BOARD OF COUNTY COWMM SSI ONERS, WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA
TUESDAY 3:00 P.M JANUARY 12, 1999
PRESENT:

Jim Gl | oway, Chairnman

Ted Short, Vice Chairmn

Joanne Bond, Comm ssi oner

Pete Sferrazza, Conm ssioner

Ji m Shaw, Comm ssi oner

Any Harvey, County Clerk

Katy Sinon, County Manager

Maureen Gi swold, Legal Counsel (until 3:30 p.m)
Madel yn Shi pman, Legal Counsel (from 3:30 p.m)

The Board net in regular session in the Comm ssion Chanbers of the Washoe County Adninistration Conplex, 1001 East Ninth Street,
Reno, Nevada. Followi ng the pledge of allegiance to the flag of our Country, the Clerk called the roll and the Board conducted the
foll owi ng busi ness:

99- 6 AGENDA

In accordance with the Open Meeting Law, on notion by Conm ssioner Bond, seconded by Conm ssioner Shaw, which notion duly carried,
Chai rman Gal |l oway ordered that the agenda for the January 12, 1999, neeting be approved with the foll owi ng anendnent:

Del ete Item 10;
a recomendati on concerning new class specification and salary range for Deputy Sheriff.

PUBLI C COMVENTS
There was no response to the call for public comments.
M NUTES

Chairman Galloway clarified the intent of remarks he had made on Decenber 8, 1998, during discussions concerning the County
Manager's appointing authority (see Item 98-1160) stating that it was not his intent to invalidate M. Bricca's comments, but
rather just to say that M. Bricca was probably going beyond the scope of the agenda item and that as far as the theory versus
reality coments, he was just saying that there are other theories and other points of view

On notion by Comm ssioner Bond, seconded by Commi ssioner Shaw, which notion duly carried with Comni ssioners Sferrazza and Short
abst ai ni ng, Chairman Gal | oway ordered that the m nutes of the regular neetings of Novenmber 24, 1998 and Decenber 8, 1998,
including the clarification coments nmade by the Chairnman, be approved.

99-7 KENNEL PERM T APPEAL - CHERYL L. LARUM

Katie Stevens, Aninmal Control O ficer, reviewed background information concerning an application received from Cheryl Larumto
keep ten Anmerican Bull Terriers at 20446 Cooke Drive in Pleasant Valley. She stated that these dogs are also known as Pit Bulls or
Pit Bull Terriers; that Ms. Larumcurrently resides in California and is purchasing subject property contingent upon receiving a
kennel permt; and that her kennel plans neet the ordinance requirenents. Ms. Stevens further stated that 13 nei ghbors were
notified of the application and three objections have been received.

Applicant Cheryl Larumdistributed copies of letters fromher current neighbors attesting that her dogs did not cause problens.
Ms. Larum stated that her dogs are show dogs; that she has sone of the top dogs in the nation; that they are never a problem that



she is willing to fence the entire property with 6-foot chain |ink; and that she brings the dogs in at night. In response to
Commi ssi oner Bond, Ms. Larum expl ai ned that she does breed one or two litters per year; that she does not keep the puppies; and
that she never has any trouble selling the puppies. In response to Chairman Gal |l oway, she stated that she does not allow her dogs
to bark; that her dogs are very well-nmannered and do obey her; and that is why she does so well in the showring with them

Ms. Stevens and Ms. Larumthen responded to Board questions concerning other kennel permits in the vicinity, size and |ocation of
subj ect property, and proximty to the closest neighbors. Ms. Stevens presented information concerning the process and the kenne
perm t ordi nances for the benefit of the new Board nenbers. A discussion ensued regarding the difference between a comercial and
a non-commerci al kennel and Ms. Stevens advised that Aninmal Control does send every kennel permnit application to the Business

Li cense Division of the Departnent of Community Devel opnment who investigates and deternmines whether it is a comercial kennel or a
residential, hobbyist-type kennel

Chai rman Gall oway then called on those wishing to speak for or against the kennel permt.

Gary Powell, current owner of the property, spoke in support of granting the pernmt and expl ained that the daylight basenment in
the hone will be the perfect place for bringing the dogs in at night.

M. and Ms. Zittle of 20209 South Virginia, Gary Funkhouser of 20211 Hi ghway 395 South, and George Mahaffey of 20217 South

Virginia Street, spoke in opposition to granting the kennel pernmit. The issues and concerns they cited were that there will be
nore dogs barking in a nei ghborhood that already has a barking problem that Animal Control did not informthemthe dogs were Pit
Bulls; that there is a large problemw th Coyotes in the area and nore dogs will just make that worse; that they feel selling dogs
is a comercial use and this should require a special use pernmt; that there will be an odor problemfromthe kennels; and that

there are nei ghborhood children who m ght get a little m schievous and bother the dogs.

Speaki ng in support of the application were Cody Larum the applicant's son, and El ena Zam the applicant's niece, who stated that
Ms. Larum s dogs do not bark; that her dogs are very well behaved; that if something does disturb them and sone of them do bark,
she quiets them and they do obey her; that she keeps her kennels very, very clean; that odor would never be a problen and that
the dogs are not dangerous as they were not raised that way.

The Board di scussed various conditions that could be placed on the permt as well as revocation procedures. In her rebuttal, Ms.
Larum stated that she would be willing to do whatever the Board asks, except for de-barking the animals, and offered to fence the
property with solid board rather than chain Iink, either the whole property or a nore conpact area since the property is on a

sl ope. In response to Comm ssioner Short, Ms. Larum stated that |ast year there was only one litter of four puppies.

Fol l owi ng further discussion, on notion by Comm ssioner Shaw, seconded by Comm ssioner Bond, which notion duly carried with
Conmi ssi oners Sferrazza and Short voting "no," Chairman Gall oway ordered that a kennel permit be granted to Cheryl Larumto keep
ten American Bull Terriers at 20446 Cooke Drive subject to the follow ng conditions:

1. Solid board fencing is to be installed, either on the perineter of the property or a smaller area depending on the sl ope and
t opography of the property, so that the others' ability to see the dogs, and vice-versa, will be minimzed as nmuch as possible

2. Continuation of the permit will be subject to a review by the Board after six nmonth's of occupancy.
99-8 NORTH CAL- NEVA RESOURCE CONSERVATI ON & DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL, INC. - 1998/ 99 SPONSOR FEE

In response to Board questions at the Caucus meeting, Katy Sinmon, County Manager, advised that the anobunt of the sponsorship is
$300 and that it has been paid out of a Dues account in the Manager's budget for several years.

On nmotion by Comm ssi oner Bond, seconded by Commi ssioner Shaw, which notion duly carried, Chairman Gall oway ordered that the
annual sponsor fee for the North Cal -Neva Resource Conservation and Devel opnment Council, Inc., for the fiscal year August 1, 1998
t hrough July 30, 1999, be approved.

99-9 DRI VER SELECTI ON AND TRAI NI NG POLI CY - RI SK MANAGEMENT



County Manager Katy Sinon advised that the proposed Drivers' Safety and Training Policy does include the County Conmi ssioners.

Upon recomendati on of Kevin Chadw ck, Ri sk Management Division, on notion by Conm ssioner Bond, seconded by Commi ssioner Shaw,
whi ch notion duly carried, Chairman Gall oway ordered that the revised Driver Selection and Training Policy, attached to the agenda
menor andum and pl aced on file with the Cl erk, be adopted.

99-10 RESOLUTI ON - | NCREASI NG CHANGE FUND - SHERI FF' S OFFI CE - RECORDS SECTI ON

Upon recomrendation of Bill Berrum Treasurer, on notion by Commi ssioner Bond, seconded by Comr ssioner Shaw, which notion duly
carried, it was ordered that the follow ng resolution be adopted and that Chairman Gall oway be authorized to execute on behal f of
Washoe County:

RESOLUTI ON
| NCREASI NG CHANGE FUND FROM $150 TO $200 FOR WASHCE COUNTY SHERI FF' S OFFI CE, RECORDS DI VI SI ON

WHEREAS, the Board of County Conmi ssioners of Washoe County, pursuant to NRS 354.609, has the authority to create and
fund Change Fund accounts; and

WHEREAS, the Washoe County Sheriff's O fice, Records Division, has requested an increase in their Change Fund from
$150.00 to $200.00 to assist in the adnm nistration of that office;

NOW THEREFORE, BE | T RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COWVM SSI ONERS OF WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA, as foll ows:

1. That, pursuant to the provisions of NRS 354.609, the County Treasurer and County Conptroller are hereby authorized
and directed to take all necessary steps to establish and account for a $50.00 increase in the Change Fund (for a tota
of $200) for the Washoe County Sheriff's O fice, Records Division

2. That the above mentioned additional $50.00 will be transferred fromthe Washoe County Treasurer's Commercial Bank
Account .

3. That said Change Fund be used exclusively for transactions related to the Washoe County Sheriff's O fice, Records
Di vi si on.

4. That the Sheriff's O fice Records Manager shall henceforth be held accountable for the Change Fund authorized by this
resol ution.

5. That the County Clerk is directed to distribute copies of this resolution to the Washoe County Treasurer
Conmptroller, Sheriff's Ofice Records Manager and the Nevada Departnent of Taxation.

99-11 HEALTH CARE ASSI STANCE PROGRAM ( HCAP) CLIENTS - SOCI AL SECURI TY AND/ OR SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY | NCOVE - COST OF LIVING
I NCREASE - SOCI AL SERVI CES

Upon recomendati on of May Shelton, Director, Social Services Departnment, on notion by Commi ssioner Bond, seconded by Conmi ssioner
Shaw, which motion duly carried, Chairman Gall oway ordered that the County Health Care Assistance Program (HCAP) clients who are
in adult group care and who are recipients of Social Security and/or Supplemental Security Incone (SSI) be allowed to keep their
1.3% cost-of-living increase for the nonth of January, 1999, to help neet sone of their personal needs.

99-12 ACCEPTANCE OF DONATI ON - ROBERT Z. HAWKI NS FOUNDATION - SHERI FF - D. A R E. PROGRAM

Upon recomendati on of Sheriff Richard Kirkland, on notion by Conm ssioner Bond, seconded by Conm ssioner Shaw, which notion duly
carried, Chairman Gall oway ordered that a $2,000.00 donation fromthe Robert Z. Hawkins Foundation to be used for the DDA RE
Program be accepted with the Board's gratitude.



99-13 ACCEPTANCE OF DONATI ON - RENO RODEO FOUNDATI ON - MCGEE CENTER - JUVEN LE SERVI CES

Upon recomrendation of Brian Mrch, Senior Adm nistrative Analyst, on notion by Comr ssioner Bond, seconded by Conm ssioner Shaw,
whi ch notion duly carried, Chairnman Gall oway ordered that a $2,500.00 donation fromthe Reno Rodeo Foundation to the MGee Center
for recreation supplies be accepted with the Board' s gratitude and that the Conptroller be authorized to make the appropriate

account changes increasing revenues (12931D 5802- Donations) and expenditures (12931D 7266- Recreati on Supplies) by $2,500.00 each

99-14 DI SI NTERMENT OF HUMAN REMAINS - HEALTH

Upon recomrendati on of Janmes Begbie, Acting District Health O ficer, on notion by Conm ssioner Bond, seconded by Conm ssioner
Shaw, which nmotion duly carried, Chairman Gall oway ordered that the Request for Disinterment from John V. Ml arkey to disinter and
remove the remains of John Bernard Mal arkey, his father, from Qur Mther of Sorrows Cenetery in Reno, Nevada, to be reinterred at
Par adi se Cenetery, Paradise, California, be approved noting that the cause of death was not due to a contagious or | oathsone

di sease.

99- 15 ACCEPTANCE OF AND REQUEST TO PURSUE GRANTS - SENI OR SERVI CES

Upon recomendati on of Karen Mabry, Director, Senior Services, on notion by Commr ssioner Bond, seconded by Conm ssioner Shaw,
which notion duly carried, Chairman Gall oway ordered that the FY98-99 Nutrition Grant Award fromthe Division for Aging Services
in the anobunt of $431, 400 be accepted and that the establishnment of specific revenue and expendi ture accounts be approved as
fol |l ows:

I ncrease Revenue Account 25449G 4301 $431, 400
I ncrease Expenditures Account 25449G 7392 $431, 400

It was further ordered that the Director of Washoe County Senior Services be authorized to pursue a grant fromthe Human Service
Consortiumin the amount of $100, 000 for the purpose of providing case managenent, |egal assistance, and adult day-care as an
i nterdisciplinary approach to avoiding premature institutionalization

99- 16 RESI GNATI ON AND APPO NTMENT - WASHOE COUNTY SENI OR SERVI CES BOARD OF TRUSTEES

Upon recommendati on of Karen Mabry, Director, Senior Services, who submtted additional information in response to Conm ssi oner
Sferrazza's questions at Caucus concerning the recruitment and sel ection process for new nenbers, on notion by Comm ssioner Bond,
seconded by Conm ssi oner Shaw, which notion duly carried, Chairman Gall oway ordered that the resignation of Merwin Stravers from
the Senior Services Board of Trustees be accepted and that Ms. Bobbeye Bowes be appointed to fill M. Stravers unexpired termto
July 1, 2000.

