BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA

TUESDAY 10:00 A.M. FEBRUARY 24, 2015

PRESENT:
Marsha Berkbigler, Chair
Kitty Jung, Vice Chair

Vaughn Hartung, Commissioner
Jeanne Herman, Commissioner %
Bob Lucey, Commissioner (via telephone)* %
Nancv Parent, County Clerk /&‘;
John Slaughter, County Manager @

Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel %

The Washoe County Board of Commissionerszgoniyened at 10:00 a.m. in
regular session in the Commission Chambers of the Wa’s‘@Co ty Administration

Complex, 1001 East Ninth Street, Reno, Nevada. Foll’é‘?@gg@;h ledge of Allegiance to

the flag of our Country, thé Clerk called the roll and thg’Board conducted the following
business: . Y

15-0152 AGENDA ITEM 3 — PUBLI({COMMENT

N4
Agenda Subject: “Public Comment. Gomment heard under this item will be limited
to three minutes per person,and Ynay pertain to matters both on and off the
Commission agenda. The @Ggmiiiysion will also hear public comment during
individual action items, wit&omment limited to three minutes per person.

Comments are to be made¢tp the Commission as a whole.”

Cathy 1st spoke about matters of concern to herself.

Vic e%’éusell, owner of Sage Ridge Farms, talked about the County Code
as it related taytheaise of hoop houses in food production. He said, due to the wind and
humidity in¥evaida, hoop houses were a necessity and should be considered agricultural
tocél(éa{‘? St thin buildings. He explained hoop houses were different from greenhouses
and, did 6t have temperature controls, electricity, or mechanical services. He said he
pur\?f%/ed a hoop house that was 768 square feet and the County told him he could not
install’it without an engineered set of drawings and a permit. He said other Counties did
not have the same limitations and he looked forward to working with the Board to draft
an amendment to the Code that made sense. He hoped the County would work toward
helping farmers.

Debby Carmichael said she bought some property in the County eight
years ago and after paying for electrical poles and the installation of a well, she was ready

h s
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to build a house there. She wondered why she was required to install a sprinkler system
in the 1,800 square foot house she planned to build and complained about the expense.

Tony Coursey said he knew a number of people who wanted to build in
the North Valleys, but refused to do so because of the sprinkler requirement. He said he
learned houses with sprinkler systems had higher insurance costs due to the increased risk
of flooding and he wondered if there was any way around the requirement.

Sam Dehne commented about the sprinkler requirement for newghomes,
medical marijuana, Tesla, the Economic Development Authority of Western 'e,,%;da
(EDAWN) and the Reno Gazette Journal (RGJ). %

John Potash expressed his concern about recently propos’t'%%%hanges to
Chapter 55 of the County Code regarding animal control. He describedhis extensive
background in wildlife related organizations and said he had been inx’{@/ed n the wildlife
and exotic animal community to help defend against discriminaf ¢gulations. He said
he agreed Chapter 55 was outdated and needed revisionsgzhut,He felt some of the
proposed changes were overreaching, unreasonable, and bas %vgn gar and bias. He said
he wanted to discuss his concerns with the Board in g“l?é‘a}g%det%ﬂ. He hoped they could
work together to create a sound, reasonable and prog%essi e Ordinance addressing the
County’s obligations to public safety and anima‘ﬁwelfaré”while protecting the rights and
freedoms of the community. '

Bill Maggiora said it seeéﬁfé%fo‘ him the proposed animal Ordinance
changes reflected the manage-to-extinctiongphllosophy of the Animal Rights Movement.
He said State law did not seem tezsupport the changes the Animal Control Department
was proposing to make.

Q3

4
i

Melanie Pec]@gaid she was the owner of a small business that catered to
people who owned pet reﬁ&les d amphibians. She thought the proposed animal Code
changes would placesian ?{éy us burden on commercial breeders. She said it was
government ove;%z@h topallow Animal Control Officers to revoke a breeder’s license and
she wanted to se¢the Code language amended to limit officers to writing citations unless
animals were %@whinent danger. She said proposed changes to the Code would also
require the“f’fs of some exotic -animals to carry $250,000 in insurance, which she
thoug t §7ac) excessive. She said the County should support businesses that catered to
anima l(%’é%.

15-0153 AGENDA ITEM 4 - ANNOUNCEMENTS/REPORTS

Agenda Subject: “Commissioners’’Manager’s announcements, reports/updates
from County Commission members concerning various boards/commissions they
may be a member of or liaison to. Requests for information, topics for future
agendas and any ideas and suggestions for greater efficiency, cost effectiveness and
innovation in County government. (No discussion among Commissioners will take
place on this item.)” 7
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John Slaughter, County Manager, said there was a request to remove
Agenda Item 6M1, and Agenda Item 6K4 would be removed from the Consent Agenda
because staff was seeking specific Board direction for that item. He said a Closed Session
would be necessary and the Board would conduct the session during their lunch break.
He noted the Board would be meeting concurrently with the Library Board of Trustees at
2:00 p.m. in the Caucus Room.

Mr. Slaughter talked about requests that were made by the Board during
previous meetings. He stated the matter of “cooling off” periods for staff wg%being
researched and the issue would come back to the Board sometime in March. He saf%{he
issue regarding the reimbursement of funds related to the Warm Springs Speg%y?én
Area would be reviewed at the March 10th meeting. He stated he was plann'l%f to bring
the Emergency Medical Services (EMS) report to the Board at the Marcg%?ﬁke eeting.

Mr. Slaughter thanked the television station KNPB;%ﬁ)r Righlighting the
County’s Senior Services Program on “A Conversation With” ho"sct’@%\%? Brent Boynton.
He stated the County’s 2015 Annual Financial Report was c te and available for
of” Chief Information

£l
review. He also announced Craig Betts accepted the poS

1
Officer for the County after a nationwide search. '-.:»,.
Commissioner Jung reported her Zttendant® at an Economic Development

"n

Authority of Western Nevada (EDAWN) Boardimeéeting. She said there had been some
discussion about refreshing the EDAWN Bo.éiczsd %ith new members to invite new ideas.
She said she attended Judge Cynthia Lu’sgi;i&ég%ﬁure and there was a great turnout to the
event. She stated she watched the Iﬂé%fgl:évision program regarding Senior Services
and was pleased at how well KeyinaSchiller, Assistant County Manager, and Grady
Tarbutton, Senior Services DiréetorSdnveyed everything the County did for seniors. She
stated she would like an update¥tg’the Board regarding the issue of time sheets for
salaried employees. She explained”she knew there were salaried employees who wished
to receive paid compensat »'fr}le and she wanted to know what the best practices were
regarding the issug. Shetated’she also wanted an update on standards for employee
appearance and ,d; es%i%ectations. She requested a discussion and presentation regarding
the developmentofistaff to work with the public on suggestions for Ordinance changes.
She said she wanted’an update and Board discussion about sprinkler system requirements
for new hoﬁﬁ&nd explained the appeal process, for those who spoke earlier in public
corfr@(%gn s8ld involve the Board of Adjustment. She said the Board decided to wait
unfy the n&Ww Executive Director of Animal Services provided input before implementing
an% ges to the animal control Ordinance. She reported the District Board of Health
would”be reviewing the Interlocal Agreement with the Regional Emergency Medical
Services Authority (REMSA) at an upcoming meeting.

Commissioner Hartung said he thought the permit requirement for hoop
houses was burdensome and he wanted the issue to come back to the Board for
discussion. He asked for a monthly update on housing starts and building permits for the
County as well as for the cities of Reno and Sparks. He said he wanted the Board to
review the issue of sprinkler system requirements for houses and said he knew some
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people who suffered significant damage to their home because their fire suppression
system failed. He said he would like staff to give a presentation regarding off-highway
vehicle (OHV) use in the storm water utilities and basins in the Spanish Springs area
because vandals were costing taxpayers a lot of money. He stated he wanted to hear from
Animal Control about the ability of an officer to revoke permits.. He reported his
attendance at Truckee Meadows Community College’s (TMCC’s) Heritage Black Tie
Celebration and he talked about a recent meeting of the Regional Transportation
Commission (RTC).

Commissioner Herman noted there was an item on the agenda%he
reappointment of a member to the Animal Control Board and she had questlf”é%g out
that individual’s experience with kennels and exotic animals. She said sh leased
that some work had been done on a road in Gerlach and knew the peopl @used that
road were also happy about it. She stated she was glad the Board woul@eviewing the
issue regarding hoop house permits and she reported the Nevada Ass ciation of Counties
(NACO) had been busy discussing legislative issues. 7R

Commissioner Hartung talked about a new: ocess¥for the detection of
breast cancer called “Breast Enhanced Scintigraphy Té&ting”’ (BEST). He said there was
a group in town that was looking for 150 women to testfor’fre¢ and he hoped the group

would give a presentation to the Board about it. %
Chair Berkbigler agreed with tH€ other Commissioner’s statements

regarding the hoop house issue. She sald waé concerned about the ability of Animal
Control Officers to revoke breeding permﬁs and she hoped to begin working with the
new Director of Animal Serv1ces§§n Code changes. She said she was also concerned

about the sprinkler requ1rement{%}mes
15-0154 AGENDA ’EEM 5- PROCLAMATION

Agenda Subject: $Pri %a%;n--Socml Worker Month”

%loner Jung read and presented the Proclamation to several
representatlves%:ﬁhe Social Services Department.

@ ean Marsh, Children’s Services Division Director, said she appreciated
shoforthie Board bestowed upon them. She promised to read the Proclamation during
act1v1t;§s that were scheduled to celebrate Social Worker Appreciation Month.

Dawn Costa, Social Worker III, introduced herself and stated she worked
in the Senior Social Services Department.

Joti Bhakta, Social Services Supervisor, said she was grateful for the
Proclamation.
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Ken Retterath, Division Director of Social Services, added his thanks for
all the hard work social workers did every day.

Alice LeDesma, Children’s Services Division Director, thanked the Board
on behalf of her staff.

On the call for public comment, Sam Dehne spoke about social work,
Colonel Kazmierski, sprinkler requirements for houses, and performing musical concerts
with his band.

On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Comm1sswner;$g§ung,
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordere genda
Item 5 be adopted.

CONSENT ITEMS - 6A THROUGH 6M3 &%rs

John Slaughter reminded the Board that A enggzem 6M1 would be
removed from the agenda entirely and that Agenda Item 6 uld’be pulled from the
consent agenda to be acted upon separately. Based on ¢om i isSigner Herman’s questions
regarding Agenda Item 6C, it was also pulled from the onsent agenda to be heard
separately. %

15-0155 AGENDA ITEM 6A

Agenda Subject: “Approve minuteszfor the Board of County Commissioners’
January 9, 2015 meeting.”

There was no pub mymmment on this item.

On motign b%'f issioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,
which motion duly cangie Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordered that Agenda

Item 6A be appré; &
15-0156 ENDA ITEM 6B
Agenda@ b]ec t: “Cancel March 17, 2015 County Commission meeting.”

@
% There was no public comment on this item.

On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordered that Agenda
Item 6B be approved.
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15-0157 AGENDA ITEM 6D - ASSESSOR

Agenda Subject: “Approve roll change requests, pursuant to NRS 361.768 and NRS
361.76S, for errors discovered for the 2011/2012, 2012/2013, 2013/2014, 2014/2015
secured tax roll and authorize Chairman to execute the changes described in Exhibit
A and direct the Washoe County Treasurer to correct the error(s). [cumulative
amount of decrease $5,690.85]. (Parcels are in various Commission Districts.)”

There was no public comment on this item.

On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commlssmﬁi&” 1?; ng,
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordered ’Taat Agenda
Item 6D be approved, authorized and directed.

15-0158 AGENDA ITEM 6E — DISTRICT ATTORNEY @
Agenda Subject: “Approve payments totaling [$6,925.06]xtg, Veridors for assistance
of 31 victims of sexual assault and authorize Comptrdller ito Process same. NRS
217.310 requires payment by the County of total% itial medical care of victims,
regardless of cost, and of follow-up treatment cost§ of up to $1,000 for victims,
victim’s spouses and other eligible persons. (A'%%ﬂmr%ﬁssion Districts.)”

There was no public comment/p this item.

On motion by Commis, 0% artung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,
which motion duly carried with m 1SS ner Lucey absent, it was ordered that Agenda
Item 6E be approved. B A%

15-0159 AGENDA LEEM 6 — HUMAN RESOURCES

Agenda Subject: £Apy ro%%quest to reclassify a vacant Office Support Specialist,
pay grade H, toxa Benéfits Specialist, pay grade K (Human Resources) as evaluated
by the Job Evdluation Committee. Net annual cost of this action is estimated at
[$13,202]. (All%mmlssmn Districts.)”

@ here was no public comment on this item.

%, On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,
which’motion duly carried with Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordered that Agenda
Item 6F be approved.
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15-0160 AGENDA ITEM 6G - PURCHASING

Agenda Subject: “Approve Award of Invitation to Bid # 2919-15, Washoe County
Sheriff’s Laundry Room Upgrade, to the only responsive, responsible bidder,
Laundry Systems of Nevada, 1217 Gator Way, Sparks NV 89431. The value of this
award for Washoe County is [$111,765]. (All Commissions Districts.)”

There was no public comment on this item.

On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissiongr Jung,
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordered that A

renda
Item 6G be approved. %

15-0161 AGENDA ITEM 6H — RENO JUSTICE COURT é‘%

Agenda Subject: “Approve Reno Justice Court’s reorganiz“gfion plan, which
includes reclassifying eleven (11) positions for an [estimate%n mal cost of $3,942];
direct Human Resources to make all necessary changeésy” (All Commission -
Districts.)”

There was no public comment on this ite:}:/ 7
On motion by Commissioner I—;g:tun 7 seconded by Commissioner Jung,

which motion duly carried with Commissioné’%llm y absent, it was ordered that Agenda

Item 6H be approved and directed.

15-0162 AGENDA ITEM~61 ZINCLINE CONSTABLE/INCLINE JUSTICE
COURT Vo'l -

Agenda_Subject: “Approve, the’ reorganization of the Incline Justice Court and

Incline Constable’s (;%e%%iﬁ’clude the deletion of a Bailiff Supervisor position (No.

60017125 — Position No. 70 (),8’{50), pay grade J160; the reclassification of a full-time
Supervising CléekRposition (No. 60001260 — Position No. 70000360) pay grade J150
to a Judge’s Administrative Assistant position (No. 60001138 — Position No.
70000360), gay%na}ge K444, funded to 32 hours; and the creation of a Deputy Clerk
I positi%' 0.¥60001205 — Position No. TBD), pay grade J100; and direct the
De}%w of Human Resources and Comptroller to make all necessary
adjustments effective February 24, 2015, which includes a reduction of $24,692 to
the Salaries and Benefits budget of Incline Justice Court and increase of $24,692 to
be redirected to the Salaries and Benefits budget of the Incline Constable’s Office.
(All Commission Districts.)”

Chair Berkbigler acknowledged the presence of Judge Tiras for this item
and said she appreciated his attendance.

There was no public comment on this item.
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On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordered that Agenda
Item 61 be approved and directed.

15-0163 AGENDA ITEM 6J - TREASURER

Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge Receipt of the Report of Sale- January 22, 2015
Delinquent Special Assessment Sale [Sale Proceeds $0.00]. (Commission Districts

5 )”
There was no public comment on this item. &
On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Co ‘&%"s’loner Jung,
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Lucey absent, it was o ered that Agenda

Item 6J be acknowledged.

15-0164 AGENDA ITEM 6K1 — COMMUNITY SERV%%

Agenda Subject: “Approve an Agreement between,“V - County and Frederic
Apcar Productions for the Wagon Wheel Count usic Festival to be held at
Rancho San Rafael Regional Park on October3:4, 2015, with options for renewal in
2016 and 2017. (Commission District 3.)”

There was no public comm this item.

On motion by Comm sggwaer Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,
which motion duly carried wit] -oissmner Lucey absent, it was ordered that Agenda
Item 6K 1 be approved. L Vg

15-0165 AGENDA I f% 6K2 — COMMUNITY SERVICES

Agenda Subject; “f&% sove a Cooperative Agreement between Washoe County and
the Nevada Depfartmeént of Transportation through December 31, 2016 for Phase II
of the Safe%:‘ szto School Improvement Project. (Commission Districts 2 and S.)”

On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,
which motlon duly carried with Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordered that Agenda
Item 6K2 be approved. The Agreement for same is attached hereto and made a part of the
minutes thereof.

here was no public comment on this item.
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15-0166 AGENDA ITEM 6K3

Agenda Subject: “Approve Funding Agreement State Question-1 Truckee River
Land Acquisition-Hoss Parcel Project (APN 084-212-05) [$29,500-State Question 1
Truckee River Bond Funds] between Washoe County and The Nature Conservancy.
(Commission District 4.)”

There was no public comment on this item.

On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner&ung,
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordered thdl Agenda
Item 6K3 be approved.

15-0167 AGENDA ITEM 6L1 - HEALTH ® @

Agenda Subject: “Approve and execute the Permit for D 1n er ent of Human
Remains (Rylee Nicole Murray) as allowed under NRS 45w Subsectlon 2. (Al
Commission Districts.)”

There was no public comment on this 1ten: E

On motion by Commissioner Haftungs seconded by Commissioner Jung,
which motion duly carried with Commissionét, Ltic8y absent, it was ordered that Agenda
Item 6L1 be approved and executed. %

15-0168 AGENDA ITEMy6‘Ia2 2HEALTH

Agenda Subject: “Approve amendments totaling an increase of [$2,351] in both
revenue and expense to t FYYIS CDC Epidemiology and Laboratory Capacity
(ELC) Federal Grant iti, IO 10984; and if approved direct the Comptroller’s
Office to make the ap rlat budget adJustments (All Commission Districts.)”

T@ Pe, Was no public comment on this item.

@1 motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,
whig rr@%p duly carried with Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordered that Agenda
1.2"be approved and directed.

15-0169 AGENDA ITEM 6M2 - SHERIFF

Agenda Subject: “Accept a donation [$416.03] from Henry Schein to the County of
Washoe on behalf of the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office to purchase equipment for
the K-9 Unit, and authorize Comptroller’s Office to make appropriate budget
adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)”
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On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Jung thanked Henry Shein for his
donation. :

There was no public comment on this item.
On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,

which motion duly carried with Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordered that Agenda
Item 6M2 be accepted and authorized.

