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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS  
WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
TUESDAY  8:30 A.M. NOVEMBER 13, 2012 
 
PRESENT: 

Robert Larkin, Chairman 
Bonnie Weber, Vice Chairperson 
John Breternitz, Commissioner 
David Humke, Commissioner* 

 
Amy Harvey, County Clerk (8:31 a.m. to 11:20 a.m.) 

Nancy Parent, Chief Deputy Clerk (11:20 a.m. to 3:50 p.m.) 
Katy Simon, County Manager 
Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel 

ABSENT: 
Kitty Jung, Commissioner 

 
 The Washoe County Board of Commissioners convened at 8:31 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: 
 
12-1035 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.” 
 
 Marsy Kupersmith stated her disappointment for the wording on the recent 
WC-2 ballot initiative. She indicated that the Committee for WC-2 was not allowed to 
word the initiative as intended for funding regarding senior services and noted that 
“additional services” was added to the wording of the initiative. In speaking to citizens 
after the election, she felt if the wording allowed for “only senior services funding” the 
initiative would have passed.   
 
 Mark Brant spoke on the vacant Board of Library Trustee’s position that 
would be chosen later in the meeting. He felt that he would bring knowledge, abilities 
and skills to that position and would benefit all parties involved. He explained his 
experience as a Custodial Services Supervisor for the County and that he was a member 
of the design team for several of the library facilities. During that time he became well 
aware of the Library System and the services it provided in the community and felt that 
he would be an excellent addition to the Library Board of Trustees. 
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 Connie McMullen supported Agenda Item 6C that would provide for an 
employee at the Sparks Senior Center ensuring that the current hours remained and the 
facility would remain open. In regard to WC-2, she felt the vote did not change anything 
since not a day passed when someone did not approach her and ask about the Senior Law 
Project. She indicated that hearings were being held to move that Project to a third party, 
which would then come before the County Commission for approval. She remarked that 
services for seniors were declining and diminishing and suggested the Board use a Bill 
Draft Request (BDR) to add an ad valorem tax to allow for additional senior services 
funding. 
 
 Donna Clontz spoke on the needs of senior citizens in the County. She 
concurred with the remarks made by Ms. McMullen and also suggested a BDR be used 
for a General Services Tax (GST).   
 
 Cathy Brandhorst addressed the Board and voiced several of her concerns. 
 
 Sam Dehne stated his disdain over the voting process and remarked on the 
recent election.  
 
12-1036 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, noted that Agenda Item 27 would be pulled 
from the agenda. She also indicated that the Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District’s 
(TMFPD) agenda was not timely posted and would not be heard. Ms. Simon read 
compliments for County staff that had been received in the Manager’s Office. 
 
 Commissioner Weber indicated that Agenda Item 8 noted it must be heard 
before Agenda Item 9; however, she requested that item be heard after Agenda Item 9, 
which would occur after the South Truckee Meadows General Improvement District’s 
(STMGID) general discussion. She also requested a future agenda item to discuss the 
General Services Tax (GST).  
 
12-1037 AGENDA ITEM 5 – CANVASS OF VOTE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Declaration of Canvass of Vote and Order (2012 General 
Election). (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  Pursuant to NRS 293.387, Dan Burk, Registrar of Voters, presented the 
abstract of the votes cast for all candidates and questions in all of the precincts in Washoe 
County in the General Election conducted on Tuesday, November 6, 2012 and certified 
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the same to be true and correct as certified by the Accuracy Certification Board pursuant 
to NRS 293B.390 for canvass. Duly executed Submission of Abstract and Certificate of 
Accuracy Certification Board were placed on file with the Clerk. 
 
  Mr. Burk reviewed the statistics and results of the 2012 General Election 
and reviewed the General Unofficial Summary, which was distributed to the Board and 
placed on file with the Clerk. In moving toward the future, he said an adequate voting site 
had to be located for Sun Valley citizens and also a way to expedite early voting in the 
final days. Mr. Burk indicated that the voting machines were aging, which would have to 
be addressed in the future as well as refocusing on poll worker training. 
 
  Mr. Burk commented that there was a 78 percent voter turnout for the 
General Election. He thanked Scolari Grocery Stores for their commitment; the Washoe 
County School District (WCSD) for closing schools on Election Day; the Reprographics 
Department, which redesigned the sample ballots in-house and saved a tremendous 
amount of resources in production costs; the Geographic Information Systems (GIS); 
Technology Services, especially Brian Takemoto who spent hours ensuring that 
everything was working;  the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office (WCSO) for their security 
and assistance with the offload process of the voting machines; and, Nancy Leuenhagen 
and the Community Relations Department.  
 
  Mr. Burk thanked his staff beginning with Cate Salim who was in charge 
of the logistics and supplies to and from the polling locations and recruitment for all the 
polling locations used on Election Day; Deanna Spikula who conducted the redistricting 
and was in charge of the absentee ballots ensuring particular attention and care to those 
processes; Heather Carmen who was in charge of the front office and, due to staff 
reductions, took on the recruitment process and the training for poll workers; and, Luanne 
Cutler who was in charge of accounts payable, ballot design, the accounting and 
tabulation of the system and, due to his recent illness, became the face and voice of the 
Department. Mr. Burk remarked that those four ladies ran the largest election in County 
history and noted that not one of them was a manager, which was a testament to County 
employees.  
 
  Commissioner Weber thanked Mr. Burk for his leadership. She questioned 
what was verified on the machines. Mr. Burk explained that the paper version agreed 
with the electronic version of the vote cast. He said former Commissioner Jim Galloway 
had insisted that the ballots also be hand checked. He explained that a ballot was chosen 
randomly by the Elections Task Force to check on the accuracy of the system. 
Commissioner Weber remarked that the voter verified paper ballot was the best thing that 
any community could have to ensure accuracy. Mr. Burk stated that Nevada was the first 
State in the nation to require every single polling place have a paper copy that voters 
could review before casting their vote.  
 
  Greg Neuweiler, Certification Board Chairman, commented that voters 
were now comfortable with the voting system. He noted that the election was certified on 
November 10, 2012.  
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  Chairman Larkin asked if it were possible to canvass the vote with three 
Commissioners present. Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, explained that NRS 293.387 
stated that the canvass must be completed within six working days following the election. 
However, the statute did not contain any requirement there be a super majority approval 
of the election.  
 
  In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne stated his distrust 
of the voting system and felt that paper ballots should be re-implemented.  He disagreed 
that a super majority would not be needed to canvass the vote.    
  
  After conducting the canvass, the Board declared the abstract, as 
presented, to be a true vote cast; and, on motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded 
by Commissioner Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Humke and 
Jung absent, Chairman Larkin ordered that the members present execute the Certification 
of the Official Canvass for the 2012 General Election, as presented. It was further ordered 
that the Clerk be directed to enter upon the record of the Board an abstract of the results, 
which shall contain the number of votes cast for each candidate and question, and that the 
Registrar of Voters submit a certified copy of the abstract to the Secretary of State. 
 
 CONSENT AGENDA 
 
12-1038 AGENDA ITEM 6A 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve minutes for the Board of County Commissioners' 
regular meetings for September 25, October 9 and special meeting for October 18, 
2012.” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6A be approved. 
 
12-1039 AGENDA ITEM 6B 
 
Agenda Subject: “Cancel December 18 and 25, 2012 County Commission meetings.” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6B be approved. 
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12-1040 AGENDA ITEM 6C – SENIOR SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize creation of a .75 FTE, fully benefitted, part-time Office 
Assistant II position (30 hours per week) to staff the Sparks Senior Center (funded in 
part by the City of Sparks), to be evaluated by the Job Evaluation Committee; and if 
approved, direct Finance to make the necessary budget adjustments and the Human 
Resources Department to make necessary staffing adjustments and initiate the 
recruitment process. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6C be approved and directed.   
 
12-1041 AGENDA ITEM 6D – SOCIAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize budget category adjustments for the Department of 
Social Services’ Casey Family Programs Grant that support the Family Solutions 
Team process; authorize travel and travel reimbursements for non-County 
employees; and if approved, direct Finance to make the appropriate budget 
adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)”   
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Cathy Brandhorst voiced her 
opinion on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6D be approved, authorized and directed. 
 
12-1042 AGENDA ITEM 6E(1) – COMMUNITY SERVICES/BUILDING 

AND SAFETY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve a request to initiate proceedings to amend the Washoe 
County Code (Chapter 100 – Building Codes) to adopt the 2012 Edition of the 
International Building Code, 2012 International Residential Code, 2012 
International Existing Building Code, 2012 Uniform Plumbing Code, 2012 Uniform 
Mechanical Code, 2011 National Electrical Code, 2012 Northern Nevada 
Amendments and other matters relating to the provisions of Chapter 100, effective 
July 1, 2013; and direct the County Clerk to submit the request to the District 
Attorney for preparation of a proposed ordinance, pursuant to Washoe County 
Code section 2.030 and 2.040. (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 with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6E(1) be approved and directed. 
 
