
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
TUESDAY 2:00 P.M. JULY 8, 2008 
 
PRESENT: 

Bob Larkin, Chairman 
Bonnie Weber, Vice Chairperson 

Jim Galloway, Commissioner 
David Humke, Commissioner 

Kitty Jung, Commissioner 
 

Amy Harvey, County Clerk 
Katy Singlaub, County Manager 
Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel 

 
 
 The Washoe County Board of Commissioners convened at 2:06 p.m. in 
regular session in the Commission Chambers of the Washoe County Administration 
Complex, 1001 East Ninth Street, Reno, Nevada. Following the Pledge of Allegiance to 
the flag of our Country, the Clerk called the roll and the Board conducted the following 
business: 
 
 County Manager Katy Singlaub stated: "The Chairman and Board of 
County Commissioners intend that their proceedings should demonstrate the highest 
levels of decorum, civic responsibility, efficiency and mutual respect between citizens 
and their government. The Board respects the right of citizens to present differing 
opinions and views, even criticism, but our democracy cannot function effectively in an 
environment of personal attacks, slander, threats of violence, and willful disruption. To 
that end, the Nevada Open Meeting Law provides the authority for the Chair of a public 
body to maintain the decorum and to declare a recess if needed to remove any person 
who is disrupting the meeting, and notice is hereby provided of the intent of this body to 
preserve the decorum and remove anyone who disrupts the proceedings." 
 
08-728 AGENDA ITEM 3 – PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Public Comment. Comment heard under this item will be limited 
to two minutes per person and may pertain to matters both on and off the 
Commission agenda. The Commission will also hear public comment during 
individual action items, with comment limited to two minutes per person.  
Comments are to be made to the Commission as a whole.” 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, John Obester said he believed 
zoning laws ought to be resistant to change. He discussed the meaning and interpretation 
of the words “conservative” and “liberal.”  
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 Garth Elliot stated he recently received a letter from the Community 
Development Department regarding candidate rules for posting campaign signs. He said 
he did not object to the rules, but it appeared to him they were not being applied equally 
to everyone. Mr. Elliott discussed his participation on the Citizens’ Nuisance Ordinance 
Committee. He hoped input would be gathered from the Committee members and the 
facilitator as to which parts of the process worked and which did not.  
 
 Terry Tiernay talked about his May 2007 request that the Board of County 
Commissioners be increased from five to seven members. He said he understood there 
was an opinion from District Attorney Richard Gammick that such a change should wait 
for the ten-year census. He quoted excerpts from Nevada Attorney General’s Opinion No. 
98-03 to support his conclusion there was no requirement to wait for the census. He 
indicated he filed complaints with the Governor and the Secretary of State, but was 
referred back to the County Manager for action. Mr. Tiernay said reapportionment was 
important because of annexation rules that did not allow sphere of influence in counties 
with populations of greater than 400,000. 
 
 Sam Dehne objected to the County’s cancellation of its contract with 
Sierra Nevada Community Access Television (SNCAT).  
 
 Gary Schmidt placed documents on file with the Clerk. He said he 
received calls from several members of the Citizens’ Nuisance Ordinance Committee 
alleging illegal campaign signs. He acknowledged the County’s rules about campaign 
signs were more restrictive than those in the Cities of Reno and Sparks, where trailers 
located on private property did not have to display current license plates.  
 
08-729 AGENDA ITEM 4 – ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Commissioners’/Manager’s Announcements, Requests for 
Information, Topics for Future Agendas and Statements Relating to Items Not on 
the Agenda.  (No discussion among Commissioners will take place on this item.)” 
 
  Katy Singlaub, County Manager, explained Sierra Nevada Community 
Access Television (SNCAT) declined the County’s request for a month-to-month 
extension of its contract during the circulation of an open competitive Request for 
Proposal (RFP). She stated the SNCAT agreement was terminated effective June 30, 
2008 and arrangements were made with an independent contractor until the RFP process 
could be completed. She assured the Board SNCAT would be invited to participate in the 
RFP. 
 
 With respect to Agenda Item 5F(5), Ms. Singlaub noted the public hearing 
would be changed to August 26, 2008 due to cancellation of the August 12th meeting of 
the Board of County Commissioners. Chairman Larkin asked legal counsel whether the 
change was made in accordance with all laws and regulations in the State of Nevada. 
Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, stated the change did not appear to raise any Open 
Meeting Law problems. 
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 Ms. Singlaub informed Chairman Larkin of a request by the Regional 
Transportation Commission to hear Agenda Items 18 and 19 at approximately 3:30 p.m.  
 
 Commissioner Humke commented that citizens’ references to political 
signage during public comment suggested disparate enforcement of the County’s 
regulations. He indicated that might be an impermissible limitation on free speech and 
requested a future agenda item to look at what the County was doing versus what the two 
Cities were doing.  Commissioner Weber pointed out she previously requested an agenda 
item regarding campaign signage. She said it might be necessary to get all of the entities 
working together on similar ordinances. She indicated there had been issues in the past 
when candidates left their signs up for several months after an election, and she thought 
such individuals should be fined.  
 
 Commissioner Weber talked about her attendance at a recent meeting of 
the Nevada Commission for Reconstruction of the V&T Railway, which was in extreme 
need of a continued funding source with the project little more than half done. She 
announced she would not be able to attend the next meetings of the County Commission 
and the Western Regional Water Commission (WRWC) due to a meeting of the National 
Association of Counties (NACo). She stated she would go before the Regional 
Transportation Commission to request reconsideration of their decision to eliminate Bus 
Route 37. Commissioner Weber said she was planning to attend the grand opening of a 
new facility for the Food Bank of Northern Nevada.  
 
 Chairman Larkin indicated he would attend a dedication of the new Child 
Abuse Response and Evaluations/Sexual Assault Response Team (CARES/SART) 
facility by the Northern Nevada Regional Medical Center Board of Directors. He 
announced an upcoming meeting of the Regional Planning Governing Board. 
 
 Commissioner Galloway discussed an upcoming meeting of the Debt 
Management Commission, where there would be discussion of a tax override proposal 
for the Sierra Fire Protection District (SFPD). He believed SFPD was well below the tax 
cap, and stated it would ultimately be up to the voters to decide. 
 
 Commissioner Galloway requested a review of the Board’s discussion of 
the SNCAT contract at its meeting on May 27, 2008. He pointed out the staff report from 
Kathy Carter, Community Relations Director, indicated staff was directed to put SNCAT 
on a month-to-month contract, but he did not recall such direction from the Board. Ms. 
Singlaub replied the entire discussion had been reviewed and staff had understood they 
were to look at all options. Commissioner Galloway indicated it was his opinion the 
Board gave direction to renew the contract with SNCAT for one year while other options 
were reviewed, but he wanted clarification as to what was intended by a majority of the 
Commissioners. Ms. Singlaub said she would bring the item back to the Board for 
additional review and discussion. Commissioner Jung stated she was also confused about 
the SNCAT issue, but would review video from the meeting.  
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 Commissioner Jung remarked she had found homes for seven foster 
kittens from the Nevada Humane Society. She talked about her attendance at the 
Leadership Academy graduation, as well as Reno’s Fourth of July parade. She reminded 
the public of an upcoming open house for the Veterans of Foreign Wars Ladies 
Auxiliary. She requested that Addendum Agenda Item 29 be heard as early as possible 
because there were at least 15 people present in the audience regarding that item.  
 
08-730 AGENDA ITEM 29 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Consider taking action to approve and authorize the Chairman 
to sign a Resolution to place an advisory question on the November 4, 2008 General 
Election ballot regarding the imposition of an additional hotel and motel room tax 
of not more than 3% to be used initially to avoid cuts in the funding of education 
and other state programs and thereafter to increase the funding of K-12 Education, 
specifically to improve student achievement and for salaries of non-administrative 
educational personnel; or take other action as appropriate.” 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Liza Cartlidge, Vice President 
and General Manager of Harrah’s Reno, stated she represented the gaming partner in the 
Coalition for the Advancement of Education in Nevada, and was present to formally 
request placement of a room tax advisory question on the November 2008 ballot. She 
explained the proposed ballot question was advisory in nature and imposed no legal 
requirements on the Board of County Commissioners or the State Legislature. She 
indicated the question would advise the Nevada Legislature whether a majority of the 
voters supported the imposition of additional room tax in Clark County and Washoe 
County to help fund education throughout the State. She noted the initiative called for the 
room tax rate to increase by 3 percent in locations where the current total room tax was 
less than or equal to 10 percent. In locations where the current total room tax was greater 
than 10 percent but less than 13 percent, the room tax would increase by the difference 
between the current rate and 13 percent. There would be no impact to those locations 
where the current total room tax was already equal to or greater than 13 percent. Ms. 
Cartlidge pointed out the tax revenues would initially be directed to the State to offset 
large cuts in the 2009-11 biennial budget, but would shift with the 2011-13 biennium to 
fund K-12 education; specifically to improve student achievement and shore up 
educators’ salaries. She said the gaming industry had worked proactively with teachers to 
help fund and improve the quality of education in the classrooms in Nevada.  
 