99-17 PROFESSI ONAL SERVI CES AGREEMENT & CONTI NGENCY TRANSFER - AUDI T OF SPARKS CONSTABLE' S OFFI CE - FI NANCE

It was noted that when the County took possession of the Sparks Constable's records, it was determ ned that an enmergency existed
whi ch woul d require professional accounting services; and that the accounting firm of Kohn Col odny LLP was retained to provide
audi ting services, in an amount not-to-exceed $42,000, to organize the records obtained fromthe Sparks Constable pursuant to the
authority granted to the County Manager by NRS 332. 055.

Pursuant to questions at Caucus, Katy Sinon, County Manager, advised that the performance bond for elected officials cannot be
used for auditing the outstanding accounts that were inherited fromthe Sparks Constable's office, but that staff wll pursue
every avail able recourse to get reinbursenent for these expenses; and that the performance bond woul d be used for any expenditures
resulting fromclains agai nst the accounts supervi sed by the Sparks Constabl e.

John Sherman, InterimFinance Director, added that $6,496 has al ready been spent out of the $42,000; and that he understands the
Board's explicit direction that the County will not waive any potential right to proceed against the former Sparks Constable and
to pursue any and all legal remedies to recover these costs necessary to put the records in order



In response to Comni ssioner Sferrazza, M. Sherman explained the history of the situation with the Sparks Constable and stated
that the Sparks Constable was asked to cooperate in the transition and to provide the records, files, etc., but no cooperation was
received; that the County did, in fact, have to go to Court twice, once to get a District Court Order to get the records and once
to get an Order to acquire the trust account where sonme of the garni shment funds were kept; and that what staff ended up with was
24 boxes of files that were in no particular order. He further stated that there was no index to these docunents and no accounting
records as to anounts paid or amobunts still owed on these garni shnents.

Commi ssi oner Sferrazza stated that the only way he could support approving this recommendation is if it includes pursuing any and
all methods, including the elected official's performance bond, to recover the $42, 000.

Upon recomendati on of John Sherman, InterimDirector, Finance Division, on notion by Conm ssioner Sferrazza, seconded by
Conmi ssi oner Short, which notion duly carried, Chairman Gall oway ordered that:

1. a professional service agreement (purchase order) between Washoe County and the accounting firm of Kohn Col odny LLP, in an
amount not to exceed $42,000, for the purpose of determi ning the bal ances on individual garni shnents being processed by the Sparks
Constabl e's office and to organi ze and i ndex garni shment and rel ated documentation, be retroactively approved; and

2. a transfer of $42,000 from Contingency (Account 001-1890-7328) to O her Professional Services (001-1031-7140) be approved,
conti ngent upon staff pursuing any and all |egal renedies, including the elected official's performance bond, to recover the
$42, 000.

99-18 CONTI NGENCY TRANSFER - COVMUNI TY SUPPORT

Upon recomrendati on of Anna Heenan, Senior Adm nistrative Analyst, on notion by Comr ssioner Bond, seconded by Conm ssioner Shaw,
which notion duly carried, Chairnman Galloway ordered that a transfer of $5,000 fromthe Contingency Fund (Account 001-1890-7328)
to the Community Support Program (Account 001-18136-7290) be approved.

99-19 APPROPRI ATI ONS TRANSFER - CORONER

Upon recomrendation of Brian Mrch, Senior Admnistrative Analyst, on notion by Comni ssioner Bond, seconded by Conm ssioner Shaw,
whi ch notion duly carried, Chairnman Gall oway ordered that appropriation transfers within the Coroner's Departnent, i.e., $1,000
from 1531-7250, O fice Supplies, to 1531-7620, Travel, be acknow edged.

99- 20 RESOLUTI ON - | NCLI NE VI LLAGE EROSI ON CONTROL PRQIECTS - NEVADA TAHOE BOND ACT - PUBLI C WORKS

Upon recomendation of Kinble Corbridge, Engineer, through Dave Roundtree, Public Wbrks Director, on notion by Conm ssioner Bond,
seconded by Conmi ssioner Shaw, which notion duly carried, it was ordered that the follow ng resol uti on be adopted and Chairnman
Gal | oway be authorized to execute:

RESOLUTI ON

A Resol ution of the Washoe County Board of Conm ssioners approving the application for State Bond Erosion Control Funds | NCLINE
VI LLAGE EROSI ON CONTROL PROJECTS

WHEREAS, the Nevada Tahoe Conservation District has been assigned the adm nistration of the program and has set up
necessary procedures governing the program and

WHEREAS t he County of Washoe receives nunerous requests fromthe Incline Village General |nprovenent District (1VG D)
and property owners to subnit applications to the State of Nevada Division of State Lands (DI VISION) for financia
assi stance; and

WHEREAS, the adopted procedures established by the DIVISION require that the governing board for the area of the project
nmust certify by resolution the application of the proposed projects, including all understanding and assurances



contai ned therein, and availability of matching funds prior to subm ssion of said applications to the DI VISION, and

WHEREAS, the VA D and property owners are willing to pay all required matching funds and/or services at no cost to
Washoe County;

NOW THEREFORE, BE | T RESOLVED that the proposed Incline Village Erosion Control Projects be approved for subnmission to
t he DI VI SI ON

BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED t hat the County of Washoe does hereby allow the sponsoring party to provide the required matching
funds and/or services.

BE I T FURTHER RESOLVED that if the matching funds are not provided by the sponsoring party, that this resolution will be
void and of no effect.

BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED t hat the Board of County Conmm ssioners does hereby appoint the Director of Public Wrks as agent
of the Board of County Conmmi ssioners to conduct all negotiations, execute and submit all docunents including
applications, agreements, billing statenents, and so on which may be necessary for the conpletion of the requested
erosion control projects.

It was further ordered that the Chairman be authorized to approve and accept admi nistrative funds fromthe Nevada Tahoe Bond Act,
if offered.

99-21 ACCEPT GRANT OF EASEMENT & | RREVOCABLE OFFER OF DEDI CATI ON - SOUTH MEADOWS OFFI CE | NVESTORS, LLC - WATER RESOURCES

Upon recomrendati on of John Collins, Manager, Utility Services Division, through Ed Schmidt, Director, Departnent of Water
Resources, on notion by Comr ssi oner Bond, seconded by Comnmi ssioner Shaw, which notion duly carried, it was ordered that the grant
of easenent and offer of dedication from South Meadows O fice Investors, L.L.C., as Grantor and Offerors and Washoe County as
Grantee and Offeree, for the operation and nai ntenance of water facilities and appurtenances |ocated on a map attached to the
Grant of Easenment (exhibit "A") and placed on file with the Clerk be accepted; that Chairmn Galloway be authorized to execute;
and that the Uility Services Division Manager be directed to record same with the County Recorder's O fice.

99-22 GRANT APPLI CATI ONS - HAZARDOUS NMATERI AL GRANTS - STATE OF NEVADA, EMERGENCY RESPONSE COWM SSI ON - EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

In response to questions at Caucus, Katy Sinon, County Manager, advised that the only future obligation on these grants is the
staff tine to conplete the grant conpliance, the accounting for the grant, and the actual training for the grant; and that there
are no other fiscal obligations.

Upon recomrendation of Press Clewe, Division of Emergency Managenent, on notion by Commi ssioner Bond, seconded by Comnri ssioner
Shaw, which nmotion duly carried, the Board acknow edged that the Division of Energency Managenent subnitted applications for two
State of Nevada, Enmergency Response Conm ssion, Hazardous Material Training grants in the anount of $12,950. 00.

99- 23 WATER RI GHTS DEED - S| ERRA PACI FI C POAER COMPANY - W LD HAWK RI DGE, PHASE 2

Upon recomendati on of John Collins, Manager, Utility Services Division, through Ed Schmidt, Director, Departnent of Water
Resources, on notion by Comnr ssioner Shaw, seconded by Conmi ssioner Bond, which notion duly carried, it was ordered that the
foll owi ng actions be taken regarding WIld Hawk Ri dge, Phase 2, a subdivision within Spanish Springs:

1. The Water Rights Deed for 38.94 acre feet of surface water rights froma portion of Claim88 and 88A, further changed by
Application 63785, between Sierra Pacific Power Conpany, as Grantor, and Washoe County, as Grantee, be approved and Chairnman
Gal | oway be authorized to execute;

2. The Utility Services Division Manager be directed to record the Water Rights Deed with the County Recorder

Conmmi ssi oner Sferrazza indicated that he spoke with M. Schnmdt and M. Collins earlier who answered his questions from Caucus



concerning how the yield of water rights is determ ned.
99-24 AWARD OF BI D - MOSQUI TO ABATEMENT PRODUCTS - BID NO. 2126-99 - DI STRI CT HEALTH DEPARTMENT

This was the tinme to consider award of bid, Notice to Bidders for receipt of seal ed bids having been published in the Reno
Gazette-Journal on Decenber 1, 1998, for npbsquito abatenent products for the District Health Departnent. Proof was nmde that due
and | egal Notice had been given.

Bi ds, copies of which were placed on file with the Clerk, were received fromthe foll owi ng vendors:

Fenni nore Chemni cal s
Target Specialty Products, Inc.
Zanus Cor porati on

Gol den Bear O | Specialties submitted a "no-bid" response; the bid received fromVan Waters & Rogers was disqualified because it
was not signed; and Abbott Laboratories, Public Health Equi pmrent and Supply Inc., and Zoecon Corporation failed to respond to the
invitation to bid.

M ke Sul l ens, Purchasing Department, was present and responded to Board questi ons.

Upon recomendation of John Bal entine, Purchasing and Contracts Adm nistrator, on notion by Conm ssioner Sferrazza, seconded by
Conmi ssi oner Short, which notion duly carried, Chairman Gall oway ordered that Bid No. 2126-99 for npbsquito abatenent products for
the District Health Departnment be awarded as foll ows:

Bl DDER

Fenni nore Chem cal s

BID | TEM DESCRI PTI ONV BRAND COST

2. VECTOBAC 12- AS Packaged 2 per carton, 2 1/2 gal. container $ 20.00 per gal

6. PYROCI DE #7067: Mosquito foggi ng concentrate in 5 gal druns $110. 00 per gal

7. W TCO, GOLDEN BEAR # 1356: Packaged in 55 gal druns $ 5.00 per gal

9. ABBOTT or TEKNAR (B.T.1.) liquid packaged in 5-gal containers $ 20.00 per gal

10. ABBOTT or TEKNAR (B.T.1.) powder, packaged in 25# containers $575. 00 per ctn.
(or $23.00 per #

11. ABBOTT or TEKNAR (B.T.l.) GRANULES packaged in 40# containers $ 60.00 per ctn.

1. VECTOBAC TECH POWDER: packaged 25-pound druns $ 23.00 per Ib.

(Material is to be ordered fromthis supplier, if order is less than $1,000 per order.)

Bl DDER

Target Specialty Products, Inc.

BID | TEM DESCRI PTI O\ BRAND COST

1. VECTOBAC TECH PONDER: packaged 25-pound drums $ 21.74 per |b.

(Material is to be ordered fromthis supplier, if order is nore than $1, 000 per order.)

Bl DDER

Zanus Cor p.

BID | TEM DESCRI PTI ON/ BRAND CosT

3. ZOECON ALTOSI D LI QUI D LARVACI DE 1 gal container $217. 35 per gal



. ZOECON ALTCSI D 30 DAY BRI QUETTES 400 Briquettes per carton $348. 68 per ctn.
5. ZOECON ALTOSI D PELLETS: packaged in 22-pound containers $ 24.05 per Ib.

It was further ordered that the Purchasing and Contracts Adm nistrator be authorized to procure Bid Item #8, Pyraperm #455 dust,
and Bid Item# 7B, Whitco Gol den Bear #111 (bul k), on an as-needed basis on the open market since they did not receive
consi deration fromany of the respondi ng bi dders.

Due to budget constraints and |imted product availability, it was further ordered that the Purchasing and Contracts Adm ni strator
be authorized to procure chemcally simlar products fromthe awarded suppliers, with the approval of the Washoe County District
Heal t h Departnent, when circunstances nake it necessary and/or desirable to do so.

It was noted that nosquito abatenment products shall be procured on a requirenments basis during the termof the agreement period,
Decenber 1, 1998 t hrough November 30, 1999, with the County retaining the option for a one-year extension of any resultant
agreenent(s) fromthis Invitation to Bid.

99- 25 RESCI ND PREVI OUS AWARD COF BI D - NORTHERN NEVADA | NVESTI GATI ONS - SERVI CE OF ClIVIL PROCESS - PURCHASI NG DEPARTMENT

County Manager Katy Sinmon stated that staff is recomending that the Board reconsider their action of Novenber 10, 1998, (see Item
No. 98-1073) wherein a proposal by Northern Nevada |nvestigations for service of civil process was accepted and staff was directed
to negotiate a contract with said vendor for the services. M. Sinon enphasized that no contract or agreement has been executed
yet. She further advised that there may be legislation in the 1999 session that will allow for nore privatizing of the civi

servi ce process.

Commi ssi oner Short asked several questions concerning costs and revenues to which Gary Goelitz, Finance Division, responded. M.
Goelitz also reviewed background information relating to the Constables and changing their duties of serving papers over to the
Sheriff's Office and contracting with a private conpany for the service of papers that were not statutorily mandated to be served
by a peace officer. He further explained that one of the unsuccessful vendors fromthe Request for Proposals, Reno-Carson
Messenger Service, has alleged that the RFP was changed and because of that, staff has reviewed it again and determ ned that the
County does not have to contract with any particular private conmpany to serve civil papers. M. Coelitz stated that if a paper
does not have to legally be served by the Sheriff's O fice, the person requiring such service can choose whonever they want to
serve the papers.

