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NMML NOMINATING PROCEDURE
The following NMML Officer positions are open for nomination and election:
h PRESIDENT-ELECT
h VICE-PRESIDENT
h TREASURER
The following Board of Director positions are up for election this year:
h THREE DIRECTORS-AT-LARGE
The following is the timeline for actions and dates pertaining to the nominating procedure for NMML officers and directors:
JULY 1ST

Letter of nomination or letter declaring candidacy for office or at-large directorship must be received at the
NMML Office.

JULY 2ND

In absence of any declaration of candidacy for a particular office or at-large directorship, the League President
shall appoint a Nominating Committee and written notice shall be given to all member municipalities.

JULY 6TH

A Report of Declared Candidates shall be sent by NMML to all members.

JULY 24TH

When necessary, the Nominating Committee meets to recommend a candidate for any undeclared office or
at-large directorship.

JULY 29TH

Nominating Committee Report mailed to member municipalities – if Nominating Committee meets.

SEPTEMBER 23RD

Election of officers and at-large directors. Nominations from the floor at the Annual Business Meeting at the
NMML Annual Conference may be made by any certified voting delegate in attendance for any office or
directorship to be filled.

NOTE: For specific details of the Nominating Procedure, please refer to the NMML By-Laws available on the NMML’s website at
www.nmml.org.
Any official of a member municipality in good standing may nominate any elected official, or any elected official may declare his or
her candidacy, for any office or directorship to be filled. All declared candidates will be placed on the ballot for election at the
Annual Business Meeting.
(Continued on page 2)

Nominating Procedure . . . continued from page 1
Sections of the Municipal League By-Laws relating to Officers
and Board Members are:

A.

B.
C.

D.

ARTICLE III. OFFICERS –
SECTION 1 A-D.
Each officer shall be an elected official of a member
municipality in good standing with the exception of the
office of Executive Secretary.
There shall be only one (1) officer from
any one member municipality.
The officers shall be elected each year at the regular
annual conference, except, however, that the office of
Executive Secretary shall be assumed by the Executive
Director of the League.
The officers shall assume office October 1st and serve
until September 30th or until their respective successors
are elected and take office.

ARTICLE III. OFFICERS – SECTION 10.
The President-Elect shall automatically assume the office of
President on October 1 for the ensuing year.

B.

C.2

ARTICLE IV. BOARD OF
DIRECTORS – SECTION 1 B.
AND C.2.
Limitation: There shall be only one (1) Director from any
one (1) member municipality. For the purpose of this
limitation the term Director does not include Officers of
the League, Chair of the New Mexico Self-Insurer’s Fund,
Past Presidents of the League, or the Presidents of the New
Mexico City Management Association, the New Mexico
Municipal Clerks' and Finance Officers' Association, the
New Mexico Municipal Police Chiefs' Association or the
New Mexico Municipal Judges' Association. No other
subsections shall be directly represented on the League
Board of Directors. No person can hold more than one
position on the Board.
Directors-at-Large shall be elected for two-year (2)
terms with three (3) Directors-at-Large to be elected at
each annual conference, and hold their office from
October 1 – September 30, or until their respective
successors have been elected and take office.

Please address your written nominations or declarations of
candidacy directly to the League office, in care of President Gloria
Chavez. Nominations must be received at the League office no
later than Wednesday, July 1ST. Letters may be mailed, faxed,
emailed or hand-delivered.
For any questions about the process, contact Regina
Romero at the League Office at 800-432-2036.

