
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
TUESDAY  10:00 A.M. SEPTEMBER 22, 2009 
 
PRESENT: 

David Humke, Chairman 
Bonnie Weber, Vice Chairperson 

Bob Larkin, Commissioner 
Kitty Jung, Commissioner 

John Breternitz, Commissioner 
 

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

 
 The Washoe County Board of Commissioners convened at 10:09 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: 
 
 County Manager Katy Simon stated: "The Chairman and the 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." 
 
09-978 AGENDA ITEM 3 – RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION 
 
Agenda Subject: “Resolution of Appreciation--for supported structure protection 
response to July 15-18, 2009 wildland fire (Fire Services Coordinator).” 
 
 Commissioner Weber read and presented the Resolution to Kurt Latipow, 
Washoe County Fire Services Coordinator, and Tim Alameda, Interim Fire Chief of the 
Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District (TMFPD). Mr. Latipow pointed out there had 
been incredible support from the Red Cross, and from the Sheriff’s Community 
Emergency Response Team (CERT) and Search and Rescue (SAR) volunteers. He 
introduced and congratulated representatives from several firefighting agencies that 
responded to the incident.  
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 In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne commended all of 
the firefighting personnel.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 3 be adopted and approved. 
The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof.  
 
09-979 AGENDA ITEM 4 – RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION 
 
Agenda Subject: “Resolution of Appreciation--Mike Pomi.” 
 
 Chairman Humke read and presented the Resolution to Mike Pomi, former 
Washoe County Juvenile Services Director. Mr. Pomi thanked the Board for their support 
and said he would continue to serve the youth in Washoe County through his work at the 
Children’s Cabinet.  
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Chairman Humke, seconded by Commissioner Breternitz, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 4 be adopted and approved. 
The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
09-980 AGENDA ITEM 5 – RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION 
 
Agenda Subject: “Resolution of Appreciation--Keep Truckee Meadows Beautiful.” 
 
 Commissioner Jung read and presented the Resolution to: Christi 
Cakiroglu, Executive Director of Keep Truckee Meadows Beautiful (KTMB); Maia 
Dickerson, KTMB Program Director; Christi Dickerson, KTMB Volunteer; Washoe 
County Sheriff Michael Haley, Sheriff’s Deputy Jeff Masten; Adrian Freund, Director of 
Community Development; Bob Webb, Program Manager for Community Development; 
Doug Doolittle, Director of Regional Parks and Open Space; Lynda Nelson, Planning 
Manager for Regional Parks and Open Space; and Jennifer Budge, Park Planner. 
 
 Ms. Cakiroglu expressed her appreciation for the County’s support. She 
presented plaques to the Commission, Sheriff Haley and his staff, Director Doolittle and 
his staff, and Director Freund and his staff. She pointed out it was Commissioner 
Weber’s encouragement and vision that resulted in the Great Truckee Meadows 
Community Cleanup, the Illegal Dumping Task Force and the institution of a single 
phone number for citizens to report illegal dumping (329-DUMP). Commissioner Weber 
commented on the progress that had been made. She thanked the Sheriff’s Office for their 
participation on the Illegal Dumping Task Force and their efforts in providing community 
education about how to report illegal dumping. Mr. Doolittle thanked KTMB for all their 
hard work. He emphasized his appreciation for the numerous volunteers whose 
participation made the clean-up efforts possible.  
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 In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne discussed the 
volunteers and the great coordination of the KTMB organization. He acknowledged the 
local media for their promotion of the KTMB’s activities.  
 
 Chairman Humke thanked Commissioner Weber for tackling the issue of 
cleaning up public lands.  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Garth Elliott thanked the 
volunteers for their efforts. He encouraged citizens to volunteer, particularly to help with 
clean-up along the Truckee River.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5 be adopted and accepted. 
The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof.  
 
09-981 AGENDA ITEM 6 – PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Public Comment. Comment heard under this item will be limited 
to two minutes per person and may pertain to matters both on and off the 
Commission agenda. The Commission will also hear public comment during 
individual action items, with comment limited to two minutes per person.  
Comments are to be made to the Commission as a whole.” 
 
 Garth Elliott spoke on the Nuisance Ordinance and expressed his 
frustration with motorcycle noise. He noted the Ordinance as it was currently written did 
not fully address the problem because sound levels were removed as one of the criteria 
for defining a nuisance.  
 
 Gary Schmidt identified himself as a candidate for the State Senate in 
Washoe County District 2. He spoke about transparent government, the Open Meeting 
Law and public records law. He referred to a pocket-size copy of the U.S. constitution, 
which was placed on file with the Clerk.  
 
 Sam Dehne said he was glad to see that the University of Nevada Reno 
Marching Band program had been saved.   
 
09-982 AGENDA ITEM 7 – ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Commissioners’/Manager’s Announcements, Requests for 
Information, Topics for Future Agendas and Statements Relating to Items Not on 
the Agenda. (No discussion among Commissioners will take place on this item.)” 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz requested a future agenda item to discuss a 
possible General Improvement District or Special Assessment District in the Logan 
Meadows area of District 1. He requested a presentation about the history of quiet zones 
in the County, particularly relating to the issue of railroad noise in the Verdi area. He 
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asked for a schedule showing when the necessary implementation elements of WC-3 
would be moved forward by the County, before additional action could be taken at the 
level of the Regional Planning Governing Board.  
 
 Commissioner Weber said there had been discussion of the Verdi railroad 
noise issue at a recent meeting of the Verdi/Mogul Citizen Advisory Board (CAB). She 
noted representatives were present from the Union Pacific Railroad and the Federal 
Railroad Administration. She said residents of the Red Rock and Silver Knolls areas 
asked the Commission to look into speed limits on their main road. She thanked the 
Board members who attended a conference of the Nevada Association of Counties.  
 
 Chairman Humke indicated he would attend an upcoming tour of the 
Interstate 580 project being completed by the Nevada Department of Transportation.  
 
 
09-983 AGENDA ITEM 8A – MINUTES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve minutes for the Board of County Commissioners’ 
meeting of August 25, 2009.” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8A be approved. 
 
09-984 AGENDA ITEM 8B 
 
Agenda Subject: “Cancel October 20, 2009 County Commission meeting.” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8B be approved. 
 
09-985 AGENDA ITEM 8C – ASSESSOR’S OFFICE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve roll change requests, pursuant to NRS 361.768 and NRS 
361.765, for errors discovered for the 2009/2010, 2008/2009, 2007/2008 secured and 
unsecured tax rolls; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute order and 
direct the Washoe County Treasurer to correct the errors [cumulative amount of 
decrease $19,635.82]. (Parcels are in various districts as outlined.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8C be approved, 
authorized, executed and directed.  
 
09-986 AGENDA ITEM 8D – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Adopt Resolution establishing an administrative enforcement fee 
schedule pursuant to Washoe County Code section 125.300; and if adopted, 
authorize Chairman to sign same. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8D be adopted and 
authorized. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes 
thereof.  
 
09-987 AGENDA ITEM 8E – COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize the Tax Collector to strike names and amounts 
identified on Delinquency/Uncollectable Personal Property Tax List for Fiscal Years 
1998/99 through 2007/08 [$41,675.72]. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8E be authorized.  
 
09-988 AGENDA ITEM 8F – DISTRICT ATTORNEY’S OFFICE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve payments [$7,446.50] to vendors for assistance of 38 
victims of sexual assault and authorize Comptroller to process same. NRS 217.310 
requires payment by the County of total initial medical care of victims, regardless of 
cost, and of follow-up treatment costs of up to $1,000 for victims, victim’s spouses 
and other eligible persons. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8F be approved.  
 
09-989 AGENDA ITEM 8G – DISTRICT HEALTH DEPARTMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize permanent decrease in full-time hours for position 
control number 70004104 (1.0 full time equivalent to .53 full time equivalent). (All 
Commission Districts)” 
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 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8G be authorized.  
 
09-990 AGENDA ITEM 8H – HUMAN RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve reclassification requests submitted through the job 
evaluation and classification process and to report the results of the job evaluation 
for a support position for Juvenile Services approved by the Board on July 14, 2009 
[annual fiscal impact for these reclassifications is approximately $5,240. (All 
Commission Districts)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8H be approved and 
accepted.  
 
