
       BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, WASHOE 
COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
TUESDAY  10:00 A.M. JULY 14, 2009 
 
PRESENT: 
 

David Humke, Chairman 
Bonnie Weber, Vice Chairperson 
John Breternitz, Commissioner 

Bob Larkin, Commissioner 
Kitty Jung, Commissioner   

 
Amy Harvey, County Clerk 

Katy Simon, County Manager 
Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel 

 
 The Board convened at 10:10 a.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: 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, 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. 
 
09-725  AGENDA ITEM 3 
 
Agenda Subject: “Presentation of Excellence in Public Service Certificates honoring 
Washoe County employees who have completed essential employee development 
courses.” 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, recognized the following employees for 
successful completion of the Excellence in Public Service Certificate Programs 
administered by the Human Resources Department: 
 
 Essentials of Management Development 
 
 Cindy Adams, Social Worker III 
 Otto Lynn, Children’s Services Coordinator 
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 Krystal Zboinski, Social Services Supervisor 
 
09-726  AGENDA ITEM 4 
 
Agenda Subject: “Resolution of Appreciation posthumously recognizing Andrea 
“Andy” Drakulich Manor. (Requested by Commissioner Weber.)”   
 
 Commissioner Weber read and presented the Resolution of Appreciation 
to Dennis Manor, Dennis Manor Jr., and Monique Manor Scott. She also acknowledged 
other family members present in the audience. 
 
 Ms. Scott thanked the Commission for the honor bestowed on their 
mother. Mr. Manor Jr. read a prepared statement expressing the many attributes of Ms. 
Manor.   
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 Commissioner Humke remarked Ms. Manor always spoke the unvarnished 
truth before the Board. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 4 be adopted. 
The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
09-727  AGENDA ITEM 5 
 
Agenda Subject: “Resolution of Recognition and Appreciation for Gary Neilson.”    
 
 Chairman Humke read and presented the Resolution of Recognition to 
Chief Gary Neilson. Chief Neilson thanked his wife for her support during his career.  
 
 Tim Alameda, City of Reno Interim Fire Chief, thanked Chief Neilson for 
being a wonderful mentor to numerous firefighters throughout his career.  
 
 Commissioner Weber thanked Chief Neilson for his dedicated service to 
the community. 
  
 Katy Simon, County Manager, remarked over the years it had been a 
pleasure to work with Chief Neilson. 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne stated he followed 
Chief Neilson’s career and noted he was the type of man the community wanted in 
charge. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 5 be adopted. 
The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
09-728  AGENDA ITEM 6 
 
Agenda Subject: “Proclamation--July 2009 as “Recreation and Parks Month” (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
  
 Doug Doolittle, Regional Parks and Open Space Director, read the 
Proclamation. Commissioner Jung remarked the Regional Parks and Open Space 
Committee had unanimously adopted the Proclamation.  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne remarked on the 
park systems for the City of Reno and Washoe County.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6 be adopted. 
The Proclamation for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
09-729  AGENDA ITEM 7 
 
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.” 
 
 Garth Elliott commented that Commissioner Jung had stated at a prior 
commission meeting that the Citizen Nuisance Committee was a disaster and noted he 
agreed with that statement. He suggested the committee members be polled to see what 
went right and/or wrong and the changes that could be implemented.  
 
 Sam Dehne dedicated his “watch-dogging” to those who sacrificed their 
lives to defend the Constitution and Freedom of Speech. He spoke on his concerns about 
the Northern Nevada media.  
 
09-730  AGENDA ITEM 8 
 
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 Simon, County Manager, announced that Agenda Item 24 pertained 
to District 4 and not District 3. She stated Agenda Item 38 would be opened for the public 
hearing; however, as noted on the agenda, would be continued to the August 11, 2009 
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Commission meeting. Ms. Simon disclosed after signing a document on Agenda Item 
9M(1), her daughter had been hired by one of the organizations mentioned.  
 
   Commissioner Larkin requested a future agenda item providing an update 
on the Strategic Plan and an item placed on the August 25th agenda dedicated to the 
“Hug Your Kids” campaign.  
  
   Commissioner Weber requested a future agenda item concerning 
Construction Fund monies from the Water Resources Department, specifically if those 
funds had been repaid.   
 
   Commissioner Breternitz announced he would be attending the Nevada 
Association of Counties (NACO) convention and would be unable to attend the Incline 
Village/Crystal Bay Citizen Advisory Board meeting on July 27, 2009, or hold his 
Commissioner conversation session.  
 
 CONSENT AGENDA – AGENDA ITEMS 9A THROUGH 9R(5) 
 
 Commissioner Larkin suggested Agenda Items 9I(2) and 9M(2) be 
removed from the consent agenda for further discussion. 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne spoke on the size 
and content of the consent agenda.  
 
09-731  AGENDA ITEM 9A 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve minutes for the Board of County Commissioners’ 
meeting of May 19, 2009.” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9A be approved. 
 
09-732  AGENDA ITEM 9B 
 
Agenda Subject: “Cancel August 18, 2009 County Commission meeting.”  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9B be approved. 
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09-733  AGENDA ITEM 9C - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept Patent No. 27-2009-0009 from United States Department 
of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management, for transfer of approximately 343-
acres of land in Sun Valley to Washoe County; and if accepted, authorize Regional 
Parks and Open Space Director to record the Patent. (Commission District 5.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9C be accepted 
and authorized. 
 
09-734  AGENDA ITEM 9D - ASSESSOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve roll change requests, pursuant to NRS 361.768 and NRS 
361.765, for errors discovered for the 2008/2009, 2007/2008, 2006/2007 secured and 
unsecured tax rolls as outlined in Exhibit A; and if approved, authorize Chairman 
to execute Order and direct the Washoe County Treasurer to correct the errors 
[cumulative amount of decrease $6,542.29]. (Parcels are in various districts as 
outlined in the Exhibit.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 9D be approved, authorized, 
executed and directed. 
 
09-735  AGENDA ITEM 9E – DISTRICT COURT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge previously approved reclassification of a 
Supervising Clerk III (position #70006125) to a Court Human Resources Manager, 
an Administrative Assistant (position #70000602) to a Court Fiscal Manager 
effective December 2009 upon retirement of the current incumbent, and an 
Assistant Court Administrator (position #70000662) to an Assistant Clerk of Court 
(title change only) [no additional fiscal impact from the previously approved Fiscal 
Year 2009/10 - fiscal impact of $50,000 will be covered by Court’s budget 
concessions]. (All Commission Districts.)”  
 
  Howard Conyers, Court Administrator, clarified the external factor of 
budget cuts made these improvements important since the Court was trying to build 
capacity to perform on their own some of the functions previously handled by the Human 
Resources Department. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9E be 
acknowledged. 
 
09-736  AGENDA ITEM 9F - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve and execute Resolution levying tax rates for all Washoe 
County entities for the 2009/10 Fiscal Year. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 Katy Simon, County Manager, explained this was a summary of all tax 
rates applied throughout Washoe County. She added the County was required to file 
those rates with the Nevada Tax Commission and the Department of Taxation. Ms. 
Simon indicated there were no changes in the tax rate for Washoe County. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 9F be approved, authorized 
and executed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes 
thereof. 
 
09-737  AGENDA ITEM 9G – LAW LIBRARY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept grant award [$40,000] from Nevada State Library and 
Archives to the Law Library for specialized financial literacy resources; and if 
accepted, direct Finance to make necessary budget adjustments. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9G be accepted 
and directed. 
 
09-738  AGENDA ITEM 9H – ALTERNATIVE SENTENCING 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve travel for DWI Court Training in Springfield, Missouri 
(August 10-13-2009) of non-county employees utilizing grant funding specific to 
DWI Court Training Programs [no cost to Washoe County - all travel to be 
specifically funded by current available grant funds provided through the Washoe 
County Repeat DUI Prevention Program Grant]. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9H be approved. 
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09-739  AGENDA ITEM 9I(1) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve State of Nevada Importer and Wholesale Dealer of 
Wine, Liquor and Beer License and a Washoe County Importer/Wholesaler 
Intoxicating Liquor License for Alan L. Richards, dba Big Woody Wine Company, 
LLC; and if approved, direct that each Commissioner sign the original copy of the 
State of Nevada Application for License for Importer and Wholesale Dealer of 
Wine, Liquor, and Beer. (Commission District 1.)” 
  
 Sandra Richards, Big Woody Wine Company representative, stated this 
had been a situation of “hurry up and wait.” She remarked the Company wanted to pay 
taxes and employ citizens. Ms. Richards appealed to the Board to sign the paperwork. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9I(1) be 
approved and directed. 
 
09-740  AGENDA ITEM 9I(3) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Appoint Fran DeAvila as a Hidden Valley Homeowner 
Association (HOA) representative and Joey Hastings as an At-Large Alternate, and 
reappoint Brad Stanley as an At-Large member, all to June 30, 2011; and appoint 
Roger Jewett to fill an unexpired term as a Hidden Valley HOA representative and 
Tom Judy to fill an unexpired term as an At-Large member, both to June 30, 2010, 
on the Southeast Truckee Meadows Citizen Advisory Board. (Commission District 
2.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Fran DeAvila be appointed as 
a representative, Joey Hastings be appointed as an At-Large alternate and Brad Stanley be 
reappointed to the Hidden Valley Homeowner Association (HOA) with terms ending 
June 30, 2011; Roger Jewett be appointed to fill an unexpired term as a Hidden Valley 
HOA representative and Tom Judy be appointed to fill an unexpired term as an At-Large 
member on the Southeast Truckee Meadows Citizen Advisory Board with terms ending 
June 30, 2010. 
 
09-741  AGENDA ITEM 9I(4) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Reappoint Dennis Wilson as a Callahan Ranch member to June 
30, 2011 on the Galena-Steamboat Citizen Advisory Board. (Commission District 
2.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Dennis Wilson be reappointed 
as a Callahan Ranch member on the Galena-Steamboat Citizen Advisory Board with a 
term ending June 30, 2011. 
 
09-742  AGENDA ITEM 9I(5) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Appoint Gary Houk and Barbara Scott as At-Large members to 
June 30, 2011 on the East Washoe Valley Citizen Advisory Board. (Commission 
District 2.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Gary Houk and Barbara Scott 
be appointed as At-Large members on the East Washoe Valley Citizen Advisory Board 
with terms ending June 30, 2011. 
 
09-743  AGENDA ITEM 9I(6) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Appoint Raymond Herbert and Jess Traver as At-Large 
members, James Johns as a South Hills member and Beverly Osowski as a 
Zolezzi/Spring Valley/Westridge member, all to June 30, 2011; and appoint Bryan 
Hansen as an At-Large Alternate to June 30, 2010, on the Southwest Truckee 
Meadows Citizen Advisory Board. (Commission District 2.)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Raymond Herbert and Jess 
Traver be appointed as At-Large members, James Johns as a South Hills member and 
Beverly Osowski as a Zolezzi/Spring Valley/Westridge member to the Southwest 
Truckee Meadows Citizen Advisory Board (CAB) with terms ending June 30, 2011; and 
Bryan Hansen as an At-Large member on the Southwest Truckee Meadows CAB with a 
term ending June 30, 2010. 
 
09-744  AGENDA ITEM 9J(1) – INTERNAL AUDIT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of Equipment Services Division follow-up 
Audit Report. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item.  
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9J(1) be 
acknowledged. 
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09-745  AGENDA ITEM 9J(2) – INTERNAL AUDIT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of the Business License and Permits Audit 
Report. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9J(2) be 
acknowledged. 
 
09-746  AGENDA ITEM 9K(1) – JUVENILE SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept the Fiscal Year 2005 OJJDP Juvenile Accountability Block 
Grant [$65,797 - County match $6,579.70] and accrued interest [$9,968.05] from 
Nevada Juvenile Justice Commission; and if accepted, direct Finance to make 
necessary budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
   Chairman Humke disclosed he served on the Nevada Juvenile Justice 
Commission. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9K(1) be 
accepted and directed. 
 
09-747  AGENDA ITEM 9K(2) – JUVENILE SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept Fiscal Year 2009/10 Juvenile Accountability Block Grant 
[$81,209 - County match $8,120.90] from the Juvenile Justice Commission to fund a 
Juvenile Services Outreach Specialist I position; and if accepted, direct Finance to 
make necessary budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
   Chairman Humke disclosed he served on the Nevada Juvenile Justice 
Commission.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9K(2) be 
accepted and directed. 
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09-748  AGENDA ITEM 9L(1) - LIBRARY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept Wells Fargo Foundation grant for Fiscal Year 2010 
[$10,000 with no local matches required] for the purchase of library materials; and 
if accepted, direct Finance to make necessary budget adjustments. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9L(1) be 
accepted and directed. 
 
09-749  AGENDA ITEM 9L(2) – LIBRARY  
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept Library Services and Technology Act Grant for Fiscal 
Year 2010 [$4,250 with no local matches required] for the Library’s year-round 
reading program; and if accepted, authorize the Library Director to execute the 
grant-award documents and direct Finance to make necessary budget adjustments. 
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9L(2) be 
accepted, authorized, executed and directed. 
 