12-1043 AGENDA ITEM 6E(2) – COMMUNITY SERVICES/PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept Shooting Range Sub-Grant Award [$69,432, with $26,307 
County in-kind/cash match from Ruby Pipeline Mitigation Funds] from the Nevada 
Department of Wildlife (NDOW); and if accepted, approve the NDOW Sub-Grant 
Agreement and authorize the Community Services Director to sign the Agreement 
and all associated grant documents on behalf of the County; and authorize Finance 
to make the appropriate budget adjustments. (Commission District 5.)”  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Cathy Brandhorst voiced her 
opinion on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6E(2) be approved, accepted, authorized and executed. 
 
12-1044 AGENDA ITEM 6E(3) – COMMUNITY SERVICES/WATER 

RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve the Water Rights Deed transferring 6.06 acre-feet of 
water rights from Washoe County to K.L. Learey and/or Diana L. Learey.  
(Commission District 5.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6E(3) be approved. 
 
12-1045 AGENDA ITEM 6E(4) – COMMUNITY SERVICES/WATER 

RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve an Abandonment and Relinquishment of Public Utility 
Easement on Assessor’s  Parcel Number 552-141-10. (Commission District 3.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6E(4) be approved. 
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12-1046 AGENDA ITEM 6E(5) – COMMUNITY SERVICES/WATER 
RESOURCES 

 
Agenda Subject: “Approve the 2008-2011 Central Truckee Meadows Remediation 
District Fee Correction Reimbursement [totaling $741.27 – existing CTMRD 
revenues]. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6E(5) be approved. 
 
12-1047 AGENDA ITEM 6F(1) – DISTRICT COURT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge grant award [$5,000, no County match required] 
effective Fiscal Year 2012-2013 from the Robert Z. Hawkins Foundation to the 
Second Judicial District Court for the Law Library; and direct Finance to make the 
necessary budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6F(1) be acknowledged and directed. 
 
12-1048 AGENDA ITEM 6F(2) – DISTRICT COURT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept direct grant award from the Office of Traffic Safety 
[$35,000, with in-kind match required] retroactively from October 1, 2012 to 
September 30, 2013 to support the Felony DUI Court; and authorize Finance to 
make necessary budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Cathy Brandhorst voiced her 
opinion on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6F(2) be accepted and authorized. 
 
12-1049 AGENDA ITEM 6G(1) - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize the Tax Collector to strike names and amounts 
identified on Delinquency/ Uncollectible Personal Property Tax List for Tax Years 
1986/87 to 2012/2013 [$50,077.80]. (All Commission Districts.)” 
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 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6G(1) be authorized. 
 
12-1050 AGENDA ITEM 6G(2) - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve payment of estimated annual assessment for Washoe 
County’s self-funded Workers’ Compensation program for Fiscal Year 2012/2013, 
to the State of Nevada, Division of Industrial Relations, in four installments of 
$41,530.18 each [total of $166,120.70]. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6G(2) be approved. 
 
12-1051 AGENDA ITEM 6H(1) – HUMAN RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Interlocal Agreement for the Provision of Training 
between Washoe County and the City of Reno for professional training services for 
City employees as needed and available by Washoe County through the Learning 
Center, a division of the Department of Human Resources. Contract shall be 
effective upon Board approval through September 30, 2013. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6H(1) be approved. The Interlocal Agreement for same is 
attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
12-1052 AGENDA ITEM 6H(2) – HUMAN RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve a general wage increase of 3.125% for the Confidential 
Undersheriff and Chief Deputy Sheriffs retroactive to July 1, 2012 commensurate 
with the general wage increase of 3.125% approved for Supervisory Deputy Sheriffs 
[projected annual cost of general increase to be effective July 1, 2012 is 
approximately $21,366.] (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 with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6H(2) be approved. 
 
12-1053 AGENDA ITEM 6I(1) – MANAGER/GRANTS ADMINISTRATOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of an update report on the status of the 
Washoe County American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 2009 (Stimulus) projects 
for July through September 2012. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6I(1) be acknowledged. 
 
12-1054 AGENDA ITEM 6I(2) – MANAGER/EMERGENCY 

MANAGEMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept 2012 Department of Homeland Security (DHS), State 
Homeland Security Program (SHSP) Exercise Grant [$62,630, no match required], 
of which no more than $2,000 will be spent on refreshments for exercises; and direct 
Finance to make the appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6I(2) be accepted and directed. 
 
12-1055 AGENDA ITEM 6J(1) - SHERIFF/ANIMAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept 10 Havahart Cat Traps [valued at $499.90] from Peggy 
Rew, American Red Cross Dog and Cat First Aid & CPR Instructor, for Washoe 
County Regional Animal Services. The traps are to be issued to citizens for the 
purpose of trapping feral, stray and nuisance cats. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Weber thanked Peggy Rew, 
American Red Cross Dog and Cat First Aid & CPR Instructor for her generous donation. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6J(1) be accepted. 
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12-1056 AGENDA ITEM 6J(2) - SHERIFF/ANIMAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept various monetary donations [$11,407] to Washoe County 
Regional Animal Services for the period January 1, 2012 - September 30, 2012 to be 
used for the humane care and treatment of sick and/or injured, stray or abandoned 
animals received; and authorize Finance to make the appropriate budget 
adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Weber thanked the various donors 
for their generous donations. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6J(2) be accepted and authorized. 
 
12-1057 AGENDA ITEM 6J(3) - SHERIFF/ANIMAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept donation [$16,020] from the estate of Patricia G. West for 
Regional Animal Services, in the form of a Certificate of Deposit, for the purchase of 
equipment and operating supplies; and authorize Finance to make the necessary 
budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Weber thanked the estate of 
Patricia West for their generous donation.   
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6J(3) be accepted and authorized. 
 
12-1058 AGENDA ITEM 6J(4) - SHERIFF/ANIMAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept donation from The Reno Kennel Club [valued at $800] for 
one pallet of Kirkland Dry Dog Food for Washoe County Regional Animal Services 
to feed the dogs housed at the Animal Services facility. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Weber thanked the Reno Kennel 
Club for their generous donation. 
  
 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 with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6J(4) be accepted. 
 
12-1059 AGENDA ITEM 6J(5) - SHERIFF/ANIMAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve a campaign to waive late dog licensing fees for Washoe 
County residents for a period not to exceed one year commencing February, 2013 
with an estimated maximum loss of revenue of $10,000 depending on the success of 
the program. The goal is to promote the importance of dog licensing to owners and 
to reduce the overall cost to Animal Services. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6J(5) be approved. 
 
12-1060 AGENDA ITEM 6J(6) - SHERIFF/ANIMAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve a campaign to waive microchip fees for Washoe County 
residents for a period not to exceed one year commencing February 2013 with an 
estimated loss of net revenue ranging from $13,000 - $35,000 depending on the 
success of the program. The goal is to promote the safe return of stray animals to 
their owners and to reduce the overall cost to Animal Services. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6J(6) be approved. 
 
12-1061 AGENDA ITEM 6J(7) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept grant funds [$68,520, no cash match] to the Washoe 
County Sheriff’s Office Sheriff’s Community Work Program from the Community 
Foundation of Western Nevada, Truckee River Fund, to be used to continue to pay 
for an Inmate Work Program Leader to supervise inmate and community service 
work crews, and for dumpster rental for work crews for re-vegetation, weed control 
and graffiti removal; and direct Finance to make the necessary budget adjustments.  
(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 with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6J(7) be accepted and directed. 
 
12-1062 AGENDA ITEM 6J(8) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept grant award [$89,000, no cash match] from the Nevada 
Office of Traffic Safety for FY 2012/2013 to cover overtime costs incurred while 
conducting Traffic Enforcement Checkpoints; and authorize Finance to make the 
necessary budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6J(8) be accepted and authorized. 
 
12-1063 AGENDA ITEM 6J(9) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept supplemental grant award [$1,013.45, no cash match] 
from the Nevada Office of Traffic Safety for FY 2012/2013 to cover additional 
overtime costs incurred conducting Traffic Enforcement Checkpoints, and 
authorize Finance to make the necessary budget adjustments. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6J(9) be accepted and authorized. 
 