09-991 AGENDA ITEM 8I – JUVENILE SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve use of grant funds [$16,902.10] to be expended in Fiscal 
Year 2010 for travel and training purposes; and if approved, direct Finance to make 
necessary budget adjustments (funds were received from the Juvenile Justice 
Commission under the Juvenile Accountability Block Grant for Fiscal Year 2008/09 
and need to be expended by November 1, 2009). (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 Chairman Humke disclosed that he currently served on the Nevada 
Juvenile Justice Commission, which was the pass-through granting authority for the 
funds. He said he had been advised it was not a conflict to vote on the agenda item.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8I be approved and 
directed. 
 
09-992 AGENDA ITEM 8J – PURCHASING / PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Award Bid #2675-09 - Janitorial Services for the Washoe County 
High Security Buildings to the lowest, responsive, responsible bidder, Qual-Econ 
U.S.A., Inc, [$54,008 per month for 17 High Security Buildings]; and if awarded, 
authorize Acting Purchasing and Contracts Administrator to execute a one-year 
agreement with two single year renewal options for this Bid [estimated annual value 
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for janitorial services at the High Security Buildings is $648,096.00 per year]. (All 
Commission Districts)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8J be awarded and 
authorized.  
 
09-993 AGENDA ITEM 8K – SENIOR SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept grant awards from State of Nevada Aging and Disability 
Services Division from American Recovery and Reinvestment Act Funds [$30,549 
with $5,392 County match] for the Home Delivered Meals Program and [$96,012 
with $16,945 County match] for the Congregate Meals Program retroactively for 
the period July 1, 2009 through June 30, 2010; and if accepted, direct Finance to 
make appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 Commissioner Larkin disclosed his service on the Commission on Aging, 
which was responsible for oversight of the State of Nevada Aging and Disability Services 
Division. He noted the grant award had not come before the Commission on Aging.   
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8K be accepted and 
directed.  
 
09-994 AGENDA ITEM 8L – SHERIFF’S OFFICE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve donation of miscellaneous used laboratory equipment 
from the Washoe County Sheriff’s Forensic Science Division to University of 
Nevada, Reno [estimated value $19,250]. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 Chairman Humke thanked the Sheriff’s Office for its generous donation to 
the University. He acknowledged the following staff members from the Forensic Science 
Division who were present in the audience: Suzanne Harmon, Supervising Criminalist of 
the Biology Unit responsible for DNA and primary examination; Kerri Heward, 
Supervising Criminalist of the sections responsible for trace, firearms, breath alcohol and 
drugs; and Trish Beckman, Administrative Secretary Supervisor of the front office. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8L be approved.  
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09-995 AGENDA ITEM 8M – SOCIAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize Director of Social Services to accept Federal Adoption 
Incentive Funds [$22,046 - no matching funds required] from State Division of 
Child and Family Services to assist the Department of Social Services in the 
Adoption Program and authorize the Department to expend up to $2,000 of those 
funds in Federal Fiscal Year 2009 (February 15, 2009-September 30, 2009 to cover 
costs of sponsoring Adoption Day activities, including food, water, entertainment, 
decorations, a reception for adoptive families, public awareness and costs of 
photographs and video recording of the adoption hearings; and if authorized, direct 
Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8M be authorized 
and directed.  
 
09-996 AGENDA ITEM 8N – TRUCKEE RIVER FLOOD MANAGEMENT 

PROJECT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of Truckee River Flood Management 
Project Status Report for August 2009. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8N be 
acknowledged.  
 
09-997 AGENDA ITEM 8O – DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize Department of Water Resources to issue a request for 
qualifications to solicit written statements of qualification from firms to provide 
support to ongoing implementation of the Groundwater Monitoring Plan being 
conducted as part of the Central Truckee Meadows Remediation District Program. 
(All Commission Districts)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8O be authorized.  
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09-998 AGENDA ITEM 8P1 – INTERNAL AUDIT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of the Three-Year Schedule of Audits for 
Internal Audit Division. (All Commissioner Districts)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8P1 be 
acknowledged.  
 
09-999 AGENDA ITEM 8P2 – INTERNAL AUDIT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of Annual Report from the Internal Audit 
Division for Fiscal Year 2008/09. (All Commissioner Districts)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8P2 be 
acknowledged.  
 
09-1000 AGENDA ITEM 8Q1 – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Intrastate Interlocal Contract between the County of 
Washoe and State of Nevada (Bureau of Services to the Blind and Visually 
Impaired/Business Enterprises of Nevada) for the continued operation of vending 
and concession services within County facilities as required by Nevada Revised 
Statutes Chapter 426.630, for the period December 1, 2009 through November 30, 
2013 [no fiscal impact]; and, if approved, authorized Chairman to execute Contract. 
(All Commission Districts)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8Q1 be approved, 
authorized and executed. The Interlocal Contract for same is attached hereto and made a 
part of the minutes thereof. 
 
09-1001 AGENDA ITEM 8Q2 – PUBLIC WORKS / REGIONAL ANIMAL 

SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept grant award [$20,000 - no match required] to Washoe 
County Regional Animal Services from Maddie’s Fund to support collection of 
shelter statistics, the public reporting of such statistics and to support other 
activities on behalf of lost, stray or homeless dogs and cats; and if accepted, 
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authorize Regional Animal Services Manager to administer obligations on behalf of 
Washoe County and direct Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments. (All 
Commission Districts)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8Q2 be accepted, 
authorized and directed.  
 
09-1002 AGENDA ITEM 8R1 – REGIONAL PARKS AND OPEN SPACE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Reappoint Bill von Phul, Patty Moen and Cliff Young to the Open 
Space and Regional Parks Commission for a term through June 30, 2013, and 
appoint Ed Harney to fill a vacant position through June 30, 2012 and Anne 
Buckley to fill a vacant position through June 30, 2013. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8R1 be approved.  
 
09-1003 AGENDA ITEM 8R2 – REGIONAL PARKS AND OPEN SPACE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Cooperative Agreement for Court of Antiquity 
Interpretive Area between the County of Washoe, State of Nevada (Department of 
Transportation) and City of Sparks; and if approved, authorize Chairman to 
execute Agreement. (Commission District 4)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8R2 be approved, 
authorized and executed. The Cooperative Agreement for same is attached hereto and 
made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
 DISCUSSION – BLOCK VOTE – AGENDA ITEMS 12, 13, 14, 15, 

16, 17 AND 18   (SEE MINUTE ITEMS 09-1004 THROUGH 09-1010)  
 
 The Board consolidated Agenda Items 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17 and 18 into a 
single block vote.  
 
09-1004 AGENDA ITEM 12 – PURCHASING 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award Bid #2691-09 for Automotive and 
Light Truck Maintenance and Repair Parts and Supplies to Finley Industries/Napa 
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Auto Parts as the primary supplier and NC Auto Parts as the secondary supplier 
[estimated amount per fiscal year $200,000]. Discounts, prices and exceptions as 
stated in Washoe County Invitation to Bid #2691-09 shall be honored and adhered 
to until May 1, 2011, with an option to renew for an additional one year period. (All 
Commission Districts)” 
 
 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 12 be awarded.  
 
09-1005 AGENDA ITEM 13 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES / EMERGENCY 

MANAGER’S OFFICE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award Washoe County Bid #2705-10 for a 
100% grant-funded purchase of 14 Mass Fatality trailers and related equipment 
from the lowest, responsive, responsible bidder, EMS Innovations [net amount 
$122,388]; and if awarded, direct Finance to make appropriate adjustments. (All 
Commission Districts)” 
 
 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 13 be awarded and directed. 
 
09-1006 AGENDA ITEM 14 – EMERGENCY RESPONSE ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE / TECHNOLOGY SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to authorize the Purchasing Department to 
release a Request for Proposal for a Next Generation Emergency 911 system which 
will provide the future availability to report using text, video, images and data to the 
Public Safety Answering Points (PSAP’s) for Reno, Sparks and Washoe County 
PSAP’s as recommended by the 911 Emergency Response Advisory Committee 
[estimated cost $800,000 to $900,000]. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 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 14 be authorized.  
 