A |l engt hy di scussi on ensued concerning revenues and expenditures associated with the serving of civil process and M. Goelitz
expl ai ned that many of the figures in the Novenber 10th staff report are "best guesses" because of the poor record keeping
practices of the Constables and that it is staff's intention to nonitor this very closely and report back to the Board in April on
what the actual experience is during the first three nonths. Sgt. Towery of the Sheriff's Ofice stated that they have gone into
this essentially blind; that they do not know what the workload is going to be; and that he will not fill all of the additiona
positions that were authorized until the workload justifies doing so.

In response to Comni ssioner Sferrazza, M. Goelitz and Sgt. Towery indicated that the Sheriff is recommendi ng that the Board
rescind the award for service of civil process made on Novenber 10, 1998, and |let the public choose from anong the private process
servers thensel ves.

Chai rman Gall oway reported that he received a corment from soneone trying to get an eviction served who stated that he was now
payi ng nore for slower service and asked Sgt. Towery to respond. Sgt. Towery expl ained that there are different fee schedules in
the Nevada Revised Statutes for service by the Sheriff; and that, unlike the Constables, the Sheriff's office has to serve all of
the civil process, which nmeans prioritizing because things like protection orders, child custody orders, etc., take precedence
over evictions.

John Frankovich, representing Reno-Carson Messenger Service, stated that they do believe this RFP process was flawed and detail ed



the reasons why he feels that way. He further stated that they have no objection to the Board rescinding the award that resulted
fromthat RFP and allowi ng for open conpetition anmong the private process servers.

On notion by Conmm ssioner Sferrazza, seconded by Conmi ssioner Shaw, which notion duly carried, Chairman Gall oway ordered that the
action of the Board on Novenber 10, 1998, accepting the proposal from Northern Nevada | nvestigations for service of civil process
not required by Nevada Revised Statutes to be served by the Sheriff's Office and directing staff to negotiate a contract with the
sel ected vendor be rescinded in favor of allowi ng these services to be provided by any |icensed civil process service conpany,
including the Sheriff, at the public's discretion

99- 26 AMENDMENT - COOPERATI VE WORK AGREEMENT - NEVADA TAHOE CONSERVATI ON DI STRICT - SKI WAY WATER QUALI TY | MPROVEMENT PRQIECT -
PUBLI C WORKS

Upon recomrendati on of Kinble Corbridge, Engineer, through Dave Roundtree, Public Wrks Director, who was present and responded to
guestions, on nmotion by Conm ssioner Sferrazza, seconded by Comn ssioner Short, which nmotion duly carried, it was ordered that the
Amendrent to the Cooperative Agreenent between WAshoe County and the Nevada Tahoe Conservation District for additiona

engi neering, inspection, testing and | andscapi ng services for the Ski Way Water Quality |nprovenent Project be approved and

Chai rman Gal |l oway be authorized to execute.

99- 27 CONSULTANT AGREEMENT - MASTERPLAN UPDATE FOR COURTS COWPLEX - TATE & SNYDER ARCHI TECTS AND DAN L. W LEY AND ASSOCI ATES, | NC.
- PUBLI C WORKS

Dave Roundtree, Public Wrks Director, responded to Board questions stating that the rei nbursabl e expenses are for printing,
travel and per diemand are estimted to be approxi mately $15,000, which will be on top of the contract anpunt.

Commi ssioner Sferrazza asked what will be included in the $143,000 because it is his understanding that that does not include
architectural drawi ngs or building designs and that these people will just be determ ning space needs. M. Roundtree stated that
there will be drawi ngs and fl oorplans that include space allocations, and plans that suggest what kind of future building nmight be
needed, but not drawi ngs that woul d be adequate for construction. M. Sferrazza asked if the County does not have staff conpetent
to do this work. M. Roundtree stated that County staff does not have the necessary expertise and that the justice system
consulting field is fairly limted. Comm ssioner Sferrazza stated that he does not believe this is necessary.

Chai rman Gall oway noted that recently the Board did follow the plan for the Law Library | ocation; and that the problemis not
doing the plan, but rather sticking to a plan once it is done, because extensive changes trigger nore studies and nore design
efforts.

Fol l owi ng further discussion, upon recomendati on of M. Roundtree, on notion by Commi ssioner Shaw, seconded by Comnri ssioner

Short, which notion duly carried with Conmm ssioner Sferrazza voting "no," it was ordered that an agreenment between Washoe County
and Tate & Snyder Architects (who has contracted with Dan L. Wl ey and Associ ates), concerning consultant services related to a
Master Pl an Update for Washoe County Courts Conplex, in the ambunt of $143, 490 plus reinmbursabl e expenses estimated at $15, 000, be
approved and Chairman Gal | oway be authorized to execute.

99- 28 | NTERLOCAL AGREEMENT - WASHOE COUNTY SENI OR SERVI CES - WASHOE COUNTY DI STRI CT HEALTH DEPARTMENT

Upon recomrendati on of Karen Mabry, Director, Washoe County Senior Services, on notion by Conmm ssioner Bond, seconded by
Commi ssi oner Shaw, which notion duly carried, it was ordered that an interlocal agreenent between the County of Washoe (through

t he Departnent of Senior Services) and the Washoe County District Health Departnent, concerning performnce of client chart audits
for the Adult Day Health Services Program be approved and Chairnman Gall oway be authorized to execute.

99- 29 PROFESSI ONAL SERVI CES CONTRACT - PACE REPLI CATI ON PRQJIECT - ARKELL ENTERPRI SES - SEN OR SERVI CES

Upon recomrendati on of Karen Mabry, Director, Washoe County Senior Services, on notion by Conmm ssioner Bond, seconded by



Commi ssi oner Shaw, which notion duly carried, it was ordered that a professional services contract between Washoe County and
Arkell Enterprises in the amount of $22,500 for the purpose of preparing and inplenmenting the devel opnent of the Washoe County
Seni or Services (PACE Replication) Project, be approved and Chairman Gal |l oway be authorized to execute. It was further ordered
that the Director of Senior Services be authorized to serve as contract adm nistrator

99-30 BLUE RI BBON ELECTI ON TASK FORCE - APPO NTMENTS

Pursuant to discussion at Caucus, Katy Sinon, County Manager, stated that the Board was interested in having a bal ance between
political affiliations and advised that of the 17 individuals who have submitted applications to serve on the Blue Ri bbon El ection
Task Force, 11 are Republicans and 6 are Denocrats. She further advised that there is a person who has expressed that he would
like to assist the task force, but not be a nember of the task force.

Chai rman Gal | oway expressed appreciation to the applicants and to M. Crandall, a reliability expert, the individual offering to
assi st as a resource person.

Commi ssi oner Shaw suggested that, since the neetings will be open, public neetings, that M. Crandall go to the neetings and offer
his assistance to the Task Force.

Fol | owi ng di scussion, on notion by Commi ssioner Bond, seconded by Comnr ssioner Sferrazza, which nmotion duly carried, Chairnman
Gal | oway ordered that the follow ng individuals be appointed to the Blue Ri bbon Election Task Force (all 17 who submitted tinely
applications):

W F. "Bill" Barnard John J. Kadlic
Marsha L. Berkbigler Davi d Kl adney

Jani ce Dumi ni e Donna M Kol | man
Mart ha Goul d Robert LeCGoy, Sr
Chester H Henry Gregory G Neuweil er
Oma C. Hibdon Sharron Pel z

G David Hol | ecker Cecil E. Riordan
Lawrence (Larry) Robert Hunt R L. Tannehil

M chael Weber

99-31 APPO NTI NG AUTHORI TY OF COUNTY MANAGER

Katy Sinon, County Manager, reviewed previous action taken by the Board in Novenmber and Decenber on a 4 to 1 vote concerning
changing the authority for appointing certain non-statutory departnment heads fromthe Board of County Conmi ssioners to the County
Manager. She further explained that Conm ssioner Sferrazza indicated that he would like to revisit this issue.

Commi ssi oner Sferrazza stated that he was just alerting the Manager that when the ordi nances that effected the changes canme before
the Board he would have difficulty voting for them

Chai rman Gall oway stated that there has been a change on the Board of County Commi ssioners; that he does have concerns regardi ng
some of the positions that were changed; that he is not confortable with giving up this authority; and that he felt the new Board
shoul d have sone discussion on this matter. As an offer of conpromise, he further stated that there are three positions that he
feels very strongly shoul d be appointed by the Conmm ssioners; and that those are the Director of Community Devel opnent, the
Director of Parks, and the Director of Water Resources; and that this is a fallback position only as his first preference is for
the Board to retain all appointing authority.



Conmmi ssi oner Bond stated that this reorganizati on has been in the process for four long years; that she does not believe the Board
is giving up anything; that it does not nean that the people cannot approach the Board or that the Board won't have any input;

that a Blue Ri bbon Committee of |ocal business | eaders who have experience in governnment and busi ness has been | ooking at this
entire issue; and that it nust be very di scouragi ng when you invite the public to provide you with their expertise and then you
don't like what they tell you.

Legal Counsel Madel yn Shi pman expl ai ned the new process as currently proposed and as ordi nances are being drafted is that the
County Manager woul d not only have the appointing authority over the non-statutory positions, but also the daily oversight and
supervi sion responsibilities of those enpl oyees.

In response to Chairman Gall oway, Ms. Shipman confirned that the County Manager woul d al so have the right to term nate any of
t hese enpl oyees. The Chairman stated that he is just not confortable with going that far

Commi ssi oner Shaw stated that he does not understand why the Board is even discussing this; and that, since they are, he would
suggest that a retreat be scheduled so that the five of them can discuss this issue and how each of themviews his or her role as
a County Conmi ssioner. He further stated that he believes the role of a County Commissioner is to formand enforce policy for the
comunity in the best interests of the community, not to hire and fire staff. Conm ssioner Shaw adamantly stated that the previous
action should not be changed.

Conmmi ssi oner Sferrazza stated that his concern is that he is responsible to the electorate and the County Manager is not; and that
what he would like to see is that the County Manager appoints and the Board confirms the appointnent or, if the County Manager
wants to ternmnate a departnent head, it can only be done if the Board confirns that also. He further stated that he does not see
appointing or termnating departnment heads as a routine day-to-day matter

Conmmi ssi oner Short stated that he would like to see how the systemworks as it is currently set up and not make any changes for a
while. He further stated that he thinks M. Shaw s suggestion to have a retreat is a good idea. Chairman Galloway inquired if M.
Short was tal ki ng about observing the systemthat was in place prior to the changes nmade in Decenber and Conm ssioner Short stated
t hat he was.

Robert Bricca, |ocal business owner and Chairman of the Organi zational Effectiveness Comittee, was present with three other
committee nmenbers. He read a letter into the record which was signed by six of the comrittee nenbers and placed sane on file with
the Clerk. The letter urged the Conmi ssion to not take the hiring authority away fromthe County Manager stating the
responsibility for the day-to-day operations of the County should not be separated fromthe authority to hire and fire.

Frank Partlow, Reno resident, urged the Board to foll ow the recommendati ons of their Organizational Effectiveness Cormittee and to
t hi nk about the effect on enpl oyees when they have two or three bosses.

Fol l owi ng further discussion, on notion by Comn ssioner Sferrazza, seconded by Conmi ssioner Short, which notion duly carried with
Commi ssi oners Bond and Shaw voting "no," Chairman Gall oway ordered that consideration of the appointing authority of the County
Manager, and the ordi nances effecting the changes to that authority made by the Board in Decenber, be tabled until such tine as
the Board can have a retreat.

99-32 SALES TAX RELATED | SSUES

County Manager Katy Sinon advised that the Board had been previously provided with an opinion from Assistant District Attorney
Madel yn Shi pman, pursuant to the request of Conm ssioner Sferrazza, regarding the ability of a new comrission to revisit the issue
of the sales tax, applicable law and options that nmay allow the Board to repeal or anend Ordi nance No. 1047 which inposed the 1/4
of 1% sal es tax.

Commi ssi oner Shaw stated that he did not understand why this item was placed on the agenda as this was voted on by a previous
Board and questioned the legality of discussing this issue without going through a process of reconsideration.



Ms. Shipman stated that the Board has rules authorizing Board nenbers to bring forth an issue; that the issue brought forth was
not an issue related to whether the sales tax is inmposed but rather whether any alternatives were available to the new Board to
repeal, nmodify or anend the ordi nance which, in her opinion, is a slightly different issue.

Conmmi ssi oner Galloway stated that although it appears Commi ssioner Shaw feels that there is nothing left to discuss regarding this
issue, it is his opinion that the nenorandum does not address the entire agenda item and that a question was raised at
yesterday's caucus regarding the possibility of obtaining an Attorney General's opinion to substantiate or differ from Ms.

Shi pman''s opinion which is all within the scope of the agenda item

Conmmi ssi oner Sferrazza reviewed Ms. Shipman's opinion stating that it would appear to himthat although the Board may be precl uded
fromrepealing the sales tax with regard to the railroad separation, they would, however, have the power to defease the bonds with
regard to flood control and public safety projects which would be a matter of placing bond proceeds into an escrow account for a
period of ten years to protect the bondhol ders; and that he would request that they do not take action today and obtain additiona
informati on including the Interlocal Agreenent with the City of Reno and conditions of the bond sale.

