He also said there would be no parking in the easement at all, that parking would be provided in front of the garage for visitors.

Trustee Siegel asked if the subdivision was approved with no building on it, and then the zone code has changes in setbacks, which takes precedent.


Attorney Mathews said the current ordinance that is in place when the building is to be built takes precedence.

Trustee Lopez said the original tract of land was Ramoncita Jaramillo’s and it went all the way back to the acequia, and this is a good example of how the long term families in the village have divided their land.


Mayor Hooker pointed out that the zoning sets the 60 foot width as the cutoff for reducing side yard setbacks.


Planner Tidwell said the subdivision ordinance requires a 25 foot access easement for more than one lot. 


Robert Jaramillo read a letter into the record. I’m writing this letter to inform you that this property was divided into one-half acre lots when the village was first incorporated. This property should be grand fathered in. In 1969 Mayor Hartnett and the council approved a ten foot easement for ingress and egress with a five foot setback from the north and south property lines. The Martinez home is approximately 18 to 19 feet away from the property line, with the additional 5’2” setback the homes would be about 24 feet apart. He said he hasn’t seen an ordinance that said the eaves are the measurement considered in setbacks in the Village. This property was grand fathered in in 1969.

Alex Martinez asked that the Village uphold their ordinances and rules and that he didn’t think it was unfair to keep the 10 foot setback. He feels that if you make variances to the side yard setbacks the Village will end up being like the Northeast Heights where the homes are 10 feet apart.

George Dahl said a 25’ foot access is required in the Village Ordinance, but we have adopted the 1997 Uniform Fire Code and that allows a 20 foot access as a recommended distance. They could get a truck into the property on a 15 foot easement but not on a 10. (The following is in response to several questions by Trustee Siegel) There is no turnaround but we could possibly turn around in the rear lot. They are approximately 258 feet from the fire hydrant. From a fire safety standpoint a 15 foot road would not unduly compromise safety. It would create somewhat of a problem because we are using a truck that is 10 feet wide and it would be a tight squeeze. It could be done, but we would like to see at least a 20 foot road.

Robert Jaramillo Jr. said the third lot is 70 feet wide and there would be enough room for a turnaround.


Nora Jaramillo spoke about the safety issue and the fact that there was a chimney fire about 15 years ago and the fire department was able to come into the property and turn around without any problem.


Trustee Lopez asked where a turnaround would be placed if the Village required one.

Larry Abraham said he had concerns and asked if any of the trustees had seen the property. He asked about the eaves hanging over into the easement and asked for clarification on if that was allowed.

Attorney Mathews said eaves can’t intrude into the easement. The setback should be measured from the edge of the eaves. 

Mayor Hooker said in both cases the eave over the side of the garage is encroaching into the access easement and on the south side the eave encroaches into the 5’2” setback that has been requested.


Trustee Rembe asked if Robert understood that the eaves needed to be cut back.


Robert Jaramillo Jr. said that he understood, but on the 5’ setback the only alternative would be to build a two-story home. He presented pictures and explained them.

Janet Stebleton said she didn’t know anyone involved, but before the P&Z Commission existed the Board would spend many late nights trying to decide these issues. She wondered why we were spending time trying to find exceptions when the zoning ordinance is clear.


Alex Martinez said he didn’t have a problem with a two-story house as long as it met the codes and setbacks.

Planner Tidwell said that when this application was presented to her no floor or site plan was included. She felt the front door opened directly onto the driveway (15 foot access) and that it was the only access to the house.


Robert Jaramillo Jr. said there was a covered porch directly to the north of the 15 foot access driveway.


George Dahl stated that his concern with the access only being 15 feet was if the rear home was having guests.


Trustee Siegel said normally he would uphold the ordinance but this was subdivided legally and he felt it did constitute a hardship.


MOTION: Trustee Lopez moved to deny the appeal because he felt the P&Z Commission did not make an error. Trustee Rael seconded the motion. Trustee Siegel made an amendment that an adequate turnaround area be provided.