New Mexico Municipal League
P.O. Box 846
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-0846
(505) 982-5573
(505) 984-1392 fax
www.nmml.org
PRESIDENT
Linda Calhoun, Mayor - Red River
PRESIDENT-ELECT
David Venable, Mayor – Cloudcroft
VICE PRESIDENT
Richard Cordova, Mayor – Eagle Nest
TREASURER
Sally Burbridge, Mayor – Aztec
IMMEDIATE PAST PRESIDENT
Gloria Chavez, Mayor – Tijeras
PAST PRESIDENTS
Mary Homan, Trustee – Los Ranchos de Albuquerque
Matt White, Mayor – Eunice
Barb Wiard, Mayor Pro Tem – Taos Ski Valley
BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Nora Barraza, Mayor - Mesilla
Cynthia Ann Bettison, Mayor Pro Tem – Silver City
Phillip Burch, Mayor – Artesia
Marilyn Burns, Mayor - Tatum
Joseph Eby, Councilor – Ruidoso
Fernando Garcia, Mayor - Springer
Diane Gibson, Councilor – Albuquerque
Jack Griffin, Judge – Red River
President, New Mexico Municipal Judges Association
Steve Henderson, Councilor – Roswell
Chuck Howe, Mayor Pro Tem – Angel Fire
David Izraelevitz, Councilor – Los Alamos
Shawn Jeffrey, Clerk/Treasurer – Springer
President, New Mexico Clerks & Finance Officers Association
Sharon King, Mayor – Portales
Joseph Maestas, Councilor – Santa Fe
Jackie McKinney, Mayor – Gallup
Martin Moore, Manager – Eunice
President, New Mexico City Management Association
Fred Radosevich, Police Chief – Edgewood
President, New Mexico Association of Chiefs of Police
Robert Sandoval, Commissioner – Clovis
Jack Torres, Mayor – Bernalillo
Editor ........................................................... William Fulginiti
Managing Editor ................................................Roger Makin
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City of Eunice Prevails in Tax Distribution Refund Lawsuit
The City of Eunice has prevailed in a years-long lawsuit against the Taxation and Revenue Department over erroneous gross
receipts tax distributions. The State Supreme Court refused to hear an appeal from an Appeals Court ruling in favor of Eunice, thus
ending the legal battle.
In 2013, the Taxation and Revenue Department notified the City that the Department had overpaid Eunice’s gross receipts
tax distributions by $2.3 million and wanted the City to return the money. The overpayment was made by a subcontractor for the
URENCO USA nuclear facility. The subcontractor collected the taxes as if it was located within the municipal boundaries and sent
the money to Taxation and Revenue. The company later filed for a refund and that’s when the Department told the City they owed the
money back.
The City contended the mistake was the Department’s and the taxpayer’s fault and not the city’s. Another argument
contended the City, by law, is not privy to taxpayer information and could not have caught any mistake. The Department relied on a
specific state statute concerning refunds.
“The Department said that for the section to apply, the error had to be made by the Department,” said League Executive
Director William Fulginiti. “We said, ‘No, it doesn’t say that. It says that it applies if there is an erroneous distribution.’ Our opinion
was that section should have applied.” Fulginiti helped write that particular section of the tax code several years ago.
Economic implications of having to refund the money were enormous. Mayor Matt White said there would have to be
layoffs of between 25 to 30 percent of the municipality’s employees.
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Tax Revenue Plummets in Oil Producing States
By Rebecca Beitsch, Stateline Staff Writer
Low oil prices are putting a dent in the treasuries of many of the nation’s biggest oil-producing states, forcing them to cut
spending, raid rainy day funds or even reassess how they finance state government.
Monthly revenue from oil taxes has fallen by anywhere from 45 percent to 75 percent in the nation’s top 10 oil-producing
states since collection highs in July of last year, as the price per barrel of crude dropped from $103 in July to $54 in April.
Most of the top 10 oil-producing states tax the industry by the barrel taken out of the ground, with the rates varying from state
to state. As oil prices have dropped, the industry has pumped fewer barrels in some states because it’s become less cost effective.
Dependence on oil has also led to falling sales and income tax revenue in some states as the industry has laid off workers, cutting
3,000 jobs last month alone.
Some states tax oil differently. Pennsylvania, for instance, charges oil companies an impact fee, paying a fee for every drill.
California gets part of its oil tax revenue from a flat charge of 36 cents on each gallon pumped from the ground.
None of the states is feeling the pain quite like Alaska, which depends on oil tax revenue to fund three-quarters of state
government, the most of any state. The state’s monthly oil revenues have dropped by about 75 percent since the beginning of the fiscal
year, leaving a $3.6 billion deficit and a special session stalemate between legislators and independent Gov. Bill Walker that could
lead to a government shutdown if a budget isn’t passed soon.
This year’s budget crisis may not be Alaska’s last. The state has just enough money, $9 billion, in its rainy day fund to keep
government afloat for three more years, said Jerry Burnett, deputy commissioner for the state’s Department of Revenue.
That prompted Walker to call a three-day summit of leaders from a variety of industries next month to discuss what size of
state government the people of Alaska should expect and how it should be paid for.
“I suspect that if oil prices stay down that’s not going to be a revenue source big enough to fund government in Alaska, so
yes, I think the discussion is going to be along the lines of how big government needs to be and how we’re going to fund it,” Burnett
said of the summit.
Part of Alaska’s problem is the decline in oil production. The state has been dependent on two major oil fields for decades,
while new, smaller fields have been difficult to develop.
