BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA

TUESDAY 10:00 A.M. April 28, 2015

PRESENT:
Marsha Berkbigler, Chair
Kitty Jung, Vice Chair
Vaughn Hartung, Commissioner
Jeanne Herman, Commissioner
Bob Lucey, Commissioner

Nancy Parent, County Clerk
John Slaughter, County Manager
Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel

regular session in the Commission Chambers of the Washoe County Admlmstratlon
Complex, 1001 East Ninth Street, Reno, Nevada. Follo’wmg the Pledge of Allegiance to
the flag of our Country, which was led by a student of Reno High School, the Clerk
called the roll and the Board conducted the following business:

150317  AGENDA ITEM 3 - PUBLIC COMMENT

Agenda Subject: “Public Comment. Commént heard under this item will be limited
to three minutes per person and may pertain to matters both on and off the
Commission agenda. The C{)mmlssmn will also hear public comment during
individual action items, with comment limited to three minutes per person.
Comments are to be made 10 the Commission as a whole.”

Eddie LOrt&n Sub‘mitted a letter, which was placed on file with the Clerk.
He complained the newspaper reported the settlement agreement with the ballpark was a
done deal before the, public meeting had taken place and he believed the settlement would
be a losing propesition for the County. He claimed some of the Commissioners lobbied
for the agreemétﬁ’t and he felt those Board members should abstain from voting for ethical
reasons. He saxd he had proof that the “begging billionaire” owed the County $2.7 million
n¢ back taxes and the settlement agreement would set a precedence that no one would
have® tgﬁpay their taxes on time or pay penalties if they were late.

Otilia Krapff said most AAA ballparks on the Pacific Coast Baseball
League did not pay property taxes because the stadiums were owned by the City, County
or State. She stated that was not the case in Reno because the developer owned the land
beneath the stadium, while the Reno Redevelopment Agency owned the stadium itself.
She said the lawyers representing the ballpark were trying to find legal mechanisms to
make the ballpark tax exempt and she wondered if the County considered transferring the
land to the City, the County or to the Reno-Sparks Convention and Visitors Authority

A-4/i5)15
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(RSCVA). She suggested the County develop a non-taxable use agreement so the
developer could use the stadium or alternatively close the ballpark down. She expressed
her frustration with the Board.

Brigid “Anne” Buckley asked the Board to restore funding to parks and
open spaces. She said the Parks Department budget was cut from $9 million to less than
$3 million in 2008 and had not been restored since that time. She talked about the rise in
the number of park visitors and said, even though Park staff managed to keep the system
functioning, there were many issues that needed attention. She said the County’s decision
to place culture and recreation low on their priority list did not reflect public :
and she thought parks and open spaces were a large part of community heal
provided a copy of her statement, which was placed on file with the Clerk.

Garth Elliott talked about the Sun Valley Citizens Adv s%

He said the CAB contributed to projects, such as improvements to Stn ’ﬁlley Boulevard
and to efforts to bring businesses into the County. He said ,Sfﬁ%%lley had 25,000
residents and it was unconscionable that they no longer had 1’ﬁ¢y ﬁfunc‘uomng CAB to
represent them. %

Paul Jackson spoke about the ballpark rssue. He said he understood the
Board had a difficult decision to make, but he ‘Eﬁaught the County was in a position of
strength. He said any sports franchise would wamt ft} locate in Reno because companies
like Tesla were coming to the area. He said 1@@6 {%unty made the decision to waive the
penalties for delinquent taxes they shouldf‘r‘é*@ume the ballpark developer to pay the back
taxes up front rather than over a foufw%eép/perlod He said the settlement agreement

5 g Electrlc Sign Company (YESCO), encouraged the
eAlraft amendment to the Development Code concerning signs
sunty staff did an amazing job researching the matter and
rong and viable proposal.

Karen Munson
Board to vote in favor of th.
on larger properties. She s
she thought they bxougglt%
B /*% *%»/
Alé‘%’,yﬁodley, City of Reno Code Enforcement Manager, said he wanted
to thank andsgckpewledge Shyanne Schull, Director Regional Animal Services, and
Bobby Smlﬁ&,\A‘mmal Control Supervisor, for being responsive and receptive to concerns
and gg:gofnmenﬂatlons He said he appreciated their hard work.

2

*4; Eugene Hoover, President Silver State Couriers, said he was unhappy
about the newspaper article regarding the ballpark situation. He asked the Board to delay
making a decision on the matter to give the public an opportunity to speak out about how
they felt about it.

Nathan Daniel, Executive Director of Truckee Meadows Parks
Foundation, said well-maintained parks increased property values, provided opportunities
for economic development, and provided places for people to get outside and experience
the physical and mental health benefits of being outdoors. He said the reduction in the
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Parks Department’s budget resulted in deferred maintenance issues and created an
untenable situation. He hoped the Board would remember that parks were a valuable
asset to the community when considering the budget for the upcoming year.

Sam Dehne spoke about the Discovery Museum, Tesla, the Reno Gazette
Journal, the County Manager, the tearing down of a fire station, and the ballpark issue.

Carole Fineberg said the settlement deal with the ballpark owners was
worked out too quickly. She asked the Board to delay their vote on the matter to allow for

Ordinance and said she was afraid the changes would make Reno look mOre
Vegas. She urged the Board to vote no on the sign Ordinance. ‘

15-0318 AGENDA ITEM 4 — ANNOUNCEMENTS

Agenda Subject: “Commissioners’/Manager’s annoum;ements; reports/updates
from County Commission members concerning vamug Boards/commlsswns they
may be a member of or liaison to Requests for mformatlon, toplcs for future

place on this item.)”

John Slaughter, CountyM@n@ger reminded the Board that the concurrent
meeting with the Cities of Reno and %&r}{s and the Washoe County School District was
scheduled for May 4th at 8:30+ said staff requested the removal of Agenda Item 9
because they were waltlng for&additional information from the Bureau of Land
Management. #

Commis: 1&%r Martung requested a report regarding repayment from
Intermountain %@te%swpply, LTD. He said he asked Kevin Schiller, Assistant County
Manager, for a ys@‘lon about Alzheimers because he thought there was potential to
provide mor%pims to the community.

Commlsswner Herman mentioned a bill that was being considered in the
Laglsrﬁturé’-‘regardmg an annual 3 percent raise for County elected officials. She said the
bill’$ianguage included an opt-out clause and she would choose that option. She thought
the money could be better spent to fund the startup of some of the Citizen Advisory
Boards (CABs). She requested a presentation from Demar Dahl, American Lands
Council, to be scheduled for the May 12th meeting.

Commissioner Jung reported she attended the Western Nevada
Development District meeting in Fernley and said they were looking to develop a new
program. She said the Community Advantage Program would allow small business
associations to become non-bank micro-lenders to startup businesses. She explained the
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program would base loan qualifications on density and income and would include some
areas of Washoe County.

Commissioner Jung stated she wanted to see a quarterly report showing
the number of times the Regional Emergency Medical Services Authority (REMSA) ran
out of ambulances and for how long. She also requested a flow chart showing 911
dispatch calls and how they were routed. She was concerned that the Truckee Meadows
Fire Protection District (TMFPD) and the Sierra Fire Protection District (SFPD) were not
notified about medical calls that were in REMSA’s “best effort” areas. She fel% it was
important to ensure the notifications would be automatic because firefighters Were‘%;}(ely
to get to the scene faster in those areas. 4

Commissioner Jung said she heard complaints about t 'Q? lic Safety
Answering Points (PSAPs) in south Washoe Valley. She said there W c&i&fusmn about
where calls were coming from and who should respond to them. Sh:p said, even though
she had been told the problem was corrected, she thought the sys’eé%ﬁ* sfi‘()uld be randomly
tested to ensure the issue had been resolved. \ -

Commissioner Jung said she wanted t¢ Ve, ohcy discussion about
which governmental meetings were televised and whlcl‘g ones were not. She thought the
County could offer the use of its facilities to Basure the meetings of other important
Boards and Commissions were televised for the §a v0f transparency. She suggested the
Board discuss the issue at their next concurreﬁ%m%@ﬁng with the Cities.

/’

Commissioner Lucey requ@,sf@d an update on the status of the forensics lab
audit and said he wanted to see t ygur{gnt:‘agreement between the County and the City of
Reno. He asked Truckee M ‘;osé*s"'%lre Protection District (TMFPD) Chief Charles
Moore to provide a status updaté’g “Senate Bill 185 (SB185) regarding mutual aid. He
said he learned part of hlS»leStrlCt was considered a food desert during the Healthier

Communities Forum and hiew gridered what the County could do to address the problem.

s%?;@ner Jung explained food deserts were very dense areas where
residents had hm“ffég and unhealthy food options. She asked staff to look at what other
Counties haq,@omﬁo incentivize business owners to open grocery stores in food desert

£

{‘f <
arcas. /
m%w

@ _? ‘%& Commissioner Hartung said Amazon opened a new facility at 8000 North
Virgtgia and he was amazed at how organized it was. He said he looked forward to a long
and p osperous relationship with them.

Chair Berkbigler said she agreed with some of the earlier comments made
about the Parks Department budget. She asked staff to review the potential of using the
greywater from medical marijuana facilities to water park lawns because it would save
the County water and money.
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In response to the earlier comments regarding the ballpark issue, Chair
Berkbigler stated the Board was not making a quick decision because the matter had been
under consideration for years. She said the deal was not what the ballpark owners wanted,
but it was what was best for the County.

Chair Berkbigeler said she did not think the legislation regarding elected
officials salaries had been passed, but she wanted staff to provide an update to the Board
if it did.

=y

Commissioner Lucey stated many of his constituents were upset abéim the

location of a medical marijuana dispensary so he wanted staff to provide an up,ﬁ%%g with
clear and concise details about what the County’s role was. PR

s
%‘E‘x‘ﬁ

** Later in the meeting, Commissioner Hartung talke % boﬁt the recent
internet outage and wondered if the Technology Services Departméiit could offer
suggestions to manage that type of situation in the future. Con}zﬁﬁsléﬁer Jung said she
asked the District Health Officer to look into the issue as well aggf” s,he thought the County
might consider sending staff home during such an event Sh@ stéted‘ﬁt would be good to
have some contingency plans. L& %

15-0319 AGENDA ITEM 5A %5’
9.\ Hy
Agenda Subject: “Approve minutes ﬂgg @;’f’hoard of County Commission meetings
February 24, 2015, and March 133 ZQJS
/“&: XK X}k '
There was no pub%,; comment on this item.

y

On motion b % ,mmlsswner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,
which motion duly carr;% oﬁs ordered that Agenda Item 5A be approved.

- ‘ffr
15-0320 A@%A ITEM 5B

5;;/

Agenda Sugiec"&z “Cancel May 26, 2015 County Commission meeting.”

{\;}1
"%@" %,
A 45 o There was no public comment on this item.
%

~ On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,
Wthh motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5B be approved.

15-0321 AGENDA ITEM 5C - ASSESSOR

Agenda Subject: “Approve roll change requests, pursuant to NRS 361.768 and NRS
361.765, for errors discovered for the 2012/2013, 2013/2014, 2014/2015 secured tax
roll and authorize Chairman to execute the changes described in Exhibit A and
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direct the Washoe County Treasurer to correct the error(s). [cumulative amount of
decrease $16,813.49]. (All Commission Districts)”

There was no public comment on this item.

On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5C be approved, authorized
and directed.

15-0322 AGENDA ITEM 5D - COMPTROLLER

Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge Receipt of the Interim Financial Repo/%fgr Washoe
County Governmental Funds for the nine months Ended Maym%, 2015 -
Unaudited. (All Commission Districts)” ‘.

%

- ¢
&f %mv’
. . . L, »4,?%/
There was no public comment on this item. P

A, g
. .. il G Wy .
On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded mﬁCo‘?ﬁmlssmner Hartung,

which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda %@g@ép% acknowledged.
e

15-0323 AGENDA ITEM 5E — DISTRICE.A TT%RNEY

b

Agenda Subject: “Approve payments totaling $8,618.06 to vendors for assistance of
33 victims of sexual assault and autﬁé%e‘"yComptroller to process same. NRS
217.310 requires payment by the (Z()‘iig”f:y‘ of total initial medical care of victims,
regardless of cost, and of follow: u@gﬁeatment costs of up to $1,000 for victims,
victim’s spouses and other eligibk @rsons. (All Commission Districts)”

There was Q@*‘%ublidiimment on this item.

oy

Onmo&?ﬁ%‘%y@émmissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,
which motion ﬁxg}f%a%ied, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5E be approved and
authorized. § %@ ¥
P gt

5

15-0324 %%A@ENDA ITEM SF — HUMAN RESOURCES

ect: “Approve the reclassification request of a Recording Supervisor,

srade K, to a Deputy County Recorder, pay grade G (County Recorder) as
evaluated by the Job Evaluation Committee. Net annual cost savings is estimated at
$16,695. (All Commission Districts)”

There was no public comment on this item.