 Lynn Warne, President of the NSEA and former President of the Washoe 
Education Association (WEA), said she and Ken Buhrman, current WEA President, were 
present on behalf of 28,000 Nevada educators and over 3,000 members of the WEA. She 
urged support for placing the advisory question on the ballot in November 2008. She 
talked about the devastating effects of inadequate funding for education on future 
generations. Ms. Warne emphasized Nevada was ranked 49th in the Country in per pupil 
expenditures and was expected to fall further down the list with anticipated State budget 
cuts. She observed that Nevada public schools had the fourth highest teacher ratio out of 
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the 50 states and half of all teachers eventually left the profession because of salary 
concerns. 
 
 Sam Dehne said he was neither for nor against the tax proposal, but had 
seen too many wasted taxes. He alleged the Governor’s “no more taxes” stance forced 
schoolteachers to carry the burden of increasing taxes.   
 
 Gary Schmidt spoke in support of the advisory initiative being placed on 
the ballot. He remarked it was important for elected officials to listen to the people.  
 
 Amy Harvey, County Clerk, read a list of 12 citizens who signed in to 
support the ballot question. They represented the WEA, Crystal Bay Casino, Siena Hotel 
Spa Casino, Sands Regency Casino Hotel, Tamarack Junction, Club Cal Neva and Gold 
Dust West. The list was placed on file with the Clerk.  
 
 Commissioner Galloway disclosed his wife was a teacher employed by the 
Washoe County School District (WCSD). He asked legal counsel whether he could 
discuss or vote on the item, which potentially involved teachers’ salaries. Melanie Foster, 
Legal Counsel, indicated he could vote because he was not taking action that would 
directly increase his wife’s salary, but was voting to put the issue before the public and 
the Legislature for action. Commissioner Galloway disclosed having met with Ms. 
Cartlidge and Mr. Alonso, and having received numerous emails on the subject. He 
expressed concern that the 13 percent cap was not incorporated into the text of the 
advisory question, and asked whether the Board could give direction if they voted to put 
the initiative on the ballot. Ms. Foster stated, because the language of the question and its 
explanation had already been acted on by Clark County, it was too late for Washoe 
County to take action to change the text. She said the 13 percent cap was mentioned in 
the explanation and the pro and con arguments that were yet to be drafted could also 
mention the cap. She explained the question was advisory and, if passed by the voters, the 
Legislature would receive the entire text of the question and its explanation. 
Commissioner Galloway confirmed with Ms. Foster that, if the Board approved 
placement of the advisory question on the ballot, the explanation referring to the 13 
percent tax cap would be included in the materials presented to the voting public.  
 
 Chairman Larkin asked Ms. Cartlidge whether she represented all 
members of the gaming industry. Ms. Cartlidge replied the Coalition for the 
Advancement of Education in Nevada was made up of some gaming industry leaders, 
including Station Casinos, Wynn Resorts, Paris Las Vegas and others identified during 
public comment, but did not include everyone in the gaming industry. She indicated she 
represented Harrah’s. Chairman Larkin pointed out the Board voted against placing a 
previous initiative on the ballot and wondered why they should approve this one. Ms. 
Cartlidge stated she was not familiar with the other ballot issue. She noted all of the 
children in all of the classrooms in Nevada were affected and the proponents felt it was 
important to get the question out to the voters. Chairman Larkin observed the ballot 
question would be placed before all voters, those with school-age children and those 
without. Chairman Larkin questioned whether there was any language to clarify what was 
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meant by student achievement and/or how the money would be spent. Ms. Warne said the 
description of student achievement was intentionally broad because each school district 
was allowed to decide what was best for their students. She explained funds went to 
different school districts based on student enrollment, and determinations would be made 
at the district level as to how to use the funds for student achievement. Chairman Larkin 
pointed out there was no ratio to determine the amount of funding for student 
achievement versus non-administrative salaries. Ms. Warne replied it would be left to the 
Legislature to work out such details. Chairman Larkin asked what assurances the 
proponents could provide that the ballot question would not be used as a proxy to 
increase the room tax beyond what was already authorized in Washoe County. Ms. 
Warne indicated it would depend on what was enacted into law during the 2009 
Legislative session, but the proponents’ intent was to increase the room tax by 3 percent 
with a cap at 13 percent. Chairman Larkin wondered if the proponents would be willing 
to go before the State Legislature to clarify their original intent if there were moves to go 
beyond the 13 percent cap. Ms. Warne assured him they would be willing to do that.  
 
 Chairman Larkin asked what the Commission should tell other groups, 
such as the firefighters, who might want a ballot initiative in the future. Ms. Warne stated 
she was not familiar with any of the previous groups and such a decision was best left to 
the Commissioners. Although the Clark County Commissioners voted unanimously to 
place the question on the ballot, Chairman Larkin noted they discussed the fact that the 
room tax was originally enabled for recreation and fair purposes. He said it presented the 
Commissioners with somewhat of a dilemma.   
 
 Commissioner Galloway reviewed some of the historical background, 
observing the NSEA initially circulated an initiative to raise gaming taxes until an 
alternative was offered by some of the casinos. Ms. Warne agreed that was correct. 
Commissioner Galloway asked what the chances would be for any future compromise 
between the teachers and the gaming industry if the question was not put before the 
voters. Ms. Warne indicated the NSEA would continue to move forward and work with 
the Legislature on a statutory initiative. She commented that the leaders in the gaming 
industry who partnered with the teachers’ association all recognized the need to 
appropriately fund education in the State of Nevada. She emphasized the teachers would 
continue to work on every option until a funding source was found.  
 
 Commissioner Jung disclosed meeting with Ms. Cartlidge and Mr. Sande. 
She pointed out it was her request to put the ballot initiative on as an addendum agenda 
item. She noted there would be much more revenue collected in Clark County because 
many parts of Washoe County were already at the 13 percent cap. She commended the 
gaming industry and the teachers’ association for working together to reach a 
compromise. She said she received numerous emails and phone calls from people who 
were not associated with either the teachers’ association or the gaming industry, but were 
very much in support of the initiative. She said there was a critical need within the 
community.  
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 Commissioner Weber asked if the Board was allowed to give direction or 
voice concerns if they passed the initiative. Ms. Foster indicated committees would be 
appointed to write arguments for and against the question if it was approved by the 
Board, and the deadline for the Board to take action was one week away. She stated the 
text of the question, its explanation, and the arguments would be placed on the ballot if 
approved. Although Commissioners always had the ability to voice their concerns, she 
explained the language of the question could not be changed. She indicated the 
proponents were looking for consistency in both counties where the tax would be 
imposed.  
 
 Commissioner Weber disclosed having spoken with Matt, a representative 
from Wynn Resorts. She emphasized she was not in favor of imposing new taxes, and 
acknowledged the room tax was collected from visitors rather than residents. She pointed 
out there were higher room taxes in other places than what was being proposed. She 
hoped the words “shore up educators’ salaries” would not be used because they seemed 
to imply the Commissioners wanted to give educators a raise. Commissioner Weber 
stated that was not her position, but she believed the taxpayers should have an 
opportunity to decide. Ms. Warne pointed out that half of the educators who came into 
Nevada classrooms left before reaching five years of service because of low salaries, and 
salaries in Nevada were some of the lowest in the Country. She commented that highly 
qualified, well informed, enthusiastic teachers were keys to increasing student 
achievement. She said Washoe and Clark Counties began every school year with unfilled 
vacancies that were filled by substitute teachers. Commissioner Weber remarked that she 
had a difficult time with the philosophy and had received over 100 emails from people 
who were opposed to the initiative. She asked for clarification of the student achievement 
component and said she would feel more comfortable if she had more detail concerning 
how much money would go toward student achievement and salaries in each school 
district. Ms. Warne explained the funds would be distributed to all of the counties and 
school districts in Nevada based on student enrollment. She pointed out that most of the 
revenues used in Washoe County would actually be raised in Clark County because most 
of the Washoe County hotels and motels were already operating at the 13 percent cap. 
She could not specifically quantify how much money would come into Washoe County 
or how the money would be distributed. She indicated salaries were negotiated by each 
county as part of a collective bargaining process. She stated all student achievement 
issues were determined on a district level, but money might go to things such as after 
school tutoring, enrichment programs, remedial programs, or reading specialists.  
 
