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The Santa Fe Horse Park proposal is a request to build additional facilities. The new 
facilities include one new residence, and other modernization to allow them to care for 
more horses. Their facilities are presently located West of the Santa Fe airport, within 
the Cieneguilla Land Grant, in Projected Section 17 of T16N, R8E, N.M.P.M. This 
proposal was reviewed pursuant to the Santa Fe County Land Development 
Regulations. The developer proposes that water will continue to be supplied to this 
development via two domestic wells. 

Due to the facts that this development will use more than 0.25 acre feet of water per 
year from a 72-12-1 domestic well, this developer is required to supply a water supply 
plan, pursuant to Section 6, Table 7.4 of the Santa Fe County Land Development 
Code. 

The developer's water requirement calculations fail to recognize additional horses, RV 
spaces, and the veterinarian barn. I have found that they are not consistent with 
present use, as reported by the developer himself, and do not take into account 
increases in public use. 

Upon reviewing the developer's water supply plan, I found numerous problems. One 
problem is that the developer will need to change his permitted use. The wells he has 
are presently permitted for use of one household each. Once the developer changes 
these permits to shared wells with livestock and sanitary uses, he will need to report 
his meter readings to our office. 

Another problem the developer has is his assumption that he can co-mingle waters. He 
is permitted to withdraw only three acre-feet per year from each well. The developer 
admits more than once that he has withdrawn 6.0 acre-feet from his wells at least one 
time in the past. Odds are high that at least one well is over-diverting on a regular 
basis. 



It is my conclusion that the subdivider has not demonstrated that sufficient water is 
available to meet the requirements of his development. A favorable opinion to this 
effect should be witheld. 

 


