
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS  
WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
TUESDAY  9:00 A.M. MAY 10, 2011 
 
PRESENT: 

John Breternitz, Chairman 
Bonnie Weber, Vice Chairperson 

Kitty Jung, Commissioner 
David Humke, Commissioner* 

 
Amy Harvey, County Clerk 

Katy Simon, County Manager 
Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel 

 
ABSENT:   Bob Larkin, Commissioner 
 
  The Board of County Commissioners and the Washoe County Library 
Board of Trustees will begin their meeting at 9:00 a.m. in the Caucus Room (#A205) 
located on the 2nd Floor of Building A at 1001 E. 9th Street, Reno. 
 
 The Washoe County Board of Commissioners and the Washoe County 
Library Board of Trustees convened at 9:05 a.m. for a joint meeting in the Caucus Room 
located on the 2nd Floor of Building A of the Washoe County Administration Complex, 
1001 East Ninth Street, Reno, Nevada. Also present were Library Board of Directors 
Chairperson Judith Simon, Members Fred Lokken, Tom Cornell and Alfred Stoess and 
Library Director Arnie Maurins. Following the Pledge of Allegiance to the flag of our 
Country, the Clerk called the roll and the Boards conducted the following business: 
 
 County Manager Katy Simon stated: "The Chairman and the Board of 
County Commissioners intend that their proceedings should demonstrate the highest 
levels of decorum, civic responsibility, efficiency and mutual respect between citizens 
and their government. The Board respects the right of citizens to present differing 
opinions and views, even criticism, but our democracy cannot function effectively in an 
environment of personal attacks, slander, threats of violence, and willful disruption. To 
that end, the Nevada Open Meeting Law provides the authority for the Chair of a public 
body to maintain the decorum and to declare a recess if needed to remove any person 
who is disrupting the meeting, and notice is hereby provided of the intent of this body to 
preserve the decorum and remove anyone who disrupts the proceedings." 
 
11-364 AGENDA ITEM 3 – PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Public Comment. Comment heard under this item will be limited 
to two minutes per person and may pertain to matters both on and off the 
Commission agenda. The Commission will also hear public comment during 
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individual action items, with comment limited to two minutes per person. 
Comments are to be made to the Commission as a whole.” 
 
 Lucina Moses, Friends of Washoe County Library President, requested the 
Board recommend no further reductions to the Libraries. She believed that the Library 
was a core service and any further reductions could be detrimental.    
 
 Rob Rothe, Reno Town Mall Managing Partner, said the Sierra View 
Library branch had been in the Town Mall for approximately 23 years. He provided a 
proposal that would contribute 100 percent of the rental in the Reno Town Mall for this 
year with the commitment to provide a 10-year agreement. The next three years would 
only bring a charge for gas and electrical usage. He explained in years five through eight 
there would be a $0.25 per square foot rental per month, which was below the cost of 
providing basic services for the building. For the balance of the 10-year term, the cost 
would rise to $0.30 per square foot a month, about $0.05 below the cost of operating the 
Mall. Mr. Rothe said the Mall was a friend of the Library and looked forward to helping 
the community.    
  
11-365 AGENDA ITEM 4 
 
Agenda Subject: “Update on the Citizens’ Advisory Committee on the future of the 
Washoe County Library System.” 
 
*9:12 a.m.  Commissioner Humke arrived.  
 
 Arnie Maurins, Library Director, distributed a status report from the 
Citizens’ Advisory Committee (CAC), which was placed on file with the Clerk. The 
report highlighted the guidelines discussed for the Libraries’ planning efforts in regard to 
a 90 percent or 75 percent budget reduction. The following factors and proposals were 
considered: 
 

 Geographic distribution of libraries, travel time and availability of public transit; 
 Library services should be provided to all socio-economic classes; 
 Maintain as many services as possible at the larger, regional libraries; 
 Reduce the “footprint” at the two leased library facilities as a step toward eventual 

closure and potential replacement by a County-owned building; and, 
 Close the Duncan-Traner Community Library, and set up a library kiosk at the 

nearby Boys’ and Girls’ Club. 
 
 Mr. Maurins indicated the impacts from the reductions included: 50 
percent fewer new materials being purchased; closure of one branch and removal of the 
Mobile Library from service; a 25 percent reduction in both public hours and library 
programs; abandoned outreach to, and collaborations with, many community agencies 
and organizations; and, an increased spending burden on the Library’s Expansion Fund. 
In addition, volunteers now contributed over 40 percent more time than they did three 
years ago, with over 12,000 hours given in calendar year 2010. 
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 Mr. Maurins said the CAC requested that the Library System not be 
required to make any more budget cuts beyond what it had already done, or if any further 
cuts were needed they be minimal. This was due to the significant losses already 
experienced, and the vital role the Library played in the economic, educational and 
cultural life of Washoe County. 
 
 Commissioner Jung asked how the proposal from Rob Rothe, Reno Town 
Mall Managing Partner, affected the carbon footprint at the leased library spaces. Mr. 
Maurins replied that needed to be reviewed.  
 
 Judith Simon, Library Board Chairperson, remarked that the Library 
Board had not fully reviewed the proposal from the Reno Town Mall and noted that 
proposal had only been submitted to the CAC. She said their offer was generous; 
however, because of what had happened before with other cooperative arrangements, the 
Board was leery about entering into any long-term agreement.  
 
 Member Lokken asked for clarification on two conflicting pieces of 
information. He said the Public Works Department preferred not to use leased-facilities, 
but a recent decision was to move leased-facilities under the control of the Public Works 
Department.  
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, clarified that the policy guidance to move 
out of County-leased facilities came from the Board of County Commissioners. She said 
it was always the interest to ensure a sustainable and cost effective plan. There were 
situations where it could be sustainable to occupy a leased-facility versus buying or 
building a facility and incurring that debt. Ms. Simon stated all County facilities were 
managed by the Public Works Department, but emphasized that the Board of County 
Commissioners were the policy makers.    
    
 With the proposed offer, Commissioner Weber felt that the Sierra View 
Library was now affordable with a plan to potentially move forward. She asked if the 
Shared Services Committee considered joining with the Washoe County School District 
(WCSD) and the University system to cooperatively have libraries located at the schools. 
Commissioner Jung replied that the CAC had considered that notion, but Shared Services 
had not. She requested that item be placed on a Shared Services Committee agenda.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz stated that the WCSD was part of the Shared Services 
Committee with voting positions, and believed the initial invitation to other entities 
within the County was open.  
   
 Library Chairperson Simon explained that the Tahoe Library Coalition 
had a model in Incline Village encompassing all the area libraries allowing anyone in 
Incline Village to use those libraries. 
 

MAY 10, 2011  PAGE 3   



 Chairman Breternitz said the Shared Services Committee currently had 
two voting bodies, but those groups did not have any control over libraries. He said there 
was an over-riding factor the County was faced with, which was survival, and that would 
bring people to the table. 
  
 In regard to the preliminary report, Library Chairperson Simon said the 
executive summary highlighted the frame-work of where the libraries had been in the 
past few years and where they would be moving in the future.  
 
 Member Lokken said the CAC was crafted to provide information about 
the immediate budget and said staff had done an excellent job of educating them. As a 
structure of County government, he said libraries had repeatedly absorbed the worse cuts 
and had begun to rethink themselves as an institution of the County. In moving forward, 
he hoped that libraries would be made a core service.  
 
 William Hartman, CAC Chairman, stated with the reductions already 
taken by the Library applying more reductions would make the Library unsustainable. He 
considered the Library a pillar of the community and did not want to see that part of the 
community destroyed.   
 
 Mindy Clive, CAC Member, said this had been a very difficult task and 
hoped that the library would not have to endure further reductions.  
 
 Carola Naumer, CAC Member, explained that the Library had always 
been a critical place for teachers to supplement their educational tools. She indicated that 
a library was the back-bone of literacy for a community and felt that further reductions 
could be the potential of entering into the dark-ages. 
 
 Chairman Breternitz believed in the value of the Library; however, he was 
disappointed. He said the CAC was charged with finding the future of the Library system, 
but maintaining the status quo or increasing funding should not be the only answer. He 
commented if everything stayed status quo the projection would have the County $200 
million underwater in four years. Chairman Breternitz wished to see more creativity and 
effort given to a solution or a series of solutions rather than asking for the same amount 
of funds.  
 
 Commissioner Weber agreed and felt more ideas were needed. She said 
the top priority was keeping families in their homes and all departments needed to look 
outside the box. Although the Library did an exceptional job utilizing volunteers, a 
Library could not be run solely by volunteers. She said reductions had to be made, even 
to mandated services; however, libraries were not mandated. 
 
 Since libraries and parks were vital in an economic crisis, Commissioner 
Jung felt that libraries needed to be mandated. She said they should be funded the most 
when an economy was down and the least when an economy was thriving.  
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 Ms. Simon asked if the CAC had any discussion about a library district. 
Mr. Maurins said he was waiting for an interpretation from legal counsel. Herb Kaplan, 
Legal Counsel, stated he had not had the opportunity to review that NRS, but would 
report his findings during the next Library Trustees meeting.  
 
 There was no action taken on this item. 
   
11-366 AGENDA ITEM 5 
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible direction to staff regarding the 
designation of library services as “Core Services” for the purpose of future resource 
allocations and budget adjustments.” 
 
 Commissioner Weber and Commissioner Jung stated that their comments 
and positions had been made in the previous item. 
 
 Chairman Breternitz acknowledged that the definition of a core service 
was recommended from the Organizational Effectiveness Committee (OEC). He agreed 
that the Library was classified correctly. 
 
 Commissioner Jung disagreed with the current classification and stated 
that the Library should be a core service. 
 
 Arnie Maurins, Library Director, said the definition of a core service was 
fulfilling the mission of providing a safe, secure and healthy community and felt that the 
Library met those qualifications. He commented that the Library provided essential 
benefits and vital resources to the community and reiterated that the Library should be 
classified a core service.  
 
 Judith Simon, Library Board of Trustees Chairperson, noted that the 
Library Board had not been involved with the OEC and hoped that a letter written to the 
OEC in January, which was placed on file with the Clerk, would help with their 
considerations. She felt the Library should not have had to endure severe reductions and 
then expect further reductions which would place Library employees in further jeopardy. 
 
