
   BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS  
WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
TUESDAY  8:30 A.M. JANUARY 25, 2011 
 
PRESENT: 

John Breternitz, Chairman 
Bonnie Weber, Vice Chairperson 

Bob Larkin, Commissioner* 
Kitty Jung, Commissioner 

David Humke, Commissioner* 
 

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

 
 The Washoe County Board of Commissioners convened at 8:30 a.m. in 
closed session in the Commission Caucus Room, 1001 East Ninth Street, 2nd Floor, 
Room A205 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: 
 
 AGENDA ITEM 3 – CLOSED SESSION 
 
Agenda Subject: “Possible Closed Session for the purpose of discussing negotiations 
with Employee Organizations per NRS 288.220.” 
 
 The Board convened in closed session for the purpose of discussing 
negotiations with Employee Organizations per NRS 288.220.  
 
Following Item #3 above, the Board of County Commissioners will recess and 
reconvene at 10:00 a.m. in the Washoe County Commission Chambers located at 1001 
E. 9th Street, Reno, for the remainder of the County Commission Agenda. 
 
10:10 a.m. The Board reconvened with Commissioners Larkin and Humke absent. 
 
 County Manager Katy Simon stated: "The Chairman and the Board of 
County Commissioners intend that their proceedings should demonstrate the highest 
levels of decorum, civic responsibility, efficiency and mutual respect between citizens 
and their government. The Board respects the right of citizens to present differing 
opinions and views, even criticism, but our democracy cannot function effectively in an 
environment of personal attacks, slander, threats of violence, and willful disruption. To 
that end, the Nevada Open Meeting Law provides the authority for the Chair of a public 
body to maintain the decorum and to declare a recess if needed to remove any person 
who is disrupting the meeting, and notice is hereby provided of the intent of this body to 
preserve the decorum and remove anyone who disrupts the proceedings." 
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 Chairman Breternitz announced that Agenda Item 20 would be heard at a 
time certain of 5:30 p.m. 
 
*10:13 a.m.  Commissioner Larkin arrived. 
 
11-60 AGENDA ITEM 6 - RESOLUTION 
 
Agenda Subject: “Resolution of Appreciation--honoring former Nevada State 
Senator William Raggio.” 
 
 Chairman Breternitz read and presented the Resolution of Appreciation to 
former Nevada State Senator William Raggio. Senator Raggio thanked the Board for this 
honor. He said the County Commission had always been a responsible body and it had 
always been a pleasure working them. Senator Raggio stated to earn the respect of the 
citizens you did what you thought was right and said what you thought without worrying 
about being reelected.  
  
 Richard Gammick, District Attorney, presented Senator Raggio with gifts 
from the Nevada District Attorney’s Association and the Washoe County District 
Attorney’s Association. He also presented Senator Raggio a plaque embossed with the 
American Flag because he said Senator Raggio was a true patriot of the country.  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne spoke on the 
Resolution. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Humke absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 6 be adopted. 
  
11-61 AGENDA ITEM 7 – EXCELLENCE IN PUBLIC SERVICE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Presentation of Excellence in Public Service Certificates honoring 
Washoe County employees who have completed essential employee development 
courses.” 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, recognized the following employees for 
successful completion of the Excellence in Public Service Certificate Programs 
administered by the Human Resources Department: 
 
 Essentials of High Performing Teams 
 Lynette Anninos, Office Assistant III   
 Charles Wright, Deputy Recorder I 
 Roxanna Valverde, Office Support Specialist 
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 Essentials of Personal Effectiveness  
 Brenden Donnan, Unity Clerk 
 Roxanna Valverde, Office Support Specialist 
 
 Essentials of Support Staff 
 Brenden Donnan, Unity Clerk 
 Roxanna Valverde, Office Support Specialist 
 
11-62 AGENDA ITEM 8 – PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Public Comment. Comment heard under this item will be limited 
to two minutes per person and may pertain to matters both on and off the 
Commission agenda. The Commission will also hear public comment during 
individual action items, with comment limited to two minutes per person.  
Comments are to be made to the Commission as a whole.” 
 
 Ardena Perry requested the Board postpone the first reading of the animal 
ordinance until more public input could be received.   
  
 Donna Peterson spoke about respect and the power of words. She stated 
words could be powerful, wonderful, persuasive, provocative, inspirational and 
motivational, but could also be demeaning, destructive, offensive and cruel. Ms. Peterson 
stated week after week there were stories of students being verbally bullied and 
politicians whose incensory rhetoric was alienating, divisive and, in some cases, 
dangerous. She said it was incumbent upon anyone that entered these chambers to 
demonstrate decorum and respect. However, on several occasions a Commissioner chose 
words that were degrading, humiliating, undignified and not worthy of their elected 
office. Ms. Peterson said it may not have been the intention to be demeaning, but that was 
how those words had been perceived. She requested the Chair require all Commissioners 
to think carefully about their choice of words and the emotional power those words may 
inflict.      
 
 Jennifer Mustain discussed the North Valleys Babe Ruth Baseball League. 
She indicated that the Golden Valley field was in disarray and in need of major 
renovations. Last year when citizens inquired for help from the County to assist in 
repairing the fields, it was related that the County did not have the funds available. She 
suggested that the original plans be furthered to build the two Babe Ruth baseball fields.   
 
 Betty Hicks said the County now had a population of 400,000+ and, 
according to NRS, once that number was reached the County was meant to have seven 
Commissioners. She said a Bill Draft Request (BDR) had been submitted to change that 
law and require a larger population. Ms. Hicks asked the Board to encourage the 
Legislature to not change the law and allow seven county commissioners.     
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 Tonja Brown distributed documents that were placed on file with the 
Clerk. She stated her dissatisfaction toward the Washoe County Public Defender’s 
Office.  
 
 Edward Hawkins spoke on Agenda Item 16. He said during a recent 
Neighborhood Advisory Board (NAB) meeting discussion ensued about the $7.5 million 
that was made from the sale of water rights from the Sierra Sage Golf Course for the use 
of the North Valleys Sports Complex. He stated that the North Valleys was in need of 
two Babe Ruth baseball fields, a concession stand and an enclosed water park. He said 
the money was available and it would be good to omit the Washoe County debt on the 
Golf Course; however, there were certain issues that needed to be discussed. 
 
 Sam Dehne discussed the recent State-of-the-State speech delivered by 
Governor Brian Sandoval. 
 
  Dr. Richard Simmonds thanked the District Attorney’s Office and staff 
for meeting with citizens to discuss the proposed changes to the animal ordinance.  
 
 District Attorney Richard Gammick asked that the Board leave Agenda 
Item 20 at the time certain. He said there had been four years of hearings concerning this 
issue and stated the public had a great deal of input. He indicated that the recent changes 
to the proposal would be brought to the Board. Mr. Gammick said those changes were a 
result from a meeting held on January 24, 2011. He said the changes were not critical to 
the ordinance, but changes requested by citizens.   
 
 * * * * * * * * * *  
 
 Later in the meeting, Chairman Breternitz re-opened public comment to 
hear comment from individuals who inadvertently requested to speak on the wrong 
agenda item.  
 
 Troy Blake, Silver State Cal Ripken President, said the Silver State Cal 
Ripken program serviced youth baseball from the ages of four to 12. Currently, they used 
the North Valleys Sports Complex baseball fields. Mr. Blake noted that Cal Ripken 
baseball was a division of the Babe Ruth program. He said there were currently 800 
participants in the league, but the two Babe Ruth fields in use were not suitable for the 
participants. Due to those conditions, the retention of participants in the Babe Ruth 
division dropped dramatically.  
 
 Norman Mustain said the two Babe Ruth baseball fields were badly 
needed. He felt the program could double in members with the new fields.  
 
 Dennis Stoddard said the need was there to support the Babe Ruth fields. 
He understood that the Board may appropriate money from a bond set aside for the North 
Valleys Sports Complex. He emphasized diverting the funds were not in the best interest 
of the community.   
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 Tim Riley, Cal Ripken of Nevada Commissioner, said the Silver State Cal 
Ripken program broke off from the Sun Valley Cal Ripken program to become 
community-based. He said part of the original goal was to have the Babe Ruth fields side-
by-side at the Sports Complex. He requested the Board support the North Valleys 
community and the decision that the Advisory Boards made and consider building those 
fields. Mr. Riley stated Agenda Item 16 was the first step in the “horse-trading” that 
needed to be completed with the City of Reno in order to maintain the funds.   
 