Bond Counsel John Swendseid stated the County bond i ssue was separated out and was not involved in the appeal of this item that
the City bond issue pledged the sales tax and the roomtax; that as a result of the pending litigation, it was not sold on the
public market and rather sold through an offering to a |ocal bank; that both taxes are pledged to the bond issue; and that they
have di scl osed the existence of the litigation to the investor

Conmmi ssi oner Sferrazza stated that the question he has is concerning the statute which precludes them fromrepealing, anmending or
indirectly nodifying the tax that may inpair any outstandi ng bonds or other obligations.

M. Swendsei d advised that the Suprene Court viewed this froman investors point of view considering whether the investor would be
| ess secured in receiving paynment; and that if the investor would be | ess secured, there woul d be an inpairnent.

Ms. Shipman clarified that two i ssues that woul d i npede revocation of the 1/8 of 1% for the railroad grade separation is the State
statute and the Interlocal Agreenent between the County and the City of Reno.

M. Swendseid stated that the Interlocal Agreenent with the City of Reno cannot be inpaired; and that the agreenent has to stay in
effect until the project is conpleted.

Chai rman Gal | oway and Conmi ssioner Sferrazza stated that they would |ike to obtain an opinion fromthe Attorney General to confirm
Ms. Shipman's opinion to determne if the Board has the ability to withdraw the 1/8 of 1% tax for the railroad grade separation
proj ect and anend the ordi nance.

Conmmi ssi oner Sferrazza noved to obtain an opinion fromthe Attorney General regarding the anendnent of Ordi nance No. 1047 renoving
the inmposition of 1/8 of 1% sales tax inposed for the railroad separation project and the motion died for |ack of a second.

Commi ssi oner Shaw expressed concern that Board nenbers are questioning M. Shipman's opinion

Chai rman Gall oway stated that the public deserves to know where he stands on this issue; that although he believes that the
Attorney Ceneral nost likely would support Ms. Shiprman's opinion, there is a possibility that the opinion may not be supported;
that he was opposed to inposition of the tax in the first place; and that he is desirous of ascertaining whether or not the Board
has the power to undo this issue and if not, it can be laid to rest.

Fol | owi ng di scussion, on notion by Conmi ssioner Bond, seconded by Commi ssioner Short, which notion duly carried with Conm ssioner
Sferrazza and Chairman Gall oway voting "no," it was ordered that the sales tax issue no |onger be a matter for consideration and
that it stands as inposed by the previous Board.

99-33 BILL NO. 1224 - ORDI NANCE NO. 1048 - AMENDI NG WCC CHAPTER 65 - COUNTY SAFETY COWM TTEE



5:00 p.m This was the tinme set in a Notice of Public Hearing published in the Reno Gazette-Journal on December 30, 1998, to
consi der second readi ng and adoption of Bill No. 1224. Proof was made that due and | egal Notice had been given.

The Chai rman opened the public hearing and called on anyone wi shing to speak for or against the adoption of said O dinance. There
bei ng no response, the hearing was cl osed.

On notion by Conmm ssioner Short, seconded by Conmi ssioner Bond, which notion duly carried, Chairman Gall oway ordered that
Ordinance No. 1048, Bill No. 1224, entitled, "AN ORD NANCE AMENDI NG THE WASHOE COUNTY CODE BY REVI SI NG PROVI SI ONS OF CHAPTER 65
RELATI NG TO RI SK MANAGEMENT, THE COUNTY SAFETY COWM TTEE, AND OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY RELATI NG THERETO, " be approved, adopted and
publ i shed i n accordance with NRS 244.100.

99-34 BILL NO. 1226 - ORDI NANCE NO. 1050 - AMENDI NG WCC STANDARDI ZI NG CERTAI N PROVI SI ONS FOR WORK PERM TS

5:00 p.m This was the tinme set in a Notice of Public Hearing published in the Reno Gazette-Journal on December 30, 1998, to
consi der second readi ng and adoption of Bill No. 1226. Proof was made that due and | egal Notice had been given.

The Chai rman opened the public hearing and called on anyone wi shing to speak for or against the adoption of said O dinance. There
bei ng no response, the hearing was cl osed.

On notion by Conmm ssioner Bond, seconded by Conmi ssioner Shaw, which notion duly carried, Chairnman Galloway ordered that Ordinance
No. 1050, Bill No. 1226, entitled, "AN ORDI NANCE AMENDI NG THE WASHOE COUNTY CODE BY ADDI NG THERETO AND AMENDI NG SECTI ONS
STANDARDI ZI NG CERTAI N PROVI SI ONS RELATI NG TO WORK PERM TS, " be approved, adopted and published in accordance with NRS 244. 100

99-35 BILL NO 1227 - ORDI NANCE NO. 1051 - AMENDI NG WCC CHAPTER 25 - REMOVI NG DI RECTOR OF BUSI NESS LI CENSE AS MEMBER OF MASSAGE
EXAM NERS

5:00 p.m This was the tinme set in a Notice of Public Hearing published in the Reno Gazette-Journal on December 30, 1998, to
consi der second readi ng and adoption of Bill No. 1227. Proof was made that due and | egal Notice had been given.

The Chai rman opened the public hearing and called on anyone wi shing to speak for or against the adoption of said O dinance. There
bei ng no response, the hearing was cl osed.

On notion by Conmm ssioner Shaw, seconded by Conmi ssioner Bond, which notion duly carried, Chairnman Galloway ordered that Ordinance
No. 1051, Bill No. 1227, entitled, "AN ORDI NANCE AMENDI NG THE WASHOE COUNTY CODE CHAPTER 25 BY REMOVI NG THE DI RECTOR OF BUSI NESS
LI CENSE AS A MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF MASSAGE EXAM NERS; AMENDI NG THE NUMBER OF MEMBERS, TESTI NG PROCESS, AND CLARI FYI NG NAME; AND
OTHER MATTERS RELATI NG THERETO, " be approved, adopted and published in accordance with NRS 244. 100.

99-36 SPECI AL USE PERM T CASE NO. SPWL0-34-98 - MOUNTAI N VI EW MONTESSORI SCHOOL - APPEAL

5:00 p.m This was the tinme set in a Notice of Public Hearing mailed to concerned property owners to consider the appeal by
applicants of the technical denial of the Washoe County Pl anni ng Comm ssion to develop in phases, a Mntessori School that woul d
serve preschool and el enmentary school -aged children. Upon conpletion of all three phases, the project would total f16,220 square
feet and include classroonms, adm nistration offices, assenbly hall and rulti-purpose room The proposed project is located within
t he Manogue Busi ness Park north of Zolezzi Lane and west of South Virginia Street and will be subject to the recently approved
Manogue Desi gn Standards. Because the project nust utilize the old zoning, a site reviewis required. The proposed project totals
fi2. 73 acres and has an old zoning designation of A-1 (First Agriculture), and a | and use designation of SPA (Specific Plan Area)
in the Sout hwest Truckee Meadows Area Plan, and is situated in a portion of Section 17, T18N, R20E, MDM Washoe County, Nevada
(APN: 162-010-06).

Cheryl Ryan, Department of Comunity Devel opnent, assisted by M ke Boster, Departnent of Conmunity Devel opnent, aided in the
over head presentation depicting the | ocation of the school site, the Whites Creek open space corridor, Bishop Manogue Hi gh Schoo



and the Manogue Busi ness Park. Ms. Ryan advised that the project was presented to the Pl anning Conm ssion on Decenber 1, 1998 and
received a technical denial with three votes for approval and three votes for denial; that while the project as proposed net the
st andards of the Washoe County Devel opnment Code concerning site devel opnent, the overriding concern of the three Comn ssioners who
voted for denial was the |location of the school with preschool and el enmentary age children that would be in a flood zone advi sing
that the site is located within the FEMA flood zone A and the Wiites Creek Basin area as studied by Cella Barr Associates in 1994;
that the site is subject to sheet flows fromthe south and ravine flooding fromthe west due to Wites Creek; that according to
Leonard Crowe, Water Resources Departnent, the mnimumwarning tine for flooding for the Whites corridor is one hour; and that
concerns discussed at the Planning Comr ssion neeting included the ability of school staff to adequately evacuate students and the
ability to establish a warning system and an evacuation plan so that the school may respond within the one-hour tine frane.

Ms. Ryan further explained that the Planning Comr ssion was nmade aware that while the Washoe County Devel opnent Code does not

prohi bit sensitive uses such as schools and hospitals being located in a floodplain, it does offer specialized construction
standards in Article 416 that this project would be subject to if approved; and that in addition, staff required an evacuation
pl an subject to the approval of Engi neering, Water Resources, and Planning staff; that specialized construction standards include
a finished floor elevation of one foot above the base flood el evation and 50-foot setbacks from existing drai nage ways and erosion
control. Ms. Ryan concluded by stating the applicants have requested nodifications to three conditions; and that staff has
requested the addition of one condition regarding the trail

Al l Board nenbers disclosed that they had previously nmet with representatives for this project prior to this neeting.
Chai rman Gal | oway opened the public hearing and called on anyone wi shing to speak regarding this item

Tam Franklin, 12280 Jeppson Lane, representing herself and her nother Ms. Robert Drake, stated that their property has been

fl ooded nunerous tinmes in the past, and that their concern is that the proposed school, being located in a flood zone, would pose
a serious threat to their property as they reside downstream fromthe school site. Ms. Franklin stated that this property is not
suitable for building; that the previ ous owners were never successful in obtaining approval for devel opnments due to the floodplain
exi stent on the property; and that she questions the reliability of a flood warning system proposed by staff due to the

possi bility of nechanical failure.

Conmmi ssi oner Sferrazza stated that representatives for the applicant indicated to himthat, if the height of the property were to
be increased, it would not increase potential flooding to downstream properties which he does not concur with; and that he would
like to know what neasures could be taken to mitigate possible inpacts to downstream properties.

Jeff Codega, Jeff Codega Pl anning & Design, representing the appellant, Mntessori School, stated that with regard to the fl ood
i ssue, Washoe County has a flood hazard ordi nance whi ch specifies that downstream property owners cannot be inpacted; that they
feel very confident that the property can be devel oped wi thout inpacting downstream property owners; and that the building and
preschool playground woul d be el evated out of the floodplain, but not in a way that would direct the water sonewhere where it
doesn't already go or shouldn't go, concluding that they have studied this issue very thoroughly.

John Mtchell, Civil Engineer, Codega Planning & Design, stated that the elevation of the school site is 91.7 feet based on a
3,000 cfs floodplain analysis; that the site would be located two feet above the |l evel of flooding; that the Franklin property is
| ocated 30 to 40 feet |lower and woul d not be inpacted any worse by placing the school on the proposed site than it has been in the
past .

Bet h Honebein, 5450 W ntergreen Lane, advised that her son is a student at Mountain View Mntessori preschool; and that an
overwhel mi ng nunber of parents support this project and have no concerns with regard to the flooding issue as they feel the schoo
adm ni stration would be very capabl e of handling any enmergency situation.

Al ex Papadakos, a Montessori student, stated that he is | ooking forward to a new school and urged the Board to approve this
request.



Leonard Crowe, Water Resources Division, utilized the overhead projector in displaying a map of the school site. M. Crowe stated
t hat Washoe County regul ates devel opnment in the Wiites Creek floodplain for a total flow of 5,000 cfs; that there are four
branches to Whites Creek; that this project is located on the northernnmost branch of the creek which woul d be capabl e of handling
700 cfs through that area; and that in his opinion, a flood warning systemis the best tool available to the County to protect
everyone froma potential flood. In conclusion, M. Crowe addressed topography of the | and and various flood scenari os by
respondi ng to questions raised by the Board.

Ki mbl e Corbridge, Floodplain Manager, Engineering Division, stated that the County does not have an ordi nance disall owi ng school s
and hospitals to be located in a floodplain; that in this particular case, there are conditions required by FEMA that provide for
a floodway that cannot contain any structures; that they have requested a condition by the applicant to indicate how the fl oodway

may affect the other properties; that he cannot nmake an assurance that there will not be an increase in water to the adjoining
properties; that he is concerned that when the fl oodway is determ ned, the applicant may not have enough property left to build
t he school, playground, and fencing; and that fencing and fill would not be allowed in the fl oodway according to FENMA.

Ms. Shipman stated that a condition could be inposed requesting the applicant to present an engi neering design that would refl ect
that there would be no significant inpact to downstream property owners.

M. Crowe stated that individuals who reside on Jeppson Lane nost likely built their homes many years ago and do not necessarily
conply with current flood insurance ordi nances; that it cannot be assuned that sone of those hones would not be flooded as they
nost |ikely have been flooded in the past; that they would require the devel opers to provide staff with a detailed map as to how
the water currently passes through their property; that they would require themto build in a way that would mnim ze any inpacts
on adj oi ning property owners; and that if this cannot be done, they would require drai nage easenents to be negoti ated between the
property owners.

Ms. Franklin reiterated her experiences with past flooding on her property stating that it would appear that, if a structure is
rai sed, water that has previously traveled across the property in a sheet woul d now concentrate flows and i npact downstream
properties greater than before.

M. Codega stated that they woul d be agreeable to a condition to nitigate potential increases in flows to downstream property
owners; that they do not anticipate any events taking place as specul ated; and that the real issue is whether those individuals
who have been flooded in the past would get flooded any worse after this project is built.

There being no one else wishing to speak, the Chairman closed the public hearing.