12-1064 AGENDA ITEM 6J(10) – SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept Paul Coverdell Forensic Science Improvement Grant 12-
FSI-02 [$60,341, no County match] for the Forensic Science Divisions (FSD) 
Firearms Section Capacity Enhancement Project (Federal Fiscal Year 10-01-12 thru 
09-30-13), and approve extension to the Professional Services Agreement for 
Firearms/Toolmark Examination  Services to August 31, 2014 between the Washoe 
County Sheriff’s Office and Noedel Scientific; and authorize Finance to make 
appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 6J(10) be accepted, approved and authorized. 
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12-1065 AGENDA ITEM 7 - APPEARANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Ken Kelley, FAA Flight Standards District Office. Presentation of 
the Wright Brothers Master Pilot Award. (Requested by Chairman Larkin)” 
 
 Ken Kelley, FAA Flight Standards District Office, presented a certificate, 
plaque and lapel pins to the Wright Brothers Master Pilot award recipient Robert Meurer. 
Mr. Kelley explained that the recipient of this award needed to achieve a minimum of 50 
years of safe flying which began calculating from the date of their first solo flight. He 
noted that Mr. Meurer’s first solo flight was on May 22, 1960 and reviewed Mr. Meurer’s 
flight career that spanned 50+ years. 
 
 Mr. Meurer said it had been a very rewarding career and thanked Mr. 
Kelley for this prestigious award. 
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 

* * * * * * * * * * 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, indicated that Agenda Item 6H(3) should 

have been pulled from the consent agenda. On advice from Legal Counsel, on motion by 
Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Breternitz, which motion duly carried 
with Commissioners Humke and Jung absent, it was ordered that Agenda Item 6H(3) be 
reconsidered. It was noted that Ms. Simon then pulled Item 6H(3) from the agenda. 
 
 BLOCK VOTE  
 
 The following agenda items were consolidated and voted on in a block 
vote: Agenda Items 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 23, 28 and 30.  
 
12-1066 AGENDA ITEM 14 - MANAGER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Status report and recommendation to appoint Kevin Schiller as 
Project Leader for the work required to evaluate the feasibility of a Washoe County 
Human Services Agency that would integrate the Departments of Social Services, 
Senior Services, and the Public Guardian. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, explained that this was not a decision to 
integrate the departments, but was a decision to appoint Kevin Schiller as the project 
leader to guide the work to evaluate the feasibility.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it 
was ordered that Agenda Item 14 be approved. 
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12-1067 AGENDA ITEM 16 - LIBRARY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to appoint one individual to the vacant Washoe 
County Library Board of Trustees Seat, with a term effective December 1, 2012 
through June 30, 2015. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it 
was ordered that Mark Brant be appointed to the Washoe County Library Board of 
Trustees, with a term effective December 1, 2012 through June 30, 2015. 
 
12-1068 AGENDA ITEM 17 – MANAGER/EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept 2012 Department of Homeland 
Security (DHS) State Homeland Security Program (SHSP) grant [$243,500, no 
match required]; and accept, in accordance with DHS grant guidelines, the federal 
grant reimbursement of indirect costs at a rate that does not exceed 5% in an 
anticipated approximate amount of $11,500 which will be reimbursed to the general 
fund; and approve the grant expenditures not to exceed $4,500 on refreshments in 
accordance with the grant deliverables; and direct the Finance Department to 
make the appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Cathy Brandhorst addressed 
the Board on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it 
was ordered that Agenda Item 17 be accepted and directed. 
 
12-1069 AGENDA ITEM 18 – DISTRICT COURT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve a court-restricted capital expansion 
account pilot project to support the long-term capital needs of the Second Judicial 
District Court; and direct Finance to make the necessary budget adjustments.”  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it 
was ordered that Agenda Item 18 be approved and directed. 
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12-1070 AGENDA ITEM 19 – COMMUNITY SERVICES/WATER 
RESOURCES 

 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award a bid for the Lemmon Valley Tank 
No. 2 Water Main Project to WWW Construction, Inc., the lowest, responsive, 
responsible bidder [$137,132 - Water Resources enterprise fund]. (Commission 
District 5.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it 
was ordered that Agenda Item 19 be awarded. 
 
12-1071 AGENDA ITEM 20 - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept grant award [$285,599, no County 
match) from the United States Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Assistance 
FFY 2011 to be used for detention facility improvements, furniture, equipment, 
travel and repairs and maintenance, pursuant to the State Criminal Alien 
Assistance Program; and authorize Finance to make necessary budget adjustments.  
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it 
was ordered that Agenda Item 20 be accepted and authorized. 
 
12-1072 AGENDA ITEM 21 - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Amendment #1 Interlocal Contract 
between Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department and the Washoe County Board 
of County Commissioners on behalf of the Sheriff’s Office and accept a grant award 
from Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department [$127,357.50, no cash match 
required] for reimbursement of expenses associated with Internet Crimes Against 
Children investigations; and authorize Finance to make the necessary budget 
adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it 
was ordered that Agenda Item 21 be approved and authorized. The Amendment No. 1 
Interlocal Contract is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
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12-1073 AGENDA ITEM 23 – COMMUNITY SERVICES/PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve final design, acceptance of Opinion 
of Probable Cost (OPC), and authorize the Department of Community Services to 
issue a Request for Bids to construct the Phase IV North Valleys Regional Park 
Water Play Splash Pad and Improvements. [OPC of $3,200,000 - Funded by Sierra 
Sage Golf Course water rights proceeds]. (Commission District 5.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it 
was ordered that Agenda Item 23 be approved and authorized. 
 
12-1074 AGENDA ITEM 28 - TREASURER  
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to authorize the Purchasing Department to 
release a Request for Proposal for Investment Management Services on behalf of the 
Treasurer, for a term of three years with annual renewal options as agreed upon by 
both parties. [Estimated annual cost $290,000 which is allocated among the funds 
and agencies who participate in the Washoe County Investment Pool]. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it 
was ordered that Agenda Item 28 be authorized. 
 
12-1075 AGENDA ITEM 30 - TREASURER  
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Washoe County, Nevada 
Amendment to Banking Services Agreement between the County of Washoe and 
Bank of America for general banking services, extending the agreement to 
December 31, 2014.  [Estimated annual cost $150,000]. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it 
was ordered that Agenda Item 30 be approved. 
 
9:50 a.m.  The Board took a brief recess. 
 
*9:58 a.m.  The Board reconvened. Commissioner Humke arrived during the recess. 
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12-1076 AGENDA ITEM 32 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES  
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and potential direction to staff regarding the August 
2012 TriData Emergency Medical Systems Analysis Final Report and 
recommendations contained within the Final Report, and other emergency medical 
systems reports and studies that may be of interest. (All Commission Districts).” 
 
 John Slaughter, Management Services Director, conducted a PowerPoint 
presentation, which was placed on file with the Clerk. The presentation reviewed the 
Emergency Medical Systems (EMS) timeline and the related action that occurred during 
the months of October and November 2012. He indicated that a meeting was scheduled 
for November 19, 2012 between the County Manager, the City Managers of Reno and 
Sparks, and the District Health Officer to discuss the next steps related to the EMS 
process. 
 
 Chairman Larkin asked for an update of the discussion that occurred 
during a recent Reno City Council meeting. Mr. Slaughter said the District Health Officer 
presented the outcome of the October 25, 2012 Board of Health meeting to the City 
Council. He said the City Council then directed their staff to implement the 
recommendations in their staff report stating that the City had authority in the EMS 
report, and to work with the District Health Department. 
 
 During the joint meeting held on October 18, 2012, Commissioner 
Breternitz said part of the discussion related to the other entities assisting the District 
Board of Health (DBOH) in moving forward. Mr. Slaughter indicated that he was unable 
to attend the DBOH meeting on October 25, 2012, but the request from the DBOH was 
for the County Manager, the City Managers of Reno and Sparks, and the District Health 
Officer to meet.  
 
 Dr. Joseph Iser, District Health Officer, explained during that joint 
meeting the City of Reno made a motion that addressed the three items depicted in the 
presentation. He said Commissioner Jung then made the same motion for the County. Dr. 
Iser explained that the DBOH decided to move forward and directed staff to review ways 
to proceed. He confirmed that a meeting had been scheduled with the County Manager 
and the City Managers of Reno and Sparks. Commissioner Breternitz recalled that the 
motion included the DBOH making a specific request for assistance from the other 
entities. 
 
  Chairman Larkin questioned the “Fixed Dispatch” item. Dick Barnard, 
Regional Emergency Medical Services Authority (REMSA) Board Chairman, said it had 
been confirmed recently that REMSA suggested many of the dispatch issues could be 
solved by doing a cad-to-cad connection. He said the REMSA Board had recently voted 
to take the first step and acquire that capability with installation at their facility, which 
had been completed. He stated REMSA stood ready to connect whenever the others had 
the equipment. Mr. Barnard indicated that REMSA fully supported this process and that 
the selection of the DBOH to oversee the process was the right decision. He noted that 
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REMSA would fully cooperate and this should be reviewed as a system-wide basis. He 
explained the consultants that REMSA hired would be making a presentation to the 
REMSA Board and then he would be prepared to share that presentation with the 
stakeholders. 
 
