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Help your community, make a few extra dollars, and contribute to our 
democracy by becoming a poll worker for the 2020 General Election. If 
you’re interested, fill out this form, also here, http://www.nmvote.org, and 
someone from your County Clerk’s office will contact you about next steps.  

Voting information below and on the following pages is copied from the New Mexico Secretary of State’s Voter 
Information Portal, https://www.sos.state.nm.us/voting-and-elections/voter-information-portal/, which also can be 
accessed here: http://www.nmvote.org.  

The 2020 ballot includes two proposed amendments to the New Mexico State Constitution. One aims to reduce the size 
of the Public Regulation Commission, limit its regulatory scope, and convert its route to membership from public election 
to political appointment. The second seeks “to allow the legislature to adjust the term of a state, county or district officer 
to align or stagger the election of officers for a particular state, county or district office throughout the state.” 

Further explanation of these proposals, and arguments for and against them, are reproduced from 
https://www.sos.state.nm.us/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020-Voter-Guide-English-FINAL.pdf. This document also 
addresses the ballot’s three General Bond questions regarding senior citizen facilities, libraries and schools.  

Space limitations force omission of other important voter information, including details on Absentee and Early Voting, 
Voters with Disabilities, the Voter Bill of Rights, the Native American Election Information Program, Voting and Domestic 
Violence, New Mexico Online Voter Registration, Voting Security and much more, all available through 
http://www.nmvote.org. 

Thanks to New Mexico’s Same Day Registration provision, you can register to vote through 
October 31. For more information call the McKinley County Clerk’s Office: (505) 863-6866. 
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Candidates 
All candidates on the sample ballot are listed below, each with a corresponding website. Some candidates are uncontested, and 
for some judges already seated, the question is whether they should be retained. 

www.Vote411.org includes position comparisons between some but not all candidates. 

Voters are not required to vote for every race on the ballot. Vote what you know. 

PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 

Howie Hawkins and Angela Nicole Walker: Green Party 

https://howiehawkins.us 

Jo Jorgensen and Jeremy “Spike” Cohen: Libertarian Party 

https://jo20.com 

Joseph R Biden and Kamala D Harris: Democratic Party 

https://joebiden.com 

Sheila “Samm” Tittle and Andy Carl Sandige: Constitution Party 

https://www.samm2020.com 

Donald J Trump and Mike Pence: Republican Party 

https://www.donaldjtrump.com 

Gloria La Riva and Sunil Freeman: Socialism and Liberation Party  

https://www.lariva2020.org 

UNITED STATES SENATOR  

Bob Walsh: Libertarian Party 

https://www.walshforsenate2020.us 

Mark V Ronchetti: Republican Party 

https://www.markronchetti.com 

Ben R Lujan: Democratic Party 

https://benraylujan.com 

UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE 

Yvette Herrell: Republican Party 

https://www.yvetteherrell.com 

Xochitl Torres Small: Democratic Party 

https://www.xochforcongress.com 

JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT 
POSITION 2 

Kerry J Morris: Republican Party 

https://www.facebook.com/Morris-for-Supreme-
Court-109048714178342/ 

David K Thompson: Democratic Party 

https://keepjusticethomson.com 

JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT  

POSITION 1 

Ned S Fuller: Republican Party 

https://ballotpedia.org/Ned_S._Fuller 

Shannon Bacon: Democratic Party 

https://keepjusticebacon.com/about 

 

STATE SENATOR, District 4 

George K Munoz: Democratic Party 

https://munozfornm.com 

Angela R Olive: Republican Party 

https://www.facebook.com/oilveusforNM/ 

STATE REPRESENTATIVE, District 6 

Karen Vanessa Chavez: Republican Party 

https://ballotpedia.org/Karen_Vanessa_Chavez 

Eliseo L Alcon: Democratic Party 

https://ballotpedia.org/Eliseo_Alcon 

Candidate listings continue  

on the next page 



JUDGE OF THE COURT OF APPEALS, POSITION 1 

Barbara V Johnson: Republican Party 

https://ballotpedia.org/Barbara_Johnson_(New_Mexico) 