11-63 AGENDA ITEM 9 – ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Commissioners’/Manager’s Announcements, Requests for 
Information, Topics for Future Agendas and Statements Relating to Items Not on 
the Agenda. (No discussion among Commissioners will take place on this item.)” 
 
 Commissioner Weber noted a citizen who had spoken under public 
comment yelled out to a staff member when leaving the Chambers.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz reiterated that Agenda Item 20 would be heard at a 
time certain of 5:30 p.m.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin requested a presentation by Lieutenant Colonel Tom 
Pagnano of the Civil Air Patrol be scheduled for the February 22, 2011 meeting.  
 
*10:52 a.m.  Commissioner Humke arrived. 
 
 Commissioner Weber said several individuals had spoken on the North 
Valleys Sports Complex. She clarified that Agenda Item 16 dealt with effluent use at the 
Sierra Sage Golf Course and felt at this time baseball fields would not be appropriate for 
discussion. She requested an item to discuss the North Valleys Sports Complex be placed 
on a future agenda. In response to Commissioner Weber, Mr. Hawkins stated he was 
concerned that the topic was about the effluent use and the payment thereof. He asked if 
that payment would use money set aside for the North Valleys Sports Complex. 
Commissioner Weber stated the item would cover the effluent use at the Sierra Sage Golf 
Course and the agreement. 
 
 Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, stated since it was closely related, citizens 
could speak on that item. She said the item was specifically written as to the actions the 
Board would take and not written for the Board to take any other action to set aside a 
portion of the funds for any other use or to make any disposition of the remaining funds.    
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11-64 AGENDA ITEM 10 - APPEARANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Kathy Carter, Washoe County Community Relations Director 
and Dr. Sara Hart, Director of Research, InfoSearch International. Presentation 
regarding 2010 Citizen Survey; acceptance of survey; and, possible direction to 
staff. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 Kathy Carter, Community Relations Director, and Dr. Sara Hart, Director 
of Research, InfoSearch International, conducted a PowerPoint presentation of the 
Washoe County Citizen Survey from December 2010, which was placed on file with the 
Clerk. The presentation highlighted the important issues facing Washoe County in 2010, 
overall rating of Washoe County Government, 2010 budget priorities for Washoe 
County, significant changes in budget priorities, 2010 satisfaction with County services, 
significant changes in satisfaction, 2010 ratings of service for unincorporated Washoe 
County, 2010 perceived change in Washoe County service levels with budget cuts, 2010 
citizen contact, communications and key survey points.  
 
 Commissioner Humke said Juvenile Services and Social Services were 
relatively used by fewer citizens versus Regional Parks and Libraries. He asked if that 
made a difference in survey research. Dr. Hart replied about 90 percent of respondents 
rated Regional Parks and Libraries and provided their impressions of those services. She 
said about 80 percent of the respondents provided ratings for Juvenile Detention and 
operating the court systems. Dr. Hart said the survey did not measure direct experience, 
but citizen’s perception of County services.       
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
11:26 a.m.  Commissioner Weber temporarily left the meeting. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 10 be accepted. 
  
 CONSENT AGENDA 
 
11-65 AGENDA ITEM 11A 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve minutes for the Board of County Commissioners’ 
meeting of January 3, 2011.” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11A approved. 
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11-66 AGENDA ITEM 11B 
 
Agenda Subject: “Cancel February 15, 2011 County Commission Meeting.” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11B be approved. 
 
11-67 AGENDA ITEM 11C - ASSESSOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve roll change requests, pursuant to NRS 361.768 and NRS 
361.765, for errors discovered for the 2008/2009, 2009/2010, 2010/2011 secured and 
unsecured tax rolls; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute Order and 
direct Washoe County Treasurer to correct the errors [cumulative amount of 
decrease $41,214.10]. (Parcels in various Commission Districts.)” 

 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11C be approved, authorized, executed and directed. 
 
11-68 AGENDA ITEM 11D – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve payments [$3,954.34] to vendors for assistance of 14 
victims of sexual assault; and if approved, authorize Comptroller to process same.  
NRS 217.310 requires payment by the County of total initial medical care of victims, 
regardless of cost, and of follow-up treatment costs of up to $1,000 for victims, 
victim’s spouses and other eligible persons . (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11D be approved and authorized. 
 
11-69 AGENDA ITEM 11E – FINANCE/COMPTROLLER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of the Interim Financial Report for Washoe 
County Governmental Funds for the six months ended December 31, 2010 - 
Unaudited.” (All Commission Districts.) 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11E be acknowledged. 
 
11-70 AGENDA ITEM 11F – SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept award [$46,300] from the United States Marshals Service 
for payment of overtime, air card and fuel expenses for participation in the Nevada 
Fugitive Investigative Strike Team Task Force; and if accepted, direct Finance to 
make necessary budget adjustments.” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11F be acknowledged. 
 
11-71 AGENDA ITEM 11G – TRUCKEE RIVER FLOOD 

MANAGEMENT PROJECT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of Truckee River Flood Management 
Project Status Report for December 2010. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11G be acknowledged. 
 
11-72 AGENDA ITEM 11H(1) - MANAGER  
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve and authorize refund ($30,768.19) to IMG Energy of the 
unused portion of the filing fee paid to Washoe County for the processing of the 
application for a portion of the County’s Volume Cap for Recovery Zone Facility 
Bonds.” 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, explained this was a non-refundable 
deposit as so noted in the staff report. 
    
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11H(1) be approved and authorized. 
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11-73 AGENDA ITEM 11H(2) – COMMUNITY SUPPORT 
ADMINISTRATOR/ MANAGEMENT SERVICES 

 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of an update report on the status of the 
Washoe County American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 2009 (Stimulus) projects 
for October through December 2010. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11H(2) be acknowledged. 
 
11-74 AGENDA ITEM 11H(3) – MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Appoint Marlene Olsen, Fred Sibayan and Ty Winfeldt as at-
large representatives to the Organizational Effectiveness Committee, with terms to 
begin February 1, 2011 and expire December 31, 2013. (All Commission Districts.)” 

  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Marlene Olsen, Fred Sibayan and Ty Winfeldt be appointed as At-Large 
representatives to the Organizational Effectiveness Committee, with terms beginning 
February 1, 2011 and ending December 31, 2013. 
 
11-75 AGENDA ITEM 11H(4) – COMMUNITY RELATIONS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept $4,176 from Atlantis Casino Resort Spa in sponsorship 
funds for the National Association of Counties 2010 Conference; and if accepted, 
direct Finance to deposit the funds into the existing restricted NACo conference 
account #IN20049 within the Community Relations budget to be used for expenses 
related to the 2010 NACo conference; approve fund balance [$3,927.65] in the 
NACo conference account #IN20049 being transferred to the Employee Scholarship 
Fund #IN20310, and if approved, direct Finance to make appropriate adjustments. 
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Jung thanked the Atlantis Casino 
Resort Spa for their generous donation. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11H(4) be accepted, approved and directed. 
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11-76 AGENDA ITEM 11I(1) – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept changes to Equipment Services Division Policies and 
Procedures as revised, effective January 25, 2011. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11I(1) be accepted. 
 
11-77 AGENDA ITEM 11I(2) – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Adopt Resolution accepting real property [APN 123-133-22 
totaling 229 square feet] for use as a public street right-of-way at the intersection of 
Gonowabie Road and State Highway 28; and if adopted, authorize Chairman to 
execute the Resolution and authorize the Public Works Director to record the 
Resolution. (Commission District 1.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11I(2) be adopted, authorized and executed. The Resolution for same is 
attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
11-78 AGENDA ITEM 11J(1) - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept grant [$91,100 - County match $55,325 ($2,400 in-kind 
labor/volunteers and $52,925 WC-1 Regional Parks, Open Space and Trails Bond)] 
from Nevada Division of State Parks Recreation Trails Grant Program for Huffaker 
Hills Trailhead Phase II; and if accepted, authorize Regional Parks and Open Space 
Director to execute the Project Agreement with Nevada Division of State Parks and 
sign all subsequent documents and reports associated with this grant; authorize 
Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments; and, authorize the Regional 
Parks and Open Space Department to request proposals for selection of a qualified 
contractor to construct the project. (Commission District 2.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11J(1) be accepted and authorized. 
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11-79 AGENDA ITEM 11J(2) - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve 5-year renewal of Recreation and Public Purpose Lease 
NVN-065532 with the Bureau of Land Management for APN 086-390-06 (80-acre 
portion of North Valleys Regional Park); and if approved, authorize Chairman to 
execute the Recreation Lease on behalf of Washoe County. (Commission District 
5.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11J(2) be approved, authorized and executed. 
 