 In terms of this study, Chairman Larkin asked if REMSA would be 
opposed to a co-leadership manager and having all the stakeholders together. Mr. Barnard 
stated that issue had been suggested and agreed upon, and he felt that the DBOH was the 
correct venue to address this issue since it was largely medical issues. He said that 
REMSA would share information and would submit their suggestions and concerns in 
writing.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz inquired on the action needed to be taken. 
Chairman Larkin indicated that clarification was sought on the direction that was passed 
during the October 18, 2012 concurrent meeting. He said credible data was lacking and 
without a consolidated, coherent data-source there may not be any intelligent discussion 
or decisions on how to perfect the system until the merger of data was present.  
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, said the direction was clear, input had been 
received on the key issues and thought the notion of moving forward on a parallel track 
would happen.               
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Cathy Brandhorst stated her 
views and opinions on this item. 
 
 On motion by Chairman Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Humke, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Jung absent, it was ordered that the 
County Manager be directed to work with the City Managers of Reno and Sparks and the 
District Health Officer to arrive at a plan to move forward and then bring that plan back 
to the Board of County Commissioners, as well as other respective bodies, in terms of 
ways to proceed with the specific three items (October 18, 2012 meeting) and any 
additional items brought forward from the members as well as TriData and any additional 
information that REMSA came forth with in terms of their data. 
 
10:30 a.m.  The Board convened as the South Truckee Meadows General 

Improvement District (STMGID) Board of Trustees. 
 
11:50 a.m.  The Board recessed as the STMGID Board of Trustees and reconvened as 

the Board of County Commissioners. 
 
12-1077 AGENDA ITEM 8 – COMMUNITY SERVICES/WATER 

RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Presentation, discussion and possible direction to staff on 
potential implications of establishing STMGID as a separate, stand-alone water 
utility on customers of the County’s water utility and potential for successfully 



NOVEMBER 13, 2012  PAGE 19   

consummating a merger of the County’s water utility with the Truckee Meadows 
Water Authority. (All Commission Districts.) To be heard before Agenda Item #9.” 
 
 Chairman Larkin stated this would be a presentation only and there would 
not be any action at this time. 
 
 In response to a concern from Commissioner Humke, Paul Lipparelli, 
Legal Counsel, indicated that the South Truckee Meadows General Improvement 
District’s (STMGID) agenda stated there was a joint meeting between the Board of 
Trustees and the Local Managing Board (LMB); however, the LMB had not convened 
nor taken roll. He said the public had notice that the quorum of those public bodies may 
be present which would not cause a problem with the Open Meeting Law. 
 
 Rosemary Menard, Community Services Director, conducted a 
PowerPoint presentation, which was placed on file with the Clerk. The presentation was 
to provide information to the Board of County Commissioners on possible impacts to 
County water utility customers that could result from establishing the STMGID as a 
stand-alone water utility. The presentation included the estimated cost of additional 
infrastructure needed to serve County customers, which would be $9.4 million; using the 
preliminary cost analysis of Option C, where an estimated $6.7 million would need to be 
financed; the costs associated with providing service to Curti Ranch customers; a history 
of the Curti Ranch II Development; the original STMGID system; the STMGID service 
area and annexation boundary in 1991; the Curti Ranch Development that was annexed 
into STMGID in 1996; water facilities in the South Truckee Meadows at the point of 
discussion de-annexing Curti II – 2002; and, facilities necessary to allow STMGID to 
operate as a stand-alone system (Alternate C). 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz felt that the cost allocation for a stand-alone 
system was a moving target. He asked if there would be any additional costs if there were 
a separate STMGID entity, and the current STMGID and the Department of Water 
Resources (DWR) merged with the Truckee Meadows Water Authority (TMWA). Ms. 
Menard replied that the separation costs were only required in the event that STMGID 
did not merge with either DWR and/or TMWA. She said it would be inherently 
problematic for two system operators to operate one system. Commissioner Breternitz 
said the discussion about cost allocation of separation occurred because one entity chose 
not to participate with DWR and the merger. Ms. Menard stated there was the question 
whether STMGID customers would need to bear costs associated with providing 
infrastructure needed to serve County customers. Commissioner Breternitz asked about 
the logic if one of the entities caused a potential incurrence of cost for separation and 
DWR paying for that separation. Ms. Menard stated that was a policy question and was a 
question the Board of Trustees would need to weigh and balance in order to make a 
decision. Commissioner Breternitz asked if there was a way to do a virtual separation. 
Ms. Menard explained the challenge was that a certain area was served off facilities 
owned by STMGID. From a physical perspective, one system operator could decide that 
so much water would be pushed to fill a tank, if the other system operator was doing the 
same thing at the same time and, if there was a conflict between how much water could 
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go through a pipe and where that water could go, which would be the constraint as to 
what may be described as a virtual separation. Commissioner Breternitz felt that was 
management coordination. He said one system operator could be replaced by two systems 
with an agreement to cooperate. Ms. Menard stated that was correct in theory, but in 
practice it could be a struggle and could be more complicated than it appeared. 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz said the DWR and STMGID systems had a 
different ratepayer base, but had a common delivery means with the infrastructure being 
difficult to split. He had trouble understanding why DWR could merge with TMWA, 
with an agreement to cooperate in terms of the use of the system, yet not have to spend 
millions for a physical separation. Ms. Menard could not speak for TMWA, but she said 
that did not typically occur in the water utility business and TMWA had expressed 
concerns whether that was a workable solution. Commissioner Breternitz said if that was 
taken to a logical extension both entities, at that point in time, would be free to merge 
with TMWA; therefore, be one master system. Ms. Menard agreed. She said if the three 
entities in one form or another merged this would be a non-issue and no money would 
need to be spent for those described purposes.   
 
12:08 p.m.  The Board recessed as the Board of County Commissioners and 

reconvened as the STMGID Board of Trustees. 
 
12:33 p.m. The Board adjourned as the STMGID Board of Trustees and reconvened 

as the Board of County Commissioners and continued with Item 8. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Breternitz voting “no” and Commissioner 
Jung absent, it was ordered that no further consideration be taken on this item. 
 
12-1078 AGENDA ITEM 10 – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance amending 
Washoe County Ordinance No. 519 by repealing certain sections relating to the 
Board of County Commissioners as the “Ex Officio” Board of Trustees of the South 
Truckee Meadows General Improvement District (District), by repealing certain 
sections relating to the County Clerk and County Treasurer as the “Ex Officio” 
Clerk and Treasurer of the District, and by adding certain sections providing for the 
appointment of the District’s Local Managing Board as the Board of Trustees, 
providing for the establishment of an election and replacement process for members 
of the Board of Trustees; and providing for other matters properly relating thereto.  
(All Commission Districts.) To be heard after Agenda Item #9 and before Agenda 
item #11.”     
 
  In response to the call for public comment, Keith Ristinen said he was a 
ratepayer with the Department of Water Resources (DWR) and stated his opposition to 



NOVEMBER 13, 2012  PAGE 21   

the proposed ordinance. He said that DWR owned significant water rights in the South 
Truckee Meadows General Improvement District (STMGID) wells and was opposed to 
passing control of DWR assets to the STMGID Local Managing Board (LMB). He felt 
this issue worked against the concept of integrated resource management in the south 
Truckee Meadows and felt it was a step backwards. Mr. Ristinen was unsure if anyone 
knew the extent of intertwining assets and/or obligations between the two entities. 
 
  Mike Schulewitch, Save Our Water, agreed that the Trustees authority 
should be turned over to the LMB since they were the ones in the day-to-day contact with 
their customers. He said financials and a separation of data had been requested, but not 
received to review in order to determine what belonged to which entity. 
 
  Jerry Gamroth stated the STMGID customers entered into this with a spirit 
of cooperation; however, a reasonable offer was not made. He said the Save Our Water 
group had now been working to arrive at an option of a direct merger between STMGID 
and TMWA. He said it had been requested that attorney Rew Goodenow be the lone 
negotiator on behalf of the Save Our Water group. He indicated that the customers never 
wanted isolation or be a stand-alone agency, but to be an independent STMGID, and he 
agreed with the virtual separation idea. Mr. Gamroth commented the group had requested 
a reconciliation of the cash, both restricted and unrestricted, but still have not received 
any information. He also said it was unclear who paid for the Curti Ranch pipe extension. 
 
  Chairman Larkin asked for a review of the proposed ordinance. 
 
  Rew Goodenow, STMGID Legal Counsel, said the initial draft of the 
ordinance was prepared by the District Attorney’s (DA’s) Office. He said he submitted 
comments on November 8, 2012 and presented a red-lined document to the Board that 
consisted of the original draft and his red-lined comments, which was placed on file with 
the Clerk. Chairman Larkin asked if Mr. Goodenow was the author of the red-lined 
document. Mr. Goodenow stated that was correct.  
 
  Pete Simeoni, Deputy District Attorney, said the directive given to the 
DA’s Office was to establish an ordinance that would repeal the Board of County 
Commissioners (BCC) as the Ex-Officio Board of Trustees (BOT’s). He explained there 
were some corresponding provisions of the ordinance that had to be included to 
completely separate the BCC and the other County officers that performed services for 
STMGID. He said a draft of the ordinance was provided to Mr. Goodenow who in turn 
sent back a response.  
 
