
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS  
WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
TUESDAY  10:00 A.M. AUGUST 23, 2011 
 
PRESENT: 

John Breternitz, Chairman 
Bonnie Weber, Vice Chairperson 

Bob Larkin, Commissioner* 
Kitty Jung, Commissioner 

David Humke, Commissioner 
 

Nancy Parent, Chief Deputy County Clerk 
Katy Simon, County Manager 

Paul Lipparelli, Assistant District Attorney 
 
 The Washoe County Board of Commissioners convened at 10:01 a.m. in 
regular session in the Commission Chambers of the Washoe County Administration 
Complex, 1001 East Ninth Street, Reno, Nevada. Following the Pledge of Allegiance to 
the flag of our Country, the Chief Deputy Clerk called the roll and the Board conducted 
the following business: 
 
11-744 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 
individual action items, with comment limited to two minutes per person.  
Comments are to be made to the Commission as a whole.” 
 
 Garth Elliott stated Washoe County’s housing market had been 
overdeveloped and it would take 10 years to absorb the excess housing. He said it would 
have made a difference if the money for the infrastructure had been received up front, 
which was not done; and he hoped those types of mistakes would not be repeated. 
 
 Sam Dehne spoke about his only having two minutes to speak during 
public comment. He said he favored saving the Sierra Fire Protection District (SFPD) 
jobs if at all possible, but was against separating the Truckee Meadows Fire Protection 
District (TMFPD) from the Reno Fire Department.  
 
11-745 AGENDA ITEM 4 – ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Commissioners’/Manager’s Announcements, Requests for 
Information, Topics for Future Agendas, Statements Relating to Items Not on the 
Agenda and any ideas and suggestions for greater efficiency, cost effectiveness and 
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innovation in County government. (No discussion among Commissioners will take 
place on this item.)” 
 
 Commissioner Jung said Nevada Reads was sponsoring the first statewide 
community reading of a book, which was written by Ann Ronald and titled, “Friendly 
Fallout, 1953.” She stated people could sign up on Facebook/Nevada Reads to 
participate. She said Northern Nevada Reads was started last year and was expanded to 
be a statewide event.  
 
 Commissioner Weber requested a breakdown on what every cent per 
gallon of gasoline was spent on in Washoe County and a breakdown of the Department of 
Motor Vehicles (DMV) fees.  
 
11-746 AGENDA ITEM 5 – EXCELLENCE IN PUBLIC SERVICE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Presentation of Excellence in Public Service Certificates honoring 
the following Washoe County employees who have completed essential employee 
development courses--Human Resources.” 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, recognized the following employees for 
successful completion of the Excellence in Public Service Certificate Programs 
administered by the Human Resources Department: 
 
 Essentials of Personal Effectiveness  
 Matthew Lawton, Technology Services 
 Dianna Man, Social Services 
 
 Essentials of High Performing Teams  
 Colette Imasaki, Social Services 
 
11-747 AGENDA ITEM 6 – PROCLAMATION 
 
Agenda Subject: “Proclamation--September as Hunger Action Month. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Commissioner Humke read and presented the Proclamation to the 
representatives of the Food Bank of Northern Nevada, Clyde Takahashi, Chief Executive 
Officer, and Jocelyn Lantrip, Marketing and Communications Officer.  
 
 Ms. Lantrip said Hunger Action Month was a national effort to focus on 
the problem of hunger around the country. She stated one in five children in Nevada did 
not have enough to eat and 25 percent of seniors did not know where their next meal 
would be coming from. She stated the problem grew each year, and 10 million pounds of 
food was provided to the communities of Northern Nevada last year. She felt this would 
be a great opportunity to get the community even more involved in the fight against 
hunger, and the Proclamation was appreciated.  
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 Mr. Takahashi passed out bracelets for everyone present to wear during 
the month of September in support of Hunger Action Month. He said the activities 
planned during the month of September would be posted on the Food Bank’s website.  
 
 Sam Dehne said being hungry was one of the worst things that could 
happen to people.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 6 be adopted. 
 
11-748 AGENDA ITEM 7 – RESOLUTION OF ACCOMPLISHMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Resolution of Accomplishment--Technology Services awarded 
first place in 2011 Center for Digital Government’s Digital Counties Survey--
Technology Services. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Commissioner Weber spoke about the experience of accepting the first 
place award for counties using information and communications technology at the 
National Association of Counties (NACo) convention. She read and presented the 
Resolution of Accomplishment to Cory Casazza, Chief Information Officer.  
 
 Mr. Casazza thanked the Commission and the Technology Advisory 
Committee for their support, the County’s wonderful users, and most of all his staff. He 
said they were creative, innovative, and hardworking people who had done a marvelous 
job even in tough economic times. 
 
 Commissioner Jung stated the Commission was proud of Mr. Casazza and 
his staff, and it was an honor to accept the award on their behalf. Commissioner Weber 
agreed.  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Garth Elliott said Washoe 
County’s web site made the functions of County government more accessible to its 
citizens. He applauded Technology Services’ efforts, but he encouraged the Board to look 
at what was being spent and if there were possible opportunities for consolidation.  
 
 Sam Dehne felt the County’s meetings would take place in a vacuum if 
they were not put on the Internet. He congratulated Technology Services on its first place 
award, and he acknowledged the County had an excellent web site.  
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, clarified Washoe County was the best 
digital county in the nation based on its population size. She stated Chris Matthews, E-
Government Information Officer, also had a hand in the success of the County’s web site. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 7 be adopted. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the 
minutes thereof. 
 
 CONSENT AGENDA – AGENDA ITEMS 8A THROUGH 8K(4)  
 
11-749 AGENDA ITEM 8A – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Appoint Sheila Mortimore as an At-Large member to fill an 
unexpired term to June 30, 2012 on the Verdi Township Citizen Advisory Board--
Community Development. (Commission District 5.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Sheila 
Mortimore be appointed as an At-Large member to fill an unexpired term to June 30, 
2012 on the Verdi Township Citizen Advisory Board (CAB). 
 
11-750 AGENDA ITEM 8B – HEALTH DISTRICT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Ratification of Interlocal Agreement between the Washoe County 
Health District and Washoe County through its Department of Juvenile Services to 
provide consultative and clinical support services for the period upon ratification 
through June 30, 2012 unless extended by the mutual agreement of the Parties; with 
automatic renewal for two successive one-year periods for a total of 3 years on the 
same terms unless either party gives the other written notice of nonrenewal at least 
60 days prior to June 30 of each year; and if approved, authorize Chairman to 
execute the Interlocal Agreement--Health District. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8B be approved, authorized, and executed. The Interlocal Agreement for same is 
attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
11-751 AGENDA ITEM 8C – INCLINE JUSTICE COURT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge reduced work week for Incline Justice Court 
employees effective August 15, 2011 in order to meet the Fiscal Year 2012 labor 
concession target and direct Human Resources and Finance to make necessary 
adjustments to planned working time--Incline Justice Court. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
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 Commissioner Jung acknowledged on behalf of the Board, the Incline 
Justice Court employees reduction of their workweek to help meet the County’s Fiscal 
Year 2012 labor concession target.  
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8C be acknowledged and directed. 
 
11-752 AGENDA ITEM 8D – SOCIAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Amendment #4 for the Washoe County, Nevada Grant 
Program Contract Shelter Plus Care Program 2, between the County of Washoe 
and Restart, Inc., to extend term of the Agreement through June 30, 2012 and 
increases the amount of the grant by $96,000 of which $60,000 are HUD Grant 
funds and $36,000 are Washoe County matching funds; and if approved, authorize 
Chairman to sign Amendment, authorize Social Services to expend these 
reimbursements and direct Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments--
Social Services. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8D be approved, authorized, and executed. 
 
11-753 AGENDA ITEM 8E – WADSWORTH JUSTICE COURT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve 3.2% wage reduction for Wadsworth Justice Court 
employees and health benefit cost share of $120 per pay period for the elected 
Justice of the Peace effective August 29, 2011 through June 30, 2012--Wadsworth 
Justice Court. (Commission Districts 3, 4 and 5.)” 
 
 Commissioner Jung acknowledged on behalf of the Board, the 3.2 percent 
wage reduction taken by the Wadsworth Justice Court employees and the health benefit 
cost share of $120 per pay period paid by the elected Justice of the Peace. She noted 
those concessions were being used to meet their targeted reduction.  
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8E be approved. 
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11-754 AGENDA ITEM 8F(1) – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept Incentive Grant Awards from the State of Nevada, Child 
Support Enforcement Program [$593,204.11]; and if accepted, authorize Finance to 
make necessary budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8F(1) be accepted and authorized. 
 
11-755 AGENDA ITEM 8F(2) – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve payments [$7,496.20] to vendors for assistance of 42 
victims of sexual assault; and if approved, authorize Comptroller to process same.  
NRS 217.310 requires payment by the County of total initial medical care of victims, 
regardless of cost, and of follow-up treatment costs of up to $1,000 for victims, 
victim’s spouses and other eligible persons. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8F(2) be approved and authorized. 
 
11-756 AGENDA ITEM 8G(1) – MANAGER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept resignation of Mr. Ron Nicholson, Audit Committee 
Chair, from the Washoe County Audit Committee--Internal Audit. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8G(1) be accepted. 
 
11-757 AGENDA ITEM 8G(2) – MANAGER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of the Washoe County Cash Controls 
Follow-Up Audit Report--Internal Audit Division. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
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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 8G(2) be acknowledged. 
 
11-758 AGENDA ITEM 8H(1) – PUBLIC WORKS 

 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize Request to Bid for Janitorial Services for the Washoe 
County Small Business Group under one contract. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8H(1) be authorized. 
 
11-759 AGENDA ITEM 8I(3) – REGIONAL PARKS AND OPEN SPACE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Agreement between Washoe County and Celtic 
Celebration, Inc., to hold the Celtic Celebration special event at Bartley Ranch 
Regional Park on October 1-2, 2011; and if approved, authorize Chairman to 
execute the Agreement. (Commission District 2.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8I(3) be approved, authorized, and executed. 
 
11-760 AGENDA ITEM 8I(4) – REGIONAL PARKS AND OPEN SPACE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve 2011 Phillip & Annie Callahan Park, including Galena 
Creek Schoolhouse Master Plan update prepared by Lumos and Associates.  
(Commission District 1.) Plan on file in County Manager’s Office.” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8I(4) be approved. 
 