15-0170 AGENDA ITEM 6M3 — SOCIAL SERVICES x

Agenda Subject: “Accept cash donations in the amount of [SIOZ,Q&TX% the
congregation of Grace Church through their Year- End Giving ¢ aign for the
benefit of the Kids Kottages, Washoe County Social Services’ emergency shelter for
abused and/or neglected children, and direct Comptroller’s @ffic€” to make the

o5
500
e
2

appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.);¢

P

On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Jungﬁg%ki’Grace Church. She
explained the donation was made to benefit an emeré*%”ﬁ&y%s,h (%ter used for abused and
neglected children. She commended social workers for”their devotion to bettering the

lives of others. %

Alice LeDesma, Children’s Ser‘\x%:ivision Director, stated the donation
was an incredible gift. She explained thdt7aftef’ providing a tour of the Kids Cottage
facilities to members of Grace Churc »-’eh%h rogram was selected for the Church’s year-
end giving project. She saisc}/:&larg%gg eck was presented to the Social Services
Department to refurbish Kids4Gottage and make it more home-like and inviting. She
stated some people in the Chur%ﬁ%gvgn volunteered and offered support to some of the

children and their families. %

Dan, Fr %Le;ad Pastor of Grace Church, said the Church members felt
very strongly about#hildren at risk in the County. He said he was thrilled with the level
of sacrifice the ¢gnpregation made and excited about the future.

@h’air Berkbigler said the Board really appreciated the gift made to the

Kid and she thanked Grace Church for their donation.

Karen Durst, Grace Church staff member, said she and the entire
congregation were moved by the Kids Cottage program, which was why they gave so
sacrificially.

There was no public comment on this item.
On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,

which motion duly carried with Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordered that Agenda
Item 6M3 be accepted and directed.
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15-0171 AGENDA ITEM 6C — ANIMAL SERVICES

Agenda Subject: “Approve the reappointment of Elaine Carrick, representative
from a society for the prevention of cruelty to animals, to the Animal Control Board
for an additional 4-year term. (All Commission Districts.)”

Shyanne Schull, Director of Regional Animal Services, said she hoped to
clarify Commissioner Herman’s questions regarding the appointment of Elaine Carrick to
the Animal Control Board. She explained there were seven seats on the Boardy, which
included one representative from each of the five Commission Districts®,one
representative from the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animalslg%d ‘One
representative from the exotic animal community. She said Ms. Carrick w: ufd bierzglling
the seat for the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals.

Commissioner Herman said she questioned the appdi%‘r(nent because she
received some complaints from other applicants regarding Ms}%?a“ﬁgo s lack of exotic
animal and kennel experience. She thanked Ms. Schull for the explanation.

Commissioner Jung said she knew Ms%@®arrickkas a wonderful advocate
for the prevention of cruelty to animals.

On the call for public comment %@/ Brandhorst spoke about cruelty to
animals and the Animal Control Board. %{

On motion by Commisgsie erg%artung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,

which motion duly carried withm%lomml sioner Lucey absent, it was ordered Elaine
Carrick be reappointed to the Afiimal®ontrol Board for an additional 4-year term.

g
2,
;

2

15-0172 AGENDA I'EEM 64 — COMMUNITY SERVICES / CLERK

Agenda Subject:s* _»‘ef%t%bfy; the Community Services Department through the
Washoe Count%-. ABlerk” pursuant to WCC 2.030 for the Board of County

Commissioners¢takinhiate proceedings to amend ‘Washoe County Code Chapter 25
(Business Licetise’ Ordinance) to remove bond requirements for traveling
merchal'lft% (;;ﬁ'ﬂlers, and solicitors; to exempt certain government agencies from
obtaining’ayWashoe County business license for their administrative functions; to
cofy o,id‘fl':te all fees into the master business license fee schedule; to consolidate all
definitions into a single code section; to incorporate NRS provisions as appropriate;
to enable administrative and civil enforcement of business license regulations; to
incorporate certain State of Nevada licensing and permitting requirements; to
modify work card, registration card, and criminal history inquiry regulations in
concert with the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office; to clarify and consolidate
regulations for outdoor events; to divide the current medical marijuana
establishment regulations into various sections to make the code easier to
understand; to incorporate policy direction provided by the Washoe County Board
of County Commissioners at initiation on February 24, 2015; to amend Washoe
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County Code Chapter 110 (Development Code) to clarify which temporary events
require a business license and to remove duplicate regulations pertinent to outdoor
entertainment events; and, to provide for other matters properly related thereto;
and, to direct the County Clerk to submit the request to the District Attorney for
preparation of a proposed ordinance, pursuant to Washoe County Code Sections
2.030 and 2.040. (All Commission Districts.)”

Bob Webb, Community Services Department Planning Manager, said staff
proposed some changes to the business license Ordinance and he needed policy (i:%eé:;/on
e

from the Board. He said the first question was whether or not Chapter 25 of the County
Code should be amended to require transient lodging propertles to obtaln,{?tls ss
licenses. He said staff’s recommendation was not to require business 11ce sés for those
properties.

Chair Berkbigler stated it appeared the Board was @or of staff’s

recommendation %
Mr. Webb explained the second question wa’@et t Chapter 25 of the
ees

County Code should be amended to waive business hce St r non-profit businesses
and other charities. He said the County currently req T all businesses to apply for
business licenses, but the cities of Reno and Sp rks ex]%ﬁjpted non-profit organizations.
He added that both cities required non-profit, 'ﬁ?messes to obtain tax exempt activity
licenses to facilitate inspections. He saids F's recommendation was to allow
exemptions for non-profit entities, to us%,qilahfymg definition in the Sparks City
Code, and to require non-profit organizations'to obtain no-fee licenses so they would be
subject to inspections. He said ai {-so ecommended the County continue to require
non-profit organizations to payathe*$1,000 fee for outdoor events, but waive the $350

daily event fee.

Commissior{;é tng asked if there was a way to verify whether a non-
profit organization "%é}g ibuting to society. She said she understood non-profit
entities were allbwéw%emptlons because they offered social services which were not
provided by the govierninent, but she was concerned about the fairness to taxpayers if that
was not th cg‘sejg She asked if the non-profit entities had to demonstrate their
contributior eﬁ@%’ ‘

Mr. Webb said staff’s recommendation was to mirror the Sparks model,
whichy required non-profit organizations to provide a current copy of their non-profit
status‘letter they received from the Internal Revenue Service (IRS); however, he would
be happy to look into the issue if the Board desired him to do so.

Commissioner Jung wondered what the best practice was across the
Country. She thought the County could require non-profit companies to provide proof
they provided a significant contribution to the public. She also said the fees for outdoor
entertainment events should cover all related government expenses.
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Mr. Webb said the proposal did not include increasing any fees and that
currently only a portion of government costs were recovered for outdoor events. He
explained smaller outdoor events were charged $300 and had to be approved by the
Board of Adjustment, while larger events were charged $1,000 and had to be approved by
the Board of County Commissioners. He stated neither fee was sufficient to cover staff
expenditures. He said if so directed, he could incorporate language into the proposed
changes which would require additional special event fees for the purpose of cost
recovery.

Commissioner Jung mentioned some outdoor events were also considered
by the Regional Parks and Open Space Commission. Mr. Webb explained orflyReyents
that were held on property managed by the Parks Department, such as th Bréat Reno
Balloon Race, went before the Parks Commission for approval. He said sué%“%ﬁents were
not subject to the provisions in the business license Code, so the Parks @ission had a
duty to ensure those events met park Code standards. :

Commissioner Jung said she thought non-prof};gbuﬂ inésses should have to

demonstrate they were benefitting the community to have Blas?f?é?é%l’icense fees waived.

She said she did not want to use the Sparks City Coa%h&: d%-nine qualifications and
s B

.instead wanted to utilize whatever the best practice was tliroughout the Country.

Commissioner Hartung agreed wi 3Commissioner Jung. He said there
were lots of businesses that claimed to b' %brofit and yet placed a burden on
taxpayers. He said he would like to see dg?’e rent”language in the proposal and thought it

would be a good idea to look at best prae -".cé,sjnationwide.

Chair Berkbigle@ it appeared the Board wanted further investigation
and discussion in regards to the s¢ %n question.

Commissiof{xfﬁli 1g said she knew the Sheriff’s Office was reimbursed for
expenses incurred yhi g%‘s;;’é&gn non-profit organizations, such as the Reno-Tahoe Open
S0 she did not think the Board was acting any differently than

(RTO) and Burring#}
any other gov]::irnn%%@bo y.

¥, Webb said staff was also seeking direction as to whether or not the
busip st@?nse Code should be amended to exempt General Improvement Districts
Dsy frof special event regulations, which was the third question listed in the staff
repe said the Sun Valley GID requested an exemption for outdoor events held on
the reéreational facilities they managed. He said the proposed changes would affect two
GIDs, specifically in Sun Valley and Incline Village, because they both owned
recreational facilities. He stated they would still be required to obtain other permits and
approvals for things like law enforcement protection or food permits for outdoor vendors,
but staff’s recommendation was to allow the exemption to GIDs for special event
licenses.
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Chair Berkbigler said, as the representative for Incline Village, she
supported the idea. She asked for comments from the other Commissioners and seeing
none, stated the Board was clearly in support of the first and third questions regarding the
proposed amendments to the business license Code.

Mr. Webb said he would come back to the Board for further discussion on
question number two with best practice definitions.

There was no public comment on this item.

On motion by Commissioner Hértung, seconded by Commissiq;';%g,
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordered atiAgenda
Item 6K4 be approved with the exception of staff’s recommendation for (ie%tion number
two, and with a request to bring question number two back with u&d@l@language for

review by the Board.

BLOCK VOTE — AGENDA ITEMS 8, 9, ANDQ

15-0173 AGENDA ITEM 8§ - COMMUNITY @&\%S
y 4

Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to adopt LR esolufion to sponsor an amendment
to the 2012 Truckee Meadows Regional g ngpursuant to NRS278.0272(7), to
amend the Electrical Utility Corridors Sotith niap to include two new substations
and new utility corridors on assessor’g’gﬁ ‘%’él number 084-110-29 to support the

which motion duly carriedwith*Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordered that Agenda
Item 8 be adopted, The Re lulf{ion for same is attached hereto and made a part of the

minutes thereof.&%
15-0174 ‘GENDA ITEM 9 — COMMUNITY SERVICES

Y

Age,nd_a(?{lblect: “Recommendation to approve an Agreement for Professional
C%%fﬁ?&rvices between Washoe County and Poggemeyer Design Group, Inc.,

On motion g@(;ommissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,

to proyide project management services for the Washoe County Medical Examiners
Facility Project [$182,990]. (All Commission Districts.)”

There was no public comment on this item.
On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,

which motion duly carried with Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordered that Agenda
Item 9 be approved.
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15-0175 AGENDA ITEM 10 - COMMUNITY SERVICES

Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Amendment No. 1 to the Agreement
for Professional Consulting Services between Washoe County and VanWoert Bigotti
Architects to include specialty forensic consultant services for the Washoe County
Medical Examiner’s Facility Project [$167,835.00]. (All Commission Districts.)”

There was no public comment on this item.

On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner %g,
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Lucey absent, it was ordered thaf&%end
Item 10 be approved. '

11:27 a.m. The Board convened as the Truckee Meadows Fire ,aB otea‘%v tion District
(TMFPD) and the Sierra Fire Protection District (55 %”ﬁoard of Fire
_ Commissioners. R

12:49 p.m. The Board adjourned as the Truckee Mead’éiws %F Protection District
’ (TMFPD) and the Sierra Fire ProtectiGRehist et (SFPD) Board of Fire
Commissioners.

15-0176 AGENDA ITEM 11 — MANAG%NT SERVICES
o

Agenda Subject: “Discussion and dﬁﬁe‘é%‘ﬁ to staff regarding legislation or
legislative issues proposed by legis}\afq%'t;? y Washoe County or by other entities
permitted by the Nevada Stg Legislature to submit bill draft requests, or such
legislative issues as may be gemey by the Chair or the Board to be of critical
significance to Washoe County. (Al Commission Districts.)”

John Slaugl%%é":‘ounty Manager, provided a handout to the Board, which
was placed on filg with “theit ferk. He said staff continued to work diligently at the
Legislature in Garseh,City and explained the handout included a list of some of the bills
that were of int¢Fay 18 the County. He said there were concerns about Senate Bill 70
(SB70), whioh%i@m require the Clerk to present completed minutes to the Board by the
next meeting, ¥ said the requirement would be problematic because in some months
ther @g jumerous back-to-back meetings and it would be practically impossible to
ca@ ith that mandate. He said he wanted to also draw the Board’s attention to three
colléegive bargaining bills, which were being considered by both the Assembly and the
Senate. He said SB158, SB168 and Assembly Bill 182 (AB182) were all related to
collective bargaining issues and it was staff’s observation that there were some issues
within those bills that were either a benefit to the County or could be difficult. He said the
recommendation was for the Board to take a neutral position and allow staff to address
specific issues during the legislative hearings. He said if the Board chose that position,
staff would present information regarding procedural or fiscal impacts and allow the
Legislature to make decisions based on the information they received.

FEBRUARY 24, 2015 PAGE 15



Chair Berkbigler said it was a great idea and it appeared the Board agreed
with the recommendation. .

Mr. Slaughter said there were two other bills he wanted to bring to the
Board’s attention and the first one was AB94 regarding sample ballots by email. He said
the language had been reviewed by staff and he recommended the Board support the bill.
Commissioner Hartung stated he championed the bill and would appreciate the Board’s
support as well. He said the bill was intended to allow voters the ability to elect to receive
sample ballots by email, which was the first step in creating a new system for the County.
Chair Berkbigler stated her support. %

On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by ok %oner
Herman, which motion duly carried with Commissioner Lucey abggnti®the Board
declared their support of AB94. o @

Mr. Slaughter commented there had been quite %ﬁ%o discussion about
ABI185 in the media. He said the bill would make changes rgl ed% fire services in the
County. He thought the language in the bill was fairly simpl&@said’ it stated the closest
unit would be required to respond to a fire or emerge”’é%c ]]regardless of location. He
said automatic aid had been an issue for years and liéyy o%r t\ﬁe Board recognized the
value of that model. %

Commissioner Hartung said, fe would like to see an automatic aid
agreement with the City of Reno, he thogg €utrality was the best way to go on the
issue. Chair Berkbigler agreed with Commissioner Hartung, but said she did not think it
was the State Legislature’s job te: didjggto municipal governments how they handled
emergency services.

&

Mr. Slaughtes, said ‘he would continue to bring forward legislation that
staff had questions about tHésstated the Monday Memo, which was sent out from the
Manager’s Officegco faitedias orough update and review of staff’s efforts in Carson
City. He said if,fan}#’*\%gu;r'issues came up staff would contact the Board’s liaison, Chair
Berkbigler.

Mr. Slaughter stated the Board would be conducting a closed session for

the purp 558 discussing labor negotiations during its lunch recess and would reconvene
00 1%%? in the Caucus Room for an open and concurrent meeting with the Library
Boardyof Trustees. He said, since the rest of the agenda was concluded, the final public

%

ent would be heard after the concurrent meeting in the Caucus Room.

Later in the meeting (after Agenda Item 18) Commissioner Hartung
requested to reopen this Agenda Item. He said, since Mr. Slaughter found the
Government Services Tax (GST) was restricted for road related projects, he thought the
Board might want to direct Mr. Slaughter and the legislative team to see if they could
find a way to allow the County some flexibility so the money could be used for Parks and
Libraries.
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Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, said there were some restrictions on the
use of the GST proceeds, but if General Fund money was being spent on road projects
that the GST money could be directed toward, then the money in the General Fund could
be freed up and directed toward other things, which would not require legislative action.

There was no public comment on this item.

15-0177 AGENDA ITEM 19

Agenda Subject: “Possible Closed Session for the purpose of discussin%lg}gor
negotiations with Washoe County, Truckee Meadows Fire Protection Distriﬁé?éyd/or
Sierra Fire Protection District per NRS 288.220.”

1:03 p.m. On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by om sioner Jung,
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Lﬁce?"éfsent, it was
ordered that the meeting recess to a closed se )%1%’% r the purpose of
discussing labor negotiations with Washoe C@ Truckee Meadows
Fire Protection District and/or Sierra Fire ‘P-.l:otectlon District per NRS
288.220.

2:00 p.m.*  The Board reconvened with all m&nbers present and Commissioner Lucey
participating by telephone in thg Washoe County Commission Caucus
Room located on the 2nd Flooféof Biiilding A at 1001 E. 9th Street, Reno,
for the concurrent meeting™ With”the Washoe County Library Board of
Trustees.

15-0178 AGENDA ITE@

Agenda Subject: “Public § ment. Comment heard under this item will be limited

to three minutes per %and may pertain to matters both on and off the
Commission agenda, éﬂz‘ e-Gommission and Board of Trustees will also hear public
comment durm%n‘ﬂlw ﬂal action items, with comment limited to three minutes per
person. Commgént; are to be made to the Commission and Board of Trustees as a

computers in the libraries.

whole.” @
Q@ Cathy Brandhorst expressed concerns about security and the fees for the
201} .

15-0179 AGENDA ITEM 15 - LIBRARY

Agenda Subject: “Presentation, discussion and possible direction to staff regarding
the Washoe County Library System Facility Master Plan. (All Commission
Districts.)”

Arnie Maurins, Library Director, introduced Todd Lankenau, Managing
Partner of Collaborative Design Studio. Mr. Lankenau conducted a PowerPoint
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presentation and reviewed the Library System Facility Master Plan. He reviewed the
process utilized to develop the Plan including data analysis, questionnaires and
interviews. He said as a result of that process, system recommendations were determined
and included increasing library hours, improving technology, outsourcing some library
functions, selectively downsizing audio books, CDs and DVDs, the addition of after-
hours pick-up and drop-off lock boxes, and radio frequency (RFID) tagging.

Commissioner Hartung asked if the lock boxes could be accessed from the
outside or if they would require the need for special foyers to house them. Mr. Lapkenau
said they were weatherproof lockers that could be mounted outside.

Mr. Lankenau said the plan included recommendations f r’ﬁthi-}f;gs that
would have to be done to building infrastructure to accommodat '%@f@ h. The
recommendations included options for rearranging things to fit moregp@ into existing
space, renovating library interiors to create additional space, adid cofiStructing new
libraries. He said, based on those recommendations, some o ﬁ%“ﬁ;i)’%pproaches were
created for new construction and financing. He said one maj; %‘%co endation was to
close both the Verdi and Duncan/Traner libraries becauseith y%re very small and
underutilized. He thought the money could be better u% Sewhere and said the goal
was not only to right-size libraries, but also to mininifze operational costs. He stated
another recommendation was to build new libfhgies in”downtown Reno. He said the
existing downtown library would be difficult t§ r€novate due to asbestos and lighting
issues.