Mayor Hooker stated that the motion was to deny the appeal and maintain the 15 foot setback.


VOTE: The motion carried unanimously.

2.  A request by Robert and Cristela Jaramillo to appeal the denial of a request for a Variance to allow a 5’ side setback where 10’ is allowed in the A-1 Zone. The property is located at 7514 Rio Grande Boulevard NW and legally known as A tract of land situated within the Village of Los Ranchos de Albuquerque, Bernalillo County, New Mexico, being and comprising the Westerly portion of Tract 119-a as shown on the Middle Rio Grande Conservancy District Property Map No. 27. This parcel contains approximately .5945 of an acre. The Planning and Zoning Commission denied the request with conditions of approval at their Regular Meeting held on September 23, 2003. The appeal is to be heard by the Board of Trustees


MOTION: Trustee Siegel moved denial of the appeal. Trustee Rael seconded the motion. 

VOTE: The motion carried unanimously.
B. A request by George Rainhart, George Rainhart Architect & Associates, for Northdale Plaza Partners for Design Approval of Site Development Plan Amendment for Bank of America



Trustee Lopez asked if this was the information presented at the previous meeting.

MOTION: Trustee Lopez moved to approve the design approval of the site development plan amendment for the Bank of America. Trustee Siegel seconded the motion.


VOTE:  The motion carried unanimously.
5. OLD BUSINESS

A. Discussion and Approval of an Ordinance amending  an Ordinance banning the use


of cellular phones by drivers of moving vehicles

Trustee Siegel said on line 43, he would like to add “any type of hand-held cellular phones while the vehicle is in motion”.

Trustee Lopez said he didn’t support this at all and would vote against it.

Trustee Rael said it would be hard to enforce.

Trustee Rembe thought it would be a benefit to the Village.

MaryAnn Woodard said that public safety is a concern in the Village with increasing traffic. She felt driving was for driving and added distractions caused too many problems.
George Argyres spoke against the cell phone ordinance.

Janet Stebleton said that if you couldn’t enforce the ordinance it shouldn’t be enacted.

John McDowell spoke about people driving too fast, talking on phones and things not being enforced.
Larry Abraham said he did appreciate Trustee Siegel’s concern about the safety in the Village, but felt they are attacking the symptom and not the cause. He spoke of many other driving distractions. He asked how people would be notified of the cell phone ordinance.

Randy Briggs said he felt that driving at 25 miles per hours, talking on a cell phone was not a safety issue.
Trustee Rembe said we do have a compliance officer and are enforcing the zoning laws and things that we pass.

Mayor Hooker asked the Board if there was any interest in deleting paragraph B and keeping paragraph A.

Trustee Lopez said he would agree to deleting paragraph B.

Long discussion back and forth about the ordinance.

Vote on amendment to remove paragraph B.

MOTION: Trustee Lopez moved to delete paragraph B. Trustee Rael seconded the motion.

VOTE: Lopez, aye; Rael, aye; Siegel, no; Rembe, no; Mayor Hooker, no.

Motion was defeated.
Vote to approve the ordinance as amended, exempting hands-free usage.
MOTION: Trustee Siegel moved to approve with the addition of “any type of hand-held cellular phones while the vehicle is in motion” on line 43.  Trustee Rembe seconded the motion.
VOTE: Siegel, aye; Rembe, aye; Lopez, no; Rael, no; Hooker, no, with an explanation of enforceability problem. The Ordinance fails, 3 to 2.

Break - 8:30 – 8:45.

Trustee Rael asked that the breaks stick to the time limit.

B. Discussion and Approval of an Ordinance amending Chapter 22 of the Codified 

Ordinance, Sewer Systems

Trustee Rael said there were a couple of points that he wanted to get some help on, on line 37 it says a Public Sanitary Sewer may be considered available to any lot when the connection point for the building service is within 200 feet of the connection point of the Public Sanitary Sewer. His question was what if this 200 feet crosses properties, neighbors and public right of way, what effect would that have.
Attorney Mathews said it might have the effect of making it impossible for the private property owner to hook up to the private sewer because they would have to get an easement.

