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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS  
WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
TUESDAY  10:00 A.M. AUGUST 28, 2012 
 
PRESENT: 

Robert Larkin, Chairman 
Bonnie Weber, Vice Chairperson 
John Breternitz, Commissioner 

Kitty Jung, Commissioner 
David Humke, Commissioner* 

 
Amy Harvey, County Clerk 

Katy Simon, County Manager 
Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel 

 
 The Washoe County Board of Commissioners convened at 10:02 a.m. in 
regular session in the Commission Chambers of the Washoe County Administration 
Complex, 1001 East Ninth Street, Reno, Nevada. Following the Pledge of Allegiance to 
the flag of our Country, the Clerk called the roll and the Board conducted the following 
business: 
 
12-815 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.” 
 
*10:04 a.m. Commissioner Humke arrived. 
 
 Sam Gettle said it took a year to get Waste Management to stop billing 
him for a property he did not own and did not even exist. He stated because his five 
properties were near a school, people would park in the alley blocking the trash bins. He 
said he had been threatened he would be charged for Waste Management having to return 
to pickup his trash even though he had no control over where people parked along his 
property line. He also complained about Waste Management’s policy of billing for 
service on a foreclosure property the minute escrow was closed, even if no service was 
being provided. 
 
 Chairman Larkin asked if Mr. Gettle’s property was within the City of 
Reno. Mr. Gettle replied it was. Chairman Larkin explained each local government had a 
separate franchise agreement with Waste Management. He said since Mr. Gettle’s 
property was within the City of Reno, the City needed to address his complaint.  
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 Jeffrey Church said based on his review of the documents and of the 
meetings, the City of Reno’s Staffing for Adequate Fire and Emergency Response 
(SAFER) Grants were to be used to serve the citizens countywide. He believed the City 
would be exposing itself to liability if the City refused to respond with mutual or 
automatic aid to incidents within the County.  
 
 Sam Dehne discussed the public’s right to make public comments at the 
Commission meetings and the further attempts to shut Burning Man down.  
  
12-816 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 
innovation in County government. (No discussion among Commissioners will take 
place on this item.)” 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, advised the Board needed to have an 
attorney-client meeting before hearing Agenda Item 21, settlement with Reno 
Redevelopment Agency, and Agenda Item 22, alleged residential-zoning violations by 
Tunnel Creek Properties.  
  
 Commissioner Weber requested pulling Agenda Item 12, Intermountain 
Water Supply Project. She advised Mr. Robert Marshall was in agreement with pulling 
the item. Commissioner Breternitz said as the requestor of the agenda item, he agreed 
with pulling Agenda Item 12. Chairman Larkin agreed and pulled the item. 
 
 Commissioner Weber said the staff report for Agenda Item 4B for today’s 
Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District meeting contained a lot of information about 
the City of Reno’s Staffing for Adequate Fire and Emergency Response (SAFER) Grant.   
 
 Commissioner Humke asked why an attorney-client meeting was needed 
since Agenda Items 21 and 22 were on the agenda. Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, said it 
was felt it would be beneficial for the Board to discuss the legal strategies, which led to 
the possible settlement with the Reno Redevelopment Agency, before voting on the 
settlement in a public session. He stated regarding Agenda Item 22 and the possibility of 
litigation, a discussion would also be beneficial for the same reason. 
 
12-817 AGENDA ITEM 5 – HUMAN RESOURCES  
 
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 employee for 
successful completion of the Excellence in Public Service Certificate Program 
administered by the Human Resources Department:   
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Essentials of Personal Effectiveness 
 
 Julie Thornberry, Regional Public Safety Training Center. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
12-818 AGENDA ITEM 6 – PROCLAMATION 
 
Agenda Subject: “Proclamation--Breastfeeding Awareness Month--Health District.” 
 
 Commissioner Jung read and presented the Proclamation to Dr. Joseph 
Iser, District Health Officer, and Beverly Bayan, WIC Program Manager for the Washoe 
County Health District.  
 
 Commissioner Jung said some women could not breastfeed their babies, 
which caused them tremendous guilt. She stated there were good supplements available 
when they could not, but breastfeeding should be encouraged where possible.  
 
 Dr Iser said encouraging breastfeeding was one of the most important 
things District Health could do for the community. He stated part of the Nevada State 
Medical Association’s legislative and programmatic agenda was to encourage baby-
friendly hospitals because, on exiting the hospital, many new mothers were given a case 
of some type of nutritional supplement, which did not encourage breastfeeding.  
 
 Ms. Bayan thanked the Commissioners for their support. She said several 
years ago a family was stranded outside of Lovelock, Nevada and the only reason the 
infant survived was the mother was breastfeeding. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 6 be adopted. 
 
 CONSENT AGENDA – AGENDA ITEMS 7A THROUGH 7K(2) 
 
12-819 AGENDA ITEM 7A 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve minutes for the Board of County Commissioners' July 
10, 2012 joint meeting, July 24, 2012 regular meeting and July 30, 2012 special 
meeting.” 
 
 Commissioner Weber stated the Clerk’s staff should be commended for 
having the minutes for July done so quickly.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7A be approved. 
 
12-820 AGENDA ITEM 7B 
 
Agenda Subject: “Cancel September 18, 2012 County Commission meeting.” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7B be approved. 
 
12-821 AGENDA ITEM 7C – ASSESSOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve roll change requests, pursuant to NRS 361.768 and NRS 
361.765, for errors discovered for the 2009/2010, 2010/2011, 2011/2012 secured and 
unsecured tax roll; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute order and direct 
the Washoe County Treasurer to correct the error(s) [cumulative amount of 
increase $1,127.96]--Assessor. (Parcels are in various Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7C be approved, 
authorized, executed, and directed. 
 
12-822 AGENDA ITEM 7D – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve payments [$12,311] to vendors for assistance of 38 
victims of sexual assault and authorize Comptroller to process same. NRS 217.310 
requires payment by the County of total initial medical care of victims, regardless of 
cost, and of follow-up treatment costs of up to $1,000 for victims, victim’s spouses 
and other eligible persons--District Attorney. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Commissioner Weber said the number of victims of sexual assault in the 
community was horrendous, and she supported the monies being available for the assault 
victims.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7D be approved. 
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12-823 AGENDA ITEM 7E – FINANCE  
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize the Washoe County Treasurer to make an advance of 
taxes apportioned to the Washoe County General Fund in an amount allowed by 
Nevada Administrative Code (NAC) 354.280 and determined necessary by the 
Washoe County Finance Director to meet the cash flow needs of the County prior to 
the first property tax apportionment in September--Finance.” 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne said he was 
concerned this item provided no financial amounts on the agenda.  
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, said the County operated during the first 
two months of the new fiscal year without property tax revenues coming in, and the 
advance might or might not be needed. Sheri Mendez, Finance Director, stated the 
advance needed to be approved by the Board in case it was needed, because it would be 
too late to wait to seek the Board’s approval until it was verified there would be a cash 
shortfall. She confirmed it was anticipated it would not be needed this year and noted the 
advance had not been needed for the last five years.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7E be approved. 
 