  Mr. Simeoni stated since this would be a new BOT’s they would be given 
some broad overview of the duties and powers as the BOT’s. He said the draft ordinance 
tracked almost the identical language contained in NRS and did not expand the scope of 
authority given to the BOT’s, but identified that scope of authority and some of the 
comments in Mr. Goodenow’s red-lined version related to those powers and duties 
contained in NRS. He said some non-substantive changes were made in the red-lined 
version and he was satisfied with those non-substantive changes.   
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  Mr. Simeoni reviewed the sections that had been modified. He said since 
the County provided water service in the general area, but also provided drainage services 
and sewer services, it was not likely that STMGID would provide those services. He said 
Section 4, noted that the BCC had provided some accounting, management procedures 
and auditing procedures which substantively identified that those services had been 
conducted and the BOT’s should continue to maintain those same practices. Additionally, 
the basic powers were provided in the draft ordinance regarding the acquisition, 
construction, operation, maintenance, repair and replacement of improvements of the 
facilities and providing water services to the real property owners within STMGID, and 
the ability to levy and collect taxes as necessary with the authority of the BCC. Another 
key function and power was the establishment of fees, rates and tolls for those real 
property owners that received the water service. He also identified in NRS that the BOT’s 
had the ability to hire a manager to administer the affairs of STMGID as well as other 
professional services. He noted they could be sued, could sue and be a party to suits, 
actions and proceedings. Mr. Simeoni said the core purpose of the draft ordinance was for 
the appointment process of the LMB to become the BOT’s and track the process of 
STMGID, the LMB and their designated seats and effective terms of their offices. Also 
provided was a process to appoint the filling of vacant BOT’s seats as contained in NRS, 
and in the event the BOT’s failed to have a quorum sufficient to fill any vacancies, the 
draft ordinance gave the authority, pursuant to statute, for the BCC to fill those vacancies 
in the event the BOT’s was unable to do so. Mr. Simeoni said the appointment of officers 
to the BOT’s was included and Section 10 identified the process for the dissolution of the 
LMB once the LMB became appointed as the BOT’s. 
 
  Commissioner Breternitz asked how long the Board had until a second 
reading was required once the first reading occurred. Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, 
indicated that the Board had 45 days. He commented if the bill was introduced at this 
meeting, the version enacted on within the 45 days had to be substantially the version 
introduced. He said if the Board had concerns about the policy questions that were 
contained within the draft it would be preferable, from a legal standpoint, to give 
direction on those and then return with a new introduction enabling the noticing and 
language to be available for the public. Mr. Lipparelli said it was possible to make 
changes during this meeting and introduce an ordinance that was different from the one in 
the Board’s packet as long as the title was covered by what was published.   
 
  Since there were two versions, Chairman Larkin said the question was on 
the substantive introduction.  Mr. Lipparelli replied any inputs were welcomed, but as 
described by Mr. Simeoni the Board directive was to bring an ordinance to the BCC that 
would authorize the transition of the governing board of the District from the BCC to an 
independently appointed/elected board. In order to have a cohesive transition, staff felt it 
was important to address all the matters the current ordinance addressed. 
 
  In looking through the red-lined version distributed by Mr. Goodenow, 
Chairman Larkin stated there was a philosophical difference about whether NRS was 
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restated or referenced. He asked if that defined most of the differences. Mr. Goodenow 
stated that was correct.  
 
  Chairman Larkin asked if there were any areas that were not those 
restatements or any substantial policy differences. Mr. Goodenow replied at this stage the 
differences were largely structural and not substantial policy differences. In terms of a 
substantive difference, the primary difference was whether the purpose was to furnish 
potable water facilities and the deletion of the word “potable.” He said that word 
“potable” should be removed from the DA’s version because the District sold things 
other than potable water. He remarked that the Chairman had identified the primary 
difference, which was the draft did not include the statutory descriptions because statutes 
changed over time. Mr. Goodenow felt that an ordinance should not become inconsistent 
with State statutes.  
 
  Chairman Larkin asked if the deletion of the word “potable” was the only 
substantial policy difference. Mr. Goodenow confirmed that was the only substantial 
policy difference. He stated that he wanted to ensure that the BCC’s directive changed 
nothing else except the changing of the Trustees as reflected in the ordinance, which was 
why the revisions were drafted. 
 
  Mr. Lipparelli said the Board had given staff direction on one policy 
question, which was whether the ordinance establishing the new board for STMGID 
should authorize the District to be in the business of storm drain facilities and sanitary 
sewer. He said the ordinance was written to limit the purpose of the District to furnish 
water facilities and included the word “potable.” He said the red-lined version submitted 
by Mr. Goodenow reinserted that word. Mr. Lipparelli said effectively if the Board acted 
on the recommendation from Mr. Goodenow, the Board would be authorizing STMGID 
to provide storm drain facilities and sanitary sewer within the District, which was a 
significant policy question and would need to be addressed. 
 
  Mr. Goodenow said the way the red-lined version read was the way the 
ordinance presently read. He said his intent was to ensure that the Board not change the 
original ordinance with the adoption of the amendment.  
 
  Commissioner Breternitz said he was a strong supporter to have this item 
placed on the BCC agenda. However, after listening to testimony, he felt that “the 
cookies were not done yet,” and said there were many moving parts yet to be determined, 
particularly the concept of what was occurring with a direct deal between STMGID and 
TMWA. He felt it would be in the best interest of STMGID and DWR to delay action of 
the introduction of the ordinance until there was one draft document advantageous to all 
parties. Commissioner Breternitz did not support moving forward. 
 
  Chairman Larkin reminded the Board that a requirement from the TMWA 
Board was for the BCC to take action on STMGID. He said any action taken today would 
have an impact on the DWR/TMWA merger. Chairman Larkin suggested moving 
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forward with the language presented by Mr. Simeoni with the correction concerning 
potable water.  
 

Commissioner Breternitz understood the Chairman’s remarks, but also felt 
that schedules could be modified, and he could not imagine with the value of the DWR 
system and all the components, that the Board could not reach something right rather than 
remaining with an arbitrary schedule. He felt it was a mistake to return to an artificial and 
arbitrary deadline for action.  
 
  Commissioner Humke said there were two versions of the drafted 
ordinance which were not that far apart. He suggested the introduction of the ordinance 
could be saved if there was a brief recess to have one or two Commissioners speak with 
Mr. Goodenow and representatives of the DA’s Office in an attempt to reach a resolution. 
 
  Chairman Larkin agreed and called for a recess.              
 
1:05 p.m.  The Board recessed. 
 
1:52 p.m.  The Board reconvened. 
 
  Mr. Goodenow distributed page 2 of 9 of the draft ordinance that 
contained the revisions, which was placed on file with the Clerk. He said Section 3 would 
remain and would read as follows:  
 
The basic purposes for which the District was created are: 
   

a) Furnishing storm drainage facilities, as provided in NRS 318.135.  
b) Furnishing sanitary sewer facilities, as provided in NRS 318.140.  
c) Furnishing water facilities and service, as provided in NRS 318.144. 

 
Mr. Goodenow explained that the words “of potable” were deleted in 

Section 3(c). He said the notes written on the distributed page were his notes and 
designed not to be included into the text, (text that was red-lined stays). Mr. Goodenow 
indicated that a further change was made in Section 4 which deleted the following phrase; 
“furnishing the basic power of potable water services for the District.” He said the new 
introductory paragraph for Section 4 should read as follows:  

 
“The Board of County Commissioners, acting as the “Ex Officio” Board 

of Trustees of the District, has, pursuant to NRS 318.080(2), established a budget, 
accounting, auditing and management practices for the District. An appointed or elected 
Board of Trustees should….” and then he said the section continued on from there. 

 
Mr. Goodenow indicated that he and Mr. Simeoni agreed with those 

changes and the draft of the ordinance was appropriate as printed. He believed the 
changes were non-substantive in nature. 
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Chairman Larkin said the draft being recommended was the version that 
was not the red-lined version except as shown on page 2 of 9.  Mr. Goodenow clarified 
the draft submitted by Mr. Simeoni was recommended with the words enumerated on 
page 2 of 9.    
 

Nancy Parent, Chief Deputy Clerk, read the title for Bill No. 1683.   
 