Mr. Lankenau talked abe <%\Y0rth Valleys Library, which he said was
undersized, and said the Sierra Vg%i nLibrary was in a very undesirable location. He
thought the advantage of the Sierza®View Library was that there was plenty of parking,
but the fact that it was locatelcf%nésige a shopping mall turned a lot of people away.
Commissioner Jung stated.she tho%ght the Sierra View Library was popular and well
used. Mr. Lankenau replietsthe*Library had quite a bit of circulation, but the consultant

did not feel it was an a@yxr@te location.

R%é%?[{othe stated he was the owner of the property that housed the
Sierra View L&%ﬁ‘ " He said he appreciated the Library being there and was committed
to his donat-i‘g%/ hich was covering the rent for the space.

@ Mr. Lankenau said the Sparks Library was too small and forecasts
preditged the area would need a library space twice the size of the existing building. He
said o%ions included creating one larger library or creating an additional smaller library
so there would be two of them. He said the area had changed significantly and it was
approaching a size that might benefit from having two libraries. He talked about possible
locations and stated that a key consideration would be to note where the bus lines ran.

Commissioner Hartung thought in the future there would be some

connectivity between the west and east sides of the valley. Mr. Lankenau agreed with
Commissioner Hartung and said the influx of people, due to new companies like Tesla
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coming into the region was something to consider, but there was no way to know where
the incoming populations were going to land.

Mr. Lankenau said another option to consider was the consolidation of the
Downtown and Sierra View libraries into one large main library. He said every urban
center he could think of had a main downtown library.

Commissioner Hartung said it seemed to him the question was whether to
have larger libraries that required more space or smaller libraries that were integrated into
the communities. He thought it would be good to find more people, like Mr. Rot}%ho
understood that libraries were a positive addition to shopping centers. Mr. L.a zI‘ge au
added he thought creating more small libraries might result in higher opera‘)c}g&} dotts.

Derek Wilson, Library Board Trustee, said the Li ’:1% Board had
discussed the idea of creating an impressive central library before. HE sAid the issue was

really about size and library space per capita. He said the issuﬁ*,‘%ﬂity needed to be
addressed, but he thought the primary need was for more spacgs, R

S
Commissioner Lucey said he knew th%
al

9@% lleys Library was also
used as a meeting center. He said he would lean towaid q

ality over quantity because,
with new developments coming in to the area, hé'thought*the libraries could be used more
as community centers. e

Mr. Lankenau reviewed thgf“?é%g- ended locations for new libraries and
talked about the potential for expans; ilzsome of the existing libraries. He said the
Sierra View Library currently had23,130 square feet of space and projections indicated it
would need 50,000 square fee@ff 1% year 2035. Mr. Rothe commented that he could
accommodate that need and said™ };iibrary Board just had to let him know when they

needed it.

Mr, L3 fgl%ﬁ’gu egplained the options that were listed in the PowerPoint
presentation and: safi”;“%;@sts ranged from $149 million to $196 million. Mr. Maurins
passed out som %ts, which were placed on file with the Clerk. Mr. Lankenau said
the handouts Z{;;meant to provide a graphical representation of the County’s shortfall.
He spoke dhoufthe library size projection graphs and explained some of the details
depicted{in %. He said it would make sense to get rid of libraries that were going to
staft costiig’ the County money, such as the one in the North Valleys, which was on a

leasedyith a rate that had recently been increased.

Chair Berkbigler wondered if the Senior Center Library would be open to
the patrons of the Duncan/Traner Library if that branch was closed. Mr. Lankenau did not
think that would be palatable because the groups of people using those two libraries were
very different. Chair Berkbigler said the people who used the Duncan/Traner Library
were generally those who did not have access to computers and tended to have
transportation issues, so she was concerned about closing that branch.
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Mr. Lankenau talked about the library size projection graph for “Option
4”, which was based on the proposal for closing of the Sierra View Library. He said it
showed the main library would be the Downtown Library, but in order to accommodate
projections it would need an additional 100,000 square feet and another 400 parking
spaces. He suggested the consideration of an alternative site at the location of the old
Park Lane Mall, which he said had enough space, was along bus routes, and had plenty of
surface parking. He said there some other possible options for downtown, but
accommodating parking downtown could be difficult and he was trying to avoid building
a parking structure. Commissioner Jung said there was parking all around thegcurrent
- Downtown Library so she did not understand why people thought that was a b%ﬁ&le.
Mr. Wilson thought the fact there was not any on-site parking was limiting thegls ’s
appeal. Commissioner Berkbigler said she thought the homeless popula i6n hear the
library was a more significant deterrent than the lack of parking.

Mr. Lankenau talked about the library location analzjfgi@ph, which he
said was meant to show the service range of each library. He ﬁt’é‘&%h’e intersection of
Plumb Lane and Virginia Avenue, the site of the old P‘:a;?é‘ e}Mall, fell half way
between the two radii extending out from the Downtowh, Libra#y and Sierra View
Library. He said he was not sure that was the best locatignsfor Anew main library because
of the distance some people would have to travel to it. % §

o
N

Commissioner Hartung said he, th otght he heard the owners of the old
Park Lane Mall site wanted $20 million dolla?s Of the property. Mr. Lankenau said the
property belonged to a bay area dévelope@n@ﬁ’é thought it would have to be developed
for mixed-use with restaurants, offices angd perhaps even residential units in order to get a
return on the investment. He sai:d%a@ developer would plant a library right there
because it would increase the pfg erfSvalue tremendously. Commissioner Hartung said it
was a well-known fact that place§ of worship, libraries and schools made great
communities and that wasetjhat people looked for. Mr. Lankenau said an alternative
argument could be made o] ﬁ;fting a main library somewhere downtown where there
was a denser populatig ﬁ%ﬁn@m‘issioner Lucey said a lot of his constituents used both the
Downtown Librpa; y&%?the Sierra View Library, but he knew some of them were using

ba

the South Valleys Bibrary just because it was new.

-‘::2;:,&, ‘ Gvimmissioner Jung asked Mr. Maurins how much money was currently in
the 'brg%zg'get to be utilized for expansion and Mr. Maurins replied there was none.
C issidtier Jung asked if the purpose of the planning report was to create a vision for
the%u ¢ and Mr. Maurins said it was just good planning. Commissioner Jung said the
bottom line was there was no money for the project and she explained she wanted to
make that point because she had received some complaints. She thought there had been a
lack of sensitivity to the citizen who was willing to give the County free space for a
library. She was concerned the County was not being a good partner and was not doing
enough to drive business to the community rooms at the Sierra View Library. She said
she made it very clear to Mr. Rothe that the County could do a better job with
public/private relationships and she thought the discussion was an exercise in futility
because she could not see where the money was going to come from.
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Commissioner Lucey commended Commissioner Jung for her statements
and said he agreed with her. He stated public/private alliances needed to be strengthened,
so he would push for that and for continuing to look at plans for independent and stand-
alone libraries.

Chair Berkbigler stated she would be completely opposed to closing the
Sierra View Library. She said she had never been in that library when it was not busy and
she knew it served a good purpose. She thought the consultant might not approve of the
concept of walking through a mall to get to a library, but she did not see any evidence to
show citizens felt that way. She said if the Library Board was considering buildinlc}‘a ew
library, she would recommend putting it in the North Valleys because of the £ g %in

that area. aé &
]

Commissioner Hartung wondered if it might be a ggdd idea to put an
advisory question on the next ballot to ask the citizens if they would#ppré¥e of using the
General Service Tax (GST) fund, which generated about ,$T®, Hillion per year,
specifically for the purpose of funding the libraries. He ssaidylibraries made good
communities and he thought a good case could be made for th‘afgl?‘se of the money.

Commissioner Jung said she thought thegBogd could make that decision
and enact it without putting it to a vote. She saidhe was#iot sure they should give all the
money to the libraries, but thought maybe they ¢ ou‘ggl' use the money for both parks and

libraries.

Commissioner Hartungmav reed with Commissioner Jung. He said he
received a lot of complaints ab()}rzlfbr ity Jours and he thought it was important to get the
libraries opened up so people,hagé’é*ess when they needed them. He thought the Board

&

should have some discussion abotthe potential use of the GST money during one of its

regular meetings.

Mr M %s said’he appreciated and understood what Commissioner Jung
said about publig/priyateypartnerships. He said the Library Board had to consider what
made sense throughoutthe County and not just for one location. He asked Mr. Lankenau
to describe apother option, which was previously presented to the Library Board,
regarding th&pofential for a lease-to-buy arrangement with a developer.

%y, 7 Mr. Lankenau said one of the things he had suggested was a public/private
partiiership wherein the County could engage a development team to construct a library,
or series of libraries, and then lease it back to the Library with a buyout at the end of a
period of time. He said it was a good way to finance the library expansion that could be
spread out to meet the County’s needs in a metered way. :

Commissioner Hartung stated the utilization of the GST money would
allow the County to obtain a bond because it was a dedicated source of funding. John
Slaughter, County Manager, said the GST fund was revenue that amounted to about $3.3
million dollars per year, but it was restricted for use in road related projects. He said
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using that money for roads freed up County money to be used for other things.
Commissioner Jung said she wanted a presentation about the GST Fund because that
explanation was completely different than what was presented to the Board in 2009.

Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, stated the public had not been notified that
either of the Boards would be discussing specific revenue sources and suggested they
consider bringing that topic back for discussion at a future meeting. Commissioner
Hartung said it would be good to give staff the time to do the research.

On the call for public comment, Scottie Wallace, library emplo;é%%sgid
external lockers had been installed at the Downtown Library and customer§ Rad*the
ability to pick up their items anytime around the clock. ‘

Mr. Wilson said if Mr. Rothe felt like he was not adeggately included in
the discussion he would be happy to talk with him anytime. He saié,he€*%as in favor of
public/private partnerships and would be delighted if a commer ﬁiﬁ‘arerty owner came
to him to talk about a combined building project. He said th&pary Board wanted the
consultant to look at things objectively and without any p?eco ceptions. He stated the
suggestion to close the Sierra View Library came as %E to the Library Board as
well as to the Friends of the Library, but he thought a$ always understood that the
expansion plan would be contingent upon econd?llc realities. He said the Library Board
considered the North Valleys a priority as far < B idlding a new library and he did not
foresee the Sierra View Library closing an Soon. He stated he agreed with the
process to obtain the report because he lik€dzlo g range planning and preferred to have a
document that showed the L1brary Bar As paying attention and looking toward the

%

future.

Chair Berkblgler' §he agreed with that statement and she believed in
being proactive rather th ctn? She said planning ahead was great because if the
County was somehow e d w1th extra money and had to make a decision, they

would have some plan % o1}

(g@ Sioner Hartung thought perhaps a public/private partnership could
be attained w company like Amazon to create a digital library. He said Amazon
would soon®be @#major employer in the North Valleys so that might be a discussion that
couldba%gz?’some point in the future.

There was no action taken on this item.

15-0180 AGENDA ITEM 16 - LIBRARY

Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible direction to staff regarding the Washoe
County Library System’s Strategic Plan for FY 2015/16 — FY 2019/20. (All
Commission Districts.)”
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Arnie Maurins, Library Director, said the Library was required to have a
. five-year strategic plan and the staff report was intended to obtain feedback to aid in
putting together the final draft of the plan. He said the current vision was for all residents
in the County to benefit from the Library’s support of literacy and self-education. He said
to make progress toward that vision the Library needed to communicate so people
understood the benefit of library services. He said the plan also needed to take into
account the County’s strategic objectives and goals. He stated there were two million
people visiting the libraries via the branches and the website so they touched a lot of
people. He said he laid out the plan with three primary strategic objectives, which;%ere to
deliver great service that met individual and community needs, to raise awareness @,g;he
positive difference libraries made, and to improve the library’s organizational h@%g

Commissioner Jung suggested the Library work toward 1’1%1“11 ways to
incentivize newer employees so they would stay within the library sysiem$Mr. Maurins
replied that was included in the workforce development goal.

On the call for public comment, Kelly Rush, Gg; %anager of America
Matters Media, said she represented the community radio nef éﬁ fich was based at the
Reno Town Mall. She said they worked closely with HesSierta, View Library and were
working to transform the mall into a community town hall. She said radio programs could
be developed to inform the community about th%b%ineﬁ%’ of the library system and how
public/private relationships were coming togetge pthe benefit of all. She said this was
one more argument for keeping the Sierra Vie%iﬁmy open.

Eddie Floyd said he ho 'te.d\% hdnternational talk show for America Matters
Media and he had just over 1.4 mit 'o?ggnias, eners. He said Robert Rothe, the owner of the
mall, had offered his help to stagt a*Wgekly radio show about Washoe County. He said it
did not make any sense to him t %azyone would want to close the Sierra View Library

at the mall. %
Commjggo\@gr Jartung said he thought some salient points were being
made with respegy téyoutseach and if people knew the statistics they would be appalled at

how the library/Syistéi had been gutted. He thought public outreach would be an
important paﬁ 23 ji%ging the library system back to a usable level and that there should
be more dis%;é%fbh about the current state of the libraries and how the County was going
naxe diself more attractive to newcomers.

%, Nancy Leuenhagen, Communications Manager, said she had talked with
Mr. Floyd about placing some guests on his show. She said she also discussed outreach
efforts with Jennifer Oliver, Library Development Officer, and Mr. Maurins.

Robert Rothe said he knew Mr. Floyd had a number of exciting ideas that
would promote community involvement and they were working together to support some
activities in the Reno Town Mall to bring people in. He said a lot of effort had been put
into the public/private relationship and he was dedicated to supporting the library. He
said he wanted to point out the Reno Town Mall had free parking, security, extremely
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low facility costs for the Library, and room for expansion. He said the Sierra View
Library was one of the busiest branches and he thought the convenience of the location
spoke for itself.

Sara Sattler, Chair of the Library Board of Trustees, stated the Library
Board was surprised to hear the results of the Facility Master Plan report. She said the
Library Board was focused on the need in the North Valleys and very much appreciated
the Sierra View Library.

Commissioner Lucey hoped the Library Board would continue to é%-’ﬂve to
create a more positive public perception based on the fact that libraries were 1mf§}§y to
communities. He thought the Library Board should make that a primary ’fgcus I its

strategic plan.

There was no action taken on this item.

15-0181 AGENDA ITEM 17 - LIBRARY

Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible directioR¥tozstat egarding the Washoe
County Library System’s FY 2015/16 budget request .&(A I Commission Districts.)”

Mr. Maurins, Library Directgm réad from the staff report which
highlighted the Library’s financial situation afid %ided some context for the fiscal year
2015-16 budget requests. He provided speg'ﬁﬁ' iformation about the status of the current
budget which resulted in reduced staffy,reduced hours of operation, and fewer new
materials. He talked about the ,l?,xpans’igélpfund, the top capital project priority to build a
new library in the North Valleys#4and safety concerns in the Sparks and Sierra View
Libraries. He said the primary o}gj, ctives for the Library’s budget increase requests
included improving servicesfand customer satisfaction as well as reducing expenditures
in the Expansion Fund. %

2
I\%M%gjns pointed out the specific budget requests outlined in the staff
report. The requé %l cluded increasing hours of operation, the addition of a security

guard at the a%ks;,rand Sierra View Libraries, moving the expense of a Shift Librarian III
from the ExR%%ibn Fund to the General Fund, and a budget increase to fund public-use
technology ane "more books and other materials.

AN Commissioner Jung asked if there had been any efforts made to reach out
to the’Sheriff’s Department to see if they might be interested in placing a community
resource center in the Reno Town Mall and provide security for the Library.
Commissioner Hartung thought the Sheriff’s Office had an existing substation on Grant
Drive, which was just behind the Library. Commissioner Jung thought it would be a good
idea to see if there was any interest because Deputies had arresting powers, which would
be a good deterrent. Mr. Maurins said he would look into it.
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Mr. Maurins talked about a request to increase funding for the Capital
Improvement Plan (CIP) to fund a new North Valleys library. Chair Berkbigler wondered
if he considered approaching any of the major developers in the area to see if there was
any interest in a public/private partnership. She thought developers understood libraries
were beneficial and said it would be worthwhile to look into it. Derek Wilson, Library
Board Trustee, said there had been some discussion about casting a wider net in terms of
seeking donations and the Library Board would be happy to look into that. Commissioner
Hartung said he understood libraries were important to healthy communities and he
thought the Board of Commissioners could make a cogent argument for the utilization of
the Government Service Tax (GST) for much needed funding. x

There was no public comment or action taken on this item. %

15-0182 AGENDA ITEM 18 - LIBRARY : %Q

President Dan Erwine; Vice-President Sunny Solomon; der Mary Jones,
Washoe County Library: Sierra View Managing ifibrarian John Crockett.
Presentation on Sierra View Library’s Activities‘%’%?d rograms and Friends of

Agenda Subject: “Appearance: Friends of Washoe C lﬁ? Library Board:
gl

Washoe County Library Booksales; and acknowledge receipt of reports on Sierra
View Library’s Activities and Programs and%EriendS of Washoe County Library
Booksales. (Commission Districts 1, 2, and 3.)*

Dan Erwine, President of tlje;Eri¢hds of the Library, extended gratitude to
Robert Rothe for generously supporting%(t%; Organization by donating rent-free space in
the Sierra View Library. He sajd beé’w of Mr. Rothe’s donation, the “Friends” were
able to increase their donationigto the} library system by $60,000 to $70,000. He spoke
about the organization’s participation in the America Matters and Senior Spectrums

Programs and said they we%king hard to increase membership.

Sunny S%on, Vice President of the Friends of the Library, said the non-
profit organizatidn &g\t}%ﬂ in 1981 and the first financial donation to the library system
amounted to $4@(‘) . She stated the 2014 donation was $140,000. She explained the
money camegfrotitmmembership donations, book sales, the Second Century Endowment
Council, & i&’fhe Garden” (a part of Reno’s Artown event), Amazon Online and the
Second g@\%rose bookstore within the Northwest Library. She said libraries were the
lastybastiont for democratic citizenry to meet and that bookstores could not offer what
librari o5 could.

Mary Jones, Friends of the Library Board Director, provided some specific
information about the amount of money which was donated to the library system. She
said the Friends of the Library received a notice that their sub-lease would no longer be
rent free as of July 5, 2015. She said she calculated how much the rent would be for the
first year and determined it would decrease the amount the organization could give to the
library system from $140,000 to $23,931. She asked the Board of County Commissioners
(BCC) to consider waiving the rent. Commissioner Hartung asked who the landlord was
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and Ms. Jones replied it was the County. Commissioner Jung said the BCC would
definitely have to take care of that issue.

John Crockett, Sierra View Managing Librarian, talked about activities
and operations at Sierra View Library. He talked about a demographic census and market
analysis which indicated most of the Library’s users were young middle to low income
families. He said this information helped the Library align their services to better serve
their patrons. He said the Library was instituting a program called First Grade Outreach
and bringing back the Story Time Program. He stated the Library also offergd basic
computer classes, financial and estate planning classes, and free tax prepatation
assistance. He said the Sierra View Library was one of the busiest in the system,,(% Here
was a significant problem with the restrooms in the facility and he was ho in%j{% see
some improvements made to them.