12-824 AGENDA ITEM 7F – LIBRARY  
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve the abolishment of one vacant 21-hour-per-week 
benefited Library Aide position (#70001960) and the creation of two new 15-hour-
per-week non-benefited Library Aide positions--Library. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7F be approved. 
 
12-825 AGENDA ITEM 7G – SENIOR SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve an Interlocal Contract between Washoe County through 
the Senior Services Department and the State of Nevada Purchasing Division for the 
Food Distribution Program from November 1, 2012 through September 30, 2015 to 
include the receipt of USDA commodities and up to $12,000 reimbursement 
annually--Senior Services. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
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  On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7G be approved. The 
Interlocal Contract for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
12-826 AGENDA ITEM 7H – COMMUNITY SERVICES/WATER 

RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve the Water Rights Deed reconveying 20.20 acre-feet of 
Washoe Valley ground water rights, being a portion of permits 57914, 27565, 70865 
and 70866 from Washoe County to Umpqua Bank--Community Services/Water 
Resources. (Commission District 2.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7H be approved. 
 
12-827 AGENDA ITEM 7I(1) – MANAGER  
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge status report on the Managed Competition 
Initiative.  (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Chairman Larkin asked what the official policy was regarding departments 
bidding on governmental or private contracts. Katy Simon, County Manager, explained 
there was no adopted policy. She said the County followed Nevada Revised Statutes 
(NRS) for contracting, and all of the contracts were developed and reviewed with that in 
mind. She said the costs of internal contracts were captured to be able to pursue full-cost 
recovery based on the Board’s guidance. She noted two staff members had been working 
on managed competition, but one left and one was now dedicated to working on other 
important projects. She said staff would be coming back to the Board with some options 
to implement this properly on a County-wide basis. She advised some departments were 
moving forward with offering contracts with other entities or to search out best practices.  
 
 Ms. Simon said the most important part of managed competition was the 
pre-work needed to assess the County’s cost profile in comparison to other providers, to 
improve the processes, and to be as efficient as possible whether or not the service was 
retained or contracted out. She stated the County gained from the process of going 
through the efficiency improvement.  
 
 Chairman Larkin said his concern remained that government would 
always exercise monopoly costing when competing where private enterprise was 
competing and the proper oversight and rules were not in place. He said NRS stated the 
costs should be captured, but that did not get at the most efficient cost. He stated he was 
concerned competition was occurring with private enterprise where there was not a level 
playing field. He said that needed to be included in the policy discussion regarding 
managed competition. Ms. Simon said the research would challenge the idea there was 
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never a level playing field when government provided a service also provided by the 
private sector. She advised it was a requirement of successful managed-competition 
programs that there be a level playing field and that it could be documented.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7I(1) be 
acknowledged. 
 
12-828 AGENDA ITEM 7I(2) – MANAGER  
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept 2013 State Emergency Response Commission (SERC), 
United We Stand (UWS) Grant [$25,590, no County match required]; and if 
accepted, authorize Chairman to execute Resolution to subgrant funds to other 
governments and nonprofits which make up LEPC and authorize the County 
Manager, or her designee, to sign Contracts and/or Memorandums of 
Understanding with local LEPC members and direct the Finance Department to 
make the appropriate budget adjustments--Emergency Management. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
  On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7I(2) be accepted, 
authorized, executed, and directed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made 
a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
12-829 AGENDA ITEM 7J(1) – SHERIFF   
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge Receipt of Status Report of Commissary Fund 
submitted by the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office Commissary Board of Directors.  
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7J(1) be 
acknowledged. 
 
12-830 AGENDA ITEM 7K(1) – TREASURER  
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge Receipt of the Report of Sale – July 31, 2012 
Delinquent Special Assessment Sale. (Commission Districts 4 and 5.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7K(1) be 
acknowledged. 
 
12-831 AGENDA ITEM 7K(2) – TREASURER  
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve request to increase petty cash fund from $1,000 to $1,500 
for the Washoe County Sheriff’s Department. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7K(2) be approved. 
 
 BLOCK VOTE – AGENDA ITEMS 13, 16, 17, 18, AND 19 
 
 Commissioner Humke seconded the motion for the block vote. However, 
he left the meeting at 10:34 a.m. during the reading of the block vote items and was not 
present for the call of the vote. 
 
12-832 AGENDA ITEM 13 – MANAGER/EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT  
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept 2012 Emergency Management 
Performance Grant (EMPG) from the State of Nevada, Division of Emergency 
Management [$120,877] retroactively for the period of October 1, 2011 through 
March 31, 2013; and if accepted, direct the Finance Department to reimburse the 
General Fund for the expense [$85,518.87] that was transferred in FY 2012 
[requires soft match of $120,877] by applying the salary expense of Washoe County 
Sheriff Search and Rescue positions; [$85,518.87 for FF12 and $35,358.13 for FY13]; 
and direct the Finance Department to make the appropriate budget adjustments--
Manager/ Emergency Management. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 Commissioner Weber made the motion, which was seconded by 
Commissioner Humke. On the call for the vote, with Commissioner Humke temporarily 
absent, it was ordered that Agenda Item 13 be accepted and directed. 
 
12-833 AGENDA ITEM 16 – HUMAN RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve two job reclassification requests 
from the Library and one job reclassification request from the Sheriff - all 
evaluated by the Job Evaluation Committee with a fiscal impact of approximately 
$17,109; approve creation of four new positions in the Community Services 
Department (CSD) authorized by the Board of County Commissioners and 
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evaluated by Hay Group, Inc. to include a Division Director Engineering and 
Capital Projects (CSD) at pay grade V; a Division Director Planning and 
Development (CSD) at pay grade U; a Division Director Finance and 
Administration (CSD) at pay grade T; and a Division Director Programs and 
Projects (CSD) at pay grade T, with a fiscal impact of approximately $540,337 
(including PERS and Medicare). The cost of the four new positions will be fully 
offset by replacing or eliminated existing positions and funded by resources 
available in the Community Services Department’s adopted annual budget--Human 
Resources. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 Commissioner Weber made the motion, which was seconded by 
Commissioner Humke. On the call for the vote, with Commissioner Humke temporarily 
absent, it was ordered that Agenda Item 16 be approved. 
 
12-834 AGENDA ITEM 17 – SOCIAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve the 2011 Shelter Plus Care Renewal 
and Consolidation Grant Agreement between the County of Washoe and the 
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) [$120,960 HUD funds; 
$120,960 County match] for the period retroactive August 1, 2012 to July 31, 2013; 
and authorize Purchasing Office to release a Request for Proposal to establish a 
roster of local grant servicers to administer the consolidated Shelter Plus Care 
Grant, and direct Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments--Social Services.  
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 Commissioner Weber made the motion, which was seconded by 
Commissioner Humke. On the call for the vote, with Commissioner Humke temporarily 
absent, it was ordered that Agenda Item 17 be approved, authorized, and directed. 
 