Trustee Lopez said it should say something like “provided you are measuring the distance on public right of way rather than on private property” or something like that.

Trustee Rael said there has to be a utility easement so we need to amend that sentence with something to the effect ‘provided access is available through a private or public easement or right of way’. He said on the next page, 22-2, it says there shall be a fee of $25.00 for the one-time, non-conforming registration. He asked why it would be non-conforming if sewer service is not available. He also felt that if the Village was going to require a person to have their septic system evaluated that the Village should be responsible for that, because it would be placing a burden on an individual who is doing what they can and don’t have a choice in the matter yet to hook up to the sewer.
Administrator Rosoff said that was the language that the Board amended into the Ordinance two weeks ago when it was heard.

Trustee Siegel said it was changed from the original ordinance to give people a break that they don’t have to hook up to the sewer. 

Trustee Lopez suggested that it be changed to bi-annually, every other year. 

Mayor Hooker said there was a recommendation to amend it to bi-annually on line 15, page 22-2. On line 39, page 1; it should say connection point for the Public Sanitary Sewer.

Allen Leatherwood said he appreciated where Hank was coming from on this ordinance and why he wants to get it in there. He is concerned about the infrastructure costs and what the State and taxpayers have put into this Village and we are not getting proper utilization of it. He said he had certain infrastructure cost when  he put in his house and will not get the full benefits if we enact this ordinance. It’s been estimated that it will cost about 6 thousand dollars for me to hook up to the sewer system that is within 200 feet of my house. He felt the old ordinance works fine.
Janet Stebleton said that the sewer lines were put down her street and asked if she would have to hook up to the sewer. She said the septic tank was replaced two or three years ago. She felt the other ordinance was just fine.
Bob Keers said he agreed with what Janet said and said it will probably cost him ten thousand dollars to hook up.
MaryAnn Woodard said she was having a hard time tracking what was being talked about.

Administrator Rosoff clarified the section references for Ms. Woodard.

Carter Broyles said he wouldn’t have to hook up according to the ordinance because of distance. He asked about the $25.00 fee and the inspection. 
Pam Kuball Barnett said her parents had lived in their house for close to 40 years. She said she didn’t think it was right for Village residents without access to sewer to have to pay a registration or for inspections. She went to Atlas Pumping and their quote was $150.00 for inspection only on top of $130.00 for pumping. Atlas finally said they would charge $30.00 plus tax for the inspection on top of the pumping fee.

Administrator Rosoff explained the sewer areas on the map of the projects.

Nelda Kuball said she feels like she is being punished when there are no sewers available at her home. 
Trustee Siegel said he felt the intent was that this was going to apply to properties where the sewer was already available; it was not intended to apply to properties where there was no sewer available. I’d like to propose striking the words “because service is not available” (page 22-2) and substitute under Section 3, and add a sentence to the end of the paragraph that says “this shall not apply to properties without public sanitary sewer existing in adjacent public right of way”. That way this would only apply to properties where the sewer has already been built and the property is more than 200 feet away.
Janet Stebleton said she was not the only one that was taken by surprise and she asked that this be postponed for a while and get some more public input.
Administrator Rosoff explained that the executive summary report and the effects of wastewater on the aquifer and watershed. He said the whole report is available on the County website.

Trustee Siegel asked for the reasoning of this ordinance and for Mr. Rosoff  to explain.