Commissioner Jung said she thought the mall own: £ ad recently spent
$30,000 on bathroom renovations and asked if the Library had itgfoWa Sfaff restroom. Mr.
Crockett replied it was true the bathrooms were remodeled ':‘ gvv tile and sinks, but
the cosmetic improvements did not address ventilation and it mbing’issues. He said there
was a staff bathroom in the Library, but it had been cloSedzsince sthe year 2000 due to the
same types of issues. Commissioner Jung stated the Boat should take a look at funding a

bathroom for staff because she thought they need%"’d a saf¢’and secure bathroom.
&

Chair Berkbigler suggested . Crockett consider inviting the

@%T’ime.

Commissioners to read to the kids during

Mr. Maurins a?rk%d- ssioner Jung if the information provided during
the meeting satisfied her requ€ssfor gnore information about what was going on at the
Sierra View Library. Commissio%;ffung replied it did and suggested a continued effort
to drive people into the SierfayView Library and the Reno Town Mall.

Mr# Cr@%ﬁt’s id the Library would be happy to collaborate with other
agencies and n@igh%’ ing businesses whenever there was an event going on at the

Library. &

&f{@g he call for public comment, Keith Judson, Friends of the Library
Treasure{qﬁé)‘ﬁ)cgq ed his heartfelt thanks to Mr. Rothe for providing rent-free space. He
;e{cge'éd S, Jones’ earlier comments about the notice regarding the cessation of free rent.

said it would not make sense to continue efforts to raise money for the library if they
had \Bt%}pay rent and he hoped the BCC would take action to waive the rent prior to July
Ist.

Marcus Clark, of NAI Alliance, stated work was still being done to fix
some of the issues in the bathrooms and he asked Mr. Crockett to continue to
communicate with him about the problems so they could be addressed.
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Alfred Stoess, Vice Chair of the Library Board of Trustees, urged the BCC
to do everything they could to improve the Library’s financial situation so they could add
more staff and extend hours.

. Chair Berkbigler said the BCC was very interested in seeing what they
could do to accommodate the libraries because they understood their importance. She
asked Mr. Maurins to come back to the BCC with his assessment as to whether the Verdi
Library needed to close or not. She said if it needed to close she hoped the Verdi staff
- could be reassigned to other locations. She said she would hate to see the Duncap/Iraner

Library close because she did not think the people in that area would have acces:%%l}er
libraries, so she wanted Mr. Maurins to report back to the BCC about that as well.

There was no action on this item.

4:05 p.m. The Concurrent meeting with the Washoe Count; @lez fary Board of
Trustees was adjourned and the Board of County (8fimiSsioners recessed.

4:20 p.m. The Board reconvened for the remainder f@%e €ounty Commission
agenda.

Commissioner Hartung requested%l:eopemﬁg Agenda Item 11. Please see
the Agenda Item 11 above for discussion detail @

15-0183 AGENDA ITEM 21 %

Agenda Subject: “Public Comme t.@nment heard under this item will be limited
to three minutes per perso%n%?may pertain to matters both on and off the
Commission agenda. The Cm}}mission will also hear public comment during
individual action items,<yith Comment limited to three minutes per person.
Comments are to be madgt% he Commission as a whole.”

T
* * * * * * * *

®
G’Ehﬁ;%%orst spoke about matters of concern to herself.
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4:25 p.m. There being no further business to discuss, on motion by Commissioner
Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Jung, which motion duly carried, the meeting was
adjourned.

MARSHA BERKBIGLER,%E%

Washoe County Commissi%
ATTEST:

NANCY PARENT, County Clerk and

Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners %%2

Minutes Prepared by:
Cathy Smith, Deputy County Clerk
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA

TUESDAY 10:00 A.M. MARCH 10, 2015
PRESENT:

Marsha Berkbigler, Chair
Kitty Jung, Vice Chair

Vaughn Hartung, Commissioner
Jeanne Herman, Commissioner %

Bob Lucey, Commissioner

Nancy Parent, County Clerk A’%
John Slaughter, County Manager

Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel @

The Washoe County Board of Commissionerssg nii .enE ed at 10:01 am. in
regular session in the Commission Chambers of the WaShoe3Catinty Administration
Complex, 1001 East Ninth Street, Reno, Nevada. Follﬁwjﬁ e, Pledge of Allegiance to

he‘y Bdard conducted the following

the flag of our Country, the Clerk called the roll and t
business:

15-0186 AGENDA ITEM3—PUBLI.(’§§§’{O" ENT
Agenda Subiject: “Public Comment. ,&gmmient 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 g Hfiysion will also hear public comment during
individual action items, with%gomment limited to three minutes per person.
Comments are to be madexf’? the Commission as a whole.”

Eddie %gir%‘@ aid he was contemplating a lawsuit regarding the ballpark,
which would na: e%@ a Energy, the Truckee Meadows Water Authority (TMWA),
the City of Rea% Washoe County. He spoke about the City of Reno letting the
ballpark ope? t::%m out a Certificate of Occupancy and the County not collecting the
ballpark’s taxes¥He said he would allow two weeks for the taxes to be collected;
othe 's%; would be filing a lawsuit with the Supreme Court.

Dena Corritore said she was speaking on Agenda Item 7C. She stated she
worked for Social Services and she thanked the Commissioners and Kevin Schiller,
Assistant County Manager and Interim Director of Social Services, for their support.

Victor Bausell said there should be a clear exemption for farmers and
nurserymen who used hoop houses, high tunnels, or cold frames; and area farmers were
waiting to see what the Board would do to help the exemption move forward. He said one
farmer bought a hoop house, which would be in violation of Exemption 22 due to it being
larger than 258 square feet. He said the farmer was told a hoop house would be
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considered without permits, but the law stated differently. He stated what was needed
was a clear exemption in the County Code, so the farmers could put in the hoop houses,
high tunnels, and cold frames. He said he would like to know what happened since he
was here to speak at the February 24th meeting.

Dan Herman stated he was speaking on Agenda Item 13, Village of the
Peak. He said this item had been going on for two years, and it was time to put it to rest
and for the Commissioners to vote no. He stated the, Regional Planning Commission
(RPC) voted eight to one to deny the application and, if it was sent back to RPC, jt would
get voted down again. He stated the developer had unprecedented unlimited access the
Commissioners, which he did not have as a citizen. He said the developer t % air
Berkbigler a fundraiser, and he felt she should recuse herself from vot1ng peal.
He stated it would not be built as a low-cost housing project, but instead t e«developer
would try to build upper to middle income apartments. He said homes doul@ be bought in
the area for what the developer would charge for rent. He asked tlg BYatd to consider
killing the Village of the Peak project right now, because it was ng ‘%6d project.

Garth Elliott spoke about the lack of a sze\@w ry Board (CAB) in
Sun Valley. He said there had been quite a few instan %e y where the community
needed the CAB to provide input to the County. He appl auded e Board for taking steps
to bring the CAB back. He discussed the numb€p,of amfhals in the local shelters going
down drastically due to the bettering economy.

Sam Dehne spoke about Te_g‘l" A%’the Reno Gazette-Journal.

15-0187 AGENDA ITEM 4z ANNOUNCEMENTS/REPORTS

Agenda Subject: “Commlssm e §’/Manager’s announcements, reports/updates
from County Commissio rs concerning various boards/commissions they
may be a member of o%l}al on to. Requests for information, topics for future

uggestions for greater efficiency, cost effectiveness and

agendas and any&lde
innovation in @%ﬁ%’ overnment (No discussion among Commissioners will take
»

place on this 1tw

‘ommissioner Lucey said in light of Senator Ben Kieckhefer’s bill, SB
185% ould be pertinent to direct staff to provide the Commission with a full
1st

ory’ o he events leading up to the separation of the Truckee Meadows Fire Protection
Distrigt (TMFPD) and the Reno Fire Department. He also requested an update on the
current fiscal and physical status of the TMFPD.

Commissioner Lucey said due to an issue at the South Valleys Sports
Complex, he requested a report on the County’s Regional Parks’ athletic field use, the
financial structure, the rental process, fees, capacity, demand, and the possible expansion
of some of those facilities. He said he also wanted to look at the Citizen Advisory Board
(CAB) in his district to see if changes could be made to make it more diverse. He
requested an update on the status of the CAB handbook.
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Commissioner Jung said over the last several meetings, concerns were
brought up by the public regarding the requirement to have a sprinkler system in mobile
homes. She stated after doing some research, Fire Chief Charles Moore came up with
some different interpretations of the fire code. She said it would be a temporary reprieve,
and she would like to see a proactive approach used to inform the public about what the
expectations were out in the wild-land interface for building structures.

Commissioner Jung said the ordinance regulating hoop houses should be
changed if necessary. She noted many of the County’s ordinances were archaic and, did
not deal with what was going on in today’s modern society. She stated hoop hofisés were
virtually the only way to garden year round in this area and they were "o typical
structures by any stretch of the imagination. She said if it had to come t%é Board, it
should be done sooner rather than later. She stated having someone delay ‘their growing
season was backwards of the Commission’s views regarding ecofoiie development
being the number one priority. She requested a discussion %ﬁng a process to
empower staff to alert the Board when they became aware of things.like hoop houses and
~ fire code issues. She stated currently citizens had to come béfore; oard to voice their

concerns, and she wanted staff to be able to come to th&B

Proactively rather than the
Board making policy reactively. She understood staff di‘% the’best they could over the last
seven years, but we could do better now. She sai'ﬁ%regardlﬁg citizens having access to her,
people could call her anytime on her cell phone,

Commissioner Jung statedgf "';g}“was a phenomenal article in the Reno
Gazette-Journal on Sunday regarding@ lien Clark, the Chief Medical Examiner for
Washoe County. She felt it was yondgrfulfthat Dr. Clark finally received recognition for
everything she did. o

&
D
o)

Commissione%] ung said there was no reason for her to have a CAB due to
the overlap it would havegwith=City of Reno’s Neighborhood Advisory Board (NAB).
She stated becauseghe;%ﬁ%?c@was very diverse, she would prefer doing a series of small
informal town h’a;%s:to find out what the issues were. She said she would be speaking at
the Reno-Spark% ‘);%;%fship class in Carson City about government, running for office,
and Washoe G%L?L /

;‘%Commissioner Hartung congratulated Dr. Clark, and said he did not know
Aar

m@@g k did what she did.

Commissioner Hartung said he felt the same as Commissioner Jung
regarding fire suppression, and there should be a way for staff to deal with any issues
found in Code.

Commissioner Hartung advised the snow pack was at 19 percent of
normal. He requested a review of commercial and industrial landscaping standards to
allow for more drought-tolerant landscaping in developmental agreements. He said he
wanted to give the developers and the business-park owners the opportunity to revisit that
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standard if they wanted to do so, and to give them more diverse options without requiring
green belts.

Commissioner Hartung requested an update on single-stream recycling
coming to the County. He stated a constituent said they were allowed to have one yard
picked up, but Waste Management had been tolerant and was picking up the extra
garbage. He asked for a buffet of a la carte choices, such as a person being able to put out
extra bags instead having a free dump day. Commissioner Herman commented a lot of
the people in the rural areas wanted a free trash dump once a month, which would help
keep the desert cleaner. Commissioner Hartung said Waste Management’s frarichise
agreement was up this summer, but the conversation needed to start now. He éf% ed’the
people who owned large parcels had different needs than those who liyéd omf small
parcels. He said many of his neighbors had horses and used the syste A%t‘)“?dispose of
horse manure. He stated it would be impossible to respond to every. r@% Peeds, but he
felt that working with Waste Management would arrive at some reall§, good solutions.

Commissioner Herman said getting a polling placeéfor Rancho Haven was
being worked on, as were the CABs. She stated the people i tﬁ% rural areas liked using
the CABs as their form of representation. She said shé’%ieed%?l;elp on how to appoint a

v .

representative to the Conservation District for Vya, Ne g’;«?x

Commissioner Lucey said he understgod the Fish Springs Water Facility
was not being used to its full capacity, aud requested a staff report regarding
potentially increasing its use in case of a V\gjﬁZéj}ﬁ’értage this summer.

Chair Berkbigler adyised shie was available to everyone and her cell phone
number was listed on the County, s#Web site. She said she returned all calls and responded
to all e-mails sent to her. She sta v,s”mce she was available to everyone all the time, she
would not violate the ethicsgtules by voting on the Village of the Peak item later in the
meeting. % ‘

@
Chair, é@iy{gler said there was a letter to the editor in the Reno Gazette-
Journal complai: Ih%y Bout businesses throwing tires with the rims into the open space
behind his e{izs\e%etnd she requested the issue be looked into. Commissioner Hartung
noted it was¥a Cvde enforcement issue. Chair Berkbigler said she also wanted to look at
oggp'n requirements and single-stream recycling. She requested a presentation
i&ﬁ%gof the contract renewal with Waste Management.

Chair Berkbigler requested a presentation by the Tahoe Prosperity Center
be put on the next agenda. She stated the Center was working with the Economic
Development Authority of Western Nevada (EDAWN) and the Reno-Sparks Convention
and Visitors Authority (RSCVA) about business growth into the Tahoe area. She stated
Washoe County had accepted growth into Storey County, but was not looking to the
West in our own County.
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Commissioner Jung said Sarah Chvilicek notified her that the Cooperative
Extension taught classes on hoop houses, and she asked staff to contact Ms. Chvilicek.
Chair Berkbigler noted the status of the work on hoop houses was listed in the Board’s
request list, and it appeared to be moving forward fairly quickly.

John Slaughter, County Manager, said it had been the practice of the
Board to cancel their middle meeting but, starting on April 21st, the middle meeting
would start with the Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District (TMFPD) agenda due to
the District needing to start at a set time. He said following the TMFPD meeting, the
Board of County Commissioners (BCC) would meet to take care of items stith as
proclamations and the introduction of new employees. He said the BCC meetifigawould
not be held when there were no such items.

Mr. Slaughter said the sheet tracking the Board’s éﬁ% ts had been
e-mailed to the Commissioners, which would occur every two wigeks®*He stated the
March 24, 2015 agenda would have Commissioner Jung’s reque t‘f@%dmcussmn about
creating a policy for staff who retired and came back asgzeont %tors, along with a
discussion regarding the Nevada Department of Transportation’s(NDOTSs) responsibility
for cleaning the area’s off ramps. He said the emerge“?rb; medical services (EMS) audit

would also be on that agenda. He stated the Code upddtes were assigned to staff, and
would be brought back to the Board as soon as p&s,fble

Mr. Slaughter said the Coufily’s*hew mobile-friendly web site was
launched over the weekend, and he hlghhg 2"s’ome of its new features. He stated staff
would like to hear from the pubhc aboutey t%vorked and what did not.

Chair Berkblglex%?d he attended a presentation about artificial grass,
and she would be happy to providg,the documentation to staff in light of the request to
look at landscaping requir¢ments. She stated the presentation requested the Board

consider giving rebates to rs who removed their lawn and put in artificial turf. She
said she suggestegd esentatlon to the Truckee Meadows Water Authority
(TMWA) Board; tated she wanted to see what the Commission’s TMWA

representatives tg%g%?éﬂer they saw the presentation.

@ ommissioner Jung requested as staff looked at conserving water, they be
1 the’data Phoenix, Arizona collected that showed temperatures rose during the

(i3 to the grass and trees being removed. She said we should be mindful of not
c?::%l unintended consequences.

Commissioner Hartung said there were several requests to deal with hoop
houses, and he asked if there was a way to allow them to get up and running due to their
being a valuable asset even in the summer. He stated the Cooperative Extension probably
had a lot of data about hoop houses, and it was beyond him why they needed to be
engineered. He felt it went back to Commissioner Jung’s statement that the County’s
Code was antiquated.
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15-0188 AGENDA ITEM S

Agenda Subject: “Introduction of new Washoe County Employees.”

John Slaughter, County Manager, had the following employees come
forward to the podium to introduce themselves to the Commissioners:

Christine Cifelli, Health District, Community and Clinical Health Services

Lara Schott, Library %

In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne said it wa§%oodto
see new employees being introduced after a six or seven year lapse. He} stated the
employees were what made this County go. ’é’%;

15-0189 AGENDA ITEM 6 — PROCLAMATION ,@g;@

Agenda Subject: “Proclamation--Nevada Moves Day, Margeh, I %?./015 »

Commissioner Jung read and presente%lﬁthe oc amation to MJ Cloud,
Washoe County School District (WCSD) Safe Routes fh School Coordinator. Ms. Cloud
thanked the Board for recognizing this celebrati6h, She %poke about obesity and how the
Safe Routes to School program encouraged childrengto walk and ride their bikes to and
from school. She stated 21 schools were patficipéfing in Nevada Moves Day, and she
provided examples of what some of the sclidglsswere doing. A copy of a flyer promoting
Nevada Moves Day was placed on file gz%% Clerk.

There was no public/€8mment or action taken on this item.

CONSENT AGEN — AGENDA ITEMS 7A THROUGH 7E(2)

In nesp ﬁ?é ¢ call for public comment, Sam Dehne spoke about the
contributions ofﬂge& teers and the purpose of the consent agenda.

15-0190 DA ITEM 7A —~ ANIMAL SERVICES

Agemda{wv Subject: “Approve Amended Professional Services Agreement dated
Jaﬁ'uﬁ‘y%%ls between Washoe County and Nevada Humane Society defining
operational responsibilities for each, including services provided at the center,
anxmﬁ handling, compensation, periodic facility evaluation and standards of care--
Animal Services. (All Commission Districts.)”

Commissioner Hartung said when a constituent took a stray animal to the
Nevada Humane Society (NHS), they wanted to charge her a fee. He stated she took the
animal to Regional Animal Services, who took it in for free and then took it to the NHS.
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Kevin Ryan, NHS Executive Director, said the NHS had a $25 fee for the

surrender of an altered animal or $50 for a non-altered animal, which was often waived .

based on the individual’s total income. He stated it cost on average $250 to get an animal
from intake through adoption.