11-80 AGENDA ITEM 11K(1) – SENIOR SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept cash donations [$9,952.31] for the period October 1, 2010 
through December 31, 2010 for the second quarter of Fiscal Year 2010/11; and if 
accepted, direct Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Jung thanked the donors for their 
generous donations. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11K(1) be accepted and directed. 
 
11-81 AGENDA ITEM 11K(2) – SENIOR SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept an honorarium [$2,500] from MetLife Foundation’s 
Generations United to support intergenerational support and programming for the 
Sun Valley Community Center; and if accepted, direct Finance to make appropriate 
budget adjustments. (Commission Districts 3 and 5.)” 
 
 On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Jung thanked MetLife 
Foundation’s Generations United for their generous donation. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 11K(2) be accepted and directed. 
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11:30 a.m.  The Board convened as the Board of Fire Commissioners for the Sierra 
Fire Protection District (SFPD). Commissioner Weber returned during the 
SFPD meeting. 

 
12:00 p.m.  The Board adjourned as the SFPD Board of Fire Commissioners and 

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

 
12:54 p.m.  The Board adjourned as the TMFPD Board of Fire Commissioners and 

reconvened as the Board of County Commissioners with all members 
present. 

 
   VOTE  
 
 The following agenda items were consolidated and voted on in a block 
vote: Agenda Items 14, 15, 17, 18, 19 and 21. 
 
11-82 AGENDA ITEM 14 – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve variance to the requirements of 
Article 416 of the Washoe County Development Code, “Flood Hazards”, and 
require the mitigation measures as recommended by staff. (Commission District 2.)  
Continued from January 11, 2011 County Commission Meeting.” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 14 be approved. 
 
11-83 AGENDA ITEM 15 - PURCHASING 
 
Agenda Subject: “Request for authorization to join on the State of Nevada Bid No. 
7817 for Plantmix/Coldmix with A & K Earth Movers Inc. and Sierra Nevada 
Construction for the duration of the contract period through November 30, 2011 on 
behalf of the Roads Division of the Washoe County Public Works Department; and 
if approved, authorize Purchasing & Contracts Manager to make such purchases as 
may be required in annual amounts that may exceed $100,000 but will not exceed 
approved fiscal year budget authority. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 15 be approved and 
authorized. 
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11-84 AGENDA ITEM 17 - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to authorize creation of one full-time Deputy 
Sheriff effective January 1, 2011 to serve as a Bailiff for the new Second Judicial 
District Court Department 15 [annual cost approximately $90,000 to be funded with 
either proceeds of the Court Security Fee or by the General Fund]. (All Commission 
Districts.) Continued from December 14, 2011 Commission Meeting.” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 17 be authorized. 
 
11-85 AGENDA ITEM 18 - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept a direct grant award from the Nevada 
Division of Emergency Management Federal Fiscal Year 2010 Department of 
Homeland Security Grants, Nevada Division of Emergency Management Project 
No. 97067HL1 [total $385,521.48 - no County match] (State Homeland Security 
Program); and if accepted, authorize Finance to make necessary budget 
adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 18 be accepted and 
authorized. 
 
11-86 AGENDA ITEM 19 - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve sole source purchase of DataWorks 
Plus National Institute of Standards and Technology Manager Plus, LiveScan Plus 
and Single Automated Fingerprint Identification fingerprint and photo imaging 
systems from DataWorks Plus utilizing previously approved grant funding and 
federal forfeiture funds [$162,010.75]. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 19 be approved. 
 
 
 
 

JANUARY 25, 2011  PAGE 13   



11-87 AGENDA ITEM 21 – TRUCKEE RIVER FLOOD MANAGEMENT 
PROJECT 

 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve and execute an Agreement for 
Professional Services between the County of Washoe and Manhard Consulting, Ltd. 
to provide engineering services to develop Phase-2 of the Regional Hydrologic 
Model by taking data and developed processes from the pilot study on the Sun 
Valley Watershed and applying it to the Truckee River Watershed above the Vista 
Gage [not to exceed $900,000 payable from the Truckee River Flood Project 
Operating Fund Account 211 (1/8% sales tax for Truckee River Flood Management 
Infrastructure)]. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 21 be approved and 
executed. 
 
12:56 p.m.  The Board recessed. 
 
1:30 p.m.  The Board reconvened with Commissioners Humke and Weber absent. 
 
11-88 AGENDA ITEM 23 – TRUCKEE RIVER FLOOD MANAGEMENT 

PROJECT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible action to approve Interlocal Agreement 
between the County of Washoe, the City of Reno and the City of Sparks for the 
Truckee River Flood Management Project (JPA); and if approved, authorize 
Chairman to execute the Interlocal Agreement; authorize Washoe County, upon 
request and with reimbursement, to provide administrative services to support the 
project; and, appoint two Commissioners as the first Washoe County 
representatives to the new Flood Management Authority (the Interlocal Agreement 
with Reno and Sparks would establish the Truckee River Flood Management 
Authority, a Joint Powers Authority, to acquire, finance, construct, own, operate 
and maintain the Truckee River Flood Management Project.) (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 Naomi Duerr, Truckee River Flood Project Coordinator, conducted a 
PowerPoint presentation, which was placed on file with the Clerk. The presentation 
highlighted the goals, early and recent background, Joint Powers Authority (JPA) 
Agreement process, benefits of the JPA versus the current approach, Flood Project 
Coordinating Committee (FPCC) retreat held on January 14, 2011, summary of the key 
elements of the JPA Agreement including: nature of the organization; board members and 
voting; regulatory issues; partner provisions; and, other provisions. Also noted were the 
number of Board members per partner, the timeline and the composition of the JPA 
Board, parties to the agreement and the key provisions.  
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1:33 p.m.  Commissioners Humke and Weber returned during the PowerPoint 

presentation.  
 
 Commissioner Weber remarked that the estimated cost was not $1.6 
billion when this project began in 2006. Ms. Duerr indicated when she began with the 
Flood Project in 2005 the estimated cost was $350 million. She stated in some ways the 
County was a victim of the Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) planning process. She 
explained every three years the Corps were requested to prepare and update a cost. Ms. 
Duerr said some things were not completely costed when the $350 million estimate was 
received.  
  
 Commissioner Weber asked why the project would be intended for 
ratepayers who did not reside in a flood district. Ms. Duerr explained in some 
perspectives the Flood Project was thought of as who received the direct benefits of the 
Project. She said a term was derived “direct beneficiaries,” but citizens who did not live 
or own a business in the flood zone would also benefit. Ms. Duerr gave several examples 
of those who would be affected and unaffected.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz inquired about the objective criteria or guidelines 
used to define the scope of work. Ms. Duerr explained the Corps had completed a project 
in the 1960’s. However, in 1988 realized there were unintended consequences from that 
project and conducted a “General Reevaluation Report.” She said that new project 
addressed new issues as well as fixed some of the old issues. The Corps arrived at new 
criteria of what made a project viable and that project was also shelved. It was 
determined that the County’s project did not meet the new criteria, which was “for every 
dollar spent, there be a dollar saved.” Due to continued diligent advocacy from the 
community, the Corps reevaluated the project again in the fall of 1996. When the flood of 
1997 occurred on New Years Day, the Corps saw that the damage done by the flood 
exceeded $1 billion in six counties, $700 million in Washoe County alone. Ms. Duerr 
said an Environmental Impact Study (EIS) and public scoping meetings began the 
development for the scope of study of the Flood Project plan. After the reevaluation, the 
new project was delivered in 2000, but was unacceptable and rejected by the community. 
Spearheaded by the newly formed Community Coalition and, after numerous meetings, 
another process began to re-scope the new plan. She said the final project was proposed 
by the Coalition in 2003 and became the objective. In 2006 the scope was slightly 
amended to fix fish passages and then adopted by the FPCC and the Board of County 
Commissioners.   
 