Zach Ives: Democratic Party 

https://keepjudgeives.com 

JUDGE OF THE COURT OF APPEALS, POSITION 2 

Stephen P Curtis: Libertarian Party 

https://lpnm.us/stephen-curtis/ 

Shammara H Henderson: Democratic Party 

https://keepjudgehenderson.com 

Gertrude Lee: Republican Party 

https://ballotpedia.org/Gertrude_Lee 

JUDGE OF THE COURT OF APPEALS, POSITION 3 

Thomas C Montoya: Republican Party 

http://www.tommontoyaforcourtofappeals.com 

Jane B Yohalem: Democratic Party 

https://www.janeforjudge.com 

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 

11TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT, DIVISION 04 

Curtis R Gurley: Republican Party 

https://www.facebook.com/pg/keepjudgegurley/posts/ 

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 

11TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT, DIVISION 05 

R David Pederson: Democratic Party 

https://www.ballotready.org/nm/376950/433855 

DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

11TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT, DIVISION 02 

Bernadine Martin: Democratic Party 

https://www.ballotready.org/nm/new-mexico-new-
mexico-district-attorney-district-11-division-2-037f1221-
e47c-4c8b-add2-26fbc66ba27e/bernadine-martin 

COUNTY CLERK 

Edwin J Begay: Republican Party 

https://www.ballotready.org/nm/270349/337022 

Jacqueline Katherine Sloan Democratic Party 

https://www.ballotready.org/nm/270349/413337 

COUNTY TREASURER 

Charles Long: Democratic Party 

https://ballotpedia.org/Charles_Long_(New_Mexico) 

JUDICIAL RETENTION 

“Shall [each of the following judges] be retained as 

Judge of the…” 

Court of Appeals: Jacqueline R. Medina 

https://www.ballotready.org/nm/376937/jacqueline-r-

medina 

11th Judicial District, Division 1: Bradford J Dalley 

https://ballotpedia.org/Brad_Dalley 

11th Judicial District, Division 2: Louis E DePauli, Jr. 

https://ballotpedia.org/Louis_E._DePauli, Jr. 

11th Judicial District, Division 3: Sarah V Weaver 

https://www.ballotready.org/nm/new-mexico-new-mexico-

district-court-judge-district-11-division-3-retain-

weaver/sarah-v-weaver-b8f16c5b-c3b3-4161-ae05-

506ef85fd495 

11th Judicial District, Division 6: Dalene Ann Marsh  

https://ballotpedia.org/Daylene_Marsh 

11th Judicial District, Division 7: Robert A Aragon  

https://ballotpedia.org/Robert_A._Aragon 

11th Judicial District, Division 8: Karen L Townsend 

https://ballotpedia.org/Karen_L._Townsend 
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Constitutional Amendment 1 

PROPOSING TO AMEND THE CONSTITUTION OF NEW MEXICO TO PROVIDE THAT THE PUBLIC REGULATION COMMISSION 
CONSIST OF THREE MEMBERS APPOINTED BY THE GOVERNOR FROM A LIST OF PROFESSIONALLY QUALIFIED NOMINEES 
SUBMITTED TO THE GOVERNOR BY A NOMINATING COMMITTEE AS PROVIDED BY LAW AND THAT THE COMMISSION IS 
REQUIRED TO REGULATE PUBLIC UTILITIES AND MAY BE REQUIRED TO REGULATE OTHER PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANIES.  

Purpose 

Constitutional Amendment 1 would amend Article 11, Section 1 of the Constitution of New Mexico to reduce the number of Public 
Regulation Commission (PRC) members to three, with no more than two members from the same political party. Members would no 
longer be elected, but instead would be appointed for six-year terms by the governor, with the consent of the senate, from a list of 
nominees submitted to the governor through a newly established Public Regulation Commission Nominating Committee. 
Constitutional Amendment 1 would also amend Article 11, Section 2 of the Constitution of New Mexico to narrow the scope of the 
PRC's constitutionally granted regulatory powers to public utilities, while still allowing the legislature to assign responsibility for the 
regulation of other public service companies to the commission by law.  

Arguments For 

1. May allow for increased focus on ratepayer interests. An elected commission is a political commission, and the PRC may be even 
more so because its members are elected to represent specific districts in the state. When elected members represent districts 
instead of the entire state, their focus may be on regional electoral politics rather than the interests of ratepayers throughout the state. 
By insulating the commission from electoral politics, the commissioners may be better able to carry out their quasi-judicial duties in an 
unbiased fashion.  

