
 BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
TUESDAY  10:00 A.M. DECEMBER 8, 2009 
 
PRESENT: 
 

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

Bob Larkin, Commissioner 
Kitty Jung, Commissioner  

 
Amy Harvey, County Clerk 

John Berkich, Assistant County Manager* 
Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel 

 
 The Board convened at 10:04 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: 
 
 John Berkich, Assistant 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. 
 
09-1227  AGENDA ITEM 3 – HUMAN RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Presentation of Excellence in Public Service Certificates honoring 
Washoe County employees who have completed essential employee development 
courses.”   
 
 John Berkich, Assistant 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 High Performing Teams 
 Shelly Luke, Family Support Specialist 
 Brian Stuart, Account Clerk 
 Patricia Garrick, Office Assistant II 
 Stacey Jackson, Office Support Specialist 
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 Essentials of Support Staff 

Linda Bucher, Office Support Specialist 
Donna Borrero, Office Assistant II 
Diana Knight, Office Support Specialist 
Darlene Payne, Office Assistant II 
Stacey Jackson, Office Support Specialist 

 
   Essentials of Personal Effectiveness 
   Vicki Hamm, Legal Secretary 
   Stacey Jackson, Office Support Specialist 
   Patricia Garrick, Office Assistant II 
   Darlene Payne, Office Assistant II 
   Diana Knight, Office Support Specialist 
   Donna Borrero, Office Assistant II 
 
09-1228  AGENDA ITEM 5 
 
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.” 
 
 Jeffrey McCutcheon spoke on the proposed Special Assessment District 
(SAD) concerning the Northgate Golf Course. He requested the Board grant the affected 
homeowners additional time to reach the two-thirds majority needed to establish the 
SAD. 
 
09-1229  AGENDA ITEM 40 
 
Agenda Subject: “Possible Closed Session for the purpose of discussing negotiations 
with Employee Organizations per NRS 288.220.” 
 
10:14 a.m. The Board recessed to a Closed Session for the purpose of discussing 

negotiations with Employee Organizations per NRS 288.220.  
 
11:12 a.m.  The Board reconvened in open session with all members present. 
  
09-1230  AGENDA ITEM 4 
 
Agenda Subject: “Resolution of Accomplishment for Commissioner Kitty Jung as 
receipt of the Twenty Under 40 Awards.” 
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 Commissioner Weber read and presented the Resolution to Commissioner 
Jung. Commissioner Jung thanked her parents, her husband and the Board for their 
support and encouragement.  
 
 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 4 be 
approved. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes 
thereof. 
 
09-1231  AGENDA ITEM 6 
 
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.)” 
 
   John Berkich, Assistant County Manager, stated, per District Attorney 
Richard Gammick, Agenda Item 12 would be heard at a later date. He also stated Agenda 
Items 28 and 35 would be pulled for a later meeting. Mr. Berkich explained the public 
hearing would be opened for Agenda Item 38 and then continued. 
 
   Commissioner Larkin requested a review of the population plus 
Consumer Price Index (CPI) policy for budget growth. He stated the Board should have 
received a letter he sent to the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Area Manager for the 
Broken Hills Collaborative Management Agreement. He requested an action item for that 
agreement during a January meeting. Commissioner Larkin requested a presentation from 
the Spending and Government Efficiency (SAGE) Commission on items the SAGE 
Commission recommended to the State. He also requested that the Board return to work 
with the Financial Management System put in place by the International City/County 
Management Association (ICMA) and a presentation and recommendation from the 
Finance Director in terms of what ratio analysis would benefit Commissioners when 
quarterly financials were reviewed.  
 
   Commissioner Weber asked that due to the current weather conditions, 
Agenda Item 36, first reading of the nuisance ordinance, be postponed until January 12, 
2010. She stated during a recent Nevada Association of Counties (NACO) meeting there 
was an update on earthquakes and requested that update be presented to the Board. 
 
   In response to Commissioner Weber’s request, Commissioner Jung asked 
if the Board had the capability for citizens to call in with questions. Melanie Foster, Legal 
Counsel, explained Agenda Item 36 was not a public hearing. She said all that legally 
would occur was the reading of the ordinance and the identification of further changes if 
necessary. Ms. Foster indicated the Board did not have the capability for the public to call 
in.  
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   Chairman Humke suggested the postponement of Agenda Item 36 be 
posed for a vote. Ms. Foster explained since that item was a time certain no action could 
be taken at this time.  
 
   After further discussion, on motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded 
by Commissioner Breternitz, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that 
Agenda Items 12, 28 and 35 be postponed until a later meeting. 
 
   CONSENT AGENDA – ITEMS 7A THROUGH 7S(2) 
 
   It was determined that Agenda Items 7E and 7I(1) would be pulled from 
consent for further discussion and a separate vote. 
 
09-1232  AGENDA ITEM 7A 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve minutes for the Board of County Commissioners’ 
meetings of October 13 and 27, 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 7A be approved. 
 
09-1233  AGENDA ITEM 7B - 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 secured and unsecured 
tax rolls as outlined; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute Order and 
direct Washoe County Treasurer to correct the errors [cumulative amount of 
increase $11,106.37]. (Parcels in various 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 7B be approved, authorized, 
directed and executed. 
 
09-1234  AGENDA ITEM 7C – BUILDING AND SAFETY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve appointments of Dave Pearce, Tony Abreu and Fred 
Taeubel to the Building Enterprise Fund Oversight Committee for four-year term 
starting January 1, 2010. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 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 Dave Pearce, Tony Abreu and 
Fred Taeubel be appointed to the Building Enterprise Fund Oversight Committee for a 
four-year term starting January 1, 2010. 
 
09-1235  AGENDA ITEM 7D - CLERK 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize transfer as needed, but not to exceed $20,000, of budget 
authority from the Contingency Account to the Washoe County Clerk’s Office for 
extraordinary clerical services which may be required in the upcoming 2010 County 
Board of Equalization proceedings; and if authorized, 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 7D be authorized 
and directed. 
 
09-1236  AGENDA ITEM 7F - LIBRARY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept State Grant-in-Aid Funds [$20,574 - no County match 
required] for Fiscal Year 2010, for the Augmentation of Library Collections, and if 
accepted, authorize Library Director to sign grant award documents 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, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 7F be accepted, 
authorized and directed. 
 
09-1237  AGENDA ITEM 7G – REGISTRAR OF VOTERS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Release bid for 100 Rolling Lockable Supply Vaults [estimated 
cost $70,000]. (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 7G be approved. 
 
09-1238  AGENDA ITEM 7H - TREASURER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Resolution authorizing the County Treasurer to transfer 
to other governmental entities, real property held in trust due to property tax 
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delinquencies and other matters properly related thereto; and if approved, 
authorize Chairman to execute Resolution. (Commission District 3.)” 
 
 In response to a question from Commissioner Weber, Linda Jacobs, 
Account Clerk, explained because the City of Reno was requesting this for 
redevelopment, the City was responsible to pay the delinquent taxes.  
 
 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 7H be approved, authorized 
and executed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes 
thereof. 
 
09-1239  AGENDA ITEM 7I(2) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Appoint Bruce England as an At-Large (District 5) member to fill 
an unexpired term to June 30, 2010 on the Sun Valley Citizen Advisory Board and 
appoint Bruce England to a new 2-year term expiring June 30, 2012. (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 Bruce England be appointed as 
an At-Large member on the Sun Valley Citizen Advisory Board to fill and unexpired 
term to June 20, 2010 and be appointed to a new two-year term ending June 30, 2012. 
 
09-1240  AGENDA ITEM 7J(1) - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Notification of budget adjustment [$4,500] made in order to 
accommodate travel expenditures in excess of the original budget, but within the 
Washoe County Manager’s Office Management Services Division funding approved 
in the Fiscal Year 2009/10 budget. (Commission District not applicable.)” 
  
 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 7J(1) be 
approved. 
 
09-1241  AGENDA ITEM 7J(2) - COMPTROLLER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize Tax Collector to strike names and amounts identified 
on Delinquency/Uncollectable Personal Property Tax List for Fiscal Years 2000/01 
through 2008/09 [totaling $40,644.30]. (All Commission Districts.)” 
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 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 7J(2) be 
authorized. 
 
09-1242  AGENDA ITEM 7J(3) – FINANCE/RENO JUSTICE COURT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Award Washoe County Request for Proposal No. 2687-09 to 
Alliance One Receivables Management Inc. and approve Collections Services 
Agreement between Washoe County (Reno Justice Court) and Alliance One 
Receivables Management, Inc. to provide Collections Services on behalf of the Reno 
Justice Court [no fiscal impact]; and, if all approved, authorize Chairman to execute 
Agreement. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz stated this agreement was for the collection of 
Justice Court warrants; however, questioned why the Cities of Sparks, Wadsworth and 
Incline Village had deferred using an outside collection agency.  
 
 John Sherman, Finance Director, explained the contract was for collection 
of traffic warrants. He said the Cities of Sparks, Wadsworth and Incline Village were 
concerned that control would be lost over the warrant process and their ability to manage 
that process. He said, in terms of interaction with Alliance One, if the viability could be 
proven the other Courts may be persuaded to be part of the agreement. Commissioner 
Breternitz asked how the rate of success for collection for the Reno Justice Court 
compared between Incline Village, Wadsworth and the City of Sparks. Mr. Sherman 
stated those had been completed in-house and felt they were comparable.  
 
 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 7J(3) be awarded, authorized 
and executed. 
 
09-1243  AGENDA ITEM 7K(1) – DISTRICT HEALTH 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve donation of equipment purchased with grant funds (IO 
10039) to Truckee Meadows Community College to satisfy grant required diesel 
emissions reduction activities [not to exceed $30,000]; and if approved, authorize 
Chairman to execute Resolution necessary for same. (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 7K(1) be approved, 
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authorized and executed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of 
the minutes thereof. 
 
09-1244  AGENDA ITEM 7K(2) – DISTRICT HEALTH 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve budget amendments [increase of $5,195 in both revenue 
and expenses] to the adopted Fiscal Year 2010 Women, Infants and Children Clinic 
Grant Program (IO 10031) Budget; and if approved, 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 7K(2) be 
approved and directed. 
 
09-1245  AGENDA ITEM 7K(3) – DISTRICT HEALTH 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve budget amendments [increase of $6,949 in both revenue 
and expenses] to the adopted Fiscal Year 2010 HIV Surveillance Grant Program (IO 
10012) Budget; and if approved, 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 7K(3) be 
approved and directed. 
 
09-1246  AGENDA ITEM 7K(4) – DISTRICT HEALTH 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve budget amendments [increase of $67,135.90 in both 
revenue and expenses] to the adopted Fiscal Year 2010 Public Health Preparedness 
Grant Program (IO 10713) Budget; and if approved, 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 7K(4) be 
approved and directed. 
 
09-1247  AGENDA ITEM 7K(5) – DISTRICT HEALTH 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve budget amendments [increase of $17,102 in both 
revenue and expenses] to the adopted Fiscal Year 2010 Epidemiology and 
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Laboratory Capacity Grant Program (IO 10730) Budget; and if approved, 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 7K(5) be 
approved and directed. 
 
09-1248  AGENDA ITEM 7K(6) – DISTRICT HEALTH 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve budget amendments [decrease of $7,270.69 in both 
revenue and expenses] to the adopted Fiscal Year 2010 Public Health Preparedness 
– Assistant Secretary for Preparedness & Response Grant Program (IO 10708) 
Budget; and if approved, 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 7K(6) be 
approved and directed. 
 
09-1249  AGENDA ITEM 7L(1) – MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept 2010 State Emergency Response Commission, Hazardous 
Materials Emergency Preparedness Training Grant [$1,300] and 2010 State 
Emergency Response Commission, Hazardous Materials Emergency Preparedness 
Planning Grant [$17,100] [both grants total $18,400 - no County match]; and if both 
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 7L(1) be 
accepted and directed. 
 