On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5F be approved.
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15-0325 AGENDA ITEM 5G - SENIOR SERVICES

Agenda Subject: “Authorize the Department of Senior Services to begin negotiations
with Catholic Charities of Northern Nevada for the operations of the Department’s
Senior Nutrition Programs, including congregate and “Meals on Wheels” services,
in order to implement national best practices and leverage the capacity of a non-
profit nutrition services agency. (All Commission Districts)”

citizens understood how many more meals would be prov1ded

Grady Tarbutton, Senior Services Director, said his depa,;;; '%%ﬁf& had been
working toward the expansion of the nutrition program for a long tlng% é& talked about
the successful fundraising efforts of Loaves and Fishes and said the (%Qﬂnty hoped to
replicate that effort by reaching out to a number of non-profit a ef%rpsé He said Catholic
Charities was the party most interested in addressing the neeg»/,gn he State was pleased
the County had chosen a qualified provider to assist them 1nf§@1ng  work.

T

Kevin Schiller, Assistant County Mana%er statéii the Seniors and Pets
Program would be part of the negotiations ";‘g;th Catholic Charities. He said the
public/private relationship would help the Cmglgy %et the goal of keeping up with the
rising population of seniors and he would%@ é@’ﬁllng back to the Board with more
information as things progressed.

Commissioner H /amgn
served to seniors. Mr. Tarbuttofige ‘f@i the program was currently serving approximately
335,000 meals per year and the conservative expectation was that they could add another
50,000 to 70,000 meals. : !

On the ;;;Za r%pzé‘i)hc comment, Sam Dehne said Valley Services had been
operating the M: ls’a@;p ’W eels program for $775,000 a year for the last three years. He
said he was supf)&gl\% of the move to Catholic Charities, but he wondered how the
County was g@%@w pay them for their services.

/@:/y, } %n motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,

o i#®n duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5G be authorized.

15-0326 AGENDA ITEM 5H1 - HEALTH

Agenda Subject: “Approve amendments totaling an increase of [$14,955 in both
revenue and expense| to the FY15 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
(CDC) Sexually Transmitted Disease (STD) Federal Grant Program, IO 10014; and
if approved direct Comptroller’s Office to make the appropriate budget
adjustments. (All Commission Districts)”
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On the call for public comment, Cathy Brandhorst spoke about items of
concern to herself.

On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5H1 be approved and

directed.

15-0327 AGENDA ITEM SH2 - HEALTH

Agenda Subject: “Approve amendments totaling an increase of [$12,742 1
revenue and expense] to the FY15 Centers for Disease Control and Pg'e{ e
(CDC) Immunization Federal Grant Program, 10 10029; and if approve(i divéct the
Comptroller’s office to make the appropriate budget adjustments. (A, K %nmlssmn
Districts)” L h G
%w B
There was no public comment on this item. ,,z»:% k4
o, }

On motion by Commissioner Jung, secondeﬁ@y ﬁo%ﬁmlsswner Hartung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Ag '{ f{ye?’%, 5H2 be approved and
directed. ¥

15-0328 AGENDA ITEM 5SH3 - HEALT

Agenda Subject: “Approve amendmerﬁs"ﬁo%lmg an increase of [$11,867 in both
revenue and expense] to the FYIS/’@QMHS for Disease Control and Prevention
(CDC) Tuberculosis (TB) Fedepa%,G%;)}l} Program, 10 10016; and if approved direct
the Comptroller’s office to: “‘ff& the appropriate budget adjustments. (All
Commission Districts)”

On, rri*@% by Commlssmner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,
which motion du)%’%%(; tried, it was ordered that Agenda Item SH3 be approved and
directed. ,«%%W

9?’% G

; ‘&AGENDA ITEM 511 - SHERIFF

: “Approve acceptance of the 2015 US Dept. of Justice, Drug
Enforcement Administration (DEA) Domestic Cannabis Eradication Suppression
Program funding [$4,000, no County match required] to be used for overtime and
other expenses associated with domestic cannabis eradication for the retroactive
grant period of 1/1/15 through 12/31/15, and direct Comptroller’s Office 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 Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 5I1 be approved and
directed.

15-0330 AGENDA ITEM 512 - SHERIFF

Agenda Subject: “Approve Amendment #2 to the Interlocal Contract between
Public Agencies: Washoe County on behalf of Washoe County Sheriff’s Office
Forensic Science Division and the State of Nevada of behalf of the Control Board for
Forensic Services for the extended term of July 1, 2015 through June 30, 201%w1th
an income of [$1,500 plus any requested crime scene seryides = at
$250/investigator/hour] for each Fiscal Year 2016 and 2017. (All‘égnﬁﬁlssmn
Districts)”

There was no public comment on this item. %, e

On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded %@,@mmlsmoner Hartung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Hem? 512" be approved. The
Interlocal Contract for same is attached hereto and mad{é* {.the minutes thereof.

¢ A

150331  AGENDA ITEM 5I3 - SHERIFf%:, ~ *

Agenda Subject: “Approve acceptance oﬁ,ZM State of Nevada Department of
Public Safety, Office of Traffic Safety fgﬁﬂ % [$3,050, 20% in-kind match required,
$610] to be used to purchase data wﬁgd‘mm equipment in traffic accidents for the
retroactive grant period of 3/5&1»5 thg%ugh 9/30/15, and direct Comptroller’s Office
to make the necessary budget ments. (All Commission Districts)”

%ys@“émmlssmner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,

which motion ehg]ly%a'ed it was ordered that Agenda Item S5I3 be approved and

e
directed. s ’;’%&j%
x?

P, {"’%'W

. %, AGENDA ITEM 514 - SHERIFF
ki

: “Approve the Interlocal Agreement — RAVEN Fire Training,
toring and Suppression Personnel and Equipment between the County of
Washoe on behalf of the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office, Truckee Meadows Fire
Protection District and North Lake Tahoe Fire Protection District [$65,000 and
$10,000 respectively], to commence April 28, 2015 through June 30, 2016, for the
provision, when requested of a helicopter or other aircraft and personnel and
approve reimbursement for services rendered throughout the year by the Washoe
County Sheriff’s Office to be paid in accordance with the Interlocal Agreement to
the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office Regional Aviation Unit (RAVEN), and if
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approved, authorize Comptroller’s Office to make the necessary budget
adjustments. (All Commission Districts)”

There was no public comment on this item.

On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 514 be approved and
authorized. The Interlocal Agreement for same is attached hereto and made a part of the
minutes thereof. 2

150333  AGENDA ITEM 5I5 - SHERIFF ¥

Agenda Subject: “Approve an Interlocal Agreement between Trugﬁéé"g%l\/leadows
Fire Protection District and Washoe County, on behalf of thge ’W%%hoe County
Sheriff’s Office, for the testing and training connected to Self-Ganta‘fﬁed Breathing
Apparatus Equipment [at a cost not to exceed $63 per hour l;édmiﬂencmg April 21,

2015, and expiring April 20, 2018. (All Commission Dlstn%

There was no public comment on this itefi:s,

On motion by Commissioner Jun%’%secoﬂﬁed by Commissioner Hartung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered th%t %genda Item 515 be approved. The
Interlocal Agreement for same is attached her@ip affd made a part of the minutes thereof.

»@% 2

BLOCK VOTE -6, 7, 8@@9 11

%

%, J

sy %y
15-0334 AGENDA ITE@}G OMMUNITY SERVICES

Agenda Subject: “Recomm%ndaﬁon to award a bid and approve the Agreement to

the lowest responsive, e%p nsible bidder for the Wilbur May D. Museum Garden

Room Retrofit proj c‘@:m‘ﬁ’ent upon funding from the Wilbur May Foundation,

recommended [ﬁglf@oﬁﬂstructmn, Inc., $297,894]. (Commission District 3)”

/@m@%ﬂxme was no public comment on this item.

o7 ,«"‘ *On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,
otfon duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 6 be awarded and approved.

15-0335 AGENDA ITEM 7 - COMMUNITY SERVICES

Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award a bid and approve the Agreement
Form to the lowest responsive, responsible bidder for the 2015/2016 Slurry Seal of
Selected Streets in Washoe County, Nevada PWP-WA-2015-131 project
recommended [Sierra Nevada Construction, Inc., $1,534,020]. (Commission Districts
1,2,4 & 5)”
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There was no public comment on this item.

On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7 be awarded.

15-0336 AGENDA ITEM 8 - COMMUNITY SERVICES

Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible approval of a State of Nevada Importer
and Wholesale Dealer of Wine, Liquor and Beer License for Devlon Mooxe, dba
Crooked Wine Company, LL.C, and if approved, authorize each Commissio% to
sign the State of Nevada Application for License for Importer and Wholes
of Wine, Liquor, and Beer with direction for the County Clerk to attest ‘«th
application. (Commission District 3)” sy

There was no public comment on this item. <
N «fzsr
On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded hyy @@mmlssmner Hartung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8 be ﬁfaproved authorized
and directed. s,

15-0337 AGENDA ITEM 11 - COMMUJNETY SERVICES

Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to adapt a 'ﬁesolutlon and Decision of Intent to
Amend Sublease Agreement declaring W%g;lﬁe County’s intent to amend a sublease
for a portion of the Sierra View L%m%y" space, located at 4001 South Virginia
Street, to amend the monthly%t%&%ero dollars per square foot as authorized
within NRS 244.2835; and othgr-miitters properly related thereto; and if approved,
direct the County Clerk to providé public notice of the Resolution and Decision of
Intent to Amend Sublease-Agreement to be scheduled for May 12, 2015 to allow for
public comment. (Comf%)%ﬁs'_ (District 2)”
B %& '%%x L
%ré@va"é’mo public comment on this item.

@/Oﬁmiotlon by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,
which mog,lﬁ‘a dt‘ﬁy carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 11 be adopted and directed.
The B.@sg}utrpn for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof.

¥ e

15-&8 AGENDA ITEM 10 - COMMUNITY SERVICES

Agenda Subject: “Discussion of pending draft amendments to Washoe County
Development Code, chapter 110, Article 500, and related provisions dealing with
certain potentially larger and/or illuminated signs that would be known under the
proposed amendments as Regional Recreation Travel and Tourism (RRTT) signs,
and possible direction to staff on whether to take additional steps regarding RRTT
signs, including whether staff should recommend removal of or changes to the
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provisions for that category of sign in the proposed amendments. (All Commission
Districts)”

Nancy Parent, County Clerk, said the Manager’s Office submitted some
documents which contained citizen responses and comments regarding this agenda item.
The documents were placed on file and she passed copies out to the Board members.

Trevor Lloyd, Senior Planner, conducted a PowerPoint presentation
regarding draft language to the Sign Code as it pertained to Regional, Recr%tlonal
Travel, and Tourism (RRTT) signs, which was placed on file with the Clerk. He
language had been drafted to accommodate certain types of signs in the umn@
County and he wanted to bring it to the Board to see if they were on the rLgﬁl track. He
said RRTT signs were defined as those used for large-scale lodging or e{r}&;er%ﬁment uses
such as unlimited gaming, large destination resorts, and outdoor entegtainment venues.
He said the term “large” was intentionally left undefined to allow the: % to determine
the appropriateness of a sign when presented with an appllcatlog&%f&@ ecial Use Permit
(SUP). He stated the scope and location of the RRTT signs, I’ﬂg/i)e limited and staff
had developed a list of findings for approval, which were ﬁ@;e ¥ in‘the presentation. He

said, based on the criteria, the number of acceptable locatiens weuld be extremely limited
and staff had identified only three potential locations forithe signs.
g ¥
e

Mr. Lloyd said Scenic Nevada e)ég)reed a number of concerns about the
proposed changes to the Sign Code and ther@;ga%’géen an assertion that the County was
establishing an exception for one speC}Qf‘ %y?@peﬂy owner. He said the claim was
unfounded since the County identified thz@éposmble locations for the signs; however, he
recognized the potential for an exe tr@n smce RRTT signs could be placed on properties
immediately adjacent to a subjet -

Mr. Lloyd saidl there were questions as to whether RRTT signs would be
used as billboards and h ot believe that would be the case. He explained the draft
Code language 1de,nt1ﬁ§ Iboards” as those that were in the current inventory, which
included 33 sig ma@xe %mmcorporated County. He explained the Board would have the
ability to place; C(’!%ﬁfflons on RRTT signs such as location, size, height, and even
duration for (j,i@l%&igns but no such conditions could be placed on billboards.

4, A

;/ﬁ? %Mr Lloyd said there were questions as to whether the placement of RRTT
d expose the County to the risk of a legal challenge. He said it was unclear
r or not that could happen, but he believed the draft Code language was legally
defensible and complied with Nevada Revised Statutes (NRS). He said staft was looking
for Board direction and he pointed out the list of options on page nine of the presentation.
He said if the Board chose option three it would allow staff to provide a better definition
for “billboard” and establish size criteria. He thought staff had written a very good draft
of the Code and he hoped to move forward with it.