12-835 AGENDA ITEM 18 – COMMUNITY SERVICES/PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award bid and approve agreement for the 
“Galena Creek Stream Bank Stabilization at Joy Lake Road Bridge” project to 
MKD Construction, Inc., the lowest responsive, responsible bidder [$266,550 - 
Funding Source is the Capital Improvement Fund PW920501]--Community 
Services/Public Works. (Commission District 1.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 Commissioner Weber made the motion, which was seconded by 
Commissioner Humke. On the call for the vote, with Commissioner Humke temporarily 
absent, it was ordered that Agenda Item 18 be awarded. 
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12-836 AGENDA ITEM 19 – COMMUNITY SERVICES/PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award bid and approve agreement for the 
“Rancho San Rafael Regional Parking Lot Repairs” project to Gradex Construction 
Company, the lowest responsive, responsible bidder [$365,810 – Funding Source is 
the Roads Special Revenue Fund]--Community Services/Public Works. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 Commissioner Weber made the motion, which was seconded by 
Commissioner Humke. On the call for the vote, with Commissioner Humke temporarily 
absent, it was ordered that Agenda Item 19 be awarded. 
 
12-837 AGENDA ITEM 9 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Presentation and acceptance of the Emergency Medical Systems 
Analysis Final Report, and possible direction to staff regarding the 
recommendations contained within the Final Report--Management Services.  
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
10:37 a.m. Commissioner Humke returned. 
 
 John Slaughter, Management Services Director, introduced Dr. Harold 
Cohen, Project Manager TriData Division, System Planning Corporation. 
 
 Dr. Cohen thanked the Commission for selecting TriData to provide this 
service to Washoe County. He said in most cases excellent cooperation was obtained 
from everyone, which made the report possible. He stated no emergency was found in the 
Emergency Medical System (EMS), and the people of Washoe County were being taken 
care of. He said the biggest challenges the County faced were at the system level and not 
the technical level, which would be the focus of today’s presentation. He stated the 
County’s EMS was fragmented, no one authority had the power to oversee it, and the 
data was not transparent and was questionable.  
 
 Dr. Cohen’s presentation included an overview of the project, major 
challenges, the County EMS System, EMS Dispatch, Information and Data Systems, 
First Responder System, Regional Emergency Medical Services Authority (REMSA), 
REMSA Franchise Contract, EMS Finance, what numbers say and mean, meeting 
response time goals, assessment by stakeholders, conclusions, future directions for 
Washoe County, system design, EMS Dispatch, information systems, EMS Care 
Delivery, and final thoughts. A copy of the presentation was placed on file with the 
Clerk. 
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  Dr. Cohen said if there were no changes in dispatch as part of any 
changes to EMS, within a year things would be right back to where they were right now 
because every stakeholder needed to be included in making the changes. He stated the 
County needed to embrace the true meaning of Universal 9-1-1, which would 
immediately send the appropriate care to the person needing the care. He said dispatch 
changes were the quickest and cheapest way to shorten response times. He stated another 
problem was there was not a universal incident number, which would connect the 
incident from the first responder all the way to the hospital. He said that would allow the 
records to be connected and to measure efficiencies and skill provision.  
 
 Dr. Cohen said the citizens would require the closest qualified unit be sent 
and it was inevitable the boundary lines would have to disappear from EMS and from 
public safety. He stated dispatch should be guided by accepted medical-priority dispatch 
programs.  
 
 Dr. Cohen stated because TriData was not provided with accurate data, he 
did not trust all of the numbers in the report. He said there was a need to know by specific 
numbers where the system did well and where it did not.  
 
 Dr. Cohen said the report concluded Washoe County’s citizens were 
receiving good EMS service and the current people providing service should continue to 
provide it. He stated there was a need to get the system under control in the areas of 
system oversight, dispatch, information management, and overall medical direction. He 
stated the system issues needed to be managed before addressing additional skill levels. 
He said there would be a cost to revamp the system.  
 
 Dr. Cohen stated during a discussion about data management, Renown’s 
Chief of Trauma Surgery said he reviewed EMS run sheets for multi-system trauma. Dr. 
Cohen said he wondered if anyone knew that people working in the EMS and hospital 
systems were looking at that information. He stated leadership and advocacy would make 
the system work in a way that everyone’s talents could be used. He said some hard 
decisions might need to be made if any segment within the system would not follow the 
Board’s leadership in public safety. 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Robert Parker said he was on 
the panel that selected TriData to conduct the analysis. He felt TriData did a good job on 
the analysis, and he thanked the Commissioners for their help in obtaining the data 
needed. He discussed REMSA’s response times and the need for new members on the 
District Board of Health (DBOH).  
 
 Steven Perez said he was impressed by the report but he did not know if it 
addressed REMSA’s best-effort zone, which included most of the County. He stated 
REMSA’s eight-minute requirement was mainly for the City of Reno. He said in one 
instance a woman laid on the floor for 36 minutes before REMSA arrived, which should 
be unacceptable. He stated because she was in the best-effort zone, the response was 
acceptable based on the agreement with REMSA. He said if REMSA did not have a 
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monopoly and without the jurisdictional boundary lines, the patient could have gone to a 
hospital in Carson City in five minutes.  
 
 William Steward felt the study contained good information and should be 
looked at thoroughly. He said the report mentioned things that had been discussed in the 
past, and hopefully they could be addressed instead of being shelved or studied again. He 
believed the Board should take action on the report quickly.  
 
 Commissioner Humke said the TriData letter dated August 15, 2012 had a 
third bullet that indicated “inadequate unreliable response time and skill performance 
data.” He stated he wanted to discuss this because of the best-efforts zone. He said Dr. 
Cohen talked about the Public Utility Model (PUM), which to him meant monopoly. He 
said the PUM was used to resolve a problem with multiple ambulance providers in the 
area racing to every call, which was inefficient and dangerous. He asked if some form of 
ambulance competition could be considered for the unincorporated areas of the County. 
Dr. Cohen stated competition could be done but, to be 100 percent honest, EMS 
ambulance service was not profitable without doing routine medical transportation along 
with it. He explained routine transportation was less risky, was set up ahead of time, did 
not require the same level of provider, and was where the money was made. He said for 
example, if the Gerlach volunteers no longer provided service, it would not be 
economical or expected REMSA would have to put a unit out in Gerlach. He explained 
REMSA could not make a profit in that kind of setting because of the limited number of 
calls and the federal reimbursement rate going down. He believed the providers were 
where they needed to be. He reiterated if the commercial model was retained, he felt the 
best model would be for the County or the DBOH to have oversight over the whole EMS 
system and to have standards for everyone at every level.  
 