11-761 AGENDA ITEM 8J(1) – SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept grant award [$37,820 - no County match] and Interlocal 
Contract between Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department and Washoe County 
Board of County Commissioners on Behalf of the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office 
for reimbursement of expenses associated with Internet Crimes Against Children 
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investigations; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute Interlocal Contract 
and direct Finance to make necessary budget adjustments. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8J(1) be accepted, authorized, executed, and directed. The Interlocal Contract for 
same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
11-762 AGENDA ITEM 8J(2) – SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve donation of one used surplus 1999 Polaris Jet Ski (Hull # 
PLE09459E999), one used surplus 2007 Bombardier Jet Ski (Hull # 
YDV59231D707) and one Midwest Industrial, Inc. double jet ski trailer (VIN # 
1MDKNKK156A327558) from the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office to the Lake 
Tahoe Nevada State Park at Sand Harbor in accordance with NRS 244.1505, 
Section 2.(a)--Equipment Service. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Commissioner Jung acknowledged on behalf of the Board, the donation by 
the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office to the Lake Tahoe Nevada State Park at Sand 
Harbor. 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8J(2) be approved. 
 
11-763 AGENDA ITEM 8K(1) – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize Water Resources to advertise and solicit bid proposals 
for the Spanish Springs Valley Monitoring Well Installation Project [anticipated 
contract amount $55,000]. (Commission District 4.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8K(1) be authorized. 
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11-764 AGENDA ITEM 8K(2) – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize Water Resources to advertise and solicit bid proposals 
for the South Truckee Meadows Water Reclamation Facility 2011 Rehabilitation 
and Enhancement Project. (Commission District 2.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8K(2) be authorized. 
 
11-765 AGENDA ITEM 8K(3) – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize the Program Manager to develop and advertise a bid 
request for monitoring well drilling services required for the Central Truckee 
Meadows Remediation District Program. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8K(3) be authorized. 
 
11-766 AGENDA ITEM 8K(4) – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve and authorize the Chairman to execute the Water 
Rights Deed transferring 12.00 acre-feet of water rights from Washoe County to 
Steven and Jamie Zissis, to be utilized for ranching purposes only. (Commission 
District 2.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Larkin absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8K(4) be approved, authorized, and executed. 
 
11-767 AGENDA ITEM 8H(2) – PUBLIC WORKS 

 
Agenda Subject: “Approve First Amendment to the Amended and Restated Lease 
Agreement between Washoe County and the Nevada Humane Society to allow the 
transfer of utility service at the Regional Animal Services Center, 2825 A Longley 
Lane for the purpose of installation of an alternative energy system (solar) [no fiscal 
impact to Washoe County], installation is being provided to the Nevada Humane 
Society; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute First Amendment. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
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*10:37 a.m. Commissioner Larkin arrived. 
 
 Commissioner Weber said the staff report indicated the First Amendment, 
“… defines how billings are to be completed for the twenty year term of the power 
purchase agreement (PPA).” She asked if amending the lease agreement would extend it 
for 20 years. Dan St. John, Public Works Director, stated that question had not come up, 
and he understood this agreement needed to be looked at by the Board at regular 
intervals. He asked Dave Solaro, Assistant Public Works Director, if it was a 20 year 
lease agreement or would it come back to the Board in three to five year intervals to be 
refreshed. Mr. Solaro replied the agreement still had the same intervals for refreshment, 
but it had not been discussed with legal counsel if the amendment would tie the County to 
20 years. He said staff would have to look at how the change affected the original lease.  
 
 Commissioner Weber asked if that discussion had been held regularly. Mr. 
St. John believed it had been discussed at least twice since the original lease agreement 
was signed.  
 
 Mr. St. John suggested continuing this item. He asked Jesse Jones, Clear 
Path Humane, LLC, if there would be any danger to his firm if the Board chose not to 
extend the lease agreement with NHS in three to five years. Mr. Jones replied the current 
PPA agreement between NHS and the project company was contingent on the lease 
between Washoe County and NHS and, if the County terminated the lease with NHS, 
Clear Path’s agreement would also terminate.  
 
 Mr. Lipparelli advised the proposed new Section 10 of the First 
Amendment to the Amended and Restated Lease Agreement described the obligation of 
the Lessee to pay for electricity and provided for the manner in which the net metering 
credits would be allocated between the parties. He stated it had no direct impact on the 
term of the underlying lease agreement. He said he could not discern any reason not to 
act on the First Amendment today. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked if this type of arrangement was in affect at 
any other facility in the County. Mr. Solaro replied Washoe County had not entered into 
any agreement with a power purchase group, but he believed the City of Reno was 
planning to do so for some of the City facilities. He said the County’s four existing solar 
facilities were purchased outright, which the County installed and maintained.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin said the County’s Administrative Complex was 
participating in the credit program, so why was this credit being extended to an outside 
agency. Mr. Solaro said NHS put together the financing and applied to NV Energy so 
they would get the rebate according to new NV Energy requirements. He stated the 
County would need to have the financing in place, the contract signed, and everything 
ready to go with NV Energy to get the rebate. He said NHS went through that process 
and was able to get credit for a 200 kW system. He advised NHS was planning to apply 
for another 200 kW. He noted a 400 kW system meant NHS would be producing more 
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power then they used and Washoe County would see the benefit of a reduction in its 
energy bill. Commissioner Larkin asked if NV Energy’s requirements were relatively 
new. Mr. Solaro replied they were. He stated they were put into place to guarantee 
allocations would be used, because many previously granted allocations had not been 
used.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked if it was anticipated there would be any other 
areas in the County where there would be a joint-use agreement. Mr. Solaro indicated he 
did not believe there would be. He stated all of the other agreements were with 
governmental entities, and this was the only one with a private partnership.  
 
 Commissioner Humke asked if the intended expansion for 200 kW more 
would require a second amendment. Mr. Solaro stated legal counsel had advised the 
expansion would be covered under this Amendment because the electric meter would be 
in NHS’s name.  
 
 Commissioner Humke said he interpreted this as giving away a County 
benefit to a private entity. He noted even though NHS was providing the financing, they 
were gaining benefit by using Washoe County property. Mr. Solaro stated the solar 
panels would be located on land leased from the Reno-Tahoe Airport Authority. 
Commissioner Humke felt this Amendment should not be approved without conducting a 
policy analysis.  
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 Commissioner Jung made a motion to approve the First Amendment to the 
Amended and Restated Lease Agreement between Washoe County and the Nevada 
Humane Society (NHS) for the purpose of installing an alternative energy system without 
any fiscal impact to Washoe County. Commissioner Weber seconded the motion. 
 
 Commissioner Humke felt the statement, “no fiscal impact to Washoe 
County” was incorrect because Washoe County could save considerable money if it 
entered into this agreement itself. He advised he would vote “no.” Commissioner Larkin 
agreed there needed to be a policy discussion prior to this item moving forward because 
there would be a benefit, and the discussion on the benefit had not been fully vetted by 
the Commission. He said voting affirmatively on this Amendment would set the policy 
by setting a precedent. He stated he would also vote “no.” 
 
 Commissioner Weber withdrew her second because she agreed with 
Commissioners Larkin and Humke. She said a better fiscal analysis on this item should 
be brought back to the Board’s next meeting. Chairman Breternitz asked if there was 
another second to Commissioner Jung’s motion. He said hearing none the motion died 
due to a lack of a second.  
  
 Commissioner Jung asked Mr. Jones to come up and identify whether a 
“no” vote would place the project at risk. Mr. Jones said the financing in place would 
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disappear if this Amendment was not approved, and the lease with the Reno-Tahoe 
Airport Authority was dependent on its approval also. He advised the rebates were 
specifically given to NHS and they could not be transferred to Washoe County. He said 
this project would save NHS $90,000 over six years, would generate $182,000 in revenue 
for the Airport Authority, and would put approximately 22 service technicians employed 
by a local contractor to work for a month and a half while the system was completed.  
 
 Commissioner Jung made a motion to approve the First Amendment to the 
Amended and Restated Lease Agreement between Washoe County and the Nevada 
Humane Society and have the Chairman execute the Agreement. She said after the 
Agreement was executed there could be a policy discussion. She stated she did not want 
to put so many jobs at risk or to lose the financing, which was difficult to obtain in 
today’s economy. She also felt any form of revenue generation was worth more than its 
weight in gold. Commissioner Weber seconded motion. She agreed the fiscal impact 
needed clarification, because there was a fiscal impact to the County. She advised she did 
not want to see this type of thing come to the Board again on such short notice.  
  
 Commissioner Humke believed only certain entities were informed of the 
change in NV Energy’s policy and a “yes” vote was essentially guaranteeing the policy 
discussion would never happen. He felt it would then become a de facto policy. He said 
this item was driven by everything “green” was wonderful and everything else was not. 
He stated the Board was essentially giving away an asset that belonged to the citizens of 
Washoe County by approving this item.  
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, stated staff was not trying to do anything 
secret or underhanded, but was trying to save the County money consistent with the 
Board’s adopted policy on energy use with which the project was consistent.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz said regardless of how the vote went, he suggested 
the policy discussion be placed on the next possible agenda.  
 
 On the call for the vote, the motion duly carried with Commissioners 
Humke and Larkin voting “no” on Agenda Item 8H(2).  
 
11-768 AGENDA ITEM 8I(1) – REGIONAL PARKS AND OPEN SPACE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Request to assign Chapter 95 of the Washoe County Code 
relating to parks and recreation to the District Attorney's Office to draft an 
ordinance which would repeal certain sections of the chapter relating to the parks 
commission, the use and names of parks facilities and possession of a firearm on 
park property, add provisions related to remote/radio controlled devises and the use 
of food storage lockers and amend general provisions for parks commissions, group 
use permits and the use of parks including adding powers for enforcement officers 
to issue notices of violation and citations for violations of Chapter 95 and providing 
other matters properly relating thereto. (All Commission Districts.)” 
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 Katy Simon, County Manager, said staff was following the procedure laid 
out in Ordinance, which required coming to the Board for initial direction on the District 
Attorney’s Office drafting changes to Chapter 95 of the Washoe County Code brought 
forward by the Open Space and Regional Parks Commission in July 2009.  
 
 Doug Doolittle, Regional Parks and Open Space Director, advised the last 
large change to Chapter 95 occurred in 1987. He said since then many parks were 
developed, along with many new programs. He stated some provisions needed to be 
addressed to comply with State law, such as the firearm provision. He said firearms were 
a complex issue and staff needed to make sure enforcement was handled correctly. He 
stated there also needed to be changes to address the Open Space and Regional Parks 
Commission meeting less frequently, which would cut costs, and to address how food-
storage lockers were used in the campgrounds since they did not exist in 1987 when 
Chapter 95 was last changed.  
 
 Commissioner Humke asked if there had been a more recent meeting of 
the Open Space and Regional Parks Commission regarding changing the Ordinance. Mr. 
Doolittle replied the last discussion occurred on July 7, 2009. Commissioner Humke 
stated that was quite a gap. Mr. Doolittle said staff had been working on it actively over 
the last few years with the District Attorney’s Office, but schedules did not allow time to 
be spent on getting the changes made. He stated this request was an attempt to get the 
Ordinance pushed forward.  
 
