
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
TUESDAY  10:00 A.M. OCTOBER 27, 2009 
 
PRESENT: 
 

David Humke, Chairman 
Bonnie Weber, Vice Chairperson  
John Breternitz, Commissioner 

Bob Larkin, Commissioner 
Kitty Jung, Commissioner 

  
Amy Harvey, County Clerk 

Katy Simon, County Manager 
Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel 

 
 The Board convened at 10:09 a.m. in regular session in the Commission 
Chambers of the Washoe County Administration Complex, 1001 East Ninth Street, Reno, 
Nevada. Following the Pledge of Allegiance to the flag of our Country, the Clerk called 
the roll and the Board conducted the following business: 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, stated the Chairman and Board of County 
Commissioners intend that their proceedings should demonstrate the highest levels of 
decorum, civic responsibility, efficiency and mutual respect between citizens and their 
government. The Board respects the right of citizens to present differing opinions and 
views, even criticism, but our democracy cannot function effectively in an environment 
of personal attacks, slander, threats of violence, and willful disruption. To that end, the 
Nevada Open Meeting Law provides the authority for the Chair of a public body to 
maintain the decorum and to declare a recess if needed to remove any person who is 
disrupting the meeting, and notice is hereby provided of the intent of this body to 
preserve the decorum and remove anyone who disrupts the proceedings. 
 
09-1111  AGENDA ITEM 3 – HUMAN RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Presentation of Excellence in Public Service Certificates honoring 
Washoe County employees who have completed essential employee development 
courses.”  
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, recognized the following employees for 
successful completion of the Excellence in Public Service Certificate Programs 
administered by the Human Resources Department: 
 
 Essentials of Management Development 
 Delene Pestoni, Office Assistant III 
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 Essentials of Support Staff 
 Terry Babione, Administrative Secretary 
 
   Essentials of Personal Effectiveness 
 Taylar Aumann, Account Clerk  
 Danielle Carlton, Account Clerk 
 Patti Day, Librarian I 
 Todd Kirsten, Sewer Systems Worker II 
 Shane O’Neal, Sign Fabricator 
 Deanna Spikula, Office Assistant II 
 
09-1112  AGENDA ITEM 4 
 
Agenda Subject: “Public Comment. Comment heard under this item will be limited 
to two minutes per person and may pertain to matters both on and off the 
Commission agenda. The Commission will also hear public comment during 
individual action items, with comment limited to two minutes per person. 
Comments are to be made to the Commission as a whole.” 
 
 Sam Dehne voiced his opinion on annexation.  
 
 Hugh Ezzell spoke about the current grading ordinance and the County’s 
Special Use Permit (SUP) process. He stated the SUP requirements had outgrown the 
County.  
 
 Jerry Dinzes expressed his concern for a transportation project that would 
be heard by the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) in the near future. He 
submitted an e-mail stating those concerns, which was placed on file with the Clerk.  
 
 David McClure stated he represented the King’s Beach Business and 
Citizen’s Alliance. He commented he had taken offense to a statement, in regard to 
Highway 28, made from the Executive Director of TRPA during a previous Board 
meeting about using the best science and technology for restoring, revitalizing and 
remaking Lake Tahoe. Mr. McClure indicated the Alliance felt the planned changes 
proposed by TRPA would result in congestion and problems concerning ingress and 
egress to Incline Village and Crystal Bay.      
 
09-1113  AGENDA ITEM 5 
 
Agenda Subject: “Commissioners’/Manager’s Announcements, Requests for 
Information, Topics for Future Agendas and Statements Relating to Items Not on 
the Agenda. (No discussion among Commissioners will take place on this item.)” 
 
   Katy Simon, County Manager, announced additional action was needed 
on Agenda Item 14 for the Chairman to execute the agreement. She also recommended 
Agenda Item 18 be heard after 6:00 p.m.  
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   Commissioner Weber requested an agenda item for an update on grading 
permits. She asked if the Board could be notified in advance when a previously requested 
item would be placed on an agenda so constituents could be informed. Ms. Simon 
explained staff had been working on a system, which was reviewed weekly and noted 
advancements were progressing. She confirmed that information would be provided to 
the Board.  
 
   Chairman Humke announced there had been several community meetings 
within his District concerning fire services, the Fire Master Plan, contracts and the 
possibility of new fire stations. He acknowledged several citizens who coordinated those 
meetings. 
 