On notion by Conm ssioner Bond, seconded by Conmi ssioner Short, which notion duly carried, Chairman Gall oway ordered that the
appeal of Special Use Permit Case No. SPWO0-34-98 with Site Review for Muntain View Montessori School be upheld overturning the
deci si on of the Washoe County Pl anni ng Comnri ssion subject to the follow ng findings and anended conditions:

FI NDI NGS

1. Consistency. That the proposed use is consistent with the action prograns, policies, standards and maps of the Conprehensive
Pl an and the applicable area pl an;

2. Inprovenents. Adequate utilities, roadway inprovenents, sanitation, water supply, drainage, and other necessary facilities have
been provided, the proposed i nprovenents are properly related to existing and proposed roadways, and an adequate public facilities
det erm nati on has been nmade in accordance with Division Seven;

3. Site Suitability. That the site is physically suitable for the type of devel opnment and for the intensity of the devel opnent;

4. lssuance Not Detrinmental. That issuance of the permt will not be significantly detrinmental to the public health, safety or
wel fare; injurious to the property or inprovenents of adjacent properties; or detrinmental to the character of the surroundi ng



area; and

5. That the Planning Conmi ssioners gave reasoned consideration to the information contained within the staff report and
i nformati on received during the neeting.

6. The Washoe County Conmi ssion gave reasoned consideration to the information contained within the staff report and i nfornation
recei ved during the public hearing.

CONDI TI ONS

UNLESS OTHERW SE SPECI FI ED, ALL CONDI TI ONS MUST BE MET OR FI NANCI AL ASSURANCES MUST BE PROVI DED TO SATI SFY THE CONDI TI ONS PRI OR TO
SUBM TTAL FOR A BUI LDI NG PERM T. THE AGENCY RESPONSI BLE FOR DETERM NI NG COVPLI ANCE W TH A SPECI FI C CONDI TI ON SHALL DETERM NE
WHETHER THE CONDI TI ON MUST BE FULLY COVMPLETED OR WHETHER THE APPLI CANT SHALL BE OFFERED THE OPTI ON OF PROVI DI NG FI NANCI AL
ASSURANCES. ALL AGREEMENTS, EASEMENTS, OR OTHER DOCUMENTATI ON REQUI RED BY THESE CONDI TI ONS SHALL HAVE A COPY FI LED W TH THE COUNTY
ENG NEER AND THE DEPARTMENT OF COVMUNI TY DEVELOPMENT.

COVPLI ANCE WTH THE CONDI TIONS OF THI S SPECIAL USE PERM T WTH SITE REVIEW IS THE RESPONSI Bl LI TY OF THE APPLI CANT, HI S SUCCESSOR
I N I NTEREST, AND ALL OANERS, ASSI GNEES, AND OCCUPANTS OF THE PROPERTY AND THEI R SUCCESSORS | N | NTEREST. FAI LURE TO COVPLY W TH ANY
CONDI TIONS | MPOSED | N THE | SSUANCE OF THE SPECI AL USE PERM T MAY RESULT I N THE | NSTI TUTI ON OF REVOCATI ON PROCEDURES

ANY OPERATI ONS CONDI TI ONS ARE SUBJECT TO REVI EW BY THE DEPARTMENT OF COVMUNI TY DEVELOPMENT PRI OR TO THE RENEWAL OF A BUSI NESS
LI CENSE EACH YEAR. FAI LURE TO ADHERE TO THE CONDI TI ONS MAY RESULT I N W THHOLDI NG RENEWAL OF THE BUSI NESS LI CENSE UNTI L CONDI TI ONS
ARE COVPLI ED W TH TO THE SATI SFACTI ON OF THE DEPARTMENT OF COVMUNI TY DEVELOPMENT.

WASHOE COUNTY RESERVES THE RI GHT TO REVI EW AND REVI SE THE CONDI TI ONS OF THI S APPROVAL SHOULD THEY DETERM NE THAT A SUBSEQUENT
LI CENSE OR PERM T | SSUED BY WASHOE COUNTY VI OLATES THE | NTENT OF THI S APPROVAL.

GENERAL CONDI TI ONS

1. The applicant shall denpnstrate substantial conformance to the plans approved as part of this special use permt and site
review. The Departnment of Comrunity Devel opment shall be responsible for determ ning conpliance with this condition.

2. The applicant shall conplete construction of phase | within two years fromthe date of approval by the Washoe County Pl anni ng
Conmmi ssion. Phases Il and Il as shown in the applicants submittal and attached to the staff report shall be conpleted within
seven years.

3. A copy of the Final Order stating conditional approval of this special use permt with site review shall be attached to al
applications for administrative permts issued by Washoe County.

4. Prior to the issuance of any administrative permt issued by Washoe County, the applicant shall renove all off-prem se signs
(billboards) fromthe project site and place a restrictive covenant on the property that prohibits the further erection of

of f-prenmi se signs, with Washoe County made a part to the covenant. The District Attorney's Ofice and the Departnent of Conmunity
Devel opnent shall be responsible for deternmining conpliance with this condition.

5. The applicant and any successors shall direct any potential purchaser/operator of the site and/or the special use pernmt wth
site review to neet with the Departnent of Conmmunity Devel opnent to review conditions of approval prior to the final sale of the
site and/or the special use permit with site review. Any subsequent purchaser/operator of the site and/or the special use pernit
with site review shall notify the Departnent of Conmunity Devel opnent of the nanme, address, tel ephone number, and contact person
of the new purchaser/operator within 30 days of the final sale.

6. A note shall be placed on all construction drawi ngs and gradi ng plans stating:



NOTE

Shoul d any prehistoric or historic remains/artifacts be discovered during site devel opnment, work shall tenporarily be halted at
the specific site and the State Historic Preservation Ofice of the Departnment of Miuseuns, Library and Arts, shall be notified to
record and photograph the site. The period of tenporary delay shall be limted to a naxi nrumof two (2) working days fromthe date
of notification.

7. A boundary line adjustment nust be conpleted prior to any construction on property outside of the existing property boundary.
The proposed property affected by a boundary line adjustnent will be signed "no construction allowed" until the boundary |ine
adj ustment i s approved.

8. The applicant(s) and/or property owner(s) shall provide a list, verified by a qualified acoustical consultant, of construction
met hods to be utilized to (1) attenuate single event noise | evels as needed to ensure adequate speech intelligibility, and (2)
achi eve an average hourly interior noise |level (Leq) of 45 dBA Ldn in noise sensitive roons during any hour when the facility is
in use.

9. The applicant(s) shall address the RTC | etter dated Novenber 17, 1998 prior to issuance of building permts.

10. The applicant shall provide a 4 foot trail along Zol ezzi Lane in accordance with Washoe County Parks and Recreation Depart nent
standards. However if the 5 foot sidewal k proposed by RTC for the north side of Zolezzi per their Decenber 16, 1998 letter is
confirmed for construction, the 4 foot trail is not required and the existing trail access easenent can be abandoned.

OPERATI ONAL CONDI TI ONS

1. The applicant shall submt an evacuation plan for the students designed to address flooding. The study shall be revi ewed and
approved by the Washoe County Engi neering Division, the Water Resources Departnent, and the Pl anning Departnent. The facility
shall be tied into the flood warning system operated by the National Wather Service.

2. The applicant shall subnit a carpooling plan designed to reduce the nunmber of amand pmtrips by 50% The plan shall be
revi ewed and approved by the Washoe County Engi neering Division, and the Pl anni ng Departnent.

3. Construction and on-goi ng noi se associated with the project shall nmeet all noise standards of the Devel opment Code. Upon
unresol ved conpliant from surroundi ng property owner(s) of excessive noise, Washoe County nay secure the services of a qualified
noi se consultant. The applicant shall be obligated to conpensate the County for all cost incurred to conplete two 24-hour

nmoni torings of the operation to assure conpliance with noise standards. Failure to conpensate the County within 30 days of
presentation of the contract fee shall render the special use permt null and void.

Shoul d the noise nmonitoring report substantiate non-conpliance with noise standards within one (1) week, the applicant shal
secure the services of a qualified noise consultant to pronptly prepare a noise attenuation plan for subnmittal to the Departnent
of Conmunity Devel opnent. Upon approval of the submittal by Departnent of Conmunity Devel opnent Staff, the plan shall be

i medi ately inplenented and continui ng nonitoring shall be established. Al cost incurred shall be funded by the applicant to
ensure conpliance with noi se standards.

DRAI NAGE AND GRADI NG

1. The property is located within the FEMA Fl ood Zone A and the Whites Creek Drainage Basin Area as studied by Cella Barr

Associ ates (dated August 17, 1994). A Nevada registered engineer shall, using the guidelines of the referenced study including
3000 cfs through the site, deternmine finish floor elevations, setbacks from existing drai nage ways (50 foot mninmum, erosion
control and provide certification of construction prior to Certification of Gccupancy (C of O. Al recomendati ons and el evati ons
shall be reviewed and approved by the Engineering Division. Al structures shall be constructed in accordance with the Washoe
County Code Article 416. The applicant shall nmitigate the effect of potential increased flooding to downstream properties due to



the fill placed on the site to the satisfaction of the County Engi neer

2. A detail ed hydrol ogy/ hydraulic report and master drai nage plan designed in conformance with County standards including Article
420 Storm Drai nage Standards of the Washoe County Devel opnment Code, and prepared by a registered engineer shall be subnmtted to

t he Engi neering Division for review and approval. The report shall include the |ocations, points of entry and discharge, flow
rates and flood limts of all 10- and 100-year stormflows inpacting both the site and the off site areas and the nethods for
handling those flows. The report shall deternm ne the floodway through the site, and no encroachnents, fill, structures, etc.

shall be allowed within the floodway. The report shall include all stormdrain pipe and ditch sizing calculations and a di scussion

of and nmitigation neasures for any inpacts on existing off site drainage facilities and properties.

3. Any increase in stormwater runoff resulting fromthe devel opment based upon the 5-year stormshall be detained on site to the
satisfaction of the Engineering Division.

4. Prior to construction, the devel oper shall obtain an Arny Corps of Engineers 404 pernit, or a letter indicating that a 404
permit is not required. A copy or letter shall be submtted to the Engineering Division

5. A conplete set of construction inprovenent draw ngs, including a grading plan, shall be submitted when applying for a grading

permt. Grading shall conply with the best managenent practices and shall include detailed plans for grading, erosion control

sl ope stabilization, and nosquito abatenent. Placenent or disposal of any excavated material shall be indicated on the grading

pl an.

6. A grading bond of $750/acre of disturbed area shall be provided to the Engineering Division prior to any grading.

7. Standard reinforced concrete headwal | s or other approved alternatives shall be placed on the inlet and outlet of all drainage

structures and rip rap shall be used to prevent erosion at the inlets and outlets of all pipe culverts to the satisfaction of the

Engi neeri ng Divi sion.

8. The devel oper shall provide pretreatnment for petrochemicals and silt for all stormdrainage fromthe site to the satisfaction
of the Engineering Division.

HEALTH, WATER AND SEVER
1. Aletter fromthe water purveyor nust be submitted to this division indicating the amount of water rights necessary to serve
this project. Water rights in the specified anount, shall be dedicated to Washoe County in accordance with Article 422. These

rights will be subsequently |eased to the water purveyor for use on this project.

2. No Certificate of Occupancy shall be issued until the sewer facilities have been conpl eted and accepted for operation and
mai nt enance by the Utility Services Division.

3. The applicant shall deposit with the Utility Services Division, $50.00 per equivalent residential unit for the devel oper's
prorated share of the ongoing water and wastewater facilities plan for the South Truckee Meadows. Fees for a conmercia
devel opnent will be determ ned upon fixture unit count.

4. Al applicable fees in accordance with Washoe County ordi nance nust be paid prior to the issuance of a building permt.

5. Easenents for all public water and sewer utilities shall be offered for dedication to Washoe County and nust be approved by he
Uility Services Division prior to the approval of the building permt.

6. If infrastructure such as:

a. if any punp stations and interceptors are necessary to supply sewer service to the project, the devel oper will be



responsi ble to fund the design and construction.

However, actual design will be the responsibility of the Utility Services Division. Prior to initiation of design the devel oper
shall pay the estinated design costs to Washoe County. The Uility Services Division may either provide such design in house, or
sel ect an outside consultant. When an outside consultant is to be selected, the Uility Services Division and the devel oper shal
jointly select that consultant.

Fundi ng of oversizing the design and infrastructure to acconmodate future devel opnent as determni ned by accepted engi neering
cal culations, shall be the responsibility of Washoe County. Washoe County shall either participate nonetarily at the tinme of
design and/or shall credit an appropriate nunmber of service hook-ups to the devel oper at the tine or issuance of a building
permt.

7. A sanitary sewer report shall be prepared by the applicant's regi stered engi neer whi ch addresses:

the estimted sewage fl ows generated by this project.

projected sewage flows from potential or existing developnent within tributary areas.
the inmpact on capacity of existing infrastructure.

proposed col lection line sizes, alignnment, and maxi mum velocities.

o 0O T Y

8. Grease interceptor calculations nmust be provided to the Uility Services Division for approval prior to the issuance of a
buil ding permt.

9. A conpleted dust control plan nust be submitted to the Health Departnment for review and approval prior to the issuance of a
buil ding permit. This plan nmust be in conformance with Washoe County District Board of Health Regul ati ons Governing Air Quality
Managenment, Section 040. 030.

10. Construction plans for the proposed devel opnment must be subnitted to the District Health Departnent for review and approva
prior to issuance of a building permt.