 Chairman Breternitz asked if there were guiding principles for the scope 
of work. Ms. Duerr said the community wanted protection from the 1997 flood, which 
was calculated to be a 117-year flood protection. The community also did not want 
concrete culverts or hard-edged levees. She said it was also determined that the levees 
and any flood protection features be set as far back from the River as possible and that 
restoration of the River be an important component. Chairman Breternitz inquired about 
the timing for the funding or the initiation of the collection of fees and how that related to 

JANUARY 25, 2011  PAGE 15   



approval for the project funding. Ms. Duerr replied the scoping and planning began to 
arrive at a product, which was an EIS, and a General Reevaluation Report (GRR). She 
said after an alternative formulation briefing, the EIS and GRR went through a public 
review. The Corps would then state that those were the elements in the Flood Project and 
what the Corps would cost share, which would be sent for public review. After the public 
returned their comments, the GRR and EIS would be finalized and forwarded to the Chief 
of the Corps to complete a Chief’s report. That report would be sent to Congress and be 
considered as part of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA). Ms. Duerr said 
pressure had been put on the Corps to finalize their planning and, in response, the Corps 
returned with the “Reset Initiative.” She indicated that the Corps had selected three 
projects from around the Country to see if those projects could be completed sooner then 
the estimated 14 years. Ms. Duerr said the Flood Project had been placed at the front and 
was now scheduled to go before Congress as part of the WRDA 2011. If Congress 
approved the project, a Project Partnership Agreement (PPA) could be entered into, 
which would set the Corps responsibilities and the JPA’s responsibilities. She stated that 
the Project had made so much progress the Corps were willing to enter into a Design 
Agreement where they would begin designing the project before authorization. 
 
 Chairman Breternitz asked when the local fee portion would begin in 
relationship to the parallel line with the federal government and the target for 
implementation. Ms. Duerr replied it was estimated that the fees would be ready for 
consideration during the summer of 2011 and implemented during the fall of 2011. 
Chairman Breternitz asked what would occur if the fees were levied but the Corps failed 
to fund the project. Ms. Duerr explained the fees had to be implemented from the 1/8 
cents sales tax and would move forward with or without the Corps. Given the current 
economic situation, Chairman Breternitz asked if there was an alternative scope of work 
that would add a large measure of flood protection, but at a reduced cost. Ms. Duerr 
replied it all resulted from the level of flood protection that was sought.   
 
 Chairman Breternitz asked if the current economy had been a factor in the 
discussions and/or decisions to push this project forward. Commissioner Larkin 
explained the Corps did the costing and did not consider the state of the economy, but 
evaluated the level of protection sought by the community, which was 117-year 
protection. He explained the FPCC was not fixated on that 117-year protection; however, 
wanted a 100-year level of protection for the community. Based on the level of protection 
the community needed, Commissioner Larkin said the FPCC decided to cap the cost at 
$525 million from a local contribution. Irrespective of the total price tag that the Corps 
set, Ms. Duerr added reality had shown that even in the height of the economy a number 
of projects were able to be built for about one-third of the cost. She stated the Corps had 
experience in costing some projects, but not as much in others, so cost had to be viewed 
as a guideline and an authorizing amount for Congress.   
 
 Chairman Breternitz commented that the JPA would not have the approval 
process over development, projects and/or building permits. Ms. Duerr stated that was 
correct. Chairman Breternitz said prior to the JPA voting on issues, such as 
implementation of fees, would there be a process for the different respective entities to 
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vote on or endorse. Ms. Duerr replied that she would take her lead from the Board and, if 
there were sensitive issues, those would be vetted before consideration.   
 
 In response to questions regarding debt, John Sherman, Finance Director, 
explained the JPA contained two avenues; revenue debt, which was revenue generated by 
the JPA to include the sales tax; and, the imposed fees. He said if the County-bond bank 
were chosen, the County would be the full-faith credit backer of the debt. He indicated 
there were protections within the JPA documents stating there would have to be a certain 
amount of reserves for changes in revenue reserves, in terms of having reserves to pay 
debts, operation and maintenance and capital improvements. He suggested if and when 
the JPA came to the County to receive the full-faith and credit backing of the debt, he 
would advise the Board to place protection features in the proposal. Commissioner 
Larkin stated this was the model used by the Truckee Meadows Water Authority 
(TMWA), except TMWA did not have the option of obtaining the full-faith and credit 
from the County.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz inquired on the projected annual operating budget for 
management and administration put in place by the JPA. Ms. Duerr replied that would be 
approximately $2 million. Chairman Breternitz asked if an alternative measure or a 
private source had been considered to provide those services. Ms. Duerr said that could 
be considered once the project was authorized. Chairman Breternitz asked if the work 
already completed and the expenditures in terms of land acquisition would be credited 
toward the local contribution. Ms. Duerr replied that was expected to occur. She indicated 
the land had been acquired and the process recommended by the Corps, which was a 
Yellow Book appraisal process that included a review appraiser; however, whenever that 
land was made available, the Corps would have to reappraise the land. She explained that 
the steps were followed and were in an early land acquisition plan, but every year the 
Corps sent a letter stating since the project had not been approved or a Project Partnership 
Agreement in place, the County was working at risk. Expected to be in the authorizing 
language, was that all the work was documented, not just the acquired land and credit 
would be received for everything that could be credited. The Corps made it clear that 
credit would not be received for this meeting, FPCC meetings, working group meetings 
or any kind of stakeholder outreach process, only costs associated with land was 
creditable.   
  
 Once the project was completed, Chairman Breternitz inquired who would 
be liable if a flood exceeded the 117-year flood design standard. Ms. Duerr explained the 
Corps had design defect liability and construction management liability for the parts they 
and their consultants were involved in. She said if a flood overtopped a levee and that 
levee had been assumed by the County, that would be the responsibility of the JPA. She 
explained a design standard for a 117-year flood was being used; however, if a 250-year 
flood arrived and overtopped the levee it would not be the fault of the Flood Project. 
Once ownership was taken by the JPA and the Corps cleared, the JPA would be liable if 
the levee failed below the design and found to be a maintenance issue. She said the 
exposure could be insured up to a certain point and noted a reserve had been set aside for 
uninsured facilities.  
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 Commissioner Weber asked why this project or the project elements could 
not be put to a vote of the citizens. Ms. Duerr indicated the public had been very involved 
in the project and this had been driven by the Community Coalition.  
 
 Commissioner Jung questioned the grandfathered portion of this review 
and if everything that had been approved had to go through the regulatory agency. Ms. 
Duerr explained if there was a planned unit development approval that subsequent 
approval, related to that planned unit development, did not have to go through the review 
process. If the planned unit development was amended or if there was a subsequent 
Special Use Permit or Grading Permit associated with the amendment then that would 
need to go through the review process. Commissioner Jung stated in seven years there 
would be a determination on whether to continue this body. Ms. Duerr explained that was 
called a “re-opener” and said there were clauses in the agreement that referred to 
terminating the agreement. Commissioner Jung asked when the appropriations received 
by the Corps could be expected. Ms. Duerr replied it was a year-by-year analysis. She 
explained once the project went into the approval cycle, where authorization was sought, 
the Flood Project would be looking for $40, $50 or even $100 million a year. 
Commissioner Jung asked if the Corps would award and manage the contract once the 
money was appropriated. Ms. Duerr stated that was correct. She said for every dollar the 
Corps spends, the Flood Project had to match that by one-third and usually that match 
was squared up each year. In addition to the in-kind match, the Flood Project also had to 
provide the Corps with 5 percent cash for every part of the project, such as a project 
management increment. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin clarified that the approved development agreements 
did not need to be reviewed by the Flood Project at this time or at any future time unless 
there was a change or amendment. Greg Salter, Deputy District Attorney, stated that was 
correct.   
   
 In response to the call for public comment, Tray Abney, Reno Chamber of 
Commerce, thanked Ms. Duerr and her staff for meeting with the Chamber of Commerce. 
He said the Chamber preferred not to create a new level of government, but due to the 
conversations and State law regarding financing and liability issues, it was understood 
why a JPA needed to be formed. He was concerned about the regulatory language in 
Article 4 and developing future projects in the region.  
 
 Jess Traver, Builders Association of Nevada, applauded the efforts by staff 
for meeting with concerned citizens. He voiced similar concerns as noted by Mr. Abney 
about Article 4, but felt the situation was understood. Mr. Traver said everyone wanted to 
see a successful Flood Project and wished to support the Flood Project. 
 
 Buzz Harris, Associated General Contractors, said this was a complicated 
project that had a tremendous impact on the community. He felt everyone needed to 
contribute, enabling the community to move forward in a positive way. 
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 Ed Hawkins stated there needed to be a sunset date on the tax for this 
project. 
 