09-750  AGENDA ITEM 9M(1) – COMMUNITY SUPPORT 

ADMINISTRATOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve and authorize Chairman to sign Interlocal Agreements 
for Washoe County Special Purpose Grants in the following amounts: Incline 
Village General Improvement District [$75,000], Economic Development Authority 
of Western Nevada [$24,300], Access to Healthcare Network [$36,000], Nevada 
Health Centers-Gerlach Clinic [$67,011]; Nevada Health Centers-Incline Village 
Clinic [$28,800], the Incline Clinic’s leased space in-kind support of $22,080; 
approve a grant to Silver State Fair Housing [$7,721] for Fiscal Year 2009/10; and, 
approve and authorize Chairman to sign Resolutions necessary for same and direct 
Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 9M(1) be approved, 
authorized, executed and directed. The Resolutions and Agreement for same are attached 
hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
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09-751  AGENDA ITEM 9M(3) – FIRE SERVICE COORDINATOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize creation of one full-time equivalent benefits eligible 
Office Support Specialist position, to be funded by revenue from Truckee Meadows 
Fire Protection District, to be evaluated by the Job Evaluation Committee for the 
Washoe County Fire Services Program (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9M(3) be 
authorized. 
 
09-752  AGENDA ITEM 9N – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve boundary line transfer of an additional 16,000 (+-) sf (in 
conjunction with the previously approved transfer of 37,639 sf) for a total of 53,639 
(+-) sf of property located at 1370 N. Hills Boulevard, to the two adjacent property 
owner(s); and if approved, authorize Director of Public Works to execute all 
agreements, maps, notices, escrow instructions, deeds, checks and warrants as may 
be necessary to accomplish the transfer in the name of and on behalf of Washoe 
County [anticipated revenue of $170,000 will be directed into the General Fund, 
Public Works Property Program]. (Commission District 5.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9N be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
 
09-753  AGENDA ITEM 9O(1) - PURCHASING 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize Purchasing Department to release an Invitation to Bid 
for Off-Site Cold Food Storage, on behalf of the Sheriff's Office, for a term of two 
years - commencing October 1, 2009 with the provision for one successive annual 
renewal option [estimated annual value of the contract is $45,600]. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9O(1) be 
authorized. 
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09-754  AGENDA ITEM 9O(2) - PURCHASING 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize Purchasing Department to release an Invitation to Bid 
for Outsourcing Printing and Mailing Services for the Washoe County Utility Bills, 
on behalf of the Department of Water Resources and Technology Services, for a 
term of one year - commencing January 2010 with the provision for two successive 
annual renewal options [estimated annual budget for this contract is $52,988]. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9O(2) be 
authorized. 
 
09-755  AGENDA ITEM 9P(1) – SENIOR SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept grant award from State of Nevada Housing Division for 
the National Foreclosure Mitigation Counseling Program, additional Round 1 
funding, [$17,150 with $3,430 in-kind County match] retroactively for the period 
January 1, 2009 through June 30, 2009; and if accepted, direct Finance to make 
appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9P(1) be 
accepted and directed.  
 
09-756  AGENDA ITEM 9P(2) – SENIOR SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept restricted grant award from the Zonta Club of Greater 
Reno Charitable Fund through the Community Foundation of Western Nevada 
[$1,500] for bus passes for senior women; and if accepted, direct Finance to make 
appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9P(2) be 
accepted and directed. 
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09-757  AGENDA ITEM 9P(3) – SENIOR SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept various Federal Title III supplemental grant awards 
passed through the Nevada Division for Aging Services for Senior Services 
programs [$145,119 with $22,029 cash match] retroactive July 1, 2009 through 
September 30, 2009. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9P(3) be 
accepted. 
 
09-758  AGENDA ITEM 9P(4) – SENIOR SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept supplemental grant award from the State of Nevada for 
the Nutrition Services Incentive Program [$82,368 with no County match] 
retroactively for the period October 1, 2008 through September 30, 2009. (All 
Commission Districts.)’ 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9P(4) be 
accepted. 
 
09-759  AGENDA ITEM 9Q(1) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Interlocal Agreement - RAVEN Fire Training, 
Monitoring and Suppression Personnel and Equipment between the County of 
Washoe (Sheriff) and the City of Reno (Reno Fire Department) to provide for 
reimbursement for services rendered by the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office to the 
Reno Fire Department for the use of RAVEN aircraft for wildland fire incidents; 
and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute Agreement. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 9Q(1) be approved, 
authorized and executed. The Agreement for same is attached hereto and made a part of 
the minutes thereof. 
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09-760  AGENDA ITEM 9Q(2) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve the State of Nevada, Office of Attorney General, 
Recovery Act Violence Against Women Act Grant Program [$82,336 with no 
County match] to fund retention of one Sheriff’s Office Victim Advocate for 12 
months; and if approved, authorize Finance to make necessary budget adjustments. 
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9Q(2) be 
approved and authorized. 
 
09-761  AGENDA ITEM 9Q(3) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Sheriff’s Security Agreement between the County of 
Washoe, the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office and Reno-Tahoe Open Foundation to 
provide uniformed Deputy Sheriffs for Security [estimated security costs $40,000 to 
be reimbursed by Reno-Tahoe Open] during the 2009 Reno-Tahoe Open Golf 
Tournament, August 3 through 9, 2009; and if approved, authorize Chairman to 
execute Agreement. (Commission District 2.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 9Q(3) be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
 
09-762  AGENDA ITEM 9R(1) – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute a Memorandum 
of Understanding for the Development and Maintenance of a Truckee River 
Coordinated Monitoring Program and authorize possible funding from Sewer Rates 
Fund 566, Cost Center 664900, Account 901110 in an amount not to exceed $9,000 
per fiscal year. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 9R(1) be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
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09-763  AGENDA ITEM 9R(2) – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Corrected 
Water Sale Agreement between Truckee Meadows Water Authority (Sun Valley 
Quail) and Washoe County, and direct the Water Rights Manager to record the 
document. (Commission District 5.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 9R(2) be approved, 
authorized, executed and directed. The Agreement for same is attached hereto and made a 
part of the minutes thereof. 
 
09-764  AGENDA ITEM 9R(3) – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Water Rights 
Deed between Washoe County and Truckee Meadows Water Authority (Autumn 
Wood Townhomes) reconveying 9.62 acre-feet of return flow water rights. 
(Commission District 2.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9R(3) be 
approved, authorized and executed. 
 
09-765  AGENDA ITEM 9R(4) – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute Quitclaim Deeds 
on APN 049-070-41 (South Truckee Meadows General Improvement District Tank 
#6 site) and APN 049-080-02 (STMGID well #7 site) to the South Truckee Meadows 
General Improvement District. (Commission District 2.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 9R(4) be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
 
09-766  AGENDA ITEM 9R(5) – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve and authorize the Chairman to accept and execute the 
U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management Right-of-Way Grant, 
Serial Number NVN-085174, U.S., the Department of the Interior, Bureau of 
Reclamation Grant of Easement for Water Pipeline Contract Number 09-LC-20-
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0006, and Right of Entry and Hold Harmless Agreement between Washoe County 
and Truckee Canyon Water Company, LLC. (Commission District 4.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 9R(5) be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
 
09-767  AGENDA ITEM 9I(2) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize the Chairman to execute a Resolution pursuant to NRS 
278.0272(7) to sponsor an amendment to the 2007 Truckee Meadows Regional Plan 
to include APN 087-390-13 (243.02 acres) in the Washoe County portion of the 
Truckee Meadows Services Area (TMSA) pursuant to Policy 1.1.7.3 of the 2007 
Truckee Meadows Regional Plan, and other matters properly related thereto. 
(Commission District 5.)” 
  
 Commissioner Larkin asked if the movement of the acreage had any 
impact on the Settlement Agreement “bucket” or the juxtaposition. Adrian Freund, 
Community Development Director, explained the movement would have an impact on 
the “flexibility bucket” of 640 acres with approximately 243 acres coming out of that 
bucket. He indicated to date none of those acres had been used. Commissioner Larkin 
said it would not add to the County’s deficiency. Mr. Freund commented it would not 
because the 640 acres was kept outside the provisions of the deficit calculation.     
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked if that was consistent with the District 
Attorney’s (DA’s) opinion concerning the Settlement Agreement. Melanie Foster, Legal 
Counsel, replied it was consistent with the DA’s opinion. Commissioner Larkin stated 
that was also consistent with the Settlement Agreement and the understanding of the 
County’s negotiation team. Ms. Foster concurred.  
  
 Commissioner Weber believed this would not be out of any bucket that 
was part of the negotiation. She said the owner of the Silver Knolls property had asked 
for it to be annexed and were willing to work on negotiations. 
 
 Mr. Freund explained the “flexibility bucket” was established by action of 
the Governing Board in November 2007. He said it was established at 640 acres to 
provide flexibility outside the terms of the Settlement Agreement and the policies of the 
Regional Plan relating to the overall Truckee Meadows Service Area (TMSA) capacity. 
Mr. Freund said during 2005 discussions and negotiations concerning this property were 
held with the Silver Knolls residents and added the North Valleys Plan carried an 
annotation that this property was proposed to be detached. He said the Regional Plan 
amendment was necessary to lay the groundwork for the detachment and application, 
which was pending before the Reno City Council. 
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 Commissioner Weber stated after the approximate 6,000 properties were 
annexed to the City of Reno the negotiation team worked with the community and the 
developer to discuss what was best for the Sliver Knolls community. She thanked 
everyone for working together. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 9I(2) be  adopted, authorized 
and executed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes 
thereof. 
 
09-768  AGENDA ITEM 9M(2) – COMMUNITY SUPPORT 

ADMINISTRATOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve and authorize Chairman to sign Washoe County Human 
Services Consortium Grant Program Contracts: Food Bank of Northern Nevada 
[$31,553], Family Promise [$31,553], Crisis Call Center [$25,243], Nevada Hispanic 
Services [$25,243] Kids to Senior Korner [$31,553]; approve a grant to Care Chest 
[$11,401] for Fiscal Year 2009/10; and approve and authorize Chairman to sign 
Resolutions necessary for same and direct Finance to make appropriate budget 
adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Commissioner Larkin stated the grants were excellent; however, indicated 
there were a few errors that needed to be corrected and stated those corrections that were 
needed. He asked where the 72 percent value of measurable outcome came from 
concerning Family Promise. 
 
 Gabrielle Enfield, Community Support Administrator, replied when 
nonprofit organizations submit their application to the Human Services Consortium it 
was identified what would be accomplished with the requested grant funding. She said 
that outcome came from their determination of the success rate they have had. She 
explained 72 percent of families served would be transitioned to permanent housing 
situations and maintain their own housing. Commissioner Larkin asked who comprised 
Family Promise. Ms. Enfield commented she did not have the list of the interfaith 
community that comprised Family Promise, but would supply the current list to the 
Board. She said the contract was with Family Promise and the congregations were 
partnered to help. Commissioner Larkin asked if the outcomes and expenses had been in 
a report before the Board. Ms. Enfield remarked a report was conducted annually and 
generally did not go before the Board; however, copies were provided to each 
Commissioner. She said part of the policies and procedures for the Human Services 
Consortium allowed the grantees to modify their outcomes prior to three months of the 
end of the contract. 
 
 Commissioner Weber believed in the future there needed to be an 
explanation of where the monies went and an explanation of the grantees.  Ms. Enfield 
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indicated paragraphs were in each of the contracts that defined what the organizations 
did, but that could also be provided to the Board. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 9M(2) be 
approved, authorized, executed and directed. The Resolutions for same are attached 
hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
  BLOCK VOTE 
 
  The following agenda items were consolidated and voted on in a block 
vote: Agenda Items 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26 and 28.  
 
09-769  AGENDA ITEM 15 – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept the balance of CARES/SART capital 
donations from the Mathewson Charitable Lead Trusts One-Four [$108,981.47] for 
operational costs of, and equipment purchases for, the CARES/SART Center; and if 
accepted, direct Finance to make the necessary budget adjustments. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 15 be accepted 
and directed.  
 
09-770  AGENDA ITEM 16 – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to authorize District Attorney to accept a 
Victim of Crime Act (VOCA) Grant [$141,000 - 25% match required $35,250] from 
the State Division of Child and Family Services to purchase equipment used in 
either the Victim Witness Assistance Center and/or the Jim Pagels CARES/SART 
Facility and to provide travel and training funds for those who serve the victims of 
child abuse and/or domestic violence, including but not limited to, victim advocates 
and the medical staff at the Jim Pagels CARES/SART Facility (grant period is from 
July 1, 2009 through June 30, 2012); and if approved, direct Finance to make 
necessary budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 16 be approved, 
authorized and directed. 
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09-771  AGENDA ITEM 17 – JUVENILE SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Interlocal Contract between the 
County of Washoe (Juvenile Services) and the State of Nevada (Department of 
Health and Human Services, Division of Child and Family Services) to provide 
funding [$452,001.90] over a two-year period (July 1, 2009 – June 30, 2011) for the 
salaries of two Juvenile Probation Officers assigned to the Intensive Supervision 
Program for juvenile offenders and additional support staff to work with kids who 
have co-occurring disorders - these monies are provided through Community 
Corrections Partnership Block Grant Funding. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 17 be approved. 
The Agreement for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
09-772  AGENDA ITEM 18 - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept cash donations [$200,000 for Fiscal 
Year 2009/10 general operating support of the Wilbur D. May Center, $100,000 in 
support of temporary exhibits at the Wilbur D. May Museum and $63,350 in special 
programming and projects - total $363,350] from the Wilbur May Foundation; and 
if accepted, direct Finance to make necessary budget adjustments. (Commission 
Districts 3 and 5.)” 
 