Commissioner Lucey expressed concerns about the lack of definition for
the term “large-scale”. He understood the term was intentionally left undefined to allow
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the Board some flexibility; however, he wondered if it might be too vague. He asked if
there was a legal opinion on the matter. Mr. Lloyd stated former Deputy District Attorney
Greg Salter had been very involved in the process and was comfortable with the
language, but he did not know if current legal counsel shared that opinion. Commissioner
Lucey wondered if limiting the size of an RRTT sign would be an issue and stated he felt
the signs should not exceed the industry standard for billboard signs.

Commissioner Hartung noted two of the approved locations were in
District Four, but he could not tell where the other location was. Mr. Lloydzreplied
location one was in the area of the Bordertown Casino and consisted of two pasgels.
Commissioner Hartung said the Tahoe-Reno Industrial Center (TRIC) had a l;ax?'g@ ﬁgn
along Interstate 80 (I-80) and he wondered if Storey County had different’ Sléﬁ’ Code
regulations. Mr. Lloyd said he did not know, but he could look into i ‘C8mmissioner
Hartung commented he did not feel the floodgates were being open 1n’%e the zoning
and location requirements were very specific. -

Commissioner Herman said she viewed swgek as a business and
economic development demand and she thought certain area&gf the €ounty needed more
signs.

Commissioner Jung asked what’ ‘%%rge sé‘ale meant in reference to the
definition of RRTT. Mr. Lloyd said it was mt%tl%ally left undefined, but staff could
define it if so directed. Commissioner Jung a@kgﬂ%ow he identified the three quahﬁed
areas and Mr. Lloyd said they were 1dent1@“’“‘
were limited to areas that were zoned fwg@gfmted gaming, outdoor recreatlon and large
destination resorts. i

Commissioner Jurf%&ﬂ a lot of correspondence had been received in
regards to the issue and on/ex%f the concerns that caught her attention was the mention of
an Initiative that was led By Seenic Nevada and passed by voters. She wondered if Mr.
Lloyd knew about 1t%”1\)fﬁg«$, leyd stated he was not aware of it. Commissioner Jung
thought perhapssgorfigotie could provide information about it during public comment so
staff could verify it She said she could not make any recommendations until she saw that
information. B;lw&ntney, Planmng and Development Director, stated there were some
1nd1v1duals»ﬁ‘0rﬁ/ Scenic Nevada in attendance and he thought they might be able to
addrggs ihe qe festion. Commissioner Hartung thought the question should be posed to
u%ﬁgl He stated the Initiative might have pertained to the Cities or the State and

Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, stated he was unaware of the Initiative and
suggested obtaining the information from the representatives of Scenic Nevada.

On the call for public comment, Dave Kladney said he served ten years as
Chair of the Mount Rose Citizens Advisory Board (CAB) when the Mount Rose Corridor
was developed. He said after two new Commissioners joined the Board in early 2000,
five properties in the area were rezoned for commercial use and continued to be
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undeveloped to this day. He said he pointed that out because the same sort of thing could
happen with the new sign Ordinance. He thought every business should have the right to
have signs on their premises but the distinction between on and off-premise signs had to
be maintained. He said the new signs would essentially be billboards because the County
could not control the content. He thought the new sign Ordinance would not serve the
public, was bad public policy, and would not benefit economic development.

John Hara said he served as an Alternate on the Sign Code Working
Group (Group). He said one of the Board’s directives was to prevent the acceleg%‘;ion of
billboards and to prevent digital billboards altogether. He said the Group worked%’% 13
months to develop one of the strongest Sign Codes in the region and he thoughts - Was
peculiar that the County was compromising to allow digital billboards. He "{Sai&ﬁgcenic
Nevada was merely attempting to point out there could be some unintenq%fgfﬁi%sequences
and the loop holes in the draft Ordinance needed to be closed. Hej stated economic
development was not driven by signs. L

. EV%% ‘2%%’

Janice Flanagan said she was concerned @b&ﬁ@ﬁe proliferation of
billboards. She said the idea of changing the definition of a%illﬁba%ﬁ’ was ludicrous. She
suggested businesses put featured attractions on exit sf?gﬁ&%sté‘ad so people would know
what was available to them as they exited freewa{'fgff She ‘said on-site signs were
appropriate and off-site signs should be prohibifé d, She %irged the Board to vote against
the proposed change. s

el
s
:

Cathy Brandhorst spoke abg{i&%éﬁs

sy |

Lori Wray, Sceniy@pv%gq%;?provided a handout, which was placed on file

with the Clerk. She said she ap}%gg t4ted the County’s long standing policy of strong sign
control. She claimed the draft (ﬁ% 4nce would essentially allow billboards due to the
unintended consequence of.eliminating the distinction between on and off-premise signs.
She stated the draft languwaﬁgeé ’Elld also provide one particular property owner the ability
to install a digital@il%ﬁ%%@a whiich she thought was a violation of State law and ethical
standards. She said he knew that Norm Dianda, owner of Wild West Motorsports Park
(Park), intendedg%% & the digital billboard as an income stream rather than to direct
people to his.xefiue: She urged the Board to reinstate the definition of a billboard and to

eliminate th&;RRAT sign category altogether.

PR e
T iy
A ’v»;.,»

é@g} % Mark Wray, Attorney for Scenic Nevada, said Scenic Nevada was formed
aroutig._an Initiative to ban the construction of new billboards. He said billboard
companies brought a lawsuit against the City of Reno to keep the Initiative off the ballot;
however, the Nevada Supreme Court decided it was a valid act of legislative policy. He
said 57 percent of Reno citizens voted in favor of the Initiative to ban all billboards.

Mr. Wray said he participated in the Group and stated the County’s new
exception to allow billboards was known as the “Dianda exemption”. He stated the
exemption would only apply to one property, which was the Wild West Motorsports
Park, and allow the owner to construct a billboard to create a revenue stream. He stated
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the Nevada State Law defined a billboard as an outdoor advertising structure and he
thought it would allow companies like Yesco to make an argument for their billboards as
well. He urged the Board to remove the exemption and not allow billboards.

Karen Munson, Yesco, stated she was appearing on behalf of the business
owners in the community. She said County staff dedicated an immense amount of time
on the draft language in order to ensure there would not be billboards everywhere and to
define what an electronic message center was. She said the County was in a period of
economic growth and she thought large-scale entertainment venues would bring pg;ople to
the area and increase taxable revenues.

Cliff Low stated his support of Scenic Nevada. He said he was, ccfm’%emed
about economic development, but he thought it was the County’s scenic lgﬁi‘t%that set it
apart. He stated his concern that the Code amendment for RRTT 51§n§ w%uld narrowly
affect certain parties and he thought it could result in unintended coﬁé@qﬁ@ﬁces He asked
the Board to take that into consideration.

Commissioner Jung said she wanted to th - the” difference of the
definition of a billboard before and after the propose@i??%lg%.« She stated there were
claims that staff had done some legal gymnastics to make an “exception and she wanted to
be clear that staff was complying with the Board% direction. She said she was compelled
to choose staff’s proposal (option two) to rem@vé’%@ll the RRTT provisions from the
proposed Code because she thought the fact at% County had the strictest Sign Code
was a selling point. She stated that 75 percéiit.of*the voters in her District were in the City
of Reno and since the majority of thep %‘red the Citizen’s Initiative, she would side
with her constituency. She statﬁmconcems about existing signage at the Wild West
Motorsports Park because thep&wefémo signs to help people find their way back to the
freeway. %

Comm1ss1pmr;_# rtung said Mr. Dianda put millions of dollars into the
Wild West Motogspe s%@ankf which he thought was a great driver of economic
development and, ak s%et to the community. He stated there were no residences nor
scenic byways nﬁ’a&f@%’ FPark so he could not see a reason to tell Mr. Dianda he could not
have a sign e, g@ygle people to and from the Park. He said he was not asking for the
floodgates t&% pened, but for a methodology to allow the Board the ability to review
eve%@}ap;)ﬁcatlon He thought the consequences would include bringing more people into
the%@on%d he saw the changes to the Sign Ordinance as beneficial.

Commissioner Herman said she thought the County might need to bend a
little to support economic development.

Commissioner Berkbigler said it was a difficult issue. She said she
understood the economic development aspect of it, but she was concerned about who
would make the decision as to whether a business was “large-scale”. She said she
appreciated the work that Mr. Lloyd and his staff had done and understood the effort they
made to create a more flexible Code, but she thought it needed more guidelines and
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clarification. She said she agreed with Commissioner Hartung’s position from an
economic development perspective, but she also agreed with Commissioner Jung’s
statements and thought it was a badge of honor that the County had one of the toughest
Codes in the State.

On motion by Commissioner Lucey, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Jung voting “no”, it was ordered that the
discussion be suspended pending draft amendments in regard to the definition of “large-
scale” and “billboards” for the Board’s consideration at a later date.

15-0339 AGENDA ITEM 12 — DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible action on settlement agreem %ﬁst between
Washoe County and Nevada Land, LLC which resolves legal gl%f;s regarding
property taxes for Aces Ballpark parcels (including lawsuits), p “for the terms
of the payment of past property taxes, provides for contrlbgfm of county share of
future baseball stadium parcel property tax proceeds for:g o*imnunlty benefit and,
providing for the release and waiver of certain claims r’éjatmg {?0 baseball stadium
property taxes and other matters properly relating f'ﬁ%rg,tg, Y

Nancy Parent, County Clerk, nd’teg she ’Was provided with a copy of a
comment from the County’s online request trac}glx(ey Wtem and it was placed on file.

o’@é

Paul Lipprelli, Legal Courgse% sfated the subject of the baseball stadium
property taxes had a long history and/t»h@;ewere some other related matters that would
affect the Board’s discussion abeu@h%gposed settlement agreement. He said the terms
of the settlement were outlined4 staff report along with background information. He
explained that for purposes of scussion, he would refer to the taxpayer, Nevada
Land, LLC and its afﬁhate,sg%s “Baseball” and he proceeded to review the bullet points
outlining the settlement agreemeént on page four of the staff report.

s 4,

1\% }%%pgrelh said the agreement was approved by Baseball, signed by
Herbert Simon, Ménagér Nevada Land, LLC, and was available for the Board to approve
if it wished ge@e*@w He said the proposed settlement contemplated the first payment of
$486, 000 to%e ‘i‘ﬂade upon approval of the agreement and it was his understanding that
Bas lel Was prepared to deliver that payment immediately.

"‘»‘c\ St

& Commissioner Hartung said some assertions had been made that the
settlement happened overnight, but negotiations had been going on for a long time. He
asked Mr. Lipparelli to talk about what legal recourse the County would have to enforce a
judgement against Baseball for the entire amount owed.

Mr. Lipparelli said the property was unique because the land was owned
separately from the improvements. He explained the land was owned by Nevada Land,
LLC, and the baseball stadium was owned by the Reno Redevelopment Agency (RDA).
He said this type of property did not fall into the category that would include a lien and
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foreclosure process for tax delinquency. He explained Nevada Revised Statute (NRS)
provided a specific remedy for this type of situation, which was a civil lawsuit. He said
the County talked about the need for a civil lawsuit for many years, but when they had
discussions with Baseball, Baseball informed the County that they had potential claims
against the County. He explained Baseball’s claim was that their taxes had been
improperly assessed and that the RDA tax allocations created a disadvantage to them. He
said if the County sued Baseball and Baseball raised claims against the County, the
resulting litigation would be a more difficult environment in which to resolve the
problems. He stated the County’s opening negotiating position was that all the taxes,
interest, and penalties would have to be paid; however, the resulting compromise &ﬁ not
constitute a complete victory for the County or for Baseball.

Mr. Lipparelli said if the County prevailed on a lawsuit iﬁs&Baseball
the result of the lawsuit would be a judgement, which could be recort{ggg “and used as a
lien against the property. He said the potential judgement for the# 0% would have
amounted to $2.7 million, but there was a question as to what chs ff@e"ﬁ‘ie County had on
collecting that money. He explained anytime anyone entere@@f%hﬁgaﬂon they had to
look ahead to determine whether all the time, pain, and effdﬁ wéul&/ultlmately get them
what they wanted and in this situation, the County wan%ét . ,pﬁ;yment of the taxes owed.
He said it was a wide open question as to whether a Judg{ﬁent against Nevada Land, LL.C
would have stood much chance of producing m&aey for'the County, but the settlement
agreement would. He said if the settlement was a;ppmwed by the Board, a check would be
delivered for a quarter of the amount that wag@ué"”ﬁnd every year there would be another
payment coming in to the County. He sa’l; .if“one considered the proposed settlement
against the chances of being able to cgllgg%@very last dime by going through litigation,
they would have to consider the iagt %gat tax litigation was complex, would take a long
time, cost a lot of money, and p&gdﬂée@n uncertain result.