 Ms. Duerr clarified there was a 30-year sunset clause built in, unless there 
were bonds outstanding and then the sales tax would continue to pay those bonds. She 
emphasized that the fees had not been set. Commissioner Larkin indicated there would be 
three phases to this project: planning; constructing; and, maintenance. He said the FPCC 
anticipated that during the maintenance phase those fees would be adjusted downward. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin remarked several comments were made about the 
establishment of a new agency. He said this was not a new level of government and 
stated the same employees would remain and be transferred to specialize in this project. 
He said since this was the largest single public works project in the history of Washoe 
County all three governments needed to be involved and work together. Commissioner 
Larkin moved to: 
 

• Accept the staff report; 
• Authorize the Chairman to sign the JPA and establish the Flood Project 

Management JPA; 
• At a future date, appoint two members from the Board of County Commissioners 

to that body;  
• Allow Washoe County to continue providing administrative services; and, 
• Make the Findings of Fact as indicated in the staff report.  
 
 Commissioner Humke seconded the motion. 

 
 Commissioner Jung stated because of the impact this project would have 
on the local economy, she would support the motion. She asked the Flood Project 
representatives to ensure that a mainstay of this JPA and the Flood Agency was customer 
service, both internally and externally.  
 
 Commissioner Weber stated she would not support the motion. She knew 
the project was needed; however, did not think the community could withstand the 
additional financial burden.  
 
 Commissioner Humke understood that the Corps wanted one point of 
contact, which was not a good argument, but was practical and real. He stated there were 
ample public meetings held. He thanked Commissioner Larkin and City of Sparks 
Councilmember Ron Smith for their hard work.  
 
 On call for the question, the motion passed on a 4 to 1 vote with 
Commissioner Weber voting “no.” The Agreement for same is attached hereto and made 
a part of the minutes thereof. 
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11-89 AGENDA ITEM 16 - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve prior redemption of all or a portion 
of the Washoe County, Nevada General Obligation Golf Course Series 1997 Bonds 
additionally secured by pledged revenues of the Golf Course Enterprise Fund; 
approve advanced payment of the note payable to the City of Reno for the Sierra 
Sage Golf Course Effluent project and the North Valley Sports Complex Effluent 
project; approve and authorize Chairman to execute First Amendment To Sports 
Complex and Golf Course Effluent Reuse Agreement between Washoe County and 
City of Reno authorizing use of Sierra Sage groundwater right sale proceeds in 
Fund 4440 to pay the General Obligation Golf Course Series 1997 Bonds and the 
2001 note payable to the City of Reno; and if all approved, direct Finance to make 
appropriate adjustments within the Parks Capital, Golf Course Enterprise and Debt 
Service Funds. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
3:05 p.m.  Commissioner Humke temporarily left the meeting.  
 
 Doug Doolittle, Regional Parks and Open Space Director, said in 2005 the 
Board directed distribution of the proceeds from the sale of Sierra Sage groundwater 
rights to the North Valleys Regional Sports Complex concurrent with the Sports Complex 
and Golf Course Effluent Reuse Agreement of 1999. He said $8.4 million was generated 
from the sale of 280 acre-feet of water.  
 
 During a joint meeting held on December 13, 2010, the Washoe County 
North Valleys Citizen Advisory Board (CAB) and the City of Reno Ward Four North 
Valleys Neighborhood Advisory Board (NAB) respectively passed motions 
recommending to the Commission the use of the proceeds from ground water right sales 
available in the Parks Capital Fund 4440 for the prior redemption and advanced payment 
of only the portion of the debt related specifically to the North Valleys Sports Complex 
and the Sierra Sage Golf Course, approximately $1,873,279 plus applicable fees. Mr. 
Doolittle stated the available cash in Fund 4440 was $7.5 million, representing the 
available proceeds and investment earnings from the sale of the 280 acres of Sierra Sage 
Golf Course groundwater rights in 2003 and 2005. Mr. Doolittle said the water right 
proceeds were dedicated for construction of the North Valleys Regional Park in the 
“Sports Complex and Golf Course Effluent Reuse Agreement.” He said the 
recommendation from the CAB and NAB would leave approximately $477,700 of the 
Series 1997 Bond attributed to improvements made at the Washoe Golf Course unpaid. 
 
 Mr. Doolittle reviewed two options that were being presented to the 
Board. Option 1 would result in the expenditure of $1,873,279. A portion of the Series 
1997 Bonds, approximately $477,700, would remain in debt service with repayment from 
pledged revenues of the Washoe Golf Course having a revised bond maturity of 
September 1, 2013 (it is currently September 1, 2017). The City of Reno Note Payable 
would be retired and the estimated savings in interest would be $244,755. Option 2 would 
result in all debt service related to the Golf Course Enterprise Fund and the City of Reno 
Note Payable being retired. The estimated interest savings would be $280,722. 
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 Chairman Breternitz asked if revenues from the Washoe Golf Course had 
been used to support the operations or benefit the Sierra Sage Golf Course. Mr. Doolittle 
replied since it was one Golf Fund, the Washoe Golf Course provided the revenues to pay 
debt regardless of the location. Chairman Breternitz asked if that was an element of 
consideration when the CAB and NAB made their recommendation. Mr. Doolittle said 
that was discussed at those meetings, but they did not feel that was appropriate and felt 
strongly that the debt at Sierra Sage and North Valleys should be the highest priority. 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Mike Mazzaferri indicated that 
his company had a short-term agreement with Washoe County to operate the Sierra Sage 
Golf Course. He said that agreement had been in place for 15 months with great success. 
He explained before the water rights were sold the Sierra Sage Golf Course did not pay 
for water and had no debt. Mr. Mazzaferri said retiring the debt would allow his company 
to enter into a long-term agreement with the County and ensure that the Golf Course 
remained open. 
 
 Sarah Chvilicek said during the December 13, 2010 joint meeting both 
Advisory Boards made recommendations for expenditures of funds designated to the 
North Valleys Regional Sports Complex. She said the CAB made the recommendation to 
pay off the debt owed to the Sierra Sage Golf Course and the North Valleys Regional 
Park, which was approximately $1.9 million, and the balance of the funds be used for 
Park improvements to include, but not limited to, Babe Ruth baseball fields, a water park 
and a dog park. It was noted that the CAB recommended the citizens of the North 
Valleys, the CAB and NAB work with the Parks Department on identifying a list of 
priority projects for the Park. Ms. Chvilicek said the NAB recommended the debt be paid 
for the Sierra Sage Golf Course and the North Valleys Regional Park and the balance be 
used for Park improvements to include, but not limited to, an indoor water park and Babe 
Ruth baseball fields. In a joint meeting with elected officials from the County, the City of 
Reno and Advisory Board members, the recommendations of the CAB and NAB were 
further discussed. It was also announced that the City would work with the County to use 
residential construction money to build a neighborhood park, which was a win-win for 
the community. She said throughout the process the County had been amenable to 
ensuring that the input was received from anyone interested in providing feedback. She 
stated the process had been open and agencies had gone above and beyond to ensure 
input. Ms. Chvilicek hoped that the Board would make the best decision to ensure that 
the funds were allocated to the Park without causing further burden on fiscal management 
for the Park.  
 
 Byron Davis spoke on the need for improvement of the North Valleys 
Regional Park, especially the Babe Ruth baseball fields.      
 
 Ed Hawkins said the citizens sought assurances from the Board that once 
this debt was settled, actions would move forward to improve and finish the North 
Valleys Regional Sports Complex.  
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 Chairman Breternitz recognized that the Fund was generated by the sale of 
water rights of the Sierra Sage Golf Course; however, Washoe Golf Course also 
contributed to the operations of Sierra Sage. He was concerned that when discussions 
ensued about distributing those funds there would be focus on keeping those funds in the 
North Valleys. 
 
 Commissioner Jung inquired about the recommendation from the Regional 
Parks and Open Space Commission. Mr. Doolittle replied there had not been a 
recommendation because that item was noticed incorrectly on their agenda. He said it 
would be before the Parks Commission during their February 2011 meeting. 
Commissioner Jung believed paying off the debt would put the County and the Parks 
Department in a much better position.  
 
 In some respect, Commissioner Jung agreed that the North Valleys had 
been overlooked by the County on some issues, but felt this was a whole County issue. 
She ensured the citizens that she would move forward and make the North Valleys Sports 
Complex a priority. 
 