 Commissioner Weber believed there had been discussion of a room tax 
increase by the Reno-Sparks Convention and Visitors Authority (RSCVA) Board about a 
year and a half ago, with funds to go toward tourism. Ms. Cartlidge replied she had not 
been on the RSCVA Board at the time, but believed the RSCVA Board took action on a 
different question in January 2007. Commissioner Weber asked which properties in 
Washoe County would be impacted and whether anyone had talked to them. Ms. 
Cartlidge explained the City of Sparks was already at 13.5 percent. She indicated she had 
spoken with many in the industry who would be impacted and they approved of putting 
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the question on the ballot. She said there were some who were already over 13.5 percent 
that would not oppose the initiative.  
 
 Commissioner Humke confirmed with Ms. Warne that money to be raised 
in Washoe and Clark Counties would be sent back to the State for distribution to the local 
school districts. Ms. Warne clarified the intent was to use the money during the first 
biennium to address drastic cuts already made to the K-12 budget. In subsequent biennia, 
she said funds would go to a supplemental account so they could not supplant funding 
that was already established by the State. Commissioner Humke asked why the question 
was only on the ballot in two counties. Ms. Warne explained the intent was to impose a 3 
percent increase with a cap at 13 percent for counties with populations of 300,000 or 
more. She clarified the tax would not be imposed in rural counties, although rural 
counties would be beneficiaries of the revenue. She emphasized the ballot question was 
advisory only and the 2009 Legislature could choose to deal with the rate of taxation in 
all of the counties.  
 
 Commissioner Jung questioned whether comparisons had been made 
between the salary costs to retain teachers versus those to recruit teachers. Ms. Warne did 
not have figures readily available, but noted there was a significant difference. 
Commissioner Jung suggested such information should be included in the materials 
provided to the public. She asked whether teachers’ wages had kept pace with the cost of 
living in Nevada. Ms. Warne said they had not. Commissioner Jung wondered how 
difficult it was to recruit a brand new teacher out of college, and whether Nevada was 
comparable to other communities in terms of salary, lifestyle and cost of living. Ms. 
Warne remarked that, unfortunately, Nevada was not comparable. Commissioner Jung 
asked about the percentage within the budget for administrators versus K-12 teachers. 
Ms. Warne said she did not have the figures on hand. Commissioner Jung noted for the 
record that there was a huge difference between how much of the budget went to 
administrators versus the amount that went to teachers. She believed it was necessary to 
shore up base salaries for non-administrative personnel in order to retain and recruit 
teachers. Ms. Warne acknowledged that many teachers left the classroom to become 
administrators so they could move up in salary. 
 
 Commissioner Jung commended the proponents for their ability to 
navigate some treacherous waters in order to get a unanimous decision from the Clark 
County Commission. She said she fully supported the ballot question and believed it was 
crucial to the quality of life in the Truckee Meadows.  
 
 Commissioner Galloway emphasized the distinction between putting a 
question on the ballot and urging people to vote for it. He said he believed it was up to 
the people to decide, although there could be flaws in what the Legislature chose to do 
with the initiative. He indicated he would support placing the question on the ballot, but 
did not want to give the impression that he was urging people to vote for this or any other 
ballot initiative.  
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 Chairman Larkin said these were extraordinary circumstances and it was 
necessary to take care of Nevada’s educators to retain quality teachers. He reminded Ms. 
Warne of her assurance that her organization would voice opposition if there was a move 
to increase the room tax beyond 13 percent. Although he liked the language referring to 
non-administrative salaries, he expressed concern about the term “student achievement.” 
He stated his belief that student achievement funds should be tied to performance 
measurements and declared he would be vocal in urging the Legislature to define 
“student achievement.” Chairman Larkin said he did not want the initiative to compete 
with the bond issue to fund school facilities and he hoped distinctions would be made 
during the campaign for the ballot question. He stated he would support placing the 
question on the ballot. 
 
 Commissioner Weber commended the proponents for coming together. 
She indicated her daughter was a teacher in the WCSD and she had previously worked 
for the WCSD for more than ten years. Although she disagreed with some of the 
philosophical issues, Commissioner Weber said she would reluctantly support a motion 
to place the advisory question before the voters because it was for the betterment of the 
community and other counties that needed the help.  
 
 Commissioner Humke indicated the initiative represented a reasonable, 
broad-based approach resulting from one profession and one industry coming together. 
He stated he served on the RSCVA Board and was not sure they should be the final 
arbiter of how room tax funds were raised, although it was their job to determine how 
they should be spent. He disclosed discussions about the initiative with retired teachers 
Doug Bache and Chris Giunchigliani, and said he would support the measure.  
 
 Chairman Larkin disclosed meetings with John Sande, a legal 
representative for Harrah’s Reno, and members of the Ascuaga family.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Galloway, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that the Resolution set forth in Agenda Item 29 
be approved and the Chairman be authorized to execute the Resolution. The Resolution 
for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof.  
 
 DISCUSSION – AGENDA ITEMS 18 AND 19 – MANAGEMENT 

SERVICES 
 
 Chairman Larkin reminded the Board they had seen presentations by the 
Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) for Agenda Items 18 and 19 at the June 17, 
2008 Board of County Commissioners meeting. Gregory Krause, Executive Director of 
the RTC, assured Chairman Larkin there had been no changes to the proposed ballot 
questions since that time.  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Richard Daly said he was in 
favor of both agenda items. He said there was a choice between paying now or paying 
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more later for the infrastructure and roads, which were matters of public safety. He urged 
support for placing both questions on the ballot in order to let the people decide.  
 
 Gary Schmidt expressed support for placing these and all advisory 
initiatives on the ballot. He indicated he would vote against the ballot questions at 
election time, but thought such matters should always be put before the public. Upon 
discussing the use of public funds to conduct community campaigns, he was warned by 
Chairman Larkin to stick to the agenda subject. He continued to speak and was expelled 
from the meeting.  
 
3:37 p.m. The Board recessed while Mr. Schmidt was escorted out of the 
Commission Chambers.  
 
3:48 p.m. The Board reconvened with Commissioner Humke temporarily absent. 
 
 Steven Brown, Chairman of the RTC Blue Ribbon Committee that studied 
transportation funding and recommended the two ballot questions under discussion, 
indicated funding sources were behind the curve due to terrible inflation. He explained 
one question was designed to protect the building budget from inflationary pressures and 
the second was a 1/8-cent sales tax increase to fund transportation. He pointed out the 
ballot question under Agenda Item 19, which dealt with the sales tax increase, was 
binding on the Board of County Commissioners if passed by the voters.  
 
 Commissioner Galloway requested a brief review as to the status of the 
questions since the previous presentation. Mr. Krause indicated the questions and 
analyses were the same, but the Resolutions were new. Commissioner Galloway said he 
was generally in favor of letting the public vote as long as they knew what they were 
voting on. He stated he had a problem with the wording of the question in Agenda Item 
18 because there was nothing specific about indexing the gas tax to protect the building 
fund from inflationary pressures. He wondered what the RTC’s response would be if 
State Legislators could not get enough votes to index the gas tax and decided to do 
something else. Mr. Krause noted the explanation attached to the ballot question was 
quite clear on this point, and the financial explanation also estimated annual increases 
based on projected inflation.   
 
3:52 p.m. Commissioner Humke returned to the meeting. 
 
 If the voters passed the question, Commissioner Galloway asked Mr. 
Krause if he would be prepared to state that voter support was based on the explanation 
and did not imply carte blanche approval. Mr. Krause commented that was how it was 
perceived and understood by the RTC. Commissioner Galloway questioned why 
language about indexing the gas tax and protecting the building fund from inflationary 
pressures was not included in the wording of the ballot question itself. Mr. Krause 
commented that indexing was a complicated subject that was not always understood by 
the public. He said the intent of the RTC was to balance technical information with the 
overall intent of raising additional funds. Commissioner Galloway asked legal counsel 
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whether the Board could direct specific wording in the explanation if it approved placing 
the question on the ballot. Ms. Foster replied that changes in language could only be 
made to the Resolution. She stated the wording of the ballot question and its explanation 
would not change after adoption of the Resolution, although arguments for and against 
the question had not yet been written.   
 