 Chairman Breternitz explained that reductions were happening County-
wide with every department being touched by reductions. He would be willing to review 
the definition of a core service if the Library was willing to be creative. Chairperson 
Simon indicted that the Library had secured grants, implemented a library check-out 
system, established an employee-developed method utilizing open-sourced materials and 
the community had supported book sales.  She added the Book Mobile was taken off the 
road because of the costs involved, but felt there may be other ways to deliver those 
critical services. 
 
 Commissioner Jung inquired about contracting for services through the 
Washoe County School District (WCSD) and said the Regional Transportation 
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Commission (RTC) was willing to donate vehicles to the Library. William Hartman, 
Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) Chairman, was not aware of the RTC contribution, 
but was aware of conversations with the WCSD. A critical missing piece was that library 
hours had decreased 25 percent, but the usage had risen 30 percent, and he felt that was 
being creative; however, it was difficult to be creative when the funds kept decreasing. 
He stated that a process through Amazon.com® called a “Wish List” had been 
implemented and explained how that worked for the community to become involved. Mr. 
Hartman believed there was an opportunity with Amazon.com® and said if marketed 
properly that could be a very profitable and creative venture for the Library.   
 
 Brenda Baxter, Knowledge Services Coordinator, further explained the 
“Wish List” process and remarked that the Library had been so creative that patrons were 
unaware of all the sever reductions that had occurred.  
 
 There was no action taken on this item.  
 
Following Item No. 5 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 recessed. 
 
10:25 a.m.  The Board reconvened with all members present. 
 
11-367 AGENDA ITEM 8 - PROCLAMATION 
 
Agenda Subject: “Proclamation--May 21, 2011 as MacLean Observatory Day to 
honor the MacLean Family Celestron Telescope--requested by Commissioner Jung. 
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Commissioner Jung read and presented the Proclamation to members of 
the MacLean family. The family thanked the Board for recognizing their interest in 
Astronomy and said it was an honor to receive this Proclamation. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8 be adopted.  
 
11-368 AGENDA ITEM 9 – PROCLAMATION – SOCIAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Proclamation--May 2011 as National Foster Care Month and 
acknowledges Sarah Johns and KOLO TV-8’s Have a Heart program for improving 
the lives of foster and adoptable children in our community. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
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 Commissioner Jung read and presented the Proclamation to Kevin 
Schiller, Social Services Director, Binnie Lopez, Social Services Supervisor, George 
Pelham, Social Worker and Sarah Johns, KOLO TV-8.  
 
 Mr. Schiller said the Social Services Department had the difficult job of 
dealing with abused and neglected children. He stated everyday it was a challenge to 
recruit homes and Foster Families. Mr. Schiller honored Ms. Johns and KOLO TV-8 for 
their commitment to the children of the community. 
 
 Ms. Lopez said that having partners in the community who cared about the 
children made the children important to everyone. She thanked Ms. Johns and KOLO 
TV-8 for their commitment. Mr. Pelham stated that he had the pleasure to work with Ms. 
Johns within the Have-a-Heart program. He said the program brought to light the need 
for more permanent adoptive homes.  
 
 Ms. Johns thanked the Board for this Proclamation. She said participating 
in the Have-a-Heart program was one of the most fulfilling partnerships and happiest 
parts of her job.   
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne commended the 
Have-a- Heart program and that being a foster parent was a noble undertaking. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 9 be adopted.  
 
11-369 AGENDA ITEM 10 - PROCLAMATION 
 
Agenda Subject: “Proclamation--Week of May 28 - June 5, 2011 as Lake Tahoe 
Basin Wildfire Awareness Week. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Commissioner Humke read and presented the Proclamation to Ryan 
Sommers, North Lake Tahoe Fire Protection District Battalion Chief. On behalf of the 
entire District, Chief Sommers thanked the Board for their recognition. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 10 be adopted.  
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11-370 AGENDA ITEM 29 - PROCLAMATION 
 
Agenda Subject: “Proclamation--May 15-21, 2011 as National Public Works Week. 
(All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 Chairman Breternitz read and presented the Proclamation to Dan St. John, 
Public Works Director, Kimble Corbridge, Assistant Public Works Director, Tom Greco, 
American Public Works Association (APWA) State President and Deanna Gray, APWA 
Northern Nevada Section Chairperson. Mr. St. John said the recognition was appreciated 
by Public Works and all the professionals in northern Nevada that provide those services. 
Mr. Greco thanked the Board for supporting staff.  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne spoke on the 
Proclamation. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 29 be adopted.  
 
11-371 AGENDA ITEM 12 – 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.” 
 
 Toni Harsh stated her objections and concerns in regard to Agenda Item 
19, the proposed ordinance to establish a County Bond Bank. She stated that she was 
opposed to the introduction of this ordinance. 
 
 Jim Galloway stated that he was shocked by Agenda Item 19 and the 
proposed ordinance to establish a County Bond Bank. He said the ordinance would lead 
to excessive and unnecessary consequences for Washoe County. He suggested a citizen 
workshop be scheduled to allow adequate time for the Board to hear and consider all 
citizen objections. Mr. Galloway declared his opposition to the introduction of this 
ordinance. 
 
 Betty Hicks voiced her objections and concerns in regard to Agenda Item 
19, the proposed ordinance to establish a County Bond Bank. She stated that she was 
opposed to the introduction of this ordinance. 
 
 Guy Felton spoke on decorum and the Constitution. 
 
 Sam Dehne objected to the proposed ordinance to establish a County Bond 
Bank.  
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 Robert Parker stated his concerns and opposition over the proposed 
ordinance to establish a County Bond Bank.   
 
 John Coats spoke in support of the agreement between Washoe County 
and Cal-Mazz Golf Management in regard to full management for the Sierra Sage Golf 
Course. 
 
 Jesse Gutierrez questioned why the County wanted to use taxpayer funds 
to enter into an investment banking business. He said that he was opposed to the 
proposed County Bond Bank. 
 
 Roger Edwards stated his concerns and opposition over the proposed 
ordinance to establish a County Bond Bank.  
 
 Carla Fells, Washoe County Employees Association Executive Director 
(WCEA), said Agenda Item 19 scared the employees. She stated the Association did not 
want the County to enter into financial support of another jurisdiction in trouble. Ms. 
Fells asked that if this were entered into, it be entered into with full disclosure to the 
public and the employees on the financial impact from the Bond Bank.    
 
11-372 AGENDA ITEM 13 – ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Commissioners’/Manager’s Announcements, Requests for 
Information, Topics for Future Agendas and Statements Relating to Items Not on 
the Agenda. (No discussion among Commissioners will take place on this item.)” 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, noted that Agenda Item 11 was pulled from 
the agenda and Agenda Item 14G(2) would be removed from the consent agenda for 
further discussion. 
 
 Commissioner Weber commented on her visit to Gerlach where she took a 
tour of the US Geothermal plant and also visited the local clinic. She said there were 
discussions underway with the Washoe County School District to leave the donated solar 
panels in the Gerlach community. Commissioner Weber commented on the many 
concerns for the Gerlach community; however, noted there were many ideas and thoughts 
in keeping the area viable.  
 
 Commissioner Jung requested an agenda item to discuss ways to strategize 
and explain to the public the impacts of the Legislature’s proposed budget fortifications 
via local tax dollars being diverted to the State and the impending impacts.    
 
 In regard to funds potentially being taken by the State, Commissioner 
Humke agreed with Commissioner Jung and felt that Washoe County’s story needed to 
be told to the public. 
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 Chairman Breternitz requested language be included in the 
Commissioners’/Manager’s Announcements for ideas concerning improvement or 
innovation. He suggested a public hearing or a workshop be scheduled to discuss the 
potential affects from the proposed State impacts to the County. 
 
 CONSENT AGENDA  
 
11-373 AGENDA ITEM 14A - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve and certify budgets and special assessment or tax rates 
for the following budgets as requested by the State of Nevada Department of 
Conservation and Natural Resources: 1) Paid by the Water Resource Planning cost 
center 663000 account 710200 for the following: Pleasant Valley Groundwater Basin 
[$2,500]; Cold Springs Valley Groundwater Basin [$3,000]; Honey Lake Valley 
Groundwater Basin [$2,000]; Washoe Valley Groundwater Basin [$2,081.70]; 
Warm Springs Valley Groundwater Basin [$4,839.22]; and, Warm 
Springs/Winnemucca Creek [$2,000]; 2) From Lemmon Valley Water District Fund 
7012 cost center 990012 for the Lemmon Valley Groundwater Basin [$11,000]; 3) 
From Nevada State Trust Fund 7020 cost center 990034 for the Truckee 
Meadows/Sun Valley Basin [$35,000] with a tax rate of $.0005; and, if all approved, 
direct County Clerk to attest the certificates and submit same to the State Engineer 
with copies to the Treasurer, Comptroller and Budget Division; direct the Treasurer 
to bill and collect the special tax rates and/or assessments requested by the State 
Engineer; and, direct Comptroller to pay to the Department of Conservation and 
Natural Resources the requested funds [no impact to General Fund]. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 14A be approved, certified and directed. 
 
11-374 AGENDA ITEM 14B(1) – COMMUNITY RELATIONS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve request to bid Video Broadcasting and Production 
Services for the period July 1, 2011 through June 30, 2012, with Washoe County 
retaining the option to renew the resulting agreement for two one-year renewals. 
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 14B(1) be approved. 
 

PAGE 10  MAY 10, 2011  



11-375 AGENDA ITEM 14B(2) – MANAGEMENT 
SERVICES/COMMUNITY SUPPORT ADMINISTRATOR 

 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Agreement for a Washoe County Special Purpose Grant 
to Incline Village Community Hospital Foundation for the Incline Village Clinic 
[$18,432] for Fiscal Year 2010/11 and approve Resolution necessary for same; and if 
both approved, authorize Chairman to sign Resolution and Agreement. 
(Commission District 1.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 14B(2) be approved, authorized and executed. The Resolution for same is attached 
hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
11-376 AGENDA ITEM 14C(1) - TREASURER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of the Report of Sale – March 29, 2011 
Delinquent Special Assessment Sale- sale cancelled as all delinquencies have paid. 
(Commission Districts 2, 3, 4 and 5.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 14C(1) be acknowledged. 
 