 Commissioner Humke believed the unincorporated County did not have 
its concerns serviced by the DBOH because it was an urban model, which was what best-
effort zone was. He said one alternative would be to deconsolidate from the DBOH. He 
stated the second alternative would be to do a partial deconsolidation to pull away from 
the current ambulance model for the unincorporated areas, which would have a 
department head manage the transport and response calls for the unincorporated areas. He 
asked if one alternative would be superior to the other. Dr. Cohen said from a scientific 
perspective he was not sure he could answer that question. He stated he was confident a 
well led organization would be needed to make the system work. 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz said a lot of work had been done to select 
TriData, but he understood the medical community was also doing its own survey. He 
asked if REMSA and the DBOH were involved in the selection committee, which 
ultimately selected TriData. Fire Chief Mike Brown, North Lake Tahoe Fire Protection 
District (NLTFPD), replied there was quite a bit of participation by REMSA and the 
DBOH. Commissioner Breternitz asked what the committee did. Chief Brown replied the 
committee put together the Request for Proposal (RFP) for what the evaluation would 
look like when the contractor was chosen and TriData was selected based on the 
presentations each bidder made. Commissioner Breternitz asked if the selection was 
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unanimous. Chief Brown replied it was not, but there was finally an agreement on who 
would be chosen and on the information that went into the RFP.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz felt it would be confusing to have multiple 
reports. He asked if Chief Brown had any thoughts on how the Board could obtain 
objective recommendations from the information presented to Board and the DBOH. 
Chief Brown said he worked in the fire-based EMS and in private ambulance service 
systems; and they needed to work hand-in-hand. He said the fire service alone could not 
run the EMS program, but needed to work together with a private provider. He stated 
they needed to be able to transfer information and to be dispatched together. He said 
putting stakeholders’ together to work on solutions, especially the findings and 
recommendations like those from TriData, could take care of a lot of the issues. He stated 
everyone needed to start doing what was right for people to ensure the closest resources 
were used, the resources needed were placed into service as quickly as possible, and the 
patients’ needs were met as quickly as possible. He stated that should happen starting 
with the receipt of the 9-1-1 call to the hospital receiving the patient. He said a lot of 
people considered themselves experts in a lot of different areas that sat on the committees 
and the working groups, but they brought forward misnomers. He stated TriData’s report 
contained a lot of good information, which could improve what was being done if it was 
followed; and he was hopeful that would be what would take place. He said there were 
already reports trying to counteract TriData’s report. He said he was hopeful that while 
he was still alive he would see everyone working together to do what was best for the 
citizens.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz asked the DBOH Chairman if the Board and the 
DBOH could find a middle ground to look at the data objectively and to work on 
improvements together. DBOH Chairman Matt Smith said the DBOH would be open to 
any suggestions the County had, but the DBOH had not heard from the Commission 
about the unincorporated areas response times. He advised the DBOH was looking at the 
TriData report and if something needed to be done it should be done. Commissioner 
Breternitz believed after the DBOH had time to digest the information, the DBOH and 
the County should have a joint meeting to discuss moving forward. Chairman Smith felt 
it would be good to discuss that, but the DBOH was handcuffed in many ways by the 
Interlocal Agreements. He said everyone would have to participate in making changes, 
which might or might not be difficult. He stated the DBOH was always trying to make 
improvements on what it was doing for the community.  
 
 Commissioner Weber asked why there had been no discussion by the 
DBOH about the best-effort zones. Chairman Smith said the DBOH had a subcommittee 
that looked at the best-effort zones in terms of whether or not they were meeting the 
requirements in the franchise agreement. He stated there had been no agenda item about 
providing more service elsewhere.  
 
 Commissioner Jung asked if the response times should be reviewed based 
on population growth and what the expectations were. Dr. Cohen said service demand 
clearly had to be a major element of response times and the assignment of equipment. He 
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advised response times needed to be looked at realistically because people chose to live 
in remote locations with poor access; but the lines needed to be more dynamic when 
areas started to be more populated because that created more risk for public safety events. 
He said the report found REMSA was doing better in the best-effort zones than in the 20-
minute zones, which might mean the maps needed to be looked at.  
 
 Commissioner Jung said Dr. Cohen mentioned one of the issues was there 
was not one incident number for each case for tacking purposes. Dr. Cohen explained 
there were incident numbers, but they were not the same numbers from the beginning to 
the end. He said that would make a difference in deciding what level of care the providers 
had to be trained for. He stated sending a basic EMT was fine if the response would take 
a minute or two but, if the response was routinely a 10 minute difference, then a greater 
level of care would be necessary. He said the lack of a uniform incident number 
precluded the ability to make that analysis without going through all of the incident 
reports by hand. Commissioner Jung asked a how a universal incident number could be 
implemented. Dr. Cohen replied it would have to be implemented by agreement. He 
noted he did not see it addressed in the franchise agreement.  
 
 Commissioner Jung said the report indicated changes were made since the 
1990’s that benefited the franchise, but those changes were not codified. Dr. Cohen 
replied some of the changes had not been put into successor agreements, and he could not 
find any record of formal approval of the changes in the DBOH minutes. 
 
 Commissioner Jung asked what suggestions Dr. Cohen had to take the 
handcuffs off the DBOH in providing oversight. Dr. Cohen replied the report’s main 
recommendation was to have County-wide EMS, whether oversight was assigned to the 
DBOH or to public safety through the County. He said legislation might be needed or it 
might be handled through an Interlocal Agreement. Commissioner Jung said the DBOH 
had an employee that worked on oversight of the franchise agreement. Dr. Cohen 
explained Dr. Joseph Iser, District Health Officer, said the DBOH’s authority was limited 
to the contract and had nothing to do with the first responder agencies or the other 
ambulance providers throughout the County. He felt that was where the system needed to 
change so everyone would be held accountable for their appropriate level of care.  
 
 Commissioner Jung said Dr. Cohen indicated the DBOH was already 
paying $150,000 of the costs to design the system. Dr. Cohen explained that figure was 
provided in response to asking them how much was spent on EMS, i.e. overseeing the 
contract, which was the cost of three or four positions guaranteeing compliance.  
 
 Commissioner Jung asked how the County could join REMSA in their 
ground-breaking project. Dr. Cohen said REMSA got the federal grant, but the leaders of 
each of the systems had to find out where they could help REMSA meet its goals. He said 
the whole point was treating people in the community, thereby keeping them out of the 
ER’s if they did not need to go there. He said it needed to be a joint effort with REMSA, 
the County, the DBOH, and all of the first responders to determine what everyone’s job 
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were. He stated if one element was missing, the project would not be as good as it could 
be. 
 
 Commissioner Jung suggested holding a joint meeting with the 
Commission, the DBOH, and REMSA’s Board to see who would be willing to step up to 
make changes.  
 
 Chairman Larkin said the report indicated transportation in the community 
was $17.6 million, and he asked what that number represented. Dr. Cohen said it 
represented a proforma budget based on an anticipated amount of billing and a reasonable 
amount of collections. He stated he basically used the Medicare formula because no one 
would provide the patient-pay figures. He noted there were three transportation 
companies: NLTFPD, REMSA and the Gerlach volunteers. He said Gerlach did not bill 
for services.  
 