   Commissioner Breternitz said he attended an informal presentation from a 
citizen group in Incline Village on the Community Plan. He said it was an educational, 
historical presentation and noted currently there were six plans that governed the Incline 
Village area; however, some were contradictory. Commissioner Breternitz said there 
would be an effort brought forth by citizens to begin a process of refreshing the 
Community Plan in sync with the conclusion of the Regional Plan, which was scheduled 
for completion in 18 months. He commented he had toured the Salvation Army 
Mediation Center and stated he was very impressed with that facility and acknowledged 
the efforts of the Salvation Army.  
 
   CONSENT AGENDA – AGENDA ITEMS 6A THROUGH 6M(2)  
 
  It was noted that Agenda Items 6H(1) and 6H(3) would be removed from 
the consent agenda for separate discussion. 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne complimented the 
Board on the size of the consent agenda. He expressed support for several of the grants 
being awarded to the Sheriff’s Office. 
 
09-1114  AGENDA ITEM 6A 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve minutes for the Board of County Commissioners’ 
meeting of September 22, 2009.” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6A be 
approved. 
 
 
 
 

OCTOBER 27, 2009  PAGE 3 



09-1115  AGENDA ITEM 6B 
 
Agenda Subject: “Cancel November 17, 2009, November 24, 2009, December 15, 
2009, December 22, 2009 and January 19, 2010 Commission meetings.” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6B be 
approved. 
 
09-1116  AGENDA ITEM 6C - ASSESSOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve roll change requests, pursuant to NRS 361.768 and NRS 
361.765, for errors discovered for the 2009/2010 and 2008/2009 secured and 
unsecured tax rolls as outlined in Exhibit A; and if approved, authorize Chairman 
to execute Order and direct Washoe County Treasurer to correct the errors 
[cumulative amount of decrease $18,610.70]. (Parcels are in various districts.)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 6C be approved, 
authorized, executed and directed. 
 
09-1117  AGENDA ITEM 6D – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve payments [$4,081] to vendors for assistance of 27 victims 
of sexual assault; and if approved, authorize Comptroller to process same. NRS 
217.310 requires payment by the County of total initial medical care of victims, 
regardless of cost, and of follow-up treatment costs of up to $1,000 for victims, 
victim’s spouses and other eligible persons. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6D be 
approved and authorized. 
 
09-1118  AGENDA ITEM 6E – GRANTS COORDINATOR/MANAGEMENT 

SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acceptance of 2007 Homeland Security, Exercise Grant from the 
State of Nevada, Division of Emergency Management, to Washoe County [$25,000 - 
no County match] for a full-scale exercise (Deadly Hazard) to be held November 17, 
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2009; and if accepted, direct Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6E be 
accepted and directed. 
 
09-1119  AGENDA ITEM 6F – FINANCE/COMPTROLLER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve removal of Fiscal Year 2008 Uncollectible Returned 
Checks [$5,444.03] from Centralized Returned Check Account (7980-121013); and 
if approved, authorize Comptroller’s Office to charge Expense Account 710590 to 
the identified responsible cost centers/funds. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6F be 
approved and authorized. 
 
09-1120  AGENDA ITEM 6G(1) – EQUIPMENT SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve sale of various surplus vehicles and equipment to 
interested governmental agencies in “As Is” condition in lieu of selling them through 
Washoe County’s contracted auction company, TNT Auction - revenue from all 
sales will be deposited into Public Works Equipment Services Fund (669). (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6G(1) be 
approved. 
 
09-1121  AGENDA ITEM 6G(2) – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve request to proceed with obtaining bid proposals for the 
rental of a color copier and related software on behalf of Washoe County's 
Reprographics (in-plant printing) Unit; and if approved, direct Purchasing 
Department to begin bid proposal process. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
  There was no public comment on this item. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6G(2) be 
approved and directed. 
 
09-1122  AGENDA ITEM 6H(2) - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Resolution for Round 11 submittal supporting 
protection of environmentally sensitive lands and access to Federal land at Little 
High Rock Canyon Reservoir (APN: 066-190-05) in northern Washoe County, and 
the development of a trailhead and trail system at Ballardini Ranch, through the 
Southern Nevada Public Land Management Act Program administered by the 
Bureau of Land Management; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute 
Resolution. (All Commission Districts, properties located in Districts 5 and 1.)”  
 
  In response to the call for public comment, Matthew Ebert urged 
Commissioners to support this item.  
  
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 6H(2) be approved, 
authorized and executed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of 
the minutes thereof. 
 