Commissionet; Hartung asked if Baseball would be paying their current tax
liabilities when there weréw, uer:Mr. Lipparelli said the agreement had a provision in it
that the County wgul%goml bute its share of the proceeds of the ballpark if the ballpark
owners paid theis fuﬁge “property taxes. He said if Baseball did not do that they would be
in violation of the'a €ment and would subject themselves to a lawsuit. He said Baseball
representatlve,%hagi&glven him no indication that they were going to go back to a position
of avmdmg ﬁ;el‘f?&property taxes. He thought the agreement was meant to resolve the past
and @;ct par‘tles on a course for a cooperative and harmonious future relationship. He
i wg'w%'ﬁiﬂ surprise him greatly if they bothered to go to all this trouble and then did
not pay thelr next tax bill.

Commissioner Hartung stated the $500,000 the County would collect for
the next four years would be dispersed to the School District, the City of Reno, and to all
of the different agencies that they were in charge of collecting taxes for. He asked Mr.
Lipparelli if the County had to give any of that money over to the RDA. Mr. Lipparelli
replied that if all the conditions were met, the future tax payments would be delivered to
the Stadium Authority, not the RDA. He said the past due amounts would be distributed
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in the same way that the Treasurer was already required to allocate to the various
recipients.

Commissioner Jung wondered how much tax money had been spent on the
negotiations. She asked Tammi Davis, Treasurer, if there had been a precedence set for
allowing overdue tax payments to be paid in installments. Ms. Davis replied the only
instance she could think of was due to bankruptcy claims. Commissioner Jung asked if
there were any instances due to lawsuits, such as the Incline Village lawsuit. Ms. Davis
said that was an example of the reverse type of situation in which the County paid the
taxes. Commissioner Jung concluded this would not be the first time tax payments %guld
be paid in installments. 'Y,

Mr. Lipparelli stated he wanted to answer Commissioner J&né"@ questlons
about how much time had been spent on negotiations. He said it w%s %conmderable
amount of time and he held up a thick folder, which he said represen ,ed“a‘ll the notes he
had taken in the dozens of meetings he had with various Basebal/}f’ sreentatives. He said
the County was fortunate that it did not have to obtain out51de»§,a,\5é%ers thus far, but if the
settlement agreement was not approved they might find ity essé‘fy to obtain outside
counsel to deal with the complicated tax issues. Py, By,

Commissioner Jung said she wan‘ﬁg_d to I%Take the point that negotiations
had a cost and she said she was not sure Mr. Li pp"'%;elh had said enough to satisfy the
public’s understanding as to why the Count a%%t'onmderlng the settlement. She asked
how many years it would take to get pal;d. /E’e County were to sue and be granted a
judgement. Mr. Lipparelli said he undens&gdgkﬁevada Land, LLC already had a mortgage
with recorded deeds of trust, s ~he fhogéht the County’s judgement would be in line
behind any other liens that wetg ;ﬁfe@,dy in place. Commissioner Jung said a “begging
billionaire” could pick up and f?‘ég 2 without concern and she thought the settlement
would be a “win” for the Cot he said there were complaints about what was printed
in the newspaper, but the@o;amy had no control over that and negotiations had been

going on for a very, logg t"f’m,e.%f

,y,x;/

; i%%loner Hartung asked Ms. Davis if Baseball owned any other
properties that»\v@e@m dehnquent Ms. Davis thought there were originally seven parcels
that had beéhﬁdghnquent but aside from the stadium parcel, she believed the others were
current. Comrﬁlssmner Hartung stated it was the County’s position that the other parcels
e;%}ﬁuldated in order to pay the property taxes, but Baseball came in at the last
mintitg_and paid the taxes, penalties and interest on them. Ms. Davis said to her
recollection those parcels were treated the same as every other parcel in the County and
the debts were redeemed.

Chair Berkbigler stated she worked with Mr. Lipparelli on this issue for an
extended period of time. She said when the discussion first began, Baseball requested the
County donate $500,000 to their tax bill out of the General Fund and the County refused.
She said the commitment the County was making to donate a portion of the General Fund
Property Tax was not going to help pay off their debt, but was going towards the
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operation costs of the currently unfunded Stadium Authority. She explained the Stadium
Authority would be responsible for the stadium but also other projects, such as the racing
venues that Commissioner Hartung was working to bring to the County. She said the only
County money that was going to the stadium was a portion of the rental car fee. She
wanted to make it clear that the settlement was a good deal for the County’s citizens
because if they had to hire a tax lawyer to fight for them, it would cost considerably more
than the approximately $700,000 in penalties and interest the County was proposing to
waive. She said she received numerous emails from citizens who were glad to see the
issue would be resolved because they wanted to attend the baseball games but refused to
buy tickets until Baseball paid their taxes. She stated there would be one change he
proposed agreement and she asked Mr. Lipparelli to speak about that. ) ggx@ 4

Mr. Lipparelli explained the change would entail striking, jg s%éaon of the
language on the top of page 4, which he read. He said although the set emént agreement
was already signed by Mr. Simon, his representatives agreed to th% ge and would
state that for the record. He also noted corrections to two NRS g}fg 1‘%@“ on page 2 of the
agreement. He asked the Board to direct him to make thosewh es, by hand, if they
were inclined to approve the agreement and to include that i) e mofion.

"*}

Mr. Lipparelli stated he received some %ﬁi@orﬁdenee from an attorney
who expressed concerns about the Open Meetni'g;«,Law s it related to this agenda item
and he wanted to give the Board the benefit of His ﬁ@rspectlve on the matter. He said he
verified that the meeting agenda was postedxeﬁge&ﬁf'évmus Thursday morning, and knew
the supporting materials for Agenda Item 4% éi’e not released to the Board or the public
until Monday around 9:30 a.m. He sm{}}ﬁ;ye were earlier drafts of the agreement and
other term sheets and summang& ,aﬁewgre provided to the Board members, but those
were not included in the Boardé@ i¢ket because they were not supporting materials. He
said the supporting materials incfi Vﬁd the proposed agreement and the staff report, both
of which were delivered to,%g Commissioners by email the previous morning. He stated
those materials were also pasted:on the County’s website and were made available to the
public at the samg um”é%;}a /if{ey were made available to Commission members. He
explained, with & e%eptlons the three-day rule did not apply to supporting materials
and he wanted ﬂf%oéfd to know it was his view there had not been an Open Meeting
Law violation,, @Qmmlssmner Berkbigler stated she wanted to make it clear she had
dlscusswns Mtﬁ%oth sides on this issue as well.

/ f’;f"

L

W In response to Commissioner Hartung’s earlier question about other
g_ ties owned by Baseball, Ms. Davis confirmed there were six other real property
S and one personal property and all of them were current on their taxes.
Commissioner Berkbigler said Mr. Simon owned a large mall in the community and she
asked if the taxes on that property were current. Ms. Davis stated it had not come to her
attention that it was not current and she would need to confirm that.

On the call for public comment, Eddie Lorton said he was dismayed to
hear the Board’s Chair had been discussing the issue for six months because he thought
that amounted to lobbying. He did not think precedence had been set for allowing the
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payment to be made in installments because this was not a bankruptcy case. He said the
ballpark owner paid millions of dollars to contest the taxes on every property they owned
and he would hate to see taxpayer money taken from schools to the benefit the “begging
billionaire”. He stated fair and equal treatment for all should prevail.

Cliff Low said he had substantive issues with the settlement. He asked the
Board to take a pause on the issue because the specifics of the settlement were only made
available to the public the previous day. He did not think County citizens were well
served by taking action on this item without providing for more visibility on the i igsue and
he could see no reason to rush to judgement. He stated the Board should keep 1r%;11nd
that other public entities would be impacted by the agreement and he wond@f(e,@%f the
Board had received any input from the School District or the City of Reno. P I £

"%”%}

Tom Taber talked about his background as a baseball co%ch%and scout. He
said he had a problem with the settlement agreement and with the@éforfﬁﬁhon of a new
Commission with money that should be utilized to take care of t})ﬁ"‘@ouﬁty s current bills.
He thought it was wrong to continue to ask citizens for more %ﬂ) fund an expanding
government. He thought history showed that the people who’»*mn ﬁle%éseball organization
could do whatever they liked, including forcing the C tiny af’i’dndy to give them more
leeway. :

5
5’@ X/

Mr. Lipparelli asked the Baseb%l reﬁ;gesentatlves to note that they agreed
to the changes to the agreement which he described earlier. Eric Edelstein, Executive
Vice President and Chief Executive Ofﬁs:e‘i'z()@O) Reno Aces, stated Baseball was in
agreement with the changes to the agrc/@m%ﬁ,g

o %@

Chair Berkblgleggn@’iféd to approve the proposed Settlement Agreement
between the County and Nevada%‘zand LLC, as stated in the staff report. Commissioner
Jung seconded the motion. ..,

) '_f‘lox;&erd%rtung stated his reluctant support. He said he would love
to deal with the&;,ss«&e another way, but given the legal challenges he did not think the
Board had any pﬁ?@r ‘fécourse. He said the County could try to force Baseball to pay
everything tl}%%@& due but he thought that effort would take an immense amount of
time. He st“&; %the County would have almost $500,000 in hand immediately upon
appwak, s'o hé‘" did not see any other option in this case.

£ Commissioner Herman said she wanted some assurances that the
Treasurer was secure with the arrangement. Ms. Davis stated her approval.

Mr. Lipparelli asked if the motion included the changes that were read
earlier. Chair Berkbigler amended the motion to include the changes as noted and the

seconder agreed.

On call for the question the vote was 5-0 in favor of the motion.
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15-0340 AGENDA ITEM 21 — 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.”

12:53 pm.  On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Lucey,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that the meeting recess to a
closed session for the purpose of discussing negotiations with Emyloyee
Organizations per NRS 288.220. "”‘@ )

2:0S p.m. The Board of County Commissioners reconvened with aIl Iﬁe‘mbers
present. )

15-0341 AGENDA ITEM 13 - COMMUNITY SERVICES%Z
ﬁ““@ g

Agenda Subject: “Update and possible direction to staff, m t?g(%uests for refund of

infrastructure fees held by Washoe County for the mv Springs Specific Plan

Area. (Commission District 5)”

%@A ?)’

Dave Solaro, Community Serv1ce‘%%191rectér provided an update in regards
to direction the Board gave at their March IQ}hs n;f?tmg He said Community Services
Department staff, the District Attorney’s Ofﬁgg 4tfd the Comptroller’s Office had been
working to create a list of options for the’r tition of the grievance and would present
those options to the Board at their May &«%&h%meetlng

A x:x‘ 4

Mr. Solaro descﬁ@ed 't’f{e three options which were being contemplated. He
said the first option was to contmfi’@;he implementation of the financing plan as approved
by the Board in 1995. He st%gd thé second option was to remove the financing plan from
the Specific Plan Area KSVSIf‘A)" ot to require the collection of the fees for the plan in the
future, and to refund t} %@S Q@ﬁected to date. He said the third option might be a hybrid
of the first two @ tfms “Ble explained staff was still working through the process so they
ential solutions to the Board.

whi /g v@s v»vhky' they would not be ready to present to the Board until the May meetlng
Heis tﬁé‘if were Workmg to complete a list of pros and cons, a schedule, and a process

consider and they were in the process of conducting legal review to determine who the
money belonged to. He said they established there were no other development
agreements like this in the County based on the type of financing plan and SPA.

Mr. Solaro stated the money, which was held by the County, was

projected to be $773,008.78 at the end of the fiscal year. He said the initial amount which
was deposited by the developers was $619,190.00, which indicated the money had been
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accruing interest. He said the amount also took into account the 1 percent administration
fee that was paid out to the County.

Commissioner Jung said she would like to expedite the process and she
hoped the public appreciated there was an end in sight. She was glad the Board would
have options to consider so they could ensure they were protecting the County’s fiduciary
responsibilities and she was confident the issue would be resolved when the Board
reviewed the options in May.

Comm1s51oner Lucey hoped staff would ensure thls type of sﬁﬁ@tlon

hostage due to development issues. p
N ,&

/?}N»
Commissioner Herman moved that the Treasurer expedl@E ments to the
attorney for the recipients in a negotiated amount as soon as possﬂ)% the financing
portion of the agreement be removed and to ensure current reg%lﬁ'ﬁ%n were adequate to

move forward. Commissioner Jung seconded the motion.

oW

Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, stated tli )ygd%item was for the update
and possible direction to staff in regards to the reques‘tf' for the refund of infrastructure
fees. He thought the motion went beyond what ’t‘fgg Opert'Meeting Law would allow. He
said it would be appropriate to make a motion t@ cffi@ct staff to bring back the necessary
documents and other recommendations. He %te%‘%here were also legal ramifications to
the three different options that Mr. Solaro/t&gc&“ about and he thought the Board needed
the benefit of that advice before it was r@@gﬁﬁo act.

Chair Berkblgléi‘ *’fgshe thought the motion should state the Board’s
acknowledgment of the update wi he understanding that they were moving forward on
the issue and that staff wou)dgbe commg back to the Board with options on May 12th.

Cogamg@%rd&@rman amended her motion to match Chair Berkbigler’s
statement and C@glﬁ‘ﬂgs%ner Jung seconded it.