Robert Smith, Regional Animal Services Supervisor, said their $25
surrender fee could be waived depending on the circumstances. He stated they and the
NHS worked together to ensure the animal was not released onto the street, which would
create a health and safety issue for both the public and the animal. Commjssioner
Hartung said having fees was counterproductive if the animal was a stray. He stated his
constituent was on a fixed income and the $25 fee was not low for her. Mr. Smith Saj he
NHS would only take in animals surrendered by an owner, while Animal Se ’é‘ce&fg‘bk in
the strays and there was no charge for bringing in stray animals. Commigsiotier Hartung
said people should be informed about the difference. Commissioner J%\Z{i tated clearer

signage at the facility might help. She felt the owners should pay soinethifig to surrender
an animal, but the NHS needed to find out if the animal being suv“f"e?ﬁ%‘f’ed was a stray or
not during the intake process. Mr. Smith said there was a re u%s for new signage to be

in any facility in Washoe County, and he fel(@g\%@' was well below what should be
collected. He noted some of the animals wol{fd%ff; at the NHS for months before they
were adopted. Commissioner Hartung saéi‘ﬁ onie people were not able to keep a pet

anymore, especially the elderly; and tgezgg{@ of some elderly people ate better than they
did. He said he wanted to make uge the ps ople who could not afford the $25 fee did not

4
& ",
o &

turn the animal into a stray.

In response tejthe cl for public comment, Garth Elliott asked the Board
to approve the Amended Rrgfessional Services Agreement with the NHS. He said Mr.
Ryan was doing a,great Jo| the shelter had never been in better shape than it was

right now. w

Ongpiotion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,
- which moti@%?ﬁ?}y carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7A be approved.

1580191 AGENDA ITEM 7B - COMMUNITY SERVICES

Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to adopt a Resolution to direct the construction
of the new Washoe County Medical Examiner Facility on County owned land
between East 9th Street and Interstate 80, one block east of Wells Avenue--
Community Services. (All Commission Districts.)” ‘

In response to the call for public comment, Garth Elliott said the Medical

Examiner’s Office was one of the oldest buildings in the County. He stated the question
was if the building planned would be big enough to meet future needs, and he believed it
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would not. He felt finances should not dictate the size of the building, which was what
happened to the Nevada Museum of Art. :

On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7B be adopted. The
Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof.

15-0192 AGENDA ITEM 7C - COMPTROLLER

Agenda Subject: “Approve the settlement of the claim Kory Garver against Washoe
County et al, for a total sum of [$99,999] for all claims against all deﬁg’fi}@n S--
Comptroller. (All Commission Districts.)”

There was no public comment on this item. @

On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded

., Commissioner Jung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7(zbe:

Y roved.

15-0193 AGENDA ITEM 7D — DISTRICT COURT, %,

award from Nevada Administrative Officezof$the Courts, Court Improvement
Program Grant from the Departmeﬁ’%ﬂo” Health and Human Services,
Administration for Children and Family#4Services for “Dependency Mediation” in
the amount of [$50,000, 33.33% in-lgfin'% mch required] effective February 2, 2015
through January 15, 2016 a;l}l iregt Comptroller’s Office to make the necessary
budget adjustments--District

o
Gourt2(All Commission Districts.)”

i
Agenda Subject: “Retroactively acknowledg%agree:%ent to accept a direct grant

There was

pipublic comment on this item.

On@mq‘t-"g%?mmissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,
which motion dlyAarried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7D be acknowledged and
directed. 4

15-0194 @GENDA ITEM 7E(1) - MANAGER

Afenda Sﬁbiect: “Confirm appointment of Craig Betts as Chief Information
Offi“&g?,- Technology Services, effective March 3, 2015 and set starting annual salary
at $115,000. (All Commission Districts.)” ’

John Slaughter, County Manager, noted the search for the County’s new
Chief Information Officer was an international competitive search. He said Craig Betts
lived in Reno and had been the Chief Information Officer for Douglas County. He stated
he was very happy Mr. Betts was joining Washoe County’s team.
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In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne felt it would have
been nice to have Mr. Betts introduce himself. :

On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Jung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 7E(1) be confirmed.

15-0195 AGENDA ITEM 7E(2) - MANAGER

Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of the Distinguished Budget Presentation
Award for Fiscal Year 2014-2015 from the Government Finance Officers
Association (GFOA). (All Commission Districts.)” N4

In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dg %&aid John
Slaughter, County Manager, and his team did a wonderful job.

Chair Berkbigler congratulated staff on rec F‘% the Distinguished
Budget Presentation Award for Fiscal Year 2014-2015 from: vernment Finance
Officers Association (GFOA).

On motion by Commissioner Hartung, se¢Conded by Commissioner Jung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that A’%énda Itéf 7E(2) be acknowledged.

BLOCK VOTE - AGENDA;ET@& 10, AND 16
B
15-0196 AGENDA ITEM 9 — COMMUNITY SERVICES

Agenda_Subject: “Recomm’ﬁ% to approve an Agreement for Consulting
Engineering Services betwe%’gashoe County and Carollo Engineers, Inc.,
commencing March 10, 2015 through January 30, 2016, to provide planning and
engineering services i}gflh%;é;yuth Truckee Meadows Water Reclamation Facility
2015 Facility Plan Updite iProject [$340,438]--Community Services. (Commission
District 2.)” R, %

‘Smfnissioner Hartung asked how much additional capacity would be
added to th@th Truckee Meadows Water Reclamation Facility (STMWRF). Dwayne
Smith, E‘% cering and Capital Projects Division Director, said the facility planning
wark peing done was in response to regulations by the State of Nevada Division of
Envirgnmental Protection and to get ready for growth. He stated the original plan for the
facility was for 12.1 million gallons of total capacity, while the facility was currently
permitted for 4.1 million gallons. He said this item would allow designing and
constructing the next phase, which would take the capacity to about 6 million gallons.

Commissioner Hartung asked where the effluent went. Mr. Smith said
none of the effluent generated from the waste-water treatment plant was permitted to
enter the Truckee River, and 100 percent of the effluent was used for irrigation in the
South Truckee Meadows.
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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 9 be approved.

15-0197 AGENDA ITEM 10 — COMMUNITY SERVICES

Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to authorize the purchase of 21.72-acres
(currently APN 038-150-18 and APN 038-150-20 located along the Truckee \f%\ er);
approve a Real Property Purchase and Sale Agreement between Washog f& unty
(buyer) and JoAnne Silvia Grasso and Karen Jennifer Loing, truste s"\under the
Carcione Family Revocable Living Trust (sellers) [not to exceed, $440,000 for
acquisition, closing costs and property clean-up funded from WG:1 Parks, Trails
and Open Space Bond of 2000 and State Question One TruckeefRiver Bond funds];
and further authorize the Community Services Department DiFectoF to act on behalf
of Washoe County to execute and deliver any and all iﬁi?%tp?lments and funds,
including without limitation, contracts, agreements, n6tices, éscrow instructions,
deeds and restrictions and railroad access documents, as,may be necessary or
appropriate to accomplish the acquisition; and authoflz;%e Comptroller’s Office to
make the appropriate budget adjustments"%“.Comm&ﬁnity Services. (Commission
District S.)”

In response to the call fof" %F{c comment, Thomas Guinn asked the
Commissioners to approve the purchase<of the 21.72 acres. He said the purchase was due
to 15 years of hard work by the pg}i}us and current Commissioners, Community
Services staff, and numerous co', {hity partners. He stated the purchase would preserve,
enhance, and protect the Trucke&yRiver and would help make it a focal point of the
community. He said it was#imperative to clean up the Truckee River Corridor and to-
improve water quality. Heefhafiked Jennifer Budge, Parks Operations Superintendent;
Eric Crump, Operatigns Diwiéfon Director; and Dave Solaro, Community Services

Director, for pushingt ‘%?acquisition along.

AR
3,

#uth Elliott said he spent an hour on the property recently, and he noted
the farm h@f&WaS about 20 to 25 feet above the flood zone, which should alleviate
ﬂo%@%‘gg ncerns. He said his concern was the property’s ingress and egress went over
theyrailrodd” tracks, which could be a safety concern. He stated it would be a good
purchase, and the $110,000 would clean up the property, but he felt it would cost
$100,(%O to restore the building.

Sarah Chvilicek said she was the past Chair of the Open Space and
Regional Parks Commission, and she encouraged the Board to approve the purchase. She

stated anytime open space could be acquired it would be a benefit to the community.

On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Hartung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 10 be authorized.
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15-0198 AGENDA ITEM 16

Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible direction to the County Manager to
utilize two or more hours of staff time to address Washoe County’s role and
participation in pedestrian crossing and safety in region--Request by Commissioner
Lucey.”

There was no public comment on this item. %

On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissi Rér Hartung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 16 be approved )%4%

15-0199 AGENDA ITEM 13 ,@

Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible direction to staf: ding next steps in
Master Plan Amendment Case Number MPA12-001 (V il‘l‘gge e Peak) to include
whether or not to file an objection with the RegionilxBlapfing Commission (RPC)
and ask for a reconsideration; and, whether or not 'té’ﬁﬁ%leif appeal to the Regional
Planning Governing Board if the RPC %’ﬁrm its determination of non-

conformance upon reconsideration. (Comn%@( “Pistrict 4.)”

Bill Whitney, Planning gnd, Pevelopment Director, said staff was
requesting direction from the Board ab@\%t ether or not to file an objection with the
Regional Planning Commissiczgrg(s%Pé) d ask for a reconsideration of their vote. He
stated they also requested direction (@whether or not to appeal to the Regional Planning
Governing Board (RPGB) if the%. affirmed its determination of nonconformance upon
reconsideration of Master Pign Amendment (MPA) Case Number MPA12-001 (Village
at the Peak). He conductedia-BewerPoint presentation that provided some background on
the Village of the P t"ér Plan Amendment. The topics included the RPC’s
decisions, the viginity myap, the proposed Master Plan Amendment map, the proposed
Character Mang@8meiit Plan Amendment map, the proposed amendments, the
amendment %ﬂg,e Character Statement, the proposed policy amendments, and
information n%pport of MPA12-001. A copy of the presentation was placed on file with
the Cler

Commissioner Hartung asked if this would require one or two motions.
Mr. Whitney replied in the staff report it was styled as one motion. Paul Lipparelli, Legal
Counsel, said per Nevada Revised Statute (NRS) 278.0282, a local government that
disagreed with the reasons given by RPC for making a determination of nonconformance,
could file an objection within 45 days and attach the reasons why the plan was in
conformance. He stated the RPC would consider the objection and issue a final
determination, which could be appealed to the RPGB no later than 30 days after its
issuance. He said this agenda item contemplated whether or not to file an objection and
ask for reconsideration and whether or not to ask for an appeal. He said that could be
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done in one motion, or two motions if the options were different regarding the two
different aspects of the decision.

Garrett Gordon, Lewis Roca Rothgerber LLP, said he was representing the
property owner, Sugar Loaf Peak, LLC. He stated there were two items before the Board,
and he was requesting the Board of County Commissioners (BCC) direct staff to do both.
He stated this application was approved by the BCC and now the application was being
sent to the RPC for conformance. He stated we were in a similar situation a year ago
when the RPC denied the application and, rather than appealing, he withdrew the
application and went back to the drawing board. He said additional experts were hited to
look at the application and an amended application was created to specifically a@ﬁ?‘«e \kfhe
reasons why the RPC denied the application. He stated that included meetiﬁg !wtjfglf the
RPC and County staff to try and come up with an amended application /g%‘?ﬁbuld work
for the County and the RPC. He said the resubmitted application incl%d%ci}pmments and
concerns by the neighborhood and the RPC. He stated they had nunigroti§“meetings with
the 17 reviewing agencies and they either had no comment or, if, fi8y h&d a comment, he
agreed with them. %

from all of the reviewing agencies, County staff recomfifended approval, the BCC voted
to approve the MPA and resubmit it to the RPC®nd thé¢"MPA satisfied all conformance
factors in Regional Plan Policy 4.1.3. He said %Bonnefant, University of Nevada,
Reno Center for Regional Studies Directof, a ugenia Larmore, Ekay Economic
Consultants, Inc., were hired to study the Lg 3ati01, housing demand, job/housing balance,
transit, and affordability. ! )

Mr. Gordon said the result of the resubr?%;’ 15fied all of the conditions

Mr. Gordon stat’e{c%h%‘é’%ﬁpplication was amended to satisfy Policy 1.3.2, as
shown in the RPC Comments andActions slides. He noted the Policy said goals instead
of findings or objective critegia. He said the RPC’s goals were very subjective, which was
different than the findin s@mads by the BCC when looking at an application. He said
affordability, transjt, éf%c?agﬁjby-case would be what it would take to get the RPC to
approve the resubmi?tt%{e stated the RPCs staff concurred the case-by-case criteria had
been met. He sajfian, {8 first go-around there were concerns about allowing multi-family
housing in the,Spanish Springs Area Plan and the possible proliferation of multi-family
due to anydue “being able to file a zoning change without having to go before the
Reg%a lantiing process. He said that was carved back and an overlay was created that
said this 40" acres was at the right place and time for a multi-family development. He
st;c%&%;ross the street was an industrial park that continued to grow.

Mr. Gordon said when the Spanish Springs Area Plan was put into place,
there was a limitation of three dwelling units per acre and most of the area consisted of
General Rural on the east side of Pyramid Highway and on the west side was the Specific
Plan. He said today he would argue that it was a mixed-use district due to the four to five
different land uses. He stated according to the RPCs staff report, affordability was very
important; but, because there was no definition of affordability, the term was very
subjective. He said Mr. Bonnefant’s study verified the affordability. He stated the RPCs
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staff report also indicated to be affordable it had to be located in a mixed-use district. He
said this little node had Industrial, Commercial, General Rural, and other Residential
densities and, as it was built out, would be a mixed-use district. He reviewed the
“...support affordability goals...” slide, which provided some information on Spanish
Springs’ housing costs and demographics. He said he was shocked that the RPC could
not make the affordability finding, because their staff report concluded, “it is likely that
attached housing in the Spanish Springs area would be more affordable to rent or
purchase than a traditional detached single-family home.”

Mr. Gordon said a letter sent to the Commissioners on Friday ,:;,
Bonnefant’s response attached regarding the RPC staff’s denial, and his lett¢i®hit’the

affordability issue right on.

LOD
'y,
Y,

Mr. Gordon said there was a definition for transit§a hut §t was never
included in the RPC’s staff report. He asked how a finding could b that the transit
goals were not met if the finding was not based on obj&éﬁ% riteria. He said
transportation was a goal, and he did not see how not havinganyi{zansportation going to
the area could be a requirement. He stated there were goals .{:X hagze%’park and ride at the
corner of Calle De La Plata and to have public transit g5=ap,to*the area. He felt approved
projects like the Applicant’s would bring people to theyarea, which would continue the
transit process. He stated there were design guidéii'=_ es in the Master Plan that ran with the
property, which he believed satisfied the goal fﬁ\%one day there would be special or
continuing transportation to the area becausg ?h?f’é- would be a bus pad. He stated they
went beyond that and did a transit plan tw”é“‘{;‘s%\’/ided regular and continuing general or
special transportation to a multi-fam-i:]@% {ﬁacility as financed by the Applicant and
approved by Washoe County’s Commiynify Services Director. He said they put together
something that met the transit

2

e,
e,
&

-

Mr. Gordon{.ie &d the Serious Flaws slides and the Violation of Fair
Housing Act slide. He said/the; BCC approved the Master Plan Amendment, but the
Spanish Springs Area the only one that limited density and prohibited multi-
family housing.4e Said¥that was a problem, because prohibiting multi-family housing in
a specific area had (f\igi?é’criminatory effect, and the Regional Planning policies were being
construed i way that could trigger a Fair Housing Act problem, because the
discriminatéiy €ffect would have a significant adverse impact on minorities. He reviewed
t}gﬁ%%ugﬁg%rmaﬁon slide. He felt prohibiting multi-family was at the crux of why the
BEC shotild’file an appeal and go to the RPGB.

% Mr. Gordon discussed the Truckee Meadows Region and Planning for
Growth PowerPoint presentation by Kimberly Robinson of the Truckee Meadows
Regional Planning Agency (TMRPA) and some information about regional statistics,
which were placed on file with the Clerk. The presentation highlighted the area’s growth,
senior demographics, and approved future housing units by jurisdiction. He said the
region wanted growth and jobs, and this project was a step in the right direction.

There was no public comment on this item.
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Commissioner Jung stated she wanted to revisit what the RPC was doing,
because she believed the RPC’s policies were out of control. She felt there also should be
a discussion in terms of who was on the RPGB, what their job really was, and was it even
needed any longer. She said what concerned her about the elitist plan of prohibiting
multi-family was who at some time in their lives did not live in multi-family.

Commissioner Jung made a motion to move this Master Plan Amendment
forward. Commissioner Lucey seconded the motion. Mr. Lipparelli asked if thatzwas the
motion in the staff report that was composed of two elements. Commissionﬁg?\%}/ng
confirmed that was the intent of her motion. Commissioner Lucey concurred.

her concerns about what the RPC and the RPGB were doing, and sheéfeltithey outlived

their time. She stated she needed clarification on what the purpose was 6Fthe RPGB and

how its actions benefited Washoe County. She said she did not sg¢%&% %ﬁﬁt right now.

Chair Berkbigler said the information provided by Mr. %m%‘é/’i}kincreased

Commissioner Jung requested a discussion diring th& budget process on
what the County’s legal role was. She felt the RP€ ,m%%%;uckee Meadows Water
Authority (TMWA), and the Regional Transportation C 1ssion (RTC) could be under
one government rather than having numerous hi’%h@y paid’executive directors and having
the taxpayer’s money being diluted among all o@se duplicate agencies. She believed
the County Manager could take over many of#thos€*functions of government.

Commissioner Lucey s?df@bly the Village of the Peak development’s
location might not be as optimal«as it,could be but, in. all of the districts, there was a
multitude of multi-family that#as#&y functional. He said in his district, there was quite
a bit of multi-family located aroutig the industrial development, which benefited the area
tremendously. He stated he-dgreed” with Commissioner Jung that every option should be
available in every district. BT felt segregating the County into different parts was wrong,
and there should bg ong c6y ,@zwide plan.

%ﬁ@)‘ssioner Jung said the property owners had the right to do what they
wanted with theiproperty. She stated to tell the property owners in Spanish Springs that
they could gt Bedve a certain land-use designation was not right. She felt that was un-

Ame 'ca,%?inﬁdfunconstitutional.

Mr. Lipparelli said earlier he read NRS 278.0282, which was the statutory
provision being dealt with regarding this matter. He stated the Board’s responsibly under
that provision was to attach its reasons why the plan was in conformance with the
Regional Plan, which would be what the RPC would reconsider when hearing this matter
again. He said the record did not contain a citation of those reasons, so the RPC would be
at a loss as to which portions of its decision this Board disagreed with. He suggested the
Board go back and cite a few reasons why the RPC decision was wrong, which would
provide the basis that the statute contemplated for sending it back to them.
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Chair Berkbigler suggested the three major bullet points presented by the
proponent of the project be made a part of the Board’s proposal back to the RPC. She
said those three bullet points refuted the RPC’s points brought out during their objection
to passing this. Mr. Lipparelli said those would be reasons, and if the maker of the motion
wished to incorporate those as part of the motion that would satisfy the statute.