 Commissioner Humke moved to approve the Resolutions in Agenda Items 
18 and 19, and to authorize the Chairman to execute them. The motion was seconded by 
Commissioner Jung.  
 
 Commissioner Galloway moved to amend the motion by adding the 
following language after the word “(RTC)” in the ballot question for Agenda Item 18:  
“to protect building funds from inflationary pressures by adjusting the gas tax to account 
for increased building costs as these increases occur.” There was no second to the motion. 
 
 On call for the questions, Agenda Item 18 passed on a 4-1 vote with 
Commissioner Galloway voting “no,” and Agenda Item 19 passed unanimously.  
 
08-731 AGENDA ITEM 18 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Recommendation from the Regional Transportation Commission 
to approve and execute a Resolution designated as the “2008 Streets and Highways 
Funding Advisory Question Resolution”, and thereby approve the submittal of an 
advisory question to the registered voters of Washoe County at the General Election 
on Tuesday, November 4, 2008. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 Please see above for the Board’s combined discussion and the public 
comment concerning Agenda Items 18 and 19.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Galloway voting “no,” it was ordered that 
Agenda Item 18 be approved and executed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto 
and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
08-732 AGENDA ITEM 19 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Recommendation from the Regional Transportation Commission 
to approve and execute a Resolution designated as the “2008 Public Transit Funding 
Question Resolution”; and thereby approve the submittal of a question to the 
registered voters of Washoe County at the General Election on Tuesday, November 
4, 2008, that if approved by the voters, would obligate the Board to impose an 
additional 1/8 of one percent of general sales and use tax to be used for public 
transport. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 Please see above for the Board’s combined discussion and the public 
comment concerning Agenda Items 18 and 19.  
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 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 19 be approved and 
executed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes 
thereof.  
 
 DISCUSSION – CONSENT AGENDA (ITEMS 5A THRU 5F(4)) 
 
 Commissioner Galloway observed that Agenda Item 5F(5) dealt with a 
1/2-acre parcel that had a low assessment. He asked how steep the slope was and whether 
or not it was buildable. Dan St. John, Public Works Director, indicated the parcel was not 
buildable and he did not believe there was any legal access to it. He did not know the 
exact percentage of the slope.  
 
 The Board removed Item 5F(5) from the consent agenda to allow for 
separate consideration later in the meeting when Commissioner Galloway’s question 
could be answered.  
 
08-733 AGENDA ITEM 5A – MINUTES 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Approve minutes for the Board of County Commissioners’ 
meetings of January 22, March 25, April 15 and June 10, 2008.” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5A be approved.  
 
08-734 AGENDA ITEM 5B – FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Approve and execute a Resolution levying tax rates for all 
Washoe County entities for the 2008/2009 Fiscal Year. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5B be approved and 
executed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes 
thereof. 
 
08-735 AGENDA ITEM 5C – SHERIFF’S OFFICE 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Approve Sheriff’s Security Agreement between the County of 
Washoe, Washoe County Sheriff and Lake Tahoe Shakespeare Festival, to provide 
uniformed Deputy Sheriffs for security during the Lake Tahoe Shakespeare 
Festival, July 18, 2008 through August 24, 2008 [no fiscal impact to Washoe County, 
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estimated security costs of $9,798 to be reimbursed by the Lake Tahoe Shakespeare 
Festival]; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute Agreement. (Commission 
District 1)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5C be approved, authorized 
and executed.  
 
08-736 AGENDA ITEM 5D – DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Approve Amendment No. 1 to the Agreement for Consulting 
Engineering Services between CH2M Hill, Inc. and Washoe County dated February 
13, 2007, to provide additional analysis for sewer treatment capacity and financial 
impact for the South Truckee Meadows Water Reclamation Facility Expansion 
Project [$25,000]; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute the Amendment. 
(Commission District 2)” 
 
 Chairman Larkin said it was his understanding there was a request from 
the Cities of Reno and Sparks, who operated the sewer facility, to place sludge so that it 
was removable by truck. He hoped the consultant’s analytical process would account for 
increased fuel prices. Katy Singlaub, County Manager, indicated that was the intent, 
although the volatility of fuel costs made it difficult to do estimates and analysis.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5D be approved, authorized 
and executed.  
 
08-737 AGENDA ITEM 5E(1) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Reappoint Fran DeAvila as an At-Large member to June 30, 
2010; temporarily designate the Virginia Foothills member position to an At-Large 
member position until 2010 and reappoint Peter B. Kaiser to that position to June 
30, 2010; and, appoint Neil Upchurch as a Hidden Valley Homeowners Association 
representative to June 30, 2010 on the Southeast Truckee Meadows Citizen 
Advisory Board. (Commission District 2, Commissioner Humke)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5E(1) be approved. 
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08-738 AGENDA ITEM 5E(2) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Reappoint David Harrison, reappoint Nancy Samon and appoint 
Patrick Cates as At-Large members to June 30, 2010, on the East Washoe Valley 
Citizen Advisory Board. (Commission District 2, Commissioner Humke)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5E(2) be approved. 
 
08-739 AGENDA ITEM 5E(3) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Reappoint Ginger Pierce as a Pleasant Valley member, appoint 
Ron Penrose as a Galena Forest/Southwest Pines member and appoint Robert 
Parker as an At-Large member to June 30, 2010; and, appoint Roy King as an At-
Large Alternate to fill an unexpired term to June 30, 2009 on the Galena-Steamboat 
Citizen Advisory Board. (Commission District 2, Commissioner Humke)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5E(3) be approved. 
 
08-740 AGENDA ITEM 5E(4) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Approve Resolutions dissolving the Cold Springs Citizen 
Advisory Board and modifying the membership of, and creating membership areas 
for, the North Valleys Citizen Advisory Board; and if approved, authorize 
Chairman to execute same. (Commission Districts 3 and 5)  To be heard before 
Agenda Item No. 5E(5).” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5E(4) be approved, 
authorized and executed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of 
the minutes thereof.  
 
08-741 AGENDA ITEM 5E(5) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Appoint Scott Sarratt as a Cold Springs member to June 30, 
2009 and Eric Arentz as a Cold Springs member to June 30, 2010; reappoint Earl 
Walling as a North Valleys member to June 30, 2010; and, appoint Keely Kapsoff as 
a North Valleys Alternate to June 30, 2009 and Frank Schenk as a Cold Springs 
Alternate to June 30, 2010, on the North Valleys Citizen Advisory Board. 

PAGE 14  JULY 8, 2008  



(Commission District 5, Commissioner Weber)  To be heard after Agenda Item No. 
5E(4).” 
 
 Commissioner Weber requested no appointment of the North Valleys 
Alternate for the time being. She stated, although the appointment would probably be 
made at a later date, she did not recall giving her input.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5E(5) be approved with the 
exception of the appointment of Keeley Kapsoff as a North Valleys Alternate.  
 
08-742 AGENDA ITEM 5F(1) – PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Authorize request for bids for custodial services for the 
Downtown Reno Library located at 301 S. Center Street, Reno  (Commission 
District 3) and the Sparks Library located at 1125 12th Street, Sparks (Commission 
District 4).” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5F(1) be authorized. 
 
08-743 AGENDA ITEM 5F(2) – PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Authorize request for bids for custodial services for the Liberty 
Center, 350 South Center Street, Reno (Commission District 3).” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5F(2) be authorized. 
 
08-744 AGENDA ITEM 5F(3) – PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Approve and execute a Juvenile Outreach Center Lease between 
the County of Washoe and the City of Reno for the continued use of space to operate 
the Juvenile Outreach Center at 3905 Neil Road, Reno for 48 months (retroactive 
July 1, 2008 through June 30, 2012), with the option of five successive renewal terms 
of four years each; [annual lease $4,375.44 available in Juvenile Services cost center 
127900-710600]. (Commission District 2)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5F(3) be approved and 
executed.  
 
08-745 AGENDA ITEM 5F(4) – PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Adopt and execute a Resolution of Endorsement for the 
preliminary design of the Nevada Department of Transportation’s Northbound 395 
Improvement Project.  (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 County Manager Katy Singlaub pointed out that staff had been asked to 
inquire of the Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT) as to whether the project 
was threatened by State budget cuts. She said the project was threatened, which made the 
Board’s endorsement even more important.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5F(4) be adopted and 
executed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes 
thereof.  
 
 BLOCK VOTE 
 
 The Board combined Agenda Items 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 16 and 17 into a single 
block vote. 
 