 Chairman Larkin said excluding the NLTFPD, approximately $60 million 
was spent for first responder fire departments, but 90-95 percent of fire department 
responses were not fire related. He stated many of the SFPD firefighters were also 
paramedics due to the County’s more rural areas. He said in doing some extrapolation, 
$50 or $60 million was being spent for transportation for first response, and he asked if 
those numbers were accurate. Dr. Cohen said they probably were when looking at the big 
picture, but he could not say out of all of the first responder money how much was for 
first response. He felt Chairman Larkin was correct that probably 80 percent was for 
emergency medical response. However, it was not so easy to say let us cut this piece and 
I will give you another number because of the dual role of all the hazard response that 
was going on now. He said the static response level the first responders used, meaning 
equipment and stations, allowed for a quicker response. The dynamic response REMSA 
used was a deficient model when it came to cost and transportation. He said a lot of what 
this came down to was the counterintuitive thought process the federal government and 
the insurance companies came up with, which would only pay for taking someone to the 
hospital. He said from a business perspective, more should be paid when the first-
responder fire companies and EMS providers did not take someone to the hospital, but 
got them into the system. He stated the federal government a few years ago chose not to 
move on that and it had gone back to the individual communities to deal with it.  
 
 Chairman Larkin said REMSA should be commended for obtaining the 
grant. He said huge amounts of money were being spent on first responders, but a 
commensurate amount of benefits were not being received in terms of cost reductions on 
the transportation end of things. He stated one of the attempts of the grant was to deliver 
care where it was needed and not just get the patient to the hospital. Dr. Cohen said that 
1960’s EMS model led to where things were now. He stated the leaders from all of the 
organizations needed to get together to determine what would be best to do as EMT’s and 
first responders under the appropriate medical direction and with the paramedics doing 
the level of care that they needed to do. He said EMS was the crossroad of public safety 
and public health. He stated fire personnel between calls trained and conducted fire 
inspections, but someone could also go to the station to have their blood pressure checked 
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or for getting help on how to monitor their blood sugar. Chairman Larkin said those were 
some of the concepts that surrounded the REMSA grant as to how existing fire agencies 
could participate. Dr. Cohen replied absolutely. The entire EMS community with the 
proper oversight should be an integral part of that.  
 
 Chairman Larkin said 38 recommendations were presented in the report, 
but he asked what the top three were that could happen immediately such as the universal 
incident number. Dr. Cohen said that was one, but the question was a little loaded. 
Chairman Larkin agreed. Dr. Cohen stated another item that could be handled today 
would be monitoring and getting accurate numbers from the dispatch center. Chairman 
Larkin asked if that would be around the virtual consolidation concept. Dr. Cohen replied 
that could be the beginning of it because results would start to be seen that would lead to 
virtual consolidation. He said another item would be to start getting the training under 
one agency. Chairman Larkin said the recommendation was REMSA take the lead on the 
training. Dr. Cohen said that was correct. He stated he saw REMSA’s academy and it was 
wonderful. He felt if they had a paramedic or EMT refresher class with 14 participating, 
having 18 should not be an issue. Chairman Larkin felt training would be part of the grant 
process in terms of getting care where it needed to go. 
 
 Commissioner Humke said if a dispatcher determined a call was a medical 
call, it would be transferred to REMSA. Dr. Cohen stated that was correct. Commissioner 
Humke believed that built in some delay. Dr. Cohen said every time a call was physically 
switched it cost time.  
 
 Commissioner Humke said there had been difficulties with REMSA 
regarding them referring to the confidentiality of the Health Insurance Portability and 
Accountability Act of 1996 (HIPAA) to not provide information. He asked if that was a 
problem for Dr. Cohen in doing his work. Dr. Cohen believed HIPAA and other types of 
restrictions were used very liberally to not take action. He said HIPAA was about 
medical records and those records being used outside official channels and being 
available. He stated the dispatcher and the agency were part of the system and if the 
storage of that data was controlled that took care of what HIPAA did. He said there were 
arguments about written consent and about people who were in extremis really being able 
to give actual consent versus implied consent, which was something for the legal system 
to look at. He said HIPAA would not be a reason right now and, if there was any reason, 
it would be should the first party actually having the knowledge, skills, and ability to 
provide pre-arrival instructions to the caller versus giving that investment in time to 
REMSA. Commissioner Humke stated some of those dispatch issues would be worked 
on while retooling the fire service.  
 
 Commissioner Humke said Dr. Cohen stated medical care started with the  
9-1-1 response. He said insurers, hospitals and other medical providers were all part of 
the 9-1-1 call. He asked if that also took place with the other types of fire response calls, 
and were casualty insurers and building contractors involved in the 9-1-1 call. Dr. Cohen 
replied they could be. He said what was seen in the industry was discoverability, 
especially if the organization had the obligation to provide that. He stated the true priority 
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dispatch was a fire priority dispatch program, but it had not been as well implemented 
across the country as medical priority dispatch. He said during the Mispah Hotel fire 
there was quite a bit of controversy on what information could be given out when the 
investigation was ongoing. He stated he could not say that would not continue to happen, 
but it had to be available. He said eventually even if it did not help the individual, it 
would help the system and would help medical oversight. Commissioner Humke thanked 
Dr. Cohen for his thought provoking presentation.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Breternitz voting “no,” it was ordered that 
Agenda Item 9 be accepted and a joint meeting be scheduled with the District Board of 
Health (DBOH) and the Regional Emergency Medical Services Authority’s (REMSA’S) 
Board to tackle the recommendations. 
 
 Commissioner Humke felt it was time to discuss the deconsolidation of 
DBOH especially regarding how it impacted fire response. He said the other issue was 
the County Commission not having much say in the management of the DBOH. He felt 
legislation needed to be pursued eventually.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz agreed at some point the REMSA Board would 
have to be involved in the discussions, but he felt it would be better to start with the 
DBOH and the Commission. He suggested amending the motion to have a meeting with 
the DBOH and to have a second meeting with both. Commissioner Jung said while she 
understood Commissioner Breternitz’s thinking, she noted REMSA came to all of the 
DBOH meetings, so REMSA’s Board might as well attend the joint meeting to 
participate in figuring it all out.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that a joint meeting between the 
District Board of Health (DBOH) and the County Commission be held as soon as 
possible so the DBOH could describe the DBOH’s history of its relationship with 
REMSA and the negotiation of contracts, describe the budgeting process for the DBOH, 
the large amounts of state and federal money that was passed through for health 
programs, and looking to Washoe  County to make up the difference if there was any 
deficit or disparity. 
 
12-838 AGENDA ITEM 10 – APPEARANCE  
 
Agenda Subject: “Appearance: Leon Thomas, BLM Sierra Front Field Manager 
and Colleen Sievers, BLM Carson City District Resource Management Plan (RMP) 
Project Manager--Presentation on BLM activities occurring on public land in 
Washoe County and presentation on the RMP revision currently under way. To be 
heard before Agenda Item #11.” 
 
 Leon Thomas, Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Sierra Front Field 
Manager, said he was new to the area and he had been visiting the eight counties and the 
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six tribes the BLM worked with. He stated he planned on using a collaborative approach 
to dealing with public lands, and he wanted to hear what was important to Washoe 
County. He said the BLM was working on an aggressive drought strategy with the 
District’s ranchers to ensure the sustainability of the rancher’s allotment in the long term. 
He stated currently the focus was on the ranchers with a fall and winter turnout, but the 
intent was to eventually meet with the with allotment holders District-wide.  
 
12:23 p.m. Commissioner Humke left the meeting. 
 