09-1250  AGENDA ITEM 7L(2) – MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Amendment of Washoe County, Nevada Grant Program 
Contract between the County of Washoe and ReStart, Inc. for Washoe County 
Shelter Plus Care II Program’s housing coordination and supportive services, to 
extend the term of the Agreement through September 30, 2010 and increase the 
amount of the grant by $82,642 [HUD Grant Funds $48,339 and Washoe County 
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matching funds $34,303]; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute 
Amendment 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 7L(2) be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
 
09-1251  AGENDA ITEM 7L(3) – COMMUNITY SUPPORT 

ADMINISTRATOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve submission of Gerlach Ambulance to State of Nevada for 
Community Development Block Grant Funding consideration; and if approved, 
authorize Chairman to execute documents concerning same. (Commission District 
5.)  To be heard before Agenda Item 7L(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 7L(3) be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
  
09-1252  AGENDA ITEM 7L(4) – FIRE SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve submission of Gerlach Ambulance application to the 
United States Department of Agriculture Rural Development, Community Facilities 
Loans and Grants Program for funding consideration; and if approved, authorize 
Chairman to execute documents concerning same. (Commission District 5.) To be 
heard after Agenda Item 7L(3).” 
 
 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 7L(4) be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
 
09-1253  AGENDA ITEM 7M(1) – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Amendment No. 1 to Highway Agreement No. PR232-
08-063 between the County of Washoe and State of Nevada, Department of 
Transportation, to extend the deadline from December 31, 2009 to September 30, 
2011 for the Sun Valley Sidewalk and Bike Lanes Project; and if approved, appoint 
Director of Public Works as agent for Washoe County and authorize Chairman to 
execute Amendment. (Commission District 5.)” 
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 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 7M(1) be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
 
09-1254  AGENDA ITEM 7M(2) – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge emergency corrective action taken to repair the 
diesel underground storage tank and remediate the contaminated soils at 1 South 
Sierra [$29,654]. (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 7M(2) be 
acknowledged. 
 
09-1255  AGENDA ITEM 7M(3) – ANIMAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve reappointment of Dr. Richard Simmonds, D.V.M., M.S., 
to Animal Control Board (December 13, 2009 to December 13, 2013). (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 Dr. Richard Simmonds be 
reappointed to the Animal Control Board with a term beginning December 13, 2009 and 
ending December 13, 2013.  
 
09-1256  AGENDA ITEM 7N(1) - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Traveling Science Exhibition Agreement [$68,000] 
between Washoe County (Regional Parks and Open Space Department) and 
Advanced Exhibits, Division of Advanced Animations, LLC, for the 2010 spring 
exhibit at the Wilbur D. May Museum entitled “Animal Grossology”; and if 
approved, authorize Chairman to execute Agreement and direct Finance to make 
budget adjustments as outlined in fiscal impact. (All Commission Districts; facility 
located in Districts 3 and 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 7N(1) be approved, 
authorized, executed and directed. 
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09-1257  AGENDA ITEM 7N(2) - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve preferred design option for the Ballardini Ranch 
Trailhead by Design Workshop; and if approved, authorize Washoe County 
Regional Parks & Open Space Department to solicit written bid proposals for 
trailhead construction. (Commission Districts 1 and 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 7N(2) be 
approved and authorized. 
 
09-1258  AGENDA ITEM 7N(3) - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Grant of Easement for Underground Utility Facilities 
between Washoe County and Sierra Pacific Power Company dba NV Energy for an 
approximate 250 foot with a 10-foot width permanent underground power line 
easement to construct a 25 KV transmission line on parcel APN 019-140-12 (Washoe 
Golf Course); and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute the Grant of 
Easement and accept land value proceeds of $7,500 for the permanent easement and 
direct Finance to make all appropriate cash transfers of permanent easement 
proceeds from the General Fund to the Golf Enterprise Fund 520. (Commission 
District 1.)” 
 
 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 7N(3) be approved, 
authorized, directed and executed. 
 
09-1259  AGENDA ITEM 7N(4) - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve a revised Grant of Easement for Utility Facilities 
between Washoe County and Sierra Pacific Power Company dba NV Energy for an 
overhead utility line for APN:554-010-01 (Sierra Sage Golf Course); and if 
approved, abandon Right of Way Document #618979 and Right of Way Document 
#590236 and authorize Chairman to execute the Grant of Easement. (Commission 
District 5.)” 
 
 Commissioner Weber inquired what was the revision to the easement the 
Board was being requested to approve. Dave Childs, Assistant County Manager, 
explained a minor correction was made to the description of the easement, which did not 
change any of the practicalities. Commissioner Weber asked if the overhead utility line 
would remain in the same location. Mr. Childs stated that was correct. 
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 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 7N(4) be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
 
09-1260  AGENDA ITEM 7O(1) – SENIOR SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept a bingo system for the Sun Valley Senior Center from the 
Washoe County Honorary Deputy Sheriff’s Association. (Commission District 5.)” 
 
 Commissioner Weber asked if a bingo system was appropriate for the 
County. Grady Tarbutton, Senior Services Director, explained there was nothing in 
Senior Services that prohibited bingo. He said in the rules and regulations of the Public 
Works Department, bingo was allowed to be played in County buildings. Melanie Foster, 
Legal Counsel, indicated staff had worked with Gaming Control and it was determined it 
would not cause a problem provided it was a recreational activity for senior citizens and 
none of the money gathered would be gifted to other non-profit organizations. 
 
 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 7O(1) be 
accepted. 
 
09-1261  AGENDA ITEM 7O(2) – SENIOR SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept grant awards from U.S. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development [$69,960 with $23,423 in-kind County match] retroactively for 
the period October 1, 2009 through September 30, 2010; 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 7O(2) be 
accepted and directed. 
 
09-1262  AGENDA ITEM 7P(1) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Interlocal Contract Between Public Agencies, State of 
Nevada (Department of Public Safety Records and Technology Division, Records 
Bureau) and Washoe County (Sheriff’s Office) for access to computerized 
information systems that provide for exchange of criminal history information; and 
if approved, authorize Chairman to execute Contract. (All Commission Districts.)” 
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 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 7P(1) be approved, 
authorized and executed. The Contract for same is attached hereto and made a part of the 
minutes thereof. 
 
09-1263  AGENDA ITEM 7P(2) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept Grant #97067CL6 [$2,935.85 - no County match] from 
Nevada Division of Emergency Management to be utilized in supporting the Citizen 
Corps Program; 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 7P(2) be 
accepted and directed. 
 
09-1264  AGENDA ITEM 7P(3) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept donated item, one iris biometric identification system 
(including all required hardware, software and training) [estimated value $9,995 - 
no matching funds or recurring costs] from the National Sheriff’s Association as 
part of its grant from the U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Community 
Oriented Policing Services to the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Weber thanked the National 
Sheriff’s Association for their generous donation. 
 
 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 7P(3) be 
accepted. 
 
09-1265  AGENDA ITEM 7Q(1) – SOCIAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize Director of Social Services to accept additional Federal 
Adoption Incentive Funds [$3,016 - no matching funds] from State Division of Child 
and Family Services to assist the Department of Social Services in the Adoption 
Program; and if accepted, direct Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments. 
(All Commission Districts.)” 
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 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 7Q(1) be 
authorized, accepted and directed. 
 
09-1266  AGENDA ITEM 7Q(2) – SOCIAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept cash donations [$8,102.88] and Juror Fee Donations 
[$2,320]; and if accepted, authorize Department of Social Services to expend these 
funds to benefit children in care and families who are clients and direct Finance to 
make appropriate budget adjustments for Fiscal Year 2009/10. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
  On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Weber thanked the various donors 
for their generous donations. 
 
 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 7Q(2) be 
accepted and directed.  
 
09-1267  AGENDA ITEM 7R(1) – TRUCKEE RIVER FLOOD 

MANAGEMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of Truckee River Flood Management 
Project Status Report for October 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 7R(1) be 
acknowledged. 
 
09-1268  AGENDA ITEM 7R(2)-TRUCKEE RIVER FLOOD 

MANAGEMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Resolution authorizing the Director of the Truckee 
River Flood Management Project to grant certain easements, licenses, rights of 
entry and temporary facility use permits for properties acquired for the benefit of 
the Truckee River Flood Management Project; and if approved, authorize 
Chairman to execute same. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 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, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7R(2) be approved, 
authorized and executed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of 
the minutes thereof. 
 
09-1269  AGENDA ITEM 7S(1) – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Correction Water Rights Deed between Washoe County 
and Truckee Meadows Water Authority (corrects number of acre-feet of water 
from 132.695 to 118.685); and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute same and 
direct Water Rights Manager to record the document. (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 7S(1) be approved, 
authorized, executed and directed. 
 
09-1270  AGENDA ITEM 7S(2) – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve nomination of David Roundtree and Greg Dennis to the 
Governor of the State of Nevada from which the Governor shall appoint a member 
to serve on the Board of Directors of Carson-Truckee Water Conservancy District 
to represent Washoe County for a four-year term effective January 1, 2010. (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 the nominations of David 
Roundtree and Greg Dennis from which the Governor shall appoint a member to serve on 
the Board of Directors of Carson-Truckee Water Conservancy District to represent 
Washoe County for a four-year term effective January 1, 2010 be approved. 
 
 
09-1271  AGENDA ITEM 7E – DISTRICT COURT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize creation of one grant-funded Pretrial Services Officer 
II position effective January 1, 2010 for the Felony DUI Court Program [estimated 
Fiscal Year 2009/10 cost $34,200 and Fiscal Year 2010/11 cost $68,400]; and if 
authorized, direct Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments and Human 
Resources to make the necessary personnel changes. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked what the relationship was between the Board 
and this item and if it was ministerial. Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, replied in 
accordance with past practice, items of this nature had appeared on agendas. In regard to 
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District Court, the Board’s position was to provide monies to the court to conduct their 
functions. She said the law stated the Board was obligated to provide the Court, as an 
entity, resources that were reasonable and necessary for the Courts to conduct business. 
Ms. Foster remarked the actual decisions on how business was conducted were that of the 
Court. She commented this was ministerial.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin said, with respect to the budget, the grant enabled 
the authorization of a second Pre-Trial Services Officer II; however, the funding was only 
from January 1, 2010 through the end of the fiscal year. Howard Conyers, Court 
Administrator, explained at the time this item was submitted that was correct. However, 
the Funding Committee that made recommendations regarding the allocation of these 
funds authorized funding for this position to continue for the following fiscal year at the 
same level. Commissioner Larkin asked what was the Court’s intention beyond those two 
fiscal years. Mr. Conyers replied to find the funds and continue to fund the position as 
long as the number of clients served was warranted. He said the first recourse would be 
AB 29 funds, which would be available in the Felony DUI Court Internal Order, but 
should that fail, the Board would be approached for General Funds.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin requested the Court consider bringing some 
graduates from the DUI Court Program to the Board or make it available for the Board to 
attend the graduation.   
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 7E be authorized 
and directed. 
 