The situation is forcing lawmakers to consider other taxes or spending cuts to cover this year’s deficit and to finance state
government down the line.
“It’s now no longer the case where we have the price and production volume where we can depend on one source of income
for the budget. It’s time to diversify for sure,” said Republican state Rep. Paul Seaton. He has proposed extending the state’s income
tax to businesses registered as limited liability corporations, or LLCs, which currently don’t pay it.
House Minority Leader Chris Tuck, a Democrat, said the state should focus more on changing its oil tax policy by sticking to
its budget and limiting how much the state pays out in tax credits to the industry each year. Currently, oil companies are eligible for a
number of state tax credits based on exploration, development or production of oil. Once the state reviews the expenses, oil companies
are presented with a certificate which they can redeem any time for cash. Tuck thinks the state should not pay more than $500 million
a year in redemptions. Any certificates presented after that cap would be the first to get paid the following year.
Cuts to education and seniors’ programs also have been proposed this year to balance the budget. One program not being cut:
the dividends program, which pays Alaska residents a portion of oil tax revenue, which was almost $1,900 per person in 2014.
Tapping Rainy Day Funds
Other big oil states also are dealing with budget headaches as tax revenue shrinks.
When revenue from oil and gas royalties fell from $626 million in August to $550 million in February, New Mexico turned
to a reserve fund for $153 million to finance its $6 billion budget for next fiscal year.
“Falling oil revenues are a pretty big deal for us,” said Peter van Moorsel, New Mexico’s chief economist for the Legislative
Finance Committee. Even with falling prices, oil revenue still accounts for 16 percent of the state’s revenue, down from nearly 20
percent last year.
In Wyoming, the nation’s eighth biggest oil-producing state, legislators came into the session facing a $217 million shortfall,
largely a result of less oil and gas tax revenue. For every $5 drop in the price of a barrel of oil, the state loses $18 million in revenue,
and this year the state brought in about $125 million less than expected. For natural gas, it’s even worse, with the state losing $86
million for every $1 reduction in the price per thousand cubic feet.
To cover the loss, legislators used $184 million that otherwise would have gone into its rainy day fund to finance the state’s
$200 million supplemental budget for the coming year.
In Louisiana, the nation’s ninth largest oil-producing state, lawmakers currently are struggling to cover a $1.6 billion revenue
shortfall.
But Kristy Nichols, the state’s commissioner of administration, said falling oil prices are not the main culprit, although the
state is getting about $200 million less in oil tax revenue than predicted. Oil and natural gas taxes provide only about 13 percent of
state revenue, down from a high of 45 percent in the 1980s.
“The oil and gas industry and revenues are certainly important, but the reality for Louisiana is after the 1980s the state
learned some hard lessons about diversifying the economy,” Nichols said.
(Continued on page 5)
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Tax Revenue Plummets . . . continued from page 4
Other big oil states also have become less dependent on petroleum taxes for revenue. Texas, the nation’s biggest oil-producing state,
gets about 9 percent of its state revenue from oil taxes. In Oklahoma, the nation’s fifth biggest producer, oil taxes account for 6
percent of state revenue.
North Dakota Seeks Stability
North Dakota also has seen a dramatic fall in oil tax revenue, but the state reacted by lowering its oil tax with the goal of making
future revenues less volatile.
The state initially expected $8.3 billion in oil tax
revenue when finalizing its revenue forecast at the end of
last year. “Literally that day, oil prices started falling
significantly,” Pam Sharp, director of the state’s Office of
Management and Budget, said of the December day the
report was presented. “By January it was obvious to
everyone that that was obsolete.”
As the price of oil continued to fall, so did
estimates of how much tax revenue it would generate. By
the time March’s forecast was out, oil-tax revenue was
pegged at $3.4 billion.
To reduce the damaging effect of consistently low
prices in the future, the legislature changed the state’s oil
tax structure. It lowered the extraction tax from 6.5 percent
to 5 percent, but scrapped a “trigger” that reduces the tax
rate significantly once oil falls below $55.09 a barrel for
five consecutive months.
This year the price of oil has been below the
trigger price for four consecutive months. If the average
May price is below that amount, the state would get about
$75 million less in oil taxes a month until the average price
rises above $55 per barrel again.
Senate Appropriations Chairman Ray Holmberg, a
Republican, said removing the trigger removes some
uncertainty in tax revenue by guaranteeing the state won’t
lose millions of dollars if oil prices remain low. “It was
prudent because we reduced immensely the risk to state
income,” he said.
While the state may no longer have to worry about
the trigger, some foes of lowering the tax rate say the state
is sacrificing too much potential income.
“Dropping the extraction tax from 6.5 percent to 5
percent is not a 1.5 percent reduction, it’s a 23 percent
reduction,” said Senate Minority Leader Mac Schneider, a
Democrat who opposed lowering the rate. “That’s going to
be billions of losses in revenue in the long run.”
Stateline is a nonpartisan, nonprofit news service of the Pew Center on the States that provides daily reporting and analysis on trends in state policy.
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POSITIONS AVAILABLE
To check the municipal job opportunities click on

http://nmml.org/classifieds/positions-available/
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