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Public Planning Meeting at Annual Meeting
The Annual San Marcos Association meeting will be at the Turquoise 

Trail School at 7:00 PM on Thursday February 20th
The Annual San Marcos Association meeting will be at the 

th
The Annual San Marcos Association meeting will be at the 

. There will be the 
usual, brief, reports and election of ofþ cers and directors. We, as always, 
encourage nominations from the ÿ oor on behalf of any interested members.

As regular readers know, we have been working toward approval of a 
district plan for some years. At the last meeting with the Board of County 
Commissioners we were promised that we would be able to start no later 
than June of 2003. Three Commissioners suggested that we could start 
doing many things before formal approval. There was also some comment 
about our not having had a formally announced public meeting about the 
plan. Taking this comment to heart, the meeting will be as announced here.

There will be a short introduction to the Planning Ordinance and a 
review of our efforts to date. Richard Crombie, a professional planner of 
many years experience, will then present what community planning means 
and how our area might beneþ t. There should be ample time for questions, 
so come and participate.

While the central core of community planning is land use planning, 
there are many other elements which affect the quality of life in the area. 
Schools, roads, public transportation, water use and conservation, and þ re 
protection are just a few. Land use covers, among many other things, open 
space, growth and development, location of commercial and industrial uses 
and building requirements. 

As you can see, these are many of the things which determine the qual-
ity of our every day living. Be sure to come and take part.

Park Opening
The Cerrillos Hills Historic Park now has an opening date! After liter-

ally years of very slow movement, all the County, State and federal re-
quirements are scheduled to be completed by Summer. The park will open 
on May 24th
quirements are scheduled to be completed by Summer. The park will open 

th
quirements are scheduled to be completed by Summer. The park will open 

. That is the Saturday of Memorial Day weekend, and you 
now have something to do that does not require a lot of driving.

The Cerrillos Hills Park Coalition <cerrilloshills.org> is planning an 
event you should not miss. There will be food and fun, things to see and 
things to do. There will be tours and talks. There will be politicians and 
speeches (don't let that stop you - you don't have to listen).

Come ready to join the Coalition. This is the non-proþ t organization 
which presented the Park idea to the County and is now working to create a 
future of events and public enjoyment of the park. It is a membership orga-
nization, and can use your support as a member and as a volunteer. Check 
out their web site and their presentations on opening day.

Much of the delay in the Park opening was caused by the need to sur-
vey and then treat the various areas of the 1,100 acres which need protec-
tion. Some places need to be protected as there are sensitive areas which 
must be preserved. Other areas need to be modiþ ed to protect the public. 

In late Spring mines will be closed by the 
NM Abandoned Mines Bureau. This will be 
done in a way which will leave enough to 
see to get a good idea of the historic mining 
activity there.

This is one of the oldest mining areas in 
the country. There was mining here a thou-
sand years ago. It started with local tribes 
which traded the product regionally and 
into Central America and continued with 
Spanish and Anglo groups as they arrived.

Actions are on-going to acquire more 
than 400 acres more for the Park. This addi-
tional area includes some of the best known 
and interesting mining areas such as Mt. 
Chalchihuitl. There is County funding and 
interest to do this. The problem, as usual, 
is the difþ culty in calculating the cost of 
clean-up and public protection for an area 
which includes so many sites with varying 
degrees of hazard.

C.G.P. Uncertain
As we reported before, The courts 

have said that the County does not have 
the authority to suspend or revoke mining 
permits it has issued without going to court 
to do so. Even though these permits were 
issued with speciþ c conditions, and those 
conditions were not adhered to, the County 
is deemed to lack the statutory authority to 
enforce its own decisions.

The result of such a ruling, if allowed to 
stand, would mean that the County would 
be powerless to stop construction pursuant 
to a building permit it had issued, unless it 
went to court. Not only would County en-
forcement of its regulations become virtu-
ally impossible, and would at best become 
a very slow and expensive matter, but the 
Courts would be impossibly jammed with 
all the new cases.

The precedent cited before the court 
which heard the Cerrillos Gravel products 
case was one of Bernallio County revoking 
a plat it had issued. In the CGP matter, 
case was one of Bernallio County 
a plat it had issued. In the CGP matter, 
case was one of Bernallio County revoking 
a plat it had issued. In the CGP matter, 

revoking 

cont.(CGP) pg. 2



 page 2   S.M.A. Newsletter #53                                                                                                                                                                                           

Local Growth - SR-14 & CR-42
The building and preparation for building contin-

ues. While it seems to many that our area is pretty much 
already deþ ned in terms of lot size and development, such 
is not the case.