&Qﬁ%}fl&é call for public comment, George Newell provided a handout,
which was cé’d on file with the Clerk. He thanked the Board for reviewing the letters
thatg%d beelg §ent to them regarding the facts of the case. He said Mr. Lipparelli claimed
cmalrf?’ pro¥isions did not appear to be a part of the SPA, but he had documents to prove
othe’f,_lse He said the County realized more than $1 million in revenue due to the SPA,
but failed to live up to the contracts and agreements. He asked the Board to abide by the
contracts and return the money that was owed. He said he determined the amount due by
reviewing the prime rates that existed at the time of the contract, which he thought was
fair since the County failed to place the accounts in separate interest bearing bank
accounts from the start. He demanded payment and said if the County did not take action
on the issue immediately it would suffer the consequences.
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Mr. Lipparelli said the communication he sent to Mr. Newell’s attorney
described the information the County had and he invited the attorney to provide any
information he had to the contrary. He said he never resisted any information that Mr.
Newell and his attorney had to offer.

On the call for the question, the motion passed on a vote of 5-0.

15-0342 AGENDA ITEM 14 - MANAGER

Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept status report and possible dlreﬁ%ﬁ@@ to
staff on the County Manager’s recommended Fiscal Year 2015-16 Bud %ﬁnd
approve the changes to position control for Fiscal Year 2015-16; anﬂ, «;}dl’%ct the
County Manager to return to the Board of County Commission Wlt% ative and
Final Budget incorporating the approved County Manager’s recoglm%ndatlons for
adoption at the public hearing scheduled for May 18, 2015@ (K’Tl Commission
Districts)” i

John Slaughter, County Manager, asked the - arel td’ open Agenda Items
14 and 15 simultaneously. He said the budget team w(’ﬁ‘kegi lon”g,and hard on the budget
and there had been some interesting challenges He Stated there were a number of
accomplishments to be proud of and he was haj y thé” strategic plan process and the
budget process were finally tied together. 1

Al Rogers, Director of Mfahage‘ﬁlent Services, conducted a PowerPoint
presentation, which was placed on ﬁle i '&he Clerk. He said he would update the Board
about the processes and assumpti ing into the fiscal year 2015-16 (FY16). He talked
about the need to proceed wit fg;aﬁ'igous optimism and said the Budget Team (Team)
received great feedback from the B,Qard in terms of establishing strategic objectives and
fiscal goals. He stated the bw%get process was carried out in a slightly different way this
year and the plan was t%l“&semhe budget for final adoption on May 18th.

Ms,j% %gé&s talked about some of the new budget approaches for FY16
including the dqve%%p?hent of a form to allow departments the opportunity to provide
feedback as ; W’V revenues could be augmented to help fund requested budget
increases. P&sp"%ke about proposed changes to the Stabilization Fund, the recognition of
salary, s yings due to attrition, and encouraging departments to provide more realistic
“e@y te?“fﬁ complete”. He also commended Mark Mathers, Principle Fiscal Analyst, for
reco@imizing that the State’s property tax revenue estimates were not reflective of new

devel pment in the County, which ultimately resulted in some beneficial changes.

Mr. Rogers said a trend analysis showed there were substantial dollars left
in the services and supplies budgets of the various departments at the end of each year.
He said that discovery led to discussions about the utilization of those funds to provide
for more positions within the County. He said the departments were urged to base their
operating budgets on typical service levels rather than on worst case scenario situations

APRIL 28, 2015 PAGE 23



while keeping in mind the County had a contingency fund that could be used for any
anomalies. He said the approach was well received by the departments.

Mr. Rogers stated one of the budget goals was to move internal costs off-
cycle in relation to the budget process. He explained there were a lot of balls in the air in
regards to budgeting for health benefits and Workers Compensation, so moving them off-
cycle would allow for more cost certainties.

Mark Mathers, Principle Fiscal Analyst, spoke about revenue f@;ecasts
and assumptions. He said the Board was historically fiscally conservative so the go&i was
to remain cautiously optimistic and to take a realistic view of both revegl %md
expenditures. He said, although budget growth was rather flat, the Team? f(%md the
funding for a number of additional positions through identified budget wlﬁgﬁs He said
the County was one of the few agencies that provided for ongomg @osﬁ-employment
benefit contributions and they felt it would be prudent to continue t@%O $67 He stated the
County had been very successful at paying down its long-term d?& afid consequently it
was the only agency in Northern Nevada with a solid AA cr@d:,f" xgﬁung He thought that
was reflective of fiscal conservatism and he wanted to see that\contnfﬁe

Mr. Mathers stated property taxes represeﬁte the smgle largest source of
General Fund revenue and, even though housmg” 1ces Had gone up during the last two
years, property tax collections could not 1ncreas@ méﬂ;e than 3 percent per year due to the
tax cap. He explained commercial industrial p;opérﬁes could increase by more than that,
but based on the State formula those rafcs _were right around 3 percent as well. He
concluded the tax collection rates would»*@e i,wfhe low-to-moderate single digits forever.
A %

Commissioner 4] m sald he understood the tax rates were
grandfathered in and asked if t “rates would apply to someone who was buying a
new or existing home. Mr mg(lathers replied the rates also applied to new homebuyers,
which was unlike the 51t tatioursin California wherein a home buyer would pay a rate
based on current égnax;%ef““*’va ¢ He said in Nevada the grandfathered assessed value
stayed with the “‘opf’egty@forever so the only growth the County would realize in regards
to property tax r@y ugé would be due to new development.

i, gz

P M’f Mathers said the second largest revenue was the consolidated tax
Whlg;g}, was laréely comprised of sales tax. He said the County had seen strong growth at
roé%h P percent per year and, based on estimates that were provided by the State
ECOK»lC Forum, the projected rate for FY16 was projected to be slightly lower at 5.6
percent. He said the key take-away was that, even though the County was seeing growth
of about $5 million per year, it was taking the County 11 years to reach the pre-recession
level of $100 million in consolidated taxes.

Mr. Mathers concluded that nearly 80 percent of the revenues consisted of

property taxes and consolidated taxes. He said that fact presented a significant challenge
since more than half of General Fund revenues were increasing at a very slow rate.
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Mr. Mathers spoke about expenditure assumptions. He said the Public
Employee Retirement System (PERS) rate would increase by 2.25 percent and health
insurance premiums were expected to increase by 6 percent. He said anything above and
beyond that assumption was not factored into the proposed budget and would result in
reductions elsewhere. He said other considerations were the mandated increase of 4.5
percent for indigent medical expenditures and increases to internal service costs for
property and liability insurance, Workers Compensation, and unemployment insurance.
He said Other Post-Employment Benefit (OPEB) contributions would be reduced due to
$2 million in surplus monies in the OPEB Health Trust. He said that did not ‘mgan the
County would not be fundlng the Actuarlally Required Contributions (ARCS) it ‘was,%]ust

Mr. Mathers stated the County had seen gradual incre .méfital increases to
the General Fund’s allocations for public safety over the years,, ff’@nmed 40 percent of
the General Fund was dedicated to funding public safety and ,159 ﬁ@ment was provided for
judicial costs, including judicial support functions. He said;thé ré?nammg percentages
were allocated to general government functions and otl%f%%gsts L.

Mr. Mathers said page 15 in thé%:,@resepﬁatlon represented the level of
increase from the current fiscal year to FY16. He; ‘noted the general government allocation
appeared to be decreasing, but was actuallys réfléction of the proposal to reserve the
funding for the Stabilization Fund against ;ﬁ%pnﬁ’mg fund balance. He said that meant the
County would not be budgetmg for th&«&{g&;hzatlon Fund or spending any of the money
already in the Fund. \

Mr. Slaughter off%’ d-his recommendations. He noted there were several
charts in the staff report wbagh contained all the information he would discuss. He said
the departments and budg@gs‘ deserved a lot of credit for their new approach to the
budget process. Hg stafe Sg,;;é‘commendatlon included 19 new positions primarily due
to the reallocatien of, blf’dgets and resulting in a net increase of only $100,000. He said
budget reallocatjt %%o allowed for the funding of other non-personnel items such as
the Employeﬁ;@%ssﬁcatlon Study (Hay), the Redox Project for the Clerk’s Office,
equipment ﬂa;r the Medical Examiner, software upgrades for the Treasurer, tablets for the
Altep at% ?ub\hc Defender and a new call center for the County. He said the much needed
caﬁ;}c shtefould provide assistance to citizens and businesses as they navigated through
the cemplications of County government.

Mr. Slaughter talked about the above-base recommended positions, which
were listed on Page 19 of the presentation. He said the Budget Office received requests
for new positions amounting to more than $10 million and even though above-base
money did not exist they were able to identify 10 new positions including the new
Business Facilitator position. He said proposed position reclassifications would cost just
over $100,000, which included the deletion of three positions, two of which were
previously frozen.
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Mr. Slaughter explained the above-base non-personnel recommendations
including funding for the Sheriff’s Crime Lab, Alternative Sentencing, the Alternate
Public Defender, the Incline Constable, and Human Resources, which totaled less than
$250,000. He also discussed the above-base recommendations for “other funds”, listed on
page 22 of the presentation. He stated other fund positions would not impact the General
Fund.

Mr. Slaughter stated there was a lot of interest in the County’s ability to
expand library hours. He said it was unfortunate the County would not be able to; finance
the additional hours through the General Fund, but he believed the Library Expa“aslon
Fund could be utilized to fund a sixth day at the libraries in the Northwest, Spagks%&oﬁth
Valleys and in the Senior Center. ‘é £

Mr. Slaughter said Pages 24 through 31 of the presentati¢ n }ﬁghhghted the
recommended budget items related to Strategic Plan objectives, wh ch™ie thought also
provided insight into how budget items were prioritized. He%f’é’d the objectives
included pending economic development impacts, keeping ngg)r@ervwes on pace with
the rising senior population, enhancmg community safety ‘through infrastructure,
preparing for the impact of medical marijuana, workn’i’igz% a I&;Qfessmnal unified team,
and simplifying workflows to improve service delivery aﬂd customer outcomes.

x‘;«’;i o

Finally, Mr. Slaughter stated the pu@hc hearmg for the possible adoption

of the FY16 budget was scheduled for May 18&?5 K

On motion by Commlssm%é}%ﬁartung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,
which motion duly carried, it Was»ordgreé that Agenda Item 14 be accepted, approved
and directed. o,

15-0343 AGENDA IT@M 1§ MANAGER

@«/ %
Agenda Subject:. “S:g’atim r&ﬁort and possible direction to staff on the County
Manager’s re é%nfg;n&ed Capital Improvements Plan for Fiscal Years 2016-2020
and possible ap’pﬁ&y%’l of change in current Board policy relating to Stabilization
Funding. (Allﬁﬁmamsswn Districts)”

£y .Tohn Slaughter, County Manager, said he knew there had been a lot of
ﬁloﬁ”‘fﬁf)out parks in the community so he wanted to talk specifically about that, but
re a number of other items in the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) he wanted to
highlight as well.

Mark Mathers, Principle Fiscal Analyst, conducted a PowerPoint
presentation, which was placed on file with the Clerk. He said he would review the CIP
process and talk about the Stabilization Fund, the CIP recommendations and the final
recommendations. He stated numerous requests were received from the Departments for
a total of $7 million for the first year and $37 million for the entire five-year plan. He
explained the CIP was on a cycle that was similar to the budget process timeline and the
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planned approach for next year would involve a review in the fall. He said that would
give them a better idea about CIP needs going into the operational budget season which
would start in January.

Mr. Mathers said he wanted to discuss the Stabilization Fund Policy
because it went hand-in-hand with the CIP requests. He explained stabilization funds
were allowed, but not mandated, pursuant to Nevada Revised Statute (NRS) 354.6115
and that they were sometimes referred to as rainy day funds. He said the funds were very
restrictive and the law only allowed them to be utilized in two specific 51tuat10n§%> which
included a revenue shortfall or a declared natural disaster. He stated the law ¢
mandate agencies to have stabilization funds, but did set a maximum fund balgn at'10
percent. He talked about the Board’s historical policies regarding the fund and 'stated that,
even though the County had a stabilization fund since at least 2004, it vgﬁ%%nly tapped
into the money once. He said it was interesting the County only pulled; illion of the
$3.25 million it had in the fund in 2008, which was during theféepfﬁ% of the Great
Recession. He said that fact indicated the County found other wa¥s%p #anage its budget
during tough times.