09-1123  AGENDA ITEM 6I(1) – SENIOR SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept cash donations [$6,829] for the period July 1, 2009 
through September 30, 2009 for the first quarter of Fiscal Year 2009/10; and if 
accepted, direct Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
  
  On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Weber thanked the various donors 
for their generous donations. 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6I(1) be 
accepted and directed. 
 
09-1124  AGENDA ITEM 6I(2) – SENIOR SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Interlocal Contract between the County of Washoe 
(Senior Services) and State of Nevada (Department of Administration, Purchasing 
Division) for the Food Distribution Program from November 1, 2009 through 
September 30, 2012 to include receipt of USDA commodities and up to $30,000 
reimbursement annually; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute Interlocal 
Contract. (All Commission Districts.)” 
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  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 6I(2) be approved, 
authorized and executed. The Agreement for same is attached hereto and made a part of 
the minutes thereof. 
 
09-1125  AGENDA ITEM 6J – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept Commissioner Humke’s nomination and appoint D. J. 
Whittemore to a seat on the Washoe County Planning Commission for a term 
effective October 27, 2009 and expiring June 30, 2011. (Commission District 2.)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that D.J. Whittemore be 
appointed to a seat on the Washoe County Planning Commission for a term effective 
October 27, 2009 and ending June 30, 2011. 
 
09-1126  AGENDA ITEM 6K(1) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept donation [$20] to the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office 
DNA Testing Program from Mr. John W. Baranec of Davison, Michigan; and if 
accepted, direct Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
   
  On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Weber thanked Mr. John W. 
Baranec for his generous donation. 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6K(1) be 
accepted and directed. 
 
09-1127  AGENDA ITEM 6K(2) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept donation [$320] to the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office to 
purchase tote bags for graduates of the Truckee Meadows Citizen’s Police Academy 
Program; and if accepted, direct Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments. 
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Weber thanked the donors for 
their generous donation. 
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  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6K(2) be 
accepted and directed. 
 
09-1128  AGENDA ITEM 6K(3) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept donation of one vehicle purchased by the United States 
Marshals Service for the purpose of and use by the Regional Fugitive Task Force; 
and if accepted, direct Equipment Services Division to collect monthly replacement 
fees as provided. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Weber thanked the United States 
Marshals Service for their generous donation. 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6K(3) be 
accepted and directed. 
 
09-1129  AGENDA ITEM 6K(4) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept Recovery Act Justice Assistance Grant #09-ARRA-22 
[$39,200 - no County match] awarded to Washoe County Sheriff’s Office from State 
of Nevada, Department of Public Safety, Office of Criminal Justice Assistance, to be 
utilized for overtime and regional advanced training to the personnel assigned to 
RAVEN; and if approved, authorize travel/training funds to be utilized by non-
county employees assigned to the unit and direct Finance to make appropriate 
budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)”  
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6K(4) be 
accepted, authorized and directed. 
 
09-1130  AGENDA ITEM 6K(5) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept grant award [$31,838 - no County match] from Nevada 
Office of Traffic Safety for equipment purchase and overtime for Fiscal Year 2010 
to conduct additional traffic enforcement and specialize Administrative Vehicle 
Checkpoints; and if accepted, direct Finance to make necessary budget adjustments. 
(All Commission Districts.)” 
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  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6K(5) be 
accepted and directed. 
 
09-1131  AGENDA ITEM 6K(6) – SHERIFF                                                                                         
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept Recovery Act Justice Assistance Grant #09-ARRA-23 
[$90,000 - no County match] awarded to Washoe County Sheriff’s Office from State 
of Nevada, Department of Public Safety, Office of Criminal Justice Assistance, to be 
utilized to assist in costs associated with personnel hired to analyze the Data Driven 
Approaches to Crime and Traffic Safety; and if accepted, direct Finance to make 
appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
  
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6K(6) be 
accepted and directed.  
 