2. Offers an opportunity to renew public trust. The PRC has suffered from controversy and lack of public trust throughout its existence, 
some of which can be attributed to the nature of electoral politics, whereby candidates may be elected based more on name 
recognition and political advertisements than on professional qualifications and technical expertise. The proposed amendment would 
provide for increased vetting of commissioners through the establishment of a Public Regulation Commission Nominating Committee 
that evaluates potential nominees and submits their names to the governor for appointment, followed by senate confirmation of those 
appointees. This process would insulate the selection of commissioners from the political process and better ensure that well-qualified 
individuals are chosen to serve on the PRC, resulting in a renewal of public trust in the PRC.  

3. New Mexico would join the vast majority of states that regulate utilities through governor-appointed commissions, including the 
neighboring states of Colorado, Utah and Texas. If this amendment is adopted, New Mexico would be following the lead of 38 other 
states that provide for governor-appointed utility regulation commissions. Given the highly complex and technical nature of public 
utility regulation, it makes sense that commissioners should be selected on the basis of knowledge and expertise, rather than political 
considerations. Moreover, the double-vetting process and staggered six-year terms required by this amendment should help ensure 
that only well-qualified individuals are considered for appointment to the PRC, while preventing governors from packing the 
commission with political appointees.              

4. Promotes a better understanding of the legal complexities inherent in regulating utilities. The PRC is a quasi-judicial body, and as 
such, it is critical that commissioners know and understand the law and the specifics of the subject areas they regulate. However, too 
often the New Mexico Supreme Court has overruled PRC decisions, resulting in costs to the state and sometimes calling into question 
the PRC's understanding of or regard for the legal complexities inherent in regulating the state's utilities. Improved screening and 
qualification requirements would help ensure that commissioners possess the experience and training necessary to make decisions 
within the complex legal framework that governs public utility regulation.  

Arguments Against 

1. Does not address recommended changes to the PRC that may better address the efficient functioning of the commission. The key 
to the efficient functioning of the PRC may not necessarily lie with the manner in which commissioners are appointed. In fact, a study 

Proposed Amendments to the State Constitution 
The following is copied directly from the “2020 GENERAL ELECTION GUIDE” to the ballot questions regarding “Proposed 
Constitutional Amendments & General Obligations Bonds,” published by the Office of the Secretary of State. A printed version of this 
Voter Guide is available at polling stations, and also can be found at https://www.sos.state.nm.us/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020-
Voter-Guide-English-FINAL.pdf. Due to space limitations only parts of the guide are reproduced here. For fuller understanding of the 
proposed amendments to the New Mexico State Constitution, and of the proposed General Obligation Bond questions on the ballot, 
the guide should be read in full. 
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by the National Regulatory Research Institute (NRRI) commissioned by the legislature in 2017 offered several recommendations to 
improve PRC operations. Those recommendations included establishing stable funding through the fees and assessments collected 
by the PRC from regulated industries as is the practice in most states, increasing staff salaries to attract and keep highly skilled 
engineers, accountants, economists, lawyers and other professional staff that are necessary to efficiently conduct rate cases, draft 
rules and advise the commissioners and increasing opportunities for staff to receive ongoing training and professional development. 
The proposed amendment does not address any of the many recommendations that could more effectively improve the PRC's 
operations.  

2. Does not change how the PRC actually functions. As noted above, the provisions of this amendment assume that any problems 
with the current PRC are related to the fact that it is an elected body. The amendment, however, leaves it up to the legislature to 
provide for how commissioners will be evaluated and what qualifications commissioners will be required to have. Under current law, 
the legislature already has the power to set qualifications and continuing education requirements for commissioners. It also has the 
power to address all of the issues raised by the 2017 NRRI report to the legislature. There is no guarantee that the legislature will 
appropriately fund the PRC to address the issues raised in the 2017 report simply because the commissioners are appointed rather 
than elected.  