08-746 AGENDA ITEM 6 – PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Recommendation to approve Amended and Restated Parking 
License between the County of Washoe and the Redevelopment Agency of the City 
of Reno for the purpose of extending the length of occupancy and amending the 
number of parking spaces utilized by the County at 135 N. Sierra Street, Reno 
(retroactively to March 1, 2008 through February 28, 2009); and if approved, 
authorize Chairman to execute same [annual expenditure $123,600]. (Commission 
District 3)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 6 be approved, authorized 
and executed.  
 
 
 

PAGE 16  JULY 8, 2008  



08-747 AGENDA ITEM 7 – PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Recommendation to approve the Cooperative (Local Public 
Agency) Agreement titled ‘Sun Valley Sidewalk and Bike Lanes Project’ between 
the County of Washoe (Public Works) and State of Nevada (Department of 
Transportation), for design, contract awards and project inspection [grant funds 
$701,664]; and if approved, authorize the Chairman to execute the Agreement. 
(Commission District 5)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7 be approved, authorized 
and executed. The Cooperative Agreement for same is attached hereto and made a part of 
the minutes thereof. 
 
08-748 AGENDA ITEM 8 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES/COMMUNITY 

SUPPORT ADMINISTRATOR 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Recommendation to accept the Low Income Housing Trust 
Funds Welfare Set Aside from the Nevada Housing Division [$208,430]; approve 
2009 Interlocal Agreement to Use Account for Low-Income Housing Welfare Set-
Aside Funds by Washoe County between the County of Washoe and State of Nevada 
(Nevada Housing Division of the Department of Business and Industry) for 2008/09 
Low Income Housing Trust Funds; and if approved, authorize Chairman to sign the 
Agreement (grant provides assistance to families and seniors in danger of becoming 
homeless or who are homeless and are in need of assistance with utilities, security 
deposits, rent or a mortgage payment) and authorize Finance to make the necessary 
adjustments. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8 be accepted, approved and 
authorized. The Interlocal Agreement for same is attached hereto and made a part of the 
minutes thereof. 
 
08-749 AGENDA ITEM 9 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES/COMMUNITY 

SUPPORT ADMINISTRATOR 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Recommendation to approve and authorize the Chairman to sign 
an Amendment to the Grant Program Contract between the County of Washoe and 
the Reno-Sparks Gospel Mission for services at the Men’s Emergency Shelter, to 
extend the term of the Contract through September 30, 2008, increase the amount of 
the agreement by $62,469 [for a total amount of $234,279] and authorize Finance 
and Purchasing to make the necessary adjustments. (All Commission Districts)” 
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   There was no public comment on this item.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 9 be approved and 
authorized.  
 
08-750 AGENDA ITEM 11 – REGIONAL PARKS AND OPEN SPACE 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Recommendation to accept a total of $300,000 in cash donations 
from the Wilbur May Foundation ($200,000 for Fiscal Year 2008/09 general 
operational support of the Wilbur D. May Center and $100,000 in support of 
temporary exhibits at the Wilbur D. May Museum); and if accepted, direct Finance 
to make necessary budget adjustments. (Commission Districts 3 and 5)” 
 
 On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Galloway thanked the Wilbur May 
Foundation for its generous donation. Commissioner Humke acknowledged the donation 
was just one of many contributions made by the Wilbur May Foundation.  
 
   There was no public comment on this item.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 11 be accepted and directed.  
 
08-751 AGENDA ITEM 16 – REGISTRAR OF VOTERS 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Recommendation to approve compensation rates for Election 
Workers for service at the polls on Election Day, as well as rate for use of personal 
cell phones for election matters for Election Workers, to include Washoe County 
Employees working at the polls [approximately $310,000 for both elections]. All 
Commission Districts)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 16 be approved.  
 
08-752 AGENDA ITEM 17 – MEDICAL EXAMINER/CORONER 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Recommendation to approve Contract Agreement for Services of 
Pathologists between the County of Washoe (Medical Examiner and Coroner’s 
Office) and Piotr Kubiczek, M.D. (sole source), for autopsy services/forensic 
pathology Fiscal Year 2008/09 (July 1, 2008-June 30, 2009) [not to exceed $130,000]; 
and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute Contract Agreement. (All 
Commission Districts)” 
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 There was no public comment on this item.  
 
   On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 17 be approved, authorized 
and executed.  
 
08-753 AGENDA ITEM 15 – DISTRICT ATTORNEY’S OFFICE 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Action to request that City of Reno annex remaining portion of 
easement within already annexed territory to create a city-owned easement around 
portions of Parcels A and 1 of Record of Survey Map #5008 (105, 205 and 325 
Foothill Road--a portion of the Sierra Manor Subdivision). (Commission District 2)” 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Mike Kealy indicated he was 
the representative for Frank and Julie Cadjew, the owners of property adjacent to the 
parcel under discussion. He referenced a letter objecting to the proposed action, which 
was sent to Assistant District Attorney Paul Lipparelli on behalf of his clients. He 
explained there was a bridle path running between the Cadjews’ parcel and a parcel 
owned by Horseshoe Bend Properties. He noted there was confusion about ownership of 
the bridle path and the District Attorney’s Office appeared to be uncertain as to whether it 
was County property. He related his clients’ position that the bridle path was dedicated 
for public use by virtue of its being placed on a subdivision map approved by the County 
in 1948. He referred to a 1951 Nevada Supreme Court decision wherein dedicated 
property was considered accepted whether or not a county took affirmative action, as 
long as it did not burden the county or require formal acceptance. He asserted the 
property was a bridle path and not a County road. Mr. Kealy said the County should not 
ask the City to annex property it did not own. If it was County property, he suggested the 
County should formally abandon it or consider his clients’ offer to purchase the property 
at its appraised market value. He indicated his clients could bring a suit for adverse 
possession if annexation were to take place, and asked the County not to request 
annexation until the ownership issue was resolved.  
 
 Jeff Codega spoke on behalf of Horseshoe Bend Properties and the 
McKenzie family. He pointed out the property was not really an easement, but was 
shown as a separate fee parcel where Vera Drive continued on as a 20-foot right of way. 
To date, he said the City of Reno had processed an abandonment of the area, along with 
annexation. He explained State law was in play when property was abandoned, and 
property dedicated by a subdivision did not go to the center line, as stated in the staff 
report. He suggested the property had been made a part of the McKenzies’ adjacent 
property. Mr. Codega acknowledged there was a quirk in State law that did not 
adequately address the situation. He requested the Commission approve staff’s 
recommendation and allow the City to annex the property in question, which would then 
be added to the McKenzies’ holdings. He stated the property was not needed for setbacks, 
but would be used for landscaping, drainage and minor grading improvements to the area.  
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 Todd McKenzie identified himself as one of the owners of Horseshoe 
Bend, as well as McKenzie Properties. He alleged the Cadjews had not been in 
possession of the bridle path since 1976, as claimed by Mr. Kealy, but illegally paved 
over the bridle path during the preceding year without permits. He stated the Cadjews had 
been operating and collecting rent on something they did not own. He indicated 
Horseshoe Bend had a quit claim deed from Wells Fargo Bank – the only other potential 
owner of the property.  
 
 On behalf of Horseshoe Bend, Jeremy Nork stated there were only three 
conceivable owners of the property under discussion – the City of Reno, Washoe County 
or Wells Fargo Bank, the prior private owner. He indicated the McKenzies had obtained a 
quit claim deed from Wells Fargo, the City of Reno had disclaimed ownership, and the 
proposal before the Board was intended to resolve any remaining question of ownership. 
He asked the Commission to make clear in its motion that Washoe County was 
disclaiming ownership in the property and not just disclaiming an easement. 
 
 Commissioner Galloway noted the language in the agenda item referred to 
an easement and did not mention disclaiming any ownership interest. Mr. Nork clarified 
his concern that reference to an easement implied some ownership claim and he did not 
think that was the County’s intent. Commissioner Galloway wondered how one could 
annex an easement without annexing the property itself. He asked the parties if they 
objected to continuation of the agenda item due to its complexity. Mr. Nork said he did 
not object and would be happy to provide additional information. Mr. Kealy agreed the 
status of the property needed more thorough discussion. Commissioner Galloway asked 
Mr. Kealy to briefly rebut comments made by Mr. McKenzie and his representatives. Mr. 
Kealy said the City of Reno had not abandoned the property, but had disclaimed interest 
in it. He noted there was a big difference between the two and suggested the City was 
uncomfortable with the concept of abandoning property they did not believe they owned. 
With respect to the center line rule, he indicated the statute only referred to county roads. 
Since the property was a bridle path, he believed the center line rule did not apply.  
 