11. Backfl ow prevention devices, in accordance with the Uniform Plunbi ng Code 1994 Edition and NAC 445A. 67185 to 67255 i ncl usive,
shall be installed at the water service point of connection and at |ocations to prevent cross connection between the drinking
wat er system and any potential source of water contam nation.

FI RE SAFETY

1. Provide water for fire suppression in accordance with Washoe County Ordi nance 60. Fire hydrant placenent shall be approved by
the Fire District. Hydrants shall flow 1,000 gpm at 20 psi residual

2. The school shall be protected with an automatic fire sprinkler systemper NFPA 13. It shall also neet any requirenents for this
occupancy as stipulated in the Uniform Building Code, UniformFire Code and NFPA Life Safety Code 101

LANDSCAPI NG AND DESI GN

1. The Landscaping and irrigation plan shall be done by a licensed | andscape architect registered in the State of Nevada. A
letter, or series of letters shall be submitted to the Departnent of Community Devel opnent that show that a the final |andscaping
and irrigation plan conplies with the plan as approved at the public hearing, and is in accordance with Article 410 and 412 of the
Washoe County Devel opnent Code. The letter shall address all nodifications incorporated by the Design Review Conmittee if
applicable, and shall be signed and wet stanped by the |licensed | andscape architect. Prior to issuance of a Certificate of
Occupancy, the | andscape architect shall conduct an on site inspection to determine if the |andscaping and irrigation has been
installed per the final |andscaping plan. The inspection work shall be documented by the |andscape architect and included in the
letter(s). Al provisions of the code waived by the Director of Comunity Devel opnment shall also be included. Financial assurances



to cover 110% of the landscaping, irrigation, revegetation, and fencing/walls installation shall be retained until the
certification letter (s) is received.

2. Al landscaping shall be nmintained in accordance with the provisions found in Section 110.412.75, Mintenance. A three year
mai nt enance plan shall be submitted by a licensed | andscape architect registered in the State of Nevada to the Departnent of
Community Devel opnment, prior to a Certificate of Occupancy. The plan shall be wetstanped.

3. The followi ng additions to the | andscaping plan shall be made in order to neet Article 412 of the Washoe County Devel opnent
Code:

1. Replace the "native grasses” on the |andscaping plan in between the buildings and parking area with shrubs and groundcovers.

2. Add three evergreen trees, two at 7 feet height and one at 5 feet height to the front of the building area, five evergreen
trees, three at 5 feet height and 2 at 7 feet height to the buffer area between Zolezzi and the parking area, and 3 evergreen
trees at 7 feet height between the east building wing and the trailer park area. The | ocations of these trees may be adjusted to

t he approval of planning staff.

3. Al "native grass" areas identified on the |andscaping plan shall be an appropriate seed nmix for the site, and shall be allowed
two years to establish. If after this tinme the grasses have not established, tenporary irrigation shall be enployed. The seed m X

and application shall be deternmined by a | andscape architect, and shall be identified as a note on the map.

4. Al landscaping shall be installed during the first phase of the project. No certificate of occupancy shall be issued until the
| andscaping is conpletely installed or bonded for

5. Prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy for phase IIl, the split face block for buildings in phase Il and phase |1
shall be applied.

6. Any freestanding sign shall be of the nonunent type and shall match the architectural style of the project by incorporating
simlar building materials and colors, and shall be no higher than 5 feet. Al building signs shall match the style of the

buil ding materials and shall be the m ninum size necessary to service the project. Al signs nust neet Article 502 and require a
separate building permt.

7. The vinyl-clad fencing shall be of a dark color such as brown to pronote blending with the surroundi ng area.

8. Bollards shall be placed in parking area to provide low level illunmination in order to ensure the safety of pedestrians wal ki ng
to their cars after hours.

9. The project shall be subject to the Bi shop Manogue Desi gn Standards Handbook

10. Al mechani cal equiprment, tanks, ventilating fans or siml|ar equiprment, whether |ocated on the roof or on the ground, shall be
screened fromview by parapets from adjoining properties and streets. Screens shall be integrated into the overall architectura
styl e of the associated buil dings and shall be neasured from the highest point of the object being screened.

TRAFFI C

1. The driveway approaches shall have a 36-foot minimumw dth at the property line for 2-way traffic.

2. The mi ni mum pavenent requirenments for on site paving shall be 3 inches asphalt over 6 inches granul ar base.

3. A detailed master traffic report shall be prepared by a registered engineer in conformance with Article 436 and shall address
exi sting and proposed traffic volunes, driveway |ocations, offsets, left turn anes and all turning novenents. The driveway



accesses to the trailer park should bl ocked off, unless their inpacts are addressed in the traffic report and nmtigated. The
County Engi neer shall be responsible for determ ning conpliance with this condition.

4. Prior to ground-disturbing activity, a proposed Construction Traffic Haul Route Plan shall be submitted to the Engineering
Di vision for review and approval. Any existing or proposed roads that will be used as construction haul routes and are not
designated truck routes nust be evaluated by a geotechnical study to determ ne the existing structural section and its |oad
supporting capacity. |If the pavenment section is inadequate to support the proposed construction |oadings, the roadway nust be
redesi gned or reconstructed as needed to provide a 20-year design life in accordance with the AASHTO Interim Gui de for Flexible
Pavement s.

5. Al regulatory traffic signs shall meet County standards and the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices.
6. It should be noted that the project will be subject to the Regi onal Road | npact Fee
7. The devel oper shall provide street lights at all intersections with Zolezzi Lane.

8. An approved Occupancy Pernit shall be obtained fromthe Nevada Departnent of Transportation (NDOT) for access to, from or under
roads and hi ghways nmi ntai ned by NDOT and a copy of said permit sent to the Engi neering Division.

9. The devel oper shall provide a traffic plan for student drop-off on site. The County Engi neer shall determine conpliance with
this condition.

10. The driveway approach to the west shall be designed five feet fromthe property |ine.
99- 37 COVPREHENSI VE PLAN AMENDMENT CASE NO. CPA98- SN-1 - SI ERRA PO NTE SENI OR RESI DENCES

5:00 p.m This was the tinme set in a Notice of Public Hearing published in the Reno Gazette-Journal on January 1, 1999 to consi der
t he Washoe County Pl anni ng Comni ssion recomendation to amend the Washoe County Conprehensive Plan, to redesighate Assessor's

Par cel Nunber 035-051-23 froma | and use designation of General Rural (max. 1 du/ 40 ac) and Medium Density Suburban (max. 3 du/l
ac) to High Density Suburban (nmax. 9 du/l ac). The parcel is |located on El Rancho Drive, east of Sun Valley Boul evard situated
between Sierra Pointe apartnments Phase 2 and the City of Sparks. The parcel is located in the Sun Valley Hydrographic Basin, in
the northwest 1/4 of the southeast 1/4 of Section 30, T20N, R20E, MDB&M The parcel is designated "Suburban" on the Truckee
Meadows Regi onal Plan | and use diagram A Regional Plan anendnent may be required. Proof was made that due and | egal notice had
been gi ven.

Cynthia Al bright, Departnent of Conmunity Devel opnent, reviewed background information contained in her staff report and responded
to questions of the Board regarding this item M. Al bright explained that in August, 1998 the applicant filed an application for
a conprehensive plan anendnent with acconpanying applications for a tentative tract map and a special use permt; that the

undevel oped property is located on El Rancho Drive with the exception of a single-fanily home owned by M. Braxton | ocated
approximately 1,000 feet fromthe project; that the applicant is requesting a total of 220 age-restricted senior housing units to
provi de a conti nuum of care including 60 single fam |y attached honmes, 80 units in an independent |iving congregate care buil ding,
and another 80 units in an assisted living building and the recomendati on before the Board is for a change of |and use only; and
that by filing the applications concurrently, the applicant is able to discuss both |Iand use and project |level details with
citizens and provide an assurance that the |and use request is tied to a specific devel opnent proposal. M. Al bright concluded her
presentation by reviewing a Traffic Analysis prepared by Sol aegui Engi neers, Inc., and advised that the Sun Valley Citizen

Advi sory Board's primary concerns regarding the project were increased traffic and access on EIl Rancho Drive.

Commi ssi oner Shaw expressed concern regardi ng new devel opnent occurring in the area of this proposed project.

Chai rman Gal | oway opened the public hearing by calling on anyone w shing to speak.



Dennis Smith, Western Engi neering & Surveying Services, representing applicant, stated that they brought the application to the
Board as a conpl ete package as they wanted to assure everyone that it was their intent to go through with this project as
originally planned. M. Smith then responded to questions of the Board regardi ng drai nage and access to the project.

Francis Short, nenber of the Sun Valley Citizens Advisory Board, stated that the |and use issue has been brought before them many
times; that they object to the density as 300 apartnment units are currently being constructed directly across the street fromthe
proposed project; and that traffic is quite heavy on El Rancho Drive. Ms. Short stated that this appears to be a good project as
long as it remains a Senior Residence.

There being no one else wishing to speak, the Chairman closed the public hearing.

Chai rman Gal | oway expressed his concern regarding the apartnments across the street and the increased density in the area. He
further stated that he is concerned that this particular project may not be constructed and end up as sonething entirely different
than a Senior Residence. He then inquired if there is a nechanismwhere the land could revert if certain proposals were not

conpl eted, and Madel yn Shi pman, Assistant District Attorney, stated that it is not possible to condition a Conprehensive Plan
Amendnent .

Conmmi ssi oner Shaw stated that he shares these sanme concerns regarding traffic on EIl Rancho Drive.

Ms. Al bright explained that with regard to traffic inpacts on El Rancho Drive, the traffic analysis indicates average daily trips
to be 12,300; that the level of service does not decline to a level "D" until they reach 26,000; that there is a fairly healthy
margin for gromh; that according to the traffic analysis, the road is a level "C' until the year 2015 with the adopted | and use;
and that the proposed projects in the City of Sparks and adjoining areas have been taken into consideration in the traffic

anal ysi s.

In response to Chairman Galloway's inquiry regarding the possibility of changing the Devel opnent Code to allow this applicant to
proceed as an exception to the zoning that exists, Dean Deiderich, Department of Community Devel opnent, stated that the

Devel opnent Code coul d be amended for a future consideration; and that variance procedures are not available to the applicant
today which is the reason why the applicant is utilizing the appropriate procedure to request a | and use change. M. Deiderich
then di scussed the Devel opnment Agreenent process and answered questions of the Board regarding the use of this procedure.

Chai rman Gal l oway stated that although he is very concerned with the density in the area, a Senior Residence would be | ess of an
i mpact, and Conmi ssi oner Bond concurred although she is very concerned with the traffic on El Rancho Dri ve.

M. Smith stated that with regard to the tentative map application, his staff has spent over four nonths devel oping this plan and
several years attenpting to identify the best use for the property; that they have been working with the Braxton famly Trust as
the property owners; that it is in escrow to be purchased upon approval of the project fromthe Braxtons; that the project is

hi ngi ng on the Senior Care project which is why they brought the entire project to the County as a package; that they have no
intent on changing this project in anyway; and that they have been working very diligently with Washoe County Senior Services to
see if this could help fill a need for senior housing.

Fol | owi ng di scussion, on notion by Conmi ssioner Bond, seconded by Commi ssioner Short, which notion duly carried, Chairman Gall oway
ordered that the of Conprehensive Plan Armendnment Case No. CPA98-SN-1 (Sierra Pointe Senior Residences), be approved subject to the
foll owi ng findings:

FI NDI NGS

1. The proposed anendnent is in substantial conpliance with the policies and action prograns of the Conprehensive Plan. The
anmendnent conforms to policies LUT.1, SUN. 2.1, POP.1.3, AND psf.1.13.

2. The proposed amendnent to the Sun Valley Area Plan will provide for |land uses conpatible with existing and pl anned | and uses



surrounding the site (LUT.1.3, LUT.1.14 and will not adversely inpact the public health, safety or welfare.

3. The proposed amendnment will not adversely affect the inplenmentation of the policies and action programs of the Conservation
El ement or the Popul ation El ement of the Washoe County Conprehensive Plan (C. 4.1. C 4.3).

4. The proposed anmendrment will pronote the desired pattern for the orderly physical growh of the County and gui de devel opnent of
the County based on the projected population growth with the | east anpunt of natural resource inpairnment and the efficient
expenditure of funds for public services.

5. The Washoe County Pl anni ng Conmi ssion public hearing, prior to the adoption of the proposed amendnent to the Sun Valley Area
Pl an, and the related changes to the text and naps of the plan, has been properly noticed in a newspaper of general circulation in
the County as prescribed under NRS 278.210(1).

6. The Washoe County Pl anni ng Conmi ssi on gave reasoned consideration to information contained within the staff report and
i nformati on received during the public hearing.

7. The Washoe County Conmi ssion gave reasoned consideration to information contained with the reports transnitted to the Washoe
County Pl anni ng Comni ssion and the Washoe County Conmi ssion, and information received during the Washoe County Conmm ssion public
heari ng.

99-38 SPECI AL USE PERM T CASE NO. SPB8-18-98 - OUT OF HARM S WAY CAT SANCTUARY - APPEAL

5:00 p.m This was the tinme set in a Notice of Public Hearing mailed to concerned property owners to consider the appeal of
applicant/property owner Alan & Samantha d en/ Heather Martini fromthe denial of their application to develop and operate a cat
sanctuary (defined as a commerci al kennel in Section 110.304.25[c][1] of the Washoe County Devel opnent Code) for up to 200 cats on
three parcels totaling Al5.28 acres.