  Bill No. 1683, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE AMENDING WASHOE 
COUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 519 BY REPEALING CERTAIN SECTIONS 
RELATING TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS AS THE “EX 
OFFICIO” BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE SOUTH TRUCKEE MEADOWS 
GENERAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT (DISTRICT), BY REPEALING 
CERTAIN SECTIONS RELATING TO THE COUNTY CLERK AND COUNTY 
TREASURER AS THE “EX OFFICIO” CLERK AND TREASURER OF THE 
DISTRICT, AND BY ADDING CERTAIN SECTIONS PROVIDING FOR THE 
APPOINTMENT OF THE DISTRICT’S LOCAL MANAGING BOARD AS THE 
BOARD OF TRUSTEES, PROVIDING FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF AN 
ELECTION AND REPLACEMENT PROCESS FOR MEMBERS OF THE 
BOARD OF TRUSTEES; AND PROVIDING FOR OTHER MATTERS 
PROPERLY RELATING THERETO," was introduced by Commissioner Humke, and 
legal notice for final action of adoption was directed. He added with the specific 
instruction to amend the version placed before the Board consistent with the amendments 
expressed by Mr. Goodenow and Mr. Simeoni and granting the DA’s Office the power to 
make minor and clerical changes as necessary, which would not change the meaning of 
the amended version. It was also noted the second reading would be set for December 11, 
2012 at 6:00 p.m. 
 
  Commissioner Breternitz asked if there was a methodology in which the 
Board could overturn the introduction. Mr. Lipparelli explained when a bill was 
introduced it set the timetable for the hearing for adoption and the Board could either 
adopt, not adopt or pull the matter and give direction to staff to return with substantive 
changes. Commissioner Breternitz recalled when there had been action that took the 
introduction away. Mr. Lipparelli stated he was not aware of a specific process for that 
because statute contemplated the bill would be introduced in the first reading, time would 
elapse for noticing to take place and then during the second reading the bill would either 
be adopted, not adopted or changed and sent back. Commissioner Breternitz stated his 
dissatisfaction with the introduction. 
 
12-1079 AGENDA ITEM 33 – MANAGER/DISTRICT ATTORNEY  
 
Agenda Subject: “Status report on restructuring the debt for the construction of the 
baseball stadium and possible approval of an interlocal agreement with the Stadium 
Authority for support operations and management or direction to staff on specific 
terms of an agreement.” 
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 Chairman Larkin stated there had been a request for a continuance of this 
item. 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Par Tolles, Basin Street 
Properties, said Basin Street Properties was the largest landlord in the downtown area and 
had invested about $100 million in the area. He felt the success of the baseball stadium 
and the environment that had been created was essential to the continued success for 
downtown redevelopment. He said Basin Street Properties had been working on a 
Marriott Courtyard Hotel and were within days of having that project financed, but that 
project would not happen if baseball left.  
 
 Chairman Larkin moved to continue this item until the December 11, 2012 
Commission meeting. Commissioner Weber seconded the motion. 
 
 Commissioner Weber felt it was important to have all Board members 
present for this discussion. 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz said this was a complex deal and there were 
many questions. He felt it would be appropriate to have an attorney/client meeting prior 
to the hearing of this item since there were many legal questions.  
 
 Commissioner Humke said he would support the motion to continue, but 
the public deserved an answer. He said a complicated financial agreement was proposed 
and the Board needed to pay due attention to this issue.  
 
 Chairman Larkin said unsigned copies of the agreement between SK 
Baseball and the City of Reno were provided to the Board. He requested the next Board 
packet include signed copies of the agreement. 
 
 Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, explained criteria for an attorney/client 
meeting depended upon if there was threatened or pending litigation. Commissioner 
Breternitz said he would prefer to have any questions of a legal nature flushed-out prior 
to the hearing, but he could do that in a public forum; however, it would take a large 
amount of time. He said he was not aware of any threatened litigation. Commissioner 
Breternitz questioned if the County was willing to do an annual appropriation of X 
amount of dollars. He said nothing was presented from the County on the actual 
agreement with the City, and it was hard to contemplate a deal without seeing an 
agreement.  
 
 Mr. Lipparelli indicated that staff was available to the Board to ensure that 
all the information needed to make a fully informed decision would be afforded to the 
Board.  
 
 On call for the question, the motion to continue this item until the 
December 11, 2012 meeting passed on a 4 to 0 vote with Commissioner Jung absent. 
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 Commissioner Weber asked if this item could be scheduled as a workshop 
prior to that meeting. Katy Simon, County Manager, asked the Board if they would prefer 
a time certain on the agenda for this item. Chairman Larkin agreed and suggested a 
workshop would also be informative. 
 
12-1080 AGENDA ITEM 11 – COMMUNITY SERVICES/WATER 

RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Provide possible direction to Department of Water Resources’ 
(DWR) staff to facilitate implementation of any South Truckee Meadows General 
Improvement District (STMGID) Board of Trustee actions relative to the STMGID 
Feasibility Study or options for the future of STMGID that would involve the 
participation of DWR staff. (All Commission Districts.) To be heard after Agenda 
Items #9 and #10.”   
 
 Chairman Larkin asked if there was any further direction to be given. 
There being no further direction, no action was taken or public comment on this item.  
 
12-1081 AGENDA ITEM 13 - APPEARANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Janet Phillips, President, Tahoe-Pyramid Bikeway. Presentation 
and update on the Tahoe-Pyramid Bikeway.”  
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, announced that this presentation would be 
rescheduled for the January 8, 2013 Commission meeting.  
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
12-1082 AGENDA ITEM 15 - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to acknowledge receipt of the Washoe County 
Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR), auditor’s report, report on 
internal control, and Single Audit Report required by the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) Circular A-133, for the Fiscal Year ended June 30, 2012 as 
presented, and authorize the Comptroller’s Office to proceed with distribution of 
the CAFR for public record, as required by law. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Cynthia Washburn, Comptroller, conducted a PowerPoint presentation of 
the Washoe County Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR), which was placed 
on file with the Clerk. The presentation included the financial highlights, government-
wide financial results, government-wide statement of net assets, change in government-
wide net assets and General Fund highlights. Ms. Washburn explained with the 
acknowledged receipt of this report, the Board would also be approving a re-
appropriation of $25.6 million for the current Fiscal Year budget for commitments, 
restrictive grants and fees existing on June 30, 2012. Ms. Washburn acknowledged and 
thanked her staff for their hard work and dedication.   
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 Felicia O’Carroll, Kafoury Armstrong, Co. reiterated that the County 
achieved an unqualified opinion, which was the highest level of assurance offered by the 
CPA profession. She explained that if any findings were found in federal awards those 
findings would need to be noted in a public meeting to those charged with governance. 
She reported there was only one finding this year, which was related to the Research 
Training or Demonstration program in the Research and Development cluster for Child 
Welfare. She said this was the first year that program had been audited and it was not 
uncommon for a program being audited for the first time to have a finding. Ms. O’Carroll 
also noted three potential statute violations and, as a result of those potential violations, 
the County would be required to submit a written document to the Department of 
Taxation addressing how those would be handled. She said two of those potential 
violations were related to the Incline Village tax refunds and the Department of Taxation 
was already aware of those issues.      
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Jung absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 15 be acknowledged and authorized. 
 
12-1083 AGENDA ITEM 26 – SOCIAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award Request for Proposal (RFP) #2833-13 
for the Shelter Plus Care 1 Consolidated Grant, to Volunteers of America – Greater 
Sacramento and Northern Nevada (VOA), 335 Record Street, Suite 155, Reno, NV 
89512 [annual award up to $120,960 for housing costs in the U.S. Department of 
Housing and Urban Development grant funds and $120,960 in County match for 
supportive services costs on behalf of Washoe County Department of Social 
Services]; and request that the Purchasing and Contracts Manager execute the 
agreement with Volunteers of America for one year, with an option to renew for one 
additional one year period. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Chairman Larkin asked for an explanation on the juxtaposition of the 
amount of money the County was giving the Community Assistance Program. In addition 
to this money, he questioned what would be received from the Volunteers of America.  
 
 Kevin Schiller, Social Services Director, explained that this grant came 
through the Housing and Urban Development (HUD) program and dated back to 2009. 
He said over the last four years the Social Services Department had moved forward on 
how those funds would be expended. In the continuum of care, Shelter Care Plus had 
been utilized for about 16 clients and was part of the continuum of care and transitional 
housing. In terms of the continuum of care, he said permanent supportive housing for 
those clients served was the most critical need. Mr. Schiller said this proposal would 
authorize up to $120,960, with a similar match, and based on the progress made for the 
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supportive housing process, about $70,000 was on task to be expended.  However, in the 
next Fiscal Year there may be a 25 percent reduction in the required match.  
 
 Chairman Larkin said it was suggested for this to be awarded to the 
Volunteers of America, and he asked which facility they would manage. Mr. Schiller 
replied they would be utilizing various sites throughout the community where the 
Volunteers of America were the responsible party for attaining that temporary housing, 
but it would not be the Community Assistant Center (CAC). Chairman Larkin asked if 
this was in addition to the two homes recently purchased by the County and tied together 
in a continuum of care as people triaged through the CAC and transitional housing for 
long-term stabilization. Mr. Schiller stated that was correct and to also provide direct case 
management.   
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Chairman Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Breternitz, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Jung absent, it was ordered that Agenda 
Item 26 be awarded and executed. 
 