11-377 AGENDA ITEM 14D – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of the Quarterly Report on Activities of the 
Washoe County Water and Sanitary Sewer Financial Assistance Program, 
Ordinance No. 1449, for the period ended March 31, 2011. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 14D be acknowledged. 
 
11-378 AGENDA ITEM 14E(1) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Reappoint Robert Wideman to the Washoe County Board of 
Adjustment for a term ending June 30, 2015. (Commission District 2.)” 
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 Commissioner Humke thanked Robert Wideman for his service on the 
Board of Adjustment.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Robert 
Wideman be reappointed to the Washoe County Board of Adjustment for a term ending 
June 30, 2015. 
 
11-379 AGENDA ITEM 14E(2) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Reappoint Dian VanderWell to the Washoe County Planning 
Commission for a term ending June 30, 2015. (Commission District 5.)” 
 
 Commissioner Weber said Dian VanderWell had served the County well 
and recognized Ms. VanderWell for her leadership as the Chairperson for the Washoe 
County Planning Commission and the Regional Planning Commission. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Dian 
VanderWell be reappointed to the Washoe County Planning Commission for a term 
ending June 30, 2015. 
 
11-380 AGENDA ITEM 14E(3) – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Reappoint D.J. Whittemore to the Washoe County Planning 
Commission for a term ending June 30, 2015. (Commission District 2.)” 
 
 Commissioner Humke thanked D.J. Whittemore for his tireless service on 
the Washoe County Planning Commission. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that D.J. 
Whittemore be reappointed to the Washoe County Planning Commission for a term 
ending June 30, 2015. 
 
11-381 AGENDA ITEM 14F(1) – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize Public Works Department to bid the Incline Way 
Pedestrian Path project [funding source - Transportation Equity Act for the 21st 
Century (TEA-21) with a 5% match]. (Commission District 1.)” 
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 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 14F(1) be authorized. 
 
11-382 AGENDA ITEM 14F(2) – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize Public Works Department to prepare contract 
documents and bid the 911 Parr Boulevard Cell Hardening projects [funding source 
- General Fund]. (Commission District 3.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 14F(2) be authorized. 
 
11-383 AGENDA ITEM 14F(3) – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize Public Works Department to prepare contract 
documents and bid 911 Parr Boulevard Crime Lab Roof Repairs [funding source - 
General Fund]. (Commission District 3.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 14F(3) be authorized. 
 
11-384 AGENDA ITEM 14F(4) – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept supplemental Water Quality Mitigation Funds [interest 
portion - $5,610.50] from Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) to cover costs 
over the original estimate for a regenerative air, dustless, vacuum-assisted street 
sweeper purchased for use in the Crystal Bay/Incline Village area and funded 50% 
by TRPA and 50% by a U.S. Forest Service grant, both of which have already been 
accepted by the Board, with no impact on the General Fund; and if accepted, direct 
Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments. (Commission District 1.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 14F(4) be accepted and directed. 
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11-385 AGENDA ITEM 14G(1) - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept cash donations [$19,567.96] from various businesses, 
organizations and individuals and acknowledge in-kind donations for the 
Department of Regional Parks and Open Space programs and facilities; and if 
accepted, direct Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Jung thanked the various donors 
for their generous donations. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 14G(1) be accepted and directed. 
 
11-386 AGENDA ITEM 14H(1) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Sheriff’s Security Agreement between the County of 
Washoe (Sheriff’s Office) and Lake Tahoe Visitor’s Authority/Local Organizing 
Committee to provide Uniformed Deputy Sheriffs for security [estimated security 
costs $8,000] during the 2011 AMGEN Tour of California Professional Bicycle Race 
on May 15, 2011; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute Agreement.  
(Commission District 1.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 14H(1) be approved, authorized and executed. 
 
11-387 AGENDA ITEM 14H(2) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept Cost Reimbursement Agreement between the Washoe 
County Sheriff’s Office and the United States Department of Agriculture, Office of 
Inspector General, to seek reimbursement of permissible expenses incurred by the 
Washoe County Sheriff’s Office such as overtime, investigative equipment, travel, 
training, intelligence data gathering expenditures and other joint operation support 
costs relating to State or local law enforcement officers; and if accepted, authorize 
Sheriff Haley to execute Agreement and direct Finance to make necessary budget 
adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 14H(2) be accepted, authorized, executed and directed. 
 
11-388 AGENDA ITEM 14I – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Resolution requesting the assistance of the Attorney 
General in the possible prosecution of a male over the age of 18 for alleged criminal 
abuse of a minor child and other matters properly related thereto; and if approved, 
authorize Chairman to execute Resolution. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 14I be approved, authorized and executed. The Resolution for same is attached 
hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
11-389 AGENDA ITEM 14G(2) - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve First Amendment to Golf Management License and 
Services Sierra Sage Golf Course Agreement between the County of Washoe and 
Cal-Mazz Golf Management, LLC for full management of Sierra Sage Golf Course 
for a five-year period commencing on July 1, 2011 through June 30, 2016 with one 
additional five-year renewal option and adding provisions for a Golf Percentage Fee 
to be paid to Washoe County and the implementation of a Capital Improvement Fee 
for the golf course; and if all approved, authorize Chairman to execute First 
Amendment. (Commission District 5.)” 
  
 Al Rogers, Regional Parks and Open Space Assistant Director, said that 
Cal-Mazz Golf Management, LLC presented a proposal for a new agreement in regard to 
full management of the Sierra Sage Golf Course with proposals to the term, Performance 
Bond and compensation, per the reopener clause contained in the original agreement. He 
said staff recommended a contract term of five years versus 10 years, keeping the 
Performance Bond in place and modifying the revenue to Washoe County as proposed.   
 
 In terms of the agreement, Commissioner Weber was concerned that the 
Parks Department had changed the term to five years versus 10 years. She felt a 
commitment of 10 years was needed to accomplish some of the improvements desired for 
the Golf Course. Commissioner Weber indicated that the Regional Parks and Open Space 
Commission voted unanimously to approve an agreement for 10 years commencing on 
July 1, 2011 and ending on June 30, 2021. The Commission also voted to initiate the 
revenue sharing percentage in 2012, but keep the Capital Improvement Fees beginning in 
2014. Commissioner Weber disclosed that she had conversations with Mike Mazzaferri, 
Cal-Mazz Golf Management, LLC. 
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 Chairman Breternitz questioned the change in the recommendation. Mr. 
Rogers explained staff had always supported five years as a maximum term length for 
any management contract arrangement and said it was financially prudent to return in a 
five-year period and, if necessary, renegotiate. Chairman Breternitz asked if modification 
of the agreement was in the contract term for both parties. Mr. Rogers stated that was 
correct and that at any point the contract could be renegotiated. Chairman Breternitz 
asked if the County had a right to terminate if there were performance failures with the 
contractor. Mr. Rogers stated that was also correct. He noted that a contractor had a 
certain amount of days to “right the cause” and, if not, the contract could be terminated in 
30 days.   
 
 In response to a question from Commissioner Weber, Mr. Rogers replied 
prior to the defeasance of the bond the current configuration allowed Washoe County to 
collect 100 percent of all revenues, which flowed through the County, and then pay 97.9 
percent to the vendor. He said the amendment allowed for all the revenues to flow 
through the vendor. Next year a revenue sharing program would begin and then in 2014 a 
capital improvement fund would be implemented for the infrastructure of the course.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz asked if that 10-year stipulation was part of the 
original proposal by Cal-Mazz. Mr. Rogers stated that was a proposal by the vendor and 
not from staff. He said the proposal submitted to the Parks Commission was the five-and-
five proposal. 
 
 Commissioner Humke inquired about the anticipated life for the capital 
improvement funds beginning in 2014. Mr. Rogers replied those had not been addressed 
at this point. Upon an executed contract, staff would begin those discussions with the 
vendor to identify a capital improvement plan for 2014-2020, but also for the immediate 
time. Commissioner Humke asked if the vendor would complete some of their own 
capital projects using their own funds. Mr. Rogers stated that had been discussed but he 
could not answer that specifically. 
 
 Mike Mazzaferri, Cal-Mazz Golf Management, LLC, reported he 
approached staff in 2009 to offer assistance in keeping the Sierra Sage Golf Course open. 
After the bid was again offered for the Golf Course, Cal-Mazz was awarded the bid based 
on the proposal, which was a business plan written for a 10-year period and accepted in 
the fall of 2009. After the initial lease contracts were drawn and reviewed, it was 
determined by the District Attorney’s Office that the County could not lease the course to 
Cal-Mazz because of specific Internal Revenue language within the bonds. However, 
they were able to take over the course on a short-term lease with a considerable risk. Mr. 
Mazzaferri remarked in the 20 months since they had managed the Golf Course, the debt 
had been paid off and the County’s Golf Enterprise Fund was healthier than it had been in 
years. He indicated the Golf Course was now a viable operation, but he hoped not to 
renegotiate after five years because it would take five years to make a profit. Mr. 
Mazzaferri said in 2010 revenue had increased by about $300,000; however, the rates had 
lowered. He stated there were some major expenses in the near future that needed to be 
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completed and hoped the Board would consider what was best for the facility in the long-
term.  Mr. Mazzaferri thanked the staff and said this had been a team effort.  
 
 Commissioner Weber asked if the progress and what had been completed 
at the Golf Course could be reiterated. Mr. Rogers replied previous renovations, such as 
the kitchen and the restrooms had been completed by Washoe County. In terms of the 
parking lot, those infrastructure needs would be kept by the County if there was available 
funding. Commissioner Weber said the vendor had long-term plans, but the five-year 
term did not appear to be enough time for those long-term plans. Mr. Mazzaferri replied 
there were certain projects that needed to be completed and confirmed that some could 
not be completed under a five-year contract.   
 
 Chairman Breternitz asked again for an explanation of the five-year 
contract versus the 10-year contract. Mr. Rogers replied that the five-year plan gave the 
County and the vendor an opportunity to renegotiate or return to reopen issues. He noted 
that staff was not opposed to a 10-year contract, but felt what was presented to be most 
prudent. 
 