For some time, there has been land for sale at the SE 
corner of the Turquoise Trail and Camino Los Abuelos. The 
total acreage was somewhere near 100. There were two 
building sites mentioned by the agents selling this land. 
There are, in fact two quite nice sites away from roads and 
public view. These sites have good positioning and nice 
views. 

This land is just over the homestead/basin fringe line. 
That is: it is in the basin fringe area where one needs only 
12.5 acres per house rather than 40. It has been recognized 
for some time that this line dividing these two zoning 
(hydrologic) areas was not drawn to reÿ ect the most recent 
data. As far as we can determine, there is no plan to change 
it any time soon.

The Board of County Commissioners did send a letter 
to the State Engineer requesting consideration of the lands 
along south 14 as an area of special designation because of 
the known lack of water here. The reply was the usual that 
there is not the data on which to base any movement at this 
time. Now there is a new State Engineer. Maybe the BCC 
will try again.

There is a January 13, 1994 Santa Fe County Water Re-
source Inventory. It was prepared by the Santa Fe County 
Land Use and Planning Department. There are hundreds of 
reports available in the State ofþ ces on wells drilled in our 
area. It seems that problems with combining data are not 
conþ ned to the CIA and FBI.

The 1994 study clearly shows that the land recently 
purchased for development is outside the zone in which 
there is basin fringe water. We were able to contact the 
selling real estate agent who spoke to us for the buyers. We 
understand that there are some þ ve lots planned from 12.5 
to 20 acres each. While this is lower density than the law 
would allow, it is more than we would have hoped to see at 
this location.

We understand that it was necessary to drill to over 
1,280 feet to þ nd some 30 gpm of water. There is much 
less known about the affect of such deep wells on those in 
the area of more average depth (200'-500'). There is also 

Local Growth - SR-44 & SR-14
As many know, there is land available on both sides 

of SR-14 at the intersection with SRs-44 & 45. There was 
some interest in creating a plaza at the N.E. corner of this 
intersection. There would have been two-story buildings 
with traditional upper portales along the N. and E. sides of 
the plaza.

The intended use would have been for small service 
stores and art studios/sales/storage spaces. Auto trafþ c 
would have been directed only on two sides of the proposed 
plaza with an entry and exit pattern not to add confusion to 
the existing intersection. 

While we have not had a chance to plan where we want 
our future commercial development to be, this scheme 
looked like a nice one.

The interest is still out there.

                                                                                                                           

the County was not revoking the designation of the area 
used by CGP as a mining district. It was suspending the 
permit to operate because the conditions of that permit had 
been violated. While there may or may not be speciþ c State 
statute authority for a county to enforce the conditions of 
its own conditional permits without clogging the courts 
with unnecessary work, the need for such an ability seems 
certain.

If it takes a change of statute to bring things into line, 
it should be done as soon as possible. We hope the County 
will present such a change at this session of the legislature.

There is, of course, an appeal. When last we checked 
there was no schedule for the hearing of that appeal. Given 
the impact CGP operation has on our community, the hear-
ing cannot come soon enough.

(CGP) from pg. 2
less known about he recharge rate of wells at 1,000 feet in 
this area. As one might predict at this depth in this location, 
water quality will require treatment to be acceptable.

We are assured that there will be appropriate covenants 
on these properties and that appropriate style houses will 
be built. We are lucky that there was not an effort to build 
higher density or commercial units at this location. While 
the 12.5 acre minimum that we have had since 1981 is 
much better than the þ ve acre lot size legal until that date, 
it still produces the look of classic sprawl in such an open 
country. Careful siting should be able to minimize this. 

County Manager Needed
The appointment of Estavon Lopez to an important 

position in charge of rivers and streams in the ofþ ce of the 
State Engineer leaves the position of County Manager va-
cant. This job is a very responsible one and commands a sal-
ary which, for this area, is commensurate with its difþ culty.

We understand there have been some forty applications, 
and hope that the County Commissioners þ nd a worthy 
candidate among them. Management of government opera-
tions is always challenging and modern management are 
not always quick in arriving at such institutions. It may be a 
good time to þ nd someone who will bring a fresh approach 
while respecting the good systems and people who are 
already there.