 Commissioner Humke said he wanted public involvement regarding any 
changes to the Ordinance. Mr. Doolittle agreed.  
 
 Commissioner Humke asked if the park rangers had peace officer powers 
under the current Ordinance. Mr. Doolittle replied they did not. Commissioner Humke 
asked if they would gain them under the proposed changes. Mr. Doolittle said they would 
gain limited powers, but would not carry firearms. He advised it was not being suggested 
the rangers get full Peace Officers Standards and Training (P.O.S.T.) certifications, but to 
have the ability to issue citations when rules were abused if the review by the District 
Attorney’s Office deemed it appropriate.  
 
 Commissioner Humke asked for clarification regarding what bullet 3 
under Background in the staff report referred to. Mr. Doolittle stated it referred to remote 
controlled planes, because there was no provision in Chapter 95 that prohibited or 
allowed the use of those devices in County parks.  
  
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8I(1) be approved. 
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11-769 AGENDA ITEM 8I(2) – REGIONAL PARKS AND OPEN SPACE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Adopt a Resolution of Support for the Pyramid Highway/US 395 
Connector Project Environmental Impact Statement for cooperative planning 
efforts related to Sun Valley Open Space [APN 035-370-01]; and if adopted, 
authorize Chairman to execute Resolution. (Commission Districts 3 and 5.)” 
 
 Commissioner Weber stated she was concerned about the comment in the 
staff report summary that stated, “…while minimizing impacts to Sun Valley Community 
as part of the project.” She believed that statement should not be in the summary, because 
the Connector Project would be a huge project for the community.  
 
 Jennifer Budge, Park Planner, reviewed the parcel’s background and 
location as shown on the map included with the staff report. She clarified this Resolution 
did not endorse the entire Pyramid Highway/US 395 Connector Project, but was 
supportive of cooperative planning efforts and was in the same format used for the Sun 
Valley Regional Park. She clarified staff’s goal was to ensure the recreational 
opportunities could still be provided and to work cooperatively with the adjacent property 
owners. She felt cooperative planning could minimize relocations in Sun Valley.  
  
 Commissioner Weber stated that information was very helpful, and she 
felt the citizens of Sun Valley would see this Resolution as a positive, and not a negative.  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Garth Elliott said Ms. Budge’s 
presentation shed some light on a couple of concerns. He stated only a few people in Sun 
Valley wanted the Pyramid Highway/US 395 Connector Project to go through Sun 
Valley. He said there were other viable alternatives that would eliminate bisecting Sun 
Valley while alleviating the congestion on Pyramid Highway and with its intersection 
with McCarran Boulevard. He was glad County staff was not endorsing the project and 
was encouraging the project be dropped further south to eliminate taking out 30-40 
homes. He reiterated the alternatives would not do everything the Regional 
Transportation Commission (RTC) wanted, but would have minimal impact on Sun 
Valley. 
 
11:22 a.m. Commissioner Humke left the meeting. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Humke absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 8I(2) be adopted, authorized, and executed. The Resolution for same is attached 
hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 

BLOCK VOTE – AGENDA ITEMS 11, 14, 15, 17, AND 18 
 
11:28 a.m.  Commissioner Humke returned.  
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 Commissioner Jung noted Agenda Item 14 would create five jobs, Agenda 
Item 15 would create three jobs, and Agenda Item 18 would also create an unknown 
number of jobs. 
 
11-770 AGENDA ITEM 11 – SOCIAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award Request for Proposal #2777-11 for the 
Community Based Case Management Substance Abuse Support Program, to The 
Children’s Cabinet, 1090 S. Rock Blvd., Reno [annual award amount $200,000] on 
behalf of Washoe County Department of Social Services; and if awarded, request 
that the Purchasing and Contracts Manager execute the Agreement with The 
Children’s Cabinet for Fiscal Year 2012, with option to renew for two additional 
one-year periods--Social Services. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 11 be awarded and executed. 
 
11-771 AGENDA ITEM 14 – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award bid for the Incline Way Pedestrian 
Path, Village Boulevard to Southwood Boulevard project to the lowest responsive 
and responsible bidder (staff recommends V & C Construction [$286,800 - funding 
source--Transportation Equity Act with 5% in-kind match]; and if awarded, 
authorize the Chairman to execute contract documents--Public Works.  
(Commission District 1.)” 
 
 Commissioner Weber said a similar path was approved in Lemmon Valley 
and was under construction. She stated citizens were concerned about the path because it 
was being constructed on the opposite side of the road from the bus stop. She said some 
citizens felt there needed to be a bike lane, and other citizens indicated they moved to the 
unincorporated County because they did not want sidewalks.  
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 14 be awarded, authorized, 
and executed. 
 
11-772 AGENDA ITEM 15 – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award bid for 911 Parr Boulevard Housing 
Unit Three Hardening project to the lowest responsive and responsible bidder (staff 
recommends Farr Construction) [$331,348 - funding source--Capital Improvement 
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Fund]; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute contract documents--Public 
Works. (Commission District 3.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 15 be approved, authorized, 
and executed. 
 
11-773 AGENDA ITEM 17 – HUMAN RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve and acknowledge wage/cost 
reductions and/or health benefit program cost sharing for Public Attorneys, DA 
Investigators, Nurses and Washoe County Employee Association bargaining units, 
and Elected Officials to include: an interim continuation of the Washoe County 
Public Attorneys’ Fiscal Year 2010/11 health benefit program cost share of $162.36 
per employee, per pay period from July 1, 2011 through September 30, 2011; an 
interim continuation of the Washoe County District Attorney Investigators’ Fiscal 
Year 2010/11 health benefit program cost share of $139.41 and $169.48 per 
employee, per pay period for non-supervisory and supervisory attorneys 
respectively, from July 1, 2011 through September 30, 2011; an interim continuation 
of the Fiscal Year 2010/11 health benefit program cost share for Washoe County 
Nurses of $81.81 and $109.36 per employee, per pay period for non-supervisory and 
supervisory nurses respectively, from July 1, 2011 and continuing until Fiscal Year 
2011/12 negotiations are completed; an interim continuation of the Fiscal Year 
2010/11 wage reduction for Washoe County Employee Association employee groups 
of 3.44% and 3.34% for non-supervisory and supervisory/administrative employees 
respectively, effective July 4, 2011 and continuing until Fiscal Year 2011/12 
negotiations are completed; and acknowledge voluntary financial contributions 
from Washoe County Elected Officials of 5% of their annual base salaries and an 
additional $50 per pay period, per elected official, contributed toward the County 
health benefit program from July 4, 2011 through June 30, 2012--Human 
Resources. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
 In response to the call for public comment, Garth Elliott said he 
encouraged the Board to continue to try to get a handle on employee benefits because 
doing so was critical to the health of Washoe County.  
 
 Commissioner Jung thanked everyone for helping the County meet its 
targeted reductions for this Fiscal Year.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 17 be approved and 
acknowledged. 
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11-774 AGENDA ITEM 18 – REGIONAL PARKS AND OPEN SPACE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept a grant [$1,116,200 - no match 
required] from the Southern Nevada Public Lands Management Act Program, 
United States Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management, to 
construct the Ballardini trailhead and trails on APN 222-080-07, owned by Washoe 
County Regional Parks & Open Space; and if accepted, authorize Chairman to sign 
the Grant and Cooperative Agreement, authorize Director of Regional Parks and 
Open Space to sign all other subsequent necessary documents associated with the 
administration of the grant and authorize Finance to make appropriate budget 
adjustments--Regional Parks and Open Space. (Commission Districts 1 and 2.)” 
 
 Commissioner Weber said she and many constituents were concerned 
about spending $1,116,200 to construct the Ballardini trailhead if there was no money to 
maintain it. She stated that was why she would be voting “no” on this item. 
 
 Commissioner Humke said this trailhead had been on the books for quite 
some time. He stated this was an example of development going right up to federal land 
and this trailhead would facilitate the movement of people onto those lands. He said it 
would be maintained if Mr. Doolittle stated it would be. He believed the design of the 
improvements would make the improvements easier to maintain.  
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber voting “no,” it was ordered that 
Agenda Item 18 be accepted, authorized and executed. 
 
11:38 a.m. The Board convened as the Board of Fire Commissioners for the Sierra 

Fire Protection District (SFPD) with all members present. 
 
12:42 p.m. The Board adjourned as the SFPD and reconvened as the Board of County 

Commissioners with Commissioner Humke absent. 
 
11-775 AGENDA ITEM 10 – PRESENTATION 
 
Agenda Subject: “Presentation on Amtrak Accident Response from Washoe 
County--Emergency Management. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
12:43 p.m. Commissioner Humke returned.  
 
 Aaron Kenneston, Emergency Manager, said he and several individuals 
representing the emergency response community were present to talk about the Amtrak 
passenger train accident on June 24, 2011. Mr. Kenneston reviewed the PowerPoint 
presentation regarding Washoe County’s emergency preparedness plans and the regional 
aid provided to Churchill County after the Amtrak crash by the Reno Fire Department, 
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Regional Emergency Medical Services Authority (REMSA), Washoe County Sheriff’s 
Office Forensic Investigations, and the Washoe County Medical Examiner. He noted the 
Northern Nevada Red Cross also responded and helped establish shelters. A copy of the 
presentation was placed on file with the Clerk.  
  
 Brian Taylor, Director of Special Operations for REMSA, reviewed 
REMSA’s response to the Amtrak accident. He discussed the importance of the 
emergency response training that occurred in the region on a regular basis.  
 
 Dean Commons, Forensic Investigations Deputy Sheriff, stated he and two 
of his coworkers were part of a secondary callout the next morning to take photographs 
and document victim recovery. He stated he assisted the Coroner’s Office with the 
autopsies after victim recovery was completed.  
 
 Doctor Ellen Clark, Chief Medical Examiner, thanked the Board for the 
opportunity to speak regarding the interagency support and the timeliness of the 
invaluable training and funding for the equipment to respond to a mass fatality incident. 
She said she could not emphasize enough how important the interagency support was to 
the Medical Examiner’s Office. She said the Amtrak accident was a challenging incident 
for the Medical Examiner’s Office due to the catastrophic nature of the event and the 
condition of the remains. 
 
 Karen Brown, Deputy Coroner Technologist and American Board of 
Medical Legal Death Investigator, reviewed the mass fatality plan. She noted Dr. Clark 
determined the accident to be a level one activation based on the field operations guide. 
She said that meant the Medical Examiner’s Office would be assisting another agency, 
while maintaining its own operations. She reviewed the steps taken after the level one 
determination. She advised when they arrived on scene darkness was falling, so a briefing 
was planned for the next morning.   
 