  On behalf of the Board, Katy Simon, County Manager, thanked the 
various donors for their generous donations. 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 18 be accepted 
and directed.  
 
09-773  AGENDA ITEM 19 – LABOR RELATIONS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Collective Bargaining Agreements 
with the Washoe County Sheriff’s Deputies Association and the Washoe County 
Supervisory Sheriff’s Deputies Association bargaining units for the period July 1, 
2008 through June 30, 2009; ratify same; a lump sum payment equal to 0.75% 
which is the amount that employee pay grades were reduced for the Public 
Employees’ Retirement System (PERS) changes implemented on July 23, 2007. The 
lump sum payment will be calculated for the period July 24, 2007 through June 30, 
2008; reinstate the 0.75% July 2007 PERS reduction equivalent to the pay grades 
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effective retroactive to July 1, 2008; the cost of the lump sum payment for July 24, 
2007 through June 30, 2008 is $267,000 and the projected cost of the general 
increase to be effective July 1, 2008 is approximately the same, $265,000. Total cost 
of the lump sum and increase for Fiscal Year 2008/09 is approximately $532,000; 
events which could potentially trigger wage increases retroactive to July 1, 2008 
shall be evaluated following the closing and final audit of the County’s adopted 
Fiscal Year 2008/09 books dependent on the ending fund balance, and if approved, 
authorize Chairman to execute Collective Bargaining Agreement upon completion. 
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 19 be approved, ratified, 
authorized and executed. 
 
09-774  AGENDA ITEM 20 - PURCHASING 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award Washoe County Bid #2673-09 for a 
Video Visitation System, on behalf of the Washoe County Sheriff and the 
Technology Services Department, to Simplex Grinnell LP [$458,836.19]; and if 
awarded, authorize Acting Purchasing and Contracts Administrator to execute an 
Agreement for same. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 20 be awarded, 
authorized and executed. 
 
09-775  AGENDA ITEM 21 - PURCHASING 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award Request for Proposal No. 2688-09 for 
Medical Services-Sheriff’s Office Personnel to Dr. Michael Haley [estimated annual 
amount $163,405, funds approved in Fiscal Year 2009/10 Sheriff’s Office budget]; 
and if awarded, authorize Acting Purchasing and Contracts Administrator to 
execute a two-year Agreement with Dr. Haley for said services, with Washoe County 
retaining an option to renew the Agreement for one additional year. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 21 be awarded 
and authorized. 
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09-776  AGENDA ITEM 22 – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award bid for the Liberty Center 6th Floor 
HVAC Improvements to the lowest responsive and responsible bidder (staff 
recommends Fleet Heating and Air) [$122,175]; and if awarded, authorize 
Chairman to execute the contract documents. (Commission District 3.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 22 be awarded, authorized 
and executed. 
 
09-777  AGENDA ITEM 23 – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Amendment No. 1 to the 
Cooperative Agreement titled Lemmon Drive Pedestrian Project with the State of 
Nevada, Department of Transportation, to increase the amount to be paid to 
Washoe County by $200,000 (Restricted Funds); and if approved, direct Finance to 
make necessary budget adjustments, appoint the Director of Public Works as Agent 
for Washoe County for this project and if approved, authorize Public Works 
Director to execute Amendment No. 1. (Commission District 5.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 23 be approved, 
directed, authorized and executed. 
 
09-778  AGENDA ITEM 24 – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve First Amendment to Lease between 
Kaufman Greenbrae Center, LLC and Washoe County commencing upon execution 
to accept a rental concession for the Sparks Justice Court continued occupancy at 
630 Greenbrae Drive, Sparks, Nevada; [fiscal impact for Fiscal Year 2009/10 is 
$187,053 budgeted in Sparks Justice Court Lease Cost Center from a General Fund 
source; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute the First Amendment.  
(Commission District 3.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 24 be approved, authorized 
and executed. 
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09-779  AGENDA ITEM 25 – PUBLIC WORKS/TRUCKEE RIVER FLOOD 

PROJECT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve 24-month First Amendment to 
Lease between Reno Technology Center I, LLC and Washoe County, retroactive to 
July 1, 2009 in order to accept a rental concession for the Truckee River Flood 
Project continued occupancy at 9390 Gateway Drive [fiscal impact for Fiscal Year 
2009/10 is $102,194 and budgeted in the Flood Project Lease Cost Center in a 
dedicated fund]; and, if approved, direct Chairman to execute the First 
Amendment. (Commission District 1.)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 25 be approved, directed and 
executed. 
 
09-780  AGENDA ITEM 26 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept a proposal from the responsive, 
responsible proposer, Ecology and Environment, Inc., in response to Washoe 
County Request For Proposal No. 2695-09 to assist Washoe County and its 
statewide partners with the development of evacuation traffic plans; and if accepted, 
authorize Acting Purchasing and Contracts Administrator to execute an 
Agreement for same in the proposed amount of $100,000. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 26 be accepted, 
authorized and executed.  
 
09-781  AGENDA ITEM 28 – SOCIAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve and authorize Chairman to execute 
an Interlocal Contract Between Public Agencies (State of Nevada, Department of 
Health and Human Services Division of Health Care Financing and Policy) and 
Washoe County [$1.5 million annually] - July 1, 2009 through June 30, 2013 - for 
the Disproportionate Share Program. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 Commissioner Larkin disclosed he sat on the Board of the Northern 
Nevada Medical Center which was a compensated position. He asked with regard to 
voting on this did that represent a conflict of interest. Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, 
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explained since it was a compensated position, and in the interest of propriety, he should 
abstain on this item. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin abstaining, it was ordered that 
Agenda Item 28 be approved, authorized and executed. The Agreement for same is 
attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
09-782  AGENDA ITEM 27 – SOCIAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve and authorize Chairman to execute 
Agreement between the County of Washoe (Social Services) and Washoe County 
Access to Health Care Network [$100,000 for Fiscal Year 2009/10] with two 
additional one-year renewals with Access to Health Care Network to purchase 
access to its network of doctors and administrative services, including negotiated 
rates and case management for clients in the Health Care Assistance Program. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Kevin Schiller, Social Services Director, said this would offset the Health 
Care Assistance budget. He explained in moving forward staff had attempted to track 
clients coming into the Health Care Assistance Case Management Model. Mr. Schiller 
indicated staff backtracked those caseloads over a two-year period and in evaluating how 
to move forward with the budget learned that essentially about 33 clients fell off the case 
load for Health Care Assistance based on their referral to Access to Health Care. He 
stated that equated to a cost-savings by removing the clients off the caseload, offsetting 
what was paid on average from the Health Care Assistance budget.  
 
 In response to a correction noted in the staff report by Commissioner 
Larkin, Mr. Schiller explained the correct wording would be “the department along with 
other County departments and community agencies collaborated in writing with the 
Health Care Access Program in 2004 and received $2.7 million in federal funding.” 
Commissioner Larkin indicated the second paragraph on page 3 stated “the Pilot Program 
proved to be very successful,” and as a result of that Pilot Program over the course of 18 
months, 115 County patients were served. He asked if those were indigent patients. Mr. 
Schiller replied that was correct. Commissioner Larkin said indigent people were served 
throughout the entire County and that needed to be stated.  
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, remarked it was important for the County 
to track the numbers and provide that outcome information because leadership from 
Access to Health Care were in Washington D.C. meeting with the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services Kathleen Sebelius and looking at this program becoming a national 
demonstration. She added this began with Washoe County investing in the program. Mr. 
Schiller anticipated returning to the Board to increase this benefit and noted it was a 
model for the community.  
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 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 27 be approved, authorized 
and executed. 
 
11:37 a.m.  The Board convened as the Sierra Fire Protection District (SFPD) Board 

of Fire Commissioners. 
 
12:15 p.m.  The Board adjourned as the SFPD Board of Fire Commissioners and 

convened as the Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District (TMFPD) 
Board of Fire Commissioners. 

 
1:25 p.m.  The Board adjourned as the TMFPD Board of Fire Commissioners and 

convened as the South Truckee Meadows General Improvement District 
(STMGID) Board of Trustees. 

 
1:25 p.m.  The Board adjourned as the STMGID Board of Trustees and reconvened 

as the Board of County Commissioners with Commissioner Larkin 
temporarily absent. 

 
1:34 p.m.  The Board recessed. 
 
2:09 p.m.  The Board reconvened with all Commissioners present. 
 
09-783  AGENDA ITEM 13 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: Appearance: “David Byerman, Chief Government Liaison for 
Nevada U.S. Department of Commerce. Presentation regarding 2010 census and 
possible approval of a Resolution of support for Nevada’s Census 2010 Campaign; 
and if Resolution approved, authorize Chairman to execute same.” 
 
 David Byerman, Chief Government Liaison for the Nevada U.S. 
Department of Commerce, conducted a PowerPoint presentation, which was placed on 
file with the Clerk, highlighting the 2010 census, how the census would benefit Nevada, 
comparison of the 1990 and 2000 State census, a successful approach for Nevada, the 
impact of the undercount and the request from the Nevada U.S. Department of 
Commerce.   
 
 Commissioner Jung remarked the questionnaire consisted of 10 questions, 
unless there were additional people in the home. Mr. Byerman stated that was correct and 
explained a portion of the questions were for certain individuals. He said the second page 
of the questionnaire explained who would answer the questions. Commissioner Jung 
suggested Mr. Byerman initiate contact with the Latino Alliance to ensure all people 
would be counted who lived in the County regardless of their immigration status. Mr. 
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Byerman indicated there was an entire team dedicated to working with the Latino, 
African American and Asian communities.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked for an estimate of the amount of federal tax 
monies the State sent to Washington D.C. Mr. Byerman replied he did not know that 
disparity. Commissioner Larkin asked what the importance was of the census to Nevada 
citizens in terms of receiving programs such as federal highway and Social Security, 
which for the census were safety net programs. Mr. Byerman stated much could be 
learned from the political calculations used by several committees in Congress and the 
Senate. He said the Chair of those committees often were from the midwest and the 
northeast where census data was used for their funding calculations. He said the Chairs 
from the west used annually updated demographers’ estimates for their calculations, 
which could be based on nine-year old data.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin read and presented the Resolution of Support to Mr. 
Byerman. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 13 be approved, authorized 
and executed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes 
thereof. 
 
09-784  AGENDA ITEM 14 – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Possible adoption of an Ordinance revising the requirements and 
Schedule of Rates and Charges for water service within certain areas of Washoe 
County; requiring the Department of Water Resources to submit billings to all 
water users within the certain areas; requiring payment thereof; and providing 
procedures for its enforcement (Bill No. 1590). This Ordinance repeals Ordinance 
No. 1389. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 This item was continued from the June 23, 2009 Board meeting where a 
reading of the Ordinance occurred and Ordinance No. 1411 was assigned. 
 
 Rosemary Menard, Water Resources Director, explained the staff report 
highlighted the changes proposed and provided an overview of the recommendations 
from the Water Rates Study Working Group, the public meetings held and the mitigation 
measures taken in an attempt to decrease the operating costs in the water utility and the 
organization. 
 
 Chairman Humke said because there was a major push to consolidate 
water agencies in the region, it seemed the County would do well to harmonize some of 
the systems in the way that business was conducted and services delivered. He asked if an 
audit could be conducted of the Department of Water Resources (DWR) by the Public 
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Utility Commission (PUC) or their contractor and called on other water utilities to 
conduct the same. Chairman Humke suggested voting for the rate increase for the first 
year then review the results of the proposed audit before moving forward.  
 
 Ms. Menard indicated if so directed an audit would be entertained by the 
Department; however, that had not been budgeted for in the current Fiscal Year, but if 
intended to be done, staff could look for ways to fund the audit. She indicated the Board 
was provided with a five-year process because there was specific policy goals that staff 
was attempting to achieve that required certain reserves be built. Ms. Menard said the 
goal in providing the five-year program was to help the department move toward those 
policy goals, but if the Board was interested in staff reviewing the operation and the 
performance against the audit standards, that could be completed. 
 
 Commissioner Weber asked what would happen to the budget if the Board 
chose for the item to return in six months. Ms. Menard said about 86 percent of the 
departments generated annual income came within the irrigation season typically the last 
part of the spring and through the summer depending on the weather conditions. She said 
if staff returned in six months fundamentally the adopted budget could not be supported 
and could fall further behind on the issues of building reserves and meeting the operating 
expenses, which the current rates did not provide for those adequate resources. She said 
to defer this would make the water utility less viable as a financial operation. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin said he was an advocate for the consolidation efforts 
through the Western Regional Water Commission with Truckee Meadows Water 
Authority (TMWA) and DWR that there would be significant efficiencies achieved. He 
said DWR had to be brought to an operational level that would meet debt and cash flow 
requirements or there would be no chance for consolidation that would help the County 
or the Cities to have an efficient water system. Commissioner Larkin asked how Ms. 
Menard felt about pursuing a one-year rate increase. Ms. Menard replied the organization 
had been reviewing the policies, procedures, systems and process in order to improve the 
ability to serve customers and services in a responsive way, but the organization had been 
through a rapid evolution over the past decade. She recommended if an audit was 
conducted that a holistic view be taken of the organization as opposed to just a water 
utility. 
 