 In reference to a letter dated March 7, 2011, Commissioner Humke said it 
was noted that the new agreement included elimination of paragraph 18 which read, 
“Performance Bond-Elimination of this clause based on our history and performance over 
the last 17 months.” He said there was no reason for insecurity on behalf of the County as 
a contractor and asked if that was correct. Mr. Mazzaferri stated that was a correct 
statement. Commissioner Humke asked what the cost was for a $50,000 Performance 
Bond. Mr. Mazzaferri replied the cost would be 10 to 12 percent, and if the Performance 
Bond was required that would be acceptable, but was not a perfect process. Mr. Rogers 
stated that was a point of discussion and the Parks Commission stated that releasing the 
Performance Bond was not supported. While the vendor had performed amicably over 
the past 17 months, it was still felt to keep that in place as it would be with any vendor 
and noted at that point the vendor agreed to have that included.  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, John Coats suggested the 
contract be provided to the vendor without any riders. Since 1999, he said the Men’s 
Club at the Golf Course had given approximately $50,000 in scholarships. He noted that 
there was a Men’s Club sponsored field trip planned to the Animal Ark Sanctuary for 92 
children and that the North Valleys High School Golf Team was sponsored by the Men’s 
Club. Mr. Coats said the list of intangibles was lengthy and encouraged the Board to 
provide a 10-year contract to Cal-Mazz.  
 
 Bob Jacobson, Park Commissioner, stated this contract provided for a 
lengthy discussion during the Parks Commission meeting. He said many of the issues 
were resolved and stated the motion from the Parks Commission meeting was to 
recommend to the Board of County Commissioners to approve an agreement for license 
and professional management services at Sierra Sage Golf Course with Cal-Mazz Golf 
Management LLC for full management of Sierra Sage Golf Course for a 10 year period. 
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He noted if the Parks Commission had a purpose, it was to make such a recommendation 
to the Board of County Commissioners. 
 
 Ralph Fellows, Sierra Sage Men’s Club President, encouraged the Board 
to approve a contract for a 10 year period.  
 
 Commissioner Humke said the Performance Bond seemed to be an 
adequate compromise and felt the longer term would be appropriate.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that the 
amendment to the Agreement for License and Professional Management Services at 
Sierra Sage Golf Course with Cal-Mazz Golf Management, LLC for full management of 
Sierra Sage Golf Course for a ten (10) year period commencing on July 1, 2011 through 
June 30, 2021 be approved. It was further ordered that provisions be added for a Golf 
Percentage Fee to be paid to Washoe County and the implementation of a Capital 
Improvement Fee for the Golf Course and that the Chairman be authorized to sign the 
Agreement.  
 
 BLOCK VOTE  
 
 The following agenda items were consolidated and voted on in a block 
vote: Agenda Items 15, 16 and 21.  
 
11-390 AGENDA ITEM 15 – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to authorize Washoe County Department of 
Water Resources to advertise and solicit bid proposals for Sensus Flexnet units, 
water meter registers and associated components [estimated cost $300,000 for Fiscal 
Year 2011/12]. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 15 be authorized. 
 
11-391 AGENDA ITEM 16 - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Intrastate Interlocal Contract 
between Public Agencies: Washoe County, Washoe County Sheriff’s Office Forensic 
Science Division and State of Nevada, Department of Public Safety, Office of the 
Director, to provide a Breath Alcohol Program for a 2-year term (July 1, 2011 
through June 30, 2013 [income of $258,040 for Fiscal Year 2012 and income of 
$258,040 for Fiscal Year 2013]; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute 
Interlocal Contract. (All Commission Districts.)” 
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 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 16 be approved, authorized and executed. The Agreement for same is attached 
hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
11-392 AGENDA ITEM 21 – DISTRICT COURT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Intrastate Interlocal Contract 
between Washoe County through the Second Judicial District Court of the State of 
Nevada in and for Washoe County and State of Nevada, acting by and through its 
Department of Health and Human Services, Division of Welfare and Supportive 
Services for the purpose of enforcing child support obligations, locating non-
custodial parents, establishing paternity, obtaining child support and adjusting 
support orders (July 1, 2011 through June 30, 2014) [estimated budget for Fiscal 
Years 2011/12, 2012/13 and 2013/14 $580,246 reimbursed through Federal Title IV-
D Funds]; and if approved, ratify Chairman’s conditional signature and approval.  
(All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 21 be approved and ratified. The Intrastate Interlocal Contract is attached hereto and 
made a part of the minutes thereof.  
 
12:10 p.m.  The Board recessed. 
 
12:55 p.m.  The Board reconvened with Commissioner Jung absent.  
 
11-393 AGENDA ITEM 17 - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to authorize the Public Works Department to 
bid the design and construction of Phase IV of the North Valleys Regional Park to 
include but not limited to: one Babe Ruth field and one Youth Softball field, 
[approximate $1.5 million project with funding provided by the proceeds from the 
sale of water rights at Sierra Sage Golf Course]. (Commission District 5.)” 
  
12:57 p.m.  Commissioner Jung arrived. 
 
 Commissioner Weber felt it would be appropriate to continue and refer 
this item to the Regional Parks and Open Space Commission. She had concerns if the 
proposal for the two baseball fields should be brought forward or if the County could 
receive a better price if the bid was more inclusive.  
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 Doug Doolittle, Regional Parks and Open Space Director, explained this 
item was to receive authorization to bid the design and construction of Phase IV of the 
North Valleys Regional Park. He said until the design was completed the cost was 
unknown.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz asked if these were the priority items for the Master 
Plan that was yet to be presented and accepted by the Board. In terms of any 
augmentation of the existing Master Plan, Mr. Doolittle stated these items had not been 
brought to the Parks Commission or the Board of County Commissioners. He said a 
Master Plan revision would be brought forward to the Board, but these were consistent 
with the priorities that had been in that area with the Master Plan work completed.   
 
1:05 p.m.  Commissioner Humke temporarily left the meeting.   
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Jim Galloway felt that the 
advice of the Parks Commission would be beneficial before considering the cost of 
certain improvements.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioners Humke and Larkin absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 17 be continued until the June 28, 2011 Board of County Commission 
meeting. 
 
11-394 AGENDA ITEM 18 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance pursuant to 
Nevada Revised Statutes 278.0201 through 278.0207 approving Amendment of 
Conditions Case Number AC11-002, to amend an approved Development 
Agreement (DA09-004), to extend the approval of Tentative Map TM05-011 until 
July 5, 2013 with a possible extension by the Director of Community Development 
until July 5, 2015. (Public hearing and second reading and adoption of the 
Ordinance to be set for May 24, 2011 at 6 p.m.). (Commission District 5.)” 
  
  Amy Harvey, County Clerk, read the title for Bill No. 1641. 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
  
  Bill No. 1641, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE PURSUANT TO NEVADA 
REVISED STATUTES 278.0201 THROUGH 278.0207 APPROVING 
AMENDMENT OF CONDITIONS CASE NUMBER AC11-002, TO AMEND AN 
APPROVED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT (DA09-004), TO EXTEND THE 
APPROVAL OF TENTATIVE MAP TM05-011 UNTIL JULY 5, 2013 WITH A 
POSSIBLE EXTENSION BY THE DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT UNTIL JULY 5, 2015," was introduced by Commissioner Weber, 
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and legal notice for final action of adoption was directed. It was noted that the second 
reading and adoption was set for May 24, 2011 at 6:00 p.m. 
 
11-395 AGENDA ITEM 19 - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance amending the 
Washoe County Code by adding a new section establishing a County Bond Bank; 
providing procedures for the issuance of County General Obligation Bonds in order 
to fund the acquisition of bonds issued by municipalities wholly or partially within 
the County; providing the standards, policies and procedures for financing projects 
through the County Bond Bank; and providing other matters properly related 
thereto and providing the effective date hereof. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  John Sherman, Finance Director, said NRS 244A allowed a County to 
issue bonds for the purposes of financing a municipal bond bank, to assist local 
governments in the County by funding lending projects. He said the statute also required 
that before the County provided financing for a lending project, it must adopt a County 
Bond Bank ordinance and may provide in the ordinance the County’s standards, policies 
and procedures for financing lending projects. Mr. Sherman explained there was pending 
legislation, AB 238, that would amend Chapter 244A allowing the refunding of 
municipal securities not issued by the Bond Bank that were anticipated by amending 
provisions in the proposed ordinance if the bill was approved. The primary near-term 
focus of the County Bond Bank would be to facilitate the merger of the water business of 
the Department of Water Resources (DWR) and the Truckee Meadows Water Authority 
(TMWA) plus the debt financing needs of the Truckee River Flood Management 
Authority. He said any financing through the County Bond Bank would need approval 
from the County Commission. 
 
1:14 p.m.  Commissioner Humke returned. 
 
  Mr. Sherman said under a County Bond Bank a municipality would issue 
securities to the County Bond Bank. The County Bond Bank would concurrently issue 
securities in the capital market, the proceeds of which would be used to purchase the 
securities of the municipality issued to the bond bank and was called a “Lending Project.” 
The purpose of this transaction was to provide the municipality access to credit at a lower 
rate that would result due to the County’s higher credit rating. Mr. Sherman indicated that 
municipalities could only access the County Bond bank for the Infrastructure Projects 
specified in the ordinance. The Infrastructure Projects defined in the ordinance included: 
 

• A Capital Improvement for fire protection, a building, a park or police protection 
that a municipality was authorized to improve, acquire or equip pursuant to a law 
other than the County Bond Law; or 

• For a Water Authority, Wastewater Authority, Flood Management Authority or 
any municipality whose governing body was composed of only the members of 
the board, a capital improvement of: 
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a) a water system, 
b) a water reclamation system; 
c) a flood management project; or, 
d) a sanitary sewer. 

 
An important component of the proposed County Bond Bank ordinance 

included the policies, procedures and standards that would need to be followed. Mr. 
Sherman reviewed several policies, procedures and standards as included within the staff 
report. 

 
Finally, Mr. Sherman explained that the bond bank law limited the total 

amount of debt by the County Bond Bank to an amount not exceeding 15 percent of the 
total assessed valuation of the taxable property of the County. 