The property is located at 4785 Franktown Road and is designated Medium Density Rural (MDR) and General Rural (GR) in the South
Val | eys Area Plan. The parcels are situated in portions of Sections 3 & 10, T16N, R19E, MDM Washoe County, Nevada.

Chai rman Gal | oway advi sed that numerous correspondence and faxes have been received regarding this issue including various
submittals fromrepresentatives on both sides of the issue.

M ke Boster, Departnent of Community Devel opnent, utilized the overhead projector to |locate the proposed site for the cat
sanctuary explaining that the structures that will house the aninmals will include a garage, a guest house and an existing barn;
and that two other structures |ocated adjacent to the home will serve as quarantine areas for the cats when they are first taken
into the facility.

In response to a request at yesterday's caucus, M. Boster displayed a | arge nap depicting | ocations of the buildings on the
property and advised that representatives fromthe District Health Department were present to answer questions regarding health

i ssues; that a question was raised as to whether a condition could be inposed limting the operators of the facility to non-profit
organi zations; that they were informed by the District Attorney's Ofice that they could not inpose such a condition as this is a
| and use decision and can only inpose operational conditions to address concerns on the site; that cats coming into the facility
will be healthy cats exam ned by a qualified Veterinarian; and that the owners may be too ill to care for them or have passed away
and have stipulated that the cats be cared for in this sanctuary; and that the status of the owner cannot be a consideration as a
special use permit is tied to the land rather the owner as well as any conditions which would be tied to the land. M. Boster then
pl aced a Corporate Charter on file with the C erk.

Madel yn Shi pman, Assistant District Attorney, stated that the commercial kennel use was the closest use to the proposed cat
sanctuary determ ned by the Zoning Adm nistrator and determ ned by statute and pursuant to code; that the special use permt could
be conditioned that no use beyond the conditioned use would be allowed; that the applicant is required to obtain a conmercia



kennel permit as a result of the use; and that the Board could use the special use pernit process to mtigate any conditions that
m ght be appropriate such as a caveat that there be no retail sales, etc.

Chai rman Gal | oway opened the public hearing by calling on anyone w shing to speak.
M ke Al onzo, attorney with the firm of Jones, Vargas introduced his client and applicant Samantha d en.

Melissa Lindell, CFA, Inc., representing applicant, described the site and structures proposed to house the cats and the proximty
of other honmes to the sanctuary. M. Alonzo advised that the cat sanctuary was never intended to be a commercial kennel; that this
is a cat sanctuary and not a commerci al kennel and to defuse allegations nmade by the opposition, he would wel cone conditions that
woul d disallow this frombeing a commercial enterprise; that they do not intend on having any conmercial aninmal breedi ng which
could be conditioned; and that these will not be boarding kennels in the traditional sense. M. Alonzo then described the
operation of the cat sanctuary and stated that allegations nmade by Thomas Hall, who relied on correspondence from Rex WIIians,
Chai rman, Board of Adjustnent, alleging that Ms. G en was intending on charging $5,000 per cat to enter the sanctuary were
unt r ue.

M. Al onzo then addressed correspondence received from George G |l enpt who stated that the reason he did not purchase 75 acres in
the area was due to the proposed sanctuary, stating that he has purchased 300 acres down the road which contains in excess of 150
regi stered cows which could be considered a conmercial venture; and that with respect to allegations made by M. Hall that
property values woul d decline, this issue was addressed by a certified real estate appraiser who determ ned there was no way to
ascertain whether or not surrounding property values would be affected. M. Alonzo stated that this property is in bankruptcy;
that it is a distressed property; that the Gens are paying $3,000,000 for the property which is being designed by renowned
architect Peter Wl day; that the Devel opnment Code allows this use; and that no one will know the operation exists as it will not
be open to the public.

Samant ha G en, applicant, stated that her dreamis to create a quiet, |oving, peaceful "old age" hone for cats; that she intends
to be good nei ghbor; and that she has no intentions of negatively inpacting the standard of living in the area. Ms. G en stated
that the idea of establishing a cat sanctuary interested her after she visited a sinilar facility located in Connecticut which is
the only facility of its kind in the country.

Thomas Hall, 4000 O d Ranch Road, representing George G| lenot, property owner adjacent to the site, stated that he previously
served on the Washoe Valley CAB for ten years. M. Hall reviewed a map depicting M. G llenmots property which was placed on file
with the Clerk, explaining that he has acquired property for a private cattle ranch east of the subject property; that he cancel ed
a pending escrow fromthe Martini fam|ly after |earning of the proposed sanctuary; and that his cattle will be grazi ng downstream
fromthe subject use.

M. Hall discussed the necessary findings that the Board nust neet to grant the special use permt stating that in his opinion and
that of his client, none of the findings can be net as the application and proposed use are not in conpliance with the South
Val | eys Area Plan; that there are inadequate inprovenents; that Franktown Creek which flows year around is located only a few feet
fromthe cat site; that the barn is located in the 100-year floodplain; that the site is unsuitable for the proposed use; and that
the i ssuance of the special use pernmit would be detrinmental to the public health, safety and welfare. M. Hall further advised
that a potential health threat would be inposed to M. Gllenpt's cattle; that property values will decrease; and that the cat
sanctuary is not appropriate in West Washoe Valley on Franktown Road. M. Hall stated that the cat sanctuary would be attracting
animals fromall over country; that the use is not restricted to only healthy cats; that the application indicates that this wll

be a comrercial kennel; that animals will be left to the facility through wills and other special arrangenents of fostering and
hol di ng for energency rescue purposes; that operating revenue for the sanctuary woul d be derived from charitable donations or
bequests; that the proposed managers are not ani mal people but rather schooled in noney raising; and that clients will be

solicited through attorneys and certified public accountants.

M. Hall concluded by stating that the record is inconplete as M. WIllianms alleges to have received fromthe applicant's
representatives, a Trust Agreenent for the Samantha G en revocable Trust, a Water Study, a newspaper article fromthe Reno



Gazette-Journal, and a marketing brochure indicating a $5,000 fee per cat requirenment for entrance into the sanctuary.

M. Alonzo clarified that he would not have all owed the Trust docunment to be part of the public record; that M. WIIians,
contrary to what he was allowed to do pursuant to the Devel opnent Code, pursued financial issues and nade inquiries about the
Trust; that M. WIIlians was never in possession of the Trust docunent; that it was sinply stated that Ms. den had established a
trust for operating expenses; and that he has never seen a marketing brochure.

Madel yn Shi pman, Assistant District Attorney, stated that the Board should have the sane information that had been presented to
the Board of Adjustnent; that there appears to be question as to what was actually presented to the Board of Adjustnent; that she
had a conversation with M. Hall regarding this matter, and unless he is attenpting to present this information for purposes of
credibility, this would not be a critical point for the Board in rendering a decision; and that financial issues would be
irrelevant with regard to the foundation or the establishnent of the foundation unless the Board can find by virtue of M. Hall's
testinony that credibility issues have been raised in terns of different representati ons that have been nade.

M. Hall referred to a transcript fromM. WIIlians dated Decenber 3, 1998 which stated "I have read your Trust Fund and it does
not indicate how funds are going to be deternmined for animals," indicating that at one point, M. WIIlians had the docunment which
was not part of the record today; and that he is pursuing credibility issues as well as the conmercial endeavor which he
calculates to be as follows: a $5,000 bequeathnent by the owners to the non-profit organization x 200 cats = $1, 000, 000. 00.

M. Hall then discussed correspondence received from WIIiam Kvasnicka, D.V.M, University of Nevada, School of Veterinary
Medi ci ne, regarding the potential animal health and public health threats that may be linked to the cat sanctuary who concl uded,
that it would inpose a threat to the health of cattle |ocated downstreamfromthe site; that cat feces and urine could potentially
enter existing streans and expose cattle to pathogenic di seases.

Chai rman Gal l oway stated that agricultural ventures also generate incone; that this is in a rural |and use which allows for a
kennel; and that he would like to know why M. G llenpt's ranch is not |ocated in a general comrercial area.

M. Hall stated that the reason that this clause was put in the South Valleys Area Plan was due to intrusion into the Valley of
peopl e who do not reside there and the reason why there is an accunul ati on of comrercial in old Washoe City that serve
constituents in the Valley; that the problemin this case is that custonmers would be drawn from outside the valley and across the
nation to do business; that this is a slice of a comercial enterprise; and that although it mght be a limted use, it is stil
commercial and falls under what the South Valley Area Plan determ nes to be "trade"

Commi ssi oner Bond stated that then there would be an assunption that a purebred Hereford cattle ranch would not attract buyers
from outsi de of Washoe Valley; and that there would be no showi ngs or breeding activities. M. Hall responded stating that they
devel oped the South Valleys Area Plan in consideration to the uses in the valley which are predoninately cattle ranching.

Conmi ssi oner Sferrazza requested to see docunentation fromM. Hall, and Ms. Shipman advised it was irrelevant to this itemas it
had to do with the Franktown Equestrian center

M. Hall stated that the reason he subnitted this docunmentation regarding the Equestrian Center is to prove that this was a
private use expanded to a comrerci al use and woul d have been violated had the citizens not appeal ed the expansion and stopped the
application, noting that there are no kennel uses that are commerci al

George G llenot, 4814 Ad U S. Hi ghway 395, stated that he has a cattle ranch operation; that he opposes the special use permt
citing concerns regarding the health and welfare of his cattle and aquifers feeding into domestic wells, explaining that all of

t he water passing through this area goes directly onto his property and is transmtted through ditches for irrigation of the
pastures and for watering the cattle; and that cattle and horses have been raised in Washoe Valley since 1850; and that a specia
use permt is not required for his operation which is intended to be a commercial venture.

Conmi ssi oner Sferrazza requested clarification fromM. Gllenpot regarding the difference between cat feces and cow manure and M.
G llenot stated that in his experience, cattle do not infect each other; and that his primry concern is cat pathogens affecting



his cattle.

The follow ng individuals spoke in opposition to the special use pernmt and the proposed cat sanctuary offering the foll ow ng

obj ections: the necessary findings could not be made; the special use permt is inconsistent with the South Valleys Area Pl an

| and val ues woul d be negatively inmpacted; the possibility of pathogens |eaching into Franktown Creek and endangering grazing
cattle; this would become a conmercial operation; the sanctuary would attract other predators; other predators woul d endanger the
lives of residents, their children, famly pets and livestock; credibility issues, precedent setting; and that the site is | ocated
in an area subject to flooding. The Franktown Equestrian Center and Lighting WGolf Course Restaurant were cited as commercia
facilities without input fromthe comunity causing concerns about a use other than what was originally intended. Sone concern
regarding cat inconpatibility within the facility after they have been bequeathed by their clients was expressed.

Deborah Sheltra Ri chard Mason
Shar on Burke Charl es Spann
Pam Mur phy Terry Burke
Joseph Thonas Pat & Greg Joss
Ed Foster Jane Countryman
Jeff Houk Jani ce Bauer
Harvey Schwart z Mary Le Friant

Shannon & Barbara Engstrom

Susan Asher, Executive Director, Nevada Humane Society, referred to her letter dated January 12, 1999 which was placed on file with the
Clerk, stating that she supports the cat sanctuary as she feels she has expertise in this area since the Humane Society has handled over 54,000
cats since 1980 and is very knowledgeable in the area of disinfectants, cleaning procedures and handling, in an effort to promote a safe and
sterile environment; that she supports this due to the stringent measures that Mrs. Glen has put into place for introducing a cat into her
sanctuary; that a two-week quarantine period is quite adequate; that the Nevada Humane Society does not have a disease problem; that they
have not negatively impacted the safety and health of the community surrounding the facility; that they are located one block from the Truckee
River; and that Mrs. Glen is proposing to feed the cats indoors which would eliminate the possibility of attracting mice and eliminating the
possibility of hanta virus.

The following individuals spoke in support of the Special Use Permit stating that they did not believe their properties would be negatively
impacted by the cat sanctuary; that the character assassination of Mrs. Glen by Washoe Valley residents was totally unwarranted; that rural
lifestyles would not be negatively impacted; and that this would be a first-class operation evidenced by the amount of money the applicant is
expending on the project including a $3,000,000 renovation of the site.

Vi cki e Sherwood Nor man & Donna Hi go
John Chri stensen Nancy Fenne
Ti m Nasonei Bob Rusk

Wlliam Molini, Retiree, Nevada Division of Wldlife, stated that it is his belief that the cat sanctuary would not attract other
wildlife such as mountain lions and bears to the area.

Dr. Debra Bruce, D.V.M and Epi deni ol ogi st, Washoe County District Health Departnent, stated that she has been investigating



out breaks of communi cabl e di sease in humans since 1988 in the State of Nevada and Washoe County; that although a | ot of concerns
have been rai sed regardi ng di sease potential, she believes as long as the facility is nmanaged and feces is picked up daily, she
does not see a problemwith the facility; that urine is sterile and does not contain bacteria or virus; and that she believes this
woul d not pose a threat to contam nation of water sources.

Dan Ariaz, Washoe County Vector Control Coordinator, District Health Department, stated that they would request Animal Control to
performthe inspections of the facility as this is their area of expertise; that he would suggest quarterly inspections the first
year with sem -annual inspections thereafter; that the waste woul d be handl ed in prescri bed nanners that would conply with solid
waste regul ati ons; that he has been working with all diseases in Washoe County for many years, and while it was noted that cats
can contact the plague, he does not see a problemas the cats will be indoor cats; that he is nore concerned about bats as 25% of
the bat popul ation in Washoe County are rabid; and that he woul d suggest the applicant have a plan whereby bats could be
physically screened out of the area in order to nmake the facility "batproof".