 Chairman Humke said Ms. Menard alluded to the general approach that 
the Board may take and have DWR fund the cost of the audit. He asked if it would be 
possible to take the cost of the audit from the reserve build-up. Ms. Menard replied 
possibly. However, with respect to the rate stabilization reserve and the intent of the 
timeframe for building the rate stabilization reserve, that may be pushed back because of 
an existing deficit. She said this could be brought back in the first or second quarter of 
next year depending on the audit. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin remarked the consensus was to move forward with 
an audit as well as an approval of a one-year rate increase. 
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 Ben Hutchins, Finance and Customer Service Manager, explained all the 
tables in the report had been updated for a five-year cycle in the Ordinance. Melanie 
Foster, Legal Counsel, said the Ordinance was written to encompass a five-year series of 
increases, so if the Board chose to go with a one-year increase it would need to be 
conducted in the month of August and begin anew. Chairman Humke asked if it were 
possible to consider a rate change a minor change. Ms. Foster replied it would not be a 
minor change since every table showed rates for the next five years. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin suggested considering the five-year implementation 
and then return with the audit to have reconsideration at that time.  Chairman Humke 
explained that would be approval and potential repeal.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 

On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that the Ordinance be 
adopted revising the Requirements and Schedule of Rates and Charges for Water Service 
within certain areas of Washoe County; requiring the Department of Water Resources to 
submit billings to all water users within certain areas of Washoe County; requiring 
payment thereof; and providing procedures for its enforcement. This Ordinance repeals 
Ordinance No. 1389. It was further ordered that the Director of Water Resources be 
required to bring back the said Ordinance and an audit for reconsideration of years two 
through five.  
 
09-785  AGENDA ITEM 29 - LIBRARY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to appoint one individual to fill a vacant seat on 
the Washoe County Library Board of Trustees, with a term effective July 16, 2009 
through June 30, 2013. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 Following discussion, on motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by 
Commissioner Jung, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Thomas 
Cornell be appointed to the Washoe County Library Board of Trustees with a term 
effective July 16, 2009 through June 30, 2013. 
  
09-786  AGENDA ITEM 30 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible direction to Washoe County agencies and 
departments supervised by the Washoe County Manager to continue to accept and 
process anonymous complaints for possible Washoe County Code violations - 
County Commission may also provide policy direction to the same agencies and 
departments concerning repetitive, unfounded complaints and will additionally 
receive an update on complainant information and public records for code 
compliance cases. (All Commission Districts.)”  
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 Adrian Freund, Community Development Director, explained staff had 
been directed by the Board to return to a future meeting to have discussion concerning 
the acceptance and processing of anonymous complaints and to review repetitive and 
unfounded complaints. He indicated a survey was completed of a number of internal and 
external agencies and noted the results were listed in the staff report. He said because the 
proposed administrative enforcement process was administrative all complainant 
information would be available as public record unlike the current situation. Mr. Freund 
said most of the agencies staff spoke to were concerned if anonymous complaints were 
not accepted there may be two outcomes, a considerable dampening of the number of 
complaints about issues that may be public health or safety, or the possibility that some of 
those situations could be ignored or overlooked. He commented most of the agencies and 
departments had no specific procedures for repetitive complaints. Mr. Freund said for 
code enforcement it was not a very frequent occurrence that there were repetitive 
complaints on the same property and noted staff reviewed the validity of those 
complaints and documented them in case files. He concluded it appeared anonymous 
complaints were accepted, but whether those would be subject to disclosure depended on 
whether the County remained with the misdemeanor process or converted to an 
administrative process. 
 
 Commissioner Weber said she was concerned about the staff report and 
asked if the results were shared with the citizen committee or that this issue was 
agendized today. Mr. Freund replied only those members who attended the April 21, 
2009 workshop would have known. Commissioner Weber felt the staff report did not 
indicate anything about the development or administrative code or things discussed with 
the citizen committee. She felt it would be fair to have input from that committee. She 
also had concerns about anonymous phone calls and how the County would defend those 
in court. Mr. Freund explained the process. He said the Code Enforcement Officer 
verified the complaint and for the purpose of the court case became the complainant in 
presenting and defending the case. 
 
 Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, stated the viability of these cases in court 
would depend upon the evidence, regardless of how a case was initiated. 
 
 Commissioner Weber believed discussion was needed concerning 
repetitive complaints and comments from the citizen committee. Mr. Freund explained 
the County was complaint-driven, but emphasized the Officers did not tour around the 
neighborhood of complaint and look for other violations on other properties. He 
commented the complaint had to be about a matter covered within Code.  
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, said the ability for people to make an 
anonymous complaint was an important part to maintain the quality of life in their 
neighborhood. She said staff would gladly bring this information to the citizen committee 
for discussion and opportunity to comment and also return with strategies in dealing with 
repetitive anonymous complaints concerning the same property. 
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 Commissioner Weber felt the Officers should only be investigating when 
the health, safety and welfare was in jeopardy. She said much of that came under 
different venues that had the anonymous complaint portion. 
 
 Mr. Freund suggested distributing the comments to the citizen committee 
for their review and then discuss those comments during the August 11, 2009 
Commission meeting when there would be a first reading of an ordinance. Commissioner 
Weber agreed and requested a report on how other Code enforcement issues were 
reported outside of the realm of Building and Safety or Animal Services. She also 
requested a summary of codes that were typically violated.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz supported members of the community being able 
to file anonymous complaints.  
 
 Commissioner Weber moved to continue the item to the August 11, 2009 
Commission meeting. Commissioner Breternitz seconded the motion for discussion. 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz felt this related to the enforcement ordinance, 
and thought the information should be delivered to the citizen committee to accept their 
comments. However, he did not believe this needed to be an open item. 
 
 Commissioner Weber withdrew the motion and the seconder agreed.  
 
 Chairman Humke said there was a strong intent to achieve additional 
information as to the number of complaints reviewed whether animal, nuisance, 
unfounded or repetitive. 
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
09-787  AGENDA ITEM 31 - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve and execute an Interlocal 
Agreement between the County of Washoe and Department of Motor Vehicles 
(DMV) and scope of work for collection of motor fuel taxes indexed to the rate of 
inflation and pay the DMV 1% of gross amount collected for the period of Fiscal 
Year 2010 through Fiscal Year 2013 at a total projected administrative expense 
deduction from the motor vehicle fuel tax collection of $380,480. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
  Commissioner Larkin indicated there was no staff report for this item and 
noted the information was not published on the County website. 
 
  Darin Conforti, Budget Manager, explained in the compression of time, 
staff was unable to have the staff report prepared in order to submit for publication. He 
said NRS Chapter 373 required that the interlocal agreement be in place before the 
ordinance was enacted by the Board, but felt it could be brought forward to the August 
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11, 2009 Commission meeting to allow proper notice. Commissioner Larkin suggested 
continuing the item. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 31 be 
continued to the August 11, 2009 County Commission meeting. 
 
09-788  AGENDA ITEM 32 - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to adopt the Washoe County Fiscal Year 2010-
2014 Capital Improvements Program Plan. Projects will return to the Board for 
separate action prior to implementation. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  Commissioner Larkin indicated there was no staff report for this item and 
noted the information was not published on the County website. 
 
 Darin Conforti, Budget Manager, explained in order to meet the obligation 
of NRS Chapter 354, stating the County was required to file a five-year Capital 
Improvement Plan (CIP) by August 1st of each year. Staff took the budget authority 
appropriated by the Board in the adopted budget and delineated that in the Fiscal Year 
2009/10 budget showing the expected projects for the use of those capital dollars. He said 
the caveat before any action was taken on projects was they would be brought back 
before the Board for a full vetting and before any implementation or any use of funds. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin stated he did not have that before him and would 
not feel comfortable voting without that being before him.   
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, stated the pay-as-you-go projects in the 
CIP for next year had been reviewed by the Board in departmental budget plans and 
everything in next year’s plan the Board had already seen in budgets. She asked the 
Board for their endorsement and then staff would return to the Board if modification of 
the CIP was needed. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked what would be the consequences if the filing 
was late.  Mr. Conforti replied he would need to contact the Department of Taxation for 
clarification. 
 
 Chairman Larkin requested Mr. Conforti place the call to the Department 
of Taxation and return to the meeting upon their response. 
 
 * * * * * * * * * 
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 Later in the meeting, Mr. Conforti stated he spoke with the Department of 
Taxation and said the report could be filed to meet the statutory deadline and then submit 
a revised report pending the Board’s approval on August 11, 2009. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 32 be 
continued to the August 11, 2009 meeting to approve the CIP report. 
 
3:34 p.m.  The Board reconvened as the Sierra Fire Protection District (SFPD) Board 

of Fire Commissioners to continue discussion on two items. 
 
4:00 p.m.  The Board adjourned as the SFPD Board of Fire Commissioners and 

reconvened as the County Commission. 
 
4:04 p.m.  The Board recessed. 
 
6:05 p.m. The Board reconvened with all Commissioners present. 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
09-789  AGENDA ITEM 33 – BUILDING AND SAFETY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Second reading and adoption of an Ordinance amending the 
Washoe County Code by repealing provisions in Chapter 100 relating to work 
exempt from permit and by adding new provisions with certain changes concerning 
work exempt from permit, and providing other matters properly related thereto 
(Bill No. 1592). (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against adoption of said Ordinance. There being no response, the hearing 
was closed. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Ordinance No. 1413, Bill No. 
1592, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE WASHOE COUNTY CODE 
BY REPEALING PROVISIONS IN CHAPTER 100 RELATING TO WORK 
EXEMPT FROM PERMIT AND BY ADDING NEW PROVISIONS WITH 
CERTAIN CHANGES CONCERNING WORK EXEMPT FROM PERMIT, AND 
PROVIDING OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY RELATED THERETO," be 
approved, adopted and published in accordance with NRS 244.100. 
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09-790  AGENDA ITEM 34 – BUILDING AND SAFETY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Second reading and adoption of an Ordinance amending Chapter 
100 of the Washoe County Code by adding thereto a provision increasing fees for 
building permits, including building permits, other inspection and permit fees, and 
plan review fees, and providing other matters properly related thereto (Bill No. 
1593). (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against adoption of said Ordinance. There being no response, the hearing 
was closed. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Ordinance No. 
1414, Bill No. 1593, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 100 OF 
THE WASHOE COUNTY CODE BY ADDING THERETO A PROVISION 
INCREASING FEES FOR BUILDING PERMITS, INCLUDING BUILDING 
PERMITS, OTHER INSPECTION AND PERMIT FEES, AND PLAN REVIEW 
FEES, AND PROVIDING OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY RELATED 
THERETO," be approved, adopted and published in accordance with NRS 244.100. 
 
09-791  AGENDA ITEM 35 - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Second reading and adoption of an Ordinance amending Chapter 
15 of the Washoe County Code (county finances; purchasing) by increasing the 
purchasing limit and eliminating the separate limit for knowledge based services 
and other matters properly related thereto (Bill No. 1594). (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against adoption of said Ordinance. There being no response, the hearing 
was closed. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Ordinance No. 1415, Bill No. 
1594, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 15 OF THE WASHOE 
COUNTY CODE (COUNTY FINANCES; PURCHASING) BY INCREASING 
THE PURCHASING LIMIT AND ELIMINATING THE SEPARATE LIMIT FOR 
KNOWLEDGE BASED SERVICES  AND OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY 
RELATED THERETO," be approved, adopted and published in accordance with NRS 
244.100. 
 
09-792  AGENDA ITEM 36 – SPECIAL DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Sun Valley General Improvement District--consider property 
owner protests filed with the County Clerk against the addition of the power to 
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furnish recreational facilities to the basic powers granted the Sun Valley General 
Improvement District; receive the modified service plan prepared by the District; 
and based upon the number of protests filed with the Clerk, provide direction to 
staff to proceed with an Ordinance adding or not adding recreation powers to the 
District's basic powers. (Commission Districts 3 and 5.)” 
 
  The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against the Sun Valley General Improvement District adding additional 
powers to furnish recreational facilities to their basic powers. 
 
  Amy Harvey, County Clerk, stated the County Clerk’s Office received 44 
letters of protest from Sun Valley citizens. 
 
  Darrin Price, Sun Valley General Improvement District General Manager 
(SVGID), provided the Board with an amendment to the service plan in order to comply 
with NRS Chapter 308. He said this was a unique opportunity to partner with the County 
and enhance the recreational opportunities in Sun Valley.    
 
  Garth Elliott said this was the best process and was given due diligence 
by SVGID. He noted it was a plus for the Sun Valley area and Washoe County.     
 
  Marjorie Cutler remarked she voted for the Sun Valley Pool to remain 
open and would pay the assessment; however, she was against the proposed addition of 
powers to SVGID. She said recreation facilities were not just the pool, they also included 
parks and little league teams that could be put into that category. She hoped the SVGID 
Board members were attending the Truckee Meadows Water Authority (TMWA) 
meetings and paid attention to those boards. 
 
  Margaret Reinhardt said she was opposed to the proposed action because 
of the negative financial impact that could occur to the residents of Sun Valley. She felt 
the mailers issued to support the request for the pool were slanted.  
 