09-1132  AGENDA ITEM 6K(7) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Interlocal Agreement and Amendment to Interlocal 
Agreement between the City of Reno (Reno Police Department), Washoe County 
(Washoe County Sheriff’s Office), City of Sparks (Sparks Police Department) and 
Washoe County School District to establish the Regional Gang Unit and promote 
coordinated multi-jurisdictional investigations of gang crimes by law enforcement 
agencies in the region; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute Agreement 
and Amendment. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  Lieutenant Jerry Baldridge, Special Operations Division (SOD), clarified 
a gang unit had previously been created. The Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 
was being changed on the basis of staffing with an officer being removed from the unit, 
which affected the overall MOU with regard to sharing of seizures or any other assets. He 
said this amendment also gained access to the gang database for the FUSION Center.     
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 6K(7) be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
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09-1133  AGENDA ITEM 6K(8) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Interlocal Agreement and Amendment to Interlocal 
Agreement between the City of Reno (Reno Police Department), Washoe County 
(Washoe County Sheriff’s Office) and City of Sparks (Sparks Police Department) to 
establish a Regional Sex Offender Notification Unit and promote the monitoring, 
investigation, public notification and prosecution of sex offenders; and if approved, 
authorize Chairman to execute Agreement and Amendment. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 6K(8) be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
 
09-1134  AGENDA ITEM 6K(9) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve training scholarship donation for Washoe County 
Sheriff’s Office Victim Advocate to attend the 2009 Annual Sexual Assault 
Awareness Conference [$418 -no County match] from the Nevada Coalition Against 
Sexual Violence; and if approved, direct Finance to make necessary budget 
adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Weber thanked the Nevada 
Coalition Against Sexual Violence for their generous donation. 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6K(9) be 
approved and directed. 
 
09-1135  AGENDA ITEM 6K(10) - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Authorize non-county employee per diem and travel expenses for 
Ms. Kim Murga, Ms. Kathy Guenther and Ms. Julie Marschner, employees of the 
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department Forensic Laboratory, [approximately 
$2,000] for performance of an external audit of the Forensic DNA Testing and the 
DNA Databasing Laboratories according to the Federal Quality Assurance 
Standards, as well as an external Combined DNA Index System audit according to 
the National DNA Index Standards (December 15-17, 2009); and if approved, direct 
Finance to make necessary budget adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6K(10) 
be authorized, approved and directed. 
 
09-1136  AGENDA ITEM 6L – HUMAN RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of the 2009-2010 Influenza Season 
Preparation Guide. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6L be 
acknowledged. 
 
09-1137  AGENDA ITEM 6M(1) – TRUCKEE RIVER FLOOD 

MANAGEMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of Truckee River Flood Management 
Project Status Report for September 2009. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6M(1) be 
acknowledged. 
 
09-1138  AGENDA ITEM 6M(2) – TRUCKEE RIVER FLOOD 

MANAGEMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve month-to-month Building Space Lease Agreement 
between Washoe County and Nevada Wing - Civil Air Patrol to lease 185 North 
Edison Way, Units 1, 2, 3, 4, 14, 15 and 16, for daily operations, training and 
educational purposes beginning October 27, 2009 through October 31, 2012 for 
$1.00 per year rent (the Flood Project Infrastructure Sales Tax (NRS 377B) will not 
be used for the lease); and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute Lease 
Agreement. (Commission District 2.)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner 
Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 6M(2) be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
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09-1139  AGENDA ITEM 6H(1) – PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Temporary Construction Easement between Washoe 
County and Sierra Pacific Power Company dba NV Energy for ten months on 12.31 
acres at Sierra Sage Golf Course (APN 554-010-01) to maintain and upgrade their 
141 transmission line, accept land value proceeds of $1,538.75 per month for the 
temporary easement [total of $15,387.50]; and if approved, authorize Chairman to 
execute the Easement. (Commission District 5.)”  
 
  Doug Doolittle, Regional Parks and Open Space Director, explained the 
easement was needed for an extended period of time; however, the work was scheduled 
to begin in January 2010 and expected to be completed in approximately three months. 
He indicated the construction would not interfere with the golfing public. Mr. Doolittle 
explained the Parks Department would receive funds for 10 months, in the total amount 
of $15,000, which would be placed in the Golf Enterprise Fund. 
 
   Commissioner Jung commented this was unanimously approved by the 
Regional Parks and Open Space Commission. 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 6H(1) be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
 
09-1140  AGENDA ITEM 6H(3) - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve revised Regional Parks and Open Space Department’s 
Fees and Charges Policy and the 2010 Fees and Charges Schedule. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
  Commissioner Weber asked for an explanation of rental fees for County 
facilities. Al Rogers, Regional Parks and Open Space Assistant Director, stated staff was 
proposing a status quo on all facilities. He explained the service levels were displayed for 
the use of the facilities or programs, which were based upon the amount of use by the 
community that was impacted. He said in 2007/08 there was a 10 percent increase in the 
use of County facilities; however, with the 10 percent increase in use, there was a 10 
percent decrease in revenue associated with those uses. Mr. Rogers indicated the public 
was continuing to use those facilities, but the drop in revenue was based on the Board’s 
action two years ago when the fees were lowered. He stated the costs were continually 
increasing to maintain the structures with staff attempting to hold the status quo in 
keeping those open and available to the public.   
 