Mr. Mathers said the recommendation W tg set,he Stab111zat1on Fund at
a flat $3 million rather than at a rate of 1.5 percent, w;hlch would result in a one-time
decrease of $1.1 million to be utilized for tﬁe CIP *program. He said the County
historically utilized $3 million of its General Fund t&wards CIP projects, but this year the

recommendation was to spend a total of $5 11i6# He stated half of the money would
come from the one-time change to the St@bﬂa@» ffon Fund and the other half would come
from ongoing revenues. iy Rt

%

7% S
Commissioner Hartifig wondered what would happen if the County

needed more than $3 million to%deal with a natural disaster. Mr. Mathers replied the
County historically utlhzed«,eﬁedera Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) funds or
took savings from other by dgetyunits to cover costs. He said if that was not sufficient
there was also a $1.5 m%f%tmgency Fund and a General Fund balance which could
be augmented. #( ofymissioner Hartung stated the County might need every single
resource it could“”%@l fogether to respond to something it never encountered before. Mr.
Mathers res p"égd’ the Budget Office planned to have more discussions about
stablhzatlorfi@g fhe future, but they thought the proposed change would work for Fiscal
Year@O 15—16 TFY16).

g

=N
“v:»

A‘a ) Al Rogers, Director of Management Services, offered a summary of all of
the capital funds including the Capital Improvement Fund, the Parks Capital Fund, the
Capital Facilities Tax Fund, Utilities Funds, the Equipment Services Fund, and other
funds, which amounted to $48.4 million for FY16. He said the proposed change to the
Stabilization Fund would increase the Capital Improvement Fund and allow the County
to contribute $5 million in General Fund money to CIP projects rather than the historical
amount of $3 million. He noted the Capital Improvement Fund requests, listed on pages

10 and 11 of the PowerPoint presentation, and talked a little bit about each of them.
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Commissioner Hartung talked about a recent internet outage and asked if
there had been any discussion about installing internal servers so daily work could
continue when connectivity to the internet was lost. Joey Orduna Hastings, Assistant
County Manager, stated that was something that would be looked at in light of the recent
outage.

Mr. Rogers spoke about a number of Parks Department capital projects,
which were listed on pages 12 through 14 of the presentation, and said a lot of the
projects would be funded through various sources such as the Residential Construction
Tax and grants. He noted the total for all of the projects was $4.215 million for FY%%?

Mr. Rogers went on to discuss the Capital Facilities Fund for fhe Medical
Examiners building and other funds, which included Restricted Special [ é?‘me Projects
such as the Court Expansion Fund, the Roads Fund projects, regionak coﬁlmunlcatlons
projects, enhanced 911 projects and the Regional Public Safety /@E 1
further discussed fund projects for the Utilities Fund and equipmefit®

listed on pages 15 and 16 of the presentation.

He stated the final budget would be pmsﬁnte”d, to the Board for final
adoption on May 18™ and noted that although the CIP recommendatlons were focused on
FY16, it was actually part of a five-year plan. ™

There was no public comment@n tﬁi‘&‘ 1tem
On motion by Comm1§8«1@;1ér;1 ung, seconded by Commissioner Lucey,
which motion duly carried, it was: de@g fhat Agenda Item 15 be approved.

PUBLIC HEARI gg”

15-0344 AGENDA

118 — COMMUNITY SERVICES

Agenda Subject; “F b’ﬁp‘hearing to consider the application for an Outdoor Festival
Business Llcense‘ 3 Conditions of Approval, for the Red, White and Tahoe Blue
2015 Commu;\%ﬁy&l;‘estwal scheduled to be held from July 2 through July 4, 2015, at
the Villa e@r&n Aspen Grove, Incline Village’s Main Firehouse (Fire Station 11),
Susn& cho )s; 869 Tahoe Blvd., Potlatch, 930 Tahoe Blvd., and Incline Beach.
;ig I be available at Diamond Peak Ski area, Incline Elementary School,
Incl e High School, and Sierra Nevada College; and if approved, authorize the
Director of Planning and Development, Community Services Department, to issue
the license when all pre-event conditions have been met (Commission District 1)”

The Chair opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to
speak for or against the outdoor festival business license.

Eva Krause, Planner, stated 922 notices were sent out in regards to the
business license and five responses were received. She said, of the five responses, two
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stated objections and three expressed concerns about crowd control, alcohol, and other
illegal substances. She provided copies of the letters, which were placed on file with the
Clerk.

There being no response to the call for public comment, the hearing was
closed.

On motion by Commissioner Lucey, seconded by Commissioner Jung,
which motion duly carried, Agenda Item 18 was approved and authorized.

15-0345 AGENDA ITEM 19 - COMMUNITY SERVICES

the Washoe County Code at Chapter 110 (Development Code), t‘o
110.806.25, Hearing of Appeal by Board, and Section 110.806. 3@, ﬁifflce of Board
Hearing, of Division Eight, Procedures; to add a new Sgéﬁﬁp%ﬁt 110.912.20 of
Division Nine, General Provisions, regarding appeals &%ﬁ‘%} Board of County
Commissioners of decisions by the Board of AdJustment“‘ »%Pla’%lnlng Commission,
and Hearing Examiners; to amend various section$: &(97 out the Development
Code to adopt the new appeal provisions, mcludm ecﬁon 110.606.55, Appeals of
Parcel Map Decisions, and Section 110. 608""‘1;@ Apifeals of Decisions Regarding
Subdivision Maps, of Division Six, Subdwlsum, R%«ulatmns, and, Section 110.804.40,
Appeals of Decisions Regarding Variancesj:, Se@‘fon 110.806.15, Review Procedures
of Planning Commission Regarding Vag’ftigffﬁ and Abandonments of Easements or
Streets, Section 110.806.35, Act,um; by Board Regarding Vacations and
Abandonments of Easements pF@Stigge}é, Sectlon 110.808.45, Appeals of Declsmns
Regarding Administrative -Rer

Regarding Special Use PermltS,%ftlon 110.818. 25 Appeals of a Denial Regarding
Development Code Ampﬁ%iments, and Section 110.818.30, Action by Board
Regarding Development ‘“;0de Amendments, of Division Eight, Procedures; and,
Section 110.912.10, \yg? %e&%unty Board of Adjustment, to add a new subsection
(j) to provide ggn@% “rules regarding appeals of administrative decisions to the
Board of AdJustﬁiig}l “and other matters relating to the new appeal provisions and
Board mem sm;p ‘that is no longer applicable; Section 110.914.05, Washoe County
Departmen%;o €ommunity Development, at subsection (f) to provide for appeals of
a de %1§n of %ﬁe Director; and, Section 110.914.00, Purpose, and Section 110.914.05,
;;hﬁe “County Department of Community Development, to correct the
nology of the Planning and Development Division with the establishment of the
Commumty Services Department of Division Nine, General Provisions.
Recommendations include other matters properly relating thereto (Bill No. 1736).
(All Commission Districts)”

Jaime Dellera, Deputy Clerk, read the title for Ordinance No. 1555, Bill
No. 1736.
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Bob Webb, Planning Manager, noted the language for the possible motion
was included on Page 11 of the staff report and said it included all of the required
components.

There being no response to the call for public comment, the hearing was
closed.

On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Lucey,
which motion duly carried, Chair Berkbigler ordered that Ordinance No. 1555, 111 No.
1736, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE AMENDING WASHOE COUNTY
CHAPTER 110 (DEVELOPMENT CODE), TO DELETE SECTION llg;ff
HEARING OF APPEAL BY BOARD, AND SECTION 110.806.30, NéT €E OF
BOARD HEARING, OF DIVISION EIGHT, PROCEDURES; TO, AW A NEW
SECTION AT 110.912.20 OF DIVISION NINE, GENERAL: PﬁOVISIONS
REGARDING APPEALS TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMMONERS OF
DECISIONS BY THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENTS %,‘ﬁ“E PLANNING
COMMISSION, AND HEARING EXAMINERS; T,@N ‘%,MEND VARIOUS
SECTIONS THROUGHOUT THE DEVELOPMENT%?O‘E}”TO ADOPT THE
NEW APPEAL PROVISIONS, INCLUDING SECTIO} f@,ﬁ% 55, APPEALS OF
PARCEL MAP DECISIONS, AND SECTION:"110.608.15, APPEALS OF
DECISIONS REGARDING SUBDIVISI(T% MAPS, OF DIVISION SIX,
SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS; AND, SEC%{«ON 110.804.40, APPEALS OF
DECISIONS REGARDING VARIANCE:S “SECTION 110.806. 15, REVIEW
PROCEDURES OF PLANNING CO,MfofSSION REGARDING VACATIONS
AND ABANDONMENTS OF EASEM:@I?I;I% OR STREETS, SECTION 110.806.35,
ACTION BY BOARD REGAR&%JN@W)?ACATIONS AND ABANDONMENTS OF
EASEMENTS OR STREE TION 110.808.45, APPEALS OF DECISIONS
REGARDING ADMINISTRATIYE PERMITS, SECTION 110.810.50, APPEALS
OF DECISIONS REGARRING SPECIAL USE PERMITS, SECTION 110.818.25,
APPEALS OF A ‘DENMIAL REGARDING DEVELOPMENT CODE
AMENDMENTS,, AMJ)@@ -#10N 110.818.30, ACTION BY BOARD REGARDING
DEVELOPME}}IT?’% @ODE AMENDMENTS, OF DIVISION EIGHT,
PROCEDURES"““?‘ ) » SECTION 110.912.10, WASHOE COUNTY BOARD OF
ADJUSTME%W ADD A NEW SUBSECTION (J) TO PROVIDE GENERAL
RULES KRDING APPEALS OF ADMINISTRATIVE DECISIONS TO THE
) ‘%EQ‘&ADJUSTMENT AND OTHER MATTERS RELATING TO THE
Wi APPEAL PROVISIONS AND BOARD MEMBERSHIP THAT IS NO
LO ER APPLICABLE; SECTION 110.914.05, WASHOE COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, AT SUBSECTION (F) TO
PROVIDE FOR APPEALS OF A DECISION OF THE DIRECTOR; AND,
SECTION 110.914.00, PURPOSE, AND SECTION 110.914.05, WASHOE
COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, TO CORRECT
THE TERMINOLOGY OF THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DIVISION
WITH THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE COMMUNITY SERVICES
DEPARTMENT OF DIVISION NINE, GENERAL PROVISIONS.
RECOMMENDATIONS INCLUDE OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY RELATING
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THERETO,” be adopted, approved and published in accordance with NRS 244.100. The
Ordinance was adopted with the finding that the Ordinance did not impose a direct and
significant economic burden upon a business, nor did it directly restrict the formation,
operation or expansion of a business. It was further moved to affirm the four findings of
fact of the Washoe County Planning Commission on March 3, 2015 as recorded within
Resolution 15-04 and as attached to the staff report for this item.

15-0346 AGENDA ITEM 20 — ANIMAL SERVICES

Agenda Subject: “Second reading and adoption of an ordinance amending W hoe
County Code Chapter 55 by adding provisions related to the managed catfém ‘ral
cats and related definitions; and making changes to the definitions of “niiisance”
and “owner” (Bill No. 1737). (All Commission Districts)” M”&%&

Jaime Dellera, Deputy County Clerk, read the title:f f’ﬁﬁfrdinance No.

1556, Bill No. 1737.

Chair Berkbigler stated several Board membégs recered an email from a
constituent who expressed concerns about a possible @p@g M&elmg Law violation. She
asked Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, to respond to the aliegatlon

Mr. Lipparelli stated he had not seerfithe communication and was unsure
about the specific allegation; however, he ccmﬁrméd that the agenda was posted to the
appropriate bulletin boards and pubhshed;t o 16“proper websites in a timely manner. He
said he did not have any 1ndependent M&ngaatlon about when the supporting materials
for Agenda Item 20 were madesavailable to the public, but he knew there was a
requirement that the Ordinanceibe lable to the Clerk prior to its consideration by the
Board. He said perhaps the Boaed.’needed to confirm what time the materials were
included to guard against ana%clal s that there was an Open Meeting Law violation.

Chair B¢ er'stated the supporting materials were in her packet when
she picked it u}& the:, &smng of Thursday, April 23rd and she thought the Board had
established the @5&@%%5 had been posted correctly.

A S

i C@mm1551oner Herman wondered if there might be any liability issues for
OWNELs @f feral cats. Bobby Smith, Animal Services Manager, stated feral cats typically
dl&:}n& h## owners. He said the program sponsor, who was registered with Regional
Anlﬁ‘fal Services, would provide caretakers who would be responsible for the animals in
the colonies. Commissioner Herman wondered if there were concerns about the animals
being outside due to the current drought conditions. Mr. Smith replied statistics showed
the number of animals going into animal services had been reduced from approximately
10,000 or 12,000 to around 4,000, which was an indication the program was working.

On call for public comment Kim Jolly, Nevada Department of Wildlife,
said she appreciated Animal Services for working with them on the Ordinance language.
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On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Lucey,
which motion duly carried, Chair Berkbigler ordered that Ordinance No. 1556, Bill No.
1737, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE WASHOE COUNTY CODE
BY ADDING PROVISIONS RELATED TO THE MANAGED CARE OF FERAL
CATS AND RELATED DEFINITIONS; AND MAKING CHANGES TO THE
DEFINITIONS OF “NUISANCE” AND “OWNER”, be adopted, approved and
published in accordance with NRS 244.100.