Commissioner Jung asked if County staff had the responsibility to present
what this Board’s spirit and will was by taking this to the RPC and representing this
Board. She stated if staff was only presenting the staff report and were not indjcating
where the Board had an issue, why was staff being paid to go there; and she wc%fi%o.
Mr. Lipparelli said on the legal side, if the Board’s decision was to ask thgﬁQP to
reconsider and give them the reasons why, staff could certainly represent that$o thd RPC.
He stated if the individual Commissioners wanted to attend that would“Probably be
within their rights. Chair Berkbigler said Mr. Whitney’s presentation stdfed Why staff was
now supportive of this project due to all of the changes that were nijde%hd she got the
impression that Mr. Whitney would speak on behalf of the Board “i‘f%@eyBoard passed this
recommendation. Mr. Whitney said that was correct. He suggested”Commissioner Jung
review his presentation to the RPC where he took the directién ¢ ‘?f‘fé’ full Board forward
and pointed out the reasons why this Plan AmEhadmentswas a positive thing.
Commissioner Jung apologized and said she made an¥assimption based on what Mr.
Lipparelli was asking the Board to do on the recéfd.

On the call for the question, fhe %Etion passed with a vote of 3-2 with
Commissioner Hartung and CommissionerEgrman voting “no.”

15-0200 AGENDA ITEM.2. —\¢OMMUNITY SERVICES

Agenda Subject: “Discussion an'()lfpossible direction to staff on requests for refund
of infrastructure fees heldshy Washoe County for the Warm Springs Specific Plan
Area, and process for amending the Washoe County Master Plan to coincide with
possible refunds-E,Co_% ’ity;éervices. (Commission District 5.)”

C;%l ioner Hartung requested some background on the refund requests
of the infrastmucture™fees held by Washoe County for the Warm Springs Specific Plan

(WSSP) Area, Which would help the Commissioners understand the legal parameters
invq vedgp;? Y{fiffﬁﬁng where the County’s exposure might be. Commissioner Lucey agreed
hegwonld¥ltke some background information, because he only heard about this issue
durifig,recent public comment.

Bill Whitney, Planning and Development Division Director, conducted a
PowerPoint presentation that provided background on the Warm Springs Area Plan; the
Warms Springs Specific Plan (WSSP), which was part of the area plan; the history of the
Board action on the WSSP; the overall goal of the WSSP; important WSSP Appendices;
the Financing Plan; the Warm Springs Ranches (2004); the WSSP Financing Plan; the
WSSP fees; and the consideration for refunding the fees. A copy of the presentation was
placed on file with the Clerk. '
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Mr. Whitney said the fees collected were held in special accounts until the
development started, which did not happen. Commissioner Hartung asked what the dollar
amount of the collected fees was. Mr. Whitney replied the amount was approximately
$750,000 and involved 8 to 10 property owners.

Mr. Whitney stated page 3 of the staff report listed six questions that
should be answered before making changes to the WSSP or refunding any of the fees. He
said the County did not want to make a wrong move, but also had to consider the
property owner’s rights.

Chair Berkbigler asked if any of the property owners built rﬁrthin’g. Mr.
Whitney replied the development of the Warm Springs Ranch did not haﬁéé‘h%but some
of the other partners had done parceling and the County entered intojdevelopment
agreements with them when that happened. He advised some of thetparC€ls were vacant
and some had residential homes built on them. -“’“"4::-,

Commissioner Herman asked why there ;3 to¥be a change to the
Washoe County Master Plan, because the Agreement st k;gl money would be returned
if it was not used for the infrastructure. Mr. Whitney said if’the ‘County returned the fees
and the WSSP was not realized as it was enviSigned iff the Area Plan, the Area Plan
needed to reflect the changed status. He stated ztgégidensity of the Warm Springs Ranch
was one unit per acre, which would require ,(r-%mmunjty sewer and water, paved streets,
and such. Commissioner Herman noted thg’?’- velopment done so far had not required any
infrastructure. She did not feel giving@my heir money back would change the actual

zoning of the land or the Plan.

Mr. Whitney saif'd from the higher density of one unit per acre, the
WSSP was amended to inglfide a‘financing plan, which enabled some of the people to
parcel their land into 2.5 ae; wya?d 5 acre parcels. He stated the fees were collected for
future infrastructuye peedy,.and” a development agreement was signed. Commissioner
Herman stated all ¥, ofsthe original depositors were accounted for and were ready to
receive their fulg%bao . Mr. Whitney said he had not heard from all 10, and that would
be one of thetk m:g;s?gtaff would want to know for sure. He stated it had to be determined
if they all 08;:211?%’(3 included in the refund or would there be some who did not want to be
inclydedfand. if so, how would the County deal with them. Commissioner Herman said it
wae§, ngt Oii€ big area owned by one person, but consisted of people who would develop
theitown land and pay the cost for that development. She stated she did not see where
this V%lﬁld change that direction, because each developer would be required to follow a
plan. She said it was not that they did not want the development to happen, but the
development did not happen due to extenuating circumstances such as the economy; and

she did not see why there needed to be changes to the Plan.

Commissioner Hartung stated he did not understand how the fees were
~ originally set because $750,000 would not put a dent in any of the infrastructure bullet
points shown on slide 16. He said the land was subdivided by the original signers of the
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document, and he asked if the sub-property owners had a contractual right to expect the
same things from the County if the person who subdivided the property charged a fee
with respect to the infrastructure that was supposed to happen. Paul Lipparelli, Legal
Counsel, stated the WSSP required the developers to make deposits that would fund their
proportionate share of the infrastructure costs, but now there was consideration of letting
that money go back to the developers. He said that action would leave the people who
know about the WSSP when they purchased their lots without any remedy for their
developer to pay their share of the costs. He stated that was one of the reasons why the
Plan had to be revisited, because it required a developer who came in tomorrow%with a
map to pay those fees. He asked what sense would it make to give the ten develgpers
their money back and then charge the eleventh developer those same fees. He eﬁﬁted he
other problem with the WSSP was the decisions made to allow intensiﬁc?{gn Ause in
the area was based on the idea the infrastructure would be provided by, thé¥developers
through the financing plan. He said if those provisions needed to be é}/i ited because
they no longer made sense, the problem would be the densities allovx,zé%9 by*the Plan would
exist without a corresponding plan for how the infrastructure needgz%g%l’d be met.

Mr. Lipparelli said some of the developers @% forward and suggested
the County had an obligation to return the money aftéresoméSperiod of time, but staff
could not find where that obligation was in the documbits *He stated if it did exist and
obligated the County to return the money, he &nid he Hid not understand why such a
provision could be contained in the overall SpecificRlan since that money was supposed
to be available to pay for their proportionafé29 st of the infrastructure. He said any
discussion about returning money to the dgVlopers should include a discussion about the
interests of the people who relied on t@ )6€Ss in making purchasing decisions.

back their money. He said if erty owners were given their money, what would
happen if the people who befight 10ts from them came back to the County and said they
were promised inﬁastructlfifsa yould be put in. He stated the other issue was what if eight
property owners wanted¥théu#money back, but two said they were relying on the
infrastructure being#put*in’ because of the promises made to the people who bought the
subdivided lots. Q?El he wanted to make sure the County was indemnified and did not
have some typeVefsexposure where the County would be liable to fulfill a contractual
promise thaﬁ%gv/ made. Mr. Lipparelli stated staff struggled with those concerns and
njséi% %&ﬁ‘on on how to deal with them. Commissioner Hartung said if some of the
pafcels h

Commissioner Martunigistated the issue was not only about giving people
the ép

“"ﬁot been subdivided, there would be a clean way to dissolve the contract but,
he ha ?goncerns since the parcels were subdivided.

Commissioner Jung asked if the funds were held in an interest-bearing
account. Mr. Whitney replied they were. Commissioner Jung asked if the funds were
restricted or was the County just providing banking services. Mr. Whitney said the
County only provided banking services. Commissioner Jung asked how many accounts
the County was providing this service for. Paul McArthur, Comptroller, said there were
more than 10 and less than 50 such accounts. Commissioner Jung requested the accounts
be broken down and staff identify where they were in the development process. She said
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it looked like this would be a policy and policy could not be made for just one developer.
Commissioner Jung agreed the County should be completely indemnified from anyone
trying to sue the County for roads, sewer, and so on; and there should be a signature from
every one of the affected property owners holding the County harmless. She said she
wanted a lot more information regarding the 10 to 50 similarly situated developments and
all of the signatures indemnifying the County before making a decision, and that was her
direction to staff. She said the bottom line was everyone in Washoe County needed to be
treated the same and all of the taxpayers had to be protected.

Commissioner Lucey said he understood if the money was refunde%to the
property owners, the density in the WSSP would have to be altered and all of thg"%n%p%fty
owners would have to make a decision about if that was what they wanted. M. Whitney
agreed staff did not want to get into a situation where there was higherﬁ%ﬁsftty zoning
still on the books without any way of providing the infrastructure. He needed to be
figured out what to do with the one unit per acre, which was a lot ofith€%0ning that had
not been developed. He stated the 2.5 and 5 acre zoning was difféfen?and, if there was
adequate water and other resources, they could be dealt wi @"} ugh the development
agreements and the parceling maps that had been done®gver {ie¢ years. He stated
unfortunately staff was being seen as not wanting to gi””eh%&m@yey back, which was not
true. He said staff wanted to work with the property ox%ger and this Board to figure out

how to do this the right way. ’é
Commissioner Hartung said th‘i-gc fie back to his original question about

how the County could find out if promigeﬁwefe made or not to the landowners who
bought the subdivided parcels. He asked how many parcel owners there were in the
WSSP currently. Mr. Whitney, het did not have that information with him.
Commissioner Hartung said if4he $750,000 was owed, the County should give it to them;
but he did not want to put the ty at risk by doing so. He stated when the Board
started making those kinds ef,decisions, the cost to future taxpayers had to be considered.
Mr. Whitney agreed staff figeded to find out if the people who bought from the original
developers and buijt q@@ewﬁ% expecting improvements or not.

.-»‘

Al she wanted to make sure they signed off if the fees were refunded.
Mr. Lippare‘]&i?éiﬂ he was contacted by a property owner within the WSSP area who felt

ertai %o'zbg% owners were violating the conditions of the Development Standards
ol

ioner Jung said she doubted the subdivided parcel owners ever
knew about this,

c

H e said the property owner indicated he was charged his propionate share of
the dgyelopment fee by the sub-divider who sold him his lot. He stated that made sense,
because developers did not just absorb the costs of putting in streets and water systems or
paying fees. He said all of those things were built into the cost of the lots, and it would be
sensible to pass those costs onto the buyer of the lot.

Stephen Moss said he represented George Newell, one of the original
property owners. He advised the County charged a 1 percent fee to administer the funds.
He stated paragraph 9 on page 23 of the WSSP financing plan showed how the fees
would be refunded after either five or 10 years. He said with the application of either one
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of those provisions, each of the owners who had monies on deposit with the County was
entitled to a refund. He said in answer to the question about whether all of the developers
requested a refund, he had unsworn declarations from each of the owners or successors
that they all requested a refund. He said there was a procedure for handling any
objections to refunding the monies. He stated he did not believe the whole Plan had to be
amended if the monies were refunded, because the WSSP was developed after taking into
consideration the input of a lot of people, and they were not asking for an amendment to
the Plan. He said as far as they were concerned, the Plan was still applicable even though
there were some issues with the Development Handbook not being followed. He stated
that was a problem with enforcement and not with the Plan itself. He felt delaymg the
refund until the Plan was changed was just another way of the County dq ¥its
responsibility to return the fees. A copy of page 23 of the WSSP was placed @n file w1th
the Clerk.

Commissioner Jung stated staff had been doing wh @ere supposed
to do, because there was no policy to deal with this issue. She sg oard was trying
to empower staff to escalate issues to the Board, so things couyl ﬁxed that were based
on archaic times and the recession. She stated staff had to ¢t this policy direction from
the Board; otherwise, other people would be expectin@@, same treatment, which they
deserved if it was fair and just. She said also all 440,008¢Washoe County citizens needed
to be indemnified against future liability. %’

Commissioner Lucey commenfed ome of the property owners might have
received some financial gain by subd1v1d1§§\‘a%”selhng their properties. He said if those
fees were passed along, those owners sh@uﬁd get their prorated share back instead of the
entire fee. He stated the prorated.s w} ether it was collected or not, should go to the
new parcel owners. Mr. Moss<gid. ﬁ"é’» Board should look at page 23, paragraph 9 of the
WSSP, which talked about thegg ’s responsibilities in returning the money. He said
the owners were not lookmgor something they were not entitled to.

In rgspen %“ ecall for pubhc comment, Larry Robbins said he was one
of the developet%g;h gveloped his property in 2004. He stated the contract did not state
nor was he advi ad to collect money from the people who bought his property and
then dep051t oney into this trust. He said the contract required him to give a copy of
it to the b hen he sold a piece of property. He explained it also referenced the

o, ¥ {§1uld be refunded after the time stated. He said he did not understand why the
3 1t had a liability when the contract said the County did not. He stated he

Brent Douglas stated he was one of the members from the beginning of
this process in 1980, which took 10 — 15 years to get established. He said none of the one
acre lots had been built on, only the 2.5 acre or larger parcels, which had to have their
own water and sewer. He stated now the Health District had standards that required five
acres to have a septic tank, water runoff had to be held in ponds, and any roads had to
meet Washoe County’s standards. He said the financial plan was set up so, if the
development did not go through, they could get their money back.
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George Newell said he was the sole survivor of the original five
developers who helped create the WSSP, and he and the four widows would like to see
this happen. He stated there was a legitimate contract with the County. He said during the
July 18, 1996 meeting, a motion was made by Commissioner Bond and seconded by
Commissioner Shaw. He said the motion carried and it was ordered that the amendments
to the four previously approved agreements with himself and three other couples be
approved as further amended by the County Board.

Mr. Newell stated there was concern about someone suing the Co@ﬁ-’y but
the agreement stated on page 26 that it was intended for the sole protection andgféhe 1t of
the owners, developers, County, and their lawful successors, and no other é% oﬁashould
have any right of action based on any provision of the agreement. He sai Cg\ounty was
not liable, and the contract said the County would return their money é?ier a certain time.

He stated he had 17 parcels, and the amount would be $4,881 pefiparcel. He said the
contract also called for the County to provide them with an acc%gﬁ‘ﬁi%l every year of the
funds being held in an interest-bearing account, which had nog:hech,done for 16 years. He
said the County instead provided a statement that was in err; bec?a%%’e it did not account
for the interest. '

Reed Smith said he had to give L(f%his water rights and everything else to
split his 40-acre parcel into 10-acre parcels. H (s%as’i*d;the property owner was expecting
the ability to put in his own well and was¥ z%é pecting anything else beyond that,
because he did not give them any sort of g@tfz% ¢e.

Chair Berkbigleyfilﬁ n@f the Commissioners were opposed to giving
the money back. She asked if thigresWais a way staff could start the process of figuring out
who would receive the money at &t the same time, make the needed changes so no
other developer coming in &ould ﬁ’e:ve to pay into a fund that no longer existed; and to
also ensure the County wat &gﬁliable for any infrastructure. She felt that change would
not be a change made ]f}%s fﬁ,v«xgut would have to come before the Board. Mr. Lipparelli
concurred and sdid §ta£f§§was looking for direction on what the Board felt was appropriate
and fair in this s:ﬁ)‘ﬁa{?%fl. He said if the Board wanted more information and wanted to
take action d;;mﬁ“g& ture agenda item, the more detailed the Board could be regarding
the informaﬁ%r’lxj?ﬁhey were requesting the better the product would be when it came back
befq t@ard.

Chair Berkbigler summarized staff was being asked to expedite this
process, so the money could be returned to the people involved as quickly as possible,
while at the same time the problem would be fixed so a developer coming in later would
not have to pay into a fund that no longer existed. She also requested the language be
clear, so the landowners would understand that the County was not liable for roads, water
and sewer infrastructure for the existing or any new people. Commissioner Jung said for
the refund to happen, she wanted to see the other developments that were similarly
situated and what would be the decision points as to who was eligible, who was not, and
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why so the Board could be fair when making a decision. She stated she also needed a
signed indemnification from every property owner.

Commissioner Hartung said he understood the concern county-wide with
making a change in one region that applied to another region, and he agreed there needed
to be a hold-harmless agreement signed by the sub-property owners. He asked if those
property owners had some type of proxy contractual arrangement with the County by
virtue of being inside the Plan. Mr. Lipparelli said the disclosure statement required to be
given to all the buyers of property being sold by the developers said, “They, WSSP
contained a plan for funding, building, and maintaining public services needec%f’%che
development of Warm Springs, such as roads, drainage, water, parks, policeéﬁdﬁ ire.
This plan is referred to as the Financing Plan and requires the payment of fe€s, toxcover a
proportionate share of these services. The amount and payment of tﬁé’?’e& ees was
established by your property developer in a development agreement. @property you
purchased is located within the subdivided area, you will be boundtby th€ development
agreement and must pay a fair share at purchase.” He said he wag¢enc&med some of the
buyers believed they were funding their share of the obligation %le’stated Mr. Robbins
chose not to pass that cost along to his buyers, but he knew%’ ?)%o buyer who paid his
share. He said the if the County was successful in geﬁi%fg'z/aq?gy,a’%er, indemnification, or a
hold-harmless agreement that would satisfy the County arid it would not be blamed by the
buyers of the lots for letting this money go, that Would prébably suffice.

Mr. Lipparelli noted the fe ? @ not meant to cover all of the
developer’s obligations, but were aimed%?%’ backbone of the infrastructure, which
would be the main water and sewer pjpeg and the main access road. He said Mr. Smith
stated he did not give any guaraptegs that %the improvements would be made, and he was
sure that was correct; but theré&w; 'S“"’T%n obligation for the developers to contribute their
proportionate share of the cost fo "‘jwe backbone of the infrastructure, which was what the

Financing Plan talked about.

, artung asked if the document Mr. Lipparelli read would
be on file with the Kgélf) sder’s Office and attached to the each of the recorded deeds. Mr.

Lipparelli said €%yotld have to look at the deeds, but it was part of the development

agreement t}}ﬂi t %&mty required each developer to have with the County. He stated it
was a contrae %ﬁ‘.lfobligation for the developer to provide the disclosure statement to each
of the, bfyers. ‘Commissioner Hartung asked if staff needed to look at the deeds to see if
th Eo%ign was signed and attached to the deed. He said if that provision existed, it

was tperative the County would have a hold-harmless agreement.