Administrator Rosoff explained the reason this ordinance is important. (Protecting the watershed)

There was a lengthy discussion on sewer hookups. 
MOTION: Trustee Siegel moved to approve with the mentioned changes. (Striking the words “because service is not available” (page 22-2) and substitute under Section 3 and add a sentence to the end of the paragraph that says “this shall not apply to properties without public sanitary sewer existing in adjacent public right of way”.) Trustee Lopez seconded the motion. (Withdrawn to seek more public input)
Administrator Rosoff read the changes that had been requested by the Board. (Section 3 that will read ‘provided access is available through a private or public easement or right of way’ at the end of that paragraph and also the word “the” being inserted in the last line. In Section 4C it will now read "each residential premises exempted from sewer connection under Section 3 above must register its septic system with the Village. At a minimum the owner shall have the registered system inspected bi-annually (every two years) by an engineer or a technician qualified to evaluate the condition of septic systems, shall provide a written status report, etc. This shall not apply to properties without public septic sewer existing in the public right of way adjacent to the property.”
Trustee Lopez asked that if they voted to table could they also vote to re-advertise the revised language. 

MOTION: Trustee Rael moved to table this ordinance until the November 12 meeting, to allow for more public input and for re-advertisement of revised language. Trustee Lopez seconded the motion.  

VOTE: The motion carried 3 to 1 with Trustee Siegel voting no.

            C.
Discussion & Approval of an Ordinance amending Chapter 26 of the Codified 

            Ordinance, Subdivision, Vacation and Development 

             
Trustee Rael said on page 21 of 26, line 26 the word “met” should be “meet.”
MaryAnn Woodard said she wanted to be clear about the definition of the words “irrigation easement.” She asked what was meant by regulated by the MRGCD.

Administrator Rosoff explained that in this case it means that if the water in the ditch belongs to the conservancy district it falls under this definition.

Trustee Lopez said on Page 3, line 39 it says family subdivisions as defined in the zoning ordinance are exempt from this requirement. He said he couldn’t find them in the zoning ordinance.

Trustee Siegel pointed out that they were in the Special Use Permit section.


MOTION:  Trustee Siegel moved to approve. Trustee Rembe seconded the motion. 

VOTE:  Trustee Lopez, aye; Trustee Siegel, aye; Trustee Rembe, aye; Trustee Rael, aye. The amended subdivision ordinance is accepted unanimously.

D.   Discussion and Approval of an Ordinance amending Chapter 31 of the Codified Ordinance, Zoning and Zone Map
Trustee Lopez said regarding the issue on page 31-81, A3, the maximum density bonus dwelling unit per acre, at the last meeting we changed it from .67 to .5 and he would like to explain what his understanding is so that we can discuss it further. He said if you look at the A-1, it says 1.5 is the maximum density unit per acre with the bonus, what that has always meant to him is you don’t get a bonus if you have the minimum one acre, you have to have 1.33 acres to get the bonus, so the same would apply to an A-3, you have to have 4 acres to get the bonus, you have to have a little more acreage to get the bonus. That has always been his understanding. He further explained how he came to this understanding of the acreage requirements.
Trustee Siegel said he thought the entire Section 9 is problematic. He thought the intent was good but it seemed no one wanted it to be developed that way, they just wanted it developed according to the way it was zoned. 

John Robb said he agrees with Trustee Siegel and that the trade-off is unacceptable in regards to Rio Grande Blvd. 
Larry Abraham presented written information on the neighborhood association position and read the position statement.

Bob Keers said the neighborhood association voted unanimously in support of this statement.
Mr. Johnstone spoke against the density bonus.

Attorney Mathews said he had some misunderstandings and it is his job to keep the Village from being sued, and to keep the Board out of trouble. He had some indication about what Larry was going to present, but he didn’t know what the numbers would be. He explained the setbacks and the taking of property.

Trustee Lopez said that every piece of property would have to be dealt with on a case by case basis because some lots on Rio Grande are less than one acre. He suggested using the words “where applicable.”
 Nora Jaramillo asked what effect this would have on her property.

Trustee Siegel said his motion was just on the density bonus and he felt the setback was a much more lengthy and difficult issue that they would not be able to deal with tonight. He said he would like to open the question on perhaps a setback could be dealt with a percentage of the total lot depth as opposed to a set number for shallow lots.
Discussion about setbacks. (Not everyone at the microphone)

MOTION: Trustee Siegel moved that the entire Section (Paragraph) 9 (from line 10 on pages 31-81 through line 46 on pages 31-83) be removed from the zoning code. Trustee Lopez seconded the motion. 