 Colleen Sievers, BLM Carson City District Resource Management Plan 
(RMP) Project Manager, conducted a PowerPoint presentation on the Resource 
Management Plan, which would encompass the five million acres in the District that the 
BLM managed in 11 counties and in two states. She said it was hoped a draft RMP and 
Environmental Impact Study (EIS) would be ready by the spring of 2014, a proposed 
RMP and final EIS would be ready by the spring of 2015, and a decision would be made 
by the winter of 2015. A copy of the presentation was placed on file with the Clerk 
 
 Chairman Larkin asked if the scoping summary was available. Ms. Sievers 
replied it would be ready by late September and would be available online when it was 
finalized. Chairman Larkin asked if the RMP’s maps would be available online. Ms. 
Sievers said all products would be available online. She said travel and transportation 
workshops were being tentatively scheduled, which was a concurrent process of the 
RMP, and some of that would be incorporated into the RMP. She stated all of the maps to 
be presented at the workshops would be made available prior to the workshops for public 
examination.  
 
 Chairman Larkin felt he and Commissioner Weber would be interested in 
the travel maps, because they had the two most rural districts. He believed Bill Whitney, 
Community Development Acting Director, had provided the Commission’s comments on 
land disposal, and he would bring back information on that as the process evolved.   
 
 There was no public comment or action taken on this item. 
 
12-839 AGENDA ITEM 11 – COMMUNITY SERVICES/COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve the Memorandum of Understanding 
between Washoe County and the U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land 
Management, Carson City District, that will give Washoe County “Cooperating 
Agency” status in the Environmental Impact Statement process for the preparation 
of the Carson City Districts “Resource Management Plan”--Community 
Services/Community Development. (All Commission Districts.) To be heard after 
Agenda Item #10.” 
 
 There was no response to the call public comment. 
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  On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Breternitz, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Humke absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 11 be approved.  
 
12:32 p.m. The Board convened as the Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District 

(TMFPD) and the Sierra Fire Protection District (SFPD) Board of Fire 
Commissioners. 

 
1:12 p.m. The Board adjourned as the Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District 

(TMFPD) and the Sierra Fire Protection District (SFPD) Board of Fire 
Commissioners. 

 
1:13 p.m. The Board reconvened as the Board of County Commissioners and 

declared a recess. 
 
2:34 p.m.  The Board of County Commissioners reconvened all members present. 
 
12-840 AGENDA ITEM 12 – APPEARANCE  
 
Agenda Subject: “Appearance: Robert Marshall, Intermountain Water Supply 
Project--Presentation and update by Mr. Marshall on the status of the 
Intermountain Water Supply Project with possible direction to staff regarding the 
Project and its future disposition--Community Services/Water Resources.  
(Commission District 5.)” 
 
 This agenda item was pulled, but Chairman Larkin opened it up to take 
public comment. There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
12-841 AGENDA ITEM 14 – PURCHASING 
 
Agenda Subject: “Presentation on E-Verify employment verification program--
Purchasing. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Chairman Larkin thanked Mr. Sullens for researching E-Verify.  
 
 Mike Sullens, Purchasing and Contracts Manager, said E-Verify’s use was 
currently not required in Nevada, but its use was growing. He conducted a PowerPoint 
presentation, which was placed on file with the Clerk. The presentation reviewed what E-
Verify was, why E-Verify was used, how E-Verify worked, getting started with E-Verify, 
how to enroll, employer responsibilities, a few important E-Verify rules, employee rights, 
TNC case resolution, self check, who uses E-Verify, states requiring some form of E-
Verify participation for some employers, states requiring private employer participation 
in E-Verify, states requiring the use of E-Verify, and the E-Verify website. 
 
 Chairman Larkin said he became aware of the program when he found out 
Carson City/County required E-Verify be used by all of their contractors, which he felt 
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was a good idea. He stated he requested getting some specifics on E-Verify to see if the 
Board would be interested in doing similar verifications with the County’s contractors. 
He asked if Mr. Sullens checked with Carson City/County regarding their success with E-
Verify and how it was written into their contracts. Mr. Sullens replied he did not, because 
he had not been aware they were doing that; but he would follow up with them.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz said Q & D Construction had used E-Verify 
since 2005, which he thought was an extremely useful tool to screen employees at 
another level. He felt it would not be a big deal for the County to require the use of E-
Verify, but he also felt good companies were using it on their own.  
 
 Chairman Larkin requested staff check with other entities to see what they 
were doing, draft a policy on the County’s contactors using E-Verify, and bring it back to 
the Board for review.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
12-842 AGENDA ITEM 15 – SHERIFF  
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award Invitation to Bid No. 2827-13 for the 
inspection and overhaul of a Rolls Royce 250-C20B helicopter engine on behalf of 
the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office Raven Division, to ASI Services, LLC 
[estimated amount $124,144 with a range up to $244,755], depending on additional 
repairs recommended by ASI and approved by the Sheriff’s Office after inspection 
of the engine; and authorize the Purchasing and Contracts Manager to issue the 
purchase order for the work--Sheriff. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Commissioner Humke asked why there was such a big range in the 
estimated repair amount. Mo Bessiere, Aircraft Mechanic, explained there was a big 
range because turbine engines were very expensive. He said the reason for going with 
ASI Services LLC was due to their bid being very specific regarding every part and 
because they included the worst case scenario, which was basically getting a brand new 
engine. He stated he doubted that would happen. Commissioner Humke asked if the 
aircraft engine was part of military excess. Mr. Bessiere replied it was, but there were 
none available in the system.  
 
 Commissioner Humke said several private sector contractors had asked 
why these repairs were not contracted out to the private sector, and he asked why this 
approach was better. Ralph Caldwell, Special Operations Division Sergeant, asked what 
Commissioner Humke wanted to see contracted out. Commissioner Humke replied 
everything about the Regional Aviation Enforcement Team (RAVEN) program. Sergeant 
Caldwell said that question was not something that had been prepared to be addressed 
today. Chairman Larkin asked Commissioner Humke to confine his comments to the 
turbine engine. Commissioner Humke said he eventually would like to see the cost 
comparison between the private sector and government employees for the all RAVEN 
functions.  
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 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Humke voting “no,” it was ordered that 
Agenda Item 15 be awarded and authorized. 
 
12-843 AGENDA ITEM 20 – COMMUNITY SERVICES/COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance pursuant to 
Nevada Revised Statutes 278.0201 through 278.0207 approving Development 
Agreement Case Number DA12-001 for St. James’s Village (Tentative Subdivision 
Map Case No. TM5-2-92 that was previously approved by the Washoe County 
Commission). The sole purpose of the Development Agreement is to extend the 
expiration date of said subdivision map until October 16, 2016, with a possible 
second extension to October 16, 2020. The project is located along the central 
portion (on both sides) of Joy Lake Road, west of the I-580 freeway. The project 
encompasses a total of approximately 1,626 acres, the total number of residential 
dwellings allowed by the approved tentative map is 530. The parcels are situated in 
portions of Sections 10, 13, 14, 15 and 23, T17N, R19E MDM, Washoe County, 
Nevada (APNs 046-132-06; 153-131-13; 156-040-06; 156-111-23; 156-141-04; 156-
040-09 and 046-060-45); and if supported, schedule a public hearing, approval of the 
Development Agreement, second reading and possible adoption of the Ordinance 
for September 25, 2012—Community Services/Community Development.  
(Commission District 2.) 
 