  Commissioner Weber asked if building use in the North Valleys had 
increased. Mr. Rogers stated that was correct. However, he corrected his previous 
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calculations and stated there were a 4 percent increase in community building rentals and 
a 20 percent decrease in the revenue associated.      
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Larkin, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 6H(3) be 
approved. 
 
  BLOCK VOTE  
 
 The following agenda items were consolidated and voted on in a block 
vote: Agenda Items 10, 11, 12, 15 and 17. 
 
09-1141  AGENDA ITEM 10 - SHERIFF 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept COPS Technology Program Grant 
#2009CKWX0613 [$850,000 - no County match] for improvements that affect the 
DNA workflow, DNA evidence receipt, storage and release, quality assurance 
document management system and toxicology workflow in the Washoe County 
Sheriff’s Office Forensic Science Division; and if accepted, authorize Chairman to 
execute grant acceptance and direct Finance to make appropriate budget 
adjustments. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 10 be accepted, 
authorized, executed and directed. 
 
09-1142  AGENDA ITEM 11 – HUMAN RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve reclassification requests submitted 
through the job evaluation and classification process and reported to the Board 
during the Fiscal Year 2009/10 budget presentations [annual cost savings for these 
reclassifications are approximately $393,727]. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 11 be 
approved. 
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09-1143  AGENDA ITEM 12 – SOCIAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Intrastate Interlocal Contract 
between the State of Nevada (Department of Health and Human Services, Division 
of Child and Family Services) and the County of Washoe (Department of Social 
Services) to maintain funding for the integrated child welfare service system in 
Washoe County which will continue year to year with an automatic renewal upon a 
legislatively approved biennial budget which is statutorily authorized in a Nevada 
State Appropriations Act and Authorizations Act of the Nevada Executive Budget 
each Legislative Session and is effective July 1 of each odd-numbered year [the 
Legislatively approved budget for Washoe County for the 2010-2011 biennium is 
$52,153,131]. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, explained in 2002 the Board approved an 
initial contract with the State to allow for the integration of Child Welfare. Prior to that 
time, she said Washoe and Clark Counties did the “front-end” of the Child Welfare 
system, which was the emergency response to report child abuse and neglect and placing 
children in Foster Care, while the State did the “back-end” of the system, which was the 
adoption and permanency planning. Ms. Simon said the Legislature integrated that 
system so the State paid the County to take on what they formally completed. She 
explained the County entered into this contract every year and added this contract would 
allow for it to be automatically renewed on Legislative authorization. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 12 be 
approved. The Contract for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes 
thereof. 
 
09-1144  AGENDA ITEM 15 - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve, and authorize the Chairman to 
execute, a Resolution directing the defeasance of and the payment of principal of 
and interest on a portion of the Washoe County, Nevada, General Obligation 
(Limited Tax) Water and Sewer Bonds (additionally secured by pledged revenues) 
Series 2005; and providing other details in connection therewith. (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item.  
  
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 15 be approved, 
authorized and executed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of 
the minutes thereof. 
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09-1145  AGENDA ITEM 17 – WATER RESOURCES/COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT 

 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve and authorize the Chairman to: 1) 
execute a Resolution to sponsor a Regional Plan amendment that implements 
Washoe County Question #3, approved by voters, which calls for the regional plan 
to be amended to reflect and to include a policy or policies requiring that local 
government land use plans be based upon and in balance with identified and 
sustainable water resources available within Washoe County; and 2) recommend to 
the Regional Planning Commission and the Regional Planning Governing Board 
that the Regional Plan and the Regulations on Procedure, Section XII, be amended 
to clarify that the Consensus Forecast is to be compared with the estimated 
population that can be supported by the sustainable water resources as identified in 
the Regional Water Management Plan. (All Commission Districts.) Continued from 
October 13, 2009 Commission meeting.” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 17 be approved, 
authorized and executed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of 
the minutes thereof. 
 
11:01 a.m.  The Board convened as the Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District 

(TMFPD) Board of Fire Commissioners. 
 