09-1272  AGENDA ITEM 7I(1) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Independent Contractor Agreement template for 
Administrative Enforcement Code Hearing Officers and further, adopt Resolution 
delegating the hiring authority for hiring Administrative Enforcement Code 
Hearing Officers to the Washoe County Purchasing and Contracts Manager and 
establishing the compensation rate for hearing officers at $100 per hour with a 
maximum limit of $300 per hearing case unless prior approval is obtained from the 
Washoe County Manager’s Office; and if all approved, authorize Chairman to 
execute Resolution. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 Commissioner Larkin indicated he challenged the delegation of the hiring 
authority to the Purchasing and Contracts Administrator and felt the Board needed to 
maintain control of the hiring process. He requested the County Manager be tasked with 
more scrutiny on how the proposals brought before the Board be reviewed and the 
analysis for this item. Commissioner Larkin said complaints from constituents centered 
on the Hearing Officer applying the law fairly and consistently. He suggested moving 
forward with all components except the delegation of authority. 
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 Bob Webb, Planning Manager, explained according to the adopted 
Administrative Enforcement Ordinance the Board would approve the list and contracts 
for all Hearing Officers and each contract would come before the Board for approval. 
Commissioner Larkin stated delegation would void that action. Mr. Webb urged the 
Board to move forward, but modify the resolution by striking that language and state the 
Board would review and approve all contracts. Commissioner Larkin clarified he did not 
want who was placed on the contractors list to be delegated to the Purchasing and 
Contracts Administrator and reiterated that needed to come before the Board. 
Commissioner Larkin suggested the Manager review and make recommendations as to 
how the applications come to the Board for review through templates. 
 
 Chairman Humke asked if that would also include termination of such 
contracts. Commissioner Larkin believed that was already before the Board. He said the 
issuance of the contract and the cancellation of contracts would not be delegated. He said 
the selection and review of the applicants was to be delegated and he did not want that 
aspect delegated. 
 
 John Berkich, Assistant County Manager, stated it was possible to not 
consider or adopt the resolution. He said staff could arrive at a process to bring before the 
Board. Commissioner Larkin stated that would be his recommendation, to move forward 
except for the resolution. Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, explained the Board was able to 
choose; however, staff would like to have the template approved then return to work on 
the process in order to bring that back before the Board. Mr. Webb stated the 
compensation rate would also return for the Board to set by resolution.    
 
 Commissioner Weber agreed with Commissioner Larkin and felt the 
Board needed more responsibility on this process. She said in the past the Board 
established a subcommittee of two Commissioners and believed this issue may need such 
a committee to work with staff for the recommendations.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin suggested striking the delegation of the hiring 
authority, and the fourth whereas from the resolution. Ms. Foster also stated the first 
“resolved” paragraph on the bottom of page No. 1 needed to be omitted and the second 
“resolved” paragraph needed to be modified.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz asked if there was a benefit to approve a portion 
of the resolution now and a portion later. Ms Foster explained the compensation rate 
needed to be completed by resolution so a contract could be sent with a preset amount. 
Mr. Webb said it would be more efficient for staff to have the resolution adopted with the 
preset text, so when the process was decided, staff could move forward. 
 
 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 the independent contractor 
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agreement template be approved for the Administrative Enforcement Code Hearing 
Officers and the compensation rate be established for Hearing Officers at $100 per hour 
with a maximum limit of $300 per hearing case unless prior approval was obtained from 
the Manager’s Office. It was further ordered that the Manager be directed to return to the 
Board with the application process and that the Chairman be authorized to execute the 
resolution with the following changes:  
 

• strike the words “delegation of hiring authority;”  
• strike the fourth whereas paragraph;  
• strike the first resolved paragraph; and 
• add “Resolved, By the Board of County Commissioners” in the 

second resolved paragraph. 
  
  The amended Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of 
the minutes thereof.  
 
12:07 p.m. The Board convened as the Board of Trustees for the South Truckee 

Meadows General Improvement District (STMGID). 
 
12:23 p.m.  The Board adjourned as the Board of Trustees for STMGID. 
 
The following item only (Agenda Item 9) will be heard by the Washoe County Board of 
Commissioners who will convene as the Board of Fire Commissioners for the Truckee 
Meadows Fire Protection District, the Board of Fire Commissioners for the Sierra 
Protection District and the Washoe County Board of Commissioners. 
 
12:23 p.m.   The Board convened as the Board of Fire Commissioners for the Sierra 

Fire Protection District (SFPD) and the Truckee Meadows Fire Protection 
District (TMFPD). 

 
09-1273  AGENDA ITEM 9 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES/FIRE SERVICES 

COORDINATOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Change Order to Diamante LLC 
Partners for the Comprehensive Fire and Fire Based Emergency Services Master 
Plan Project [aggregate amount $16,600 - broken down as follows: Washoe County 
Fire Suppression $1,384.44, Sierra Fire Protection District $5,532.78, Truckee 
Meadows Fire $9,682.78]; and if approved, authorize Washoe County Purchasing 
and Contracts Manager to sign the necessary documents. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 The following discussion pertained to items also found on the Sierra 
Fire Protection District (SFPD) and the Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District 
(TMFPD) minutes from December 8, 2009. 
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 Kurt Latipow, Fire Services Coordinator, stated some of the original scope 
of work had been exceeded in the areas of analysis and gathering of information. He said 
he authorized additional attendance of the consultants for Joint Fire Advisory Board 
(JFAB) meetings and noted numerous unions in the County also asked to meet with them 
since that would be in the best interest of a transparent process for the additional work. 
Mr. Latipow remarked he also authorized the change or manner of how one of the reports 
would be compiled. He stated the Master Plan draft was in the final process of being 
completed and requested the Board consider authorizing the change order. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin said the Sierra Fire Protection District (SFPD) and 
the Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District (TMFPD) agendas contained action items 
related to this item. He asked if action at this time created an Open Meeting Law 
violation related to those agendas. Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, reviewed the agendas 
of the SFPD and the TMFPD and indicated by the Board convening as the Board of Fire 
Commissioners for the SFPD and the TMFPD for this item, the Chairman could declare 
those agendas open.  
 
 Chairman Humke declared the agendas for the SFPD and the TMFPD 
open and simultaneous action would be taken on those agendas for this item. 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz asked if there were receipts and/or 
documentation concerning the changes. Mr. Latipow replied there was not a requirement 
in the contract for the provision of receipts; however, he could request the contractor to 
justify those changes. Mr. Latipow explained under the new criteria this change order 
would not have come forward because it was below the new threshold. However, staff 
felt it was appropriate to bring to the Board’s attention. He said if directed he would get 
additional documentation from the contractors. Commissioner Breternitz hoped staff had 
verified the change order before it was brought forward to the Board.  
 
 Chairman Humke asked if staff felt the volunteer firefighters were 
satisfied and had been heard by the consultants. Mr. Latipow replied one of the change 
orders was for the lead consultant to attend a Volunteer Association meeting, which did 
occur and added a survey was created specifically for volunteers. Mr. Latipow indicated 
he followed up on the complaints and found some were not accurate. He said Diamante 
Partners, LLC noted one comment fell through, but that every other comment received 
had been responded to. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 9 be approved 
and authorized. 
 
12:34 p.m.  The Board continued as the Board of Fire Commissioners for the Sierra 

Fire Protection District (SFPD). 
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12:42 p.m.  The Board adjourned as the SFPD Board of Fire Commissioners and 
reconvened as the Board of Fire Commissioners for the Truckee Meadows 
Fire Protection District (TMFPD). 

 
1:33 p.m.  The Board adjourned as the TMFPD Board of Fire Commissioners and 

reconvened as the Board of County Commissioners.   
 
09-1274  AGENDA ITEM 29 - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept a land donation (subject to continuing 
an unrecorded lease with Clear Channel Outdoor, Inc. for a billboard located in the 
southeastern portion of the parcel) of 22.8 acres (APN: 142-011-07) adjacent to 
South Valley’s Regional Park [valued at $5,680,000] from Massoud Dorostkar and 
Hadi S. Kar & Ursula S. Kar; and if accepted, authorize Chairman to act on behalf 
of Washoe County to execute and deliver any and all documents as may be 
necessary or appropriate to accomplish acceptance of this land donation and 
authorize the Regional Parks and Open Space Director to sign all necessary 
documents associated with the Clear Channel Outdoor, Inc. lease (lease to expire 
October 31, 2011). (Commission District 2.)” 
 
  On behalf of the Board, Doug Doolittle, Regional Parks and Open Space 
Director, thanked Massoud Dorostkar and Hadi S. Kar & Ursula S. Kar for their generous 
donation.  
 
  Dr. Dorostkar said he enjoyed being a resident of Washoe County. He 
commented he benefitted from the community and wished to repay that to the County and 
to the children of the County.  
 
  Chairman Humke and the Board thanked Dr. Dorostkar for his generous 
donation.  
 
 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 29 be accepted, authorized 
and executed. 
 
09-1275  AGENDA ITEM 13 -APPEARANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Deputy Doug Russell, RAVEN Lead Pilot, Sheriff’s Office. 
Presentation on RAVEN Patrol Operations.” 
 
 Assistant Sheriff Marshall Emerson stated there had been a request 
concerning the Regional Aviation Enforcement Program (RAVEN) operations and, as a 
result, those questions were deferred to lead pilot Deputy Russell. He commented Deputy 
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Russell had a tremendous amount of experience flying rotary aircrafts and had been a 
Commander in the United States Navy. 
  
 Deputy Doug Russell, RAVEN Lead Pilot, conducted a PowerPoint 
presentation, which was placed on file with the Clerk, highlighting the patrol craft 
history, aircraft missions, patrol crew duties, tools, mobile data terminal, video camera, 
Forward Looking Infrared (FLIR) effectiveness at altitude, video down-link system, 
video recorder, night vision goggles, response times and RAVEN response times.  
 
 Commissioner Jung asked if RAVEN was required to be in the air a 
certain amount of hours per month. Deputy Russell replied there was no specific 
requirement; however, there was a proficiency and currency requirement for pilots to 
maintain and an internal proficiency requirement established for the Tactical Flight 
Observers (TFO’s). He explained there could be liability issues on scene and it was 
preferred to have the TFO’s fully proficient and capable of performing any task required. 
He stated it was preferred to have the TFO’s airborne a minimum of once a week for 
approximately two hours. Deputy Russell explained the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) had new requirements that involved a certain number of evolutions every two 
calendar months, which took three to four flights to accomplish. Commissioner Jung 
inquired on the number of pilots and TFO’s. Deputy Russell indicated there was one full-
time pilot, five part-time pilots that were deputies or Army National Guard, one mechanic 
and three Tactical Flight Observers.  
 
 Commissioner Jung indicated she had received complaints from 
constituents about RAVEN over their neighborhoods because it was associated that a 
serious crime was in progress. She asked, based on the FAA requirements, did the 
Sheriff’s Office release a press release when RAVEN went airborne. Deputy Russell 
replied that was not occurring. He felt criminals should not have pre-notification when 
RAVEN was in the air since much of the Program was prevention and a deterrent. He 
said if criminals knew RAVEN would not be airborne at a certain time, it could be 
perceived as an opportunity to take advantage of the Program. Commissioner Jung asked 
if there could be a news release indicating it was an operation, since many of the 
complaints centered on not knowing why RAVEN was airborne. She felt more public 
education was needed to ease the disdain and misperception of the Program. Deputy 
Russell indicated some operations had been modified because of public concerns about 
noise and explained the patrolling altitude had been elevated, without interfering with air 
traffic control. He added if there was not a requirement for RAVEN to be at a low 
altitude, the pilots tended to stay at a higher altitude. 
 
 Assistant Sheriff Emerson explained in a protractive mission where the 
aircraft was over an area of the County or a municipality for a period of time, the 
respective Public Information Officers (PIO’s) would let residents in the affected area 
know of an event occurring. However, he would not allow the tactics of the Sheriff’s 
Office to be divulged to the criminal element and, in some cases, the aircraft itself was 
being utilized as a tactic. He said during the actual event it would be irresponsible for any 
police commander to divulge those tactics simply because the safety would be 
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jeopardized of the officers on the ground protecting the citizens. He said through 
responsible reporting and release of public information the Sheriffs Office would engage 
members of the media and the public to answer questions concerning the aircraft and why 
it was over a neighborhood. Assistant Sheriff Emerson said during major events such as 
Hot August Nights, Street Vibrations, etc., the public could be informed that RAVEN 
would be utilized. However, to release specific times and locations of where the aircraft 
could be, would be divulging a tactic that would jeopardize the ground units, the pilots 
and TFO’s.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin stated there needed to be more public awareness 
that the County had these tremendous resources. He felt that a post announcement of 
what had occurred or why RAVEN was in the area would be beneficial. Commissioner 
Larkin remarked the task now shifted from justifying the Program to what the RAVEN 
Program did and said presentations were valuable to inform the public of that Program. 
Deputy Russell agreed and indicated RAVEN did participate in static displays and looked 
forward to presenting more of that to the public.   
  