 Commissioner Galloway asked legal counsel to review the agenda item to 
determine whether the language should be broadened before it was brought back for the 
Board’s consideration at a later date. Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, explained the 
District Attorney’s office had been looking at the issue for ten years. She said the original 
subdivision map contained no language of dedication, and there had never been any 
acceptance of a dedication by Washoe County. Commissioner Galloway stated he wanted 
additional time to consider the issue. Ms. Foster indicated the County did not have the 
authority to disclaim ownership in the manner suggested and she did not believe Washoe 
County had any interest that could be abandoned. She agreed to request more information 
from Mr. Lipparelli, but commented it was not likely to change the advice of the District 
Attorney’s Office. 
 
 Commissioner Humke said it appeared to him the Cadjews’ interest had 
either been ignored or had not been taken into account. He noted Mr. Kealy’s comments 
suggesting possible judicial action. He suggested continuing the agenda item as written 
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might not provide the best result because both sides seemed to feel the action was not 
properly titled. He suggested it would be interesting to offer the issue to the State Board 
of Bar Examiners as a real property question. He requested the District Attorney’s Office 
either broaden or restyle the wording of the agenda item.  
 
 Commissioner Humke asked about the Cadjews’ plans with respect to a 
possible claim of adverse possession. Mr. Kealy indicated it would depend on the 
County’s determination as to whether or not they had an ownership interest. He stated his 
clients might elect to bring a civil action and he knew they had been exercising dominion 
over the property since at least 1986. He disagreed with Mr. Nork’s assertion about the 
three possible owners other than his clients. Commissioner Humke wondered whether the 
Cadjews would be dissuaded from legal action if the County were to disclaim ownership 
interest. Mr. Kealy said they would not, and the County should either consider a purchase 
offer or start abandonment proceedings.  
 
 Chairman Larkin asked if there was any specific direction to the District 
Attorney’s Office. Commissioner Humke requested that legal staff and Community 
Development consider all offers for disposal of the property. Ms. Foster wondered 
whether legal counsel should go through a title search process in order to determine 
whether there was an ownership interest the County could alienate. Commissioner 
Humke indicated it would be prudent to do that and said he was willing to accept 
additional advice from legal counsel about the language of the agenda item. Ms. Foster 
indicated she would be happy to work with Mr. Lipparelli to locate documentation and 
try to determine whether the County possessed something it could sell.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that no action be taken on the agenda item as 
proposed. Legal counsel was directed to bring back a restyled agenda item and to 
consider all offers for the property after conducting further research as to the County’s 
ownership interest.   
 
4:29 p.m. The Board convened as the Board of Fire Commissioners for the Sierra 
Fire Protection District with all members present. 
 
4:37 p.m. The Board convened as the Board of Fire Commissioners for the Truckee 
Meadows Fire Protection District with all members present. 
 
4:43 p.m. The Board reconvened as the Board of County Commissioners with all 
members present. 
 
08-754 AGENDA ITEM 5F(5) – PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Declare Assessor’s Parcel No. 164-352-02 as surplus to Washoe 
County’s needs and authorize the Chairman to execute the Resolution of 
Declaration of Surplus; and further, schedule a Public Hearing on August 12, 2008 
at 5:30 p.m. to consider an offer by an adjacent property owner, and allow any 
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potential objections to this action [anticipated revenue $6,500]. (Commission 
District 2)” 
 
 Earlier in the meeting, Commissioner Galloway observed that Agenda 
Item 5F(5) dealt with a 1/2-acre parcel that had a low assessment. He asked how steep the 
slope was and whether or not it was buildable. Dan St. John, Public Works Director, said 
best estimates were that the parcel had a cross slope between 8 and 11 percent. He 
indicated, from that standpoint, the parcel could be developed. He emphasized there was 
no legal access to the parcel other than to come from Alexandra Lake Road, which would 
require construction of a driveway on a 75 to 100 percent slope. He stated the parcel was 
accessible through the neighbor’s adjoining property, and the neighbor was offering to 
buy the parcel. Commissioner Galloway said he would rely on Mr. St. John’s 
professional judgment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5F(5) be declared, 
authorized, executed and scheduled. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made 
a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
08-755 AGENDA ITEM 10 – REGIONAL PARKS AND OPEN SPACE 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Recommendation to approve and execute a Resolution 
Authorizing the Sale of 111.1 Acres (A Portion of Canepa Ranch) to the United 
States of America (Department of Agriculture – Forest Service) pursuant to NRS 
277.050 [$1,530,000]. (Commission District 5)” 
 
 Katy Singlaub, County Manager, indicated there had been a plan in place 
for some time to sell the property to the U.S. Forest Service. She pointed out the County 
was retaining all water rights associated with the property, as well as over nine acres of 
land to develop trailheads and other amenities. She said the action would open up the 
land for public use.  
 
 Commissioner Weber asked whether the issue had been presented to the 
Verdi Citizen Advisory Board (CAB). Jennifer Budge, Park Planner, stated the Verdi 
CAB had not considered the item recently, but it had been presented to them many times 
over the last few years and they were very supportive. She noted the land use would not 
change, the area would remain open space, and the funds would allow for construction of 
a trailhead as well as the purchase of additional acreage along the Truckee River corridor.  
 
 Chairman Larkin wondered about the disposition of funds received. Ms. 
Budge indicated the Resolution would declare the County’s intent to sell the property as 
required under Nevada Revised Statutes (NRS). She said a public hearing would be 
scheduled for July 22, 2008 and the Board would direct staff at that time as to the sale of 
the property and the financial details. She confirmed it was the intent of the Regional 
Parks and Open Space Department to use the funds to enhance the area for trailheads and 
to acquire more property.  
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 Commissioner Galloway said it was his understanding the proceeds were 
advanced from the WC-1 Bond Fund and money from the sale would have to go back to 
the Fund, which had a specific list of funding priorities. Under NRS, Ms. Budge clarified 
the proceeds from the sale had to go back to the General Fund before being transferred to 
the WC-1 Fund. Commissioner Galloway wondered if it would be appropriate to direct 
the net proceeds at this time. Ms. Budge indicated such action should take place on July 
22nd, when direction would be given to enter into the actual agreements for sale of the 
property. Commissioner Weber emphasized the funds should be directed back to the 
Verdi area. Ms. Budge stated the funding came from a list of projects identified for the 
Truckee River Corridor on the WC-1 bond list and would go back to that category. 
Commissioner Galloway requested the July 22nd staff report provide information about 
where the sale proceeds might go, so the public would know the intent and the Board 
could give appropriate direction.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Galloway, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 10 be approved, 
executed and authorized. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of 
the minutes thereof. 
 
08-756 AGENDA ITEM 12 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance amending 
provisions relating to Washoe County Code, Chapter 110, Article 218, Sun Valley 
Area, by adding a section that allows the secondhand sales use type outright in the 
neighborhood commercial regulatory zone in Sun Valley (Development Code 
Amendment Case Number DCA08-002). (Commission Districts 3 and 5) Continued 
from June 24, 2008 County Commission Meeting.” 
 
 Commissioner Weber said she believed the Sun Valley Citizen Advisory 
Board supported the ordinance.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item.  
 
 Bill No. 1547, entitled, “AN ORDINANCE AMENDING 
PROVISIONS RELATING TO WASHOE COUNTY CODE, CHAPTER 110, 
ARTICLE 218, SUN VALLEY AREA, BY ADDING A SECTION THAT ALLOWS 
THE SECONDHAND SALES USE TYPE OUTRIGHT IN THE 
NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL REGULATORY ZONE IN SUN VALLEY 
(DEVELOPMENT CODE AMENDMENT CASE NUMBER DCA08-002)” was 
introduced by Commissioner Weber, the title read to the Board and legal notice for final 
action of adoption directed. 
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08-757 AGENDA ITEM 14 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance amending 
provisions relating to Washoe County Code, Chapter 110, Article 206, High Desert 
Area; Article 210, South Valleys Area; Article 216, Spanish Springs Area; Article 
222, Truckee Canyon Area; Article 302, Allowed Uses; Article 306, Allowed Uses 
and Structures; Article 314, Manufactured Home Parks; Article 316, Recreational 
Vehicle Parks; Article 324, Communication Facilities; Article 332, Aggregate 
Facilities; Article 334, Mining; Article 418, Significant Hydrologic Resources; 
Article 436, Street Design Standards; Article 504, Sign Regulations; Article 810, 
Special Use Permits, by substituting Board of Adjustment review of special use 
permits for Planning Commission review where the Planning Commission is 
enumerated as the reviewing body, and other matters relating thereto (DCA08-005). 
(All Commission Districts)” 
 
 Mike Harper, Planning Manager, explained the proposed action was part 
of a budget reduction plan and would help to reduce the number of meetings by 
transferring the review process for special use permits from the Planning Commission to 
the Board of Adjustment (BOA).   
 