 Commissioner Weber stated she had been involved with the North Valleys 
Sports Complex for many years. She said moving forward and paying off debt seemed to 
be the most practical solution. Commissioner Weber noted she would support the motion 
and committed to the North Valley residents to continue discussions.    
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Humke temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that Option Two be approved. It was noted this option would result in all debt service 
related to the Golf Course Enterprise Fund and the City of Reno Note Payable being 
retired. 
 
11-90 AGENDA ITEM 22 - MANAGER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge staff report and give possible direction to staff 
regarding next steps as a result of the vote on the WC-2 Ballot Measure relating to 
possible study of consolidation by Washoe County and the City of Reno (requested 
by Commissioner Breternitz). (All Commission Districts.) Continued from 
December 14, 2010 County Commission Meeting.” 
 
 Dave Childs, Assistant County Manager, said WC-2, an advisory only 
question on the November General Election Ballot, was passed by the voters during the 
November 2010 General Election. It had been previously requested that the Board 
discuss the next steps and what those next steps should be. Mr. Childs provided and 
reviewed three options, as noted in the staff report. 
 
 Chairman Breternitz felt the steps covered the three main issues related to 
any conversations about consolidation and, from an informational standpoint, those steps 
were critical. 
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 Commissioner Larkin said his District had illuminated their feelings 
toward consolidation; however, he agreed with Option 3. He said there could be merit in 
the investigation and highlighting to all the entities where improvement could be gained.   
 
 Commissioner Jung also agreed with Option 3. She hoped that Option 
would also send out information about debt and bonds and provide outreach and 
education to the public explaining what consolidation would entail.  
 
3:40 p.m.  Commissioner Humke returned. 
 
 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 a Technical Advisory Committee be 
created to review several key issues. It was further ordered that the public education be 
expedited in respect to the bonded debt concerning Washoe County and the City of Reno. 
 
11-91 AGENDA ITEM 24 - MANAGER  
 
Agenda Subject: “Update on status of Shared Services efforts and possible direction 
to staff. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Dave Childs, Assistant County Manager, announced the next meeting of 
the Shared Services Elected Officials Committee was tentatively scheduled for February 
14, 2011. He said there was a subcommittee of the Shared Services Committee that was 
completing their work on building inspections and permitting and would next meet in 
February. He said the subcommittee would next review business licenses between the 
City of Reno, the City of Sparks and the County.  
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
11-92 AGENDA ITEM 25 - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Update and status report on Fiscal Year 2011/12 Budget and 
possible direction to staff regarding funding levels and budget planning guidelines 
for same. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
3:47 p.m.  Commissioner Humke temporarily left the meeting.  
 
 John Sherman, Finance Director, reported during the December 14, 2010 
workshop, the Board provided broad direction and a goal for Fiscal Year 2011/12 of 
ensuing organizational and financial sustainability. He stated that goal would not be easy 
in a decision-making climate dealing with an economy that remained depressed, the State 
looking to address a multi-billion dollar deficit through program and/or revenue shifts 
that would negatively impact local government budgets, and labor costs continuing to rise 

JANUARY 25, 2011  PAGE 23   



faster than revenues could support. He emphasized that all of these changes would impact 
the County’s financial and organizational stability. 
 
 Mr. Sherman said the proposed budget plan balanced the Fiscal Year 
2011/12 budget closing the $33.5 million deficit and set a foundation for sustainability 
by: 

• Resetting the cost of delivering services; 
• Refining the focus on which services the County could sustainably continue to 

deliver; 
• Rethinking ways for greater efficiency in delivering core services; and, 
• Investing fund balances to achieve long-term changes in service delivery and 

labor costs.  
 
 Mr. Sherman said the property taxes, which made up about 55 percent of 

the General Fund revenue were forecasted to continue to decline and would not keep up 
with the cost to provide services in Fiscal Year 2011/12 or into the near future. He said 
labor costs, which represented more than 75 percent of the General Fund operating 
budget, would continue to grow at rates not supportable by current revenue sources. He 
reviewed the three tables included in the staff report that highlighted the projected 
changes in major revenues, projected changes in major expenditures (before reductions) 
and the projected General Fund budget deficit for Fiscal Year 2011/12. 

 
 Mr. Sherman said the County was at the statutory property tax rate of 

$3.66 per $100 of taxable property value; therefore, increasing property taxes was not an 
option. He said Consolidated Taxes were controlled by State law and the Board could not 
change those laws without legislation authorization. Mr. Sherman said another option 
could be to increase the Government Services Tax (GST), which was the tax people paid 
on their car and truck registrations. Imposing that tax could generate about $8 million a 
year in new revenue, which could be an increased risk while the local economy has 13.8 
percent unemployment and continued job losses. 

 
 Mr. Sherman said the recommended budget plan to close the $33.5 million 

deficit was composed of reductions in expenditures coming from labor costs and 
department operating budgets. It also included the use of fund balances to bring transition 
costs to bring about long-term cost changes in labor costs and to phase in service delivery 
changes. He reviewed the details of the plan, which were outlined in the staff report, as 
permanently lowering labor costs by $13.8 million; refine the focus of services provided 
to achieve $5 million in savings for Fiscal Year 2011/12; rethink ways to achieve greater 
efficiency and attain $5 million in savings from Department operating budgets; and, 
investing fund balances of $9.75 million to create long-term changes. 

 
 Mr. Sherman stated the Board had charged the Organizational 

Effectiveness Committee (OEC) with conducting a fundamental review of the resource 
allocation process to ensure that it supported creating a sustainable organization. 
Currently, the budget reductions had been budget-prioritization, with services being 
prioritized into four groups from the work done by the Charting Our Course (COC) 
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Committee in 2004. However, with such significant budget reductions over the last four 
years, it was prudent to make sure that the prioritization approach was properly calibrated 
to support a sustainable organization. After the OEC conducted their fundamental review, 
they recommended the County adopt a budget prioritization method that simplified 
prioritization into three categories of services: 

• Core Services 
• Non-Core Services 
• Services in Transition (which could be core or non-core services) 

 
 The OEC recommended that the definition for a Core Service be; “A core 
service is central to fulfilling the Board’s mission of making Washoe County a safe, 
secure, and healthy community.”  
 
 Mr. Sherman said it had been recognized that some departments had 
blended service missions with some services directly related to the safety, security and 
health of the community, and others being an administrative service or not core related. 
He said staff would work with departments that had those blended missions on their 
budget plans. In April those plans would be presented to the Board at the budget 
hearings. Mr. Sherman provided the schedule indicating the specific savings targets for 
each department. 
 
 Commissioner Jung said it had been discussed how labor costs and 
revenue versus expenditures were unsustainable. She said during the last round of 
budgets, it was being attempted to bend the curve. She asked for an update on that 
attempt. Mr. Sherman said that curve had been bent for the past few years, but those were 
limited fixes.  
 
 In regard to the GST, Commissioner Larkin asked if the assumption of the 
$0.01 was under the current economic environment. Mr. Sherman stated that was correct. 
Commissioner Larkin stated the maximum suggested for the GST would be $8 million 
over the next few years. Mr. Sherman said that would be correct, but he still believed that 
the automobile sector was a sector of the economy used to gauge the GST; however, that 
sector still suffered tremendously. 
 
 Chairman Breternitz commented that the $33.5 million projected shortfall 
did not include what the State proposed to take from the County. Mr. Sherman replied 
that was correct. He said the $33.5 million did not anticipate that proposal and noted staff 
would be watching that closely. Chairman Breternitz asked if the County should plan to 
include those reductions. Mr. Sherman suggested that those reductions be closely 
monitored and engage in the process during the course of the Legislative Session. He said 
staff would brief the Board on particular items that were moving forward and the changes 
being made. Katy Simon, County Manager, emphasized that contingency plans would be 
developed.  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Pam Keller, Washoe County 
Sheriff’s Office Supervisory Association Vice President, said the membership recognized 
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the commitment in the face of the demanding years ahead. She said it was also 
recognized that there were financial constraints and responsibilities that all must face and 
share. Ms. Keller stated that each and every County employee needed to be respected. 
She said there were fewer people working, but the population they were sworn to serve 
and protect had substantially increased and the services provided to the public had 
remained unchanged. She said it had become comfortable to demonize public employees 
because it was too hard for most people to properly target the banks and financial entities 
that created the financial nightmare. As law enforcement managers, they worked every 
day to ensure people went out in the community knowing they were of placing their lives 
at risk, but were the most important part of keeping civil and peace within the 
community.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin inquired on the involvement department heads had 
in the process. Ms. Simon replied other than it being the same plan as last year, the 
department heads had not been involved in the process. Commissioner Larkin stated the 
Board had a retreat scheduled for February 1, 2011 and asked if this topic would be on 
the retreat agenda. Ms. Simon replied there was a department head meeting scheduled for 
January 26, 2011 and a meeting with the labor association scheduled for January 27, 2011 
to discuss the deficit and the rationale for the strategy.  
 