 Deputy Russell indicated homeland security was a large part of the 
RAVEN Program. He said RAVEN did not patrol as a typical patrol unit, but would 
launch and conduct homeland security checks that were mission specific or conduct 
training, which would be away from the city center. Deputy Russell indicated there were 
a large number of homeland security sites ranging from Tier 1 to Tier 3 throughout the 
County, which were checked randomly and periodically. He noted if there were no calls 
and all the checks had been completed, RAVEN was landed and the fuel saved. He 
commented this was an important asset and he did not want any perception that the 
Program was anything but valuable and important for the community. 
 
 Commissioner Weber agreed that this resource needed to be shared with 
the community and felt this was a valuable program.       
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
 BLOCK VOTE 
 
 The following agenda items were consolidated and voted on in a block 
vote: Agenda Items: 14, 15, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25 and 26. 
 
09-1276  AGENDA ITEM 14 – MANAGEMENT SERVICE/GRANT 

COORDINATOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept 2009 State of Nevada, State Homeland 
Security Program Grant for a Statewide Mass Fatality project [$1,106,500 - no 
County match required]; and if accepted, authorize Purchasing and Contracts 
Manager to execute a Professional Services Contract [$200,000 - sole source 
purchase] with Disaster Management International for project management and 
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plans writing services and direct Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments.  
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 14 be accepted, 
authorized, executed and directed. 
 
09-1277  AGENDA ITEM 15- MANAGEMENT SERVICE/GRANT 

COORDINATOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept 2009 State of Nevada, State Homeland 
Security Program Grant for a Statewide Schools Prepared and Ready Together 
Across Nevada project [$505,024 - no County match required]; and if accepted, 
authorize Purchasing and Contracts Manager to release requests for proposals for 
project management and plans writing services and direct Finance to make 
appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 15 be accepted, 
authorized and directed. 
 
09-1278  AGENDA ITEM 18 - PURCHASING 
 
Agenda Subject: “Request for authorization to join on the State of Nevada’s Award 
of Bid #7631 for Crack Filler (Road Crack Sealing Material) with Crafco Inc., on 
behalf of the Roads Division of the Washoe County Public Works Department, for 
the duration of the contract period through July 31, 2010 [estimated that Washoe 
County Roads will spend approximately $185,835 for Crack Fill Material in Fiscal 
Year 2009/10. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 18 be authorized. 
 
09-1279  AGENDA ITEM 19 - PURCHASING 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award Bid #2706-10 for Remediation Water 
Testing, Review and Reporting, to Alpha Analytical, Inc. [estimated annual amount 
$150,000]; and if awarded, authorize Purchasing and Contracts Manager to issue a 
multi-year purchase order to cover the specified services for a one-year period with 
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two, one-year renewal options, at the discretion of Washoe County. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 19 be awarded 
and authorized. 
 
09-1280  AGENDA ITEM 20 - TREASURER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve and authorize the Chairman to 
execute Agreements between the County of Washoe and Bank of America 
(Umbrella Agreement, Authorization Agreement for Treasury Services, Delegation 
of Authority) for general banking services (main, payroll and accounts payable); 
(Merchant Agreement, Addendum to Merchant Agreement, Merchant Fee 
Schedule) for Merchant Card Services; (Agreement for Treasury Services, Nevada 
Consortium / Public Sector Group Schedule of Fees) for Purchasing Card Services; 
and between the County of Washoe and Wells Fargo Bank for portfolio security 
custody (Custody Agreement; Custody Fee Schedule; Account Set Up) [banking 
service fees estimated to be $163,000 to $185,000 annually]. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 20 be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
 
09-1281  AGENDA ITEM 21 – TRUCKEE RIVER FLOOD MANAGEMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve increase in estimated relocation 
budget for claimant #012-272-05 T-1 [$355,000 by $125,406.07 for total relocation 
budget of $480,406.07]; and if approved, authorize Truckee River Flood 
Management Project Director to distribute tenant relocation claim payments as she 
determines to be actual, reasonable and necessary, and in compliance with Uniform 
Relocation Assistance regulations (Commission District 4.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 21 be approved 
and authorized. 
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09-1282  AGENDA ITEM 22 – DISTRICT HEALTH 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve budget amendments [increase of 
$157,144 in both revenue and expenses] to the adopted Fiscal Year 2010 Family 
Planning Grant Program (IO 10025) budget; and if approved, direct Finance to 
make appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Commissioner Larkin said the District Board of Health and the Board of 
County Commissioners had entered into an agreement that limited the funding for this 
program to 10 percent of the General Fund, which was based upon an adopted budget of 
$729,078. He asked if the augmentation changed the 10 percent agreed upon. Mary Ann 
Brown, Community and Clinical Health Services Division Director, replied it did not 
change that agreement and indicated just the 10 percent was budgeted, and staff worked 
within that budget. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber voting “no,” Chairman Humke 
ordered that Agenda Item 22 be approved and directed. 
 
09-1283  AGENDA ITEM 23 – DISTRICT HEALTH 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve budget amendments [increase of 
$122,215.06 in both revenue and expenses] to the adopted Fiscal Year 2010 
Statewide Child Abuse Public Awareness Campaign Grant Program (IO 10410) 
budget; and if approved, direct Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments. 
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 23 be approved 
and directed. 
 
09-1284  AGENDA ITEM 24 – DISTRICT HEALTH 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve grant funded Fiscal Year 2010 
Purchase Requisition #3000013778 to Nevada Hispanic Services, Inc. [total amount 
$181,665 (Fiscal Year 2010 - $45,621; Fiscal Year 2011 - $90,833; Fiscal Year 2012 - 
$45,211)] pertaining to the Video Opportunities for Innovative Condom Education 
and Safer Sex (VOCES/VOICES-in English) Program; and if approved, authorize 
Chairman to execute Resolution necessary for same. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber voting “no,” it was ordered that 
Agenda Item 24 be approved, authorized and executed. The Resolution for same is 
attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
09-1285  AGENDA ITEM 25 – DISTRICT HEALTH 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve grant funded Fiscal Year 2010 
Purchase Requisition #3000013779 to Planned Parenthood Mar Monte [total 
amount $190,000 (Fiscal Year 2010 - $47,500; Fiscal Year 2011 - $95,000; Fiscal 
Year 2012 - $47,500)] pertaining to the Street Smart Program; and if approved, 
authorize Chairman to execute Resolution necessary for same. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber voting “no,” it was ordered that 
Agenda Item 25 be authorized and executed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto 
and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
09-1286  AGENDA ITEM 26 – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award bid to Layfield Environmental 
Systems Corporation, the lowest responsible, responsive bidder [$315,587] for 
installation of the Fieldcreek Reclaimed Reservoir Floating Cover Replacement 
Project; and if awarded, authorize Chairman to execute Agreement documents and 
authorize the Acting Resource Planning and Management Division Manager to issue 
the Notice to Proceed. (Commission District 2.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 26 be awarded, authorized 
and executed. 
 
2:24 p.m.  The Board recessed. 
 
3:10 p.m.  The Board reconvened with all Commissioners present.  
 
*Dave Childs, Assistant County Manager, continued for the remainder of the meeting. 
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09-1287  AGENDA ITEM 16 - MANAGEMENT SERVICE/FIRE SERVICES 
COORDINATOR 

 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept grant award from Nevada Division of 
Forestry, ARRA Grant Program [$1,000,000 - no County match required)] for the 
period December 31, 2009 through December 31, 2012 to support development and 
administration of a county wide Fuels Management Program; and if accepted, 
authorize Chairman to execute Sub-grant Award and direct Finance to make 
appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts). To be heard before 
Agenda Item #17.” 
 

***Agenda Items 16 and 17 (09-1287 and 09-1288) were heard simultaneously.*** 
 
 Kurt Latipow, Fire Services Coordinator, stated when the stimulus money 
was announced he found that some would be available for hazardous fuels reduction. 
However, the first request submitted was not awarded, which would have totaled $3 
million, and he explained why that occurred. He said the Nevada Division of Forestry 
(NDF) contacted staff and stated they were attempting to secure monies to sub-grant to 
the County. He said because it was found that the County would be offered $1 million, 
the budget needed to be re-tooled and a different approach taken. Mr. Latipow noted the 
scope of work was included in the sub-grant details that the County would hire a program 
coordinator for the Hazardous Fuels Program. He remarked that coordinator would be 
responsible for overseeing the awarding of contractors and be charged with coordinating 
with other County jurisdictions that had fuels programs. He explained this was a request 
to accept the grant and, in the following agenda item, approval of the coordinator 
position. In addition, he explained the other duties and tasks for the coordinator and 
added no match was required.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin commented this was a worthwhile project and the 
Board should consider funding Agenda Item 16; however, in these difficult times he took 
issue with the hiring of a Hazardous Fuels Reduction Program Coordinator since it would 
send a wrong message to the organization. Commissioner Larkin stated he had 
approached Mr. Latipow with alternatives and felt staff needed more time. He offered to 
accept the grant and then have staff continue to work on options concerning the position. 
Commissioner Larkin felt Mr. Latipow could arrive at creative alternatives by sub-
contracting the entire package.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin stated at the beginning of the budget process, he 
said if the County added one new position to County government through the American 
Recovery & Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA), shame on us. Dave Childs, Assistant 
County Manager, replied he could not respond to that comment, but understood the 
concerns. 
 
 Mr. Latipow explained accepting the grant was accepting the scope of 
work and the budget that was contained within the grant paperwork. He understood the 
concern over creating a County position; however, in reality there still needed to be 
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County oversight, which were the requirements of the grant. He said when the budget 
was beginning to be built, it was attempted to determine whether there was capacity 
within the County system to oversee the requirements of the grant, and it was determined 
the County could not. Mr. Latipow said the budget allowed for an office support person. 
In order to contract the entire project, some authority had to be delegated and also the 
coordination with other government entities with their projects and public outreach. He 
felt if there was a way around some of the administrative duties, contracting this would 
not create a new position and the company would absorb the existing workload. Mr. 
Latipow said County-wide there was not a central focus for hazardous fuels coordination; 
however, if directed to return and renegotiate the scope of work, he would comply. He 
remarked there were time constraints and added NDF had informed him that the federal 
government was requesting information on how the monies were being spent and stated 
what was not being spent would be reallocated. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin stated on page 4 of the staff report, the project 
manager position did not specifically say “County Project Manager or federal 
government project manager,” it just stated “project manager,” and believed that gave 
wide discretion. In order to effectuate, he requested Mr. Latipow think outside the box. 
 
 Commissioner Jung stated she respectively disagreed with Commissioner 
Larkin and was concerned about creating a delay and perhaps losing $1 million. She 
disagreed with a hard-line stance on this issue since this funding was intended to create 
jobs and stimulate the economy. 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz stated he agreed with Commissioner Larkin. He 
said the Board had outlined their expectations when the stimulus monies were 
announced.  
 
 Commissioner Weber said there would be $1 million for the fuels program 
through the stimulus funds and the other item was for staffing. She asked if that was a 
separate amount of money or did that come from the $1 million. Mr. Latipow replied 
Agenda Item 16 was the grant, and contained within the grant, was a breakdown of how 
the $1 million was budgeted. He said the money for the position was part of the $1 
million budget.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz commented the goal was fuel reduction and 
creating jobs. He remarked this was not a full-time job, but administrating approximately 
$300,000 of work a year for three years. He said he preferred to do the private sector 
process as opposed to the public sector process. Mr. Latipow explained when the job 
analysis break down was completed the administration of the grant was 10 to 15 percent. 
He said if direction was to renegotiate and, if there was a private contractor that could do 
those requirements, staff would pursue that contractor. However, at the present time, 
there was still the 10 to 15 percent that needed to be completed by someone other than 
the private contractor. 
 