In any case, we wish the new County Manager well, 
and look forward to working with him or her in the future.
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The San Marcos Newsletter is published by The San Marcos 
As so ci a tion, P. O. Box 722, Cerrillos NM 87010. Contributor articles 
are signed; those by the editor are not. Meetings of the Association 
are announced on the web site:  www.sanmarcosassociation.org
Directors and Ofþ cers:

Walter Wait - President
Donna Herring - Vice President
Virginia Eldridge- Secretary
Hugh Nazor - Treasurer 
Alice Bauer

Zach Bauer
Dina Chavez
Alexis Higginbotham
Linda Murnik
Bill Rodriguez
Archie Tew

PACE RALLYE 10 foot, closed cargo trailer
great for motorcycles, any large items, or storage

cost $2,300 new in 1998, sell for $1,000
very good condition, will deliver  --  call 438-7784                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            

La Bajada Mesa Named to 
Most Endangered List for 2003

La Bajada Mesa and Escarpment has been named as 
one of the ten most endangered places in the state by the 
NM Heritage Preservation Alliance, a statewide nonproþ t 
organization that promotes, protects and advocates for New 
Mexicoõs cultural heritage. La Bajada represents a key 
landscape demarcation between what the Spanish colonial 
world termed the Rio Abajo and Rio Arriba regions of NM, 
the lower and upper lands with their distinct ecologies and 
climates. It also represented the greatest single obstacle 
for movement across the land as signiþ ed by the many 
pathways that early travelers used to climb or descend the 
escarpment. 

The grandeur of this dramatic and relatively undis-
turbed open space is visible from the heights of the Cer-
rillos Hills Historic Park and has always been a notable 
feature for travelers to and from Santa Fe. A recent plan to 
strip mine the top of La Bajada moved the Rural Conserva-
tion Alliance of Cerrillos to nominate it. As the NM Heri-
tage Preservation Alliance says in their citation:  Mining 
and development could disturb the view shed of the entire 
escarpment. Any disturbances of the land (including cell 
towers) will diminish the capacity to appreciate the enormi-
ty and signiþ cance of the space. Retaining an undisturbed 
as possible view shed is essential to retaining a feeling for 
this important landscape and what it has meant historically 
for deþ ning NMõs southwestern character.            LJM

is open to any resident/property owner 
in the San Marcos area. Most of the 

funds of the San Marcos As so ci a tion come from your annual 
dues. 2003 dues are $15 per person or $25 for a household . We 
need your dues and your involvement. Please send a check to:
San Marcos Association, P. O. Box 722, Cerrillos, NM 87010-
0722 Please þ ll in and include this form.

Name:

Address:

email:(block letters)

Address:

(please cut out and mail with payment)

Membership   Membership      Membership   

The Water Ordinance
As written up in the last newsletter, the County had 

been considering a water conservation ordinance. We sent 
out an email message on December 3 about a December 
10 meeting at which people were needed to show support. 
Failure at our web server in Texas caused that message to 
be sent somewhat late - in January. We do sincerely apolo-
gize to all who were bothered by this untimely arrival. The 
offending server has been upgraded.

In any case, the water ordinance was passed! It con-
tained our recommended incentives for water collection and 
waste water re-use. Now, any who are using catchment or 
recycled waste water (via a legal system) are exempt from 
prohibitions against watering uses. We hope this will start 
to promote the use of alternatives to using our valuable and 
limited ground water for ornamental irrigation.

Agricultural uses are another matter. There was sufþ -
cient objection to limiting the use of any water for farming 
and stock to cause there to be a total exemption for these 
uses. As individual County Commissioners have said, the 
Commission has traditionally been a weak body and is eas-
ily inÿ uenced by public pressure.

Nonetheless, we have an ordinance and it is always 
easier to improve an ordinance than to create one from 
whole cloth. We hope to be able to put some force into this 
one in future years. The overwhelming majority of water 
use in Santa Fe county is still agricultural. It is used in a 
much less than efþ cient way. While we see all conservation 
as good, we think taking on those areas in which there are 
the largest rewards only makes common sense.

Water getting no better
This winter may start some time - and it may not. So 

far, we have not only not seen the drought relief we so 
badly need, but things have become still worse. From hav-
ing been called a 100 year drought last Fall, we now hear it 
described as the worst in over 1,000 years.



 page 4   S.M.A. Newsletter #53                                                                                                                                                                                           

PRSRT STD
US Postage

PAID
Santa Fe, NM

Permit No. 739 

The San Marcos Association
P.O. Box 722
Cerrillos, NM 87010-0722

Advanced Mailing
Services, LLC

Voice 505.989.8682
FAX  505.992.8129

email amsllc@aol.com

sold!

DO NOT FORGET THE ANNUAL MEETING!
*******

February 20th at the Turquoise Trail School at 7:00 PM
It will also be the þ rst public meeting about the San Marcos 
District Community Planning effort. Please be there.

THE BEST BARBEQUE!!!

The Blue Sky Caf®
3810 State Hwy. #14, 471-9194

Pizza, Pasta, Nightly Specials
ñSpectacularò Desserts! Pasatiempo