 Chairman Larkin confirmed with Mr. Harper the change did not reduce the 
Planning Commission’s scope or authority. Mr. Harper pointed out the BOA typically 
spent time on quasi-judicial issues and their review of special use permits was more 
appropriate under the Nevada Revised Statutes (NRS).  
 
 Commissioner Galloway questioned whether the action would allow 
certain things to be done by right that previously required a special use permit. Mr. 
Harper said no changes were made to the types of uses requiring a permit and the only 
action being recommended was a change in the reviewing body.  
 
 Commissioner Galloway requested clarification of the process with 
respect to the mining industry. Mr. Harper replied the County reviewed all mining 
applications as special use permits in order to look at their impacts and, on federal land, 
to incorporate federal requirements into the use permit. Commissioner Galloway 
wondered whether the change would allow mining uses in any areas where they were not 
previously allowed other than by some type of permit process. Mr. Harper stated there 
were no mining operations allowed by right in any part of the County and they all 
required a special use permit. Commissioner Galloway expressed concern about the 
possibility of changes to tables of uses that would allow something by right that 
previously required a special use permit. He questioned at what level such a change 
would trigger the need for an area plan review. Mr. Harper clarified that a code action 
was required to allow a use by right rather than by special use permit or vice versa. 
Commissioner Galloway confirmed with Mr. Harper that it would still be up to the 
Commissioners to do what they were doing now. He characterized the proposed changes 
as procedural and not substantive with respect to what uses might or might not be 
allowed.  
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 Commissioner Humke thanked staff for the distinction between the 
Planning Commission and the BOA on page four of the staff report, which he said was 
very helpful. He asked how many variance applications were generally received on a 
monthly basis. Kim Robinson, Manager of Current Planning, indicated approximately 
one to two applications were received monthly. She explained variance applications 
received by Community Development had to be reviewed by staff and heard by the BOA 
within 65 days. Commissioner Humke wondered about appeals to a hearing officer’s 
ruling. Ms. Robinson said appeals were made to the Board of County Commissioners. 
Commissioner Humke asked whether the change might result in an increased number of 
appeals before the County Commissioners. Mr. Harper believed the hearing examiner 
process might actually reduce the number of appeals because the quasi-judicial process 
was more convenient for citizens and hearing officers were professionals who were 
educated in the planning process. He cited the use of hearing examiners in states such as 
Oregon and Washington, which led to a significant reduction in the number of appeals to 
elected bodies and significantly increased the ability to defend those few actions that 
were brought to court. Commissioner Humke commented a large number of appeals were 
the result of citizens believing they had not been fully heard or listened to. He asked how 
Community Development would monitor such things as fairness and people skills if they 
were to use hearing examiners. Mr. Harper said he would expect the Board to hold staff 
responsible for bringing reports back on a periodic basis. He reminded the 
Commissioners that decisions related to use permits and variances were fact-based, 
similar to the level of judicial review that a court or a judge would follow. He cautioned 
there was a statutory distinction between the rules applied to a hearing examiner for the 
proposed nuisance process (NRS 233B) and the rules applied for the hearing officer 
under this item (NRS 278). He stated there would be an additional item brought back 
before the Board to approve engagement of a hearing examiner and establishment of 
hearing rules. Mr. Harper pointed out the hearing examiner process was now used by 
Clark County and had been used for some time by the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency.  
 
 Commissioner Weber questioned why Gerlach was not listed in the 
description of the agenda item. Mr. Harper indicated Gerlach was included in the High 
Desert Planning Area. Commissioner Weber asked whether the Gerlach CAB had given 
any input. Mr. Harper stated the change had been circulated to all of the CAB’s and no 
comments were received. Commissioner Weber noted the Gerlach community was 
working on updating the High Desert Area Plan and she wanted to make sure they had an 
opportunity to give input before voting to adopt any changes. Mr. Harper replied that the 
staff member who went to the Gerlach CAB meetings was specifically asked to bring the 
issue up. He indicated he would be meeting with the Gerlach CAB Chair and would bring 
up the issue one more time.  
 
 Commissioner Galloway observed the Planning Commission would retain 
responsibility for master plan amendments, subdivision maps and land use changes. Mr. 
Harper added there were some special use permits that were required under State law to 
be reviewed by the Planning Commission, such as the manufacturing of explosives. He 
said the review of any special use permit related to projects of regional significance as 
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identified in the Regional Plan would still be reviewed by the Planning Commission. He 
pointed out the Planning Commission also reviewed the changes proposed under the 
ordinance and recommended approval by the Board of County Commissioners.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 Bill No. 1557, entitled, “AN ORDINANCE AMENDING 
PROVISIONS RELATING TO WASHOE COUNTY CODE, CHAPTER 110, 
ARTICLE 206, HIGH DESERT AREA; ARTICLE 210, SOUTH VALLEYS 
AREA; ARTICLE 216, SPANISH SPRINGS AREA; ARTICLE 222, TRUCKEE 
CANYON AREA; ARTICLE 302, ALLOWED USES; ARTICLE 306, ALLOWED 
USES AND STRUCTURES; ARTICLE 314, MANUFACTURED HOME PARKS; 
ARTICLE 316, RECREATIONAL VEHICLE PARKS; ARTICLE 324, 
COMMUNICATION FACILITIES; ARTICLE 332, AGGREGATE FACILITIES; 
ARTICLE 334, MINING; ARTICLE 418, SIGNIFICANT HYDROLOGIC 
RESOURCES; ARTICLE 436, STREET DESIGN STANDARDS; ARTICLE 504, 
SIGN REGULATIONS; ARTICLE 810, SPECIAL USE PERMITS, BY 
SUBSTITUTING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT REVIEW OF SPECIAL USE 
PERMITS FOR PLANNING COMMISSION REVIEW WHERE THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION IS ENUMERATED AS THE REVIEWING BODY, AND OTHER 
MATTERS RELATING THERETO (DCA08-005)” was introduced by Commissioner 
Galloway, the title read to the Board and legal notice for final action of adoption directed. 
 
08-758 AGENDA ITEM 13 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance amending 
provisions relating to Washoe County Code Chapter 110, Article 222, by amending 
Section 110.222, Truckee Canyon Area adding a “Wadsworth Commercial 
Corridor”.  The corridor shall consist of those parcels having frontage on State 
Route (SR) 427, that are east of the Truckee River, west of the County line and 
south of SR 427; and to allow Equipment Repair and Sales use type with the 
approval of a special use permit by the Washoe County Planning Commission 
within the Medium Density Suburban (MDS) regulatory zone within the 
Wadsworth Commercial Corridor; and other matters relating thereto (DCA08-003). 
(Commission District 4)” 
 
 Grace Jensen, Planner, conducted a PowerPoint presentation, which was 
placed on file with the Clerk. In order to comply with the development code amendment 
approved by the Board under Agenda Item 14, she requested Item 13 be amended to 
substitute the Board of Adjustment (BOA) as the reviewing body in place of the Planning 
Commission. She indicated the East Truckee Canyon Citizen Advisory Board (CAB) and 
the Planning Commission recommended approval of the code change.  
 
 Bill No.1558, entitled, “AN ORDINANCE AMENDING PROVISIONS 
RELATING TO WASHOE COUNTY CODE CHAPTER 110, ARTICLE 222, BY 
AMENDING SECTION 110.222, TRUCKEE CANYON AREA ADDING A 
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“WADSWORTH COMMERCIAL CORRIDOR”.  THE CORRIDOR SHALL 
CONSIST OF THOSE PARCELS HAVING FRONTAGE ON STATE ROUTE 
(SR) 427, THAT ARE EAST OF THE TRUCKEE RIVER, WEST OF THE 
COUNTY LINE AND SOUTH OF SR 427; AND TO ALLOW EQUIPMENT 
REPAIR AND SALES USE TYPE WITH THE APPROVAL OF A SPECIAL USE 
PERMIT BY THE WASHOE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION WITHIN 
THE MEDIUM DENSITY SUBURBAN (MDS) REGULATORY ZONE WITHIN 
THE WADSWORTH COMMERCIAL CORRIDOR; AND OTHER MATTERS 
RELATING THERETO (DCA08-003)” was introduced by Chairman Larkin, the title 
read to the Board and legal notice for final action of adoption directed.  
 