 
Commissioner Jung questioned how long this authorization had been in 

place for counties to have a bond bank. Mr. Sherman replied the State law was enacted in 
1999. Commissioner Jung asked if this was the first time the County had ever considered 
a County Bond Bank. Mr. Sherman explained the only other county that had prepared a 
bond bank was Clark County, but this was the first proposal for Washoe County. He 
indicated there were two projects where discussion had occurred regarding the funding 
and financing. He said funding for the Truckee River Flood Management Authority could 
be through a County Bond Bank, otherwise that project would be issuing revenue-only 
debt that would have higher interest rates and more constrained requirements at a much 
higher rate to support that debt. He said the other project would be the merger of DWR 
and TMWA. Since there were a number of obligations by TMWA it may be 
economically advantageous to refinance those obligations to receive a lower cost of 
capital; hence, making the merger more viable. 

 
Commissioner Jung said the Truckee River Flood Management Authority 

was a Joint Powers Authority (JPA) and asked if they had the ability to raise taxes. Mr. 
Sherman clarified they could raise fees not taxes. He said the fee structure went through a 
long analytical process, but the actual fee structure and what the fees were had not been 
decided. He said the Truckee River Flood Management Authority would be a new 
agency, so receiving an investment grade rating could be difficult. He explained if they 
had a lower credit rating that would make the interest charges higher resulting in higher 
fees to pay that interest charge. Commissioner Jung questioned why the County would be 
the middleman and asked if there were other mechanisms other than the County. Mr. 
Sherman indicated this was the only mechanism outside of the local government itself 
from issuing the directive. Commissioner Jung asked why the local government would 
issue that directive. Mr. Sherman replied that the County had a higher credit rating and by 
going through the County there would be lower interest rates. Commissioner Jung asked 
what would occur to the County’s credit rating should this action occur. Mr. Sherman 
replied that was articulated in the policies, procedures and standards. He said the idea was 
not to have a negative impact on the County’s credit rating, but that would depend on the 
circumstances of the case and the conditions the Board placed on a particular bond 
transaction. Commissioner Jung asked what would happen if the lender defaulted. Mr. 
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Sherman stated that would depend on the conditions set forth in the Lending Project. He 
said if the agency did not have the funds to repay the debt then a requirement could be 
placed on that agency to raise the rates to create the funds for repayment. 

 
Chairman Breternitz questioned how Mr. Sherman would respond to the 

claim that this ordinance was designed for the County to take over the debt of a local 
municipality. Mr. Sherman explained the debt payment options and said there were very 
constrained limits on what the Board could do. He noted there was very little City of 
Reno debt that would fit into the requirements of a County Bond Bank. Chairman 
Breternitz said there had been a claim that County taxpayer funds would be used to enter 
into the lending business and asked for clarification. Mr. Sherman explained the 
mechanism of a County Bond Bank was the local government issued securities to the 
County, who in turn issued the securities to the capital market. The proceeds received 
from the people the County borrowed from would be given to the local government, and 
then the local government was pledged to pay a stream of revenue to the County for the 
amount of money on the annual debt service borrowed from the capital market. He said 
the County would be between the capital markets and the local government, but were not 
putting up any money, just putting up the County’s credit rating. However, if the local 
government could not pay, then that debt would fall to the County, explaining the reason 
there was a narrow constrained purpose on how a County Bond Bank could be used.  

 
Chairman Breternitz said in every case this program would be offered, the 

Board would have at least two instances to vote on that particular item as it went through 
the system. Mr. Sherman stated that was a correct statement and, in some cases, more 
instances. Chairman Breternitz asked if this process could jeopardize the County’s ability 
to maintain programs within the County or pay their employees. Mr. Sherman replied it 
would be the municipalities charge to pay the debt and the County would be the 
middleman between them and the capital markets.  
 

Commissioner Weber said the County had worked hard to achieve a good 
credit rating and questioned why that would be placed in jeopardy and at what expense to 
the County. Mr. Sherman replied the County would gain the ability to facilitate lowering 
the cost of government service in the County. He explained all the costs for the County, 
external and internal, would be paid by the municipality. With the application of this 
program, the County could manage the risk. 

 
Katy Simon, County Manager, stated during the meetings of the Flood 

Project JPA many discussions occurred regarding what the County would be doing for 
the Flood Project and what others would be doing for that project. She explained the 
County was not contractually obligated by the JPA to provide this service and added this 
idea was not originated by the County. 

 
In response to the call for public comment, Jim Galloway said when the 

County began refunding other projects that borrowed from the General Fund the 
County’s credit rating could decrease because the County’s debt would increase. He 
stated his strong opposition for the proposed ordinance. 
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  Commissioner Jung said the County had a higher credit rating than the 
local municipalities and because of being so new the Truckee River Flood Management 
Authority had virtually no credit rating. She asked if that was a universal statement 
and/or best practices that counties had better credit ratings than municipalities. Mr. 
Sherman replied as a general observation that could be true because a county had a 
broader tax-base; however, there were some exceptions to that rule.  
 
  In response to a question from Commissioner Humke, Mr. Sherman 
replied the County could place conditions on a municipality if they wanted to use this 
service before any borrowing through the County Bond Bank would occur.  
 
  Chairman Breternitz asked if the ordinance could include a statement that 
any subsequent debt by a municipality would need to be approved by the Board of 
County Commissioners. Mr. Sherman said that could be a part of the standards under 
which debt would be considered and then if that entity entered into a transaction with the 
County, that would have to be a feature of the lending legal documents to be produced. 
Chairman Breternitz asked if a requirement existed for annual reporting of financials, 
reserves and payments, so the County would be aware if an entity was utilizing the bond 
bank. Mr. Sherman said there were State laws regarding financial reporting, but noted 
that feature could be placed in the ordinance. Chairman Breternitz said the concerns 
revolved around the risk and asked if there were any tools to protect the County. Mr. 
Sherman indicated there were features included where a portion of the debt service 
reserve could be required for a three-month advance, to begin accumulating their semi-
annual principle, semi-annual interest payments and annual principle payments.  
 
  Commissioner Jung questioned if this ordinance were introduced, would it 
be forever since there was no time certain placed in the ordinance. Mr. Sherman 
explained an ordinance could be repealed at any point even after it had been used. He 
said the Board could constrain the proposed ordinance to specific infrastructure projects 
with specific types of financing more narrowly than allowed by State law and noted that 
the ordinance was modeled after State law.  
 
  Commissioner Weber stated she would not introduce the ordinance and 
believed that all five Commissioners should be present for this type of introduction. 
Commissioner Humke stated he would also not introduce the ordinance.    
 
  Amy Harvey, County Clerk, submitted a document from Mr. Galloway, 
which was directed to be placed on file with the Clerk. 
  
  On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 19 be tabled. 
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11-396 AGENDA ITEM 20 - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve establishment of a fund balance 
policy that sets minimum fund balance levels in the General Fund for the purpose of 
stabilization at 1.5%, and for the purpose of sustainability of a working capital 
between 8% and 10%, and to establish the order of use of fund balance in all 
governmental funds; and if approved, authorize Finance to transfer the remaining 
balance of $2,250,000 in the Stabilization Fund to the General Fund by June 30, 
2011, for the purpose of providing a portion of the $9.7 million fund balance 
investment needed to close the Fiscal Year 2011/12 budget deficit. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
  
 John Sherman, Finance Director, said this item would establish a fund 
balance policy: setting minimum fund balance levels in the General Fund for the purpose 
of stabilization at 1.5 percent; for the purpose of sustainability of a working capital 
balance between 8 percent and 10 percent; and, to establish the order of use of the fund 
balance in all governmental funds, in accordance with the Government Finance Officers 
Association best practices. In order to be in compliance with the Government Accounting 
Standards Board Statement 54, the Finance Department needed authorization to transfer 
the remaining balance of $2,250,000 in the Stabilization Fund to the General Fund by 
June 30, 2011, which would also provide a portion of the proposed $9.7 million fund 
balance investment needed to close the Fiscal Year 2011/2012 budget deficit.  
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, stated she supported the policy since this 
was an important part of the County’s financial sustainability and built into the balanced 
budget being presented to the Board. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that the 
establishment of a fund balance policy that sets minimum fund balance levels in the 
General Fund for the purpose of stabilization at 1.5 percent, and for the purpose of 
sustainability of a working capital between 8 percent and 10 percent, and to establish the 
order of use of fund balance in all governmental funds be approved. It was further 
ordered that the Finance Department be authorized to transfer the remaining balance of 
$2,250,000 in the Stabilization Fund to the General Fund by June 30, 2011, for the 
purpose of providing a portion of the $9.7 million fund balance investment needed to 
close the Fiscal Year 2011/12 budget deficit.  
 
11-397 AGENDA ITEM 23 - MANAGER  
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible direction regarding Manager’s 
recommended budget for Fiscal Year 2011/12. (All Commission Districts.)” 
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 Katy Simon, County Manager, stated that the staff report outlined the 
efforts that moved the intended shortfall and the expected deficit from $33.5 million to 
$31.33 million, which came from the action of the employee groups and the Insurance 
Negotiating Committee redefining the health insurance plan design and increasing 
employee co-pays. She said the proposed Fiscal Year 2011/12 budget included the 
following elements: 
 

• The budget was comprised of 23 Governmental Funds and six Proprietary 
Funds; 

• Combined appropriations in the Governmental Funds, including Fund Balance 
and Transfers Out, total $568,918,457; 

• Estimated expenses in the Proprietary Funds total $103,064,411; 
• The property tax rate remains the same as last year at $1.3917 per $100 of 

assessed value, generating estimated property tax revenue of $174,777,324 for 
all Governmental Funds; 

• Consolidated tax revenue was estimated to be $69,199,021 and all other 
revenues total $132,052,178 for all  Governmental Funds; 

• The General Fund included $266,754,000 in expenditures; contingency was 
budgeted at $1,775,000, a special line item expenditure savings of $5 million, 
named “Alternative Service Delivery: Fundamental Review Savings,” and 
$19,860,576 in transfers to other funds; 

• The proposed ending fund balance in the General Fund had two components: $4 
million reserved for stabilization (equivalent of 1.5 percent), and $23.9 million 
unreserved (equivalent to 8.5 percent) for subsequent year cash flow; and, 

• There were 2,657.7 full-time equivalent positions. 
 