 Elizabeth Beadle, Deputy Coroner Technologist and American Board of 
Medical Legal Death Investigator, said after the briefing, a daytime assessment was made 
to indentify if any additional equipment or support was needed. She said while the 
assessment was being done, the Office used the Unified Victim Identification System 
(UVIS) to take basic information from family members or friends about anyone missing 
to help determine the victims’ identities. She stated the passenger manifest was unclear 
regarding the number of missing, which could have been as high as 29 passengers. She 
said Dr. Clark determined additional assistance would be needed based on the number 
presumed missing and a call was made to obtain the help of a forensic anthropologist. 
She stated the amount of recovery time was limited because the recovery team was in full 
protective gear and it was hot, so recovery was an all day process. She said maintaining 
the integrity of the bodies was important to help indentify the victims.  
 
 Dr. Clark stated by day three it was confirmed there were six deceased. 
She advised one of the Medical Examiner’s mandates was to positively identify the 
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remains and to notify the next of kin. She discussed the identification process. She 
commended her staff and all of the agencies for their efforts.  
 
 Commissioner Humke stated he was glad Washoe County resources 
worked well with State, federal and private agencies. He said he believed this proved 
going with a Medical Examiner/Coroner was the right approach.  
 
 There was no public comment and no action taken on this item. 
 
11-776 AGENDA ITEM 12 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES/FIRE 

SERVICES COORDINATOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible approval of the Multi-Stakeholder 
Emergency Medical Services Task Force recommendation to select TriData 
Division, System Planning Corporation to conduct a comprehensive analysis of the 
countywide emergency medical system and possible approval of a related proposed 
consultant professional services agreement [not to exceed $77,943], determination 
whether to condition commencement of the agreement on contributions from six 
partnering agencies, authorization for staff to seek contributions; and if so 
approved, authorize transfer of budget authority from the General Fund 
Contingency Account to Management Services Fire Services Support #101830 in the 
amount of $77,943 and direct Finance to make appropriate adjustments and 
disband the Task Force--Management Services/Fire Services Coordinator. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Chairman Breternitz inquired if any information Regional Emergency 
Medical Services Authority’s (REMSA) needed to successfully complete the study would 
be lacking. Katy Simon, County Manager, stated REMSA’s e-mail said they would 
provide data within their determination of what was appropriate, and she suggested 
calling REMSA’s representative forward to clarify.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz said in doing the analysis, the information from 
REMSA would be extremely important to the end product. He asked if REMSA’s 
understanding was they would provide the information for the successful completion of 
the study. Mitch Nowicki, REMSA, said he was not at liberty to give an answer to that 
question today. He stated the information provided by Ms. Simon was what REMSA’s 
stance was at this particular point in time. Chairman Breternitz said that was not good 
enough for him.  
 
 Commissioner Humke suggested continuing this item. Chairman 
Breternitz agreed, because he felt the Board needed some assurance it would be getting 
the appropriate information. 
 
 Commissioner Humke made a motion to continue approval of the Multi-
Stakeholder Emergency Medical Services Task Force recommendation to select TriData 
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Division, System Planning Corporation to conduct a comprehensive analysis of the 
countywide emergency medical system. Commissioner Weber seconded the motion.  
 
 Ms. Simon asked if the Board would consider granting a conditional 
approval, because this item could not be brought back until September 13, 2011. She 
suggested the Board delegate to the Chairman the authority to have the project move 
forward pending the Chairman’s satisfaction with REMSA’s commitment to participate.  
  
 Commissioner Humke stated he did not see how anything would be 
different. Commissioner Weber said the Chairman was quite interested in getting the 
information and the project would not move forward if he did not get it. Chairman 
Breternitz stated he did not mind doing that, but there had been plenty of time to get this 
commitment from REMSA. He said that was one of the items discussed when he 
attended the task force meeting a number of months ago, but there still was no full 
commitment from REMSA. He felt it would not make any sense to pursue this unless 
REMSA committed to provide the information needed to conduct the study.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin said he was not willing to move forward with this 
agreement, but he was willing to authorize the Chairman to start a serious dialogue with 
REMSA.  
 
 Commissioner Humke withdrew his motion. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered the approval of the Multi-Stakeholder 
Emergency Medical Services Task Force recommendation to select TriData Division, 
System Planning Corporation to conduct a comprehensive analysis of the countywide 
emergency medical system be continued and Chairman Breternitz be authorized to begin 
negotiations with the Regional Emergency Medical Services Authority’s (REMSA) 
regarding the data needed from them. It was further ordered the Chairman was authorized 
to sign the consultant professional services agreement if a satisfactory conclusion was 
reached between the Chairman Breternitz and REMSA.  
 
 Mr. Slaughter said there were several other points in the staff 
recommendation, such as authorizing staff to seek contributions from the County’s 
partners and authorizing the disbanding of the task force.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz said it seemed if some of the background work could 
be done as far as getting assurances from other entities regarding contributions and that 
sort of thing, when this came back to the Board they would be accepting contributions 
instead of seeking them. He asked if the Board wanted to instruct staff to seek 
contributions from the other entities. Mr. Slaughter said the other item was disbanding 
the task force.   
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 On motion by Chairman Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, it 
was ordered that staff be directed to seek contributions from the other entities and to 
disband the task force. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
11-777 AGENDA ITEM 13 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to review and discuss the Scope of Work for 
Business Licenses approved by the Shared Services Elected Officials Subcommittee 
on Building Permits and Business Licenses and possibly direct County staff to fully 
participate in the work plan outlined within the Scope of Work--Community 
Development. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Bob Webb, Planning Manager, said slide 3 showed the Shared Services 
Elected Officials Committee (SSEOC) approved the scope of work for Business Licenses 
on June 16, 2011. He discussed the major components in the scope of work as outlined on 
slide 5. He explained the multi-jurisdictional business license would allow a business 
owner, who conducted business in two or more jurisdictions, to go to the jurisdiction 
where the business was located to obtain the licenses. He stated once the licenses were 
approved, the home jurisdiction would collect the fees and forward the paperwork and the 
fees electronically to the other two jurisdictions, thereby saving the business owner two 
steps. He stated the work was about 75 percent complete, and the technical details were 
being worked through with the intent of having it implemented by January 2012. He said 
prior to its implementation, the SSEOC would get an update in September 2011, and the 
stakeholders would be contacted for their input to make sure staff had not forgotten 
anything before obtaining the final approval.  
 
 Mr. Webb said the final five bullets on slide 5 were items that would 
happen down the road. He stated the technical challenge to the on-line license application 
was each jurisdiction used its own database, but an attempt would be made to have a 
common look and feel for the license applications, the online application, and the online 
payments. He said the Secretary of State’s Office had been working on a single portal 
where any business owner in the State of Nevada could go to as a resource for business 
information. He stated staff was meeting with them in September to help facilitate that 
discussion and to fully participate in that effort where it made sense to do so. He stated 
hopefully that effort and the on-line license application would mesh. He advised the 
ultimate goal would be to have a regional business license.   
 
 Mr. Webb asked the Commissioners to let him know if they had names of 
people they thought should participate as stakeholders. He advised the recommendation 
was for the Board to direct staff to continue with the scope of work in the seven areas 
shown on slide 5. He advised both the Cities of Reno and Sparks had been involved in 
this effort from the beginning.   
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 Commissioner Weber said there had been talk about combining business 
licenses for a long time and there were many agencies that would like to see that happen. 
She asked why there had been no talk about one-stop-shop where businesses would come 
to the County for the license due to its central location. Katy Simon, County Manager, 
said it was certainly the desire to move towards that, but there was not the willingness by 
all parties to see that occur. She stated some people saw that as being a step away from 
customer service because it could make people travel further to submit an application. 
She said this first step would enhance customer service, would not be a detriment to the 
entities, and everyone was willing to do it. She congratulated the team that had worked to 
get the process this far. 
 
 Commissioner Weber agreed this was the first step, but it was still more 
government. She hoped the County could encourage everyone to get on board to do a 
one-stop-shop. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked if there would be additional administrative 
fees by the home agency and about renewing business licenses. Mr. Webb stated what 
each jurisdiction charged for a first time application would remain the same. He said the 
City of Reno used a sliding fee based on projected first year receipts, but decided to go 
with a set fee, at least for the first year, to avoid having the other entities make those 
calculations. He stated renewals would be handled by each jurisdiction but, if the 
business terminated, the other jurisdictions would be notified. Commissioner Larkin 
asked if the license would be one piece of paper. Mr. Webb replied it would be one form 
with three logos, which had been used for the last two years; and the supporting 
paperwork required the same information for all three jurisdictions. He said they would 
turn in one set of papers instead of making two copies as they do currently, and they 
would then be given a multi-jurisdictional receipt. Commissioner Larkin asked if there 
would be one business license. Mr. Webb said one business license would be received 
through the mail from each jurisdiction in which the business would be conducted. 
Commissioner Larkin said it was a step in the right direction, but it was still not there. He 
advised paperwork was a big burden especially for a small business. He believed by dong 
this there should be some kind of economy of scale, which would reduce the fees. He 
agreed the regional business license was the way to go, but it might require legislative 
approval.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz agreed this was a start. He said the key part of this 
item was to direct staff to keep participating in the effort. 
 
 During Public Comment under the Sierra Fire Protection District agenda, 
Garth Elliott stated there needed to be one Business License Division for Washoe County 
and the Cities of Reno and Sparks, which would save everyone money. He felt the same 
should be true for the Building Departments.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that staff be directed to continue the dialog and 
to move forward along the lines Mr. Webb outlined, emphasizing these were baby steps 
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and it was anticipated there would be greater and greater strides when it came to the 
shared services and the multi-jurisdictional business license. 
 
11-778 AGENDA ITEM 32 – CLOSED SESSION 
 
Agenda Subject: “Possible Closed Session for the purpose of discussing negotiations 
with Washoe County and Sierra Fire Protection District Employee Organizations 
per NRS 288.220.” 
 
1:30 p.m. On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 

which motion duly carried, the Board went into Closed Session for the 
purpose of discussing negotiations with Washoe County Employee 
Organizations per NRS 288.220.  

 
3:06 p.m. The Board reconvened with Commissioners Weber and Humke absent.  
 