11:52 a.m.  The Board adjourned as the TMFPD Commissioners and convened as the 

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

 
12:00 p.m.  The Board adjourned as the SFPD Commissioners and reconvened as the 

Board of County Commissioners. 
 
09-1146  AGENDA ITEM 9 - MANAGER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Appearance: Greg Martinelli, General Manager, Waste 
Management, Inc. Discussion on disposal charges at the transfer stations and 
landfill; and a presentation on sanctions for illegal dumping from Bob Webb, 
Community Support Services Manager, Washoe County Community Development. 
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  Greg Martinelli, General Manager, Waste Management, Inc., announced 
that the quarterly “Free Dump Day” was held on October 3 and 4, 2009 and indicated the 
variety of items brought by the public.  
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  Bob Webb, Community Support Services Manager, conducted a 
PowerPoint presentation concerning illegal dumping, which was placed on file with the 
Clerk, highlighting changes to State law, the Illegal Dumping Task Force, convictions for 
illegal dumping, criminal penalties for individuals and businesses, civil penalties and the 
use of monies from civil penalties.  
 
  Commissioner Weber commented citizens should not get involved with 
illegal dumping in-progress, but rather call 334-COPS to remain safe. Captain John 
Spencer, Washoe County Sheriff’s Office (WCSO) North District Patrol, indicated the 
hours the 329-DUMP phone number listed in the PowerPoint presentation was manned 
and explained that number was for “non-in-progress” dumping. He said to report an “in 
progress” illegal dumping, but not a crime of violence, a citizen should call 334-COPS.  
 
  Commissioner Larkin commented the contract with Waste Management 
called for a “Free Dump Day” once a quarter. He asked how many free dump days had 
occurred this year. Mr. Martinelli explained the free dump days were held the first 
Saturday and Sunday of each quarter and three had already occurred. Commissioner 
Larkin said he would like to see the calendar days they were held last year. Mr. Martinelli 
reiterated free dump days were held on the first Saturday and Sunday of the calendar 
quarter. He commented this quarter Waste Management was requested to work with the 
Community Relations Department to conduct a better public awareness of those free 
dump days. Commissioner Larkin remarked increased advertising was needed within the 
community so citizens could be notified of those free dump days. Mr. Martinelli 
explained there would be increased advertising in the future. He acknowledged because 
of the volume of cars that arrived, better crowd control would be incorporated.  
 
  Commissioner Larkin asked if Waste Management had any competition. 
Mr. Martinelli indicated there was no competition. Commission Larkin explained it was 
an exclusive franchise that the three governing bodies had allowed Waste Management to 
participate in; however, with that exclusive franchise came a corporate responsibility to 
participate in the community, in terms of the pricing structure. He asked what items were 
included for the free dump days. Mr. Martinelli replied refrigerators, furniture, washers 
and dryers, etc. Commissioner Larkin remarked large items that citizens normally would 
not dispose of unless they were upscaling, but believed that would not be occurring in the 
near future. He commented the competition was public lands, so when citizens went to 
the waste sites expecting a free dump day and arrived with lawn clippings only to be 
turned away or assessed the appropriate fee, there could be a high anxiety bestowed upon 
the community because “free” should mean “free.” He asked where was the corporate 
responsibility to the community when free was advertised, and honoring the nature of that 
responsibility so the competition of public lands was not burden-shifted to other elements 
within the community. Mr. Martinelli stated Waste Management complied with the 
negotiated terms of the agreement and these were the items negotiated. Commissioner 
Larkin said he was stepping beyond the negotiated terms. He stated the burden of Waste 
Management was to provide the community “Free Dump Days.” Mr. Martinelli indicated 
that was completed and clarified the negotiated terms were only in the County’s contract 
not the Cities of Reno and Sparks. Commissioner Larkin indicated the illegal dump sites 
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were not occurring in the Cities of Reno and Sparks, but were occurring in the rural areas 
of the County and that was a cost shift away from Waste Management. He stated he was 
asking Waste Management to step beyond the terms of the contract and help the 
community by making it a true free dump day. Mr. Martinelli stated he understood the 
request.   
   
  Commissioner Weber remarked that was the sentiment found in District 
5. She said there was some responsibility and added constituents were upset and angry. 
She said because there was only one vender for waste disposal it was a difficult situation 
for some citizens. Commissioner Weber related a story that addressed the problem of free 
dump days and the items not being accepted. She noted that citizens were upset for the 
inconvenience of not understanding what was or was not accepted.   
 
