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Editorial: Recommendations On Proposed
Amendments

Here are the Journal’s recommendat ions for the f ive proposed amendments to the New Mexico
Const itut ion on the general elect ion ballot :

Amendment No. 2 — Allows the Legislature to establish increased qualif icat ions and cont inuing
educat ion for commissioners on the Public Regulat ion Commission — Yes.

The PRC is one of  the most powerful and least understood governmental bodies in New Mexico.
Its commissioners have broad responsibilit ies to regulate everything from how much residents pay
for natural gas and electricity and health insurance to who can start  up a taxi service. And current ly
they only have to be 18 years old, a resident of  New Mexico for a year, a resident of  the district
they want to represent and have no felony convict ions.

It  is nonsensical to say that because the president of  the United States does not have to meet
educat ion and/or experience qualif icat ions for the job, neither should PRC commissioners. The job
is a quasi-judicial one that af fects the lives and wallets of  every resident in the state, and
commissioners should have at  minimum a working understanding of  the law and the complex
f inancial and technical subject  areas they regulate. Whether this knowledge comes from
educat ion, work history or cont inuing educat ion will be up to the Legislature, but it  is essent ial
commissioners have that knowledge. The Journal recommends a “yes” vote on Amendment No. 2.

Amendment No. 3 — Removes the dut ies to charter and regulate corporat ions from the Public
Regulat ion Commission — Yes.

Regulat ing ut ilit ies and telecommunicat ions are broad and intricate responsibilit ies in and of
themselves; requiring the PRC to also charter and regulate corporat ions has taken away from its
ability to focus on that core mission. The PRC’s corporat ions bureau is known for bad customer
service, delays and exorbitant up-charges to perform its tasks in a t imely fashion. Rather than
offering a business-friendly, one-stop shop at  the Secretary of  State’s Off ice, the way 41 other
states do, the current setup requires some businesses to negot iate a Byzant ine registrat ion
system fraught with incompetence. The Journal recommends a “yes” vote on Amendment No. 3.

Amendment No. 4 — Removes the duty to regulate insurance companies and others engaged in
risk assumption from the Public Regulat ion Commission — Yes.

The PRC appoints its superintendent of  insurance, who in turn approves rates and policies for
health, life, property, auto and t it le insurance. Once again this responsibility takes away from the
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core mission of  ut ility regulat ion, and in the process gives short  shrif t  to what is considered one of
the most complicated areas related to public policy. It  is disturbing that the PRC would hold public
hearings on something its members have no expert ise in — actuarial science, law and the ent it ies,
items or services that insurance covers.

In fact , the PRC’s insurance division is problemat ic in large part  because the head of  the division
has to answer to f ive polit icians with dif fering agendas. In 16 years under the PRC, every
superintendent of  insurance has either been f ired or forced to resign.

A glaring example of  the failure of  the PRC’s insurance division is in three years it  has failed to
implement reduct ions in t it le insurance rates, giving New Mexicans lit t le conf idence it  will be able to
adequately ensure the complex Affordable Care Act is implemented correct ly, especially
considering the Supreme Court  ruling. This amendment would create an independent Off ice of  the
Superintendent of  Insurance. The Journal recommends a “yes” vote on Amendment No. 4.

This editorial first appeared in the Albuquerque Journal. It was written by members of the editorial
board and is unsigned as it represents the opinion of the newspaper rather than the writers.
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