09-1007 AGENDA ITEM 15 – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept an Energy Efficiency Conservation 
Block Grant award [$401,200] from United States Department of Energy, to 
support the installation of two 30 kW Solar Photovoltaic installations for Washoe 
County; and if accepted, direct Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments 
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and authorize Public Works Department to bid the project. (All Commission 
Districts)” 
 
 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 15 be accepted, directed and 
authorized.  
 
09-1008 AGENDA ITEM 16 – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve in concept the Central Incline 
Village Phase II (EIP #672, 669A, 651, 10068, 231A, 231C & 669B) Water Quality 
Improvement Project; and if approved, authorize the request and acceptance of 
grant funds from the State of Nevada Lake Tahoe Water Quality and Stream 
Environment Zone Grant Funds in the estimated amount of $1,250,000 plus 3% of 
the total project cost for administration; authorize the Chairman to execute the 
Resolution to request State of Nevada Lake Tahoe Water Quality and Stream 
Environment Zone Grant Funds; authorize the Chairman to execute the Assurances 
certifying compliance with the regulations, policies, guidelines and requirements of 
the State of Nevada, Division of State Lands Lake Tahoe Water Quality Grant 
Program; authorize the request and acceptance of grant funds from the U.S. Forest 
Service in the estimated amount of 1,250,000; authorize the request and acceptance 
of Water Quality Mitigation Funds from Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, if 
needed, to supplement any shortfalls in grant funds up to $1,000,000; appoint the 
Director of Public Works as agent for Washoe County; and direct Finance to make 
appropriate budget adjustments. (Commission District 1)” 
 
 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 16 be approved, authorized, 
executed, appointed and directed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a 
part of the minutes thereof.  
 
09-1009 AGENDA ITEM 17 – REGIONAL PARKS AND OPEN SPACE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Intrastate Interlocal Agreement 
[$175,000 from WC-1 Bond Funds] between Washoe County (Department of 
Regional Parks and Open Space) and State of Nevada (Division of State Parks) for 
the Washoe Valley Bike Path Project; and if approved, authorize Chairman to sign 
Agreement and authorize Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments. 
(Commission District 4)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 17 be approved and 
authorized. The Interlocal Agreement for same is attached hereto and made a part of the 
minutes thereof. 
 
09-1010 AGENDA ITEM 18 – REGIONAL PARKS AND OPEN SPACE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept a reimbursable grant [$100,000 with 
County match of $20,000] from the Commission on Cultural Affairs for 
continuation of structural rehabilitation and seismic retrofit of Bowers Mansion; 
and if accepted, authorize the Regional Parks and Open Space Director to sign all 
necessary documents associated with the grant and authorize Finance to make 
appropriate budget adjustments. (Commission District 2)” 
 
 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 18 be accepted and 
authorized.  
 
11:10 a.m. The Board convened as the Board of Fire Commissioners for the Truckee 
Meadows Fire Protection District with all members present. 
 
11:40 a.m. The Board convened as the Board of Fire Commissioners for the Sierra 
Fire Protection District with all members present.  
 
12:10 p.m. Commissioner Larkin temporarily left the meeting. 
 
12:27 p.m. The Board reconvened as the Board of County Commissioners with 
Commissioner Larkin absent.  
 
09-1011 AGENDA ITEM 11 – APPEARANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Dr. John Warwick, Interim Executive Vice President for 
Research – Desert Research Institute Cloud Seeding Program and status of funding. 
(Requested by Commissioner Breternitz)” 
 
 Dr. John Warwick, Interim Executive Vice President for Research at the 
Desert Research Institute (DRI), conducted a PowerPoint presentation, which was placed 
on file with the Clerk. He introduced Arlen Huggins, Director of the Cloud Seeding 
Program. He briefly discussed the general mission of the DRI. He provided some 
background about the origins, funding and efficacy of the cloud seeding program.  
 
 Dr. Warwick pointed out the DRI received $590,000 in State funding for 
fiscal year 2009 to conduct the program. He stated a DRI study estimated an increase of 
approximately 8 percent in the southern Sierra snowpack, and an annual increase of about 
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18,000 acre feet in the total water available for the treated portions of the Truckee River 
watershed. He emphasized there was a lot of variability in the efficacy of cloud seeding 
during a single event, from one event to another, and from year to year. He noted the 
18,000 acre foot increase was based on a ten-year average, with a low of approximately 
8,000 acre feet and a high of about 30,000 acre feet. He cautioned there was no data 
tracing how much of the increased water went to augment stream flows or recharge 
groundwater, and how much was lost to sublimation or evapotranspiration. He displayed 
a map showing cloud seeding generator locations located throughout the State, including 
the Truckee-Tahoe target area.  
 
 Dr. Warwick explained the DRI recently began decommissioning its cloud 
seeding sites after experiencing substantial budget cuts. He indicated the Truckee 
Meadows Water Authority (TMWA) subsequently agreed to fund the reestablishment of 
five generators for the Truckee River watershed sites and to fund their operation for one 
year. He stated the Southern Nevada Water Authority (SNWA) had expressed interest in 
reestablishing and operating sites in the Ruby and Toiyabe Mountains, and the DRI was 
working with various parties to investigate third-party funding for the Walker River 
watershed. He noted long-term stable funding for the program was a challenge and might 
require new public-private partnerships.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz hoped the Board could find a way to support 
long-term programs for the Truckee River and Tahoe watersheds, which would directly 
benefit the citizens of Washoe County.  
 
 Commissioner Weber asked whether Commissioner Breternitz had 
requested an agenda item to consider specific funding. Commissioner Breternitz 
indicated more work needed to be done before anything could come before the 
Commission for a vote, but he anticipated an agenda item at some point in the future.  
 
 Dr. Warwick said he welcomed the opportunity to work with staff. He 
announced an upcoming open house at DRI.  
 
 There was no public comment and no action was taken on this item. 
 
09-1012 AGENDA ITEM 21 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance amending the 
Washoe County Code at Chapter 25 by adding definitions for breeding and a litter; 
establishing a threshold whereby breeding is considered a business; setting an 
annual license fee for cat or dog breeders; and, providing other matters properly 
relating thereto. Set the public hearing and second reading of the ordinance for 
October 13, 2009 at 6:00 p.m. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 Dr. Richard Simmonds, Chair of the Washoe County Animal Control 
Board, responded to the call for public comment. He referred to Attachment B of the staff 
report, which indicated that the Animal Control Board voted to support the Ordinance 
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with an amendment reducing the number of litters from five to two. He explained some 
of the reasoning behind the pro and con votes by Animal Control Board members.  
 
 Commissioner Weber indicated she wanted to look at what was best for 
the animals. Dr. Simmonds said there were arguments on both sides of the issue. He 
stated those voting in favor felt the requirement for a business license would discourage 
breeding and it was adequate to have Animal Services look at the animal welfare issues 
before licenses were granted. Those voting against the Ordinance believed it would be 
best to keep breeders under the purview of the Animal Control Board. He acknowledged 
there seemed to be a consensus in favor of five litters at most of the public meetings. 
Commissioner Breternitz wondered whether it was the non-commercial breeders who 
seemed to form such a consensus. Dr. Simmonds said it was his impression that most of 
the breeders were hobbyists who participated in dog shows.  
 
 Bob Webb, Planning Manager, pointed out there would be an additional 
opportunity to take comments at a public hearing if the Ordinance was introduced by the 
Board.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz commented that five litters per year seemed 
excessive. He questioned how many animals would be cared for in someone’s home.  
 
 Chairman Humke asked what the gestation period was for a dog. Dr. 
Simmonds replied that it was 52 days. Mr. Webb explained the hobbyists would typically 
breed more than one animal at a time. He said the consensus was that those breeding 
more than five litters per year were commercial breeders rather than hobbyists. Dr. 
Simmonds clarified that dogs would not come into heat more than once or twice a year 
and it was possible for some cats to have three or four litters per year.  
 
 Bill No. 1601, entitled, “AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE 
WASHOE COUNTY CODE AT CHAPTER 25 BY ADDING DEFINITIONS FOR 
BREEDING AND A LITTER; ESTABLISHING A THRESHOLD WHEREBY 
BREEDING IS CONSIDERED A BUSINESS; SETTING AN ANNUAL LICENSE 
FEE FOR CAT OR DOG BREEDERS; AND, PROVIDING OTHER MATTERS 
PROPERLY RELATING THERETO” was introduced by Commissioner Breternitz, 
the title read to the Board and legal notice for final action of adoption directed.  
 