DECEMBER 8, 2009  PAGE 29 



 Commissioner Larkin suggested accepting the grant and direct Mr. 
Latipow to implement the grant. He said if Mr. Latipow felt compelled to go to the State 
to request authority on how the grant was implemented, which was within the scope of 
work, then that should be done.  
 
 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 Item16 be accepted, authorized, 
executed and directed. 
    
09-1288  AGENDA ITEM 17- MANAGEMENT SERVICE/FIRE SERVICES 

COORDINATOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve and authorize creation of one 36-
month grant funded full time equivalent benefits eligible Hazardous Fuels 
Reduction Program Coordinator (to support development and administration of a 
county wide Fuels Management Program) to be evaluated by the Job Evaluation 
Committee; and if approved, direct Human Resources to make appropriate 
personnel adjustments (All Commission Districts). To be heard after Agenda Item 
#16.” 
 

****For discussion on this item, see item 09-1287 above.**** 
 
 Commissioner Jung moved to approve and authorize the creation of one 
36-month grant funded full-time equivalent benefits eligible Hazardous Fuels Reduction 
Program Coordinator. For discussion, Commissioner Breternitz seconded the motion.  
 
 Commissioner Weber asked if the Board voted in favor of this item, would 
the 36-month position be created. Chairman Humke confirmed that to be correct. 
Commissioner Weber stated she would not vote in favor of the position. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin remarked in the event that Mr. Latipow was unable 
to have success at the State, he would request for an agenda item for reconsideration of 
this item at a later date. Commissioner Jung requested the Manager inform the Board 
when that item would be agendized and the status.  
 
 On call for the question, the motion failed on a 1 to 4 vote with 
Commissioners Humke, Larkin, Breternitz and Weber voting “no.” 
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09-1289  AGENDA ITEM 27 – PUBLIC WORKS/COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT 

 
Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance to amend Washoe 
County Code, Chapter 110, Development Code, Article  , to establish options for the 
use of Low Impact Development (LID) storm drainage techniques for new 
development; adding guidelines for enforcement; providing a list of projects that 
require or may require a drainage report; referencing newly completed regional 
standards manuals and other development codes within the County which relate to 
drainage; adding sections on erosion and sediment control; omitting Section 
110.420.25, drainage report contents and 110.420.30, site drainage and grading 
plans; removing design requirements; clarifying lot line drainage design standards; 
clarifying drainage easements for maintaining access; not allowing public storm 
water drainage to discharge into water supply ditches. In addition, a number of 
standards manuals have been updated, including the Truckee Meadows Regional 
Drainage Manual, which was completed in April of 2009, and these standards must 
be reflected in the current code requirements. Also, the proposed amendments have 
reorganized Article 420 by omitting many of the drainage standards, and keeping or 
adding County procedures, policies and processes; and other matters relating 
thereto. Set public hearing for second reading of the Ordinance for January 12, 
2010 at 6 p.m.. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 Bill No. 1605, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND WASHOE 
COUNTY CODE, CHAPTER 110, DEVELOPMENT CODE, ARTICLE 420, TO 
ESTABLISH OPTIONS FOR THE USE OF LOW IMPACT DEVELOPMENT 
(LID) STORM DRAINAGE TECHNIQUES FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT; 
ADDING GUIDELINES FOR ENFORCEMENT; PROVIDING A LIST OF 
PROJECTS THAT REQUIRE OR MAY REQUIRE A DRAINAGE REPORT; 
REFERENCING NEWLY COMPLETED REGIONAL STANDARDS MANUALS 
AND OTHER DEVELOPMENT CODES WITHIN THE COUNTY WHICH 
RELATE TO DRAINAGE; ADDING SECTIONS ON EROSION AND 
SEDIMENT CONTROL; OMITTING SECTIONS 110.420.25, DRAINAGE 
REPORT CONTENTS AND 110.420.30, SITE DRAINAGE AND GRADING 
PLANS; REMOVING DESIGN REQUIREMENTS; CLARIFYING LOT LINE 
DRAINAGE DESIGN STANDARDS; CLARIFYING DRAINAGE EASEMENTS 
FOR MAINTAINING ACCESS; NOT ALLOWING PUBLIC STORM WATER 
DRAINAGE TO DISCHARGE INTO WATER SUPPLY DITCHES. IN 
ADDITION, A NUMBER OF STANDARDS MANUALS HAVE BEEN UPDATED, 
INCLUDING THE TRUCKEE MEADOWS REGIONAL DRAINAGE MANUAL, 
WHICH WAS COMPLETED IN APRIL OF 2009, AND THESE STANDARDS 
MUST BE REFLECTED IN THE CURRENT CODE REQUIREMENTS. ALSO, 
THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS HAVE REORGANIZED ARTICLE 420 BY 
OMITTING MANY OF THE DRAINAGE STANDARDS, AND KEEPING OR 
ADDING COUNTY PROCEDURES, POLICIES AND PROCESSES; AND 
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OTHER MATTERS RELATING THERETO, "was introduced by Commissioner 
Weber, the title read to the Board and legal notice for final action of adoption directed. 
 
09-1290  AGENDA ITEM 30 - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Consideration and possible approval of up to three refundable 
option extension payments of $33,000 per month for January-March 2010 (totaling 
$99,000); and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute the extension of the 
Option Agreement and direct Finance to make appropriate account adjustments; or 
consider termination of Option Agreement between RJB Development, Inc. and 
Washoe County for potential acquisition of approximately 228 acres of property 
commonly known as Northgate Golf Course pursuant to Paragraph 6 of said 
agreement; and if termination of Agreement is approved, authorize the Chairman to 
provide written notice of termination to RJB Development, Inc. and Escrow Holder 
and acknowledge the Reversion Right of RJB and authorize Chairman to convey to 
RJB by quitclaim deed all of the County's right, title and interest in the property 
which is subject to the reverter. (Commission Districts 1 and 5.) To be heard before 
Agenda Item #31”. 
 
 Doug Doolittle, Regional Parks and Open Space Director, said the initial 
approval date for the option agreement went through December 31, 2009. He indicated 
the County needed to either extend the agreement with RJB Development, Inc. for up to 
three refundable option extension payments of $33,000 per month or terminate the 
agreement. 
  
 In conjunction with finding funding for this particular property, Mr. 
Doolittle explained the Special Assessment District (SAD) boundaries, containing 279 
properties, had been formed. He said of those 279 properties, 93 owners had signed the 
petition in favor of the SAD, which equated to 33.95 percent of the 67 percent needed. 
He said the initial deadline was December 4, 2009; however, that had been extended to 
allow citizens to attempt to receive more signatures and reach the needed percentage.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz said it was owed to the affected citizens to allow 
some additional time. He suggested extending the option for one month and at the first 
Board meeting in January 2010 receive the full results of the poll and, if the poll was 
successful, have a discussion on the available financing options for the balance. 
However, if the vote was unsuccessful, move forward to execute the quitclaim. 
 
 Commissioner Weber asked for at least a one month extension, preferably 
a two month extension. She commended the residents and staff who had worked hard. 
Commissioner Weber asked for clarification if a “non-vote” counted as a “yes” or a “no” 
vote. 
 
 Mr. Doolittle clarified the petition needed to be signed and needed to be a 
“yes” vote. He clarified a “non-vote” did not count. He explained this needed to go to the 
Reno City Council for formation of the SAD by their second meeting in January 2010.  
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 Commissioner Larkin said the execution of the option had a phased 
payback and he asked for an explanation on that payback. Mr. Doolittle indicated if the 
property sold to another developer then that money would be refunded to the County. 
 
 Dave Childs, Assistant County Manager, stated it was unclear how quickly 
that would occur if the property closed for another developer. Commissioner Larkin 
stated if the SAD was not established it could be several years before the funds were paid 
back. Mr. Childs commented the County would be repaid at the time of closing.  
 
 Commissioner Weber asked if the County were to terminate the agreement 
today would the $200,000 be refunded. Mr. Doolittle clarified upon the sale.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 Commissioner Weber moved to approve a one month refundable option 
extension payment in the amount of $33,000 per month to January 31, 2010, the 
Chairman be authorized to execute the extension of the option agreement and Finance be 
directed to make the appropriate account adjustments.  
 
 Chairman Humke moved to amend the motion to seek a contribution from 
the City of Reno, up to $100,000, to defray the County costs of this option. 
Commissioner Larkin clarified to “request” not to “secure.” Chairman Humke concurred. 
Commissioner Larkin seconded the motion to amend.  
 
 On motion by Chairman Humke, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber voting “no,” it was ordered that the 
amendment to the original motion be accepted. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that a one month refundable option 
extension payment in the amount of $33,000 per month to January 31, 2010 be approved; 
and to request a contribution from the City of Reno, up to $100,000, to defray the County 
costs of this option. It was further ordered that the Chairman be authorized to execute the 
extension of the option agreement and Finance be directed to make the appropriate 
account adjustments.  
 
09-1291  AGENDA ITEM 31 - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Presentation and discussion of options for the possible funding of 
a portion of the cost of the acquisition of the Northgate Golf Course; to include a 
request by the Reno City Council that the Board of County Commissioners discuss 
the sale of a portion of Washoe County’s water rights which were formerly used at 
the Northgate Golf Course; and possible direction to staff. (Requested by 
Commissioners Weber (District 5) and Breternitz (District 1). To be heard after 
Agenda Item #30.” 

DECEMBER 8, 2009  PAGE 33 



 
 Dave Childs, Assistant County Manager, explained there was a request 
from the City of Reno suggesting the County sell the water rights appurtenant to the 
Northgate Golf Course. He said at a previous Board meeting Commissioner Breternitz 
requested staff provide a list of options on how the County might arrive at the $850,000 
match should the Special Assessment District (SAD) be successful. Mr. Childs stated it 
was the Board’s discretion whether to consider that request today or after the 
determination of the SAD.  
 
 Mr. Childs explained the County owned approximately 211 acre-feet of 
water rights, which were purchased for use at the golf course and that the Reno-Sparks 
Convention and Visitors Authority (RSCVA) also provided 255 acre-feet of water to 
operate the golf course. He said in June of 2008 the County and the RSCVA transferred 
the water rights to the Nevada Land Conservancy (NLC) to be used in the Truckee 
Meadows. Subsequent to that, the RSCVA requested their water rights back; however, 
the County’s were still transferred to the NLC. Mr. Childs explained if the County 
wanted those water rights returned by November 2010 it needed to be requested in 
writing early in 2010.  
 
 Mr. Childs said based on a $10,000 to $15,000 per acre-foot value, the 
estimated market value of those water rights were in the $2 to $3 million range. He 
indicated in order to raise $850,000, approximately 60 to 85 acre-feet would need to be 
sold. However, the County had identified one critical use for the water, which was the 
settlement agreement for the Truckee River Operating Agreement (TROA). He explained 
the entities of Reno, Sparks and the County were responsible for providing 6,700 acre-
feet of water to the Truckee River, with the County contributing 1,340 acre-feet of that 
water.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz said the County had approximately 350 acre-feet 
of water and wondered if that included the 211 acre-feet transferred to the NLC. Mr. 
Childs replied it did not. He explained the Board had not made a specific decision relative 
to applying that water to TROA. Commissioner Breternitz said if the County reserved 
that water, there would be about 40 percent of what was needed. Mr. Childs said that was 
correct. Commissioner Breternitz commented the water the County purchased in the 
1980’s and dedicated to the golf course was bought on a lower basis. He was concerned if 
the County sold something that appreciated would the County need other ways to acquire 
water rights to replace those at a higher basis. He said that would come from the 
taxpayers of the entire County and felt the Board was being asked to make an ill-advised 
transaction. Commissioner Larkin agreed.  
 