11-779 AGENDA ITEM 16 – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve a Resolution concerning Washoe 
County, Nevada, Special Assessment District No. 32 (Spanish Springs Valley 
Ranches Roads); determining the cost of the project of $10,287,000, the amount to 
be assessed and ratifying the assessment roll for the district; fixing the time and 
place when complaints, protests, and objections to the assessment roll will be heard; 
providing other details in connection therewith; and if approved, authorize the 
Chairman to execute the Resolution.  (Set public hearing for September 27, 2011, 
6:00 p.m.)--Public Works. (Commission District 4.)” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioners Humke and Weber absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 16 be approved, authorized, and executed. The Resolution for same is 
attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
11-780 AGENDA ITEM 19 – HUMAN RESOURCES/LABOR RELATIONS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Amendment #1 to the Contract 
Agreement between the County of Washoe and Renne Sloan Holtzman Sakai LLP 
(originally approved March 8, 2011) to provide labor relations’ negotiations and 
consulting services to Washoe County for all 2011/12 Collective Bargaining 
Agreements [not to exceed $45,000 - funding available in Human Resources adopted 
2011 budget]: and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute Amendment #1 to 
the Contract Agreement--Human Resources/Labor Relations. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
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 John Berkich, Assistant County Manager, advised due to the protracted 
negotiations with the all of the associations, especially the Sierra Fire Protection District 
(SFPD), the amount stipulated in the original contract had been exceeded. He said the 
cost for the SFPD negotiations was approaching $80,000, which was why the cost was 
bifurcated. He stated this item was seeking an additional $45,000 for the County 
bargaining units, which would be adequate to take the negotiations through to any 
impasse process. He said at the next meeting of the SPFD there would be a separate item 
to approve a reimbursement to the County for the amount already paid by the County on 
behalf of the SFPD, and to seek the Board’s authorization for an amount approximating 
$100,000 at this point for the total work done by this consultant on behalf of the SPFD.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin stated this proved to be a wise investment based on 
today’s outcome of the negotiations with the SFPD. He said negotiations were not cheap 
and they used resources, time and energy.  
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioners Humke and Weber absent, it was ordered 
that Agenda Item 19 be approved, authorized, and executed. 
 
3:12 p.m. Commissioner Humke returned. 
 
11-781 AGENDA ITEM 20 –SOCIAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to reject all bids for the operation of the 
Community Assistance Center; and if approved, recommendation to approve 
Amendment #4 to the Cooperative Agreement related to the operation of the 
Homeless Community Assistance Center between the City of Reno, Washoe County 
and the City of Sparks; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute 
Amendment #4; and, recommendation to appoint one member and one alternate 
member to the Transitional Governing Board--Social Services. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, advised new Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) regulations in January 2012 would govern the allocation of HUD 
funding to localities, which the Cities of Reno and Sparks relied on. She stated the 
regulations would mandate certain performance measures for homeless services, and 
those performance measures could not be retroactively imposed in the existing contract 
specifications. She said the entities’ staffs got together and came up with a new Request 
for Proposal (RFP) process, which built on what had been done before while 
incorporating the new HUD requirements. She said this was a collaborative proposal 
from the staffs of the three governments, which had been approved by the City of Sparks 
and which was on the City of Reno’s agenda tomorrow.  
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment.  

PAGE 24  AUGUST 23, 2011  



 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 20 be approved, authorized, and executed. It was further ordered that Commissioner 
Jung be appointed as the member and Commissioner Weber as the alternate member to 
the Transitional Governing Board. 
 
11-782 AGENDA ITEM 21 – FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation that the Board of County Commissioners 
approve and authorize the Chairman to execute an amendment to the Cooperative 
Agreement between the Reno-Sparks Convention and Visitors Authority and 
Washoe County to establish a sinking fund for the prepayment of the 2011 
Refunding Bonds and deleting provisions of the agreement that are no longer 
operative--Finance. (All Commission Districts.) To be heard before Agenda Item 
#22.” 
 
 John Sherman, Finance Director, said the amendment would establish a 
sinking fund and would also delete provisions in the agreement that were not applicable 
any longer. He explained a certain percentage of any Reno-Sparks Convention and 
Visitors Authority (RSCVA) room tax revenue above $22 million would be put towards 
the sinking fund to pay off the debt early, thereby capturing lower interest rates and 
leveling the debt service payment by extending the payments by three years.  
 
 Mr. Sherman said there was a correction to the signature page of the 
Cooperative Agreement in the Board’s packet, which he submitted to the Clerk, and that 
Cooperative Agreement in its entirety would substitute for the current Cooperative 
Agreement.  
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 21 be approved, authorized, and executed with the substitution of the corrected 
signature page. The Amendment to Cooperative Agreement for same is attached hereto 
and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
11-783 AGENDA ITEM 22 – FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation that the Board of County Commissioners 
approve and execute an ordinance designated by the short title "2011 RSCVA 
Ratification Ordinance"; consenting and agreeing to be bound by the provisions of 
the Authority’s resolution authorizing the issuance of the General Obligation 
(limited tax) Reno-Sparks Convention & Visitors Authority refunding bonds 
(additionally secured with pledged revenues), Series 2011 in the maximum principal 
amount of $94,750,000; ratifying action taken, approving and confirming action to 
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be taken in the Authority’s financing and in the imposition, collection and 
assignment of room taxes and the pledge of such taxes to said bonds; prescribing 
other details in connection herewith; and providing for its adoption as if an 
emergency exists and the effective date thereof--Finance. (All Commission Districts)  
To be heard after Agenda Item #21.” 
 
 Nancy Parent, Chief Deputy County Clerk, noted this Ordinance, as read 
by Katy Simon, County Manager, would be Bill No. 1650 and Ordinance No. 1469. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Weber absent, it was ordered that 
Ordinance No. 1469, Bill No. 1650, entitled, “An Ordinance designated by the short 
title “2011 RSCVA Ratification Ordinance”: consenting and agreeing to be bound 
by the provisions of the Authority’s resolution authorizing the issuance of the 
General Obligation (limited tax) Reno-Sparks Convention & Visitors Authority 
refunding bonds (additionally secured with pledged revenues), Series 2011 in the 
maximum principal amount of $94,750,000; ratifying action taken, approving and 
confirming action to be taken in the Authority’s financing and in the imposition, 
collection and assignment of room taxes and the pledge of such taxes to said bonds; 
prescribing other details in connection herewith; and providing for its adoption as if 
an emergency exists and the effective date thereof,” be approved, adopted and 
published in accordance with NRS 244.100.  
 
11-784 AGENDA ITEM 23 – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve and execute a Resolution finding 
that refunds of certain property tax payments are due, directing the treasurer to 
make such refunds, directing that subsequent apportionments of revenues from 
property tax to the other taxing units in the county which levied a tax represented in 
the combined tax rate be withheld, directing the treasurer to keep a list of refunds 
and other matters properly related thereto--District Attorney. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 Paul Lipparelli, Assistant District Attorney, said a letter from Attorney 
Suellen Fulstone dated August 22, 2011 requested the Board not limit itself in any way 
by acting on this Resolution to issue refunds to only 8,700 people. A copy of the letter 
was placed on file with the Clerk. He said the Treasurer’s list referenced the same 
number as in Ms. Fulstone’s letter, which included over 1,000 tax exempt parcels, and the 
number of refunds might be less than 8,700. He requested the Board insert the word 
“approximately” in front of the 8,700 properties referenced in the second paragraph of the 
Resolution.  
 
 Mr. Lipparelli said in two previous meetings, the Nevada Supreme Court’s 
decision on the Berrum vs. Otto case was discussed and background information was 
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provided in the staff report for this item. He stated the Board had the authority under 
State law to direct the refund amounts be withheld from future allocations of property tax 
revenues to the other districts that shared in those revenues. He explained by adopting the 
Resolution, the Board would be acknowledging the refunds were due, would be directing 
the Treasurer to make the refunds, and would be authorizing withholding the refund 
amounts from subsequent apportionment of revenues to the other overlapping tax 
districts. He said the Resolution also addressed whether interest should be charged to the 
other overlapping tax districts, which would be considered by the Board in a subsequent 
item. He stated the last thing the Resolution did was to direct the Treasurer to keep a list 
of all of the refunds made and to make that list available to the public, which was 
required by the statute that authorized this action by the Board.   
 
 Mr. Lipparelli said the staff report referenced an incorrect interest rate and 
the correct amount was 0.5 percent per month.  
 
3:28 p.m. Commissioner Weber arrived.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked if Item No. 4 in the Resolution was still 
relevant. Mr. Lipparelli replied it was, and it was covered in Agenda Item 36.  
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment.  
 
 Commissioner Weber felt the description for this agenda item was not 
very transparent.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 23 be approved, authorized, 
and executed with the following correction:  In the second paragraph of page 1, insert the 
word “approximately” before 8,700 and the interest rate referenced in the staff report 
should be .5 percent per month. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a 
part of the minutes thereof.  
 
11-785 AGENDA ITEM 36 – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and action directing the payment of interest on certain 
property tax overpayments for properties at Lake Tahoe and compliance with court 
orders in Otto vs. Berrum (Case No. CV09-02534--District Attorney. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
  Paul Lipparelli, Assistant District Attorney, stated the Resolution in 
Agenda Item 23, which the Board just adopted, involved the statute authorizing 
subsequent tax distributions could fund the refunds. He advised the statute did not 
contemplate the payment of interest directly, but the District Attorney’s Office felt it was 
the closest applicable statute. He stated the question became whether the Board wanted to 
charge the other taxing districts a share of the interest the court ordered paid, and this 
item gave the Board the opportunity to direct whether or not the interest should be 
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charged to the other districts. He stated the argument in favor of doing so was those 
districts, like the County, had the use of the tax overpayments for the same period of 
years the County had; and fairness would dictate those districts pay their fair share of 
interest on the money they had the use of over those years. He noted the Incline Village 
General Improvement District (IVGID) objected to paying the interest, because IVGID 
had no dominion in the tax litigation.  
 
 Mr. Lipparelli said it was estimated the interest portion of the tax refund 
was $6.2 million and Washoe County’s estimated share was $2.6 million.  
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
  Chairman Breternitz stated he would not support this action because the 
other entities had no control over the litigation. Commissioner Jung stated even though 
the Board had the legal ability to impose the paying of the interest by the other entities, 
she felt the County had a moral and ethical obligation to pay the interest on their behalf 
because they had no say regarding the litigation by the County.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Chairman Breternitz and Commissioner Jung voting 
“no,” it was ordered that the payment of interest on certain property tax overpayments for 
properties at Lake Tahoe be approved in compliance with court orders in the Otto vs. 
Berrum (Case No. CV09-02534), a proportionate share of the interest paid from the 
future allocations of property tax revenues to other affected taxing districts in the County 
be withheld, and the Treasurer be directed to keep a list of the amounts withheld for 
interest payments.  
 