12-1084 AGENDA ITEM 22 – MANAGER/TECHNOLOGY SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible approval of Managed Competition 
Guidelines. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 John Berkich, Assistant County Manager, explained that the Fundamental 
Review document strongly recommended adopting the concept of managed competition. 
Since those recommendations were received, he said there had been a tremendous 
amount of research conducted from staff, management and the Associations. He stated 
that the guidelines relied upon the elements the County was known for such as 
continuous improvement, the possibility of fundamentally changing the way services 
were conducted, measuring performances and, under the guidelines, the County would be 
prepared to compete with outside providers. He commented that the concept was based 
on the fundamental challenge to government, which was to provide the highest level of 
service at the lowest possible cost. He noted that staff would continue to work with the 
Strategic Planning Committee and then return to the Board in January with ideas related 
to pilot projects. 
 
 Chairman Larkin pointed to guiding principle 2.2.3 that stated managed 
completion was not outsourcing. He read, “Managed competition is commonly 
misperceived to be outsourcing. The intent of this managed competition process is to 
ensure the County is a competitive and sustainable service organization with the optimal 
mix of service delivery from inside and outside the organization. The optimal mix is 
determined by an end-to-end analysis that ensures: services are delivered competitively, 
sustainably, and valuably; service levels are defined and understood; and performance is 
tracked, documented, and continually reviewed. While a result of this process may be a 
service being delivered from an external provider, it is not the initial goal. Outsourcing 
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would be a specific decision by the County to have services delivered from an external 
provider and should not involve any competition for services from internal resources.” 
Chairman Larkin said it was clearly articulated about the intent and would make the 
County a stronger organization. He would prefer to see how the County would compete 
externally, but policy guidelines would need to be implemented in direct competition. 
 
 Commissioner Humke felt this was a comprehensive set of guidelines, but 
staff should be given the opportunity to test out those guidelines. He thanked 
Management Partners and the Organizational Effectiveness Committee (OEC) for their 
work on the guidelines.     
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Carla Fells, Washoe County 
Employees Association (WCEA) Executive Director, stated that the WCEA had worked 
with the committee, but felt that the policy was not completely flushed out and also felt 
there were not enough “sunshine” provisions in the policy that assured the taxpayers 
received the most for their money. She had previously requested auditing and accounting 
data for previous outsourcing, but had never received any information. She said many of 
those decisions were dollar driven, not efficient or the best thing for the employees and/or 
the taxpayers. Ms. Fells hoped that the Board would not adopt this policy, but allow staff 
to continue flushing out the issues that were not transparent.  
 
 In response to the appropriate comments from the Association, Katy 
Simon, County Manager, indicated that contracts were being audited to ensure they were 
adequately fulfilled. She explained that the Internal Auditors would audit those contracts 
given to external providers and then share the results with the Audit Committee and the 
County Commission during public meetings. 
 
 Commissioner Weber questioned the term “sunshine.” Ms. Fells replied 
that term referred to opening up for more scrutiny and transparency.  
 
 Chairman Larkin asked about the transparency guidelines contained within 
the Managed Competition policy. Ms. Simon replied that the decisions would be made to 
enter into contracts by the Board in public meetings. She said it had been committed that 
those would be discussed with the Strategic Planning Committee to see if they should be 
recommended to the Board. There would be several points throughout the process where 
public meetings would be held and allow citizens to participate. It also specified that the 
development of specifications was an important point, which would occur after staff had 
worked with employees on all of the possible process improvements that could be made 
in their operation. However, it had to be a level playing field on both sides for employees, 
management, and the Board so everyone felt secure. She assured the Board that staff was 
committed to a transparent process. 
 
 In discussion with Ms. Simon, Ms. Fells said the County would use the 
current Request for Proposal (RFP) process. In research, it was found that process needed 
to be fortified to ensure the comparisons were being conducted. She said another issue 
related to the lack of County employees due to recent reductions and asked who would 
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monitor the immediate concerns. Chairman Larkin said there was great commonality with 
private business because they stated the same concerns.   
 
 Commissioner Breternitz asked if Ms. Fells was supportive of the concept 
with the exception of the details that needed to be considered. Ms. Fells replied any 
employee would prefer to bid for their own job because County employees were the “best 
bang for their buck” the taxpayers were receiving.  
 
 In response to a question from Commissioner Breternitz, Ms. Simon 
replied she was unsure of the numerics or if there was a definition on what was success or 
failure since there were successes and failures within individual organizations. All of the 
concerns posed by the Associations were considered and their comments incorporated in 
the guidelines before the Board. She understood that the County needed to move forward 
with employees as partners and, even within collective bargaining there was the 
management right to provide contracts, but reiterated that employees were included in 
this conversation.   
 
 Chairman Larkin suggested moving forward with the Managed 
Competition Guidelines since it was a good point of discussion. Ms. Simon offered that 
staff would provide quarterly updates to the Board on the progress of those guidelines.    
 
 On motion by Commissioner Humke, seconded by Chairman Larkin, 
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Jung absent, it was ordered that the 
Managed Competition Guidelines be implemented and approved. It was further ordered 
that management staff provide quarterly updates and status reports to the Board. 
 
12-1085 AGENDA ITEM 24 – COMMUNITY SERVICES/PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve revisions to Washoe County 
Parkland Easement Policy to allow funds generated from easements and any 
additional financial mitigation required as part of an easement to be allocated to 
either Parks projects or to Parks operating and maintenance expenses, with specific 
disposition of funds to be determined by the Board of County Commissioners as 
part of its action on each proposed easement. (All Commission Districts.)  To be 
heard before Agenda Item #25.”    
 
 Al Rogers, Acting Regional Parks and Open Space Director, said this 
revision would revise an existing policy concerning Parkland easements. He said when 
the policy was created in 2008 it was to protect parklands and to protect any adverse 
affects on those 12,000 acres, parks, open space and trails. However, the revenue 
generated from the granting of easements in the parklands was limited to park projects 
with a nexus to that specific park or within that park district. He said this 
recommendation would expand that provision of the policy to include the use of said 
revenues to allow more flexibility, to meet the needs of the day and to reach out and use 
the money for operations and maintenance. Within the policy, Mr. Rogers indicated it 
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noted any granting of easements in parklands would require returning to the Board for the 
dispensation of those funds on each and every park easement.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz agreed with the concept of monies returning to 
parks, but he felt there was a challenge with stipulating and earmarking revenues for a 
specific use. He felt the policy should read that a priority or preference be given for the 
uses outlined without obligation. Commissioner Breternitz remarked there could be 
situations where the Board needed more flexibility to broaden the ability to direct where 
those funds went. 
 
 Mr. Rogers replied that additional language could be added, but thought 
that had been captured within the essence of the policy, whereas Board consideration 
would review the need at that certain time. Commissioner Breternitz was concerned this 
seemed more of a policy and, because the Parks Department had taken such large 
reductions over the past few years, the revenues generated within those lands should first 
be placed towards operation and maintenance or the highest needs. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioner Jung absent, it was ordered that 
Agenda Item 24 be approved. 
 
12-1086 AGENDA ITEM 25 – COMMUNITY SERVICES/PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Review and discuss an easement application from Truckee 
Meadows Water Authority for Betsy Caughlin Donnelly Park with a 
recommendation to approve Alignment #1 to include compensation for appraised 
value of the easements, full restoration of the impacted areas and mitigation in the 
amount of $150,000; approve and execute a resolution authorizing a non-exclusive 
utility easement of approximately .735-acres (a portion of Betsy Caughlin Donnelly 
Park) to Truckee Meadows Water Authority under such terms to be negotiated by 
the Community Services Department and approved by the Board of County 
Commissioners. To be heard after Agenda Item #24.” 
 
 Al Rogers, Acting Regional Parks and Open Space Director, explained 
this was review of an easement application from the Truckee Meadows Water Authority 
(TMWA) concerning Betsy Caughlin Donnelly Park. He said TMWA had requested a 
20-foot permanent easement to coincide with a 50-foot construction easement for the 
period of approximately three months. He indicated this item was heard by the Regional 
Parks and Open Space Commission during their October meeting, but was denied based 
on all the criteria not being met that was set forth in the policy. At the conclusion of the 
Parks Commission meeting and at the request of TMWA, Mr. Rogers said staff met to 
see if there could be a resolution and, as a result of that meeting, mitigation was offered 
by TMWA. He said staff was recommending Alignment One be accepted to include the 
cost of the easement, which was approximately $10,000, full restoration of the pasture 
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and the affected park land within the 20-foot and 50-foot easements and $150,000 in 
mitigation for this proposal.  
 
 Chris Struffert, TMWA Sr. Engineer, conducted a PowerPoint 
presentation, which was placed on file with the Clerk. The presentation included the 
background, options, steps taken and the requested action. He requested that the 
recommendation by staff be approved and the resolution be executed granting the 
easement, both permanent and temporary, for the installation of the pipeline. 
 