Peg Schopper, District Health Solid Waste Managenent, stated that Ms. G en's plan nust include the proper disposal of all manure
and solid waste fromthe facility, the proper renoval and disposal of any animal that may die at the facility, and the proper
di sposal of food containers nade into waste.

Katie Stevens, Reno Aninmal Control, stated that there are no requirenents that would limt the number of cats in the
uni ncor porated areas of Washoe County; and that Aninmal Control would not have a problem conducting the inspections.

Dr. Don Long, Veterinarian, spoke in support of the sanctuary advising that in general, cats carry very few di seases that are
transmittable to cattle and individuals; that his primary function, should the facility be approved, would be to oversee the
public health, zoonoses, quarantine, vaccinations, wellness programs and physical exanms which would be perforned on site; that he
woul d serve on an on-call basis; that every prospective cat conming into the facility would be exam ned and placed i n quarantine;
and that Interstate Health Certificates are required for cats com ng fromother states and are required to indicate that the cats
are free from contagi ous and infectious di seases.

M. Al onzo concluded his presentation by stating that with regard to the nunber of cats the applicant proposes to have, Ms. G enn
coul d have 200 cats as her own pets w thout going through this process but elected instead, not to go "through the back door" and
do this legally; and that he has never introduced a brochure or the trust docunent as alluded to in previous testinony.

In conclusion, M. Hall stated that WIIliam Kvasnicka, D.V.M made a point that these cats would be conming in fromaround the
nation; that zoonoses of the feline are often insidious and |ack detectable signs in carrier animals before signs devel op or
definitive diagnostic results are received. M. Hall stated that he has reviewed M. Boster's file and previously read a docunent
that was the "guts" of this deal which is not present this evening; and that the South Valleys Area Plan prohibits this type of
trade area.

There being no one else wishing to speak, the Chairman closed the public hearing.

Conmmi ssi oner Sferrazza stated that he could not support the appeal as it is his belief that the special use pernmt violates the
Sout h Vall eys Area Pl an.

Commi ssi oner Shaw stated that since the applicant's representative has indicated his willingness to condition all concerns
expressed in previous testinony regarding the possibility of this beconmi ng a comercial kennel, he would support the special use
permt based on testinony fromrepresentatives fromthe District Health Departnent and Dr. Long as well as others.

M. Boster then distributed excerpts fromthe South Valleys Area Plan and M. Deiderich answered questions of the Board regarding
zoni ng.

Commi ssi oner Bond stated that she does not support the applicants desire to take in a "few' dogs, if necessary, as this would set
a precedent and is not what this application is about.



Conmmi ssi oner Short stated that he would support the special use pernmit although he would like to stipulate that the applicant be
prohi bited from breeding, selling, buying and trading cats; that he would like to see inpervious material placed in any |ocation
where the cats would be outside to allow daily sanitation as well as any necessary health precautions to protect the water supply
in the area, and a linmtation on the nunber of cats that enter the sanctuary per year

Ms. den stated that she would agree to limt the nunber of cats per year

Chai rman Gall oway stated that he does not believe that the special use pernmit violates the South Valleys Area Plan; and that he
woul d uphol d the appeal with the caveat that no breeding activities or cat sales take place on the site; that a Vector Contro
Plan be in place; and that the barn renovation include a 100-year fl oodplain design.

Commi ssi oner Bond stated that she would request quarterly inspections of the facility for the first year with sem -annua
i nspections thereafter as well as a condition to address bat and squirrel control

Fol | owi ng di scussion, on notion by Commi ssioner Shaw, seconded by Comni ssioner Bond, which nmotion duly carried with Comr ssioner
Sferrazza voting "no," Chairnman Galloway ordered that the appeal of Special Use Permt Case No. SPB8-18-98 for Qut of Harm s Way
Cat Sanctuary be upheld and the decision of the Board of Adjustment be overturned subject to the follow ng findings and

condi tions:

FI NDI NGS
1. That the site is physically suitable for a cat sanctuary with adequate infrastructure to support intensity use.

2. That issuance of the permt will not be detrinental to the public health, safety or welfare: injurious to the property or
i mprovenents of the adjacent properties, or detrinmental to the character of the surrounding area;

3. That no policies exist in contravention with the policies, action progranms, standards and naps of the Conprehensive Plan and
the South Valleys Area Pl an.

4. That granting of the request will not constitute a grant of special privileges inconsistent with the |imtations upon other
properties in the vicinity and the Medium Density Rural (MDR) and Ceneral Rural (GR) |and use designations.

5. That the Board of County Conmi ssioners gave reasoned consideration to the information contained with the staff report and
i nformati on received during the public hearing.

CONDI TI ONS

UNLESS OTHERW SE SPECI FI ED, ALL CONDI TI ONS MJUST BE MET OR FI NANCI AL ASSURANCES MUST BE PROVI DED TO SATI SFY THE CONDI TI ONS PRI OR TO
SUBM TTAL FOR A BUI LDI NG PERM T. THE AGENCY RESPONSI BLE FOR DETERM NI NG COVPLI ANCE W TH A SPECI FI C CONDI TI ON SHALL DETERM NE
WHETHER THE CONDI TI ON MUST BE FULLY COVMPLETED OR WHETHER THE APPLI CANT SHALL BE OFFERED THE OPTI ON OF PROVI DI NG FI NANCI AL
ASSURANCES. ALL AGREEMENTS, EASEMENTS, OR OTHER DOCUMENTATI ON REQUI RED BY THESE CONDI TI ONS SHALL HAVE A COPY FI LED W TH THE COUNTY
ENG NEER AND THE DEPARTMENT OF COVMUNI TY DEVELOPMENT.

COVPLI ANCE W TH THE CONDI TIONS OF THIS SPECI AL USE PERM T | S THE RESPONSI BI LI TY OF THE APPLI CANT, HI S SUCCESSOR | N | NTEREST, AND
ALL OWNERS, ASSI GNEES, AND OCCUPANTS OF THE PROPERTY AND THEI R SUCCESSORS | N | NTEREST. FAI LURE TO COVPLY W TH ANY CONDI TI ONS
| MPOSED I N THE | SSUANCE OF THE SPECI AL USE PERM T MAY RESULT I N THE | NSTI TUTI ON OF REVOCATI ON PROCEDURES

WASHOE COUNTY RESERVES THE RI GHT TO REVI EW AND REVI SE THE CONDI TI ONS OF THI S APPROVAL SHOULD THEY DETERM NE THAT A SUBSEQUENT
LI CENSE OR PERM T | SSUED BY WASHOE COUNTY VI OLATES THE | NTENT OF THI S APPROVAL.

GENERAL CONDI TI ONS



1. The applicant shall denmpnstrate substantial conformance to the plans approved as part of this special use permt. The
Department of Community Devel opnment shall be responsible for determ ning conpliance with this condition.

2. A copy of the Final Order stating conditional approval of this special use permt shall be attached to all applications for
admi nistrative permts issued by Washoe County.

3. The applicant shall obtain a Washoe County Busi ness License prior to any operation of the facility. Conpliance with this
condition shall be determ ned by the Departnent of Conmunity Devel opnent.

4. Prior to issuance of a business |icense, the applicant shall submit a letter froman aninmal control agency acceptable to the
Board of Adjustnent indicating that the facility is suitable to be operated as a cat sanctuary.

5. The applicant shall subnmit a solid and liquid waste plan and a vector control plan acceptable to the District Health Departnent
prior to the issuance of a business |icense.

6. The applicant and any successors shall direct any potential purchaser/operator of the site and/or the special use pernt to
meet with the Community Devel opment staff to review conditions of approval prior to the final sale of the site and/or the specia
use permt.

Any subsequent purchaser/operator of the site and/or the special use permit shall notify the devel opnent review staff of the nane,
address, tel ephone nunber, and contact person of the new purchaser/operator within 30 days of the final sale.

7. Secure exterior animl enclosures shall be constructed prior to acceptance of animals at the facility. These structures shal
be connected to all buildings allowi ng egress of animals. Materials used shall be of sufficient durability to ensure the security
of the enclosure. No ani mal housed at the sanctuary shall be all owed outside of either these enclosures or the buildings used in
conjunction with the sanctuary.

8. The applicant shall appropriate water rights. The subject application will identify the existing donmestic well as the point of
diversion and will identify the manner of use as "Commercial and Domestic." The quantity of water applied shall be 1,800 gallons
per day as provided in the NRS and the place of use shall include the applicants residence and the areas to be used by the
sanctuary.

9. No signs or additional lighting shall be placed on the property that would be visible from Frankt own Road or State Route 429.
Conpliance with this condition shall be deterni ned by the Departnent of Conmunity Devel opnent.

10. Al animal food nust be seal ed and stored inside a secure structure. Feedings shall be supervised and all uneaten food nust be
di sposed of in a secure container

11. The facility shall not be open to the public for tours or simlar visitation

12. A maxi mum of 200 cats, accepted at a rate of no nore than 40 per year, may be housed at the sanctuary. Any increase to this
anount will require an anendnent to the special use pernmit. No dogs shall be allowed as a part of this operation.

13. Site plans for all inprovenents related to the facility shall be reviewed and approved by the Design Review Comrittee.

14. The applicant shall arrange to have the facility inspected by the District Health Departnent on a regul ar basis.

15. Three evergreen trees (species to be deternm ned by the applicant) shall be planted inmediately to the east of the wire nesh
encl osure attached to the south side of the barn. Two of the trees shall be at |least 7-feet in height and one shall be at |east

5-feet in height. These trees shall be planted i mediately after construction of the wire mesh enclosure. Conpliance with this
condition shall be determ ned by the Departnent of Conmunity Devel opnent.



16. During the first year of operation, the facility shall be inspected quarterly by Washoe County Animal Control. |nspections
shall be performed on a twice-yearly basis thereafter. Contact Washoe County Aninmal Control to arrange inspection dates and tines.

17. The operation of the facility shall not include sales, breeding or tenporary boardi ng of cats.

18. I npervious surfaces shall be provided at all outdoor |ocations accessible to cats. The applicant shall work w th Washoe County
Ani mal Control and/or the Nevada Humane Society to deternmine the nost suitable material to be used.

19. Buil dings associated with the cat sanctuary shall conmply with the provisions of Article 416 of the Washoe County Devel opnent
Code relating to flood hazards. Conpliance with this condition shall be determ ned by the Engi neering Division.

99- 39 BLACK ROCK DESERT - DRAFT ENVI RONMENTAL | MPACT STATEMENT - REVI EW

Bill Whitney, Departnment of Comrunity Devel oprment, reviewed revised draft correspondence to Gerald Mritz, EIS Project Manager
Bureau of Land Managenent. regarding this issue.

In response to Comni ssioner Bond's inquiry at yesterday's caucus regardi ng proposed restrictions on events on the Bl ack Rock
Desert, M. Whitney stated that in the proposed action, the Burning Man event would be limted to 10,000 participants.

Chai rman Gal |l oway requested that the foll owi ng | anguage be incorporated into the correspondence: "to request that the BLM keep in
m nd that there are econoni ¢ consequences to Washoe County in limting uses and user population in the Black Rock Desert; and that
they not be nore restrictive than necessary to protect the environnent and managenent of their area.”

Fol | owi ng di scussion, on notion by Commi ssioner Sferrazza, seconded by Comm ssioner Bond, which nmotion duly carried, Chairnman
Gal | oway ordered that the agenda menorandum be accepted as outlined by staff; and that Chairman Gall oway be directed to sign
correspondence to be forwarded to the Wnnenucca Field Ofice of the Bureau of Land Management incorporating |anguage referenced
above.

99-40 RENO CI TY MANAGER S LETTER CONCERNI NG COUNTY ANNEXATI ON & LEG SLATI VE PROPOSALS

County Manager Katy Sinon read a letter into the record fromCity Manager Charles MNeely regardi ng Washoe County's | egislative
bill drafts relating to annexation and revi ewed di scussion held at yesterday's caucus regarding this item

Chairman Gal | oway advised that M. MNeely's letter overstates what occurred at the joint neeting on Septenber 1, 1998; that there
was never an assurance that they agreed to forward bill draft requests to the Regional Governing Board; however, that they did
agree to revisit the | egislative agenda which was acconplished at yesterday's caucus.

On notion by Conm ssioner Sferrazza, seconded by Conmi ssioner Bond, which notion duly carried, it was ordered that Chairman
Gal | oway and County Manager Katy Sinmon draft correspondence to Charles MNeely, Reno City Manager, regarding this issue; and that
Conmi ssi oner Bond present sane to the Regi onal Governing Board.

COWM SSI ONERS' / MANAGER' S COMVENTS

Chai rman Gal | oway expressed a desire to anend the Devel opnment Code regarding | and use and densities in an effort to ensure that
proposed projects are carried out as proposed.

Conmmi ssi oner Sferrazza requested a future agenda itemto discuss limting individuals to a fifteen minute time frane per side for
publ i c hearings.

Conmi ssi oner Shaw stated that he would |ike to schedule a retreat for the purpose of obtaining unity on the Board.

* * % *x * *x * *x * *



There being no further business to cone before the Board, the neeting adjourned at 12: 00 a.m Wdnesday, January 13, 1999.

JI' M GALLOWMAY, Chairman
Washoe County Comm ssion

ATTEST: AMY HARVEY, County Cl erk
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