 The public hearing and second reading for the Ordinance were set for 
October 13, 2009 at 6:00 p.m.  
 
1:00 p.m. Chairman Humke declared a recess.  
 
5:02 p.m. The Board reconvened with Commissioners Larkin and Weber absent. 
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09-1013 AGENDA ITEM 27 – CLOSED SESSION 
 
Agenda Subject:  “Possible Closed Session for the purpose of discussing negotiations 
with Employee Organizations per NRS 288.220.” 
 
5:03 p.m. On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Breternitz, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioners Larkin and Weber absent, it was ordered 
that the Board recess and reconvene in the Caucus Room for a closed session for the 
purpose of discussing negotiations with Employee Organizations per NRS 288.220. 
 
5:49 p.m. The Board reconvened with Commissioner Weber absent.  
 
09-1014 AGENDA ITEM 22 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT (RULE 

SUSPENSION) 
 
Agenda Subject: “Washoe Hill Billboard (Commission District 2) 
 
Discussion and possible action to suspend Rule Number Six, Motion to Reconsider 
any Action Taken by the Commission, of its adopted Rules and Procedures [pursuant 
to Rule Number Seven, Suspension of Rule(s)] to reconsider the County Commission 
action on June 22, 2004 concerning the appeal from a Washoe County Board of 
Adjustment decision that the use of the billboard located on APN 050-170-04 had 
been discontinued for more than 12 months; that the billboard was no longer a 
nonconforming use; and, that the billboard frame must be removed from the 
property.” 
 
 Bob Webb, Planning Manager, explained the Board’s first in a series of 
three possible actions concerning the Washoe Hill Billboard was to consider suspending 
Rule Number Six.  
 
5:51 p.m. Commissioner Larkin temporarily left the meeting.  
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Chairman Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioners Larkin and Weber absent, it was ordered 
that Rule Number Six of the Board’s adopted Rules and Procedures be suspended and the 
Board reconsider its action of June 22, 2004.  
 
09-1015 AGENDA ITEM 22 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

(RECONSIDER PREVIOUS ACTION) 
 
Agenda Subject: “Washoe Hill Billboard (Commission District 2) 
 
Provided the County Commission suspends its Rule Number Six, discussion and 
possible action to reconsider the County Commission action on June 22, 2004 to 
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deny an appeal from a Washoe County Board of Adjustment decision that the use of 
the billboard located on APN 050-170-04, situated south of U.S. Highway 395 in the 
vicinity of Washoe Hill, had been discontinued for more than 12 months; that the 
billboard was no longer a nonconforming use; and, that the billboard frame must be 
removed from the property.  
 
5:53 p.m. Commissioner Larkin returned to the meeting. Commissioner Weber 
arrived at the meeting. 
 
 Bob Webb, Planning Manager, provided a summary of Board actions and 
a timeline of events related to the Washoe Hill Billboard, as outlined on pages 3 through 
5 of the staff report. He explained the Nevada Supreme Court dismissed an appeal by the 
property and sign owners in August 2008 concerning the Commission’s March 2007 
decision to proceed with billboard abatement and to institute civil injunction proceedings 
if necessary. The Court specifically directed the Second Judicial District Court to remand 
the matter back to the Commission, and the agenda item was before the Board to proceed 
with the remand as stipulated.  
 
 Mr. Webb said enforcement action was initiated because the billboard did 
not contain advertising display or copy for greater than 12 months in 2002 and 2003. At 
that point, he stated the billboard no longer met the County Code’s criteria for a 
nonconforming use, and the parcel on which it was located was required to come into full 
regulatory zone compliance. He indicated billboards were not allowed on the section of 
Highway 395 where the billboard was located, nor were they allowed by the parcel’s 
General Rural (GR) zoning. He referenced pages 6 through 8 of the staff report, which 
contained details concerning the applicable Code requirements, the 2003 notification to 
the property and sign owners, and the subsequent appeal of the Community Development 
Director’s decision that the billboard frame must be removed from the property. He noted 
the Director’s decision was upheld by the Washoe County Board of Adjustment on May 
6, 2004, and by the Board of County Commissioners on June 22, 2004.  
 
 Mr. Webb pointed out the attorney of record for the property and sign 
owners had previously presented copies of signed leases as proof that the billboard was 
still in use. He stated the billboard functioned as a sign under Article 502 of the 
Development Code only when advertising display or copy was physically present. He 
recommended that the Commission uphold its 2004 decision and find that the billboard’s 
use had been discontinued for more than 12 months, that the billboard was no longer a 
nonconforming use, and that the billboard frame must be removed from the property.  
 
 Ken McKenna, the attorney representing the property and sign owners, 
responded to the call for public comment. He asserted the County Code excerpts 
presented in the staff report did not contain complete definitions. He referenced the 
definition of a sign from Section 110.502.05, as shown on page A2 of the staff report. He 
indicated the language “…all parts of such device, including its structure and supports…” 
meant that the law did not require the sign to be in use and that the billboard structure 
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constituted the sign. He compared it to an apartment unit, which was still classified as an 
apartment unit even when it did not have a tenant.  
 
 With respect to abatement of the sign, Mr. McKenna stated there were two 
cases cited by the County’s staff attorney on page 6 of Attachment D of the staff report. 
He observed they were both cases where a structure was removed after the courts found it 
to be abandoned, but there was no case law in the United States that said not having ad 
copy constituted abandonment.  
 
 Commissioner Jung asked the County’s staff attorney to comment about 
the arguments related to a structure versus a sign. Herb Kaplan, Deputy District Attorney, 
said he did not read the County Code to be consistent with Mr. McKenna’s interpretation, 
but would defer to staff. Mr. Webb clarified that staff had not used the term abandonment 
because there was no proof that the billboard was willfully abandoned. He indicated staff 
focused on the appearance of the billboard and it was clear to him on reading the 
definition of a sign that an empty frame was not conveying a message that advertised 
anything.  
 
 Commissioner Jung wondered whether the billboard was the only sign in 
the County that had a blank canvas for more than 12 months. Mr. Webb said it was the 
only one staff had been able to track. Commissioner Jung questioned whether the 
enforcement action had been complaint driven or staff driven. Mr. Webb explained staff 
conducted an inventory of billboards following a storm that damaged many of them. He 
stated the sign owners were notified of the ad copy requirements before staff proceeded 
further with enforcement.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that: the County Commission’s 
action of June 22, 2004 be upheld; the appeal of the County Board of Adjustment’s 
decision be denied; the use of the billboard located on Assessor’s Parcel No. 050-170-04 
be affirmed as having been discontinued for more than 12 months; the billboard was no 
longer considered a nonconforming use; and the billboard frame must be removed from 
the property.  
 
09-1016 AGENDA ITEM 22 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

(ABATEMENT AND CIVIL INJUNCTION AUTHORITY) 
 
Agenda Subject: “Washoe Hill Billboard (Commission District 2) 
 
Provided the County Commission decides to not reverse its action on June 22, 2004, 
affirming its decision that the billboard was no longer a nonconforming use and 
must be removed; discussion and possible direction to staff to initiate legal 
abatement proceedings and possible civil injunction suit authority to remove an 
unlawful billboard frame located on APN 050-170-04, situated south of U.S. 
Highway 395 in the vicinity of Washoe Hill. Abatement and/or filing of a civil 
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injunction would proceed if the billboard frame is not voluntarily removed by 
October 15, 2009.” 
 