Amy Harvey, County Clerk, read the title for Bill No. 1678.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
  Bill No. 1678, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE PURSUANT TO NEVADA 
REVISED STATUTES 278.0201 THROUGH 278.0207 APPROVING 
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT CASE NUMBER DA12-001 FOR ST. JAMES’S 
VILLAGE (TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP CASE NO. TM5-2-92 THAT WAS 
PREVIOUSLY APPROVED BY THE WASHOE COUNTY COMMISSION). THE 
SOLE PURPOSE OF THE DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT IS TO EXTEND 
THE EXPIRATION DATE OF SAID SUBDIVISION MAP UNTIL OCTOBER 16, 
2016, WITH A POSSIBLE SECOND EXTENSION TO OCTOBER 16, 2020. THE 
PROJECT IS LOCATED ALONG THE CENTRAL PORTION (ON BOTH 
SIDES) OF JOY LAKE ROAD, WEST OF THE I-580 FREEWAY. THE 
PROJECT ENCOMPASSES A TOTAL OF APPROXIMATELY 1,626 ACRES, 
THE TOTAL NUMBER OF RESIDENTIAL DWELLINGS ALLOWED BY THE 
APPROVED TENTATIVE MAP IS 530. THE PARCELS ARE SITUATED IN 
PORTIONS OF SECTIONS 10, 13, 14, 15 AND 23, T17N, R19E MDM, WASHOE 
COUNTY, NEVADA (APNS 046-132-06; 153-131-13; 156-040-06; 156-111-23;  
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156-141-04; 156-040-09 AND 046-060-45)," was introduced by Commissioner Humke, 
and legal notice for final action of adoption was directed for September 25, 2012. 
 
12-844 AGENDA ITEM 21 – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Possible action on settlement, release and waiver agreement with 
Reno Redevelopment Agency for claims associated with past and future allocations 
of property taxes to redevelopment district--District Attorney.” 
 
 Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, said the District Attorney’s Office had 
been working a long time with the City of Reno’s legal and financial advisors regarding 
claims made by the Reno Redevelopment Agency concerning how property taxes were 
distributed over a period of years. He said through negations and arguments over the 
various legal positions and the time and resources it would take for litigation, the parties 
moved in the direction of reaching a settlement. He advised the settlement agreement 
before the Board would resolve the claims made by the Reno Redevelopment Agency. He 
stated the essence of the agreement was the County, the Board of Trustees of the Washoe 
County School District (WCSD), the Reno City Council, and the State of Nevada agreed 
to participate in a settlement agreement resulting in the payment of money to the Reno 
Redevelopment Agency. He reviewed the essential terms of the agreement as outlined in 
his e-mail dated August 28, 2012, which was placed on file with the Clerk along with a 
copy of the settlement agreement.  
 
 Mr. Lipparelli said the Reno City Council and the Redevelopment 
Agency’s Board acted this morning in a special meeting to approve this settlement 
agreement, and the same agreement was on the WCSD’s Board of Trustees meeting 
agenda for this afternoon. He stated it was scheduled for approval by the State in the next 
few weeks. He recommended the Board approve the agreement subject to its approval by 
the WCSD and the State.  
 
 Mr. Lipparelli said the agreement contained a schedule of payments to be 
made to the Redevelopment Agency, which included the County’s $2,265,253 
proportionate share of the past due amount. He stated going forward over the next six 
years, the parties agreed the Reno Redevelopment Agency would receive $2.7 million a 
year; and each of those parties would bear a proportionate share of those payments.  
 
 Mr. Lipparelli stated it was estimated if the Redevelopment Agency 
prevailed on all of its claims, the total exposure to the taxing entities would have been in 
excess of $60 million. He said this compromise and settlement included the benefit of the 
parties agreeing among themselves how to resolve the problem thereby limiting the 
uncertainty of outcome and the delay and considerable expense of litigation. He stated the 
recommendation was for the Board to approve the settlement agreement.  
 
 Chairman Larkin said the agreement was made public at Reno’s City 
Council meeting, but the Board had no copies for the public. Mr. Lipparelli said copies 
would be made available to anyone interested in the agreement.  
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 In response to the call for public comment, Shawn Oliphant, Reno 
Redevelopment Agency Counsel, commended the work done by the District Attorney’s 
Office, the Assessor’s Office, and the Treasurer over the last six months to reach a 
resolution. He said the settlement agreement was subject to approval by the WCSD, but 
not by the State, because the State Board of Equalization (SBOE) did not meet until 
September 11, 2012, while the first payment to the Redevelopment Agency was 
scheduled for September 1st. He said the State was a small portion of the payment, and 
the indication was they would approve the agreement. Mr. Lipparelli conceded the State’s 
share was minimal and there was some assurance it would be approved after having a 
discussion with some State officials. He changed his recommendation to make the 
approval contingent on the WCSD’s approval only. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 21 be approved contingent 
on the Washoe County School District’s approval. 
 
12-845 AGENDA ITEM 22 – DISTRICT ATTORNEY/COMMUNITY 

SERVICES/COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Public Comments, discussion and possible action regarding the 
conduct of commercial wedding and special event activities by Tunnel Creek 
Properties LLC (and Craig Olson and Elizabeth Olson as managers of the LLC) on 
residential property located at 1200 Tunnel Creek Road, Incline Village in alleged 
violation of zoning, nuisance and licensing codes. Action may include authorization 
of litigation and/or approving a stipulated settlement--District Attorney/Community 
Services/Community Development. (Commission District 1.)” 
 
 Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, said this had been a quickly evolving 
matter over the last few weeks, and the staff report dated August 22, 2012 chronicled the 
events. He said the subject property had two different zoning categories, and the property 
owner had been conducting commercial activities on it by holding weddings. He said the 
events generated complaints from the area’s residential property owners, and the staff 
report chronicled the efforts of the staff in Community Development and in the District 
Attorney’s (DA’s) Office in trying to address the complaints. He stated the parties met 
and, when the discussions reached the point where it looked as though litigation would be 
necessary, the property owner agreed to stipulate to the injunction entered by the court 
stopping the commercial activities on the parcel. He stated the DA’s Office had a 
complaint prepared and ready to file and the stipulation was ready. He said if the Board 
favored signing the stipulation, it was felt it would benefit everyone concerned. He said 
the stipulation would stop any events beyond what was already scheduled and the 
property owner would pay the maximum fine that could be imposed if each of the events 
was considered a separate violation of County Code and if the property owner was judged 
to be guilty of those violations by the court. He stated that achieved everything that could 
be achieved by litigation.  
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 In response to the call for public comment, David Gedder said he lived 
adjacent to the subject property, and his quality of life had been destroyed over the last 
two summers by the activities occurring on the adjacent property. He thanked the 
Commission for shutting those activities down. 
 