  Chairman Humke asked if the Carson City landfill was owned by Waste 
Management. Mr. Martinelli replied that landfill was owned and operated by Carson 
City.  
 
  Commissioner Weber commented she had taken a tour of Waste 
Management and suggested a video on the County website so citizens could better 
understand the organization. Mr. Martinelli explained there was an upcoming tour 
scheduled for November 5, 2009. Kathy Carter, Community Relations Director, indicated 
she would be attending and would film the tour to be placed on the County website. 
 
  Commissioner Larkin remarked NRS Chapter 244 established both 
criminal and civil penalties and asked whose jurisdiction that prosecution fell within.  Mr. 
Webb replied whichever jurisdiction issued the ticket. Commissioner Larkin asked if the 
Illegal Dumping Task Force had any communication with the District Attorney’s Office 
or the City Attorney Offices’ for Reno and Sparks as to their willingness to take on 
prosecution. Mr. Webb remarked those discussions had taken place. Commissioner 
Larkin stated it would be interesting to see how the costs per prosecution compared and 
also the subsequent assessed fines and penalties. 
   
  Commissioner Weber requested Mr. Martinelli and the Illegal Dumping 
Task Force return in January 2010 during a public hearing so that citizens could bring 
forth their concerns and questions. 
 
09-1147  AGENDA ITEM 13 – DISTRICT COURT/SOCIAL 

SERVICES/MANAGER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and direction to staff regarding a proposal by Washoe 
Legal Services to renew the agreement between the County of Washoe and Washoe 
Legal Services to provide for the legal representation of children in the Child 
Protective Services system for a period of three years [fixed annual amount 
$468,014]. (All Commission Districts.)” 
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 John Berkich, Assistant County Manager, provided a brief history on the 
agreement. He indicated prior to this agreement, children who were the victims of abuse 
and/or neglect had no legal representation. Mr. Berkich explained the County was 
represented by the District Attorney’s (DA) Office, the parents were represented by the 
Public Defenders Office and, prior to Washoe Legal Services (WLS) taking this effort on, 
the children had no representation. He said beginning in 2002, WLS began an effort to 
provide legal representation to children by using an attorney funded by statute that 
allowed court filing fees to be assessed and collected in support of this effort. He 
commented in 2005, WLS obtained a grant of $514,000 for this program, which was 
subsequently amended. He noted that funding was used for a two-year period. He said in 
connection with that grant other funds were raised by WLS through private donations. As 
a result, Mr. Berkich said the County was able to enter into a four-year contract with 
WLS; however, that contract would expire at the end of this fiscal year and he was 
requesting direction from the Board on amending and extending that contract. He 
indicated under the current contract WLS provided legal representation to approximately 
424 children. He said staff recommended approval of the flat three-year contract based on 
the various reasons within the staff report. He indicated the fiscal note had been changed 
and explained those changes. 
      
 Judge Deborah Schumacher, Second Judicial District Family Court, said 
State and federal law require the presence of advocates for children in foster care cases. 
She explained the County had been out of compliance for some time. Judge Schumacher 
stated between the Court Appointed Special Advocate (CASA) volunteers and the WLS 
contract, the County was beginning to come into compliance. She remarked there were 
additional judicial responsibilities that could not be met without the work of these child 
advocates. She said under State and federal law, judges had the requirement of 
overseeing foster care cases and a significant part was to adopt a permanency plan for a 
child. In recognition of that decision, Judge Schumacher said federal law required that the 
court must hear the child’s own assessment and what that child preferred to occur. She 
explained that meaningful discussion would not happen in the stressful environment of a 
courtroom setting, but could be received through the child advocate. She indicated the 
presence of a child advocate was required by law and by the judge to make the correct 
finding. Judge Schumacher remarked she had been pleased with the quality of the counsel 
that WLS had brought forward in the child advocacy area and supported the contract.  
 
 Commissioner Larkin asked if the WLS attorneys assigned to these cases 
fell under the Nevada Supreme Court Weighted Case Load Study. Judge Schumacher 
replied she did not know the full scope of that study, but did not believe so.  
 
 Jean Marsh, Children’s Services Division Director, commented staff fully 
supported the WLS. She said it was common for children in child welfare cases to be 
represented in court. Ms. Marsh explained the County’s system provided a team process 
and found that the attorneys had represented the children exceptionally well and, due to 
that fact, believed the outcomes were better. Commissioner Larkin asked if any metrics 
had been developed for the program. Ms. Marsh replied staff was currently working 
through a study with the Casey Program Foundation that could provide qualitative 
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information. Commissioner Larkin stated that information would be appropriate during 
the budget hearings. 
 