08-759 AGENDA ITEM 20 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES/GOVERNMENT 

AFFAIRS 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Discussion and direction to staff regarding legislation or 
legislative issues proposed by legislators, by Washoe County or by other entities 
permitted by the Nevada State Legislature to submit bill draft requests, or such 
legislative issues as may be deemed by the Chair or the Board to be of critical 
significance to Washoe County, or issues arising out of the special legislative 
session.” 
 
 Katy Singlaub, County Manager, indicated the item was placed on the 
agenda just in case, but nothing specific had come out of the Special Legislative Session 
that needed the Board’s attention.  
 
 Chairman Larkin pointed out the Board had now authorized four ballot 
measures and he wanted to make sure the Manager’s Office was keeping track of them. 
Ms. Singlaub assured the Chairman her office was keeping track. She stated notices had 
been sent to a couple of departments asking for input regarding possible bill draft 
requests. She pointed out the legislative strategy team and contract lobbyists were 
meeting regularly.  
 
 Commissioner Jung requested a future agenda item to discuss real estate 
depreciation, an issue that also concerned other local entities.  
 
 Ms. Singlaub noted Child Protective Services and Juvenile Services had 
been exempted from State budget cuts during the Special Session of the Legislature, 
although there would be impacts in Senior Services and the Health Department. She 
indicated staff was compiling a full review of fiscal impacts to the County that would be 
brought back to the Board. She stated local governments were likely to be targeted during 
the 2009 Legislative Session in the form of shifting revenues or shifting responsibilities, 
and staff was quite concerned about the magnitude of the State’s budget shortfall. 
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08-760 AGENDA ITEM 25 – REPORTS AND UPDATES 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Reports/updates from County Commission members concerning 
various boards/commissions they may be a member of or liaison to (these may 
include, but not be limited to, Regional Transportation Commission, Reno-Sparks 
Convention & Visitors Authority, Debt Management Commission, District Board of 
Health, Truckee Meadows Water Authority, Organizational Effectiveness 
Committee, Investment Management Committee, Citizen Advisory Boards).” 
 
 Commissioner Galloway indicated the At-Large member of the Nevada 
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (NTRPA) resigned. He explained the At-Large 
delegate was elected by the other six members of the NTRPA. He said there was concern 
about the effect of the resignation on the Shorezone Ordinance, which had been 20 years 
in the making and might soon be resolved. He stated it would be a problem if the 
Shorezone Ordinance were to fail by one vote. Commissioner Galloway requested the 
names of any interested parties who did not have conflict issues with respect to the 
Shorezone matter, just in case the position needed to be filled on an emergency basis.  
 
 Chairman Larkin congratulated John Ascuaga’s Nugget and the City of 
Sparks for their spectacular fireworks display on Independence Day. 
 
 Commissioner Weber reminded the public about the many Artown events 
scheduled throughout the month of July. She said she attended the final meeting of the 
Cold Springs Citizen Advisory Board, which had been incorporated into the North 
Valleys Citizen Advisory Board.  
 
08-761 AGENDA ITEM 23 (DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT) – 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Development Agreement Case No. DA06-004--Gannett Family 
Trust for Tentative Parcel Maps, Case No’s PM06-026, PM06-027 and PM06-028 
located in the Warm Springs Specific Plan--Community Development.  
(Commission District 4):  Consider adoption of Development Agreement Case No. 
DA06-004 for Gannett Family Trust for Tentative Parcel Maps, Case No’s. PM06-
026, PM06-027 and PM06-028 located in the Warm Springs Specific Plan, being a 
part of the Warm Springs Planning Area, pursuant to Nevada Revised Statutes 
278.0201 through 278.0207. (APN: 077-140-03)” 
 
 Chairman Larkin confirmed with Sandra Monsalve, Senior Planner, that 
there was nothing extraordinary about the agenda item as compared with similar items 
considered by the Board in the past.  
 
5:30 p.m. Chairman Larkin opened the public hearing. There being no response to 
the call for public comment, the public hearing was closed. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that the Development Agreement in Agenda 
Item 23 be approved based on the three findings provided on page 3 of the staff report.  
 
 
08-762 AGENDA ITEM 23 (ORDINANCE) – COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Development Agreement Case No. DA06-004--Gannett Family 
Trust for Tentative Parcel Maps, Case No’s PM06-026, PM06-027 and PM06-028 
located in the Warm Springs Specific Plan--Community Development.  
(Commission District 4):  Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance pursuant 
to Nevada Revised Statutes 278.0201 through 278.0207 approving Development 
Agreement Case No. DA06-004 for Tentative Parcel Maps Case No’s. PM06-026, 
PM06-027, and PM06-028 for Gannett Family Trust, as previously approved by the 
Washoe County Parcel Map Review Committee, and to provide for a second 
reading on July 22, 2008, and further authorize the Chairman to execute the final 
Development Agreement upon adoption of the Ordinance.” 
 
 Bill No. 1559, entitled, “AN ORDINANCE PURSUANT TO NEVADA 
REVISED STATUTES 278.0201 THROUGH 278.0207 APPROVING 
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT CASE NO. DA06-004 FOR TENTATIVE 
PARCEL MAPS CASE NO’S. PM06-026, PM06-027, AND PM06-028 FOR 
GANNETT FAMILY TRUST” was introduced by Chairman Larkin, the title read to 
the Board and legal notice for final action of adoption directed.  
 
08-763 AGENDA ITEM 24 (DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT) – 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Development Agreement Case No. DA06-005 for Trust Company 
of America for Tentative Parcel Maps, Case No’s. PM06-031, PM06-032 and PM06-
033 located in the Warm Springs Specific Plan (Commission District 4):  Consider 
adoption of Development Agreement Case No. DA06-005 for Trust Company of 
America for Tentative Parcel Maps Case No’s. PM06-031, PM06-032, and PM06-
033 located in the Warm Springs Specific Plan, being a part of the Warm Springs 
Planning Area, pursuant to Nevada Revised Statutes 278.0201 through 278.0207. 
(APN: 077-140-04)” 
 
5:33 p.m. Chairman Larkin opened the public hearing. There being no response to 
the call for public comment, the public hearing was closed. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner 
Galloway, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that the Development Agreement in 
Agenda Item 24 be approved based on the three findings provided on page 3 of the staff 
report.  
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08-764 AGENDA ITEM 24 (ORDINANCE) – COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT 

 
Agenda Subject:  “Development Agreement Case No. DA06-005 for Trust Company 
of America for Tentative Parcel Maps, Case No’s. PM06-031, PM06-032 and PM06-
033 located in the Warm Springs Specific Plan (Commission District 4):  
Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance pursuant to Nevada Revised 
Statutes 278.0201 through 278.0207 approving Development Agreement Case No. 
DA06-005 for Tentative Parcel Maps Case No’s. PM06-031, PM06-032 and PM06-
033 for Trust Company of America, as previously approved by the Washoe County 
Parcel Map Review Committee, and to provide for a second reading on July 22, 
2008, and further to authorize the Chairman to execute the final Development 
Agreement upon adoption of the Ordinance.” 
 
 Bill No. 1560, entitled, “AN ORDINANCE PURSUANT TO NEVADA 
REVISED STATUTES 278.0201 THROUGH 278.0207 APPROVING 
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT CASE NO. DA06-005 FOR TENTATIVE 
PARCEL MAPS CASE NO’S. PM06-031, PM06-032 AND PM06-033 FOR TRUST 
COMPANY OF AMERICA” was introduced by Commissioner Galloway, the title read 
to the Board and legal notice for final action of adoption directed. 
 
08-765 AGENDA ITEM 26 – CLOSED SESSION 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Possible Closed Session for the purpose of discussing negotiations 
with Employee Organizations per NRS 288.220.” 
 
5:37 p.m. On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that the Board go to Closed Session per NRS 
288.220 and the meeting be adjourned from the Closed Session.  
 
 * * * * * * * * * * 
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 There being no further business to discuss, the meeting was adjourned 
from the closed session.  
 
 
 
 
 _____________________________ 
 ROBERT M. LARKIN, Chairman 
 Washoe County Commission 
ATTEST:  
 
 
 
__________________________ 
AMY HARVEY, County Clerk 
and Clerk of the Board of 
County Commissioners 
 
Minutes Prepared by 
 Lisa McNeill, Deputy County Clerk 
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