  Glenda Walls said many residents of Sun Valley strongly rejected the 
proposal to grant additional powers to SVGID to gain control of Sun Valley recreational 
facilities. She said if SVGID was granted control of the recreational facilities there would 
be a tax increase to the residents and could strain those citizens already on fixed incomes. 
 
  Gary Schmidt stated he supported the concept of SVGID taking over the 
recreational facilities. He said he had been an outspoken proponent of Sun Valley 
becoming their own city, which was prohibited by State law, but added he was a 
proponent of changing the State law. Mr. Schmidt remarked this issue needed to slow 
down and needed more consideration since there had been several Open Meeting Law 
(OML) violations. He indicated three SVGID Board members sat on the Sun Valley 
Citizen Advisory Board (CAB), which was a quorum of SVGID at every CAB meeting 
and noted that was an OML violation since an issue could be discussed that would come 
before SVGID. 
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  Commissioner Jung asked what position SVGID took for these due 
powers. Mr. Price replied a motion was passed to proceed with the request for the 
recreational powers at a regular scheduled Board meeting. Commissioner Jung asked 
when the tax increase was referenced per each resident, would that be a year round 
assessment. Mr. Price said when the issue of the pool arose the Board went with the worst 
case scenario to see how the residents would respond. He said it was calculated that it 
would take a few dollars a month per customer to maintain the pool and a few dollars 
more to do maintenance and operation of the parks in the area. He said the five dollar a 
month survey was for everything. Mr. Price stated the SVGID Board conducted a mailing 
to the 6,000 SVGID customers and received 1,156 responses; 733 voted in favor of and 
423 against. It was determined that of the 6,000 notices mailed, 44 protest letters were 
received which constituted less than 1 percent of SVGID residents. 
 

  In response to questions that arose during public comment concerning the 
OML, Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, explained there were a number of situations when 
public officials sat on other Boards. She said she would not postulate that the presence of 
the same individuals on two boards would always constitute an OML violation.  
 
 The Chairman closed the public hearing. 
 
 Commissioner Weber remarked this was a positive move for SVGID to 
proceed forward. Commissioner Jung agreed with Commissioner Weber and thanked 
SVGID for taking an official position and also thanked the County Manager for 
recommending that the Sun Valley pool remain open for the upcoming summer. 
 
  On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that staff be directed to proceed 
with an Ordinance adding the power to furnish recreational facilities to the basic powers 
granted to the Sun Valley General Improvement District. 
 
09-793  AGENDA ITEM 37 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Comprehensive Plan Amendment Case No. CP09-003 - Spanish 
Springs Area Plan. (Commission District 4.)” 
 
“A request to amend the Spanish Springs Area Plan, being a part of the Washoe 
County Comprehensive Plan, to amend Policy 17.2 (c) of the Spanish Springs Area 
Plan to increase the overall percentage of commercial and industrial regulatory 
zone acreage from 7.25% up to 9.1% of the Suburban Character Management 
Area, and; to re-designate a portion of Assessor's Parcel Number 530-280-72, 
comprising approximately +221.9 acres, of which +100 acres are subject to this 
request. The change in land use would be from Open Space (OS) to Industrial (I). 
The subject property is located on the west side of Pyramid Highway, adjacent to 
Martin Marietta Road at the northwest edge of the existing Spanish Springs 
Business Park. The subject parcel is within the Truckee Meadows Service Area 
(TMSA), within the Suburban Character Management Area (SCMA) of the Spanish 
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Springs Area Plan and within the Area of Interest of the City of Sparks, as 
identified by the 2007 Truckee Meadows Regional Plan. The subject parcel is 
located within Section 14, T21N, R20E, MDM, Washoe County, Nevada. The 
property is within Washoe County Commission District 4 and within the Spanish 
Springs Citizen Advisory Board boundary. To reflect changes requested within this 
application and to maintain currency of general area plan data, 
administrative changes to the area plan are proposed. These administrative changes 
include: a revised map series with an updated parcel base; and if approved, 
authorize the Chair to sign the Resolution of the updated area plan after a 
determination of conformance with the Regional Plan by the Truckee Meadows 
Regional Planning Agency.” 
 
  The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against Comprehensive Plan Amendment Case No. CP09-003. 
 
  Sandra Monsalvè, Senior Planner, conducted a PowerPoint presentation, 
which was placed on file with the Clerk, highlighting the request, the adopted land use 
and proposed land use, compatibility, the Spanish Springs Suburban Character 
Management Area map, supported policies and citizen input.  
 
  Bob Sader, applicant representative, explained the original proposal was 
withdrawn due to a number of protests from the residents of the Pebble Creek 
subdivision, so the applicant returned with a smaller proposal acceptable to the Pebble 
Creek residents. He remarked in 2008 the Economic Development Authority of Western 
Nevada (EDAWN) was requested to complete a survey of the Spanish Springs Business 
Center, a 434-acre project of which the 100 acres being considered would be an addition. 
Mr. Sader said there was 120 developed acres within the Spanish Springs Business 
Center so EDAWN focused on the developed acres to do a study of the economic impacts 
in the existing business park and commented this proposal would be a continuation. He 
said the study found an average of 9.4 employees per acre with the average wage set at 
$40,000 per year. He said the impact to the State and local taxes was $1.5 million, the 
impact to local governments was $1.6 million and the overall impact to the project had 
been $113 million. 
 
  The Chairman closed the public hearing. 
 
  Commissioner Larkin said there was a recommendation with an “A” and 
“B” and a possible motion with the same parts, he asked which “A” and “B” parts were 
staff speaking on. Ms. Monsalvè replied the findings were on page 5 of the staff report 
and would include the items under “A” and “B,” and the motion for the Resolution to be 
signed by the Chairman.   
 
  The Board members made disclosures that individually they had either 
met with representatives to discuss the item and/or received several emails or phone calls 
in support of the amendment to the Comprehensive Plan.  
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On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that an amendment to the Spanish Springs 
Area Plan (CP09-003) be approved, being a part of the Washoe County Comprehensive 
Plan, to amend Policy I7.2 (c) of the Spanish Springs Area Plan to increase the overall 
percentage of commercial and industrial regulatory zone acreage from 7.25% up to 9.1% 
of the Suburban Character Management Area, and; to re-designate a portion of Assessor's 
Parcel Number 530-280-72, comprising approximately +221.9 acres, of which 100 acres 
are subject to this request. The change in land use would be from Open Space (OS) to 
Industrial (I), having made one or more of the following findings in accordance with 
Washoe County Development Code Section 110.820.15 and I10.820.35: 
 
l.  The proposed amendments to the Spanish Springs Area Plan are in substantial 

compliance with the policies and action programs of the Washoe County 
Comprehensive Plan. 

 
2.  The proposed amendments to the Spanish Springs Area Plan will provide for land 

uses compatible with existing and planned adjacent land uses and will not 
adversely impact the public health, safety or welfare. 

 
3.  The proposed amendments will further implement and preserve the Vision and 

Character Statement of the Spanish Springs Area Plan. 
 
4.  The proposed amendments to the Spanish Springs Area Plan will not adversely 

affect the implementation of the policies and action programs of the Conservation 
Element, the Population Element and/or the Housing Element of the Washoe 
County Comprehensive Plan. 

 
5.  The proposed amendments to the Spanish Springs Area Plan will promote the 

desired pattern for the physical growth of the County and guides development of 
the County based on the projected population growth with the least amount of 
natural resource impairment and the efficient expenditure of funds for public 
services. 

 
6.  The proposed amendment will not affect the location, purpose and mission of the 

military installation. 
 
7.  The proposed amendment to the Spanish Springs Area Plan is the second 

amendment to the Spanish Springs Area Plan in 2009, and therefore does not 
exceed the three permitted amendments as specified in Section 110.820.05 of the 
Washoe County Development Code. 

 
8.  The Washoe County Planning Commission gave reasoned consideration to 

information contained within the staff report and information received during the 
public hearing. 
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9. The Washoe County Board of Commissioners gave reasoned consideration to 
information contained within the reports transmitted to the County Commission 
from the Washoe County Planning Commission, and the information received 
during the public hearing. 

 
It was further ordered that the Chairman sign the Resolution for the 

updated Area Plan after a determination of conformance with the Regional Plan by the 
Truckee Meadows Regional Planning Agency and, having made the following applicable 
findings in accordance with Washoe County Comprehensive Plan, Spanish Springs Area 
Plan, Policy SS.17.1: 
 
  In order for the Washoe County Planning Commission to recommend the 
approval of ANY amendment to the Spanish Springs Area Plan, the following findings 
must be made: 
 
a.  The amendment will further implement and preserve the Vision and Character 

Statement. 
 
b.  The amendment conforms to all applicable policies of the Spanish Springs Area 

Plan and the Washoe County Comprehensive Plan. 
 
c.  The amendment will not conflict with the public's health, safety or welfare. 
 
In order for the Washoe County Planning Commission to recommend approval of any 
amendment involving a change of land use, the following findings must be made: 
 
A. A feasibility study has been conducted, commissioned and paid for by the 

applicant, relative to municipal water, sewer and storm water that clearly 
identifies the improvements likely to be required to support the intensification, 
and those improvements have been determined to be in substantial compliance 
with all applicable existing facilities and resource plans for Spanish Springs by 
the Department of Water Resources. The Department of Water Resources will 
establish and maintain the standards and methodologies for these feasibility 
studies. 

 
B. A traffic analysis has been conducted that clearly identifies the impact to the 

adopted level of service within the [unincorporated] Spanish Springs 
Hydrographic Basin and the improvements likely to be required to the 
Department of Public Works may request any information it deems necessary to 
make this determination. 

 
C.  For commercial and industrial land use intensifications, the overall percentage of 

commercial and industrial regulatory zone acreage will not exceed 7.25 percent of 
the Suburban Character Management Area. 
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D. For residential land use intensifications, the potential increase in residential units 
will not exceed Washoe County's policy growth level for the Spanish Springs 
Area Plan, as established in Policy. 

 
E. If the proposed intensification will result in a drop below the established policy 

level of service for transportation (as established by the Regional Transportation 
Commission and Washoe County) within the Spanish Springs Hydrographic 
Basin, the necessary improvements required to maintain the established level of 
service are scheduled in either the Washoe County Capital Improvements 
Program or Regional Transportation Improvement Program within three years of 
approval of the intensification. For impacts to regional roads, this finding may be 
waived by the Washoe County Planning Commission upon written request from 
the Regional Transportation Commission. 

 
F. If roadways impacted by the proposed intensification are currently operating 

below adopted levels of service, the intensification will not require infrastructure 
improvements beyond those articulated in Washoe County and Regional 
Transportation plans AND the necessary improvements are scheduled in either the 
Washoe County Capital Improvements Program or Regional Transportation 
Improvement Program within three years of approval of the intensification. 

 
G. Washoe County will work to ensure the long range plans of facilities providers for 

transportation, water resources, schools and parks reflect the policy growth level 
established in Policy SS.l.2.  

 
H. If the proposed intensification results in existing facilities exceeding design 

capacity and compromises the Washoe County School District's ability to 
implement the neighborhood school philosophy for elementary facilities, then 
there must be a current capital improvement plan or rezoning plan in place that 
would enable the District to absorb the additional enrollment. This finding may 
not be waived by the Washoe County Planning Commission upon request of the 
Washoe County Board of Trustees. 

 
I.  Any existing development in the Spanish Springs planning area, the Sun Valley 

planning area, the Warm Springs planning area, or the City of Sparks, which is 
subject to the conditions of a special use permit will not experience undue 
hardship in the ability to continue to comply with the conditions of the special use 
permit or otherwise to continue operation of its permitted activities. 

 
With one additional finding that states: 
 
     The Washoe County Board of Commissioners gave reasoned 
consideration to information contained within the reports transmitted to the County 
Commission from the Washoe County Planning Commission, and the information 
received during the public hearing. 
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09-794  AGENDA ITEM 38 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: Development Agreement Case No. DA09-003 - Broken Hills 
Subdivision. (Commission District 4.)  NOTE:  The public hearing will be opened 
and the item continued to the August 11, 2009 County Commission Meeting. 
 
“Consider adoption of Development Agreement Case No. DA09-003 for Broken 
Hills, Tentative Subdivision Map Case No. TM05-012 that was previously approved 
by the Washoe County Planning Commission. The purpose of the Development 
Agreement is to incorporate a timeline for phasing of the project, including, but not 
limited to infrastructure, a financing plan, and information and methodology on 
proposed funding mechanisms, such as GID, SAD, HOA, etc. This development 
agreement will ensure that all items incorporated into the phasing timeline are 
adequately addressed. The term of the proposed development agreement will be for 
five years from the date of signing by the Board of County Commissioners, and 
will require a recorded final map within the fourth anniversary of the signing of this 
agreement. Exhibits describing phasing, financial plans and other necessary 
materials and information must be submitted to the Department of Community 
Development no later than 120 days prior to the first anniversary of the proposed 
development agreement, and must be in substantial compliance with the tentative 
map. The project is located west of Kinglet Drive and Calle De La Plata and directly 
west of the Spanish Springs Airport property. The +640-acre parcel is designated 
Low Density Suburban (LDS) and General Rural (GR) in the Spanish Springs Area 
Plan, and is situated in a portion of Section 21, T21N, R20E, MDM, Washoe 
County, Nevada. The property is located in the Spanish Springs Citizen Advisory 
Board boundary and Washoe County Commission District No. 4. (APN 089-160-03); 
and if approved, introduction and first reading of an Ordinance pursuant to Nevada 
Revised Statutes 278.0201 through 278.0207 approving Development Agreement 
Case No DA09-003 for Tentative Subdivision Map Case No TM05-012 for Broken 
Hills Subdivision as previously approved by the Washoe County Planning 
Commission.” 
 