 Bob Webb, Planning Manager, stated the agenda item called for the 
Commission to consider abatement proceedings since it had not reversed its June 22, 
2004 action (see minute item 09-1015). He said staff recommended proceeding with 
abatement and/or the filing of a civil injunction if the billboard frame was not voluntarily 
removed by October 15, 2009. He explained the stipulation issued by the Nevada 
Supreme Court directed the County Commission to consider claims by the sign owner 
and/or the property owner that abatement proceedings would constitute a compensable 
taking. He noted any ruling concerning a compensable taking would be made in a court 
of law. He pointed out the billboard frame and its associated advertising display had been 
unlawfully used as a billboard since October 13, 2003. The property and sign owners 
were noticed on August 13, 2003 that the billboard was no longer a nonconforming use, 
the Department would take action to remove the billboard, and that no work on the frame, 
including the installation of advertising display, could be performed without appropriate 
permits. He indicated it was the staff’s opinion that unlawful use should not entitle the 
owners to any compensation for removal of the unlawful use.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked the staff attorney to comment about the issue 
of compensable taking. Herb Kaplan, Deputy District Attorney, referenced his legal brief 
that was included in Attachment D of the staff report. He indicated he did not believe the 
Commission’s action would constitute a taking for numerous reasons that were spelled 
out in the brief. In order for it to be a taking, he stated the regulation had to have caused 
the loss of all economic value in the land. Since it was not the regulation, but rather the 
action or non-use by the property owner that caused the loss, he concluded it did not 
constitute a taking.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked Legal Counsel whether the Commission had 
satisfied the Supreme Court’s direction. Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, stated the issue 
had been brought forth and considered by the Commission. She said it was her opinion 
this satisfied the stipulation that had come from the Supreme Court settlement 
conference.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, staff was directed to initiate legal abatement proceedings and 
a possible civil injunction suit to remove an unlawful billboard frame located on 
Assessor’s Parcel No. 050-17-04, located south of U.S. Highway 395 in the vicinity of 
Washoe Hill. It was further noted that abatement proceedings and/or the filing of a civil 
injunction suit would proceed if the billboard frame was not voluntarily removed by 
October 15, 2009.  
 
09-1017 AGENDA ITEM 25 – MANAGER’S OFFICE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Second reading and adoption of an Ordinance amending Chapter 
21 (Miscellaneous and Additional Taxes) establishing a fee on the commencement of 
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any civil action or proceeding in the District Court for which a filing fee is required 
and on the filing of any answer or appearance in any such action or proceeding for 
which a filing fee is required; and providing for the collection, accounting and use of 
such fees for court security or certain capital costs; and other matters properly 
related thereto (Bill No. 1600). (All Commission Districts)” 
 
6:19 p.m. Chairman Humke opened the public hearing.  
 
 Amy Harvey, County Clerk, read the title for Ordinance No. 1421, Bill 
No. 1600. 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Ordinance No. 1421, Bill No. 
1600, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 21 
(MISCELLANEOUS AND ADDITIONAL TAXES) ESTABLISHING A FEE ON 
THE COMMENCEMENT OF ANY CIVIL ACTION OR PROCEEDING IN THE 
DISTRICT COURT FOR WHICH A FILING FEE IS REQUIRED AND ON THE 
FILING OF ANY ANSWER OR APPEARANCE IN ANY SUCH ACTION OR 
PROCEEDING FOR WHICH A FILING FEE IS REQUIRED; AND PROVIDING 
FOR THE COLLECTION, ACCOUNTING AND USE OF SUCH FEES FOR 
COURT SECURITY OR CERTAIN CAPITAL COSTS; AND OTHER MATTERS 
PROPERLY RELATED THERETO" be approved, adopted and published in 
accordance with NRS 244.100. 
 
09-1018 AGENDA ITEM 24 – SHERIFF’S OFFICE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Second reading and adoption of an Ordinance amending the 
Washoe County Code by repealing provisions in Chapter 54 concerning alarm 
business, alarm systems, and false alarms, and by enacting new provisions relating 
to alarm businesses, alarm systems and false alarms (Bill No. 1599). (All 
Commission Districts)” 
 
6:21 p.m. Chairman Humke opened the public hearing.  
 
 Amy Harvey, County Clerk, read the title for Ordinance No. 1420, Bill 
No. 1599. 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Ordinance No. 1420, Bill No. 
1599, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE WASHOE COUNTY CODE 
BY REPEALING PROVISIONS IN CHAPTER 54 CONCERNING ALARM 
BUSINESS, ALARM SYSTEMS, AND FALSE ALARMS, AND BY ENACTING 
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NEW PROVISIONS RELATING TO ALARM BUSINESSES, ALARM SYSTEMS 
AND FALSE ALARMS" be approved, adopted and published in accordance with NRS 
244.100.  
 
09-1019 AGENDA ITEM 19 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES / COMMUNITY 

SUPPORT ADMINISTRATOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept Homeless Prevention and Rapid Re-
housing Program (HPRP) grant funds from Nevada Housing Division [$445,863 
with no County match], approve agreement with the State of Nevada Housing 
Division for HPRP funds; authorize Chairman to sign award documents and 
authorize Finance to make necessary adjustments (grant provides homeless 
prevention assistance to households who would otherwise become homeless - many 
due to the economic crisis and to provide assistance to rapidly re-house persons who 
are homeless. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
   Commissioner Larkin pointed out the Board had previously directed staff 
to find nonprofit organizations to take on the responsibility for homeless issues. Gabrielle 
Enfield, Community Support Administrator, stated she would be bringing a series of 
interlocal agreements back to the Board to award sub-recipient grant funds. She indicated 
$150,000 would be distributed to nonprofit organizations for legal services and the 
County would be entering into an interlocal agreement with the City of Reno to 
coordinate use of the Homeless Prevention and Rapid Re-Housing Program (HPRP) 
funds. She explained the regional approach would use $200,000 for implementation 
through the Social Services departments and would also supplement existing programs. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin recalled there had been a previous discussion with 
the mayors of Reno and Sparks about placing seed money through a nonprofit 
consortium. He questioned the hiring of an eligibility specialist. Ms. Enfield clarified the 
City of Reno would hire an employee for central intake and the County would support the 
position through an interlocal agreement. She indicated she had worked closely with the 
City of Reno on the original plan to sub-grant all of the funds to nonprofit organizations. 
She explained none of the nonprofit agencies had applied for or had been able to 
implement the program in a manner that met the HPRP grant’s requirements.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin wondered whether a waiver of the requirements was 
requested from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). He 
stated the development of a different decision matrix was necessary in order to solve the 
homeless issue. Ms. Enfield acknowledged that central intake was a new component. 
However, she indicated the majority of the County’s and the City’s funds would still go 
to nonprofit agencies to support aspects of the program they had applied for that were 
within their scope and capacity. She was hopeful the nonprofits could use the grant funds 
to establish more capacity. She pointed out HUD was likely to require central intake for 
future Continuum of Care grant funding. She noted new employees would be hired with 
the expectation that their positions were grant funded.  
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 Commissioner Larkin said he would support the agenda item, although he 
was not happy about it. He remarked that he did not want to see the community deprived 
of the grant funds, but the program was taking a course that was not consistent with the 
Board’s direction for addressing the homeless issue.  
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, thanked the staff for trying to follow the 
Board’s direction and working hard to solicit support from the community’s nonprofit 
agencies. She acknowledged there was work that needed to be done at her level to help 
the nonprofit community build its capacity.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz wondered whether a condition could be added to 
the Board’s motion that would require movement in the desired direction. Commissioner 
Larkin observed that the Manager knew what the expectation was and that work had to 
take place at her level. Commissioner Jung said she was hesitant to insert local changes 
that might make the County ineligible for federal level grant applications. She suggested 
future staff reports could include more detailed information about the steps taken to meet 
the Board’s directive. Ms. Simon recommended regular status reports to the Board about 
the homeless issue.  
 
 Chairman Humke agreed with Commissioner Larkin. He asked whether 
the City was hiring one employee. Ms. Enfield replied an additional person might be 
hired for data entry to collect the vast amount of information required by HUD. Chairman 
Humke expressed concern about hiring people at the City after employees were recently 
laid off by the County. Ms. Simon observed there had been a few instances where 
displaced employees were put into grant-funded positions after federal money became 
available. She stated such employees were informed that their positions would be 
terminated if the grant funds were terminated. She pointed out, although the positions 
under the HPRP grant were not County positions, they did represent reemployment for 
someone somewhere. She said staff would be happy to report to the City of Reno the 
Board’s desire for staff to redouble their efforts to have the functions performed by a 
private nonprofit organization.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 19 be accepted, approved 
and authorized. The Board further directed that funds would not be released to hire an 
eligibility specialist until every effort had been made to find a nonprofit agency that 
would take on the responsibility.  
 