15-0347 AGENDA ITEM 17 — ANIMAL SERVICES By,

Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an ordinance amendmg
County Code Chapter S5 by adding provisions creating the Departme%g ‘of Regional
Animal Services, creating the position of Director of Regional Anlm_ Séivices, and
specifying the powers and duties of the Director of Regional Am al’Services; by
revising provisions relating to the animal services center; by m %’ﬁmnges to the
definition of “animal control officer”; and by clarifying the pow ,rs‘y and duties of an
animal control officer; and if supported, set the public hpa;rl “for second reading
and possible adoption of the ordinance. (All Commission sﬁ;st/j'lcf’é)”

Nancy Parent, County Clerk, read the titlé.for Blll No 1738.

ﬁv

There was no public comment on 1;h item.
{j S
Bill No. 1738, entitled,; é&l\?’ ORDINANCE AMENDING THE
WASHOE COUNTY CODE BY. »A;DEI&G PROVISIONS CREATING THE
DEPARTMENT OF REGI( I‘%é’i\IIMAL SERVICES, CREATING THE
POSITION OF DIRECTO% REGIONAL ANIMAL SERVICES, AND
SPECIFYING THE POWE AND DUTIES OF THE DIRECTOR OF
REGIONAL ANIMAL SERVICES; BY REVISING PROVISIONS RELATING
TO THE ANIMAL S] ES CENTER; BY MAKING CHANGES TO THE
DEFINITION OF ¢ AE. CONTROL OFFICER”; AND BY CLARIFYING
THE POWERS, A ‘%DUTIES OF AN ANIMAL CONTROL OFFICER," was
introduced by Cotamissioner Jung, and legal notice for final action of adoption was
directed.

; "AGENDA ITEM 16 - MANAGER

Agei}“@@ Subject: “Discussion and direction to staff regarding legislation or
legislative issues proposed by legislators, by Washoe County or by other entities
permitted by the Nevada State Legislature to submit bill draft requests, or such
legislative issues as may be deemed by the Chair or the Board to be of critical
significance to Washoe County. (All Commission Districts)”

John Slaughter, County Manager, stated he was pleased to announce

Assembly Bill 333 (AB333) regarding the merger of the County’s two Fire Protection
Districts had cleared its last hurdle and would be signed by the Governor soon. He said
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Senate Bill 185 (SB185) regarding Automatic Aid had not cleared its first House;
however, it was allowed an exemption to the deadline so it would continue to move
forward in the legislative process. He said Senator Kieckhefer asked for weekly updates
regarding fire related discussions between the County and the City of Reno. He said he
thought Chair Berkbigler attended the hearing on Senate Bill 29 (SB29) regarding Home
Rule in the Counties.

Chair Berkbigler confirmed she attended the hearing and stated the bill
was passed by the Senate. She said she knew some Assembly members ha;l some
questions about the bill, but she felt it would pass.

“,

Commissioner Lucey said he had been working to add I/apg%ﬁ%e to
Assembly Bill 25 (AB25) to redefine the duties and responsibilities ogh@ Regional
Planning Governing Board and the Regional Planning Commission. H%sal the intention
was to remove the veto powers of those entities to allow thex%gg;oﬁ%ﬁy to develop
commercial and industrial land within its own boundaries., ,ﬁ ° ﬁﬁid the proposed
amendment encountered a lot of “push back™ from the other e@agtreg .and was removed by
the Legislative Counsel Bureau (LCB) because they thoug’i@ it wa@ not germane to the
bill as proposed. He thought it would be important toW u’é«xo discuss the issue and
look for solutions to the problem. ¥

.x; <
%
% *

Commissioner Jung asked if ther@;&w“é@ an update in regards to the Health
District Board bill. Mr. Slaughter thought t ~‘__bﬂ¥’was in the Senate and explained the
strategy was to wait for it to work through, ﬂ’?%g ocess and approach it from the other side

of the legislature. (4/*».

z,»
¢ ;ﬁvmended the Legislative Team for their efforts.
e

Comm1ssmn®t;, Hartung asked where Assembly Bill 94 (AB94), regarding
sample ballots, was in the { w" . He wanted to know if it was ready for the Governor to
sign. Mr. Slaughter %%dxhe did not know if the bill had been delivered to the
Governor, but l:f%e~»e<:’%ed that it was on its way. Commissioner Hartung said the bill
would be a great Iﬁgy forward for the State. Mr. Slaughter said the Governor’s Office
had been nou@eﬁq;hat representatives from the County wanted to be there when the bill
was 51gned H B
i
7 % Chair Berkbigler said she understood arrangements had been made to have
a u_o taken with the Governor when AB333 was signed. Mr. Slaughter confirmed that

the request had been made.

Commissioner F

s

s {,

*2*5*3

There was no public comment or action on this item.

* * * * * * * * * *

*E Due to a request by Commissioner Hartung, Agenda Item 4 was reopened.
Please see discussion under Agenda Item 4.
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15-0349 AGENDA ITEM 23 — PUBLIC COMMENT

Agenda Subject: “Public Comment. Comment heard under this item will be limited
to three 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 three minutes per person.
Comments are to be made to the Commission as a whole.”

There was no response to the call for public comment.

* % * * % * * * *

3:37 p.m There being no further business to discuss, on motion b)g %”dmm1551oner
Lucey, seconded by Commissioner Hartung, which motion duly carrl)% , thés meeting was
adjourned. N

# MARSHA BERKBIGLER, Chair

=N

Washoe County Commission

ATTEST:

NANCY PARENT, County&lerk and
Clerk of the Board of Cour‘?ty @emmlssmners
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA
TUESDAY 8:30 A.M. MAY 4, 2015
CONCURRENT MEETING
PRESENT:
Marsha Berkbigler, Chair ,
Vaughn Hartung, Commissioner ) %,
Jeanne Herman, Commissioner ‘ ;’x’%&%
Bob Lucey, Commissioner T w
Nancy Parent, County Clerk
John Slaughter, County Manager
Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel
ABSENT:

Kitty Jung, Vice Chaif*:

% »

The Washoe County Board of C@m’?gdssmners convened at 8:32 am. in
special session in the Commission Chamb@ﬁ;s F*the Washoe County Administration
Complex, 1001 East Ninth Street, Reno, X& %d‘ﬂ Following the Pledge of Allegiance to
the flag of our Country, the Clerk call@@l:s;he,,,roll and the Board conducted the following
business:

to three mmutesﬁ, per | };san and may pertain to matters both on and off the
Commission a@gndg *The Commission will also hear public comment during
individual actwn'»,;,;té?ins, with comment limited to three minutes per person.
Comments 2 “tgsbe made to the Commission, Reno City Council, Sparks City
Council, /3 fd, Washoe County School District Board of Trustees as a whole.”

S
5 k«f/

5 [

‘{; ’;’3 ‘o Christi Cakiroglu, Keep Truckee Meadows Beautiful (KTMB) Executive
Dlre@gp said 660 volunteers removed over 120 tons of trash from 18 sites and 18
abandoned vehicles were removed with the assistance of the Nevada National Guard. She
stated KTMB had been working for over 10 years to clean up the Truckee River, but it
continued to get worse. She said KTMB was working with the Nevada Land Trust to
develop a Truckee River Corridor Management Plan, and she asked for the Board’s help
and support. She said staff from the City of Reno and Washoe County were on board. She
stated the focus moving forward would be on Phase 1 of the Plan, which primarily
addressed the section of the River located within the City of Reno. She said the support
of the National Parks Society, the Western Regional Water Commission, and the Truckee
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River Fund had been secured; but more funds and additional staff would be needed
moving forward.

15-0353 AGENDA ITEM 5

Agenda Subject: “Presentation, discussion and possible direction to staff regarding
the report from the Economic Planning Impacts Committee (EPIC) - John
Restrepo, Principal, RCG Economics.”

Mike Kazmierski, Economic Development Authority of Westerny&&yada

(EDAWN) Chief Executive Officer, advised some of the report’s numbers yvf? il

being tweaked. He stated the study started six months ago and every agency. in th“wregmn
participated, which was the kind of cooperation needed to continue the ﬂg;e’ﬁ‘%%mgs that
were happening in the region. He said what this effort did was allow %to“&alk with one
voice. He said as the discussion on growth started, projections staﬁed “€oming in from
everywhere and they all had different numbers. He stated it W&l;?ﬁé‘eenﬁmed a single set
of numbers needed to be developed that everyone could agreg: %Ié said those numbers
were being used to determine what the coming growth woé;ld ﬁo% our region, so we

Mr. Kazmierski conducted a P@w ?"&omt presentation hlghhghtlng the
background of the area’s growth, a chart slgpvﬁﬁﬁ the historic growth rate in Reno-
Sparks, the announced jobs, and the pendmgggﬁs very likely and probable. He said the
hot prospects that would be announcem the next three to four months were for fairly

than 70 percent of those prospect‘é%;,He reviewed the assumptions shde and the Economic
Planning Impacts Commlttg@,(EPIC) members slide. He said very conservative numbers

were used for the repory_t: , Sma .;;fa sensus could be reached on the numbers, but his sense
was those numbers, waol (f%bﬁ: @xféeeded He said this report was a very collaborative effort

and was a great @gp&gu&ty to work together as a region.

5)% ,QKazmlerskl thanked Kimberly Robinson, Truckee Meadows Regional
Planning Ag@gc *(TMRPA) Executive Director, and Jeremy Smith, TMRPA, because the
repo /&wpu‘id 16t be this far along without the analysis and maps they did.

”"2. ‘*&«.«:«‘«

s

*’%g » Mr. Kazmierski reviewed the scope of work slide and introduced John
Restrepo, RCG Economics. Mr. Restrepo noted the things happening in Northern Nevada
were simply amazing.

Mr. Restrepo reviewed the slides highlighting Nevada’s job recoveries
prior to the Great Recession and the job recoveries after the Great Recession (after 94
months). He said the latest recovery took longer and was more pronounced. He continued
reviewing the slides, which highlighted the State’s taxable sales were near an all-time
high, gaming revenues returned moderately, visitor volume was up modestly, the level of
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home affordability, the drop in the unemployment rate, the rise in raises and jobs, the
Tesla slide, the slides showing maps of the counties included in the study area, the 18
EPIC zones, the Scenario B five-year growth chart, Scenario B growth concentration
map, the employment growth concentration, maps showing the concentration of the
population growth, and listing for Scenario B of the zones with the concentration of the
population growth. A copy of Mr. Kazmierski’s and Mr. Resrepo’s combined
presentation was placed on file with the Clerk.

Mr. Resprepo indicated everyone involved should bé lo’%kmg at this
information every 18-24 months and making changes, because thg,; é%%’s not a static
process, and keeping the process going was necessary due to, ff” f{a,elﬂ’g critical for the
infrastructure and school planning and all of the other thlngs»@?@ﬂ along with growth.
He said this process could not have been done as cleanly a’rﬁg qtucfé’ly as it was without
the proactive and positive involvement of all of the peopie.in the organizations listed on
slide 33.

Reno City Councilmember Neom&g famon asked if there was a discussion
regarding the biggest threats to our ab111ty3<z10 “Hicet this unprecedented growth. Mr.
Resrepo said at this point it was decided tg” pfg\ﬁ‘de a high level overview of the potential
public sector revenue sources that woulde;gomg from this growth, but the fiscal costs were
not discussed. He stated the growh%w&%lcfgenerate taxes, but there would also be service
costs related to the growth. He4gjid/tiow that there was an understanding of the magnitude
of the growth and the revenues, fﬁ% €ost side could be done for fire, police, schools, and
health care. He stated each.agency would look at their costs and would start to develop
their capital budgeting pro@a@ #He said the study just set the overall framework regarding
the revenues. 5 A, "*%f

Cp 1h‘nember Jardon asked about the infrastructure. Mr. Kazmierski
confirmed thla}\fewan overview effort to identify how, when, and where the impacts
would occ1fi$sf§x He said the entities could then take that data and run it through their
modg 1@1%3" would allow them to understand the impacts. He said once the impacts

: , then they could generate their individual organizational assessments. He

oW

(¢ hose assessments would also provide them with an idea of the fiscal impacts. He
stated "each group analyzed the data in different ways and this report was more about
laying out the data. Mr. Resrepo said the data had been provided by Mr. Smith to the
Reno Transportation Commission (RTC), so their travel demand model could be done.
He noted this was the first step in a long process by all of the entities involved.

Reno City Councilmember Naomi Duerr asked if there was an anticipated

phase 2 under EDAWN’s umbrella or would each agency do their own thing. Mr.
Kazmierski advised every agency had their own timeline, and that timeline would drive
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the agency’s putting their resources behind their planning efforts. He stated EDAWN’s
planning efforts had been shifted to determine how the needs of the employers could be
met, because the employees needed to be available and ready to meet the employers’
needs or there would be problems. Councilmember Duerr said she was thinking about the
water, sewer, roads, and schools. She asked if this would be coming back, because the
presentation had been very helpful. Mr. Kazmierski replied there would be no phase 2,
because every organization would drill down to the level they were comfortable with to
get their numbers; even so, there was a plan to come together in 18 months for an update.
Councilmember Duerr suggested relooking at this sooner than 18 months. .