 In general, Ms. Simon stated these were the responses presented from the 
departments for their targeted reductions.  
 
 In response to Commissioner Weber’s concerns about reductions in the 
Gerlach and Vya areas, Dan St. John, Public Works Director, replied the budget package 
recommended not closing the roadhouse in the Gerlach/Vya area, because the roadhouse 
was viewed by the residents of northern Washoe County as an integral and important 
asset for those citizens.  
 
 Ms. Simon noted the summary of the Governor’s proposed impacts to 
Washoe County was included and explained those impacts; however, the State’s budget 
impacts had not been incorporated into the recommended County budget. She said 
information had been received that the proposal to divert $0.09 of property tax rate from 
Washoe and Clark County had been rejected by the Joint Money Committees, whether it 
would resurface in some other form would wait to be seen, but was welcome information 
for the County.  
 
 Commissioner Humke asked if the pre-sentencing investigation issue was 
a local option. Ms. Simon replied there was much debate regarding that issue and felt that 
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neither the Courts nor the County were anxious to have a local funding of a State 
provided service over which there was no management control.  
 
 Ms. Simon offered her gratitude to the department heads and the 
employees of the County for their collaborative effort that produced the budget solutions 
coming before the Board. She recognized the entire Finance Department for their 
tremendous work.  
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
11-398 AGENDA ITEM 22 - MANAGER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Update on status of Shared Services efforts and possible direction 
to staff. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 Dave Childs, Assistant County Manager, reported there had been some 
dialogue about items that could be added to the Shared Services Committee including the 
Community Assistance Center and Regional Planning. He said the City of Reno took 
action to put Regional Planning on the Shared Services Elected Officials Committee 
rather than the subcommittee.       
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
11-399 AGENDA ITEM 24 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Overview and status of 2011 Washoe County Commission election 
district redistricting project. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 John Slaughter, Management Services Director, said this began the 
process of the 2011 Commission Redistricting Project. He distributed the 2011 
Commission Redistricting Project Commission District 2010 Population, which was 
placed on file with the Clerk. As required by NRS 244.014(3), the County Commission 
must establish its new election districts with nearly equal populations, with each district 
composed of contiguous territory and as compact as possible. Mr. Slaughter stated that 
the U.S. Census Bureau released the first data from the 2010 Census on December 28, 
2010 and showed that Nevada had the largest population gain, up 35.1 percent since 
2000. 
 
 Mr. Slaughter said the following proposed criteria for redistricting were 
reflective of relevant State statute, as well as community interests as guidelines for the 
2011 County Commission Redistricting Project: 
 

• Commission districts should have equal population to comply with the “nearly 
equal as practical” requirement; 

• Districts would be created in as compact a form as possible, and must be 
contiguous; 
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• The 2010 Census counts provided under Public Law from the U.S. Bureau of 
the Census would be used as the official source of population counts and 
demographic information for redistricting; 

• Commission districts should retain the core of existing districts to the extent 
possible. For the purpose of the 2011 Redistricting Project, commission districts 
would be created using the 2001 Commission Districts as a benchmark; 

• Commission districts should allow for representation of general areas of the 
County having similar or common interests or affinities. Geographic 
neighborhood and natural boundaries would be taken into account in the 
establishment of district lines and be used as diversions when practicable; 

• Commission districts should be drawn to minimize public confusion with regard 
to voting precincts; 

• Commission districts should coincide with other election districts wherever 
possible; and, 

• Currently elected commissioner’s home of record/residence would be retained 
within their district during redistricting. 

 
 Mr. Slaughter reviewed the proposed Commission Redistricting Project 
Schedule which would be culminated with a possible first and second reading of an 
ordinance in September 2011. 
 
 Commissioner Humke inquired on the impact of the Voter Rights Act on 
the redistricting efforts. Mr. Slaughter replied there were a number of states that were 
under the jurisdiction of the Department of Justice (DOJ) because of past practices on 
redistricting, but Nevada and Washoe County were not under that jurisdiction. In 
addition, staff needed to be watchful for ensuring that communities of interest remained 
together, such as various minority groups not being unduly split, not unduly “packing” a 
district and not moving so many into a district as to dilute their overall impact. 
Commissioner Humke asked if in-house legal counsel recommended opinions from 
outside counsel in regard to the expertise with the Voter Rights Act. Mr. Slaughter said at 
the present time staff felt that in-house legal counsel had the knowledge necessary in 
regard to the Voter Rights Act.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz inquired on the status of the statutory requirement 
when a County exceeded the 400,000 population mark and would then need to have 
seven commissioners. Mr. Slaughter said there were a number of State statutes that divide 
law in the State by population. Recently, AB 545 had a hearing that related to issues 
about the appropriateness of particular portions of statute and should those apply to 
Washoe and Clark counties, one being the number of commissioners. He said if the 
statute did not change all counties with a population over 400,000 and larger would have 
seven commissioners, but he anticipated that statute would be changed to a 700,000 
population threshold. 
 
 Commissioner Humke asked if there was any impact on the Registrar of 
Voter’s Office for the special election from the proposed redistricting schedule. Mr. 
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Slaughter replied that the proposed schedule should not have an impact on the Registrar’s 
Office because their work would begin after redistricting was completed.  
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
11-400 AGENDA ITEM 25 – 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 
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, reviewed the 2011 bills of 
interest and Board positions. He said the Governor’s budget impacts to Washoe County 
had a number of items under discussion and some had been proposed to be eliminated. 
He said that the Senior Citizen Property Tax Assistance had been discussed and 
recommended that not be pushed down to the counties; however, it was something that 
would not be funded by the State. He said the Joint Money Committees motioned that the 
Governor’s proposal regarding the $0.09 be rejected. In the discussion it was felt that 
those funds should be swept from all counties, not just Washoe and Clark.  
 
SB 271 Mr. Slaughter said SB 271 would provide for the withdrawal of the State 
of Nevada from the Tahoe Regional Planning Compact. He said the sponsor of the bill 
had requested either a position or comments from the Board to the Legislature. Upon 
passage as currently drafted, the regulatory and planning control of the Nevada side of 
the Tahoe Basin would be returned to the Nevada Tahoe Regional Planning Agency 
(NVTRPA), which currently existed, but had a limited scope and authority. He said the 
responsibilities of the NVTRPA would then include developing the Regional Plan for the 
Nevada side of the Tahoe Basin to include conservation, recreation, land use, 
transportation, public facilities and ordinances that would be needed to cover such things 
as water clarity and zoning. In the proposal, Washoe County would retain representation 
both on the Planning Commission and the NVTRPA Board. He said the bill made various 
references to the California side of the operations and changed the make-up of the 
NVTRPA Board.  
 
 Mr. Slaughter said those who supported the bill provided testimony that 
believed the current model of planning and regulations for the Tahoe Basin was “broken” 
and exemplified by the lack of basin-wide environmental threshold achievement, a stalled 
regional plan update effort and that the 1987 Regional Plan expired in 2007. It was also 
believed that the current regulatory planning system “failed” to encourage a vibrant 
community for the residents and businesses of the Basin. He said the opponents discussed 
the need for the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) and the need for a bi-state 
effort, the fact that the environment did not recognize jurisdictional lines, impacts within 
the Basin fell on both sides of the State line, the possible lack of federal funding, lack of 
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cooperation between the states and the likelihood that litigation would continue whether 
it was a bi-state compact or a divided state process.   
 
 Mr. Slaughter said he received two letters, which were placed on file with 
the Clerk, a letter of support for the bill from the City of South Lake Tahoe and a letter 
from the Tahoe Chamber expressing their opposition. 
 
 Chairman Breternitz explained this was a huge issue for Washoe County. 
He questioned if this returned to a bi-state administration, who would be there to protect 
Lake Tahoe. He received a phone call from a representative of the sponsor of the bill who 
asked if certain things were changed, would the bill be supported. He responded that he 
could not speak for the Board, but in order for the discussion to move forward, new 
language needed to be presented. Since there were many unanswered questions, he said it 
would be hard to support the current bill.  
 
 Commissioner Humke said he could envision this bill having several 
amendments and would be inclined to support the bill because he had gained some 
insight from Senator John Lee. A possible outcome to such a bill could be converted to 
an interim study by the Legislature.  
  
 Commissioner Jung stated there was a need for a bi-state, multi-agency 
planning function in the Tahoe Basin because it was so fragile and an economic driver for 
the region. If there was no TRPA there would still be a need for some type of agency, and 
she felt it would be prudent to fix what was perceived to be broken instead of derailing 
the agency and attempting to gain consensus with a new agency or approach. 
 
 Chairman Breternitz stated he would not support the bill the way it was 
written. He said TRPA was about the environment and keeping Lake Tahoe a vibrant 
place to live. Mr. Slaughter said it may be beneficial for the County to provide guidance 
for what could be in the new language. 
 
 Commissioner Weber questioned the reasoning behind this bill. Mr. 
Slaughter replied no other bills were tied to this piece of legislation. He said the letter 
from the City of South Lake Tahoe expressed concerns from various constituents who 
approached the sponsors of the bill. 
 
 Commissioner Humke moved that the Board of County Commissioners 
support SB 271. Due to lack of a second, the motion failed. 
 
 Commissioner Humke moved that if changes were made to SB 271 and 
accepted by either house of the Legislature, the Board would support some action 
consistent with SB 271, such as sending the issue to a legislative interim study 
committee. For the purpose of discussion, Commissioner Weber seconded the motion. 
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 Commissioner Weber said since the County had not been approached, she 
was concerned with this piece of legislation and had concerns about moving forward. She 
felt the bill sponsors should have spoken to the County. 
 
 Chairman Breternitz said he was not opposed to some type of legislation 
that would be logical and made sense. He said the language originally proposed had not 
been agreed to and it would be closed-minded to say the Board would not support any 
language; however, he believed the language needed to be seen before the Board would 
act. He remarked he was open to a positive and creative bill that improved the Tahoe 
Basin.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz said the bill did not speak to the impacts of Lake 
Tahoe if the Quagga Mussels were introduced. He said TRPA received federal funds and 
administered those funds along with State Lands Funds to oversee that program, which 
had been affective to date.  
 