Commij;

Chair Berkbigler asked if staff was given enough direction. Mr. Whitney
replied he had enough direction. Chair Berkbigler asked him to expedite this and to bring
it back to the Commission sometime in April. Mr. Whitney said staff would do their best
to find the information requested and get it back to the Board.

Commissioner Herman asked if legal needed to draw up the paperwork for
the people involved. Chair Berkbigler said that would be part of the process, but the
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Board needed more information first. Commissioner Herman said it would be part of the
research because their proportionate amount would be needed. Chair Berkbigler stated
that would be an important part of the process. Mr. Lipparelli said Mr. Moss had offered
to take a first stab at a draft and, at the right time, he and Mr. Moss could collaborate to
arrive at something mutually acceptable.

No action was taken on this item.

15-0201 AGENDA ITEM 11 —- COMMUNITY SERVICES

Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an ordinance appfg?&’n a
“Second Amended and Restated Development Agreement (Ladera R ﬁ%h;&]&LC)”
replacing a Development Agreement originally approved in 2009 {Dévelopment
Agreement Case Number DA09-004 Ordinance Number 1406) regakding the Ladera
Ranch Subdivision (approved in 2005 as Tentative Map TMO05¢011)*This restated
agreement (Case No. DA15-001) extends the deadline for filiggi‘he Tiext in a series of
final subdivision maps to July 5, 2017. The project inclléd; a.fotal of six parcels.
The subject parcels are contiguous to each other and lochted (;Q}flie south of Golden
Valley Road/West Seventh Avenue, approximately GiteymilGawest of the intersection
of West Seventh Avenue and Sun Valley Boulevard aiid approximately one mile east
of the intersection of Golden Valley Road aftd Spea?’r“head Way. The parcels total
approximately 376 acres and have mixed regulatory zones including High Density
Rural (HDR, +£61.33 acres), Low Density /& ubiirban (LDS, £135.3 acres), Medium
Density Suburban (MDS, +94.15 acre@“*’a‘% “Open Space (OS, +85.3 acres). The
parcels are located within the Sun ValleyxArea Plan, and are situated in portions of
Sections 13 and 24, T20N, RIQE% ‘DM, Washoe County, Nevada. (APNs 082-473-
07, 082-473-08, 082-473-09, 082-473:11, 082-473-12, 502-250-05.); and, if approved,
schedule a public hearing for %&ng reading and possible adoption of the ordinance
for March 24, 2015 at 3:00¢).m.--Community Services. (Commission District 5.)”

5

Cunty Clerk, read the title for Bill No. 1732.

Nancy "

I%%ﬁse to the call for public comment, Chris Coombs said he was
present on b'%* the applicant if the Board had any questions.

&

-

‘/?‘% ’ é Eill No. 1732, entitled, "AN. ORDINANCE APPROVING A
ﬁ’\%’go M AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
(LADERA RANCH, LLC)” REPLACING A DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
ORIGINALLY APPROVED IN 2009 (DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT CASE
NUMBER DA09-004 ORDINANCE NUMBER 1406) REGARDING THE
LADERA RANCH SUBDIVISION (APPROVED IN 2005 AS TENTATIVE MAP
TMO05-011). THIS RESTATED AGREEMENT (CASE NO. DA15-001) EXTENDS
THE DEADLINE FOR FILING THE NEXT IN A SERIES OF FINAL
SUBDIVISION MAPS TO JULY 5, 2017. THE PROJECT INCLUDES A TOTAL
OF SIX PARCELS. THE SUBJECT PARCELS ARE CONTIGUOUS TO EACH
OTHER AND LOCATED TO THE SOUTH OF GOLDEN ‘VALLEY
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ROAD/WEST SEVENTH AVENUE, APPROXIMATELY ONE MILE WEST OF
THE INTERSECTION OF WEST SEVENTH AVENUE AND SUN VALLEY
BOULEVARD AND APPROXIMATELY ONE MILE EAST OF THE
INTERSECTION OF GOLDEN VALLEY ROAD AND SPEARHEAD WAY.
THE PARCELS TOTAL APPROXIMATELY 376 ACRES AND HAVE MIXED
REGULATORY ZONES INCLUDING HIGH DENSITY RURAL (HDR, +61.33
ACRES), LOW DENSITY SUBURBAN (LDS, #1353 ACRES), MEDIUM
DENSITY SUBURBAN (MDS, +94.15 ACRES) AND OPEN SPACE (OS, +85.3
ACRES). THE PARCELS ARE LOCATED WITHIN THE SUN VALLEYAREA
PLAN, AND ARE SITUATED IN PORTIONS OF SECTIONS 13 AND 24,;%2%\1,
R19E, MDM, WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA. (APNS 082-473-07, 08%’1;’3 3-08,
082-473-09, 082-473-11, 082-473-12, 502-250-05)," was introduced by C fhmis§ioner
Hartung, and legal notice for final action of adoption was directed.

15-0202 AGENDA ITEM 8 — PURCHASING ﬁ@?
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Bid Away Tirg 6-15 DNA CRIME

LAB OFFENDER ANALYSIS on behalf of the Aashoe? County Sheriff’s
Department, Forensic Science Division to the low¢Styrespgnsive and responsible
bidder, The Bode Technology Group, Inc., for a costiof $25.54 to $37.54 per sample
depending on the type of testing and analysisyutilizéd for approximately 6,000 to
7,000 samples per year. The estimated annualyvalue of this award is between
[$200,000 and $300,000]. The Award wil bg&' r two (2) years with the County
retaining the option for a one (1) ye%‘ énsion--Purchasing. (All Commission
Districts.)”

Commissioner JBuce¥Runderstood the Sheriff’s Office had an in-house
Crime Lab that took care of som&gfthe samples, while some of the samples were sent
out due to the time or complexity of processing them. Renee Romero, Lab Director
Forensic Science Division,ﬁo ained there were two types of samples: database and case
work. She said today’, %M about the database samples, which were collected from
convicted offenders&:%{é,nestees and were put into the DNA database. She stated the
database sampleg‘l%%dgb en outsourced for at least the last five years and was the cheapest
and most effiejetituway to handle those samples. Commissioner Lucey asked if the cost
accounted for, thig staff time required to prepare the samples and was shipping included.
He said if.they*were not, then about 30 percent would have to be added to account for the
full, cost. M% Romero confirmed the cost per sample was only a portion of the cost
invol¥ed. She stated what was before the Board was a request to use the vendor for that
portion of the analysis. She said there was work done at the lab at both the frontend and
the backend.

Commissioner Lucey said the Bode Technology Group was located in
Virginia, and he asked if local companies were investigated. Ms. Romero said an open-
bid process was used, but the local DNA lab did not have the capacity to do this kind of
work nor was there another lab in Nevada that could handle the work.
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Commissioner Lucey said the City of Reno was not paying for the forensic
services they were receiving. He stated this was another $300,000, not including staff
time, where the City of Reno was not paying their portion. Ms. Romero clarified the
database samples were not something that fell under the contract with any agency and no
agency was billed for processing the database samples. She advised the database samples
were funded by mechanisms the Legislature put into place and by grant funding.
Commissioner Lucey thanked Ms. Romero for that clarification.

Commissioner Hartung noted the Crime Lab did a great job. Ms. Romero
said she appreciated his comments, and said DNA was a fabulous tool.

There was no public comment on this item. : E%

On motion by Commissioner Lucey, seconded by Comm%sr@ner Hartung,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8 be apptgg &

15-0203 AGENDA ITEM 14 - MANAGER

Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible ac%iﬁn%ﬁgo appoint two County
Commissioners to represent Washoe County on the YWashoe County School District
Oversight Panel for School Facilities--Manage@l éﬁmmission Districts.)”

John Slaughter, County Manag'g, id the Board received a letter from the
Washoe County School District (WCSD)g?e;u Sting two appointments be made to the
Oversight Panel for School Facilities. é}y

Commissioner J% ngﬁ Rderstood Commissioner Lucey and Commissioner
Herman were interested in being a g;@mted, which she supported.

There was n%ic comment on this item.

& .

Qn rfotiolrby Commissioner Jung, seconded by Chair Berkbigler, which
motion duly carg %}%ﬁ/as ordered that Commissioner Lucey and Commissioner Herman
be appointed tg, the.Washoe County School District Oversight Panel for School Facilities.
1:48,]2..m'? } The Board recessed.

5@%@% .1m. The Board reconvened with all members present.

15-0204 AGENDA ITEM 15 ~MANAGEMENT SERVICES

Agenda 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--Management Services. (All Commission Districts.)”
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Kevin Schiller, Assistant County Manager, said Bill Draft Request (BDR)
S-996 addressed some of the issues facing Clark County and some for Washoe County in
terms of allocating the dispensaries. He said he would discuss the key tenants so he could
get feedback from the Board, which had been requested. He said the BDR would involve
a onetime increase in medical marijuana dispensaries from 20 to 60 for Clark County, 10
to 15 for Washoe County, and one to three for the rural counties. He said if the bill
passed, Washoe County would receive the additional dispensaries if desired. He reviewed
slide 1, which indicated what each local government might do, and slide 2, whigh listed
the impacts to Washoe County. A copy of the handout for BDR S-996 and a copy @%he
presentation were placed on file with the Clerk. ;

necessary as giving Washoe County the ability to move the dispensarigsioutside of a five-
mile radius. He stated he recognized additional dispensaries could&%g;zﬂe a real benefit,
because the City of Reno had requested more, but having the abil‘i%go ove them was a
greater need, especially since there were three in Incline VillageyMr. Schiller said the
BDR did not address the five-mile rule, but there could be amendmeétits made as this was
introduced and moved through the process.

Commissioner Hartung asked if getting additional disi*i%?“a:i\'és was as

addressed Washoe County’s issue with wantingéo Be able to move the dispensaries due
to the tremendous amount of overlap. Mr. Seilffflle‘ aid they met with the sponsor of the
bill and addressed that issue. John Slaugl%fg‘%%‘dunty Manager, stated it was unusual to
bring a BDR to the Board this early in,the ;g,p,ocess, but its sponsor allowed the County to
see an advance copy of it. Comymai; Si@ Jung apologized and said she thought it was

Commissioner Jung stated she }%2 stiff and the County’s lobbyists

further into the process.
Chair Berk?i ler sa the BDR did not contain the amendment to increase
the dispensaries. Mr. Schilley’said that was additional. Chair Berkbigler felt the way the

BDR was written was {ote]hpsand she wanted make sure it would not confuse the State
Health DepartmégntA§he3asked where the language was that said this was in addition to
what Washoe bty 7lready had. Mr. Schiller said the first page of the digest talked
about the incz;_e;asét;is\%7 the Legislative Counsel Bureau (LCB) summary would continue on
into the bill¢

Q Mr. Schiller said the bill gave local jurisdictions the capability to adopt an
ordingnee that indicated they had enough dispensaries. He stated it did not speak to what
proceg the County would use to determine the dispensary selections or, if the additional
dispensaries came into play, if it would rest at the local level to decide where they would
go. He said a lot of things were unspoken and staff had to make some assumptions as this
continued to evolve. Chair Berkbigler said she was fine with that as long as the
assumption was the County was the entity that made the decisions and not the State
Health Department. She believed it was an issue that should be decided close to the
people, because the people in Washoe County and the surrounding counties would be
using the facilities.
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Mr. Schiller said besides the additional dispensary component to the BDR,
there was also a component regarding where additional revenue could be generated to
offset the costs tied to medical marijuana. He said he would bring updates to the Board as
this evolved. He advised the sponsor’s intent was to give some control back to the local
level. He noted one of the primary components was the process that ended up in litigation
in Clark County. He stated if the bill was finalized and contained the language the County
wanted, it would come back to the Board to exercise control over where the dispensaries
would go in conjunction with working with the Cities of Reno and Sparks.

%he

Commissioner Hartung said what he would like to see articulateg

County had already identified a number of problems with the current bill. éi d the
County needed as much flexibility as possible to make decisions basg ’}awhat was
encountered as the County started getting into this, because he belie @ County did
not yet understand what would be required in respect to cost recovery, “é’fa ed the idea
was the County wanted to handle this at the local level, and ed Clark County
would want the same thing. %

Commissioner Jung asked if the Legislitu con51der1ng holding a
special session if an issue with the bill was encountered, b cause waiting two years for
the issue to be fixed would not serve anybody. Sheg, said s e would like to see a provision
to at least recognize that issue. Mr. Schiller stat :d that request could be taken back with
some suggested language and, when the C@unt ot the formal fiscal impact request,
there could be some discussion about t ézgg for additional resources even though
calculating that need would be dlfﬁcu outset. He believed there would have to be
language within the bill that .,a_ 1 fow the County to request that as a local
jurisdiction.

Mr. Slaughtergsaid AB 162 mandated body cameras be used by all police
officers and a companiorn 1%1{1 ad similar provisions. He stated the Sheriff’s Office
estimated the costgwould 't ,,léi%}ulhon for the first year and the ongoing costs would be
$600,000 per year, shich-would be in line with what was being seen around the country.
He said the mediatstoiage and the upkeep and maintenance of the system created the
ongoing costs, begause, once a video was taken, it needed to be kept forever. He
understood@\hem Nevada law enforcement agencies suggested removing the
mandatetl-aspect and allowing some phasing in of the body cameras, because meeting a
July t fifiplementation date would be hard on all jurisdictions. He said that was
som g that would have to be dealt with in the budget either this year or in ongoing
years. He stated it would be a good business practice, but how it would be implemented
was where the discussion was occurring. Commissioner Jung said she had concerns when
staff or anybody else stood up and said the County could not afford this, because the
Legislature gave the County the ability in 2009 to afford a lot of things in terms of public
safety when they implemented the potential Government Service Tax increase. She said
regarding storing the data, the data could be purged from the system for any crime that
had a statute of limitations. She felt from a policy-making standpoint, body cameras were
good for the County in terms of liability and proving things in court. She said the

PAGE 26 MARCH 10, 2015



Deputies were already on camera due to the public having cell phones, and she would
rather the County held that information. She felt who would get to view the footage,
when, and where would be the crucial issue.

Commissioner Hartung said the County had to deal with unfunded
mandates all the time. He agreed body cameras would become the norm and were a great
idea, but he was not convinced that the County could purge the data by law. He heard
several jurisdictions across the country where body cameras were used were forced to
store the data. He agreed about the security issue of how the data got viewed. Hg, said it
would be interesting to follow the bill, but felt it would happen sooner rather than la e{%/

Mr. Slaughter said his directive regarding fiscal notes, whe ’%51:2% what
the fiscal impact would be, was to be very upfront about the cost and hat in the
analysis done, and let the policy discussion be separate from that discus§ions He stated all
of the points made tonight were contained in the discussions occuiﬁx%‘ﬁ'bout this bill.
Chair Berkbigler said she had seen the County’s fiscal notes %%ﬁ’%sgkf'éd that they were
handled exactly as Mr. Slaughter described. She stated she agrege z%alt body cameras had
very positive reasons for existing for the local govemme’ﬁ'ts, ‘but¥She was adamantly
opposed to unfunded mandates. She felt whether or n%t?g%%uld be afforded was not
the point.

Chair Berkbigler said SB 185@0&1- impacted Washoe County for fire
events, and was about the closest station respéndiiig” She stated historically it was a good
idea for us to stay neutral, but she quegi’""' d” whether staff should let Senator Ben
Kieckhefer know the County had alwaysgbeen supportive of automatic aid and was
supportive of what the Senator was ttéi@ﬁing to do.

e,
ot
2
e,

Commissioner Lugy” said he would like to see emergency medical
services (EMS) added to tht bill, because 92 percent of the Truckee Meadows Fire
Protection District’s (TM{ Jycalls were medical calls. He felt this bill could be
dangerous if the Go % : 2 have more specifics as to how and what the bill would
do. Chair Berkb;i‘%‘f commented there were some remaining concerns between the
District and the g’e A&e Department when they were contracting together and, until that
got further doxynithe road, she was not sure EMS should go in the bill. She felt certainly
for a fire e’%ﬁ%such as what happened previously in the Caughlin Ranch, both fire
de%nggﬁ %S ould be there to fight the fire. She said she did not want to have an
instange Where one of the departments was not there because they were not called. She
fel?}in%,buge events were what was making the Senator drive this piece of legislation.
Commiissioner Lucey said he understood.

Commissioner Lucey noted he was not able to find where any verbiage
had been drafted yet, and he felt it was important to get some understanding of the bill’s
specifics before it got to the floor. Mr. Slaughter said he spoke with Fire Chief Charles
Moore this morning about bringing a presentation to the Board on March 24th, and staff
could talk to the Senator about holding off on having any hearings until then. He noted
the deadline to get bills out of the first house was April 10, 2015. '
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: Chair Berkbigler asked if there was a bill to legally merge the Sierra Fire
Protection District (SFPD) and the TMFPD. Mr. Slaughter said it was still a BDR and it
faced the same April 10th deadline. He stated staff had taken on that issue.

Commissioner Hartung said he would support the bill moving forward to
Congress to eliminate daylight savings, which was Assembly Joint Resolution (AJR) 4.
He stated it urged Congress to enact legislation allowing the individual states to establish
Daylight Savings time as the standard in their respective states throughout the g%l:%ilar
year. .

In response to the call for public comment, Garth Elliott sa'd"s«g'h Eounty
was fortunate to get into the medical-marijuana process at the BDR stage %‘él%it sounded
like the Board was going in the right direction. He stated medical ma@a provided a
myriad of benefits to the area’s seniors. He agreed keeping the decisiors aking process
local would be better, and it made sense to have large numbers (@%ﬁsaxi% for a large

county.
Cliff Low said the TMFPD and the SW&% > not funded by Washoe

County, but had separate funding.

PUBLIC HEARING

e, )’
it

NITY SERVICES

15-0205 AGENDA ITEM 17 - COMMU:
Agenda Subject: “Public Hearing o%pbpeal Case No. AX14-003 (Verizon Wireless)
- To consider an appeal of th{(;:%% ‘ﬁi;d of Adjustment’s decision to deny Special Use
Permit Case No. SB14-002, which-is requesting a wireless communications facility
consisting of a 100 foot high faux water tank tower concealing six antennas and an
. £33 e . . .
equipment shelter contain&g}telecommumcatlon ground equipment all of which
shall be enclosed@vit,lgfl%qua ed 50 foot by S0 foot fenced area on a +36 acre parcel

in Old Washo?i& Three new easements on the subject parcel are included in the
ty4po

request, two of Which will be 6 feet wide Verizon Wireless utility easements for
overhead wutjli i“ifffs and one will be a 15 foot wide Verizon Wireless access and
utility easemeﬁ’ﬁ’As a part of this Appeal, Verizon Wireless is proposing a reduction
of t eov‘z’?‘a‘lﬁﬁeight of the proposed communications tower by 40 feet, resulting in a
60 :,_ high tower. The Board of County Commissioners may take action to confirm
the Board of Adjustment’s denial; or, the Board may take action to reverse the
denial and issue the Special Use Permit, or the Board may modify the Special Use
Permit’s Conditions and issue the Permit--Community Services. (Commission

District 2.)”