 Commissioner Weber disclosed she voted during RSCVA discussions and 
noted the Chairperson of RSCVA did not support the sale of the water rights. 
Commissioner Weber asked if Northgate were deemed open space, would that come 
under the City of Reno as a park. Mr. Childs replied the creation of a SAD by the City of 
Reno required the City to hold title to the property; therefore, it would exist as a City 
park. Commissioner Weber asked if the City had the same options with their water rights. 
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Mr. Childs said the City needed to have 4,020 acre-feet of water. Commissioner Weber 
said water rights were important to the County and felt all ratepayers needed to be 
considered. 
 
 Commissioner Jung asked if the approximate 200 acre-feet of water at 
Northgate and water rights located underground was all that the County owned. Mr. 
Childs replied the Department of Water Resources owned water, which was dedicated to 
developers and appurtenant to certain properties, but not available for the settlement of 
this agreement. He said when it became time to settle TROA the County assets and 
available water rights would be reviewed and, if appropriate, transferred from one use to 
another. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin said he saw no need to offer a motion until it was 
determined if a SAD was created. 
 
 Commissioner Jung agreed. She said she would like the staff report to be 
more robust when it came back. Specifically, she requested it spell out if the County 
would request the NLC to transfer the water rights back and the exact dates for that 
transfer. She also requested more information on the Sierra Sage water rights proceeds 
and how that would affect the fund should the City of Reno and the Board approve any 
use of that fund. She also requested if the residential construction tax would be applicable 
from the City and a possible sale of excess property, which perhaps could fund all or a 
portion of the proposal.  
 
 Commissioner Jung stated she did not care whose jurisdiction this was in, 
but cared that the open space was preserved, not given to developers and felt it was 
unconscionable that the County would not uphold that as open space since the taxpayers 
paid a higher premium for that property. She also requested options should the County 
arrive at funding to match the owners funds and an option to request the City of Reno to 
reimburse the County.  
 
 Mr. Childs indicated staff would inquire on the status of the residential 
construction tax and add the additional information to the next staff report.  
  
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item.  
 
09-1292  AGENDA ITEM 32 - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Fiscal Year 2010/11 budget discussion, including preliminary 
revenue outlook and direction to staff.” 
 
4:21 p.m.  Chairman Humke temporarily left and Vice Chairperson Weber assumed 

the gavel. 
 
 John Sherman, Finance Director and Darin Conforti, Budget Manager, 
conducted a PowerPoint presentation, which was placed on file with the Clerk. The 
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presentation included the current fiscal condition, scan of economic indicators, 
preliminary revenue outlook for fiscal year 2010/11, stabilization and sustainability plan 
and the budget prioritization practices; past and future. Mr. Sherman also discussed and 
reviewed employment and housing market indicators, taxable sales, preliminary outlook 
for revenues and expenditures, consolidated and AB 104 taxes, general fund property tax 
revenue, budget policies, guiding goals and objectives, past budget prioritization practice, 
budget practices for 2010/11 and the next steps.  
 
 Commissioner Jung said in the Washoe County Monthly Taxable Sales for 
2001 to the present, there was a strong correlation between January of each calendar year 
and a tremendous drop in taxable sales. She asked for an explanation why swings of that 
nature occurred at that time. Mr. Sherman said the high point of that chart was December, 
which was the holiday season and the highest taxable season in a calendar year, then to 
January which was the lowest taxable season. He said sales tax was 80 percent of the 
consolidated taxes for the revenue of the County and the State. Commissioner Jung asked 
if it mattered to the County when a large purchase was made in another county besides 
Washoe. Mr. Sherman replied yes. He indicated where the purchase was made was where 
most of the sales tax was distributed.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz remarked it was an excellent presentation and 
requested a copy of the entire presentation. Mr. Sherman stated the Board would be e-
mailed a copy and indicated it would also be available on the County’s webpage. 
Commissioner Breternitz asked if non-mandated services could be included for review, 
but would like all the choices before him, not only a partial list of those choices. Mr. 
Sherman commented the Board could choose to not fund non-mandated services and also 
there were elements of mandated services the Board could consider. Commissioner 
Breternitz said he believed that he could make that decision, but requested all of the 
information so intelligent choices could be made. Mr. Conforti said staff could model 
whatever the Board requested. He said in looking at the policy options, staff did other 
scenarios, and could bring forth a variety of options.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin said staff was presenting the Board with an 
overview of their suggested strategy for 2010/11. He said the presentation outlined 
stability and sustainability and felt that was a good starting focus. Commissioner Larkin 
said with the current revenues and spending plan the County had in place, he wondered if 
the County was in an unsustainable, destabilized condition. Mr. Sherman agreed that it 
was not long-term sustainable. He added there were different views on dealing with the 
budget and discussed some of those views. He remarked the economy in the Country and 
the community had changed radically, which could not be overemphasized. Mr. Sherman 
said this was the most profound economic event this Country had gone through since the 
1930’s and was not a normal business cycle.  
 
 Commissioner Jung asked what the highest overhead was in other 
industries that did not involve public servants. Mr. Sherman replied personnel was a huge 
cost. Commissioner Jung did not believe Washoe County was that wildly out of 
proportion with private industry. However, the point should not belabor that County 
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employees were overpaid and over-expended when the real message was that reductions 
had been made everywhere, and the County was now attempting to be sustainable and 
less erratic in how it moved forward as a County and as policymakers for the County. She 
said to imply that was because of overpaid County employees was misleading and missed 
the point. Commissioner Jung said as an organization the County had been one of the 
more conservative employers in the community and suggested different language to bring 
that forth that message.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin said under the stabilization and sustainability plan 
the central focus was the per employee cost to provide services, which was the central 
structure to maintain sustainability and stabilization. He discussed zero-based budgeting, 
which had been considered in the 1980’s. Commissioner Larkin said lately the County 
had been practicing incremental budgeting. He remarked the County may be in for an 
exercise in zero-based budgeting, explaining departments would have to re-justify their 
organizations. He inquired how long it would take to implement zero-based budgeting for 
the County. Mr. Sherman commented departments would start with assuming zero in 
their budgets and justify every dollar spent. Commissioner Larkin said zero-based 
budgeting would explicitly display mandates versus non-mandates and require all 
departments to evaluate whether they were implementing mandated or non-mandated 
services and, if they so chose, give the Board an opportunity to weigh in on that political 
landscape. Mr. Sherman said an alternative to zero-based budgeting was a requirement to 
afford departments to weed out their mandates versus non-mandates and provide a cost 
estimate to the Board during budget presentations. Commissioner Larkin suggested the 
benefits of the cost of going through a zero-based budget be weighed to see if the County 
was at that point. Mr. Sherman agreed and also suggested the balance between 
programmatic reduction and global cost structure reduction.  
 
 Dave Childs, Assistant County Manager, said staff would return in 
January with better numbers and responses to the Board’s concerns. He said staff would 
review zero-based budgeting relative to the County’s ability to implement with shortages.  
 
 Commissioner Jung asked if the Finance Director ever requested 
department heads hold back a percentage toward the end of the fiscal year before getting 
the go ahead to spend that percentage. Mr. Sherman stated that have never occurred. 
Commissioner Jung asked if that could be discussed in the budget strategies when giving 
direction to staff. Mr. Sherman remarked that particular strategy had not been deployed, 
but a surrogate to that was when vacancies occurred and were held open; the departments 
were not authorized to spend that budget, so in the past there had been salary sweeps.  
 
 Richard Gammick, District Attorney, remarked in the report under 
disadvantages a sentence said, “… however, if no modifications are made to the current 
prioritization system, certain services will be cut to the point where they are no longer 
viable…” He said he attended a high order budget meeting when a valid point made was 
if incremental cuts continue to be made within a government agency there would come a 
point when so many incremental cuts had been made the entire County was not viable. 
He commented the Board needed to review any County program as to whether it was a 
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current viable program or an out-dated program. He said no matter what the Board 
decided someone would be upset. Mr. Gammick clarified mandates had to be reviewed 
and departments could not be told to ignore mandates. He said if those were ignored there 
would be consequences. Mr. Gammick said as a government body “wants versus needs” 
had to be reviewed, and what the County needed to do to meet the needs of the 
constituency. He said once the “needs” were paid for, then review the “wants.”  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Gary Schmidt spoke on the 
budget and subsidized sprawl growth. 
 
 Josh Wilson, Assessor, explained some reductions were centered around 
ad valorem taxes, which comprised 55 percent of the total revenue stream into the 
County. He complimented the Finance staff for engaging much of the entities who played 
a role in the financial projections. Mr. Wilson remarked on some of the options listed in 
the PowerPoint presentation and noted the revenue reductions may not be as significant 
as last year. He stated personnel were the most valuable resource for any organization 
and could either make or break an organization. Mr. Wilson felt it would be a good idea 
to review non-mandated services, rejustification of services and growth in the public 
sector. 
 
 No action was taken on this item. 
 
09-1293  AGENDA ITEM 33 – DISTRICT ATTORNEY   
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible approval of a stipulation for settlement 
and dismissal of case number CV08-03523, Sally S. Weston et. al. vs. Washoe 
County. The case concerns the County’s approval of the South Valleys Area Plan 
Update---Washoe Valley portion (Washoe County planning case number CP08-005), 
on December 8, 2008, for property located within the territory of the South Valleys 
Area Plan outside the boundaries of the Truckee Meadows Service Area (TMSA). 
The substance of the proposed stipulation was approved at the County Commission 
Meeting of October 27, 2009. The actual stipulation was approved by the Regional 
Planning Governing Board, respondent in a related case (CV09-01642), at its 
November 12, 2009, meeting. Among other things, the stipulation provides for the 
following: 
 1) consolidating the case with a related case against the Regional 
Planning Agency (CV09-01642),  
 2) agreeing to up-zone that portion of Weston’s property north of the 
proposed hydrographic basin line to Low Density Suburban provided the TMSA 
boundary is appropriately extended,  
 3) limiting Weston’s development potential north of the proposed 
TMSA boundary to a maximum of 109 units which could be clustered,  
 4) limiting development south of the hydrographic basin line to a 
maximum of 4 units including the existing Weston residence,  
 5) keeping the Medium Density Rural zoning designation for the 
parcel that includes the existing Weston residence,  
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 6) requiring Weston to dedicate the remainder of the approximately 
600 acres of the entire property as open space, and 
 7) providing that no damages, costs or attorneys fees are awarded to 
any party.” 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz stated this had been previously discussed and 
noted this was the formalization of those past discussions and direction. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
5:50 p.m.  Chairman Humke returned to the meeting. 
 
 Chairman Humke commented that he spoke to Attorney Tom Hall who 
was aware of the action and was in agreement. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Chairman Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 33 be approved. 
 
09-1294  AGENDA ITEM 34 – RENO JUSTICE COURT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and adoption of a Resolution authorizing the election 
of a person to a Sixth Judicial Seat for the Reno-Verdi Township Justice Court and 
a Third Judicial Seat for the Sparks Township Justice Court on the 2010 Ballot 
pursuant to NRS 4.020. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  Chairman Humke resumed the gavel. 
 
  Commissioner Larkin requested Agenda Item 35 be reinstituted and heard 
simultaneously with Agenda Item 34.   
 
  Paul Lipparelli, Assistant District Attorney, stated he received a letter 
from Judge Susan Deriso and Judge Kevin Higgins, Sparks Justice Court, which was 
placed on file with the Clerk, requesting that the third seat for the Sparks Township not 
be created at this time.  
 