  Commissioner Weber appreciated the Chairman’s comments and noted 
she would not support the motion.  
 
 On call for the question the motion failed on a 1 to 3 vote with 
Commissioners Weber, Breternitz and Jung voting “no” and Commissioner Larkin 
absent. 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Alex Kukulus spoke on SB 
261. He said that bill offered an opportunity to merge some of the fire districts and felt it 
could be an option. 
 
 Mr. Slaughter explained SB 261 related to a fire district in Clark County 
and when the bill first came out it was all inclusive and applied to all counties in the 
State. He said Washoe County staff testified that the County was moving forward on 
specific regionalization of process and outcomes. He said the sponsor of the bill accepted 
an amendment that applied the legislation only to Clark County. 
 
 Commissioner Jung inquired on a bill that had been introduced regarding 
public comment and asked why that bill was not brought forward to the Board. Mr. 
Slaughter replied there had been several Open Meeting Law bills introduced. He 
explained AB 257 would require a public comment period at the beginning and end of a 
meeting and for every action item. As amended, it required public comment periods at the 
beginning and at the end of a meeting, but removed the requirement for public comment 
on every action item. He said staff’s comment to the committee was that the County did 
not provide a comment period at the end of the meeting, but did provide a comment 
period for each item, if requested. Commissioner Jung said it would take out all language 
that there had to be public comment on action items and noted that she would not support 
that bill. Mr. Slaughter added that current statute did not require public comment on 
every item. 
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 Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, clarified that statute said there had to be 
one agenda item allowing for public comment. She said legally, except for public 
hearings, all public comments on action items could be omitted. 
 
 Commissioner Weber asked if there was an ability to have some enabling 
legislation or conversations to review the Truckee Meadows Regional Planning Agency. 
Mr. Slaughter said as a County all the deadlines had been passed, but there were other 
ways to have that occur. Katy Simon, County Manager, said that notion had been referred 
to the Shared Services Committee and at this point there was an action made to refer to 
the Shared Services Elected Officials Committee and make a recommendation to return 
to each of the governing bodies and to the Regional Planning Governing Board (RPGB) 
before the Board could submit anything for legislation.  
 
 Commissioner Weber questioned how the Board could make an impact at 
the Legislature regarding the budget impacts to the County. Ms. Simon said the Board 
had discussed the need to elevate the awareness to the Legislature regarding the impacts 
to the County and the suggestion that the Board go as a group. However, the suggestion 
of a Board member taking constituents to Carson City would be a better option. Ms. 
Foster said as group arrangements would be needed to provide a recorder and the Board 
would have to conduct themselves as a meeting. She noted it would be very problematic.   
 
 There was no additional action on this item.    
 
11-401 AGENDA ITEM 32 – CLOSED SESSION 
 
Agenda Subject: “Possible Closed Session for the purpose of discussing negotiations 
with Employee Organizations per NRS 288.220.” 
 
4:00 p.m.  On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 

which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was 
ordered that the meeting recess to a closed session for the purpose of 
discussing negotiations with Employee Organizations per NRS 288.220.  

 
5:45 p.m. The Board reconvened with all members present. 
 
11-402 AGENDA ITEM 26 – WATER RESOURCES  
 
Agenda Subject: “Presentation and public hearing to consider all comments 
concerning a proposed amendment to the boundaries of the Groundwater 
Remediation District (Central Truckee Meadows Remediation District).” 
  
  The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against a proposed amendment to the boundaries of the Groundwater 
Remediation District (Central Truckee Meadows Remediation District). There being no 
response, the hearing was closed. 
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11-403 AGENDA ITEM 26 – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance amending 
Ordinance No. 1000 in order to change the boundaries of District No. 24 
(Groundwater Remediation); and providing other matters relating thereto. (Second 
reading and adoption to be set for June 14, 2011 at 6 p.m.)” 
  
  Amy Harvey, County Clerk, read the title for Bill No. 1642. 
 
  Bill No. 1642, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE AMENDING 
ORDINANCE NO. 1000 IN ORDER TO CHANGE THE BOUNDARIES OF 
DISTRICT NO. 24 (GROUNDWATER REMEDIATION); AND PROVIDING 
OTHER MATTERS RELATING THERETO," was introduced by Commissioner 
Weber, and legal notice for final action of adoption was directed. It was noted that the 
second reading and adoption be set for June 14, 2011 at 6:00 p.m. 
 
11-404 AGENDA ITEM 26 – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance imposing a fee on 
the parcels of land in Washoe County, Nevada District No. 24 (Groundwater 
Remediation) to pay the costs of developing and carrying out a plan for 
remediation; and prescribing other matters relating thereto. (Second reading and 
adoption to be set for June 14, 2011 at 6 p.m.). (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  Amy Harvey, County Clerk, read the title for Bill No. 1643. 
 
  Bill No. 1643, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE IMPOSING A FEE ON 
THE PARCELS OF LAND IN WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA DISTRICT NO. 24 
(GROUNDWATER REMEDIATION) TO PAY THE COSTS OF DEVELOPING 
AND CARRYING OUT A PLAN FOR REMEDIATION; AND PRESCRIBING 
OTHER MATTERS RELATING THERETO," was introduced by Commissioner 
Weber, and legal notice for final action of adoption was directed. It was noted that the 
second reading and adoption be set for June 14, 2011 at 6:00 p.m. 
 
11-405 AGENDA ITEM 28 – SOCIAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible direction to staff regarding the County 
Commissioners’ potential role in governance of the Community Assistance Center 
and referral of Community Assistance Center policy-making and oversight to the 
Shared Services Elected Officials Committee. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 Kevin Schiller, Social Services Director, commented that there was a 
Request for Proposal (RFP) in process related to the contractor who would run the 
Shelter. He said when the Shelter originally opened, Washoe County Social Services 
provided three full-time staff members for case management. In addition, last year the 
Shelter was funded and the County had contributed $1,340,520 towards the operation of 
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the Shelter. Mr. Schiller stated that the funding was contingent on the outcome of the 
2011 Legislative Session. 
 
 Commissioner Weber requested those comments be made during the 
Shared Services Committee meeting. 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, said the discussion during the recent joint 
meeting referred this to the Shared Services Elected Officials Committee and, if needed, 
could be brought back to the Board for further discussion. Mr. Schiller said the key 
component was what role and/or what plan could be developed to transition the Shelter to 
a non-profit entity.     
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
11-406 AGENDA ITEM 30 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Consideration of City of Reno Tier 1 Annexation Areas and 
potential comments by the Washoe County Commission to be forwarded to the 
Truckee Meadows Regional Planning Agency. (Commission Districts 1, 2 and 5.)” 
  
 Kim Robinson, Planner, conducted a PowerPoint presentation, which was 
placed on file with the Clerk. The presentation highlighted the City of Reno Tier 1 areas, 
parcel information, impacts to County Fire Services, Public Works and road maintenance, 
Water Resources, Community Development and fiscal impacts to Washoe County and 
the City of Reno.    
 
 Ms. Robinson said that the City of Reno had applied to the Truckee 
Meadows Regional Planning Commission, sitting as the Annexation Committee, to annex 
the properties located in Tier 1 of the City of Reno 2010-2017 Annexation Program, 
passed by the Reno City Council on August 18, 2010 and found in conformance by the 
Truckee Meadows Regional Planning Agency on November 10, 2010. She highlighted 
the following points: 
 

• That all properties were within the City of Reno Sphere of Influence (SOI) where 
the City had previously exerted extraterritorial jurisdiction; 

• There were 342 parcels, of which 234 were developed, and 108 were vacant lots; 
• Vacant land accounted for approximately 60 percent of the total land area 

proposed for annexation; 
• Of the developed land, 47 percent of the parcels (110 in total) were residential 

with existing housing units; 
• Based on Washoe County Assessor’s records, 64 of those housing units were 

currently utilizing septic systems and 55 were utilizing individual wells; 
• According to research, Reno had a master plan designation on all of those 

parcels, and zoning had been applied to approximately 66 percent of the parcels; 
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• Approximately 24 percent of the parcels were in Transit Oriented Development 
(TOD) corridors, and 33 percent were in Regional Centers, as defined by the 
2007 Truckee Meadows Regional Plan; and, 

• Upon annexation, code compliance and business license responsibilities would 
shift from Washoe County (the County performs those duties in the Reno SOI) to 
the City of Reno. 

 
 Ms. Robinson said with the annexation of 342 parcels, some current 
existing service pockets in Reno would be eliminated, but some new pockets would also 
be created. 
  
 Chairman Breternitz clarified this was annexation of property within the 
Reno SOI. Ms. Robinson stated that was correct. She noted if the Board chose to make 
comments, those comments would be forwarded to the Annexation Commission, but the 
process currently outlined through NRS did not provide the County the opportunity to say 
“no” to an annexation. 
 
 Commissioner Humke inquired on the reference to the cost for fire 
services. Kurt Latipow, Fire Services Coordinator, said the statement within the City of 
Reno staff report indicated there was no cost to the City for the provision of fire service. 
Per the current formula in the Interlocal Agreement, whenever the City of Reno annexed 
portions within the Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District (TMFPD) there was a 
formula that resulted in a credit to the TMFPD. He said at first glance it appeared that 
credit equaled a cost to the City because it lowered the payment the District made to the 
City. 
 
 Commissioner Humke said there was an impact on the Sierra Fire 
Protection District (SFPD) and asked why that District was not present. Mr. Latipow 
replied he would be representing the SFPD for this item since he provided the research to 
the Community Development Department and shared those comments with SFPD Chief 
Michael Greene. He said the dollar amount for that impact was reflected in the staff 
report and noted it was the second piece that had been taken in recent months from the 
SFPD. Commissioner Humke asked if the dollar impact to the SFPD was approximately 
$53,000 per year. Mr. Latipow stated that was correct. He said what appeared to be over 
looked in the staff report from the City was that several parcels included in the proposed 
annexation were primarily served by the SFPD with that District being the closest 
resource, particularly in the Verdi area and down near Wedge Parkway. As part of the 
Standard of Cover process, extensive modeling had been done and those parcels that were 
part of the proposed annexation in Verdi could not be served consistent with the response 
time or performance objectives adopted by the County Commission. 
 