 The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against Development Agreement Case No. DA09-003 - Broken Hills 
Subdivision. There being no response, the hearing was closed.  
 
6:49 p.m.   Commissioner Larkin temporarily left the meeting.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin temporarily absent, Chairman 
Humke ordered that Agenda Item 38 be continued to the August 11, 2009 County 
Commission meeting. 
 
09-795  AGENDA ITEM 39 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: Comprehensive Plan Amendment Case No. CP05-005 (  Plan) 
(Commission District 2.) 
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“Consider an amendment to the Forest Area Plan and the Washoe County 
Comprehensive Plan and to consider the report of the Planning Commission to the 
Board as provided in NRS 278.220 (4). This amendment will replace the existing 
Forest Area Plan with a revision of the Forest Area Plan, establishing updated goals 
and policies relating to Land Use, Transportation, Scenic, Recreational and 
Cultural Resources, Natural Resources (Air, Land and Water), establishing 
minimum architectural and site design standards, amending the Land Use Plan map 
to reflect certain land use changes within proposed character management areas; 
and establishing an updated map series to include a Land Use Plan map, Character 
Management Plan map, Recreational Opportunities Plan map, Public Services and 
Facilities Plan map, Streets and Highways System Plan map, and Development 
Suitability map. (Changes to the Land Use Map include: APN: 045-252-11 from 
General Rural, Open Space, High Density Rural and Parks & Recreation to 
Medium Density Suburban, Open Space and Low Density Suburban; APN: 148-
070-20 & 21 from Medium Density Rural to High Density Rural and General Rural; 
APN: 148-070-10 from General Rural to High Density Rural and General Rural; 
APNs: 148-070-17 & 18 from General Rural and Medium Density Rural to High 
Density Rural and General Rural; APNs: 150-080-01 and 150-090-02 from Open 
Space to General Rural; APN: 049-402-07 from General Commercial to 
Neighborhood Commercial; APN: 49-402-02 from Medium Density Suburban to 
Neighborhood Commercial; APN: 49-402-01 from Medium Density Suburban to 
General Rural and Neighborhood Commercial; APNs: 150-013-02 & 03 from 
General Rural to Neighborhood Commercial and Open Space; APNs: 046-190-06, 
07, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16 & 17 from General Rural to Medium Density Rural, 
General Rural and Low Density Suburban; APN: 047-130-33 from General Rural to 
High Density Rural; APN: 047-161-08, 09, 11, 12 and 13 from Medium Density 
Suburban to Neighborhood Commercial; APN: 047-161-06 & 07 from Medium 
Density Suburban and General Rural to Neighborhood Commercial; 047-162-25 
from Low Density Suburban to Medium Density Suburban and APN: 048-112-09 
from Parks and Recreation to Parks and Recreation and Tourist Commercial; and 
to consider land use changes for APN: 150-080-04, 05, 06, 07 from Medium Density 
Rural and Open Space to High Density Rural and Open Space and to increase the 
amount of Low Density Suburban on APN: 150-090-07, 08 & 09); and if approved, 
authorize the Chair of the Board of County Commissioners to sign the 
Resolution adopting the Amended Forest Area Plan (CP05-005), a part of the 
Washoe County Comprehensive Plan. Such signature by the Chair to be made only 
after a determination of conformance with the 2007 Regional Plan by the Truckee 
Meadows Regional Planning Commission. 
 
 The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan Amendment Case No. 
CP05-005 (Forest Area Plan). 
 
6:51 p.m.  Commissioner Larkin returned to the meeting. 
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 Trevor Lloyd, Senior Planner, explained the amendment to the Forest Area 
Plan and the report from the Washoe County Planning Commission. He said this was a 
continuation from the April 28, 2009 Commission meeting. Mr. Lloyd conducted a 
PowerPoint presentation, which was placed on file with the Clerk, highlighting the 
background of the public hearing process, referred topics discussed by the Planning 
Commission, slope analysis for Galena Canyon properties, Forest Area Plan land use 
changes, County Commission options, findings and possible motions. 
 
 Beth Honebein remarked the Forest Area Plan before the Board did not 
represent good planning. She said in order for the Board to pass the Plan, Finding No. 
One required the Plan be in substantial compliance with the Comprehensive Plan; 
however, the body of the Plan did not comply with its own introduction. Ms. Honebein 
said the current proposed Plan replaced the vision of the forest area and severely altered 
the Mt. Rose scenic corridor. She requested a community workshop with the Board to 
work with and implement the community compromises into the Plan. 
 
  Donna Peterson spoke on the lack of due process as a result of the 
addition of the Gourley property to the amended Forest Area Plan of July 2008.  
 
 John Toomey discussed the lack of noticing for public hearings, which he 
stated were violations of NRS 278.210 and NRS 278.260 and read from those statutes.  
 
 Duffy Wright believed the representatives for the Gourley properties 
needed to file a separate application for rezoning. He also discussed that due process was 
not followed with the addition of said property. Mr. Wright felt the rights of affected 
residents were violated since residents were denied the right to view the Plan. He urged 
the Board to follow existing State law and require the Gourleys to file a separate 
application. 
 
 Dawn Potter spoke on her objection about the rezoning of the Gourley 
property as put in the amended Forest Area Plan. She said that applicant did not follow 
the same process as other applicants nor had they ever been before a Citizen Advisory 
Board (CAB). She said several questions needed to be answered such as, did staff inform 
the Gourleys or their representative that it was too late to add that property to the Forest 
Area Plan; was equal opportunity provided to adjacent property owners in subcommittee 
hearings; was the rezoning of the Gourley property included in the staff report before the 
July 28, 2008 Planning Commission hearing; and, was the addition of the Gourley 
property noticed to the adjacent property owners prior to the July 28, 2008 meeting as 
required under NRS 278.210 or NRS 278.260. 
 
 Teri Iaconis spoke on her opposition of the Gourley property being added 
to the Forest Area Plan.  She asked if the lack of notice was a violation of NRS 278.210 
and NRS 278.260 and Washoe County Code 110.103.115 and if not, why not, and was 
the absence of a CAB meeting also in violation of the same statutes. Ms. Iaconis inquired 
if statutory authority, other than possible emergencies dictated by health and safety of 
citizens, existed that allowed the Planning Commission to disregard State and County 
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statutes and indiscriminately add selective properties to the amended Plan. She believed 
the answer to these questions would demonstrate how adjacent property owners had been 
adversely impacted and disadvantaged by the last-minute addition of the Gourley 
property to the Amended Forest Area Plan and subsequent violation of due process.  
         
 Alene Andrijeski stated the Board needed to follow the “Rule of Law.” 
She felt the appropriate question should be how the applicant was harmed by being 
required to comply with due process, and start the application with the CAB and legally 
require noticing to adjacent properties.  
 
 Laura Munro stated she was against the rezoning of the Gourley property 
because of the potential for increased traffic and added she did not have an opportunity 
for input on the addition. 
 
 Joel Verner said the rezoning of the Gourley property by the Planning 
Commission was questionable and would have a negative impact on his property. He 
asked how the Planning Commission could accept and rezone that property into the 
Forest Area Plan without providing legal notice to the adjacent property owners for them 
to provide input as the law allowed. 
 
 Kip Seckington spoke against the rezoning of the Gourley properties. He 
said there was neither a CAB recommendation nor a staff report supporting or 
commenting on the rezoning other than to say a separate application should be filed. He 
indicated the residents were not notified of the meetings attended by the Gourley 
representatives and the Planning Commission in May and June of 2008. Mr. Seckington 
said the Board had an obligation to correct the actions of the Planning Commission and 
that the law did matter to the elected officials. He urged the Board to remove the rezoning 
of the Gourley property from the amended Forest Area Plan and require the Gourley’s to 
file a separate application as recommended.  
 
 L.J. Leovic said within the County Comprehensive Plan there was a Land 
Use and Transportation Element (LUTE) document that specified “in order to provide 
sufficient developable land to meet the needs of the population, area plans shall establish 
growth policies which span the planning horizon with considerations based on the 
carrying capacity of the infrastructure and the environment.” He said the current update 
to the Forest Area Plan must comply with that document; however, it did not. Mr. Leovic 
commented that also required was development proposals take into account resource and 
infrastructure restraints. He stated the Matera Ridge property had no existing water or 
sewage infrastructure nor did it have proper access to allow the fire service to protect 
future residents. He indicated water would have to be pumped up approximately 1,000 
feet to the highest elevation development with great expense to the County and 
surrounding residents. 
 
 Diane Rose asked the Board to accept the community compromise for the 
parcels between Edminton Drive and Thomas Creek. She said Matera Ridge had agreed 
to zone the land on the Mt. Rose Highway at Medium Density Suburban-5 (MDS-5) 
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rather than Neighborhood Commercial (NC), but that was not discussed by the Planning 
Commission. Ms. Rose explained the community compromise helped the County comply 
with the Regional Plan that mandated raising the population density and satisfied the 
community’s desire to maintain the forest area’s current community character 
emphasizing single-family homes. 
 
 Marian Samuelson spoke on the County Comprehensive Plan, LUTE and 
sustainable development. She said she supported high density development in the South 
Virginia Street Transit Oriented Development Corridor and the Redfield Regional Center, 
but not in the outlying areas. 
 
 Virginia McLaughin asked why the forest area, which borders the scenic 
corridor, was subject to “enhancement of community character” when other areas were 
not. She said Mt. Rose area residents had to comply with Codes and regulations in the 
construction process or have the potential to be “red-tagged.” Ms. McLaughin asked what 
was the consequence of the Board not complying with their own regulations as set forth 
in LUTE. She remarked there was no consequence to the Board, only to the residents 
whose protests fell on deaf ears, wells were lost, the community character lost and their 
quality of life lost in a unique area.    
 
 Kathleen Boyce urged the Board to include the community compromises 
and thereby demonstrate the Board’s responsibility to the community. She commented as 
a school teacher she taught respect and participation in a democratic process. Ms. Boyce 
hoped the Board would continue to teach that process and that this was not a pointless 
endeavor for the community. 
 
 Dorothy Peters addressed the possible easement from the Matera Ridge 
development across Forest Service land and explained the requirements and application 
process from the Forest Service. She placed written documentation on file with the Clerk.   
 
 Michael Boyce indicated there had been correspondence for a year 
between the County, the developer and the Forest Service to grant an easement across the 
Forest Service land, not to access Matera Ridge, but to open up 2,000 acres of forest land 
for future development. He said this access would allow the Forest Service to transfer 
those lands by ownership for future development. Mr. Boyce said at stake was the 
complete development of the Steamboat Hills, which the residents had not been informed 
about and had been misled.  
 
 Nicholas Lancaster distributed a handout concerning the Galena Gateway 
and rezoning, which was placed on file with the Clerk.  
 
 Tom Carpenter said a majority of resident concerns related directly or 
indirectly to land use map changes contained in the specific plan. He said granting these 
permanent high impact densities and zoning changes without the special use process and 
before the tentative map process was crazy. Mr. Carpenter said neither citizens nor the 
County had been able to ask simple questions concerning water. He said during the June 
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2, 2009 Planning Commission meeting a debate began showing several members of the 
Planning Commission were uncomfortable with specific plans being included in the Area 
Plan. He said a show of hands reveled that four out of the seven Commissioners wanted 
to pass an amendment stating that future area plans shall have those specific plans. Mr. 
Carpenter said it was evident that the vast majority of citizens and a percentage of 
Planning and County Commissioners were uncomfortable with this process. He 
encouraged the Board to strip the specific plan from the Forest Area Plan before 
approval.  
 
 Ed Lapelusa said zoning Matera Ridge to allow 632 homes would have a 
significant effect on cultural resources and wildlife found in the Galena/Steamboat hills. 
He said the community compromise recommended a smaller number of homes to use 
existing access, which would lessen the impact on wildlife and the surrounding 
environment. He remarked the 632 proposed homes would also have a negative impact 
on cultural artifacts found in the area. He said a main concern of the citizens was to 
protect the Mt. Rose scenic corridor which was supported by the Conservation Element. 
He asked the Board to support the citizen’s compromises and change the zoning of 
Matera Ridge to a maximum of 237 homes. 
 
 Marlene Hutt spoke against rezoning land within the Mt. Rose corridor. 
She said more commercial property was not needed on Mt. Rose. She said despite efforts 
to reach compromises the developers of Galena Crossing and Matera Ridge seemed intent 
on rezoning to NC. She commented without any public hearings, Board reviews or any 
review process the new owners would only need to go and pull building permits. Ms. 
Hutt said when the land had been rezoned to NC it would never revert back.  
 