 Richard Gammick, District Attorney, indicated that the February 1, 2011 
agenda was noticed as the strategic planning retreat. He asked how the budget discussion 
would take place. 
 
    Ms. Simon noted that the agenda was posted and per direction was about 
strategic planning. Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, indicated there was time to change the 
agenda to include the budget discussion. 
 
 Amy Harvey, County Clerk, asked for clarification regarding the OEC role 
and their definition of what a core service was and, how that process mingled with the 
budget process. 
 
 Ms. Simon replied that the OEC grappled with the notion of Core Services 
and focused on what was mission critical to public safety, security and health.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Humke temporarily absent, it was ordered 
that the update and status report on the Fiscal Year 2011/12 budget be acknowledged and 
that staff move to meet those goals. It was further ordered to modify the agenda for the 
Board retreat scheduled for February 1, 2011 to include budget discussions. 
 
11-93 AGENDA ITEM 26 – GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible direction to staff regarding legislation or 
legislative issues proposed by legislators, by Washoe County or by other entities 
permitted by the Nevada State Legislature to submit bill draft requests, or such 
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legislative issues as may be deemed by the Chair or the Board to be of critical 
significance to Washoe County. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 John Slaughter, Management Services Director, distributed and reviewed 
information concerning the General Fund reallocations, County participation for services, 
eliminated State programs impacting the Counties, and the Child Welfare Block Grant for 
Clark and Washoe County, which was placed on file with the Clerk.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked if it had been determined what the effect 
could be on Washoe County concerning the eliminated State programs. Katy Simon, 
County Manager, said information was still being gathered and many details were 
unknown. Commissioner Larkin asked how much was taken last year from property rates. 
Ms. Simon replied the State in total took $0.09; however, that was not all taken last year, 
previously $0.05 of the Capital Facilities Tax rate was taken.  
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
4:40 p.m.  The Board recessed.  
 
5:33 p.m.  The Board reconvened with all members present. 
 
11-94 AGENDA ITEM 20 – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance amending the 
Washoe County Code repealing certain sections of Chapter 55 relating to penalties 
established for violations of the animal control provisions and by enacting 
provisions regarding animal control in Washoe County by setting forth unlawful 
acts relating thereto, proscribing criminal and civil penalties for violations of the 
animal control provisions, by allowing the utilization of Washoe County’s civil 
enforcement process; and providing for other matters properly relating thereto. Set 
second reading and public hearing for February 8, 2011 at 6:00 p.m. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Amy Harvey, County Clerk, read the title for Bill No. 1639, "AN 
ORDINANCE AMENDING THE WASHOE COUNTY CODE REPEALING 
CERTAIN SECTIONS OF CHAPTER 55 RELATING TO PENALTIES 
ESTABLISHED FOR VIOLATIONS OF THE ANIMAL CONTROL 
PROVISIONS AND BY ENACTING PROVISIONS REGARDING ANIMAL 
CONTROL IN WASHOE COUNTY BY SETTING FORTH UNLAWFUL ACTS 
RELATING THERETO, PROSCRIBING CRIMINAL AND CIVIL PENALTIES 
FOR VIOLATIONS OF THE ANIMAL CONTROL PROVISIONS, BY 
ALLOWING THE UTILIZATION OF WASHOE COUNTY’S CIVIL 
ENFORCEMENT PROCESS; AND PROVIDING FOR OTHER MATTERS 
PROPERLY RELATING THERETO."  
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 Richard Gammick, District Attorney, stated this had been a four-year 
process. He explained the major impact of the proposed amendment would be to 
decriminalize animal control offenses to the extent allowed by NRS. Presently, a 
violation of an animal control ordinance resulted in a misdemeanor criminal citation 
being issued to the offender. As a result, the Justice Courts had jurisdiction to adjudicate 
the offenses. Mr. Gammick stated that the amendment would provide a civil penalty to be 
imposed as allowed by NRS 244.359(3). However, an offense relating to bites from 
animals, vicious or dangerous animals, horse tripping or cruelty to animals would still 
impose a criminal penalty in accordance with the statute. He said the majority of animal 
control offenses would be removed from the Justice Court dockets freeing up valuable 
court resources, and the expenditure of budgetary funds and manpower of the District 
Attorney’s Office would be reduced. Mr. Gammick said the civil penalty process would 
operate much like a parking ticket process. He said this proposed amendment would 
modify Chapter 55.800. 
 
 Based on a meeting held on January 24, 2011 with four concerned 
citizens, Terry Shea, Deputy District Attorney, reviewed the revised changes in the 
proposed ordinance. 
  
 In response to the call for public comment, Dr. Richard Simmonds said the 
original intent for revising Chapter 55 was to identify problems with the statute. He said 
it now appeared to have morphed into an instrument to deal with the excessive work load 
of the District Attorney’s Office. He said there had been insufficient justification 
presented to fast track either of the two proposed ordinances. Dr. Simmonds clarified that 
the Nuisance Ordinance had been worked on for four years, but not this particular 
Chapter. He noted that few people in the County were aware that the Nuisance Ordinance 
included animal issues. He said discussion on this matter had been inadequate and limited 
to an open house on January 22, 2011 and an online form for civic engagement on the 
County webpage, which reviewed the proposed ordinance without the new changes 
discussed by Mr. Shea. Dr. Simmonds requested that the proposed ordinance be deferred 
until after the two public forums scheduled in February were conducted. 
 
 Ardena Perry spoke on the proposed language for the definition 
concerning the duties of an Animal Control Officer. 
 
 Tony Yarbrough, Nevada People for Animal Welfare (NVPAW), spoke 
on the Notice of Civil Penalty and the concerns of NVPAW for transparency. He 
suggested staff place a revised date on every online document so the public would know 
the latest revisions. He felt the new language was a significant improvement from where 
it began, but more citizens needed to have an opportunity to participate and provide input. 
Mr. Yarbrough recommended that the proposed ordinance be sent to an assigned 
workshop and withhold the first reading pending the report of that workshop.  
 
 Doug Busselman expressed his concerns with the proposed ordinance and 
questioned if agriculture would be impacted with some of the changes being proposed. 

PAGE 28  JANUARY 25, 2011  



He did not want livestock and the authority of agriculture over livestock to be confused 
inside the process for animal control.   
  
 Kimberly Rhodemyre spoke on the dangerous dog definition in the 
ordinance. 
 
 Chairman Breternitz indicated that the section of the ordinance being 
reviewed did not include definitions. 
 
 Trish Swain commended Animal Services Manager Mitch Schneider for 
his commitment to animals, animal control and Regional Animal Services. She said the 
changes to the ordinance suggested by the Regional Animal Services should be 
implemented.  
 
 Tim Stoffel questioned the swiftness of this process and the lack of candor 
by Animal Control. He said the changes made to the ordinance presented were good, but 
asked if they would be changed again. Mr. Stoffel questioned if the changes gave Animal 
Control too much free rein in issuing citations. 
 
 Chris Vaught said in general she supported this part of the ordinance; 
however, had concerns over the definitions as they existed in the other section of the 
ordinance and felt this was being reviewed in isolation. From the standpoint of the 
definitions, she requested the whole ordinance be reviewed holistically.    
 
 Commissioner Larkin said this was a continuation of the Nuisance 
Ordinance dialogue, which established a Hearing Officer for animal control. Mr. Shea 
clarified there was not a Hearing Officer specifically established for Animal Control, but 
noted it referred to a list of Hearing Officers. Commissioner Larkin said the general trend 
was to decriminalize nuisances along with certain actions with Animal Control. Mr. Shea 
replied that was correct. Commissioner Larkin asked for an update on this process and/or 
public involvement over the last 14 months. Mr. Shea explained there had been an item 
on the Animal Control Board agenda since June 2010 to update that Board on the 
changes being made to the entire ordinance. Due to manpower and budget concerns, the 
ordinance had been divided to move forward with this section. He said on December 27, 
2010 the Animal Control Board held a special meeting where the public was invited to 
give comment and noted that only three people attended. Commissioner Larkin 
questioned the rationale for dividing the Code into two respective components. Mr. Shea 
replied that was due to manpower requirements to staff the new Department 15 in District 
Court and the inordinate amount of time taken in Justice Court to prosecute these cases.    
 