  Mr. Lipparelli explained the resolution before the Board was written prior 
to the latest developments. He gave the Board a brief background on the complexity of 
the process. He said when counties the size of Washoe reached a certain threshold, 
another department of the Justice Court came into existence. He remarked the population 
referred to would be a population certified by the Governor in March of even numbered 
years. Mr. Lipparelli explained the law provided for a majority of sitting judges in that 
township to decide if the case load warranted the addition of an additional seat and would 
notify the county commission if that seat was not needed. However, the oddity in the law 
was that the Legislature changed the filing period for judicial offices from March to 
January. Mr. Lipparelli explained that created an impossible position since it was difficult 
for the Court to know if the population threshold was going to be met in order to notify 

DECEMBER 8, 2009  PAGE 39 



the Board for an election process to take place. He stated the resolution would recognize 
that since 2006 the population in the Reno Township justified the addition of a sixth 
department. Mr. Lipparelli said the resolution would also declare the vacancy existed as 
of January 2010 and would direct the election process for the 2012 General Election. He 
said by arranging the election process in the suggested fashion, the sixth seat would run 
during the election cycle of Department One; however, the resolution required two 
modifications. He said in paragraph 4, subparagraph A, “2010” would be stricken and 
“2012” would be inserted as the election cycle to be used. He said in subparagraph B, 
after the words “…be paid…” the remainder of the sentence would be stricken and the 
words “…according to law” would be inserted. Mr. Lipparelli recommended the 2012 
election process be used and the filing period be that required by law.  
 
  Chief Judge Harold Albright, Reno Justice Court Department 4, explained 
the Judges had attempted to be responsible and waive this seat in the past and, attempted 
to waive the case law, but the cases were increasing. He said with this the Judges would 
be able to work better with the Public Defender’s Office and the District Attorney’s 
Office. He believed it was meritorious and the delay until 2012 would give time to plan 
and meet the needs. Judge Albright commented the Courts had Administrative 
Assessment Fees, which accrue if not committed, and the County was entitled to utilize 
the uncommitted funds. He explained the Court would be willing to not commit $600,000 
of those fees and allow the Board to utilize them. Judge Albright said the staff report for 
Agenda Item 35 provided the information. He noted five employees were lost in the 
budget reductions and the three being requested would not add additional employees. 
 
  Chairman Humke asked for a job description of the three employees. 
Steve Tuttle, Reno Justice Court Administrator, explained the Court was requesting an 
arraignment clerk, a warrant clerk and a business system analyst. Judge Albright 
commented the Courts were paying for the Case Management System for the City of 
Sparks as well as the Reno Justice Court. He explained the system analyst would work 
with the Reno Justice Court and the Sparks Court providing a Comprehensive Case 
Management System to serve the entire needs of the County. He said the Reno Justice 
Court was also approached by Reno Municipal Court in an effort to merge part of the 
systems. 
 
  Commissioner Larkin asked if the three positions were full-costed. Mr. 
Tuttle explained the positions were full-costed. Darin Conforti, Budget Manager, said 
staff had worked closely with the Court and remarked the issue contemplated by the 
Court indicated what happened when an organization was under fiscal stress. He said the 
overture of the Court to bring forward $600,000 could not be understated and was a 
tremendous sacrifice of funds, and his responsibility was to advise the Board how those 
funds would fit into the County budget. Mr. Conforti indicated the three positions would 
cost approximately $220,000 per year and a one-time contribution of $600,000 would 
cover the cost through fiscal year 2011/12. He indicated during fiscal year 2013 when the 
one-time contribution would be exhausted, the costs would be folded into the cost 
structure of the County General Fund. Commissioner Larkin remarked this coincided 
with the discussion concerning zero-based budgeting that those positions would have to 
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stand on their own. Mr. Conforti replied that was correct. He stated he was not sure how 
zero-based budgeting would apply to the judiciary since the issue would question how the 
funds were used and if that would withstand the current separation of power between the 
branches of government. Commissioner Larkin said since these were on-going court fees 
that continued to accrue, he asked if this was a one-time contribution. Mr. Conforti stated 
that was correct. He explained those court fees were under the sole discretion of the 
Justices of the Peace and the limits those fees could be used for were prescribed in law. 
Mr. Conforti commented not all of those funds would be permissible to use for this 
expense.  
 
  Judge Jack Schroeder, Reno Justice Court Department 3, commented the 
Courts were seeking deferral of the sixth seat and recommended contributing $600,000 
for three employees. He emphasized the Courts needed those additional employees. 
 
  Judge Kevin Higgins, Sparks Justice Court, said the Sparks Justice Court 
had been working with County staff to arrive at the best solution. He indicated the Sparks 
Justice Court had been entitled to a third judge for eight years.  
 
  Commissioner Larkin asked if the letter from the Sparks Justice Court 
constituted a waiver. Judge Higgins replied that was correct, along with a letter being sent 
to the Legislative Counsel. 
 
  Commissioner Larkin said the notation about the cumulative effect of 
adding three new employees had merit. He stated it appeared to be a good deal for the 
next two years and were more or less funded on an enterprise basis with administrative 
fees. Mr. Conforti indicated there had been vigorous negotiations concerning this issue 
and the perspective was maintaining cost neutrality in the present and moving forward. 
He said the $600,000 was an overture that was not to be looked at lightly. He 
acknowledged that staff was engaged in negotiations with the Court, but indicated this 
Board item was not perfected and, as written, staff could not act on this item. He 
explained if adopted the business system analyst was a new classification and would need 
to come back before the Board. Mr. Conforti said the Justice Court was requesting 
immunity from budget reductions for the next two fiscal years, which recognizing the 
priority-based approach the County used to weigh priorities, was an issue in negotiations.   
 
  Commissioner Larkin asked if that was still the position of the Court. 
Judge Albright replied that was set out in the item. He explained the Court was 
contributing $600,000 to the County and requesting three employees. However, they did 
not want to arrive July 1st and have those three employees cut, equating to a $600,000 
gift to the County with nothing gained by the Court. 
 
  Commissioner Breternitz said it was difficult for him to support this item 
if that provision remained and allow the Board the flexibility to work through the budget 
situation.  
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  Commissioner Weber stated she was unsure of the impacts or if there 
were impacts and how this would help the Sparks Justice Court. Mr. Tuttle explained 
initially staff tried to maintain the current budget level because all resources were being 
given to the County in a lump sum. He said it was anticipated the Court would have a 
large budget reduction this fiscal year. He said the Court wanted to give the County 
$600,000 and be immune from further reductions. Mr. Tuttle stated he would be willing 
to meet with Mr. Conforti in an attempt to arrive at a solution for the County and the 
Court; however, it needed to be emphasized that this Court was deeply cut in the budget 
process. Mr. Tuttle explained the requested positions were to cover daily operations. 
Chairman Humke stated this sounded like the striking of a “fixed two-year based 
budget.” He said it was difficult to look at a fixed-budget when working with Employee 
Associations and other groups since some departments gave up 30 percent.  
 
  In response to Commissioner Weber’s question concerning the impact on 
the Sparks Justice Court, Mr. Conforti replied a cost-neutral solution had been reached 
with the Sparks Justice Court based on the needs agreeable to them for the waiver of the 
third judge.  
 
  Mr. Conforti suggested not transferring the $600,000 of Administrative 
Assessment Fees to the General Fund, and charge the three positions directly to the 
Administrative Assessment Fund. Then those costs could be paid for with the 
Administrative Assessment Fees until the sixth judge came onboard. He said staff could 
then engage in a discussion of the General Fund picking up the cost for those positions. 
Mr. Tuttle said the Court would be in cooperation with that suggestion. He said it was the 
intent to have the Reno Justice Court healthy.  
 
  Commissioner Larkin said Agenda Item 34 consisted of an agreement and 
a resolution. He inquired if the comments were perfected for the resolution or the 
agreement since he was unsure if what was proposed in the resolution was possible. He 
commented NRS was specific that the assessment for any new judge had to occur with 
the Governor’s certification of the population, which only occurred in an even year, prior 
to March 1st. Commissioner Larkin felt, if challenged, the resolution would be 
ineffective because of the judicial filing in January. He indicated that left the Board one 
avenue which was to set by appointment. He said the earliest the appointment could 
occur was after the certification of March 1st by which time there would only be one 
appointment and would require Legislative review during a Legislative session. Mr. 
Lipparelli explained for this resolution the Board would rely upon the 2006 certification 
of the population and also recognize that by a series of decisions by the Justice Court, the 
Board would not fill the seat. He said if the Board did not act it cast the whole decision 
into another realm.  
 
  Mr. Lipparelli explained the Registrar of Voters would decide whether or 
not to accept Declarations of Candidacy in January. Mr. Lipparelli asked if the Board 
wanted the Registrar of Voters and an Assistant District Attorney deciding or the County 
Commission to decide. He stated when the Board adopted a resolution that spoke for the 
County as a whole, not just the Court. He said if the Declaration of Candidacy was 
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refused, a group could petition another court for a writ to compel the Registrar to accept 
those and the County would find themselves in litigation. He conceded it was ugly, but if 
the logic was followed and tracked with statutes it could fit and be recognized that the 
threshold was exceeded in 2006. Mr. Lipparelli said since that time there had been a 
series of decisions not to fill the seat; however, and the Court could no longer go without 
that judge past the 2012 election. 
 
  Mr. Lipparelli stated resigning to litigation would be the worse case 
scenario. He said here was a resolution, the word of the governing board of the County, 
as to what it thought should happen based on the advice of legal counsel and based on the 
decision-making power within the Justice Court to waive the seat and follow statutes. He 
indicated in NRS 4.150 the Board could have authority of what was being recommended. 
Commissioner Larkin stated or, as done in the past, the Court could issue a waiver. He 
said if he were a candidate for that judicial seat he would be irritated that a condition was 
established that could challenge the incumbency. Commissioner Larkin said he could not 
support that. 
 
  Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, indicated the Board had faced this issue in 
the past. She said the advice from the Secretary of State was less than useful and in the 
end the Court was willing to waive early in January before the filing was open, so there 
was never an issue. Ms. Foster said if the Court was willing to follow this process with 
the communication to the Legislative Counsel Bureau (LCB) that it would not be seeking 
to fill this seat for that election cycle, the resolution was appropriate and defensible. 
Commissioner Larkin stated the Court could issue the waiver directly without a 
resolution. Ms. Foster suggested adding language reflecting that concurrency requirement 
on the certification of population. Commissioner Larkin asked why deal with the 
resolution when it was a requirement of law that the justices notify the LCB and the 
County Commissioners. He said if the Justices were acceptable he was supportive of 
Agenda Item 35, but not Agenda Item 34.  
   
  Mr. Lipparelli said thus far the advice to the Registrar of Voters had been 
that the seat did not exist and filings should not be accepted. He indicated doing nothing 
would result in the District Attorney’s Office advising the Registrar that the seat did not 
exist and nothing should be done. He said if that occurred the Justice Court would file a 
petition for a writ, resulting in a court deciding the case; however, that would not happen 
in time to file for the Office in January. Mr. Lipparelli explained another option was to 
wait for the Governor’s certification then have the Board act to declare the seat vacant 
and set a filing period for that vacancy, which would cause an election for the sixth seat 
and pay the costs of salary and benefits when that person took office in January of 2011.  
Mr. Lipparelli said now there was a possibility to defer the filing of that seat for a whole 
budget cycle and rely upon the authority of the Board to set forth the process to fill a 
vacancy and recognize that by the Legislature moving the filing date, it precluded certain 
sequences of events from being possible. 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz said one option being discussed was the use of 
NRS 4.150 to declare a vacancy and certify that the vacancy occurred; therefore, there 
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would be an opening to be filled. He said a number of possibilities had been discussed, 
and asked if it were determined to open up the filing period January 2010 or January 
2012. Mr. Lipparelli clarified if the suggested modifications were accepted the date 
would be January 2012. Commissioner Breternitz clarified that the employees would be 
funded by the Administrative Assessment Fees. Commissioner Larkin agreed and noted 
that was the enterprise-type funding.  
 