 Bill Isert commented on the rezoning of Matera Ridge. He said the 
community was requesting the rezoning be based on a slope analysis of the property. He 
noted that request was supported by the Comprehensive Plan in LUTE of the 
Conservation Element that stated “slopes over 30 percent shall be considered a 
development constraint area and could not be developed.” Mr. Isert said the Conservation 
Element also quoted “flat land with slopes under 3 percent offer fewer problems related 
to slopes except that surface drainage may not be satisfactory; gently sloping areas from 3 
to 10 percent, suitable for most types of development, normally have good surface 
drainage; however, areas with slopes of 15 percent or more were greater or usually were 
not readily suitable for development. In these steep sloping areas, mitigation includes 
design technique, larger lots were needed to ensure the integration of the development 
with the existing topography, soil vegetation and compatibility with slope constraint.” 
Based on this analysis, he recommended zoning be based on a specific formula, which he 
distributed and placed on file with the Clerk, based on the slope percentages for Low 
Density Suburban (LDS), High Density Rural (HDR), Minimum Density Rural (MDR) 
and Low Density Rural (LDR) that would allow 237 homes. He asked that the 
community compromise be considered and Matera Ridge be zoned according to the 
submitted slope analysis. 
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 Jeffrey Codega stated open-space was needed between uses and 
concentration of uses which was proper planning. He said the Plan before the Board had 
the policy framework that applied to Matera Ridge in terms of an overlay district.  
 
 Michael Greene, Sierra Fire Protection District Chief, spoke on fire 
service in the area. He said his primary concerns were if the development was ultimately 
annexed into the City of Reno, while the County would lose a portion of the property tax, 
the Fire District would lose all of their property tax. He said in terms of fire protection the 
area was currently underserved, was an extreme fire danger and additional development 
could have negative impacts on response times. Chief Greene stated he needed assurance 
that the fire service issues would be addressed, such as staffing, equipment and water 
supply to guarantee that the citizens currently underserved and the potential new citizens 
would receive the level of protection needed. 
 
 Valerie Isert read a letter from Bob Ackerman stating opposition to the 
Plan, which was placed on file with the Clerk. 
 
 Dennis Callahan distributed maps, which were placed on file with the 
Clerk, indicating the Forest Area Plan, the approximate area that was down-zoned in the 
past and focused on an area approved by the Planning Commission to change from LDS-
3 to MDS-9. He requested the Board accept the staff recommendation and leave the 3 
acre parcel as LDS. 
 
 Karen Mullen said the above referenced 3-acre parcel was the last 
remaining small parcel on the south side of Mt. Rose Highway to be subdivided. She 
supported the staff recommendation that this parcel remain LDS. Ms. Mullen said this 
parcel sat below the Highway and was the main visual after leaving the forest 
environment. She indicated there was also a major earthquake fault line that ran along the 
road area evident by the springs and drop in topography. Ms. Mullen said the property 
was surrounded by LDS property with the last remaining ranch of 77 acres that was 
currently LDS. She requested that the Board support the staff recommendation in leaving 
this area LDS and that the Board maintain control over the appropriate amount of 
commercial. Ms. Mullen said the developers proposal for a floor ratio approved by the 
Planning Commission would increase the commercial from 18,000 square feet to 26,000 
square feet.   
 
 Christi Young stated she cared about the future of the Mt. Rose corridor 
and all of Washoe County. She said the original intent of the Plan spoke to the future of 
the forest area not the Reno-mixed suburbs. Ms. Young stated growth would continue, 
but needed to be managed and the unique character of the scenic forest area needed to be 
preserved. She said the citizens and Community Development staff supported the 
following wording for the character statement, “Our vision is to continue the direction of 
the original Forest Area Plan by preserving, protecting and enhancing the scenic Mt. 
Rose area for those who live here, those who recreate here and those who visit here by 
preserving the area for all to enjoy. We will protect the regional assets of the gateway to 
Lake Tahoe and the Sierra Nevada Mountains. We seek to preserve the Regions high 
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quality of life which was a primary reason people choose to live and work in the Truckee 
Meadows area and invest in the Cities and County.” Ms. Young said she was concerned 
that the special character of the forest area would be lost for her children’s generation. 
She asked the Board to consider future generations and ensure the Forest Area Plan was a 
good steward for the area that it protected. Ms. Young requested the Board adopt the 
character statement.  
 
 Ken Taylor spoke on the Matera Ridge up-zoning. He was concerned 
about the long-term planning discussions being held between the Forest Service and 
Washoe County that had not been made public and were not part of this Plan. He urged 
the Board to follow the requests of the previous speakers and vote against the up-zoning 
for Matera Ridge.  
 
 Kathy Bowling asked the Board not to rush to approve the Plan. She said a 
community draft of the Plan was presented with many good ideas. Ms. Bowling remarked 
if the request were approved there was no guarantee where that density would be placed 
in the future. 
 
 Larry Berg said he was opposed to specific plans in the Forest Area Plan, 
namely the Matera Ridge project. He said the topography study conducted by Stantec 
Consulting would force clustering on high bench areas. Mr. Berg said another major 
concern was the lack of water which needed to be addressed. He urged the Board to reject 
the Matera Ridge project. 
 
 Davyd Pelsue spoke on the Matera Ridge Mixed-Use District and the 
proposed change to add NC zone. He said that zoning was not consistent with the rural 
community character of the forest area. He said the following selected LUTE selections 
further demonstrated how the proposed update did not comply with the Comprehensive 
Plan: LUTE 30.2(a), LUTE Goal 6, LUTE 21.4, LUTE Goal 15, LUTE 15.1 and LUTE 
15.3. He urged the Board to support the community compromises and replace NC zoning 
with MDS-4 at Galena Gateway and MDS-5 at Edminton/Thomas Creek. 
 
 Erik Holland displayed a drawing, which was placed on file with Clerk, 
depicting his vision of the Mt. Rose corridor if more commercial zoning was added. 
 
 Jeff Church felt the plan should be sent back to the Planning Commission 
to have all the rezoning changes removed and for the Board to follow the 
recommendation by staff.  
 
 Ginger Pierce spoke on her dissatisfaction concerning the Gourley 
property and the association with Slide Mountain. 
 
 Paula Kennedy said Nevada Tourism referred to the Mt. Rose Highway as 
the “Highway to the Sky.” She commented County policy had always sought to protect 
the Mt. Rose scenic corridor by placing commercial properties down to Highway 395. 
However, Community Development was attempting to open the door to more commercial 
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development along the scenic corridor with the Mixed-Use policy written into the 
Character Statement, but stated those statements needed to be removed. She said the 
proposed Mixed-Use was a planning tool that worked best in a more urban setting that 
allowed for apartments and townhouses to be built alongside commercial. Ms. Kennedy 
said the Comprehensive Plan directed area plans to preserve the character that had 
evolved in an area over time.  
 
 Lynn Cieszko distributed a cover letter and petition with 54 signatures that 
was placed on file with the Clerk. 
 
 Cassandra Joseph stated she disagreed with the Forest Area Plan and 
urged the Board to listen to the community and reject the proposed Plan. She indicated 
her well went dry approximately three months ago and noted other residents had suffered 
the same fate. Ms. Joseph explained the wells were going dry because there were six 
municipal wells, five new ones since 1983, and remarked there was no water capacity for 
637 additional homes. She requested the Board rezone Matera Ridge to allow a maximum 
of 237 homes, which was consistent and based on the studies conducted on the sloping in 
the area.  
 
 Randy Swan indicated his property would be most impacted by the Galena 
Gateway project since that development would abut two sides of his property. He said 
most of the area residents were in opposition to the project except for the developing 
team and the planning staff.  
 
 Cheryl Swan said after much due diligence by the community, the 
Planning Commission ignored their concerns and efforts. She was in favor or protecting 
all of the forest area and was opposed to zoning increases. Regardless of the outcome, 
Ms. Swan asked that the developer offer a Project Standard Handbook. She remarked 
this was not about pocketbooks or personal gain, it was about one scenic Mt. Rose 
corridor, one mountain, and one Board of County Commissioners preserving this area for 
future generations.  
 
 Garrett Gordon, Galena Gateway Project representative, thanked staff, the 
Planning Commission and the Board for all their time. He stated the word of the night 
had been “compromise,” and felt that had been mischaracterized about how much 
compromise had been made. On behalf of Galena Gateway, Mr. Gordon said with every 
step of the process something had been returned to the community based on a staff 
request. He said the 3.2 acre parcel across the street from Galena Gateway was stated as 
not a compromise; however, it was since it started at 27 units an acre, then reduced to 9 
units per acre, which was 6 units more than already zoned. He said the Character Vision 
Statement stated, “there shall be a range of housing in the Forest Area Plan.” Mr. Gordon 
remarked with all LDS going up to MDS, the Galena Gateway Project felt this was in the 
spirit of the vision statement of the Forest Area Plan. 
 
 Greg Evangelatos thanked the Board for their interest in justice and 
quality of fairness.  He expressed concern about the Spittler property being included in 
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the land use change amendments to the Forest Area Plan. He said during the Planning 
Commission hearing the Commission referred this property and the Olson property back 
to the Board with no discussion. Mr. Evangelatos said it appeared the Planning 
Commission was not willing to support a staff position that these properties be ignored or 
neglected although they did not want to modify their previous action. Therefore, it 
appeared the Commission holds the power to act in an equitable manner. He said it was 
the Planning Commission’s position that the properties were clearly in the Forest Area 
Plan and had been properly noticed. Mr. Evangelatos said in making comparisons to 
some of the properties previously before the Board, relative to slopes or developmental 
criteria, this property qualified under the LDS classification and therefore requested the 
Board consider the Spittler property for that land use category.  
 
 On behalf of the Matera Ridge Project, Brett Scolari thanked the Board 
and the Planning Commission for their service in this process. He stated in a 2008 staff 
report every finding had been reviewed with policies to back up those findings on why 
this Plan could be approved. He said many compromises had been made and he referred 
to a June 23, 2008 letter that read, “when the Regional Plan was updated the County was 
obligated to update the Area Plans.” He explained the Regional Plan was updated due to a 
Settlement Agreement in 2006. Mr. Scolari remarked that was an agreement made by the 
Cities of Reno and Sparks and the County concerning where growth would occur. He 
indicated one of those pieces of property was Matera Ridge in the County TMSA, which 
was slated for higher density and infrastructure. He urged the Board to adopt the Area 
Plan. 
 
 Paul Olson said his property had been recommended by the Planning 
Commission for consideration of increased density. He addressed the comments 
previously made by staff that requested intensification of the Olson and Spittler 
properties not be included in the Forest Plan update due to a lack of compatibility with 
surrounding uses and a desire to protect the western facing slopes east of Fawn Lane. He 
believed staff may have unfairly prevented his property fair consideration throughout the 
whole process. Mr. Olson said it appeared planning staff had provided defective notice to 
the public regarding the rezoning of his property and that rezoning could potentially bar 
action on the request by the Board. He explained the Olson and Spittler properties were 
the only properties disadvantaged by the issues of defective noticing. Mr. Olson said it 
was unfair to enforce the Comprehensive Plan amendment process as a remedy for a staff 
error. He commented the properties up for rezoning had been given a sweeping and 
unprecedented competitive advantage and had been exempted from virtually all of the 
Comprehensive Plan application requirements. He asked the Board to delay action on the 
Plan allowing planning staff the opportunity to show good faith by correcting the error, 
with respect to noticing on his property, and allowing the Board to vote at a later date on 
the merits of the request.   
 
 Hugh Hempel appreciated the Board’s time. He found it interesting that 
Matera Ridge was referred to as a high density solution and suggested that by no 
definition was one unit to the gross acre or ½ acre density considered high density in 
Washoe County. He said the project proposed over 300 acres of open-space, no fencing 
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and environmental sensitivity unprecedented in the County and also proposed to place the 
road across the Forest Service to address traffic concerns on Fawn Lane.  Mr. Hempel 
said access to his property from a signalized intersection was a much preferred access 
then the Fawn Lane intersection. He was interested in the consistent community 
comments about the 237 unit proposal provided by Stantec Consulting, which was paid 
for by the community. Mr. Hempel remarked if the City of Reno annexed the property, 
they could look at 3 acres to the acre gross and explained at that density, the units 
approved would be close to 900 on his property. He indicated 632 units was a 
compromise from what the City of Reno would include. 
 
 Vicki Bischoff asked the Board to place the needs of the taxpaying 
residents over the financial interest of a few land speculators.  
 
 Melissa Lindell, representative for the Gourleys, indicated they had been 
involved in the planning process for over a year and had presented the request including 
maps and information at numerous community meetings, public hearings and 
approximately five private meetings with adjacent property owners. She stated in review 
of the Gourley property they found that their property had been overlooked on County 
maps and still had a General Rural (GR) designation, which allowed for a variety of 
commercial uses including destination resorts, RV parks, commercial campgrounds and 
churches. Ms. Lindell stated the property had favorable topography for a slope analysis, 
was adjacent to the St. James Village property developed in one-acre parcels, had two 
means of access, public water and sewer stubs. She said she had met with staff who 
agreed with the analysis and invited her to participate in the public subcommittee 
meetings and, in fact, was never told the Gourleys applied too late. She said in the 
County’s own notice it stated the committee had expressed a strong interest in 
community members bringing forth specific language changes as they related to either 
the Forest Area Planning policies or proposed land uses. She said the Gourley request 
was included in the final Planning Committee subcommittee binder, the maps were 
available on the County website as of July 3, 2008 and the Planning Commission 
approved the project on July 28, 2008 then reconfirmed on June 2, 2009. She indicated 
residents were opposed to the Gourleys being able to enjoy the same density as others in 
St. James Village. However, the Gourleys have an existing recorded agreement with St. 
James Development and were willing to abide by that agreement. She noted this proposal 
only allowed the Gourleys to place an additional 17 lots on the property.  
 