11-786 AGENDA ITEM 24 – MANAGER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible direction to staff on funding option for 
Incline Village/Crystal Bay property tax refunds--Manager. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, conducted a PowerPoint presentation 
regarding the County’s fiscal situation, the potential funding options for paying the 
Incline Village/Crystal Bay property tax refunds and the proposed short-term funding 
plan. A copy of the presentation was placed on file with the Clerk.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin stated he did not see the cash flow analysis he 
specifically requested. Ms. Simon said she had the cash flow analysis, but did not attach 
it to the staff report. Commissioner Larkin asked if John Sherman, Finance Director, 
could provide a brief analysis. Mr. Sherman replied a cash flow analysis had been done 
for the remainder of this fiscal year and going into the next fiscal year. He stated based on 
Ms. Simon’s presentation, staff believed the cash flow requirements could be met. He 
said the $42 million total would be paid out at approximately $2 million per month and 
the County’s share was 41 percent. Commissioner Larkin said that meant the cash flow 
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projection would be $800,000 per month for the next 18 months. Mr. Sherman said even 
though the cash accounts were identified, staff might need to come back to the Board to 
line up the appropriation authority over the course of the next 18 months. Commissioner 
Larkin said with $800,000 going to the Treasurer for payment of the property tax refunds, 
what would be the County’s monthly cash flow requirement for the health benefits and 
risk management components. Mr. Sherman stated what was more important was how the 
County managed its investment pool to ensure there was sufficient liquidity to make 
these payments. Commissioner Larkin said the money in these funds was invested and 
there would be investment credits the County’s Investment Committee might want to 
consider as a component to this. He felt the sources and uses needed to be identified 
today, but not the replenishment; and there should be a review of the investment portfolio 
and its projected return. Mr. Sherman said that would be taken into account, and staff 
would be coming before the Board in September for the Fundamental Review 
implementation and with the 10 percent reduction scenarios. He stated this was definitely 
a component of that, particularly how it would look in Fiscal Year 2012/13 and going 
forward in addressing the use of the funds in risk management, health benefits, and 
capital projects.  
 
 Commissioner Jung asked why the sales tax could not be increased. Ms. 
Simon replied only the State Legislature could increase the sales tax. She stated the 
County was also at the property tax rate’s statutory cap, so the only revenue the Board 
had authority over was the Governmental Services Tax (GST). 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Nancy Parent, Chief Deputy 
County Clerk, read Valerie Wade’s comments in support of increasing the GST instead of 
having employees facing any further reductions in their income. A copy of Ms. Wade’s 
comments was placed on file with the Clerk.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz said this was an action item. Ms. Simon said the 
proposed action was on page 23 of her presentation. Commissioner Larkin stated that 
proposed funding action was reasonable and could be changed at anytime, but the 
replenishment of the funds would be the tough part.  
 
 Commissioner Jung asked when the County would have a response 
regarding its insurance claim. Mr. Sherman replied the claim was unlikely to yield any 
return, but that information would be brought to the Board as soon as a definitive answer 
was received.   
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that $7 million from the Risk Management 
Fund, $8.4 million from the Health Benefits Fund, and $3 million from deferred capital 
projects be used to fund the refunds of the Incline Village/Crystal Pay overpayment of 
property taxes as soon as practical. It was further ordered a detailed cash flow analysis be 
provided to the Board. 
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11-787 AGENDA ITEM 25 – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance amending 
Chapter 21 of the Washoe County Code (Miscellaneous and Additional Taxes) by 
adding a new section imposing a supplemental governmental services tax of one cent 
on each one dollar of valuation of certain vehicles based in Washoe County, by 
providing for the sunset of that tax, and by repealing the no longer effective vehicle 
privilege tax and other matters properly related thereto--District Attorney. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Paul Lipparelli, Assistant District Attorney, stated it was discovered the 
old Governmental Services Tax (GST) Ordinance was still on the books, but it was no 
longer in effect due to its sunset provisions. He said whether or not the proposed GST 
was enacted, this needed to be cleaned up in the Code.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin requested a roll call vote on the introduction.  
 
 Nancy Parent, Chief Deputy County Clerk, read the title for Bill No. 1651.  
 
  There was no response to the call for public comment on this item. 
 
 Mr. Lipparelli said in trying to define the Board’s direction from the July 
26, 2011 meeting, it was clear during the discussion there should be a sunset to the GST. 
He advised Section 4 of the Ordinance said the tax would be abolished on the 36th month 
after the first month the tax was effective. He stated that timeline was based on the 
amount of the property tax refunds, which could be changed to a different date for the 
second reading if this Ordinance was introduced.  
 
 Commissioner Humke said the Ordinance indicated a business impact 
statement was not required per Nevada Revised Statute (NRS) 237.060, but he asked if 
one could be requested anyway. Katy Simon, County Manager, replied a business impact 
process and statement could be provided. Commissioner Humke stated he did not favor 
imposing the GST, and he asked what would be required to have a business impact 
statement prepared and how much public notice would be required. Mr. Lipparelli 
clarified if the Board requested a business impact statement, the process would mandate 
notifying those most likely to be affected by the proposed rule, which would let them 
submit data or arguments on whether it would impose a direct or significant economic 
burden on the business or would directly restrict the formation, operation, or expansion of 
a business. He stated the data would have to be received by the governing body at least 
15 days after the date the notification was sent pursuant to NRS 237.080. He stated he 
would have to confirm what the noticing requirement was, because he was not sure it was 
a mailing requirement.  
 
 Commissioner Humke stated he was not sure there was any interest in 
doing a business impact statement voluntarily. He said he would not vote for the GST, 
because he was not sure enough public attention had been given to it.  
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 Commissioner Larkin believed engaging in the discussion regarding the 
GST was premature based on his request for a cash flow analysis. He said there might not 
be a need to impose a tax for the purpose of repaying the accounts depending on the 
results of that analysis, and he asked this item be continued until it was received by the 
Board. Chairman Breternitz asked how long it would take to provide the analysis. Mr. 
Sherman felt it would not be prudent to bring the Board something until the Board had a 
fix on the labor cost reductions, the Fundamental Review, and the 10 percent reductions. 
He said the target would be to have the analysis ready by the end of September or the 
beginning of October 2011 depending on the Board’s actions on September 27, 2011.  
 
 Commissioner Weber felt it was important for the public to have an 
opportunity to provide their comments, and she favored continuing this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered Agenda Item 25 be continued until the Board 
received Mr. Sherman’s reports and the Board took action on the Fundamental Review.  
  
 Chairman Breternitz asked if the business impact statement could be done 
before this item was brought back before the Board. Commissioner Humke said he heard 
no one else take up the issue, so he would not pursue it any further.  
  
11-788 AGENDA ITEM 26 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Update on status, discussion and possible direction to staff on the 
2011 Washoe County Commission Election District Redistricting Project--
Management Services. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Mr. Slaughter, Management Services Director, said version 4 of the 
redistricting map put all of Spanish Springs (population of approximately 11,289 people) 
back into District 4, but District 4 needed to lose around 13,000 people. He stated that 
change put things back the way they were at the beginning. He discussed shifting the 
population among the other Districts to balance the Districts’ populations. A copy of 
versions 1-4 of the redistricting maps were placed on file with the Clerk, along with 
population tables for each version of the map. He believed all of the draft versions 
remained well within the guidelines of the Voter Rights Act and met the statutory 
guidelines of compactness, contiguity, and population numbers.  
 
 Mr. Slaughter said a town hall meeting was scheduled for the evening of 
September 7, 2011. He stated the plan was to set the maps up for public viewing and the 
same presentation would be given at 5:30 p.m. and 7:30 p.m. to explain the process, the 
reason for redistricting, to present all of the versions of the redistricting maps, and to take 
input from the public. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin said the area west of Pyramid Highway was 
contiguous and was part of Spanish Springs. He stated the area that incorporated Warm 
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Springs and the Palomino Valley, with Axe Handle Road being the southernmost 
extremity, was more closely aligned with District 5 than with District 4. He suggested the 
boundary line follow Axe Handle Road all the way up to Cottonwood and crest along the 
Virginia range, while keeping Sutcliffe and Nixon within District 4. He said the area in 
Sparks west of McCarran Boulevard and east of Pyramid Boulevard was really more akin 
to District 4, whereas the area west of Pyramid Boulevard had more affinity to District 3 
than it did to District 2. Mr. Slaughter stated that made sense and there was an addition to 
District 3 that would help balance that out. He said he could look at switching the areas to 
see what that did to the numbers.  
 
 Commissioner Weber said she liked version 4 of the map, but she felt 
version 3 seemed to be cleaner and was the best version. She stated she looked forward to 
receiving the community input. 
 
 Commissioner Jung stated she would be unable to attend the town hall 
meeting due to a prior commitment.  
 
 Mr. Slaughter said he believed he received direction to draft another map 
based on Commissioner Larkin’s input, and to have that map available at the town hall 
meeting and at the Board’s meeting on September 13, 2011. Commissioner Larkin said 
he was suggesting making the changes on version 4 of the map.  
 
 Commissioner Weber said someone suggested both sides of Seventh 
Avenue in Sun Valley could be the dividing line for District 5, which would keep the 
whole street in one district. Mr. Slaughter replied there were some constraints due to 
census geography, and it might not be possible to place the dividing line there.  
 
 During public comment under the Sierra Fire Protection District agenda, 
Garth Elliott stated he did not approve of communities or neighborhoods being broken 
up, and they should have the same Commissioner representing the community or 
neighborhood as a whole. He felt major highways should be used as boundaries.  
 
11-789 AGENDA ITEM 27 – MANAGER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Update on status of Shared Services efforts and possible direction 
to staff--Manager. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Dave Childs, Assistant County Manager, said at the last Elected Officials 
Shared Services Committee (EOSSC) meeting Cory Casazza, Chief Information 
Management Officer, discussed his draft implementation report, which would be brought 
back on a quarterly basis. He said the report contained a set of guidelines, which the City 
of Reno and Washoe County (and hopefully the City of Sparks) would use in purchasing 
or upgrading software to move towards being able to use the same mainframe and the 
same system.  
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 Mr. Childs said there were also reports regarding Public Safety Dispatch 
and the Community Assistance Center (CAC). 
 
 Mr. Childs said there would be updates on Public Safety Dispatch at the 
Shared Services Committee meetings going forward, and the next meeting would include 
updates on Human Resources, Purchasing and WC-2. He stated there was a discussion on 
the implications of bonded indebtedness, tax rates, and collective bargaining in relation to 
the City of Reno and Washoe County as a result of the WC-2 vote; and the EOSSC asked 
for an update. He stated there would also be an update on libraries and what the County, 
the School District and the University of Nevada-Reno could do to work together. He 
stated he would discuss AB 449 regarding the economic development model and AB 182 
regarding inland ports. He said the November meeting should have a report on the 
Truckee Meadows Regional Planning Agency (TMRPA) and the Regional Transportation 
Commission (RTC) regarding their working more closely together.  
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
11-790 AGENDA ITEM 28 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve initial terms for the reconveyance of 
the Sky Ranch Park (APN’s 534-091-01 and 534-091-02) to Damonte View II LLC; 
and if approved, direct staff to incorporate these terms into an agreement with 
Damonte View II LLC and return to the Board of County Commissioners with the 
Agreement within sixty (60) days. (Requested by Commissioner Humke.)” 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, stated Parcel Number 534-091-01 should 
be 534-091-03. She said there was no staff report because staff did not get the 
information they requested.  
 