 Mr. Conforti said the proposed suggestion was technically the most 
eloquent solution where the Administrative Assessment Account would be treated as an 
Enterprise Fund. He said there was also a subsequent statutory clause that allowed funds 
to be reverted if they were uncommitted. He indicated that clause would not be exercised. 
He said the Court would retain the $600,000 and the Reno Justice Court General Fund 
budget would be held constant, relative to all other department budgets. 
 
 Ms. Foster reiterated the changes to the resolution would be Paragraph 4, 
subsections A and B as noted in the above discussion. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin voting “no,” Chairman Humke 
ordered that Agenda Item 34 be approved, authorized and executed as amended. The 
amended resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
09-1295  AGENDA ITEM 35 – RENO JUSTICE COURT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to increase Reno-Verdi Justice Court staffing 
level by three full time employees which will be offset by the immediate deposit of 
$600,000 from the Court’s two-year uncommitted Administrative Assessment 
Account to the Washoe County General Fund and to maintain current base budget 
for two years (Fiscal Year 2010/11 and Fiscal Year 2011/12) which includes $100,000 
Senior Judge/Pro Tempore funding per year. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 

***For discussion concerning Agenda Item 34, 
refer to the above item 09-1294*** 

 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Chairman Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that the Reno-Verdi Justice Court staffing level 
be increased by three full-time employees, not specifying those positions, which would 
be off-set by the immediate deposit of $600,000 from the Court’s two-year uncommitted 
Administrative Assessment Account and that the negotiations between the Finance 
Department and the Court commence in terms of future budgeting consistent with the 
principles outlined in the discussion.  
 
7:11 p.m.  The Board recessed. 
 
7:30 p.m.  The Board reconvened with Commissioner’s Larkin and Jung absent. 
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09-1296  AGENDA ITEM 36 – 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, and graffiti; and providing other matters 
properly relating thereto. Set public hearing and second reading of the Ordinance 
for January 12, 2010 at 6:00 p.m. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  Dave Childs, Assistant County Manager, stated there had been a second 
reading of this ordinance in October 2009 where the Board made several changes 
resulting in a re-write of the ordinance. He said direction to staff was to return to the 
Board on December 8, 2009 for another first reading.  
 
  Bob Webb, Planning Manager, explained the definition of “vehicle” was 
expanded to describe a street legal vehicle and a non-highway vehicle. He stated the 
intent of the recommendation was to differentiate vehicles that could be registered for use 
on a highway and those vehicles which could not be registered for use on a road. Mr. 
Webb said the second key point was using the differentiation between the two types of 
vehicles. He said staff refined the definition of “junk vehicles” to specify that only street 
legal vehicles, which do not possess a current valid vehicle registration, would be 
considered as junk vehicles if within public view. Mr. Webb said another 
recommendation was to remove the word “complete” from the definition of screen and 
explained the definition. He said staff believed that was the intent of the Citizen 
Committee and the Board to screen the area in which the vehicle or material was stored, 
not complete visual obscuration. He said the final recommendation was an added 
provision to item 9 of the nuisance to allow the County to issue a display permit for junk 
vehicles. He explained display permits should only be granted within certain specific 
circumstances and those needed to be clearly defined when staff brought those proposed 
parameters forward to the Board. 
 
7:35 p.m.  Commissioner Larkin returned.  
 
7:36 p.m.  Commissioner Jung returned. 
 
  In response to the call for public comment, Garth Elliott spoke on behalf 
of several Sun Valley residents and Citizen Committee members. He said the citizens felt 
that Sun Valley fueled the nuisance ordinance revision and that the solution that came 
about was based on emotion and, unfortunately, did not solve the problems that occurred 
in Sun Valley. Mr. Elliott said the citizens would like a standard based on a percentage of 
the property and that 25 percent of a properties square footage be used for storage; and 40 
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percent of that could be used for storage of inoperable vehicles or 10 percent net of the 
total square footage without placing a limit on the number of vehicles. 
  
  Nancy Leeder stated she had e-mailed the Board, which was placed on 
file with the Clerk. She said her contention was that there was a difference between a 
third of an acre lot in Sun Valley and the rest of the County. She requested four changes 
to the proposed ordinance and stated those changes.   
 
  R. Gary Brown stated 1 percent of people made it difficult for others. He 
said most of the affected vehicles would be registered in the Incline Village, Reno and 
Sparks areas and suggested flexibility for other parts of the County.  
 
  Gary Schmidt spoke on “junk vehicles” and recommended suggestions to 
the proposed ordinance.   
 
   Commissioner Weber read two e-mails into the record from Kathryn 
Snedigar, which were placed on file with the Clerk. 
 
  Commissioner Jung requested staff review the concerns made from the 
public. She asked Commissioner Larkin to speak on the amendments he made earlier 
concerning the Hearing Officer so that citizens interested in the ordinance may consider 
the logic behind those ideas. 
 
  Adrian Freund, Community Development Director, asked if the Board 
wished staff to integrate some of the comments that had been mentioned. Chairman 
Humke stated that was the direction.  
 
  Commissioner Larkin stated during agenda Item 7I(1) the Board approved 
an independent contractor agreement template for the Administrative Enforcement Code 
Officer, set the rates and directed the Manager to return to the Board with policies and 
procedures for applicants to be reviewed by the Board through some process. He 
indicated the Board did not implement the suggestion to delegate that authority to the 
Purchasing and Contracts Manager.  
 
 Bill No. 1606, 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, AND GRAFFITI; AND PROVIDING 
OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY RELATED THERETO, "was introduced by 
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Commissioner Breternitz, the title read to the Board and legal notice for final action of 
adoption directed.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that the public hearing and second 
reading of the Ordinance be set for January 12, 2010 at 6:00 p.m. 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
09-1297  AGENDA ITEM 37 – TRUCKEE RIVER FLOOD MANAGEMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Second Amendment to the 
Infrastructure Tax Plan regarding the 1/8% Infrastructure Sales Tax enacted in 
December 1998 (Amendment expands the description of the projects and updates 
the costs and sources of financing of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Truckee 
River Flood Control Project) [estimated local share of total project cost $525 million 
to be paid for in part by the Infrastructure Fund - as defined in NRS 377B.150].  
Continued from October 13, 2009 Commission Meeting. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against the recommendation to approve the Second Amendment to the 
Infrastructure Tax Plan regarding the 1/8 percent Infrastructure Sales Tax enacted in 
December 1998. There being no one wishing to speak, the Chairman closed the public 
hearing. 
 
 Naomi Duerr, Truckee River Flood Management Director, conducted a 
PowerPoint presentation, which was placed on file with the Clerk, explaining the 
description of the projects, updates and the costs and sources of financing of the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers for the Truckee River Flood Control Project. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 37 be 
approved. 
 
09-1298  AGENDA ITEM 38 – BUILDING AND SAFETY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Appeal of the Board of Adjustment’s Action denying Appeal Case 
No. AX09-005--Will Sauer Road. (Commission District 2.)” 
 
“Appeal of the decision of the County Building Official to place a stop work order 
(“Red-Tag”) on building permit number 07-4383. The permit is to construct a new 
gate across Will Sauer Road on Assessors Parcel Numbers 005-092-23 and 055-041-
17. Based upon the staff analysis, comments received, and site inspections, the 
Building Official recommends that the Board of County Commissioners deny the 
appeal and affirm the Board of Adjustment’s denial of Appeal Case No. AX09-005.” 
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 The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against the appeal of the Board of Adjustment’s action denying Appeal Case 
No. AX09-005--Will Sauer Road. 
 
 Dave Childs, Assistant County Manager, stated since a possible solution 
was being offered, the appellant requested this be continued. 
 
 Stuart Harrington, Will Sauer Road Association Chair, stated he was 
monitoring the meeting to see what would be offered. He said negotiations were taking 
place with the District Attorney’s Office and some new ideas were being discussed to 
solve the problem. 
 
 The public hearing remained open and no action was taken. 
 
09-1299  AGENDA ITEM 39 
 
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 he would attend the Truckee Meadows 
Water Authority (TMWA) Joint meeting on December 9, 2009, the Regional Planning 
Governing Board (RPGB) meeting on December 10, 2009 and the Flood Project 
Coordinating Committee (FPCC) and the Western Regional Water Commission meetings 
(WRWC) on December 11, 2009. He reminded the Board of their retreat scheduled for 
December 14, 2009 and requested an alternate for the TMWA meeting on December 16, 
2009. 
 
   Commissioner Weber said Nevadaworks would meet December 11, 2009. 
She said she attended the Nevada Association of Counties (NACO) meeting which was 
her last official Board meeting as president. She attended the National Board of Directors 
for the National Association of Counties (NACo) and noted the National Board voted to 
give $150,000, a one-time fund for bonuses for employees; however, she commented she 
always voted against those bonuses due to the economic times and felt it was not an 
appropriate justification. She said this year there were 23 opposed votes for those 
bonuses. Commissioner Weber suggested the Board review the presentation of an agenda 
she brought from Elko County.  
 
   Commissioner Jung said she began a District 3 outreach program called 
“Neighbor to Neighbor” inspired by the National Day of Service on September 11, 2009. 
She commented 35 students and residents in the Rancho San Rafael area arrived on a 
Saturday in September and cleaned the Arboretum with a Park Ranger. She said in 
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October the group volunteered at Animal Services and in November was approached by 
the Pan-Hellenic Association of the University of Nevada, Reno who volunteered to 
clean-up four different parks. Commissioner Jung stated she had been invited to the 
“Home Performance with Energy Star” that looked at the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act and how counties and local jurisdictions could become involved when 
it came to retro-fitting homes and different contractors.     
 
   Commissioner Breternitz requested an agenda item concerning the 
County’s change order policy. 
 
 COMMUNICATIONS: 
 
 The following communications and reports were received, duly noted, and 
ordered placed on file with the Clerk:  
 
09-1300 State of Nevada, Department of Transportation, executed contract 

documents, plans and specifications for Contract No. 3285, Readvertised, 
Project No. IM-080-1(164), on I-80 from West of the East McCarran 
Interchange to 0.38 Miles East of the Vista Interchange, Washoe County, 
Sierra Nevada Construction, Inc., Contractor. (Documents forwarded to 
Engineering on October 28, 2009.)  

 
09-1301 Agreement between the County of Washoe and the Washoe County Public 

Attorneys Association, 2008-2010 (BCC Meeting April 14, 2009, Item  
09-325).  

 
  REPORTS – MONTHLY 
 
09-1302 Clerk of the Court, Report of Fee Collections for the month ending 

October 31, 2009.  
 
  REPORTS – QUARTERLY 
 
09-1303 AT&T Nevada Declaration of Availability of IP Video Service for the 

period ending September 30, 2009. 
 
09-1304 Gerlach General Improvement District, 1st Quarter Economic Report for 

fiscal year 2009/10.  
 
09-1305 Gerlach General Improvement District, Corrected 1st Quarter Economic 

Report for fiscal year 2009/10. 
09-1306 Washoe County School District, Quarterly Report for the 4th Quarter of 

fiscal year 2008/09, ending June 30, 2009. 
 
09-1307 Washoe County School District, Quarterly Report for the 1st Quarter of 

fiscal year 2009/10, ending September 30, 2009. 
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  REPORTS – ANNUAL 
 
09-1308 Carson-Truckee Water Conservancy District, Financial Statements and 

Supplemental Information for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2009. 
 
09-1309 Incline Village General Improvement District, Comprehensive Annual 

Financial Report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2009.  
 
09-1310 North Lake Tahoe Fire Protection District, Audited Financial Statements 

for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2009.  
 
09-1311 Regional Transportation Commission, Fiscal Year 2010 Budget.  
 
09-1312 Reno-Sparks Convention & Visitors Authority, Comprehensive Annual 

Financial Report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2009.  
 
 * * * * * * * * * * 
 
 ADJOURNMENT 
 
8:15 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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