 Commissioner Humke said the impact to the taxpayer was that their 
property tax payment for fire services would decrease because those parcels would be 
included within the City; however, the SFPD would continue to provide the fire service 
and lose the revenue. Mr. Latipow replied the service would continue per the Automatic 
Aid Agreement, unless the Board directed otherwise, and brought up the discussion of 
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automatic aid and fairness, which was easier made on the TMFPD side than the SFPD 
side. Commissioner Humke asked if the Automatic Aid Agreement could be changed. 
Mr. Latipow said staff could be directed to re-craft that agreement, but Automatic Aid 
Agreements were part of an important safety net of service and service redundancy. He 
said changing one aspect of that Automatic Aid Agreement would have an impact 
throughout the entire system. 
 
 Commissioner Jung asked if the comments from the Board could 
encapsulate how the annexation in the SFPD area was a “death by 1,000 cuts” and 
provide the total amount of revenue lost due to that annexation. Also, if Mr. Latipow 
could provide the closest most responsive and responsible fire house even when 
annexation occurred. 
 
 Commissioner Weber shared her concerns about the proposed annexation. 
She said there was a regional plan that stated where growth would occur and noted that 
the annexation was taking place in the south portion of the County when it was supposed 
to take place in the north part of the County. She felt it would be advantageous to indicate 
what fire services would be provided for each of the proposed annexed properties. Mr. 
Latipow explained when the analysis was completed, the closest resource was reviewed 
and said the Verdi piece, with the exception of one small parcel, were all served in a 
more rapid fashion from the SFPD Station near Boomtown. He said the parcels near 
Grandview Terrace were within the SFPD and their first responder would be Station 13, 
when Station 10 was browned out. He said easier to analyze was the south end in 
Commission District 1 and served by TMFPD Station 14. For clarification, TMFPD 
Station 14 crew was fully funded by the City of Reno, which was part of the exchange 
made when Station 18 was built. He stated TMFPD Station 14 still belonged to the 
District and would be the first engine to respond to the annexation in the southern portion 
of the County.  
 
 Commissioner Weber questioned when the services, such as fire and water 
had to be proved-up. As to water and wastewater, Ms. Robinson replied that would occur 
at the time of development, but in proving-up services around police or fire she had not 
been able to identify when that would occur during the annexation process. 
Commissioner Weber inquired on the noticing aspects. Ms. Robinson said noticing 
occurred during the time of the City of Reno hearing, which was after the Annexation 
Commission hearing for the affected property owners. She said the Regional Planning 
Governing Board (RPGB) did provide noticing; however, the surrounding parcels to the 
areas that would be annexed would not be noticed. Commissioner Weber was concerned 
about that and felt the RPGB needed to consider a special noticing. She was also 
concerned about the Grandview Terrace community since it looked like the potential was 
there for that community to be an “island,” and asked if that was correct. Ms. Robinson 
agreed with Commissioner Weber and said those services were an island, in terms of fire 
and law enforcement, and potentially water and waste water. She said the Washoe 
County Sheriff’s Office (WCSO) were the responders in the County. Mr. Latipow said 
fire service to that area would not change unless there was an alteration to an agreement.  
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 Commissioner Weber reiterated her concerns. She hoped the process could 
be slowed down so property owners could evaluate the good and the bad and be able to 
apply some input knowing that government entities would be paying attention and 
listening to the affected and surrounding properties. 
 
 Chairman Breternitz recalled that there were a percentage of property 
owners in a certain area that could appeal the annexation. Ms. Robinson explained how 
that could occur. Chairman Breternitz said there were numerous comments in the 
prepared staff documents that he agreed with and suggested the Board allow those points 
be distilled into bullets and passed along to the Annexation Committee. The comment 
had to stand on its own and he felt there should be some word-smithing. He recognized 
there were some comments made that the Board did not agree with, but did not think the 
Board should require the City of Reno to justify statements. Chairman Breternitz asked if 
any city had the ability to annex land when they could possibly not provide basic 
services. Ms. Robinson explained there were a number of factors that the Annexation 
Commission needed to review under annexation law 268.646, which was identified in the 
staff report. She said to some extent the language was broad, but there was nothing in 
NRS that described what the Chairman was asking specifically. 
 
 Chairman Breternitz said many of the parcels in the proposed annexation 
were developed and asked if law enforcement immediately transferred from the WCSO to 
the Reno Police Department. As written in NRS, Ms. Robinson said that would occur. 
Chairman Breternitz requested the parcels included in annexation contain by definition 
the roadways surrounding those parcels. He also requested answers to issues and 
concerns regarding code compliance. Ms. Robinson explained the County would conduct 
code compliance within the County portion plus the City of Reno regulations existed in 
the area. Since the City did not have the capacity to fulfill the compliance, County staff 
would conduct those capabilities under the Nuisance Ordinance.   
 
 Commissioner Weber commented that page 9 of the staff report stated 
Washoe County was requesting the following streets, surrounded by 50 percent or more 
by proposed Reno territory, be annexed by the City of Reno per paragraph 1 of NRS 
268.636: McCabe Drive; Bishop Manogue Drive; Wedge Parkway (South of SR 431); 
and, White Creek Lane. She questioned if those property owners would be notified of the 
request being made and was concerned that the proper notification was not being 
conducted.   
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
11-407 AGENDA ITEM 27 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “To consider a request to amend the master plan designations 
from Suburban Residential (SR) to Rural Residential (RR) on +0.82 acres; and from 
Open Space (OS) to Rural Residential (RR) on +5.0 acres within the Southeast 
Truckee Meadows Area Plan, being a part of the Washoe County Master Plan. The 
subject property of this amendment request totals approximately +40.14 acres. The 
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property is located at the northeast portion of Hidden Valley, two miles east of the 
intersection of Pembroke Drive and S. McCarran Boulevard, between Clean Water 
Way and Man of War Drive, directly north of the Sharon Hills Subdivision. The 
subject property is within the unincorporated portion of the Washoe County 
Truckee Meadows Services Area (TMSA). The subject property is located within 
Section 23, T19N, R20E, MDM, Washoe County, Nevada. The property is within 
Washoe County Commission District 2 and within the Southeast Truckee Meadows 
Citizen Advisory Board boundary. (APN: 051-010-07) To reflect changes requested 
within this application and to maintain currency of general area plan data, 
administrative changes to the Southeast Truckee Meadows Area Plan are proposed. 
These administrative changes include: a revised map series with updated parcel 
base, and updated applicable text; and if approved, authorize the Chairman to sign 
the Resolution of the updated area plan after a determination of conformance with 
the Regional Plan by the Truckee Meadows Regional Planning Agency. 
(Commission District 2.)” 
  
 The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against a request to amend the Master Plan designations from Suburban 
Residential (SR) to Rural Residential (RR) on +0.82 acres; and from Open Space (OS) to 
Rural Residential (RR) on +5.0 acres within the Southeast Truckee Meadows Area Plan, 
being a part of the Washoe County Master Plan. 
 
 Ken Krater, appellant, stated he was in favor of the amendment from the 
Planning Commission and the Southeast Truckee Meadows Citizen Advisory Board who 
both voted in favor of the project. 
 
 Commissioner Humke disclosed that he met with Mr. Krater to discuss the 
project. 
 
 The Chairman closed the public hearing. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 27 be approved, authorized and executed after a determination of conformance with 
the Regional Plan by the Truckee Meadows Regional Planning Agency. It was further 
ordered that the noted administrative changes and one or more of the findings in 
accordance with Washoe County Development Code Section 110.820.15 for amendments 
made to the Master Plan be approved. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and 
made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
11-408 AGENDA ITEM 31 – 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 
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Health, Truckee Meadows Water Authority, Organizational Effectiveness 
Committee, Investment Management Committee, Citizen Advisory Boards).” 
 
 Commissioner Weber stated that she would not be present for the Board 
meeting on May 16, 2011, but would be in attendance via telephone.  
 
 Commissioner Jung noted that the search had been completed for the new 
District Health Officer, contingent upon the finalization of the employment agreement.   
 
 Chairman Breternitz appreciated the list of Boards and Commissions as 
noted on the agenda under this item.   
 
  COMMUNICATIONS AND REPORTS 
 
  The following communications and reports were received, duly noted, and 
ordered placed on file with the Clerk:  
 
11-409 Correction letter dated April 4, 2011 to Fully Executed Contract No. 3443 

Project No. SPI-080-1(066) and BR-080-1(166), on I-80 from 1.41 Miles 
East of the Painted Rock Interchange to 0.42 Miles East of the Fernley 
Grade Separation, Washoe, Storey and Lyon Counties, Q&D Construction 
Inc., Contractor. Originally submitted in April 2011. 

 
 FINANCIAL STATEMENT - QUARTERLY 
 
11-410 Washoe County Clerk’s Quarterly Financial Report for the Third Quarter 

of Fiscal Year 2010/11. 
 
 REPORTS - QUARTERLY 
 
11-411 Justice’s Court of Sparks Township Quarterly Report of Revenues 

Received during the quarterly period ending March 31, 2011 and for each 
month thereof.  

 
11-412 Office of the Constable Incline Village/Crystal Bay Township Quarterly 

Report of Revenues Received during the quarterly period ending March 
31, 2011 and for each month thereof. 

 
11-413 Washoe County Sheriff Fiscal Year 2010/11 – Third Quarter Report of 

Civil Fees and Commissions. 
 
 BUDGETS – FISCAL YEAR 2011/12 
 
11-414 City of Sparks - Tentative Budget. 
 
11-415 City of Sparks Redevelopment Agency Area No. 1 - Tentative Budget. 
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11-416 City of Sparks Redevelopment Agency Area No. 2 - Tentative Budget. 
 
11-417 Palomino Valley General Improvement District - Tentative Budget. 
 
11-418 Reno-Sparks Convention and Visitors Authority (RSCVA’s) - Tentative 

Budget.  
 
11-419 Sun Valley General Improvement District - Tentative Budget. 
 
11-420 Verdi Television District - Final Budget. 
 
11-421 Washoe County School District - Tentative Budget. 
 
 * * * * * * * * * * 
 
6:50 p.m. There being no further business to discuss, on motion by Commissioner 
Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, which motion duly carried with Commissioner 
Larkin absent, 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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