VOTE: The motion carried 3 to 1 with Trustee Rembe voting no.
Trustee Siegel moved to table this Ordinance.

Administrator Rosoff said there is a moratorium in place that expires tonight, you can pass the zoning code and further amend it later. You are acting on an entire replacement ordinance right now. He said that if you take out paragraph Q, on Page 39, for later discussion you can adopt the rest of this amendment and all the other changes that are in it. He said he wanted to point out the memorandum that was in front of the ordinance, that there were some changes that staff is recommending that were not in the published ordinance. In particular, adding one paragraph that says “any use not classified as a permissive or conditional use within a particular zoning district is hereby prohibited from that zoning district.”  That is language that has been in the prior zoning ordinances and was omitted from this one. It makes the administration of the ordinance much clearer and less argumentative, and  would add that to Section 3. 
MOTION: Trustee Siegel moved to delete Paragraph Q, Page 39 and also add the paragraph mentioned above by Administrator Rosoff.  Trustee Lopez seconded the motion. 
Discussion about Item Q and a moratorium added to the Nov. 12 meeting. 
Trustee Rael said on Page 47, line 47 he thought this should be under conditional use. On page 48, line 21; he questioned the rental of guest houses. On page 49, line 53; it talks about not allowing walls over 4 feet along the public or private right of way. He thought that should only apply to the front of the property and not to side streets. On page 67, paragraph A, line 1, he felt this should be changed since they have allowed some of this already. It needs to be reworded or changed.
Administrator Rosoff said it had been allowed as a variance on the southeast corner and on the northwest corner that area is not zoned VC it’s C1. You approved it as a variance to this criteria.
Planner Tidwell proposed language on placement of garages; “projecting garages are prohibited except where physical conditions of the lot are such that there is no other location on the lot where a garage can be constructed and where a variance has been approved by the Planning and Zoning Commission. In no way shall a garage face a public or private roadway unless the primary access to the residential dwelling also faces the same public or private roadway.”
Mayor Hooker said some amendments have been proposed, which he thinks are fair consensus to accept.

Administrator Rosoff said there was one more thing, on the title page of the ordinance, in the introductory language, the last paragraph “therefore be it ordained” in that paragraph we are establishing the zoning for the properties that have just been annexed. The properties in Zia Gardens shall be zoned R3, those annexed properties that front on El Pueblo Rd. shall be zoned C-1, those annexed properties that front on 4th Street shall be zoned C-1 to a depth of 300 feet and R3 behind that and those annexed properties on Wayne Rd. shall be zoned R3. He said this just needs to be included in the ordinance so those properties can have zoning.
Mayor Hooker said we are accepting the ordinance language on the first page, plus the zoning and zone map as amended.

Trustee Siegel said so we are voting to approve it as amended, including removing the special use density bonus, removing paragraph Q, adding the language to the general definitions in Section 3, general regulations and adding the zoning for the newly annexed land, plus all of the other changes that were included.

VOTE: Lopez, aye; Siegel, aye; Rembe, aye; Rael, aye. The motion carried unanimously.

6.
NEW BUSINESS

A. Discussion and Approval to Advertise in Summary an Ordinance Amending the 
Village Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance,Chapter 11 of the Codified Ordinance, to adopt the Flood Insurance Rate Map and Flood Insurance Study effective November 19, 2003

Administrator Rosoff said the entire change is before you, it is adding a paragraph that says “the Village of Los Ranchos de Albuquerque adopts the Flood Insurance Map and Flood Insurance Study, effective November 19, 2003.” It is a requirement of FEMA that the Village adopt this language prior to Nov. 19, 2003 in order to remain eligible for the flood insurance program. 
MOTION: Trustee Siegel moved approval to advertise in summary. Trustee Lopez seconded the motion.