3:20 p.m.  Commissioner Humke left the meeting. 
 
 Chairman Larkin commented that the ratepayers of TMWA were paying 
for restoration of the impacted area and asked about the $150,000 mitigation. Mr. Rogers 
explained that the mitigation was set by precedence and was completed in the TMWA 
Rancho San Rafael pipeline where the cost alternative to go around Rancho San Rafael 
was approximately $350,000. He said the Board approved a $250,000 mitigation, which 
was used as a baseline for this item. He added that the money would be used to provide 
seasonal workers for all the parks within the system. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Jung and Humke absent, it was 
ordered that Agenda Item 25 be approved, executed and authorized. The Resolution for 
same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
12-1087 AGENDA ITEM 29 - TREASURER  
 
Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance delegating to the 
County Treasurer the duties of the Board of County Commissioners relating to the 
apportionment, combination or reapportionment of assessments in the County’s 
special assessment districts pursuant to NRS 271.425, and providing other matters 
related thereto. (All Commission Districts.)”  
 
  Nancy Parent, Chief Deputy Clerk, read the title for Bill No. 1684.  
 
  Bill No. 1684, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE DELEGATING TO THE 
COUNTY TREASURER THE DUTIES OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS RELATING TO THE APPORTIONMENT, COMBINATION 
OR REAPPORTIONMENT OF ASSESSMENTS IN THE COUNTY’S SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT DISTRICTS PURSUANT TO NRS 271.425, AND PROVIDING 
OTHER MATTERS RELATED THERETO,” was introduced by Commissioner 
Weber, and legal notice for final action of adoption was directed. 
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12-1088 AGENDA ITEM 31   
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible direction to staff regarding a proposal to 
work with other interested fire agencies to appoint a Citizen Blue Ribbon Committee 
to review and make recommendations for a regionalized fire and emergency response 
service for the residents of Washoe County. Requested by Commissioner Humke.” 
 
 Commissioner Weber read the following recommendations and comments 
from Commissioner Humke: 

• The biggest stakeholders were the citizens of Washoe County;  
• The recent ballot question regarding closest response was overwhelmingly 

approved by the voters;  
• The Blue Ribbon Committee should include wide representation of citizens from 

all areas of the County;  
• The scope of the Blue Ribbon Committee review should include a fact-based 

review, cost, response times and service levels; 
• A review of all models for operational structure and best practices; 
• A review of the various labor issues; 
• A review of regional fire emergency response governance models; 
• A review of the various legal issues and possible changes to the statutes, code and 

policies, including a review of past and current proposals for legislation; 
• The role of EMS in a regionalized fire and emergency response service;  
• Participation by all the local fire agencies in the County, but participation should 

be voluntary; 
• The Committee should be convened as soon as possible; and, 
• This Committee commit to an aggressive meeting schedule in order to report 

within two months of their first meeting to the Board, the Cities of Reno and 
Sparks, the Fire Districts and the District Board of Health.  
 

 Commissioner Breternitz supported the concept of reviewing the 
regionalization of fire services. He asked if there were specific guidelines for choosing 
the members of the Committee, or if the Fire Chiefs could begin the process of making 
recommendations on how to determine the technical aspects. 
 
 Chairman Larkin said there was similar action in September when the 
Board authorized the Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District’s (TMFPD) Chief Moore 
to meet with the other Chiefs. He said the other Chiefs were awaiting their respective 
body’s authorization allowing them to meet with Chief Moore and discuss this particular 
area. He agreed with the concept, but felt more information was needed and should 
revolve around some concepts of the governing body having discussions.  
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, noted that this concept had been introduced 
to the City Managers and that staff was prepared to implement whatever direction the 
Board chose. She said the notion was to have the Managers and Chiefs, as deemed 
appropriate, to meet and return with an identification of parameters. She said it was 
important to identify the number of appointees to the citizen committee from every 
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participating entity with no mandate with any agency that participated had to go by the 
recommendations of the Committee. She suggested the Board give direction for her to 
work with the Fire Chief and with the Managers from Reno and Sparks and any 
executives from other interested parties.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 Commissioner Weber agreed that the Manager should return with thoughts 
from the other entities and felt there should be some qualifications for the committee 
members. 
 
 Commissioner Weber moved to request the County Manager to work with 
the City Managers from Reno and Sparks and/or other entities to compile a scope of 
review for the Citizen Blue Ribbon Committee for a regionalized fire and emergency 
response service, and also bring recommendations to the Board on implementing the 
citizen structure with a possible timeline. She suggested this be presented during the next 
Board meeting. Commissioner Breternitz seconded the motion. 
 
 Ms. Simon suggested this be presented during a Commission meeting 
scheduled in January 2013. Commissioner Weber agreed as did the seconder. 
 
 The motion passed on a 3 to 0 vote with Commissioner Humke and Jung 
absent. 
 
12-1089 AGENDA ITEM 34 – MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Update and discussion on the 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. (All Commission 
Districts.)”  
 
 John Slaughter, Management Services Director, reported that staff was 
tracking approximately half of the 551 Bill Draft Requests (BDR’s) and had seen the 
Statement of Intent, but not the actual language. He said there had been some discussions 
in regard to BDR 270 related to county fire protection districts and were awaiting a 
review of the language for that BDR. Mr. Slaughter said discussion also occurred on 
BDR 360, which was related to the State Relinquishment of Roads and Streets. This BDR 
was being proposed by the Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT) who indicated 
they would put together a working group for this issue. He said December 10, 2012 was a 
deadline for incumbent Legislators and newly-elected Legislators to release their BDR’s. 
Mr. Slaughter indicated that staff was working on a date for a Legislative reception with 
the County’s delegation. 
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 Chairman Larkin inquired on the Consolidate Tax (C-Tax). Mr. Slaughter 
replied that the C-Tax BDR was being reviewed. He said the initial review showed the 
items the County stated as being important were contained, but staff would wait to see if 
any changes would be proposed during the session.  
 
 Chairman Larkin requested letters of congratulations be sent to the newly- 
elected Legislators.        
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
12-1090 AGENDA ITEM 35 - TREASURER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Update on Incline property tax refund process.” 
 
 The Board was given a written report by Tammi Davis, Washoe County 
Treasurer. 
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
12-1091 AGENDA ITEM 36 - MANAGER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Update on status of Shared Services efforts and possible direction 
to staff. (All Commission Districts.)”  
 
 Cory Cassazza, Chief Information Technology (IT) Manager, announced 
that the next meeting would be scheduled in January 2013 after the new Board and 
Council members would be appointed to the Shared Services Committee.    
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
12-1092 AGENDA ITEM 37 – REPORTS AND UPDATES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Reports/updates from County Commission members concerning 
various boards/commissions they may be a member of or liaison to.” 
 
 Commissioner Weber reported on a Community Forum meeting held in 
Verdi about a construction company wanting to build two, 135-foot wind turbines. She 
said the presentation was given by the company, which allowed an opportunity for the 
public to speak. After the meeting, the construction company realized that the community 
was not in favor of the wind turbines and pulled their permits for construction. 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz announced that the Tahoe Regional Planning 
Agency (TRPA) would meet on November 14th and 15th and hoped to vote soon on the 
Regional Plan update.   
 
 Chairman Larkin announced that the Regional Transportation Commission 
(RTC) had completed the Moana extension. He said the contracts for the Southeast 
Connector would be placed on the RTC’s next agenda.  
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12-1093 AGENDA ITEM 40 – 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.” 
 
 Cathy Brandhorst addressed the Board. 
 
12-1094 AGENDA ITEM 38 – 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.” 
 
3:50 p.m.  On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 

Weber, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Humke and Jung 
absent, it was ordered that the meeting recess to a closed session for the 
purpose of discussing negotiations with Employee Organizations per NRS 
288.220. It was noted that the meeting would adjourn from the closed 
session. 

 
COMMUNICATIONS 

 
The following communications and reports were received, duly noted, and 

ordered placed on file with the Clerk:  
 
12-1095 Fully executed Contract No. 3514, Project No. SPI-080-1(070), I-80 

Multiple Locations, Washoe County, Contractor: Q&D Construction, Inc. 
 
12-1096 Fully executed Grant, Bargain and Sale Deed, Recorded Document No. 

3371837, for Yolanda Gallardo Calhoun. 
 
  ANNUAL FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
 
12-1097 Washoe County School District’s Annual Fiscal Report for Year Ending 

June 30, 2012 
 
12-1098 Gerlach General Improvement District Annual Fiscal Report for Year 

Ending June 30, 2012. 
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 * * * * * * * * * * 
 
 
 
      _____________________________ 
      ROBERT M. LARKIN, Chairman 
      Washoe County Commission 
ATTEST:  
 
 
 
__________________________ 
AMY HARVEY, County Clerk and 
Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners 
 
Minutes Prepared by: 
Stacy Gonzales, Deputy County Clerk  
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