3. Removes the electorate's ability to directly hold commissioners accountable for their actions. Removing voters' power to directly 
elect commissioners dilutes the power of the electorate by transferring that decision-making authority to the Public Regulation 
Commission Nominating Committee, governor and senate. Electing commissioners from their respective districts allows members of 
the public more direct oversight of their commissioners and the decisions those commissioners make. Removing the power to elect the 
commissioners by district may result in reduced geographical representation because appointed commissioners could reside 
anywhere in the state. Even if the commissioners were appointed from different regions of the state, each commissioner would 
necessarily represent more persons and a larger geographic area than under the current system.  

4. Changing the removal process for commissioners may result in delayed proceedings. The proposed amendment provides that a 
commissioner may be removed "for accepting anything of value from a person or entity whose charges for services to the public are 
regulated by the commission, malfeasance, misfeasance or neglect of duty", but a commissioner may only be removed by 
impeachment. Pursuant to Article 4, Section 35 of the Constitution of New Mexico, impeachment can only be exercised by a majority of 
the members of the House of Representatives and must be followed by a trial in the senate. Thus, impeachment of a commissioner 
may only occur when the legislature is convened in session or called into a special or extraordinary session, possibly delaying 
hearings required to respond to a serious allegation against a serving commissioner. Currently, the Constitution of New Mexico 
provides to the New Mexico Supreme Court the jurisdiction to remove a commissioner for cause, which may provide for a more timely 
response.  

Constitutional Amendment 2 

PROPOSING TO AMEND ARTICLE 20, SECTION 3 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF NEW MEXICO TO PERMIT THE ADJUSTMENT BY LAW 
OF TERMS OF NONSTATEWIDE ELECTED OFFICERS AND TO STANDARDIZE THE DATE AN OFFICER BEGINS TO SERVE.  

Purpose 

Constitutional Amendment 2 proposes to amend Article 20, Section 3 of the Constitution of New Mexico to allow the legislature to 
adjust the term of a state, county or district officer to align or stagger the election of officers for a particular state, county or district 
office throughout the state. No statewide elective office would be subject to adjustment. The proposed amendment also clarifies that 
officers elected to fill a vacancy in office shall take office on the first day of January following their election.  

Arguments For 

1. Provides the legislature with the constitutional authority to ensure uniformity of elections and balance the number of offices on the 
ballot. This constitutional amendment is a natural and necessary extension of the legislature's intent demonstrated by the passage of 
House Bill 407 (2019). This law changed and updated numerous provisions throughout the Election Code to standardize the election 
dates for certain elected officials and balance out the number of county and district officers on the ballot in any given election year. In a 
legal case that followed the passage of this law, the New Mexico Supreme Court ultimately held, in part, that if the legislature wishes to 
alter the election dates of officers whose terms are enumerated in the constitution for the purpose of ensuring uniformity, this must be 
first permitted through a constitutional amendment. This amendment would effectively amend the Constitution of New Mexico to allow 
for the enforcement of those statutory provisions.  

2. Provides the legislature with a tool to address election cycle concerns without requiring individual constitutional amendments for 
each office. Without this constitutional amendment, if the legislature determines that it is necessary to change the election cycle in 
which a state, county or district officer is elected to provide for consistency in the timing of elections for that office or to balance the 
number of offices appearing on the ballot, the legislature must first pass and the voters must adopt a constitutional amendment for 
each relevant office. The legislature is prohibited from extending or shortening the terms of constitutional officers to stagger or align 
them on the same ballot in the same election year without a constitutional amendment being presented to and adopted by the voters. If 
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stand-alone constitutional amendments must be adopted to address these election cycle concerns, the one-time adjustments to the 
terms of individual offices in the constitution will clutter the constitution with provisions that are temporal in nature, which is antithetical 
to the enduring nature of constitutions. This proposed constitutional amendment, however, would allow the legislature to adjust the 
number of offices on the presidential or gubernatorial general election ballot without needing to propose a constitutional amendment 
for each relevant office, thus allowing the legislature to expediently address these election concerns when they arise and preventing 
the constitution from being filled with temporary provisions.  