Grace Sannazzaro, Planner, conducted a PowerPoint presentation of
Appeal Case No. AX14-003, Special Use Permit (SUP) Case No. SB14-002, regarding
the Board of Adjustments (BOA) reasons for denying the SUP on June 5, 2014. The
presentation highlighted the location, the public notice to property owners, Verizon’s Site
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Plan submitted with the application, the elevation drawing of the cell tower, the required
findings, the findings for Article 810 - Special Use Permits, the findings for Article 324 -
Communication Facilities, the South Valleys Area Plan finding, and the possible motions.

Commissioner Hartung asked how large the power poles in the area were.
Ms. Sannazzaro said the Area Plan did not allow overhead utilities, and she conditioned
the project for the utilities to be placed underground. She stated it was questionable
whether the access easement would meet the fire code. She said the Truckee Meadows
Fire Protection District (TMFPD) conditioned the project to have a 20-foot widg,access
road with no more than a 10 percent slope and Verizon proposed a 15-foot wid;,%% €sS.
She noted no grading plans had been submitted at this point, so she did not kgg %ﬁat
their proposed slope would be. She said if the slope exceeded the mdj r‘?:g»’rading
thresholds, it would require a SUP for grading.

Ms. Sannazzaro noted the first five findings (slide %)‘@OA looked at
were from Article 810, SUPs, six through eight were from Articl%94¥Communications
Facilities, (slide 8), and nine (slide 9) was from the South Va%;;%a Plan, which was a
part of the County’s Master Plan. She stated the Article 8¥ ﬁ%di number 1 was not
met because there was noncompliance with the South f@@ﬂ@y zea Plan policies SV12.5,
SV2.13, SV2.14, and SV2.4. She said finding 2 was n { met because Verizon’s access
road did not comply with the required fire road Ridth an%d the compliance with the slope
was unknown. She stated Verizon stated at a Cit@dvisory Board (CAB) meeting that
the utilities would be put underground, but that pféposal was not in the application and
staff had conditioned it. She said regarding? adifig 3, the tower would be silhouetted and
was too close to the ridgeline and, forfindings 4 and 8, there was the silhouette against
the skyline issue and public testimony $hid the cell tower would unduly impact the
adjacent neighborhoods, vistas@ridg€lines, and property values. She stated finding 5 did
not apply.

Ms. Samaﬁ@*said the standards had to be met in Articles 324.40 to
324.60, which prgvig%’%emt%wer definitions, placement standards, and permitting
requirements. She stated-for finding 7, the BOA heard significant public testimony in
opposition of t 5‘% »c;'%’ét and the South Valleys CAB recommended denial of the SUP
three timeﬁe‘ aid for finding 9, policy SV2.16 mandated SUPs must include a finding
that the comimunity’s character could be adequately preserved. She stated the community
charagtef st ;t%/ment talked ‘about the rural character of the valleys, which were
imeen’t‘é"é in policies SV2.13, SV2.14, and SV12.5.

Ms. Sannazzaro said the BOA based their denial without prejudice on
those nine findings.

Commissioner Hartung asked if a 100 foot cell tower was common. Ms.

Sannazzaro replied it depended on the location, and Verizon was willing to reduce the
height by 40 feet.
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It was noted the Verizon representative was not present in chambers, and
the Board called for public comment.

Karen Critor said she was a member of the Washoe Valley Alliance,
whose mission was to preserve and protect the unique qualities of life in the Washoe
Valley. She discussed the preservation of the Washoe Valley, its wildlife, and the other
attractions in the area. She advised Washoe Valley was part of the Pacific Flyway, which
provided the necessary habitat for migratory birds. She said goal 20 of the South Valleys
Area Plan stated public and private development would respect the value of theﬁ%ildlife
and their habitat to the community, which the cell tower would not do. She urgéd the
Board to deny Verizon’s application. ;

Lori Wray, representing Scenic Nevada, said they wefe™®pposed to
Verizon’s application, which had been communicated to the BOA. Sm aid an online
petition garnered the signatures of 120 residents who opposed Verizdn’s“@pplication. She
stated they appreciated Verizon’s attempt to camouflage the ce‘ff*? er, but there was
nothing that would allow the tower to blend in with its surroy g?ﬁg 7 no matter what the
design. She urged the Board to deny the application. A copy?sf the f)%fition was placed on
file with the Clerk.

William Naylor said even though®jerizon”was lowering the tower by 40
feet, the faux water tank was still 12-feet wide, % stated when lowering the tower was
proposed at the CAB meeting, it was indicate fizon would apply for a second tower.
He discussed Verizon’s coverage goal ancgﬁi‘g&ﬁﬂhc“k of coverage that would still happen in
some areas because they were using ?lder fﬁ;c ology. He said lattice towers were only
allowed on mountain tops and netzgn ’g@g}alley floor. He stated there was no significant
coverage gap, but there was a/ég City 1ssue, and he explained the difference. He said if
there was a coverage gap, the %uleS changed. He discussed all of the entities who
recommended denial of the;a%” peal,’and he asked the Board to also deny it.

Magily ‘?lo said she worked on the update of the South Valleys Area
Plan, which pa: sed%i)n 010. She discussed the Scenic Byway and the Corridor
Management Pla{&% the Mt. Rose Highway and the Washoe Valley Scenic Byway. She
extended an imyitation to the Board to attend the second annual Celebrate Washoe Valley
event, and#She isted last year’s attendees. She requested the Board deny Verizon’s
appct@

B Maureen Collins said the South Valley Area Plan was the key to her
opposition of Verizon’s cell phone tower regardless of its height. She stated there was
nothing for many acres taller than Sagebrush. She stated Verizon’s representative
indicated there were other locations where cell towers were already located, and she
asked if an existing site on a mountain could be used to house their modern equipment.
She listed the entities in opposition of the tower’s proposed location and she asked the
Board to look at why they all opposed the tower.
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Cliff Low said he really hoped the impact of public comment was not
diminished by its coming prior to Verizon’s presentation. He said he opposed the cell
tower, and advised there was no compelling reason for this Board to override the BOA’s
recommendation. He noted the CAB recommended denial three times, including denying
the proposed shorter tower. He asked the Board to uphold the BOA’s denial.

Carol-Lynn Graudio discussed Washoe Valley’s attractions and asked the
Board to stop the tower.

Brien Walters said he owned the property contiguous to the propc%ll
tower, which would eventually have four five-acre home sites. He stated hg’l}’%{p ed
more than two visits per month and more than one technician would be”ﬁf:qguﬁ ed to
service the cell phone tower. He noted the tower next to the Washoe aty Tennis

Complex emitted a constant hum. @

£

Gary Houk said Verizon’s original application citeﬁ’%’%age and capacity
issues, which over time evolved into capacity being the main jssuexand he asked why the
capacity was not being increased at the existing facilities. H&said Véfizon only looked at
four sites. He said if the capacity would be exceeded 1@% zappeared the application
was an example of their lack of due diligence and Wo&%@ be just a band-aid for a larger
problem. He stated the due diligence done on thé%part of the citizens supported a decision
by this Board to deny the application. He statéd the courts determined that aesthetics
could be the basis for the denial of a wirele‘fs’ %é’i‘{nit as long as there was substantial
evidence of the adverse visual impact of ¥ é%’roposed tower. He said nothing in the
Telecommunications Act forbade Jeealézauthorities from applying general and
nondiscriminatory standards derive% fi <@c§heir zoning codes.

.':::‘

Caron Tayloe said#th¢ League of Humane Voters was against the cell
tower due to the well-documnted ‘effects of the towers on wildlife. She stated two Bald
Eagles were seen in the aggja? ggularly, and she had not heard about an Environmental
Impact Study (EIS) being¥denes0r about any input from the Department of Wildlife. She
said the Bald apd, Gt l?l%n agle Protection Act still existed, which said the eagles were
not to be disturbgds a%ﬁéted, or bothered in any way that could cause injury or interfere in
their feeding l;g%‘g,ding, or sheltering behavior. She stated the Department of the Interior
said latticeﬁ’tft wers impacted migratory birds by causing injury and there was a strong
concern ghatth€y were affected by the radiation emitted by the cell phone towers.

Judy Price said she took a picture of the site on Sunday. She said her
biggest concern was by allowing Verizon to put in the cell tower, would open the door
for other telecommunication opportunities, which she did not want in her valley. She
believed there were suitable places to place the towers and that it would require more
than two times a month for maintenance. She asked the Board to support what had
already been done. A copy of the picture was placed on file with the Clerk.

David Downs, Verizon’s representative, conducted a PowerPoint
Presentation that reviewed the project’s background, the revised project, and the specific
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issues raised in the staff report. A copy of the presentation, and the LTE Improvements,
and Alternate Candidate Analysis presentations were placed on file with the Clerk.

During his review of the revised project, Mr. Downs advised the lower
height and the topography would not provide the level of service initially proposed, and
there would be a silhouette regardless of the height. He noted Verizon would be happy to
put the access utilities underground. He said the service objective of the original project
was to bring AWS LTE coverage to the western end of Pleasant Valley, the northern end
of Washoe Valley, and a five mile stretch of Highway 395 and Interstate 580; %as

part of an overall plan in this area to resolve capacity issues. He stated 42 siteS¥yvere
investigated and this was the only site that met all of the necessary criteria.

Mr. Downs said Verizon had two separate networks wit _. upplying
voice communications and the other supplying data communications, E
communications network would be at capacity by the end of 2015.;{\%%10 would mean
during peak periods there would be dropped calls, poor conngftignsquality, and slow
Internet service. He said the plan was to add this facility and jmpreve the Steamboat and
McClellan Peak facilities. He stated the main problem was¥the $Slig€ Mountain facility,
which was built to service the old wireless technologyﬁ{’{e» saidiwith the new technology,
the site was too high because the tower needed to be clgser to the user, which was why
the facility was slated to be taken out of commisfien. He?’§aid there was a significant gap,
which was a legal term defined by the FCC that x’aﬂiﬁ%ot just relate to coverage, but could
also relate to capacity. He stated the proposé, f%@i‘ﬁty would benefit both the coverage
and capacity in the area; however, the cag@@%‘, was the main driver for the facility. He
said if this proposed project was apprevgdiswith the reduction in height, hypothetically
Verizon would submit another appli a@o service the affected area.

¥
ERAT
el
&

st

Mr. Downs said Staff’initially supported the project prior to it coming
before the CAB or the Bﬁi% Hé stated once a large amount of opposition became
apparent, then the incongistenci€¢s with County documents arose. -

@

Mz, Bowiis stated the major reason for the BOA denying the project was
the violation of %ﬁ:%% SV12.5, silhouetting the skyline. He said Verizon would reduce
the height from 1:00/to 60 feet, but it would still silhouette against the skyline regardless
of where thézig%?e‘r was situated on the parcel. He stated an existing slim-line monopole
that silhdatted the skyline was located a quarter to a half mile northeast of the proposed
fa %gl%t .%é%nderstood the goal was to avoid silhouetting the skyline, but it would be
nearl$s,impossible to avoid that happening anywhere a wireless facility was put. He said
conserving the open vistas was the same issue.

Mr. Downs stated the goal of the facility design was to be as consistent
with the rural character as possible. He said he asked County staff for a summary of the
CAB’s issues, which he never received, and it was never made clear to him that he was
supposed to respond to the CAB in writing. He stated he was doing his best to respond to
all of the issues at this time.
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Mr. Downs displayed images of lattice towers, a mono pole, and stealth-
designed facilities. He stated lattice towers were what the communications industry
preferred to build, because they were the cheapest to build and were the most stable
design. He said the proposed tower was a stealth-designed facility, a faux water tank, and
not a lattice tower. He reiterated Verizon would be happy to put all of the utilities
underground. He said if the project was approved, it would have to go through the
building permit process, and the project would comply with all fire-code requirements by.
making the road 20-feet wide and meeting all of the grading requirements.

Mr. Downs said existing case law regarding a cell tower’s im%ﬁ‘et on
property values determined there was no evidence they impacted property véfﬁes,. 3 e
stated there was the converse argument that cell towers added value bec? séq}f%ople
looking for a house wanted to make sure they had adequate cell servic. said there
was no way to avoid silhouetting the skyline, but the facility had been d fned to match
the rural character of the area in the least intrusive way possible.

Chair Berkbigler and Commissioners Hartung,
were Verizon customers.

Commissioner Hartung asked if there was anly way to mitigate this issue
by putting the cell tower on the mountainside ané%sing the pine-stealth design, especially
on the west side of the valley. Mr. Downs said{ dir g that would change the coverage
maps. He stated a ground-mounted facility _40\%3 iifvestigated, which Verizon would be
willing to consider installing at this locgf%%kaﬁd could be made to look like a rock
outcropping, but doing that would requizg two additional facilities each 6-12 feet tall to
satisfy the same service objectives @

3 oy
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Commissioner Hétmafi said she knew the people thought they would
never need the improvemedts Vérizon was trying to provide, but the Board had to
consider their views. She thanked Verizon for working with the people for this long.

2

Gemthissiener Lucey said the tower would be located in his district, and
he advised the p e%’éntinuously opposed it at the CAB meetings. He stated instead of
going back i %hgjél(rawing board, Verizon made a nominal design change, and he
believed thé‘«f cé%;i?tional sites were not investigated very well. He said the tower would be
seen fro "%fnterstate 580 easily and from Highway 395 the tower would stand out like a
sofe. thumb®He stated on the County’s new web site was a picture of Washoe Valley,
whiCh,everyone was very proud of, and he commented he was finding himself opposed to
this. He stated he had hoped for a better presentation by Verizon regarding the options,
because it did not seem like there was a whole lot of thought put into the options
provided to the Board.

Commissioner Lucey said Mr. Downs talked continuously about
increasing the capacity and the coverage area along Interstate 580 and Highway 395, but
people could not use their phones when driving. He stated the tower would only be for
the residents of the community, but he heard the residents did not have problems with
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service. He felt Verizon needed to go back and look at other locations and designs and
make serious changes instead of just shrinking the tower by 40 feet. He said that was not
enough because it still violated the County’s Code regarding silhouetting. He stated he
was opposed to the cell tower.

Mr. Downs said the site selection process was very detailed, took about a
year, and analyzed 42 sites. He advised very specific criteria must be met to place a
wireless facility and to enter into a lease agreement with the property owner. He stated
Verizon would not benefit financially from the facility, which was the perceptiog in the
area, but Verizon’s sole reason for placing the facility was to maintain its position the
best service provider. He said Commissioner Lucey mentioned the cha‘f'i@
minuscule, but the project team went back to the drawing board and ca &'lth a
compromise, because they believed it would be better to compromise rathe ﬁghtmg
the County through legal means. He stated if the Board talked tg @enforcement
personnel they would state it was extremely important to have w1re esS*ervices on the
area’s roadways. -

Chair Berkbigler said people could use their/ﬁ;%es While driving as long
as it was being used in the hands-free mode, and she wgild.cofitinue to do so until it was
outlawed by the Legislature. She asked Verizon to lookiat the Slide Mountain site to see
if there was some way that site could provide a 3 E_ ion oftheir upgraded service, because
the views in that valley were extremely 1mport it {0yWashoe County residents. She said
Verizon’s service was outstanding, and she did,né®®#ant to see it degraded. She stated the
other side of the coin was the citizens hadg%p, ave concerns about this type of project.
Mr. Downs advised the Slide Mountain: tép as at too high of an elevation for the new
technology and, if the proposed 1o er@not put in, the area would face capacity issues
within the next 10 months. 4, #

Commissio Hartung said if the people were willing to deal with the
coverage and capacity issu 1%3 e felt that was their purview. He asked if LTE was about
the desire to get highegfq ﬂfand more bandwidth. Mr. Downs said it would not change
what the peoplesould,d6 Wlth their phones, but would address the coming capacity issues
during peak t1 iy, witen customers could experience dropped calls. Commissioner
Hartung aske la,ere was a way to deal with the issues by putting in a 6-12 foot mound.
Mr. Down lfed a ground-mounted facility could be used at this location, but the
service area ould shrink, would require additional ground mounts and there were no
otler feaSible locations available. He stated Verizon would have to decide whether to
look®fgr other sites or to let the service degrade if this appeal was denied.

Commissioner Hartung asked Verizon to come back with other
alternatives. Commissioner Lucey agreed if they could come back with something other
than the 60-foot cell tower.

On motion by Commissioner Lucey, seconded by Commissioner Jung,

which motion duly carried, it was ordered that the Board of Adjustment’s denial be
confirmed of the Special Use Permit based on Motion 1 on page 10 of the staff report.
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15-0206 AGENDA ITEM 18 — CLOSED SESSION

Agenda Subject: “Possible Closed Session for the purpose of discussing labor
negotiations with Washoe County, Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District and/or
Sierra Fire Protection District per NRS 288.220.”

There was no closed session.

15-0207 AGENDA ITEM 20 — PUBLIC COMMENT x

Agenda Subject: “Public Comment. Comment heard under this item v/gy: beslimited
to three minutes per person and may pertain to matters both on ahd off the
Commission agenda. The Commission will also hear public 39(:‘f)?n%lent during
individual action items, with comment limited to three ml'u?%’é"jper person.
Comments are to be made to the Commission as a whole.” ,#R

Garth Elliott spoke about why volunteers eir weight in gold.
He asked the Board to please slow down the design h’@ws@uction of the Coroner’s
new building, because it would be too small as engineergd.

¥

COMMUNICATIONS AND REPORTS
gt

nd reports were received, duly noted, and

The following communicatjS}
ordered placed on file with the Clerk: o

COMMUNICA‘Q{I&%WS:

15-0208 Summary OE‘ 11 cl';%s/made against the Truckee Meadows Fire Protection
District, SterragaFire Protection District, or Washoe County Fire
Suppre smn;D‘Lst:rict for tortious conduct for calendar year 2014.

' (')%A\BTERLY FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

15-0209 @:‘a‘shoe County School District — Quarterly Report — Second Quarter, July
1, 2014 through December 31, 2014.

9
SR

FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

15-0210 Monthly statement of Washoe County Treasurer for month ending
November 30,
2014.

15-0211 Monthly statement of Washoe County Treasurer for month ending

December 31, 2014.
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7:29 p.m. There being no further business to discuss, the meeting was adjourned
without objection. '

S,
MARSHA BERKBIGLER, Chair
Washoe County Commissig
ATTEST:

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

Minutes Prepared by:
Jan Frazzetta, Deputy County Clerk

PAGE 36 MARCH 10, 2015