 Mr. Gammick said the decision was made to divide the two and move 
forward with this section to allow for a first and second reading since it would take about 
two months to have the ordinance passed.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked if this part of the ordinance moved forward, 
was there not a second part that allowed a Notice of Civil Penalty to be written until the 
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other portion of Code was in affect. Mr. Shea replied the Hearing Officer would now be 
able to issue a Notice of Civil Penalty for anything that they currently issued a criminal 
citation for. He said if the violations were changed within Chapter 55, then those would 
be changed; however, the fact of a violation would not change or the fact that a Notice of 
Civil Penalty could be issued for those new violations. Commissioner Larkin questioned 
if this was enacted who would make that judgment. Mr. Shea clarified there were only 
three or four violations that must remain criminal. Commissioner Larkin questioned until 
that was passed, how would a Hearing Officer make that decision in the field.   
 
 Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, said by statute there were certain matters 
that must remain criminal and not determined by Code. Commissioner Larkin 
understood, but there were other items being attempted to move to the civil side and he 
was attempting to understand the juxtaposition. He questioned without the other 
ordinances being effectuated how a Hearing Officer in the field would make that 
discretionary determination. Mr. Shea explained those Officers would be trained that the 
first option would be the civil process. Commissioner Larkin felt it was difficult to make 
discretionary determination when only part of the ordinance was being presented. Mr. 
Shea said when passed this section would state “any of the animal violations that 
existed.” He said any of those violations could be subject to a Notice of Civil Penalty. 
Commissioner Larkin stated he understood; however, was concerned that would not be 
reached for three months.  
  
 Ms. Foster clarified that was reached when the Board adopted Chapter 55 
and created the Regional Animal Services. She said Chapter 55 already contained the 
matters deemed to be violations. If this were adopted before the rest of Chapter 55 was 
amended, the only difference would be that Animal Control Officers had the ability to 
issue a Notice of Civil Penalty. Ms. Foster emphasized that the underlying violations 
were already in Code and had been enforced by Animal Control. Commissioner Larkin 
questioned how a Hearing Officer would make that determination in the field without the 
subsequent other Codes in affect. Ms. Foster clarified the Code was in affect and had 
already been enforced. Commissioner Larkin asked if the draft changes to Chapter 55.01 
would clearly provide guidance to what was criminal and/or civil. Ms. Foster remarked 
there was no difference in what would be enforced, it was how it was being enforced. 
Commissioner Larkin stated he could not make that determination without reviewing the 
whole Chapter.   
 
 Mr. Gammick clarified that Chapter 55.010 to Chapter 55.800 would still 
be in affect. He said the only thing rescinded by this proposal was section 55.800. He said 
if the other sections were not amended those would remain in place. Mr. Gammick said 
the proposed Code stated that a Hearing Officer could not issue a criminal misdemeanor 
citation until the fourth violation of these particular sections. 
 
 Commissioner Jung appreciated what staff had completed and speaking 
with citizens to review their concerns; however, she was not in support of introducing 
this bill and felt it needed to be reviewed in its entirety. She said the Board had not 
received the changes until this afternoon nor had the citizens. Commissioner Jung 
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suggested this be postponed to receive more citizen input and review of the entire 
package.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz said there was a reference that this item had been 
presented to the Animal Control Board since June 2010. He asked if the Animal Control 
Board was presented the same language as included in the Board’s packet. Mr. Shea 
replied that language had been online since October or November of 2010. Chairman 
Breternitz asked when was the language included in the Board packet distributed to the 
public. Mr. Shea did not have that answer.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin said he had previously requested a review of the 
Professional Services Agreement and the juxstapositioning. Katy Simon, County 
Manager, said the discussion pertaining to the Professional Services Agreement had been 
scheduled for the February 22, 2011 Board meeting. She noted that a subsequent public 
workshop on February 11, 2011 had been scheduled, and she would propose to bring 
forward the Animal Control portions of the Ordinance to the Board meeting on March 8, 
2011.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked if a continuance of this item until March 8, 
2011 would be consistent with the bill enactment codes. Ms. Foster explained the Board 
could consider both ordinances at the same meeting. She said there was no point in 
continuing the first reading, but stated the continuance would enable staff to finalize the 
changes, then produce two ordinances at the same meeting. She commented there was no 
advantage in continuing because the first reading started the clock running for legal 
publication. Commissioner Larkin stated there was no time clock if this were continued. 
Ms. Foster concurred and noted it could be continued and another first reading scheduled.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz was concerned if the information that the Board and 
the public were reviewing was the same and felt it was difficult to act an anything that 
was in a state of flux.  
 
 Commissioner Humke said on January 7, 2011 he met with constituents 
who noted several problems with a document, which was not a public document. He said 
on a theory that was correct information, he went to the Community Relations Director 
and noted there was a problem. He said it was after the Community Relations Director 
contacted Mr. Gammick that the ordinance became bifurcated. Commissioner Humke 
agreed this should be continued until March 8, 2011 because the revised draft was not 
able to sufficiently be reviewed by the public or the Board. He suggested the upcoming 
workshop on February 11, 2011 be a more relaxed method and allow ample public 
comment. 
 
 Commissioner Humke asked if the District Attorney could withstand the 
postponement. Mr. Gammick replied he was concerned this may be placed on the back 
burner. He thanked the Board for making a date certain.   
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 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 20 be continued to March 8, 
2011 to be considered with the other Code changes for Chapter 55. It was further ordered 
that this be included in the aforementioned workshops.       
 
11-95 AGENDA ITEM 27 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Second reading and adoption of an Ordinance amending the 
Washoe County Code Chapter 110, Development Code, Article 406, Building 
Placement Standards, to increase the density for manufactured home parks within 
the Medium Density Suburban (MDS) and Medium Density Suburban 4 (MDS 4) 
regulatory zones for all areas within Washoe County previously designated Trailer 
Overlay (TR) zoning and providing other matters properly relating thereto (Bill No. 
1638). (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against adoption of said Ordinance. There being no response, the hearing 
was closed. 
 
  Amy Harvey, County Clerk, read the title for Ordinance No. 1458, Bill 
No. 1638. 
 
  On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Breternitz ordered that Ordinance No. 1458, Bill 
No. 1638, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE WASHOE COUNTY 
CODE CHAPTER 110, DEVELOPMENT CODE, ARTICLE 406, BUILDING 
PLACEMENT STANDARDS, TO INCREASE THE DENSITY FOR 
MANUFACTURED HOME PARKS WITHIN THE MEDIUM DENSITY 
SUBURBAN (MDS) AND MEDIUM DENSITY SUBURBAN 4 (MDS 4) 
REGULATORY ZONES FOR ALL AREAS WITHIN WASHOE COUNTY 
PREVIOUSLY DESIGNATED TRAILER OVERLAY (TR) ZONING AND 
PROVIDING OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY RELATING THERETO (BILL 
NO. 1638)," be approved, adopted and published in accordance with NRS 244.100. 
 
11-96 AGENDA ITEM 28 – REPORTS AND UPDATES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Reports/updates from County Commission members concerning 
various boards/commissions they may be a member of or liaison to (these may 
include, but not be limited to, Regional Transportation Commission, Reno-Sparks 
Convention & Visitors Authority, Debt Management Commission, District Board of 
Health, Truckee Meadows Water Authority, Organizational Effectiveness 
Committee, Investment Management Committee, Citizen Advisory Boards).” 
 
 Commissioner Humke announced that the Reno-Sparks Convention and 
Visitors Authority (RSCVA) meeting was scheduled for this week. He was informed 
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during the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) meeting that there had been a 
meeting with citizens to discuss the Road Impact Fees.   
 
 Commissioner Larkin announced that he was the new Vice Chairman for 
the RTC and City of Sparks Councilmember Ron Smith had been elected Chairperson. 
He said the RTC approved moving forward with the Southeast Connector plans. 
 
 Chairman Breternitz attended the Nevada-Tahoe Conservation District 
(NTCD) Board and noted that the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) would meet 
on January 26, 2011.  
 
 * * * * * * * * * * 
 
6:45 p.m. There being no further business to discuss, on motion by Commissioner 
Jung, seconded by Commissioners Weber, the meeting was adjourned.  
 
 
 
 
      _____________________________ 
      JOHN BRETERNITZ, 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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