 Commissioner Jung emphasized she did not agree that the whole 
community wanted government to stay out of homeless issues. She said there were strong 
constituents in her District who dealt with homeless people every day because they lived 
in the urban core. She indicated such constituents very much appreciated that local 
governments continued to address the homeless issue, because the federal and State 
governments and the nonprofit agencies were not doing so.   
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09-1020 AGENDA ITEM 20 – FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible approval authorizing the Chairman to 
execute a Resolution designating Washoe County as a Recovery Zone Per Section 
1400u-1(b) of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009; and providing 
the effective date hereof and possible approval authorizing the Chairman to execute 
a Resolution allocating all or a portion of the County’s $39,766,000 Volume Cap for 
Recovery Zone Economic Development Bonds to other governmental entities 
including but not limited to the Washoe County School District, the City of Sparks, 
the Washoe County Regional Transportation Commission and the University of 
Nevada Reno pursuant to the American Recovery And Reinvestment Act of 2009; 
and providing the effective date hereof. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 John Sherman, Finance Director, stated the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act (ARRA) of 2009, otherwise known as the federal stimulus bill), 
included two financing mechanisms for use by local governments – Recovery Zone 
Economic Development Bonds and Recovery Zone Facility Bonds. He noted the 
Economic Development Bonds were available to local governments for tax exempt 
eligible projects located in a recovery zone. Although the interest on the Bonds was 
taxable, the federal government provided a federal tax credit subsidy of 45 percent to the 
issuer of the Bonds. He indicated the intent was to get credit flowing again by allowing 
local governments to access more robust credit markets. Mr. Sherman cautioned that the 
Bonds still had to be paid back, but there was some economic benefit in terms of a 
slightly lower interest rate. He explained almost $40 million in bonding capacity had 
been allocated to Washoe County. He stated the second financing mechanism, through 
Recovery Zone Facility Bonds, offered tax exempt rates for private projects that would 
otherwise be financed with a taxable bond. He observed the County already had the 
ability to offer similar types of bonds under the State’s economic development laws.  
 
 Mr. Sherman indicated projects financed through either mechanism had to 
be located inside of a recovery zone that was defined in advance by the Board. He noted 
the City of Reno had already designated everything within the geographic boundaries of 
the City as a recovery zone. He referenced a Resolution attached to the staff report for the 
Board to consider defining all of Washoe County as a recovery zone.  
 
 Mr. Sherman identified several entities that had already requested Bond 
allocations from the County, including the Washoe County School District (WCSD), the 
City of Sparks, the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) and the University of 
Nevada Reno (UNR). He pointed out the Reno City Council recently allocated almost 
$22 million to the WCSD and $11 million to UNR. UNR subsequently withdrew its 
request for an allocation from the County.  
 
 Mr. Sherman discussed the possibility of allocating Bond funds to County 
projects such as the Truckee River Flood Control Project or to SAD 32. He asked the 
Board to take into consideration that the Bonds had to be issued no later than December 
2010, and there had to be a dedicated revenue stream available to pay off the Bonds. He 
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said the Flood Project would probably not be ready to issue the Bonds within the required 
timeframe. He noted the Board had not yet completed deliberations for the formation of 
SAD 32 and the timing of road projects would be fairly tight if it were to be approved for 
Bond allocation. Mr. Sherman referenced a second Resolution attached to the staff report 
that would allow the Board to allocate some or all of the bonding capacity to various 
entities. He pointed out the Board could allocate specific amounts to outside entities or to 
County projects.  
 
 Commissioner Jung asked how much bonding capacity would be needed 
for each of the projects. Mr. Sherman explained the requests included $13 million for 
SAD 32, $10 million for the City of Sparks, and both the RTC and the WCSD were 
requesting the entire allocation. Commissioner Jung wondered why staff had not come 
forward with any other County projects. Mr. Sherman stated no other projects were 
identified that had a revenue stream to pay off the debt. He indicated the WCSD and the 
RTC were preparing to issue debt almost immediately, and would use other sources if 
Recovery Bonds were not allocated to them. Although the deadline for issuing Recovery 
Bonds was December 2010, he clarified the process required about three months of 
advance preparation. He recommended using a clause in the Resolution to specify that 
any Bonds not issued by June 1, 2010 would revert back to the County.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked about the Recovery Zone Facility Bonds, 
which amounted to almost $60 million. Mr. Sherman said the Facility Bonds were a 
separate issue. He noted there had been discussions with the City of Reno, and staff 
would come back to the Board at a future date to consider a process for soliciting 
proposals from private enterprise.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin requested an explanation of the tax advantages for 
the Economic Development Bonds. Mr. Sherman explained the Bonds were taxable, but 
the federal government reimbursed 45 percent of the interest costs to the issuer, which 
resulted in a lower effective interest rate. He said it was possible to save approximately 8 
percent on the total cost of capital, although the amount depended on the project, the 
revenue stream and when the Bonds were issued.   
 
 Commissioner Breternitz remarked that the purpose of the program was to 
get money into the marketplace on viable projects and get people to work. He asked 
about the schedule for getting SAD 32 approved. Mr. Sherman indicated a public hearing 
was set for October 2009, and additional procedural steps would follow. He estimated the 
road project would go out to bid in the spring of 2010. Commissioner Breternitz observed 
the project involved about 12 miles of road. He expressed concern that everything could 
be done by December 2010.  
 
 Commissioner Jung wondered about the timelines for the WCSD and the 
RTC. Mark Stanton, Assistant Superintendant of Capital Projects and Facilities 
Management for the WCSD, explained $51 million in bonding had already been 
approved through the Debt Management Commission and the WCSD Board of Trustees. 
He said any allocation from the Economic Development Bonds would go toward that 
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amount to reduce interest payments and increase the School District’s future bonding 
capacity. He stated the WCSD was scheduled to sell bonds during the first week of 
November 2009. He explained about $23 million was needed for a two-year construction 
program that primarily targeted older school revitalization projects. He estimated about 
250 jobs would be created. He indicated about 46 percent of the funding would be spent 
on schools in the City of Sparks, 19 percent in the City of Reno and 35 percent in the 
unincorporated areas of Washoe County. Tom Taelour, Chief Financial Officer for the 
RTC, stated there were plans to sell about $90 million in RTC-5 bonds around February 
2010.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin questioned whether there would still be 
opportunities for cost savings if the Bond allocations were made over time with a 
reversionary clause. Mr. Sherman replied affirmatively.  
 
 Chairman Humke observed the WCSD had some tremendous capital 
needs. Mr. Sherman agreed their need was higher than their requested allocation.  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Ralph Theiss, Sandra Theiss, 
Cliff Bilyeu, Lou Istrice, Ken Theiss, Will Brown, Len Rogalla, Tom Bruce, Jerry Casale 
and Lois Kolbet spoke in favor of allocating Bond funds to SAD 32.  
 
 Mitch Ziegler suggested the funding should be allocated to the WCSD.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz suggested the Commission consider allocating a 
portion of the funds to the WCSD. He said he would have a difficult time allocating the 
entire amount until more strategic thought was given as to how to get the most from the 
available funding amount.  
 
 Chairman Humke observed the WCSD would balance the funds between 
areas of Reno, Sparks and unincorporated Washoe County. He agreed with 
Commissioner Breternitz that a portion could be allocated to the WCSD. He proposed it 
might be possible to divide the remaining funds between the five Commission Districts or 
to look for projects that would benefit the County in general.  
 
 Commissioner Weber agreed the selection process needed more 
delineation and balance between the various Commission Districts.  
 
 Commissioner Jung recommended allocating $22 million to the schools, 
and asking staff to take a broader look at possible projects for the rest of the funding. She 
acknowledged staff had to find projects that met the ARRA funding parameters. She 
indicated she was reluctant to allocate funding to SAD 32 prior to the public hearing on 
its formation.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz suggested an allocation of $10 to $15 million to 
the WCSD, and a timeline of 45 days for staff to come back with a list of possible 
projects for the remainder. Chairman Humke agreed.  
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 A motion to allocate $15 million to the WCSD was made by 
Commissioner Breternitz and seconded by Commissioner Jung. Mr. Sherman requested 
more specific wording in the form of a resolution and the motion was withdrawn.  
 