Commissioner Lucey said he had concerns about the 1ndust1?¥al and
commercial land availability within Washoe County. Mr. Kazmierski sa;d wr&h‘m the
region and the study area, the Tahoe-Reno Industrial Center helped %gé%ahe larger
manufacturing requirements, but there were concerns because Waﬁlo :County was
running out of industrial space. He stated that would need to be a@dreé’éed in the long
term. Mr. Resrepo said there was the same problem in Southerrf’%vﬁda due to the big
push by residential home builders to get commercial land%@; I r11y industrial land,
rezoned to residential. He said due to the concerns industrigh atfd was getting more and
more expensive and drove the industrial land rents hlg’ﬁ%@@e Wgs retained to look at the
allocation of the land and the land use patterns through 2040. He said there needed to be a
very healthy industrial-lands sector to support” %%healthy economy, and the County’s
zoning decisions needed to be looked at so its 1ncfus%ﬁl lands would be preserved.

Xx,;

Reno City Councilmember ?ayl “McKenzie said it would take dollars to
meet the coming growth, but there wasm@: %;;e “ability to give the Washoe County School
District (WCSD) the funds to buud{gh%; ded schools nor did the RTC have the funds to
support the coming growth 1@11@%9@ Valleys. He asked at what point would the
inability to support growth chok{é-:g)ff EDAWN?’s ability to bring companies to the area.
Mr. Kazmierski replied thez:g clearly was an issue with the WCSDs need for capital,
which had been an 1ssue f‘@s:«f :last 10 years. He stated there were efforts underway to
address that, and he was @pnm{’ tic we could get there. He said there were plans for the
roads in the Nor&h lé‘% and there were also plans to look at the impacts in the Sparks
area. He stated Ig& ﬁy 395 was pretty solid, but there were some upgrades that would
help accommedatg.the growth going north on Highway 395. He stated even though there
were no bla%;g hecks, there were plans and priorities that would allow mitigating some
of t ﬁafn @'ounmlmember McKenzie stated he disagreed with the Highway 395
coé;l ér a’§’§éssment because traffic stopped on it every morning between 7:00 and 8:30
a.m.” Lemmon Valley to past the Spaghetti Bowl, and the reverse happened in the
evenmg He stated if the growth was planned to the north, there would be a major traffic
issue on Highway 395, and if that issue could not be fixed, the planned growth up in the
North Valleys would die on the vine. He felt there were other areas in the City where the
same problems would occur, because we had not stayed ahead of the growth projections.

WCSD Trustee Angela Taylor asked how the growth numbers would be
extrapolated to project how many students were anticipated. Mr. Resrepo said the WCSD
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should have the metrics regarding the number of kids per household, and they would use
our numbers to develop their forecasts.

Mr. Resrepo felt it would be a good idea to have the EPIC group continue
to meet every quarter, so everyone would know what was going on.

Sparks City Councilmember Ed Lawson said an industrial needs analysis
was done. Kim Robinson, Truckee Meadow Regional Planning Agency (TMRPA)
replied it was done in 2013. Councilmember Lawson said he was not sure if a}%% of the
current elected officials had seen it, and would Ms. Robinson be willing to go ‘o, the
entities to make the presentation again. Ms. Robinson said she would be happy gp% t'at
and she would work with the managers to set that up. She stated a 20-year, aﬁal%s was
done of the projected growth along with a needs analysis of supply and, Jéthand of the
industrial land in our area, where it was located, how much would b@ néeded, and the
types of services that would be needed. She said the available 1ndustaag,al~$¥“a?ﬁ/d was broken
down into three tiers based on whether or not it had services. C’b‘@n@?ﬁmember Lawson
said all of the industrial growth going to Storey County wouldpagg’f%gave this County with
any money for its schools or the other things that needed to B@ d(fne “He stated housing in
the long term was a loser for the cities, so they needed fémgycof@mermal and industrial in
addition to housing. 1 7

Sparks City Councilmember Juh@ %&1 sa1d the planning had been done
for growth, even if the 20 years was 81gn1ﬁca1fﬁ§ compressed, and she asked if the
planning that was done was still Vahd% . Robinson replied it was. She said the
discussion was now about the tlmelm@ayb@mg compressed and the resulting enhanced
economic impacts. She stated thg»;@ea%was to get some numbers on what that could look
like and to share those number, witf wg:ach of the jurisdictions so they could think about
what they might need to do in the@(x’> five years. Councilmember Ratti said there was so
much pressure with peoplgv@antmg their projects now, which then caused some of the
discord that occurred bet he governing bodies. She asked if the processes currently
used as a region to f Il f@}e@p}énmng were still appropriate given the new reality. She
said what came ,\m@cf@vas the update in 2017 of the Master Plan, and was that still the
right process to us ""«gv‘%n though the pace changed. Ms. Robinson believed the processes
were effectiv, ﬁgmhe timing of the update was right. She said the industrial-land study
was compl %%% EPIC report talked about the enhanced growth, and a residential-land

s'starfing. She said all of those things flowed into the discussion on building a
vist 6w we wanted the region to look like based on some of the coming changes.
She “sgated additional growth was anticipated, but it was a projection, which was why
different scenarios were done. She reiterated she felt the processes were working
and the EPIC effort was more collaborative in terms of discussing these types of issues
than she had been engaged with before, which was a real positive outcome.

Mr. Resrepo said there would be competing interests for the land with all
of the coming growth. He stated home builders would argue that housing affordability
needed to be maintained, which meant land would have to be converted to residential use.
He stated we also needed to be looking at all of the lands whose use generated jobs, such
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as commercial, industrial, and office space, because having a healthy jobs/housing
balance was critical. He said making the wrong decision could have long-term impacts on
the region’s economic growth, prosperity, and community livability; and it all had to be
integrated.

Councilmember Ratti believed she heard Mr. Kazmierski say there needed
to be a follow-up study on the revenue streams, and was that study underway or was it
something we needed to initiate. Mr. Kazmierski advised the funding streams would be
part of this study. He stated the data would feed down from the jobs and pop,ulatlon
numbers, which were part of this effort. Mr. Resrepo said the numbers were %gmg
tweaked, which should be done in 10 days to two weeks and would then be gl?f:ﬁgio “the
EPIC committee to look at. Councilmember Ratti asked if the numbers wefe ed on
today’s tax laws. Mr. Resrepo replied they were, but they would be ’& based on
what happened at the Legislature. Councilmember Ratti asked 15/ an update was
anticipated to be done after June 1. Mr. Resrepo replied an updaté»« rc‘fﬁébly would be
done at that point. b

Reno City Councilmember Jenny Brekhus ”'s@} M Resrepo indicated
housing costs were going up. She noted the housing butden, /90%@ tremendous jump with
households paying more than 30 percent of their 1ncon"ze/ for housing. She felt the need
would be for a housing mix that had not been seéﬁ«gklere bé“fore and she asked if he agreed
housing would be changing. Mr. Resrepo said th@sé‘ﬂﬂnds of studies were being done all
over the southwest. He said the Millennials4and e members of Generation X wanted
different types of housing. He stated pargg“ég;ﬁie process was about understanding the
housing demand in the sales and renta}m@iﬂgéfs and tying that into the types of jobs. He
said the higher the income, the more fgropensr[y there would be to buy a home, but the
secondary ]obs might require it | type of housing than what existed today in terms
of density, prices, and living an‘ﬁn,gments He stated many younger people were not
interested in moving into a. saburb ‘but wanted apartments located in the downtown core.
He said it needed to be #nderstood that the demand would not be just for suburban
homes, but for high- Qg;n yzbéhsmg in certain locations. He said another thing that
should be lookﬁq d% w*% our infill-development strategy for the more urban type of
housing. 3

puncilmember Duerr said Mr. Kazmierski alluded to there being
d1ff Q%s% (j%/ “opinion by the elected bodies on where, how, and when to do things; and

4hat the next step might be for the elected bodies. She asked if a joint
v151o ing process should be undertaken to address where the residential and
commeércial/industrial should be put, and what could the elected officials do to smooth
out the process and make sure they were of a joint mind instead of having differences of
opinions. She also wondered if something different should be done regarding Regional
Planning or was the process working. Mr. Kazmierski said Regional Planning had taken
this on already, and the suggestion to bring the EPIC group together on a quarterly basis
and for this group to meet to discuss this issue regularly was good. Councilmember Duerr
asked if there was something more specific that could be done. She said one of the
conversations at the City of Reno was about improving Regional Planning, and by that
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she meant working together on a common framework. Ms. Robinson stated it was a
wonderful opportunity for this body to say this was exactly the conversation we would
want to have moving forward and, based on the information provided today, we want to
engage in a consistent and engaged policy conversation about where residential,
industrial, and commercial would be located to maximize the revenues generated by that
development so the area could continue to grow in an appropriate fashion. She
recommended starting to talk about having a regular meeting where the policy issues
could be discussed together. Councilmember Duerr said she was hopeful staff would
provide some concrete ways to move the dialogue forward which would enggre the
conversations of the past would not be repeated.

Councilmember Duerr stated the City of Reno was also heawlg
Millennials wanted something different, which was one of the reasons M}gﬁ%% had been
so successful. She felt everyone needed to roll up their sleeves and geé to Work on what
the region should look like. Mr. Resrepo said at the other end of théis égrum was what
was happing with the retiring Baby Boomers and the types of hoeggf‘i’lﬁg fﬁey would need as
they aged. Councilmember Duerr said in her Ward there werg, ﬂm:ﬁerous proposals for
different types of retirement and assisted 11V1ng She sa1d scmge peo‘fﬂe wanted to age in

& : &ll %althy

15-0354 AGENDA ITEM 6

A

Agenda Subject: “Comments fro% ;”Councils, Commissions, Boards, and

Managers.”

R

,1

7
%, 4
Do

“&;3,';/-/

/
Sparks City Courf@lmember Ron Smith felt the Regional Transportation
Commission (RTC) should be présent at the Concurrent meetings due to the major
projects the RTC was workir} 2.on. He said he asked the RTC to lead a study on further
defining the Inter§tate *f%;ro Q/tO avoid having problems with people coming into the
area. He stated hg W%uﬁlg;;fge to see the RTC on the August 31st agenda.

wanting to ﬁi(s)%& at the Regional Planning Governing Board (RPGB) and having a
dlSCLlSSlQIY qg%rdlng economic development, and he felt this would be the perfect forum

Reno City Councilmember Neoma Jardon agreed it was unfortunate no
one from the RTC was doing a presentation regarding the area’s infrastructure and its
importance to the region’s growth. She also requested a representative from the Truckee
Meadows Water Authority (TMWA) be present at the next meeting to conduct a
presentation about the water supply and the water needs that would be caused due to the
coming growth.
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Commissioner Hartung said besides having the staff of the TMWA in on
the discussion, he would also like to talk about the waste-water system at the same time.
He stated the system was very close to being at its maximum capacity and there needed to

be a discussion on what would be needed in the future and how those needs would be
funded.

Reno City Councilmember Jenny Brekhus requested a discussion on the
root causes of the jurisdictional conflicts in the region at the next meeting. Chair
Berkbigler said the three governing bodies were cooperating for the most part, but some
things need to be talked about by this group and Regional Planning. She said due@%@the
County’s concerns with Regional Planning, the Commission had request)eg’ﬁ?%ﬁféff
presentation about Regional Planning, and it might be appropriate to. Have the
presentation brought before this group. She said going forward, her nun;};e%‘%me priority
was to have a strong working relationship with both Cities and thei; ashoe County
School District. She stated it would be incumbent on all of us to woﬂ; tc’f%'“é’fher as a team

to deal with the coming growth.

Councilmember Jardon suggested holding thene ‘;n?éféting before August.
Chair Berkbigler said the Managers could look to se@%ﬁ{he ‘date could be moved up.
Sparks City Councilmember Julia Ratti felt the processes used served us well over time
and the Mayors and the Chair should determine ’%}%topi&' for the agenda. She said in the
past when we tried to hold a meeting sooner, thxe%guﬁi@ut was not good due to the meeting
not making it onto everyone’s calendars. s

15-0355 AGENDA ITEM 7

%

g’
Agenda Subject: “Public Comymenti:Comment heard under this item will be limited
to three minutes per person #nd may pertain to matters both on and off the
Commission agenda. The:Commission will also hear public comment during

individual action itemsf’%@gfy}g comment limited to three minutes per person.
Comments are tg be/ m

¢ e&y’t‘*t‘f the Commission, Reno City Council, Sparks City
Council, and W@sh’&g}@yunty School District Board of Trustees as a whole.”

¢ was no public comment.
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9:44 a.m. There being no further business to discuss, the meeting was adjourned
without objection.

MARSHA BERKBIGLER

%ﬁglr

ATTEST:

NANCY PARENT, County Clerk and
Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners

Minutes Prepared by:
Jan Frazzetta, Deputy County Clerk
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