 Garrett Gordon, Lewis and Roca LLP, explained Sky Ranch Park was 
originally donated to the County, and statute allowed the park to be reconveyed to the 
developer or its assignee if it could no longer be maintained. He said he had been 
working with the Parks Department for the last year and a half regarding the terms of the 
reconveyance, which required an additional appraisal at a cost of $5,000 and additional 
documentation. He stated Damonte View II LLC wanted to make sure the Board would 
approve the reconveyance before spending additional funds. He stated his August 19th 
letter had seven terms, but Paul Lipparelli, Assistant District Attorney, had issues with 
term 6. Mr. Gordon requested the Board withdraw it from the terms because it could be 
worked out in the eventual purchase and sale agreement.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked Doug Doolittle, Regional Parks and Open 
Space Director, to provide his perspective on why this action should be considered by the 
Board. Mr. Doolittle replied staff had been working on the terms for the last several years 
that would allow the developer to reacquire this land. He explained the park was 
considered surplus because the Eagle Canyon baseball fields, utilized by the Cal Ripken 
teams, were built just a short distance away. He stated his concern with the Sky Ranch 
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Park was its location on a busy intersection and the kids having to navigate that 
intersection to buy snacks. He said staff wanted to dispose of the park as quickly as 
possible because of those life/safety concerns and because of having to do the 
maintenance on the park, which was his only concern with the total 18-month term in the 
agreement. He requested the developer share the maintenance costs if reaching an 
agreement took an extended period of time. Commissioner Larkin asked if Mr. Gordon 
had any comment. Mr. Gordon explained the reason for the extended timeframe was it 
was contemplated the purchase and sale agreement would have a zoning component. He 
stated he would have to talk with his client regarding the maintenance, but hopefully 
when the final agreement came back within 60 days it would incorporate something that 
would be fair and reasonable.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin felt because of the high traffic intersection, this 
would be a good reversion. Mr. Gordon explained after review, he suggested a portion of 
the  $400,000 deposit in item 4 might be used for the maintenance costs and could be 
credited against the purchase price at closing, or something to that affect.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz said he was leaning towards favoring this item, but he 
wanted a staff report and a chance for the public to comment. Mr. Gordon replied the best 
case scenario would be to look at the six proposed terms, to generally agree with the 
terms, and to direct staff and the developer to put together a staff report, Resolution, and 
purchase and sale agreement to come before the Board within 60 days. Chairman 
Breternitz said he was not personally prepared to do that without a formal analysis from 
staff. He stated there was a letter, but the terms of the letter were being changed.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin said with the terms being discussed, the inclination 
of the Board was positive, which was what Mr. Gordon’s client was looking for. He 
stated he agreed with six items, and he felt staff and Mr. Gordon had the sense of the 
Board’s feeling on the item. Mr. Gordon said he heard the Board was inclined to move 
forward, and he believed his client would be comfortable in moving forward. 
  
 Commissioner Jung indicated she was okay with the terms and felt the 
maintenance could be worked out. Commissioner Humke agreed, and he discussed the 
appraisal being required by statute.  
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
11-791 AGENDA ITEM 29 
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion on options for continuing operation and management 
of Washoe Golf Course for the Regional Parks and Open Space Department and 
possible direction on options provided including: Option #1 - This option would be a 
renewal of current contract for Golf Professional Services with Bel-Men Golf and/or 
Odette’s for food and beverage services and retain all County golf staff as status 
quo. Option #2 – This option would be a renewal of current contract for Golf 
Professional Services with Bel-Men Golf and/or Odette’s for food and beverage 
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services and retain all County golf staff with a plan to initiate a managed 
competition process for the maintenance of Washoe Golf Course no later than 
January 1, 2012. Option #3 - This option would be a Request for Proposals for golf 
professional services and food and beverage services and retain the current County 
golf staff with a plan to initiate a managed competition process for the maintenance 
of Washoe Golf Course no later than January 1, 2012. Option #4 - This option 
would be individual Requests for Proposals for Golf Course Professional Services, 
Food and Beverage Services and for Golf Course Maintenance Services.  Option #5 
– This option would be a Request for Proposals for full management of the golf 
course to include; golf professional services, food and beverage and all grounds/golf 
course maintenance. Upon direction and option selected, and if necessary, authorize 
the Director of Regional Parks and Open Space through the Purchasing & Contract 
Manager to solicit written proposals to select a qualified respondent(s) to operate 
and manage partial/all facets of the public golf course known as Washoe Golf 
Course. Also, if necessary, direct appropriate staff to begin implementation of a 
Managed Competition process for the maintenance component of the Washoe Golf 
Course operation--Regional Parks and Open Space. (Commission District 1.)” 
 
 Doug Doolittle, Regional Parks and Open Space Director, stated the 
current contract for the operation of the Washoe Golf Course would expire December 31, 
2011, and this was its second extension. He said because there was no further ability to 
renew the contract, staff needed the Board’s direction regarding the available options. He 
stated Bel-Men Golf, Barney Bell and Darin Menante, had operated the Washoe Golf 
Course for 30 years, had been good operators, and performed to the level expected each 
and every year. He advised the food and beverage contract was a separate contract and 
maintenance was performed by Parks Department’s maintenance staff consisting of four 
full-time employees and seven to eight seasonal employees. He stated the course was in 
great shape, and he was proud of the effort put forth by the County employees and by 
Bel-Men Golf.  
 
 Mr. Doolittle explained the course grossed approximately $1 million per 
year and it was anticipated the net for the golf fund next year would be $165,000. He said 
with the payment of the debt for both this course and the Sierra Sage Golf Course, it 
meant the Washoe Golf Course did not have to cover Sierra Sage’s deficit. He stated the 
new model for the operation of Sierra Sage meant the operator ran the golf course, food 
and beverage, and performed the maintenance. He said both courses belonged to the 
County and the contracts were purely for their operation.  
 
 Mr. Doolittle said the Open Space and Regional Parks Commission voted 
unanimously to recommend to the Board of County Commissioners that the current 
contract for the operator of the Washoe Golf Course be negotiated and County staff 
continue performing the maintenance on the course.  
 
 Al Rogers, Regional Parks and Open Space Assistant Director, reviewed 
the five options shown in the staff report. He advised a new contract could be negotiated 
with Bel-Men Golf to hold steady or improve the current financial arrangements if 
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Option 1 was chosen. He noted Option 4 was the least desirable from staff’s perspective 
and Option 5 was the model for the Sierra Sage Golf Course.  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, the following individuals 
provided testimony on why they supported keeping Bel-Men Golf in charge of operating 
the Washoe Golf Course:  David Tomasini, Shirley Canale, Ted McPhie, Adam Frisch, 
Chris Overmyer, Rosemary Kavner, Duane Upton, Joel Madison, Bev Shadhe, Claudia 
Chesney, Scott Campbell, Charles Soward, Mike Hix, Fran Menante, JP Menante, and 
Bonnie Foard.  
 
 Mr. Bell said he and Mr. Menante had operated the Washoe Golf Course 
successfully for 30 years, and he urged the Board to adopt Option 1. He stated over the 
last five years Bel-Men Golf paid the Enterprise Fund an average of $126,000 a year. He 
highlighted Bel-Men Golf’s accomplishments over the last 10 years. He read a letter from 
Judy Sather, Nevada State Women’s Golf Association (NSWGA) President, regarding 
the success of a tournament held at the Washoe County Golf Course in July 2011. She 
said the level of service was exemplary as was the condition of the course, and she 
looked forward to holding future tournaments at the course. Mr. Bell stated continuing 
the contract with Bel-Men Golf would save 30 part-time and full-time local jobs. He said 
he and Mr. Menante believed the contract should be extended for 10 years with any 
financial changes that needed to be made to meet the County’s needs. He urged the 
County to follow the Open Space and Regional Parks Commission’s unanimous 
recommendation to adopt Option 1. 
 
 Chairman Breternitz disclosed he met with Mr. Bell and Mr. Menante last 
week, where he mentioned the changes the County was going through with having to cut 
staff and suffering revenue reductions. He said he stated he was looking for ways to 
benefit the County and to be innovative and creative. He asked if Bel-Men Golf was 
willing to expand its range and scope of services. Mr. Bell said Bel-Men Golf had started 
new programs in the last two to three years, and they were always looking for something 
new and exciting to benefit the Washoe Golf Course. He stated the ball-dispensing 
machine sat right at the door of the pro shop, but a better location would be to move it to 
the driving range. He said the County received 33 percent of the machine’s receipts and 
an expert in the driving-range business felt there could be a 30 percent increase in the 
receipts.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz said he was referring to the conversation regarding 
the restaurant and maintenance. Mr. Bell said there had been problems with the 
restaurant, but Bel-Men Golf had no control over that contractor. He stated the restaurant 
staff did try to do better if they were informed about any issues. Chairman Breternitz 
asked if Bel-Men Golf was willing to take over other the areas. He said Bel-Men Golf 
could benefit from additional revenues and the County could benefit by simplifying the 
relationship at the golf course. He asked if that had been considered or had they declined 
the possibility. Mr. Bell replied they had never declined anything that could be good for 
the golf course. He felt it was up to the Commissioners to decide how much involvement 
they wanted Bel-Men Golf to have.  
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 Commissioner Jung advised the Open Space and Regional Parks 
Commission unanimously approved recommending Option 1 to the Board. She said they 
wanted her to share that this was the most profitable golf course in Washoe County, Bel-
Men Golf had been giving an average of $126,000 for the last five years to the golf fund 
and it was projected to be higher next year. She said because the course was so profitable, 
it covered the maintenance workers’ salaries and benefits and the course had no need for 
a General Fund subsidy.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried with Chairman Breternitz voting “no,” it was ordered that 
Option 1 be approved as outlined in the staff report. 
 
11-792 AGENDA ITEM 31 – REPORTS/UPDATES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Reports/updates from County Commission members concerning 
various boards/commissions they may be a member of or liaison to.” 
 
 Commissioner Humke advised he could not attend the Reno-Sparks 
Convention and Visitors Authority (RSCVA) meeting on Thursday, but they did not 
allow alternates. He stated they were searching for a new Chief Executive Officer (CEO). 
He said a week ago he attended a great birthday party held at the Mills Lane Justice 
Center for the District Attorney.  
 
 Commissioner Jung reported the Regional Jobs Team met last week and 
there were updates from the Nevada Center for Economic Development on AB 449, the 
Governor’s proposal for economic development in Nevada, and on AB 182, regarding 
how the Reno area might be able to take advantage of the creation of inland ports. She 
said the group was moving towards being project-based and one of the areas of focus 
would be on buying locally and creating a business-to-business small business loan fund. 
She stated the project-based approach would include some measurements, which would 
allow the group to determine whether or not what they did made a difference. She said 
she attended the Regional Planning Governing Board (RPGB) meeting on behalf of 
Commissioner Weber, and the Regional Planning staff would be moving into extra 
offices in the Regional Transportation Commission’s (RTC’s) building. She said that 
move meant Regional Planning would no longer have to pay the City of Reno rent. She 
said this would end up saving money, because they would be sharing planning staff and 
would be using a cost center for each agency. 
 