3. Includes protections against legislative overreach in amending terms of certain elected officers. The proposed amendment protects 
against legislative overreach in arbitrarily changing the terms of certain elected officers by requiring the legislature to adopt specific 
legislative findings supporting an adjustment. In order for the legislature to make an adjustment, the legislature must find that the 
adjustment is necessary for consistency in the timing of elections for that office or to balance the number of offices appearing on the 
ballot. This requirement is unique and requires a level of deliberateness and intention by the legislature. The proposed amendment 
also limits the reach of any law by limiting a one-time adjustment to two years. This limitation effectively adjusts a term no more than 
necessary to accomplish the desired alignment. Further, persons elected to affected offices are protected and not penalized. In 
running for a second term for an office, if the person's first term is extended, the extended term is only to be counted as one term, and 
a shortened term is not to be considered a term for the purposes of any limitation on the number of terms an officer may serve.  

4. Addresses election cycle issues and increases efficiency. Balancing the number of contests appearing on a ballot during alternating 
election cycles and implementing a standardized start date for all newly elected officers may help alleviate issues created by an 
overloaded or long ballot and increase efficiency in the state's administration of elections and training. An overloaded or long ballot 
may result in longer lines at the ballot box and voter fatigue when there are "too many" offices up for grabs. A more balanced ballot 
could provide voters with a better opportunity to educate themselves about the candidates and their positions, and therefore make 
more informed choices. A balanced ballot could also create the perception among voters that there is an equal number of important 
races during alternating election cycles, thereby increasing voter turnout. In addition, balancing the number of contests appearing on a 
ballot between election cycles and implementing a standardized start date for all newly elected officers may increase efficiency by 
allowing the state to plan for, organize and carry out the election and training of statewide and non-statewide officers at the same time.  

Arguments Against 

1. Expands the legislature's constitutional power over election policy and requires use of legislative findings that are not typical of 
constitutional provisions. The proposed amendment expands the legislature's constitutional power over election policy issues and 
could be legally challenged. It requires a legislative finding that an adjustment is necessary "to provide for consistency in the timing of 
elections for that office or to balance the number of offices appearing on the ballot". While this provides some guidance, it may allow 
the legislature to amend terms for other reasons as long as the finding states that it is meant to provide for consistency or balance. 
This possibility for other motivating reasons demonstrates that the finding requirement may not be as exacting as it may appear. 
Furthermore, this finding requirement does not exist in any other provision of the Constitution of New Mexico and is generally at odds 
with legislative style.  

2. May not be narrowly tailored to address the problem the proposed constitutional amendment is trying to solve. There are a small 
number of state, county and district positions throughout the state that may need to be aligned on the same ballot or staggered in 
different election cycles. The proposed constitutional amendment may be overly broad and not sufficiently tailored to address the 
problem it is trying to solve. The constitutional amendment does not address only those offices that are in need of being aligned or 
staggered on the presidential or gubernatorial general election ballots, but it gives the legislature broad discretion to change the 
election cycle in which a state, county or district officer is elected, provided that the legislature includes the required finding in the 
legislation that adjusts the election cycles.  

3. Shortening or lengthening of terms may be inequitable. As a result of this amendment, some incumbent officeholders will gain an 
extra two years in office, while others will serve terms that expire two years early for reasons unrelated to their performance. 
Incumbents seeking reelection after a shortened term could be disadvantaged by the adjustment because they will have had only two 
years in office to accomplish their goals, gain constituent support and prepare for a reelection campaign. Additionally, during the 
period when election cycles are being synchronized, term limits will not apply to the affected offices. At the time of an election, voters 
elect candidates and candidates run for office with the expectation that the winner will serve a four-year term and that term limits will 
apply. Whether an incumbent's term is shortened or extended, the end result may implicate the democratic process and may be 
inequitable to both voters and officeholders because it occurs retroactively after the officer has been elected. This amendment may 
undermine their expectations and act against their interests.  

4. Benefits to voters are unclear. Proposed changes to election policy require careful scrutiny; in particular, assessing whether and 
how the changes would affect voters' ability to participate in the election process. This amendment does not provide any clear benefit 
to voters. Whether all New Mexico voters are scheduled to vote for their county or district officers during the same election cycle 
serves no purpose for voters. The residents of a county or a district are the only voters who are eligible to participate in an election for 
officers of the county or district, and are, therefore, unaffected by the outcomes of corresponding contests held in other parts of the 
state. Without evidence that the existing election cycle distribution burdens voters, there is no clear justification for a constitutional 
amendment that would allow a change to the status quo.  