VOTE: The motion carried unanimously.
7.       FINANCIAL BUSINESS
None.
8. REPORTS

A. Mayor's Report 
Mayor Hooker reported on the upcoming elections in the City and County. He spoke about the Work Force Investment Program.
B. Administrator's Report

Administrator Rosoff said that the Area K pump station had a mandatory pre-bid meeting and that there are 6 potential bidders for that project. The parking lot at the park has not been striped ye, as there was a surface repair that needed to be done and will be striped in about a week. The traffic light on 4th St. will begin tomorrow. The Bernalillo Co. Sheriff has been invited again to the next meeting. The 4th St. design project is progressing and we’ll ask the Larkin Co. to come in and make a presentation at the next meeting in November.
Trustee Lopez spoke about the graffiti in the Village and urged that the Village Staff work to remove it within 24 hours if possible.

Administrator Rosoff also spoke about the vandalism that has been occurring at the park restroom. 
C.
Legal Report 

Attorney Mathews spoke about the annexation that the Municipal Boundary Commission heard and is being approved. He believes he has negotiated a settlement in the Montoya vs. Kantor case, the Village issues have been taken care of. He spoke about writing eleven letters regarding cases that the Code Enforcement Officer has gotten no response on, some being encroachment into the right of way. He said he wrote letters to the P&Z Commission about the way they make their motions. He said there was a problematic liquor business in the Village and he didn’t want to say anything more about it. 

Trustee Siegel said new testimony was accepted tonight and didn’t think that was supposed to happen.

Attorney Mathews said yes they did and he was sorry, should have paid more attention to who had spoken at the P&Z meeting.

Larry Abraham said as a point regarding the new testimony, all they had to rely on was the minutes of the P&Z meeting, and there was a lot more said than what appears in your packet.

Mayor Hooker said it’s not a transcript.

D.
Planner’s Report
Director Tidwell said she had nothing new to report, but the old Farmer’s Insurance building has been torn down and Paul Davis Restoration will begin construction. In the newly annexed El Pueblo properties there has been an application for a landscaping business. She said she would make sure that the planning report has conditions and make sure to spell out landscaping company regulations. She said her concern with the sewer ordinance is with the commercial area businesses that are not hooked to sewer when it is right in front of their building and they have not hooked up. She says she has no way to enforce that unless we make it a condition of approval if someone comes in for some kind of zoning action. She spoke about the award being presented to the Village for the Zoning Code.
E.  Fire Dept. Report
None.
F.  Engineer’s Report
Karen Jacobsen reported on the Trails Committee and presented information on it and asked for comments.
Trustee Lopez said that the public needs time to review the round-abouts on Rio Grande and

Chavez. 
9. TRUSTEES INFORMAL DISCUSSION


Trustee Lopez asked about the NLC meeting in Nashville.

Trustee Rael said he attended the Water Authority Board Meeting and that they had presented the audit.

Administrator Rosoff said the Matrix has been sent to the Trustees by email and hadn’t received any comments as of yet.

Trustee Siegel spoke about the two people that had been hit by cars on 4th St. in the last month, and said we can’t ignore the northern part of 4th. He spoke about the service we are getting from the Sheriff’s Department has gotten to the point where we need to take some action; we aren’t getting our money’s worth.

Administrator Rosoff said one point that hasn’t been discussed very much is the environmental services gross receipts tax which is a ¼ percent which is collected in the unincorporated area of the county only, and if consolidation takes place that ¼ percent will be collected throughout what is now the City of Albuquerque.
10. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: Trustee Lopez moved to adjourn at 11:15 p.m. Trustee Siegel seconded the motion.

VOTE: The motion carried unanimously.
APPROVED by the Board of Trustees of the Village of Los Ranchos de Albuquerque this_____ day of _______________________2003.

ATTEST:

__________________________________

Annabelle Silvas, CMC

Village Clerk
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