
PLANNING& ZONING COMMISSION

CITY OF TRUTH OR CONSEQUENCES, NEW MEXICO
REGULAR MEETING

Tuesday, January 3, 2006

TIME& PLACE:       The Planning  &  Zoning Commission of the City of Truth or
Consequences, New Mexico, met in Regular Session in full conformity
with the law and ordinances of said Commission, at the Commission
Chambers of said City on Tuesday, the 3`

d

day of January, A.D., 2006, at
5: 30 P. M.

PRESIDING The meeting was called to order by Kerry Kent, Chairman and Hazel F.
OFFICER: Peterson acted as secretary of the meeting.

ATTENDANCE:       Upon calling the roll the following members were reported present:

Kerry Kent, Chairman
Roger Smith, Vice Chairman

Yolanda Sepulveda, Member
Viola Bonner, Member

Also Present:

Chris Nobes, Building Inspector
Hazel F. Peterson, Deputy City Clerk

Absent:

Bill Howell, Member

QUORUM:       There being a quorum present the Commission proceeded with the
business at hand.

APPROVAL OF Kerry Kent, Chairman called for approval of the Agenda.
AGENDA:

Yolanda Sepulveda made a motion to approve the Agenda as
submitted."

Seconded by Viola Bonner
Motion carried unanimously.

APPROVAL OF Kerry Kent, Chairman called for review and approval of minutes of the
MINUTES:       Regular meeting held Tuesday, December 6, 2005.

Viola Bonner moved to approve the minutes of the Regular meeting
held Tuesday, December 6, 2005 as submitted."

Seconded by Roger Smith
Motion carried unanimously.

COMMENTS Mr. George Wright approached the podium and stated he is a member of
FROM THE the Airport Advisory Board, and stated he was there to offer his services
PUBLIC:  to this Committee, his services in planning around the Airport if he could

be of help.  He stated he could find some leads to FFA and probably the
State Transportation if needed.

Mr. Kent stated this would be very much appreciated and if he could
work with Chris Nobes when they start finalizing some things.
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SUMMARY Mr. Kent stated the next item on the Agenda is a Summary Replat
REPLAT Application submitted by Bernard Richmann and what he understands is
APPLICATION—      Mr.  Richmann owns all three lots,  13,  14 and 15, and the primary
RICHMANN:   purpose for this request is to have access to lot 15 in the back at a future

date.

Mr. Richmann stated he wants to cut this ten feet off these three lots to

keep the new owners from cutting the trees, the flora and fauna that' s
growing up past or at the fence line.  So just cut off ten feet because it

will stay that way.  He stated it let' s him use the ten feet to get to the

other lot on the east end.

Mr. Kent asked if there is already a twenty-foot alley way through there.

Mr. Richmann stated this was correct.

Mr. Kent stated he has a problem with making what they call " Flag Pole
Lots".  He stated that is where you have a large piece of property with
just a strip of land connecting it.  He stated that is not good planning.

He stated the second one is that for utilities to come through the alleyway
to the other lots, 13 and 14 if they are sold off, they would have to be
granted a utility easement through his private property.

Mr. Richmann stated they already have an easement over the property.

Mr. Kent asked if this was for the utilities.

Mr. Richmann stated yes, they are on top of the property.

Discussion ensued on the utility easement.

Yolanda Sepulveda asked if there was some special flora or fauna

growing there.

Mr. Richmann stated there were a couple of really nice big mesquite
trees that are quite old and he thinks there is one Salt Cedar and a bunch

of other green stuff that' s keeping the hillside from eroding at that point,
and you from looking at, there' s a little tiny shed and you can' t see that
hardly because of all the flora and fauna.

Ms. Sepulveda asked if that was what he was trying to prevent?

Mr. Richmann stated yes to make it look nice, and if you take all that

stuff down it would look pretty ugly he thinks.

Mr. Kent stated he has a real problem with creating a flagpole effect; it' s
just not good planning.  He stated somebody down the road they have a
strip of land through there right next to an alleyway.  He stated there will
be a twenty-foot alleyway and a ten- foot strip of land.

Mr. Kent asked Chris Nobes what his opinion was on this request?

Mr. Nobes stated this is an unusual situation, and just before the meeting

he distributed a property plot plan showing the lots in question, but this
gentleman owns besides lots 13, 14 and 15 in the Hollywood Homesites,
he owns some property north of the alley, just north of 14 and 15.  He

stated that' s part of Tract B of the Hollywood Homesites.  He stated how

that came about he' s not real sure, and it' s been platen like that for quite
a while.  He stated that when Mr. Richmann purchased those lots he also
purchased that chunk of ground, which has no real access except the

twenty- foot alley.
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He stated that alley is obstructed; there is a pole in the way and a
diversion structure there that handles run off coming off of the hill
above.  He stated that his intention is to simply move those north lot lines
of 13 and 14 in ten feet south to improve his accessibility to that parcel,
the parcel that' s north of the alley.

Mr. Kent stated it would take the complete twenty-foot right-of-way and
this ten-foot to make the road to the property a legal roadway.

Mr. Nobes stated private roads can be as narrow as twenty-four feet, but
the narrowest right-of-way in our subdivision code would be a fifty-foot
right-of-way.

Mr. Kent stated that using an alley as a right-of-way to property is not
legal.

Mr. Nobes stated that was correct, but again how long this parcel has
been platted like this, he doesn' t know exactly what the history is, but it
has existed for quite a while.

Mr. Kent stated legally Mr. Richmann has a landlocked piece of property
back there.

Mr. Richmann stated this replat doesn' t do anything for it one way or
another.

Kerry Kent, Chairman asked for a motion to approve the Summary
Replat.

There being no response from the Commission for an approval motion
Mr. Kent asked for a motion to deny the Summary Replat.

Yolanda Sepulveda made a motion to deny the Summary Replat
submitted by Mr. Bernard Richmann."

Seconded by Roger Smith
Motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Kent explained to Mr. Richmann that he has the choice to appeal this

decision to the City Commission at their next regular City Commission
Meeting if he would like.

DISCUSSION/APP

ROVAL— Kerry Kent,  Chairman stated that at the last meeting he asked the
ZONING Commission to think about doing zoning at the Airport where all
ANNEXED AREA:   businesses coming into this area would be required to come before the

Planning  &  Zoning Commission.    He asked Chris if he got any
information on this?

Mr. Nobes stated no he has no further information.

Mr. Kent stated they have been talking about this for over a month now,
and he thinks it' s time this Commission starts sending something up to
the City Commissioner' s for them to start thinking about.

He asked Chris to try and come up with some language for this for the
next meeting so that all business or whatnot that want to go in there
would have to come before the Planning & Zoning Commission for
approval.

Mr. Nobes asked if they would like to create a zone?
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Mr. Kent stated that was correct, in other words there won' t be any
absolute permitted uses or absolute blanket policies.

ADJOURNMENT:    There being no further business to come before the Commission, Kerry
Kent, Chairman asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting.

Yolanda Sepulveda made a motion to adjourn."

Seconded by Viola Bonner
Motion carried unanimously.

APPROVAL:    PASSED AND APPROVED this_ Zday of

2006, on motion duly made by al,       d econded

by and carried

Ke Kent, Chairman
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