 Louis Test, representative for the Gourleys, said there appeared to be a 
misconception about the Gourley property ever being part of the original Forest Area 
Plan. In fact, it was part of the original Forest Area Plan and was submitted. Mr. Test said 
the requested changes were incorporated in the Plan on July 3, 2008 and discussed at the 
neighborhood workshops requested by the subcommittee. He explained in 1995 there was 
a private agreement recorded that indicated there would be no objections by the St. James 
individuals if the density did not exceed their density. He said 17 more units were being 
requested over the seven already present, which was the same density as in St. James 
Village. He indicated this was proposed on June 23, 2008, incorporated in the Plan on 
July 3, 2008, heard before the Planning Commission on July 28, 2008, heard before the 
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County Commission on January 27, 2009, heard during a citizen’s meeting on February 
26, 2009, mediation conducted on March 9, 2009, heard at other citizen’s meetings on 
March 17, 2009 and April 6, 2009,  presented at  a County Commission meeting on April 
28, 2009, and a Planning Commission meeting on June 2, 2009 and finally today at the 
County Commission meeting today.  
 
 Gary Schmidt said he opposed any residential density increased in the 
Forest Area Plan.  
 
 Kent Sweet stated after numerous meetings were conducted, County staff 
prepared a draft that he agreed with. He was disappointed that the Planning Commission 
went back to their original plan ignoring County concepts. He requested the Board weigh 
heavily on the recommendations of County staff and their constituents.  
 
 Charles Lanzi said the fourth bullet of the vision plan provided a range of 
housing opportunities. He said the community requested that bullet read: “provide a 
range of single-family housing opportunities limited scope consistent with existing 
development.” He commented residents of the forest area chose that area because of the 
rural single-family characteristics. 
 
 Maria Tinangon stated as a recent resident to the area she was mesmerized 
by the views from her home. She was opposed to urban sprawl and asked the Board to 
protect the scenic byways and mountain views. 
 
 Ted Gourley indicated for the past year the Forest Plan had been listed on 
the affected CAB agendas. He said in that Plan the Gourley property had been included 
since July 2008. He said if there was change in any of these properties and the Gourley 
project returned he felt all of the projects would have to legally be sent back. He asked 
the Board to focus on the real issue, which was why should the Gourley property not 
have the same density as the neighboring properties.  
 
 Jerry Peterson said the people of St. James Village had no objection to the 
Gourley’s plan to develop their property. He commented the objection was the process 
under which this occurred. He asked that the correct process be followed. 
 
 The Chairman closed the public hearing. 
 
 In response to an e-mail forwarded by Commissioner Larkin, Melanie 
Foster, Legal Counsel, stated questions from citizens who testified at the Planning 
Commission meeting indicated how they had been harmed. She replied many of their 
responses were that they had not been allowed to speak at a CAB meeting. She said the 
proposal received from Mr. Gourley was posted on the County website under the “update 
to the Forest Area Plan,” listed as an exhibit dated June 2008 and a second letter dated 
July 2, 2008 which was part of the packet considered at the Planning Commission 
meeting in July 2008. Ms. Foster said in that respect the material was available and 
included in the Plan. She stated another question was there had been a violation of law. 
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Ms. Foster said it had been recognized the land use change that Mr. Gourley was 
requesting was not presented to the CAB and, if those requirements were satisfied, there 
would not be a finding of violation. She indicated in the draft minutes from the Planning 
Commission meeting it was asked for the Chairperson to go through that with the citizens 
to make a record for a clear understanding of how they had been damaged, that there was 
not early noticing given of Mr. Gourley’s desire to be included, and the fact there was no 
inclusion in the CAB review, which was advisory.  
 
 Ms. Foster remarked she agreed with the position taken by the District 
Attorney’s Office (DA), which was even if it were assumed there had been an early 
violation, that violation had been cured. She said for all of the most recent meetings, 
particularly since April 2009 when the entire noticing scheme was changed, people 
involved had received updates on what had been occurring. Ms. Foster said the material 
on which staff acted to include Mr. Gourley’s request in the draft plan was on the 
County’s website and had been for approximately one year. She said based upon the 
record before the Board, the notice given and the number of hearings, she could not 
advise the Board that there was a constitutional issue as to noticing. 
 
 Adrian Freund, Community Development Director, summarized a 
chronology of events. He commented in April 2008 staff met with a representative of the 
Gourleys and directed them to present their concerns and proposal to the Planning 
Commission Forest Area Plan Subcommittee. Subsequently, that committee conducted 
five meetings, three of which were directed to gathering public input on the Forest Area 
Plan. Commissioner Larkin asked if those were neighborhood meetings. Mr. Freund 
explained those were meetings held in the neighborhood. Commissioner Larkin said that 
point was important since many of the comments referenced a violation of NRS 278.210. 
Mr. Freund remarked for all intents and purposes those meetings could be considered as 
such because they were held in the neighborhood, were properly noticed by posting and 
the proposal for the Gourleys was presented. The records of the subcommittee indicated 
that Ms. Lindell presented and discussed the proposal for the Gourley property. Mr. 
Freund said after the subcommittee completed the work on July 1, 2008 it was posted to 
the County website on July 3, 2008 as a status update on the Forest Area Plan. He said 
that update contained the work of the subcommittee and contained in detail a series of 
exhibits of the items suggested to the subcommittee and included Exhibit 34 which had a 
series of pages from the Gourley’s representative including a map that specifically laid 
out the requested land use changes. He said the notice for the Forest Area Plan meeting 
for the Planning Commission, the most complete notice in statute, went out on July 17, 
2008 and was mailed to over 2,000 property owners in the forest area.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin said the typical procedure was to allow for CAB 
review. He said based on the timing of the CAB meeting they might not have had an 
opportunity to agendize the item timely. He asked if that was correct. Mr. Freund replied 
that would be correct given the timing as to the meeting of the subcommittee versus the 
hearing of the Planning Commission on July 28, 2008. However, there was a standing 
agenda item for an Area Plan update throughout. 
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 Commissioner Jung said an allegation was made that staff had been in 
conversation with the Forest Service concerning an easement on the Matera Ridge for the 
sole purpose of creating future development sites and circumventing the promise of open-
space. She asked if those conversations occurred. Mr. Freund replied he had not had such 
conversations, but indicated under the previous District Ranger, general conversations 
occurred in February 2008 concerning the Forest Service’s desire to dispose of or retain 
the property, but he had not been in specific conversations with Forest Service personnel 
about easements. Commissioner Jung asked if the Forest Service were to dispose of this 
property or trade it to the County, was it the law that they must out of a title restriction so 
it remained open-space or could the County profit. Mr. Freund replied he was not aware 
of anyway in which the County would profit from that type of a transaction. He said the 
question with respect to this property was an out-holding for the Forest Service.  
 
 Commissioner Jung said several issues were discussed concerning slope 
analysis and fire services. She asked if during an Area Plan update was that when fire 
suppression services, and slope analysis or water availability would be reviewed with the 
one-map system. Mr. Freund replied in reviewing some land use maps there would be 
split-zoned parcels, which was the process that determined an appropriate density for the 
various slope classes. He said starting with the 2002 Regional Plan, 30 percent became 
the threshold and in most areas where the plans had been updated all properties over 30 
percent were zoned General Rural or some low density type of designation. He said there 
was a general slope analysis completed as part of an Area Plan update land use change. 
Mr. Freund said a very detailed slope analysis occurred at the time an application for a 
subdivision tentative map was submitted. He said fire service arrived with agency review. 
Commissioner Jung said if annexing occurred would the County lose property tax. Mr. 
Freund explained the County would not lose property tax but would lose sales tax. 
 
 Chairman Humke asked Mr. Boyce to submit the document he was 
displaying. Mr. Boyce entered the document dated April 13, 2008 from the Acting 
Supervisor for the Forest Service, which was placed on file with the Clerk.   
 
 In response to Commissioner Jung, Chief Greene explained the Sierra Fire 
Protection District would lose Ad Valorum. property tax’s. 
 
 The Commissioners made disclosures on who they had spoken to either in 
person or by phone and/or received e-mails from. Commissioner Weber said her husband 
had been an employee of Stantec Consulting, but no longer worked for that company. 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz moved to adopt an amendment to the Forest 
Area Plan, but not to include the Olson and Spittler properties, which be recommended 
for no intensification at this time. Commissioner Larkin seconded the motion. 
 
  Ms. Foster asked to amend the motion to clarify that any denial of 
inclusion of the Olson and Spittler properties would be without prejudice in the event 
those property owners wanted to come back and make an application on their own. 
Commissioner Breternitz amended the motion and the seconder agreed. 
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 Commissioner Larkin inquired if the items enumerated in the Planning 
Commissioner’s recommendation were included in the motion. Commissioner Breternitz 
stated that was correct. 
 
 Commissioner Jung stated she would not support the motion because the 
process was broken, which created an unseamless approach to managing the growth in 
the areas. She said because this was in the TMSA she did not believe it was unfair or 
inappropriate, but did not like the process or the policy. 
 
 Chairman Humke stated the citizens delivered well informed and 
articulate statements. He said this process provided for certain developer compromises 
where the developers compromised with either staff or with citizen groups. He said there 
was one positive portion to this process and that involved the series of meetings 
facilitated in the community. Chairman Humke said the process was flawed by inserting 
too much specificity as to identifying properties except for those properties that were not 
included. He said the problem was the one-map system; the system of analysis which was 
a competitive disadvantage with the City of Reno. Chairman Humke stated he would not 
vote in support of the motion. 
 
 Commissioner Weber stated she appreciated the community for coming 
out and for all the efforts. She stated she would support the motion and move forward.    
 

On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Larkin, which motion duly carried with Chairman Humke and Commissioner Jung voting 
“no,” it was ordered that an amendment to the Forest Area Plan be adopted, as part of the 
Washoe County Comprehensive Plan, by replacing the existing Forest Area Plan with a 
revision of the Forest Area Plan, establishing updated goals and policies relating to Land 
Use, Transportation, Scenic, Recreational and Cultural Resources, Natural Resources 
(Air, Land and Water), establishing minimum architectural and site design standards, 
amending the Land Use Plan map to reflect certain land use changes within proposed 
character management areas; and establishing an updated map series to include a Land 
Use Plan map, Character Management Plan map, Recreational Opportunities Plan map, 
Public Services and Facilities Plan map, Streets and Highways System Plan map, and 
Development Suitability map, having made one or more of the following findings in 
accordance with Washoe County Development Code Section 110.820.15 for amendments 
made to the Comprehensive Plan, not to include the Olson and Spittler properties which 
were to be recommended for no intensification and without prejudice at this time: 
 
l.  The proposed amendment to the Forest Area Plan is in substantial compliance 

with the policies and action programs of the Comprehensive Plan. 
 
2.  The proposed amendment to the Forest Area Plan will provide for land uses 

compatible with existing and planned adjacent land uses, and will not adversely 
impact the public health, safety, or welfare. 
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3.  The proposed amendment to the Forest Area Plan responds to changed conditions 
that have occurred since the Board of County Commissioners adopted the plan, 
and the requested amendment represents a more desirable utilization of land. 

 
4.  The proposed amendment to the Forest Area Plan will promote the desired pattern 

for orderly physical growth of the County and guides development of the County 
based on the projected population growth with the least amount of natural 
resource impairment and the efficient expenditure of funds for public services. 

 
5.  The proposed amendment to the Forest Area Plan is the first amendment to the 

Forest Area Plan in 2009, and therefore does not exceed the four permitted 
amendments as specified in Section 110.820.05 of the Washoe County 
Development Code. 

 
6.  That the Planning Commission has reviewed the required regional findings in 

Article 822 for conformance with the Regional Plan, including Section 822.25, 
findings for Regional Form and Pattern; Section 822.35, findings for 
Concurrency, Timing and Phasing of Infrastructure; Section 822.40, findings for 
Public Service Levels and Fiscal Effect; and, 

 
7.  The Washoe County Planning Commission gave reasoned consideration to 

information contained within the staff report and information received during the 
public hearing. 

 
8.  The Washoe County Commissioners gave reasoned consideration to the 

information transmitted from the Washoe County Planning Commission and to 
the information received during the public hearing. 

 
It was further ordered that the Chairman be authorized to sign the 

Resolution only after a determination of conformance with the 2007 Regional Plan by the 
Truckee Meadows Regional Planning Commission. 
 
09-796  AGENDA ITEM 40 
  
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).” 
 
   There were no reports given. 
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09-797  AGENDA ITEM 41 
 
Agenda Subject: “Possible Closed Session for the purpose of discussing negotiations 
with Employee Organizations per NRS 288.220.” 
 
 There was no closed session scheduled for this meeting. 
 
 * * * * * * * * * * 
 
 ADJOURNMENT 
 
9:38 p.m. There being no further business to come before the Board, on motion by 
Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Jung , which motion duly carried, it 
was ordered that the meeting be adjourned. 
 
 
 
 
  _____________________________ 
  DAVID HUMKE, Chairman 
  Washoe County Commission 
ATTEST:  
 
 
__________________________ 
AMY HARVEY, County Clerk 
and Clerk of the Board of 
County Commissioners 
 
Minutes Prepared by: 
Stacy Gonzales, Deputy County Clerk 
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