 Commissioner Weber wondered whether the Board should table the 
motion to a future meeting in order to allow more discussion and public input. 
Commissioner Breternitz said he did not believe it was necessary to table the motion. He 
pointed out the WCSD had a distinct need that could partially be met by the immediate 
allocation of a portion of the funding. He stated there could be a process, as envisioned 
by Commissioner Weber, to look objectively at a broader variety of potential projects for 
the remainder of the unallocated funds. Chairman Humke agreed. He observed citizens 
who wanted to be a part of the process would have an opportunity to come forward.  
 
 Commissioner Weber said she could not support a motion to allocate any 
of the funds until the public had an opportunity to comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Breternitz, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that the Resolution designating Washoe 
County as a Recovery Zone per Section 1400u-1(B) of the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009 be approved. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and 
made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion carried on a 4 to 1 vote with Commissioner Weber voting “no,” it was 
ordered that the Chair be authorized to execute a Resolution allocating: $15 million of the 
County’s $39,766,000 Volume Cap For Recovery Zone Economic Development Bonds 
to the Washoe County School District, no funds to the City of Sparks, no funds to the 
Washoe County Regional Transportation Commission, and no funds to the University of 
Nevada Reno, pursuant to the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009; and 
providing the effective date thereof. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made 
a part of the minutes thereof.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin wondered what processes would be pursued. Mr. 
Sherman indicated staff would contact local government entities in Washoe County, 
primarily the general improvement districts. He suggested the definition of shovel ready 
could be based on a requirement to issue debt and begin project work by June 1, 2010, 
(the date used in the Resolution’s reversionary clause). He stated staff could once again 
touch base with County agencies such as Public Works, Flood Control, Water Resources 
and Parks to see if their were any more shovel ready projects with an identified revenue 
stream to pay off the Bonds. Commissioner Larkin observed the Commission would 
know by then whether SAD 32 was a viable project, and he hoped it would be brought 
back to the Board with the list of other projects.  
 
 Mr. Sherman added that staff would come back to the Board to 
recommend a process for allocating Facility Bonds for private enterprise. Commissioner 
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Breternitz requested that staff find out whether there were any private projects in Sparks 
that might qualify. Mr. Sherman indicated there had been a meeting the previous week at 
which the City of Sparks was in attendance.  
 
09-1021 AGENDA ITEM 23 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance amending the 
Washoe County Code at Chapter 50 by revising provisions relating to unlawful 
riding of a vehicle off-road, and by adding a public nuisance code that prohibits 
certain activities and conditions and requires certain property maintenance, all 
pertaining to structures, property and residential foreclosures in disrepair, existence 
of garbage, weeds, junk vehicles, attractive nuisances, pollutants, hazardous waste 
or criminal gangs, storage, grading of land, obstruction of public roads, off-road 
vehicle restrictions, animals, parking, graffiti, and signs; and providing other 
matters properly relating thereto. Set the public hearing and second reading of the 
Ordinance for October 13, 2009 at 6:00 p.m. (All Commission Districts)” 
 
 Adrian Freund, Director of Community Development, indicated the 
proposed Nuisance Ordinance was intended to consolidate most of the existing Code 
related to nuisances under a single chapter of the County Code. He noted the proposed 
Ordinance provided a framework for legally modifying definitions within certain areas as 
directed by the Board. He said the “modifiers” would come back for the Board’s future 
consideration. He said most of the proposed Ordinance language reflected 
recommendations from the Citizens’ Committee. He pointed out there were no 
substantive changes from current State law and County Codes, and the focus had been on 
consolidating existing provisions from several sections of County Code and providing 
clear definitions and standards. As to questions that had been raised about existing 
agricultural practices, Mr. Freund observed there was no impact on activities that 
complied with federal, State and local laws. He stated most preexisting agricultural 
activity was statutorily exempt. He commented that the Board could make changes if 
experience showed there was a need to fine tune or clarify certain sections of the 
proposed Ordinance.  
 
 Mr. Freund recommended that Paragraph 23 of Section 7 under 50.308, 
found at the top of page 9 of the proposed Ordinance, be removed by the Board if they 
chose to introduce the proposed Ordinance. He explained the paragraph dealt with sign 
code, which was being amended in other Code sections. He stated some renumbering 
would be done under Section 8, 50.310, to clean up the editing process. He said a second 
reading and public hearing was proposed on October 13, 2009 if the Board introduced the 
Ordinance.  
 
 Chairman Humke requested an explanation of what modifications might 
be tailored to certain areas under Section 8. Mr. Freund stated the framework provided 
for modifications based on congested areas, non-congested areas, and areas in the Lake 
Tahoe Basin. Bob Webb, Planning Manager, noted the Code applied Countywide. He 
explained Section 8 could contain modifications to one or more of the nuisances outlined 
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in Section 7. For example, language in the Rural Lands section modified four of the 
definitions outlined in Section 7 for the non-congested areas outside of the Lake Tahoe 
Basin. He anticipated a working group would bring its recommended modifications for 
the Lake Tahoe area before the Commission by about January 2010.  
 
 Chairman Humke recalled earlier testimony that areas were determined to 
be congested based on the posting of a sign by the Sheriff’s Office or other entity related 
to the discharge of firearms. Mr. Webb clarified that congested area designations were 
enabled by State law and enacted under County Code. He indicated the County 
Commission had already enacted Codes designating certain geographical areas as one of 
two types of congested areas – one for firearm control and one for animal control. Signs 
were posted after the Commission enacted an ordinance, and the Sheriff’s Office or 
Animal Services enforced specific regulations within the congested areas. Chairman 
Humke asked whether it was fair to say that the lines were already drawn. Mr. Webb 
referenced Attachment E to the staff report, which contained a map of the designated 
congested areas already adopted by the Commission. He noted the map showed areas 
strictly designated for firearms or for animal control, and some areas that were a 
combination of the two. He pointed out any congested area on the map would be placed 
within the County’s congested area under the proposed Ordinance. Chairman Humke 
questioned whether the areas were changed by the movement of suburban development 
into an area. Mr. Webb replied the areas were changed by an ordinance enacted by the 
Commission. He said the last congested area change that he was aware of had to do with 
the expansion of firearm controls up the flanks of Peavine Mountain. Mr. Freund 
indicated the Citizens’ Committee looked at things like density and average lot size 
during its analysis of possible modifiers, and found very good correlation with the 
congested areas that were already on the map. He stated the congested area designation 
spoke somewhat to the nature of the various communities and the types of nuisance 
issues that would typically arise as density increased. He observed the firearms congested 
areas contained specific references to distance from structures, and those could be 
modified by the Board.  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Garth Elliott advocated the use 
of noise level rather than distance to define a nuisance. He suggested citations would pay 
for the noise meters.  
 
 Nancyann Pacheco Leeder said it was materially different to define 
congested areas for firearms and animal control versus using nuisance law to define them. 
She suggested congested area should be based on acreage for nuisance purposes. She 
disagreed with Paragraphs 3, 6, 8 and 9 of Section 7, and asked the Board to take no 
action on the proposed Ordinance.  
 
 Lee Rowland, the Northern Coordinator for the American Civil Liberties 
Union (ACLU), urged the Board to take Director Freund’s advice and remove Paragraph 
23 of Section 8 related to signage. She indicated the community input and administrative 
enforcement made many aspects of the proposed Ordinance civil liberties friendly.  
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 Ron Stichter, President of the Incline Village Board of Realtors, 
recommended the removal of Section 8, which allowed modifications or ‘designer code’ 
for Lake Tahoe. He stated the area was already significantly regulated by other entities. 
He spoke in favor of proactive enforcement of existing ordinances.  
 
 Lois Kolbet suggested a change to the language defining public view 
under Paragraph 16 of Section 5. She indicated the language pertaining to junk vehicles 
made the Code stricter than State law, and placed tractors and snow removal equipment 
within the definition because they could not be registered.  
 
 Susan Severt spoke in support of the proposed Ordinance as written.  
 
 Katherine Snedigar said it was unreasonable to develop an ordinance that 
applied to everyone in the County regardless of the lot size of their property.  
 
 Terry Plys distributed copies of a photograph and email, which were 
placed on file with the Clerk. He discussed his complaint that someone was maintaining a 
junkyard and auto dismantling business in a residential neighborhood.  
 