 Joyce Bock stated her son built the home purchased by Mr. and Mrs. 
Olson, and they knew it was zoned as a single-family home even though they proceeded 
to book weddings to be held on the property. She said the access to the property was also 
a fire lane, which had been blocked. She said the events had disrupted the lives of the 
people living on her road and also for the Bishops living across the highway. She stated 
she was glad this was coming to a conclusion, which she appreciated very much.  
 
 Leslie Bryan Hart, Attorney for Mr. and Mrs. Olson, said the concerns had 
been heard and the commitment to take no further bookings was being honored. She 
noted five weddings and one special event remained scheduled, and it was hoped those 
could proceed because they had been planned for many months. She advised her client 
hired a sound engineer to address the concerns regarding the sound levels and would also 
hire private security for the remaining events. She said any references to the weddings 
and special events had been removed from her client’s web site.  
 
 Commissioner Humke asked if the stipulation had the offending party pay 
a fine. Greg Salter, Deputy District Attorney, replied they would pay a $1,000 fine for 
every wedding prior to the implementation date of the permanent injunction, which right 
now was $13,000. Commissioner Humke asked what the neighbors would get. Mr. Salter 
advised they would get permanent closure after the six scheduled events, and the DA’s 
Office reserved in the stipulation the ability to prosecute any noise violations for those 
remaining events. He said this was a civil action under County Code 125.020, which 
allowed the DA’s Office to seek civil remedies in court for the violation of County Code. 
He said unless the Commission decided otherwise, litigation was ready to file today for 
the Olsons’ and Tunnel Creek Properties LLC to stipulate for a permanent injunction and 
the payment of the fines on penalty of contempt of court. 
 
 Commissioner Humke said the map showed the location of the 
complainants and some of them wished for anonymity. Bob Webb, Planning Manager, 
said the complainants’ information would be made public after the case was closed. He 
said he needed to show where the complainants were located because a complaint from 
across the street and down by the lake was a different matter than a complaint from a 
person next door. He said anyone who complained to the office was advised their name 
would be part of the record if they did not make the complaint anonymously.  
 
 Commissioner Humke asked if Mr. Olson had the names of the wedding 
plannners, caterers, etc. Mr. Olson replied he would have to look at the records. 
Commissioner Humke asked if there had been any drug activity. Mr. Olson said he had 
been onsite for the majority of the weddings, and he had not observed any drug activity. 
Commissioner Humke stated a person was passed out in the street during one of the 
events. Mr. Olson said the person was talking on his cell phone while inebriated, and he 
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got him out of there. Commissioner Humke said Mr. Olson made promises in the past by 
way of a letter, and he asked what would be different now. Mr. Olson said the letter 
mentioned he understood the County would work with him on a land use change. He said 
up until this point, he had been moving forward on doing a zoning or land-use change. He 
stated because of the opposition by his neighbors, he would probably not go forward.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz asked if the County had the ability to shut things 
down short of obtaining a court order. Mr. Salter replied it did not unless it involved an 
urgent public safety issue. He said zoning violations had to go through the court. 
Commissioner Breternitz asked what would be the basis for the recommendation to 
approve the stipulation, which would allow for six events to be held until October 8, 
2012. Mr. Salter said none of the available legal actions could occur prior to October 8th, 
which was when the last event was scheduled and was why this was being settled. 
 
  Commissioner Humke asked if there was record of the Sheriff’s Office 
responding to complaints. Mr. Salter said he had only seen three reports from 2012. 
Commissioner Humke asked if any enforcement action was started. Mr. Salter replied 
one report indicated Mr. Olson agreed to stop all activity by 10:00 p.m. and turn down 
the volume, which he did.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioner Humke voting “no,” it was 
ordered that the stipulated settlement be approved with Tunnel Creek Properties LLC 
(and Craig Olson and Elizabeth Olson as managers of the LLC). 
 
12-846 AGENDA ITEM 23 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Update, discussion and possible direction to staff regarding 2012 
Nevada Legislative Interim Committees and Studies, legislation or legislative issues 
proposed by legislators, by Washoe County or by other entities permitted by the 
Nevada State Legislature to submit bill draft requests, or such legislative issues as 
may be deemed by the Chair or the Board to be of critical significance to Washoe 
County--Management Services. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 John Slaughter, Management Services Director, said only a few bill draft 
requests (BDR’s) were proposed by County departments, and staff had been working to 
locate sponsors for them. He stated the Treasurer and the Recorder had come forward 
with some issues, which were under discussion by other groups.  
 
 Mr. Slaughter said the one remaining Washoe County issue dealt with 
nuisance and zoning appeal processes, which for the most part only affected Washoe and 
Douglas Counties. He proposed other bills be looked for during the legislative session 
where those would fit in, and he recommended the County not go forward with any 
BDRs.  
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 Mr. Slaughter said the Nevada Association of Counties (NACo) submitted 
some BDR’s and had been reviewing a BDR regarding diesel fuel taxes. He noted the 
City of Sparks was not using their one BDR, and the City of Reno would be discussing 
their possible BDR’s tomorrow.  
 
 Mr. Slaughter said the Consolidated Tax Committee was meeting this 
week and it was reviewing the distribution of the tax throughout the State. He said that 
would also be discussed at the September 10, 2012 joint meeting with the Cities of Reno 
and Sparks and the Washoe County School District.  
 
 Commissioner Humke commented the diesel fuel BDR went to Churchill 
County because NACo used all of their BDR’s. He said the BDR would change the split 
on the Motor Vehicle Tax regarding highway use of diesel and to increase it by 20 
percent for the rural counties.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item and no action taken on this 
item. 
 
12-847 AGENDA ITEM 24 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible approval of Washoe County bill draft 
requests for the 2013 Nevada Legislative Session--Management Services. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
 John Slaughter, Management Services Director, recommended Washoe 
County not take any bill draft requests to the Legislature this session. He said he would 
get together as many people as possible to discuss fire consolidation with a target for the 
2015 Legislative Session.  
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
12-848 AGENDA ITEM 25 – MANAGER  
 
Agenda Subject: “Update on status of Shared Services efforts and possible direction 
to staff--Manager. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  Katy Simon, County Manager, stated the August 2012 meeting was 
cancelled and the next meeting would be at 10:00 a.m. on September 17, 2012 at the City 
of Sparks.  
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
12-849 AGENDA ITEM 26 – REPORTS AND UPDATES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Reports/updates from County Commission members concerning 
various boards/commissions they may be a member of or liaison to.” 
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 Chairman Larkin said a special meeting of the Regional Transportation 
Commission (RTC) was scheduled for September 7, 2012 at 1:00 p.m. at the Airport 
Plaza to discuss the Road Tax Improvement Funds and what to do with the excess 
amounts remaining in the community.  
 
12-850 AGENDA ITEM 27 – CLOSED SESSION 
 
Agenda Subject: “Possible Closed Session for the purpose of discussing labor 
negotiations with Washoe County, Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District and/or 
Sierra Fire Protection District per NRS 288.220.” 
 
 There was no closed session.  
 
12-851 AGENDA ITEM 29 – 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.” 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 * * * * * * * * * * 
 
3:45 p.m. Chairman Larkin said the meeting was adjourned without objection.  
 
 
 
 
      _____________________________ 
      ROBERT M. LARKIN, 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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