 Commissioner Weber said she met with the people involved in the 
proposed North Valley Casino, which she was not in favor of, and a focus group was 
being put together. She noted the Nevada Commission on the Reconstruction of the V&T 
Railway would be meeting in the Commission Chambers at 3:00 p.m. on September 19, 
2011, and everyone was invited to attend. She said she could not attend the RSCVA 
meeting on Thursday. She asked when the Board would be discussing the commissions 
and boards the Commissioners served on. She stated the Nevada Association of Counties 
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(NACO) would be holding their conference in Fallon, Nevada on September 20, 2011. 
She said she listened in at a NACO legislative committee meeting yesterday, and there 
were some interesting proposals for 2013 Legislative Session.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin said he was very supportive of the collaboration 
between the RTC and the RPGB. He stated the RTC delayed discussions with the City of 
Reno regarding the Rosewood Golf Course. He said the community had too many golf 
holes, and the Rosewood Golf Course had been identified as one of the golf courses that 
should be closed. He stated it had to be determined whether or not the cost of redoing the 
nine holes due to the Southeast Connector was worth it. He noted this item would be back 
to the RTC Board in October 2011. He said he would not be attending the RTC meeting 
on September 16, 2011, and he asked if the Chairman could attend that meeting at 9:00 
a.m. because, if this discussion came up again, it would be good to have the Chairman of 
the Board of County Commissioners in attendance. Chairman Breternitz replied he would 
attend.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin said the Flood Management Agency did not meet in 
August, but would meet in September. The consideration was for the appointment of 
counsel. He asked that Commissioner Jung attend as the alternate, but then recalled that 
she would be out of town on September 9th. He asked that perhaps another 
Commissioner that had some interest in the Flood Management Agency could be in 
attendance on the 9th because a very important discussion might ensue. He stated the 
Director’s appointment was delayed, but there would be special counsel. He said there 
also might be an issue related to a financial officer as Mr. Sherman has taken himself out 
of the picture as a conflict of interest. He said the Flood Management Agency would 
meet here at 8:30 on the 9th. He indicated Commissioner Humke already served on the 
Flood Management Agency, but it would be good to have another Commissioner present 
as well.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin said the Truckee Meadows Water Authority 
(TMWA) meeting would be held on September 21, 2011 at 10:00 a.m., and he asked if 
there was a Commissioner who would like to attend along with Chairman Breternitz. 
 
 Chairman Breternitz noted the Debt Management Commission (DMC) 
approved the Washoe County School District (WCSD) bond on Friday. He attended the 
Nevada Conservation District meeting and there were a number of Incline Village/Crystal 
Bay projects they were moving forward in terms of conservation and pollution reduction 
to Lake Tahoe. He said he attended the Elected Officials Shared Services Committee 
meeting, and the small steps being taken would make big changes in how the County 
operated over time. He stated he would be attending the Tahoe Regional Planning 
Agency (TRPA) meeting tomorrow. He said last week he attended the Tahoe 
Transportation District Board of Director’s meeting where they proposed adding a bike 
lane from Incline Village to Sand Harbor. He believed he convinced them to extend it 
from Sand Harbor to the state line at Crystal Bay, because he felt that would be an 
important loop for bike and pedestrian traffic on the north shore of Lake Tahoe.  
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 PUBLIC HEARING 
 
11-793 AGENDA ITEM 30 – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Second reading and adoption of an Ordinance revising Washoe 
County requirements and schedule of rates and charges for water service within 
certain areas of Washoe County; by repealing Ordinance No. 1411; providing for 
procedures and their enforcement relating to conditions of service; applications for 
new and modified service; refund requests; conservation and drought measures; 
domestic well mitigation program; Golden Valley Recharge Program; appeal 
procedures. This Ordinance repeals Ordinance No. 1411. (Bill No. 1649)--Water 
Resources. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
6:10 p.m. Chairman Breternitz opened the public hearing  
 
 Nancy Parent, Chief Deputy County Clerk, read the title for Ordinance 
No. 1470, Bill No. 1649. 
 
 Rosemary Menard, Department of Water Resources (DWR) Director, 
stated this was the culmination of a process which began on January 11, 2011 to address 
domestic well mitigation issues in the Mt. Rose/Galena fan area. She said the Ordinance 
aligned with the policy and procedures the Board adopted for the Mt. Rose/Galena Fan 
Domestic Well Mitigation Program at its meeting two weeks ago.  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Kathy Bowling stated she was 
pleased with the Ordinance and the solution was fair and equitable. She requested those 
individuals who already deepened their wells should have an inactive customer status 
with DWR, which she felt would add protection and would ensure her well would be 
hooked up to the curb for free if it failed as predicted in 30 years.  
 
 Chairman Breternitz closed the public hearing.  
 
 Commissioner Jung asked if an inactive customer designation could be 
done to make Ms. Bowling feel more comfortable. Ms. Menard replied Ms. Bowling was 
among a handful of people who would get a guarantee of future mitigation. She said Ms. 
Bowling’s well had been deepened but, because there was a waterline in front of her 
house, she would not have the option of deepening it further. She said the guarantee 
would be amended to the property’s title and would exist as a future commitment for 
mitigation or a free hookup.  
 
 Ms. Menard stated when she asked Pete Simeoni, Water Resources’ legal 
counsel regarding his thoughts about the guarantee, he wrote, “Legal support for an 
agreement of this type, which was basically the County’s agreement to provide mitigation 
for this property owner or their successor, was set forth under property law doctrine 
known as a covenant running with the land. This type of agreement was arguably a 
covenant running with the land in that it will, (1) benefit or burden successors in interest 
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to the parties entering into the agreement, (2) particularly describe the land to be 
benefited or burdened, (3) relate to the use, repair, maintenance or improvements of the 
property, and (4) be recorded in the Washoe County Recorder’s Office.”  
 
 Ms. Menard said one of the concerns the community raised was what 
would happen to the commitment the County was making to these customers once DWR 
was consolidated with TMWA. She stated staff had been working with TMWA very 
closely regarding this program and the funding was laid out the way it was so it could be 
adopted by TMWA when appropriate for them to implement. She said the issue raised 
was could some future entity deny this person’s mitigation, and she could not guarantee 
against everything that could happen in the future. She said staff had done the best it 
could to establish a procedure that would give the individual property owners and their 
successors the best guarantee they could provide.  
  
 Commissioner Larkin asked if the covenant went with the land. Ms. 
Menard replied it did. Commissioner Larkin stated future actions might compromise that 
covenant, but there was clear case law those covenants had fairly heavy restrictions 
applied to them. He said it was as near to a 100 percent guarantee anyone could get.  
 
 Mr. Lipparelli said if the recordation of the agreement to provide 
municipal service without a connection fee established it was enforceable by a future 
owner, it protected the future owner. He believed the question being asked was who it 
would be enforceable against. He stated if DWR made the promise to provide service 
when there was a well failure without charging a connection fee, it would be enforceable 
against Washoe County by whoever had that right. He said for it to be enforceable against 
a successor agency, the obligations the County was making had to be expressly included 
in the merger agreement with TMWA. He stated otherwise it probably would not be 
enforceable against TMWA, which meant the person could come to the County to 
provide the connection. Chairman Breternitz felt it would be smart for the County to 
include that declaration as part of the agreement, so TMWA would be on notice that part 
of the obligation TMWA would be inheriting would be this potential liability. Mr. 
Lipparelli said he heard Ms. Menard say that was being pursued in their discussions with 
TMWA, but the terms of the agreement were not yet final. He advised adopting this 
Ordinance created the obligation and this needed to be followed up on during the merger 
process.  
  
 Commissioner Larkin said this Ordinance would establish a future liability 
for Washoe County, which he felt comfortable with. He stated whether or not that 
liability could be shifted to a successor agency had yet to be negotiated. He felt the 
interest of the citizens here tonight had established that they had a covenant with Washoe 
County and that covenant would be honored as long as Washoe County was a 
government. Chairman Breternitz believed work should still be done to pass that 
obligation to TMWA. Commissioner Larkin said absolutely, but he wanted to assure the 
citizens that Washoe County would honor this liability into the future whether or not it 
would eventually be transferred to TMWA.  
 

PAGE 40  AUGUST 23, 2011  



 Commissioner Humke stated he received e-mails from Chuck Price, Beth 
Honebein, and Karen Mullen. Copies of the e-mails were placed on file with the Clerk.  
He stated they regarded some equity issues for well owners who paid the $7,000 fee to 
build the Thomas Creek Water Treatment Plant, which looked like it would never be 
built. Ms. Menard’s response was inaudible due to a microphone problem. Ms. Menard 
said Ms. Mullen had another question regarding creating islands, which she explained. 
She said that issue was not appropriate to be included in this Ordinance, but could be 
included in Development Code amendments. She said amendments would be looked at 
due to the potential merger with TMWA, and that issue would fit into that process. Nancy 
Parent, Chief Deputy County Clerk, said Ms. Menard’s response to Ms. Honebein’s first 
question was not recorded and could not be made part of the record without the response 
being restated. Ms. Menard said Ms. Honebein asked if the water treatment plant fee 
would be reimbursed, and she replied it would.  
 
 Commissioner Jung said she had been working with Ms. Menard and Mr. 
Griffith regarding some water rights issues regarding the recharge program in Golden 
Valley. She asked if this would affect what he was trying to achieve. Ms. Menard said 
based on the direction from the last meeting, staff agreed to work with the property 
owners and bring back to the Board any additional exemptions that might address the 
situation and which the community might support, so the answer was  no.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Ordinance No.1470, Bill No. 1649, 
entitled, “An Ordinance revising Washoe County requirements and schedule of rates 
and charges for water service within certain areas of Washoe County; by repealing 
Ordinance No. 1411; providing for procedures and their enforcement relating to 
conditions of service; applications for new and modified service; refund requests; 
conservation and drought measures; domestic well mitigation program; Golden 
Valley Recharge Program; appeal procedures. This Ordinance repeals Ordinance 
No. 1411. (Bill No. 1649),” be approved, adopted and published in accordance with NRS 
244.100. 
 
11-794 AGENDA ITEM 34 – PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Public Comments. Comments 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.” 
 

 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
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 * * * * * * * * * * * 
 

6:30  p.m. There being no further business to discuss, on motion by Commissioner 
Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Jung, which motion duly carried, 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: Jan Frazzetta, Deputy County Clerk  
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