 Jane Countryman objected to the map that would apply congested area 
nuisance definitions to rural areas of Washoe Valley because of firearm restrictions. She 
expressed concern that a property would no longer be considered an existing agricultural 
area if it was sold, as well as concern about livestock and animal restrictions. She 
suggested the proposed Ordinance needed more work.  
 
 Gary Schmidt stated some things in the proposed Ordinance went in the 
right direction and others did not. He spoke in opposition to defining unregistered 
vehicles as junk vehicles and agreed with Ms. Countryman’s comments about congested 
areas.  
 
 Jack Drace was concerned about the definitions of junk vehicles.  
 
 Nancy Samon agreed with Ms. Countryman’s concerns about horses, 
cattle and dogs. She suggested using lot size and acreage in the nuisance definitions.  
 
 Chairman Humke asked staff to respond to the citizens’ comments. With 
respect to the animal issue, Mr. Freund clarified that the current County Code keyed 
livestock and horses to lot size, and the proposed Ordinance would not change those 
provisions.  
 
 Commissioner Weber wondered whether citizens would lose the right to 
have animals when their properties were sold. Mr. Freund said they would not. Mr. Webb 
stated the provisions in the proposed Ordinance mirrored those in sections of the existing 
Code, with the exception that those in congested areas would be restricted from having 
noisy animals and animals at large.  
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 Commissioner Weber wondered why such issues would not come under 
the Animal Control Board. Mr. Webb pointed out the Animal Control Board had a very 
limited scope and was tasked with reviewing permits for animal kennels. He clarified that 
enforcement of the Nuisance Ordinance was not just the responsibility of Community 
Development staff. He stated Animal Services staff would continue to be responsible for 
animal issues, issues related to public health would remain under the Health Department, 
and off-road vehicle provisions would remain under the Sheriff’s Office.  
 
 Mr. Webb agreed with Mr. Elliott that the Citizens’ Committee 
recommended the use of noise levels as an additional measure for controlling highway 
vehicles and motorcycles. He pointed out the Sheriff’s Office had taken a clear position 
about the costs of purchasing, maintaining and calibrating noise metering equipment, as 
well as the viability of having Sheriff’s deputies who were dedicated to operating the 
equipment. He noted the provisions regarding ingress and egress were designed to allow 
off-road vehicles to access their own property and were part of the existing Code. Mr. 
Freund explained the Sheriff’s Office patrol cars were already equipped with maps 
showing the congested areas and the deputies were comfortable with enforcement based 
on distance.   
 
 Mr. Webb stated the definitions for congested areas were based on 
recommendations by the District Attorney’s office to provide equal treatment for all 
people under the law. He indicated the six-month provision for homes that began but did 
not complete construction had been the recommendation of the County Building Official. 
He pointed out it had been the staff recommendation to use registration as the basis for 
junk vehicles. He observed 50 percent of nuisance complaints received by the County 
were about vehicles. He stated owners of display vehicles had the option to obtain a 
permit. With respect to screening from public view, he said the Code talked about six-
foot screening of the area, regardless of whether others could look down into the area. As 
long as screening was there, it met the intent of the Code.  
 
 Chairman Humke inquired about tractors, graders and other equipment 
that would never be registered. Mr. Webb said the current definition of a vehicle was 
contained on page 6 of the proposed Ordinance. Although a vehicle could not be 
registered, it could be screened. He observed there was a proposed modifier that would 
allow tractors in non-congested areas. He stated the Board could change any of the 
definitions or language contained in the proposed Ordinance, including those related to 
modifiers for the Lake Tahoe Basin.   
 
 Mr. Webb noted the issue raised about an auto repair business came down 
to whether or not it could be proved that a business was being conducted. Commissioner 
Weber pointed out there were opposing viewpoints related to all of the nuisance issues. 
Mr. Freund recalled the characteristics of the case related to complaints of a business 
being run out of the property. Although an automotive repair business was not allowed in 
a residential zone, he said fairly substantial evidence was required to back up such 
complaints. He indicated staff tried to reach some happy medium in the proposed 
Ordinance in order to balance competing viewpoints. Commissioner Weber commented 
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that half the people driving by such a property would see nothing wrong and the other 
half would see that the fence needed repair, the vehicles were not covered and there were 
weeds in the yard. She stated she did not see how the Board could go forward to define 
the issue.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz wondered how the area specific modifiers came 
into being. Mr. Freund indicated the starting point had been constitutional issues of equal 
protection. He explained staff looked at Area Plans, but could not address nuisances there 
because they were not part of the Code. In looking at what made sense, he said there were 
only a few distinctions. He stated the Lake Tahoe Basin was a distinct and separate area, 
and a tourist destination with one of the highest density levels in the County. He noted 
there were many unique regulatory issues related to the Tahoe Regional Planning 
Agency, and concerns such as narrow streets and limited parking. Commissioner 
Breternitz asked whether modifiers for the Lake Tahoe Basin area were suggested by 
staff or by the Citizens Committee. Katy Simon, County Manager, said the issue had 
been raised about four years ago by Trustees for the Incline Village General 
Improvement District (IVGID), during a joint meeting with the Board of County 
Commissioners. Mr. Webb stated the Incline representatives to the Citizens Committee 
had been comfortable with putting in a placeholder to allow the Citizens Committee to 
move forward while Incline citizens considered modifiers. He indicated a community 
workshop had been hosted in Incline Village in February 2007 and that generated a 
potential list of modifiers, which were still being considered by the community.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz questioned whether the placeholder for the Lake 
Tahoe Basin modifiers was appropriate. He disclosed that he had been lobbied on both 
sides of the issue, and both sides claimed to have broad support from those who lived at 
Lake Tahoe. He said he wanted to find out whether there was any broad interest in 
specific modifiers. He requested that the placeholder be left in the proposed Ordinance 
while a process went forward to find out whether there was broad interest to support 
modifiers in concept and specific modifiers.  
 
 Bill No. 1602, entitled, “AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE 
WASHOE COUNTY CODE AT CHAPTER 50 BY REVISING PROVISIONS 
RELATING TO UNLAWFUL RIDING OF A VEHICLE OFF-ROAD, AND BY 
ADDING A PUBLIC NUISANCE CODE THAT PROHIBITS CERTAIN 
ACTIVITIES AND CONDITIONS AND REQUIRES CERTAIN PROPERTY 
MAINTENANCE, ALL PERTAINING TO STRUCTURES, PROPERTY AND 
RESIDENTIAL FORECLOSURES IN DISREPAIR, EXISTENCE OF GARBAGE, 
WEEDS, JUNK VEHICLES, ATTRACTIVE NUISANCES, POLLUTANTS, 
HAZARDOUS WASTE OR CRIMINAL GANGS, STORAGE, GRADING OF 
LAND, OBSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC ROADS, OFF-ROAD VEHICLE 
RESTRICTIONS, ANIMALS, PARKING, GRAFFITI, AND SIGNS; AND 
PROVIDING OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY RELATING THERETO” was 
introduced by Commissioner Larkin, the title read to the Board and legal notice for final 
action of adoption directed. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Paragraph 23 of Section 7 under 50.308 be 
removed prior to the second reading of the proposed Nuisance Ordinance.  
 
 Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, asked the Board to set the date and time 
for a public hearing and second reading to adopt the proposed Ordinance. Following 
some discussion, the Board agreed on October 27, 2009 at 6:00 p.m.  
 
09-1022 AGENDA ITEM 26 – REPORTS AND UPDATES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Reports/updates from County Commission members concerning 
various boards/commissions they may be a member of or liaison to (these may 
include, but not be limited to, Regional Transportation Commission, Reno-Sparks 
Convention & Visitors Authority, Debt Management Commission, District Board of 
Health, Truckee Meadows Water Authority, Organizational Effectiveness 
Committee, Investment Management Committee, Citizen Advisory Boards).” 
 
 Commissioner Larkin announced an upcoming ribbon cutting ceremony 
and dedication for the first project completed by the Truckee River Flood Control Project.  
 
 * * * * * * * * * * 
 
9:20 p.m. There being no further business to discuss, the meeting was adjourned.  
 
 
 
 
      _____________________________ 
      DAVID E. HUMKE, Chairman 
      Washoe County Commission 
ATTEST:  
 
 
 
 
__________________________ 
AMY HARVEY, County Clerk and 
Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 
 
Minutes Prepared by 
 Lisa McNeill, Deputy County Clerk  
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