 Chairman Humke indicated the staff report had been changed concerning 
the estimated 25 percent recovery rate for foster care, which was not recoverable for legal 
services. He asked when that information was found. Terri Humes, Fiscal Manager, 
explained the cost allocation plan was submitted effective July 2007, and the court costs 
were included; however, the cost allocation plan was not approved and any court related 
expenses were not Title IVE eligible. Chairman Humke asked if that was a new rule. Ms. 
Humes replied that had been included in previous cost allocation because Social Services 
was charging for process services and getting reimbursed. She noted although the federal 
government had not requested repayment, it was discovered those services were being 
charged erroneously. Chairman Humke asked if that interpretation would change in the 
future. Ms. Humes stated she was not aware of any changes. Chairman Humke asked if 
there were any other federal categories of funding the County could lose because of not 
being in compliance. Ms. Humes stated she was not aware of any. She explained Social 
Services was able to pick up the cost because the Case Management final ruling was 
reversed by the current Washington administration and indicated Social Services could 
now bill for recovery of Targeted Case Management services, which was not included in 
the fiscal year 2010 budget.  
 
 Paul Elcano, WLS Executive Director, indicated the original contract was 
scheduled for an increase, but due to budget cuts, some decreases were incurred and, at 
the request of the County, the proposed contract was kept flat for three years. He 
discussed the quality of staff hired by WLS and how the caseload was handled and 
distributed. Mr. Elcano explained the national caseload number was not to be higher than 
100 children per attorney. He said it was determined that WLS should use 80 as a 
caseload number which was caseload appropriate for status and training.   
 
 Chairman Humke indicated 424 children had representation, but 471 did 
not. He asked if those unrepresented children were served by CASA. Judge Schumacher 
replied they were not. She said some children had neither a CASA volunteer or counsel. 
 
 There was no response to the call for public comment. 
 
 Mr. Berkich confirmed staff would return with the actual agreement on a 
future agenda for approval.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Chairman Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 13 be approved. 
 
09-1148  AGENDA ITEM 14 - PARKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve an Agreement For License And 
Professional Management Services At Sierra Sage Golf Course With Cal-Mazz Golf 
Management, LLC, formerly Performance Golf, for full management of Sierra Sage 
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Golf Course for a one (1) year period commencing on November 1, 2009 through 
October 31, 2010 with one (1) additional one (1) year renewal option. (Commission 
District 5.)” 
 
1:05 p.m.  Chairman Humke temporarily left the meeting and Vice Chairperson 

Weber assumed the gavel. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin indicated the terms of the agreement had been 
changed from five years to one year with annual renewals. Al Rogers, Regional Parks and 
Open Space Assistant Director, replied that was correct. Commissioner Larkin said he 
reviewed item 7.1 that identified the County would be responsible for major maintenance 
of infrastructure, providing for an annual audit and testing for compliance for agreement 
and all debts associated with the golf course. He asked for clarification on major 
maintenance and infrastructure. Mr. Rogers explained it was typical in a landlord 
situation such as this that the County would be responsible for the infrastructure, albeit 
the buildings, clubhouse, maintenance buildings, the roof and the sewer. He explained if 
those components failed the County would be responsible. He said, per the agreement, 
the daily operations would be the responsibility of the vendor. Commissioner Larkin 
asked if lawn mowers and other County equipment could be leased back to the 
contractors. Mr. Rogers replied all equipment brought in by the contractor would be 
owned and exclusively serviced by that contractor. Commissioner Larkin said the 
agreement noted that two dollars from each green fee would be deducted and deposited 
into a capital improvement trust fund and the fund shall be maintained by the 
management group to pay for certain capital expenses and upgrades. He asked if that was 
normal practice for a contractor to maintain that fund. Mr. Rogers replied that component 
was part of a previous agreement.  
 
 Vice Chairperson Weber inquired why the contract was changed from five 
years to one year with the possibility of renewals. Mr. Rogers explained the agreement 
was modified because of IRS guidelines. He said being a public facility and having tax 
exempt bonds tied to that facility, the County could only work under certain parameters. 
He said there were five criteria that could be set forth and manage the agreement. Mr. 
Rogers said staff found that one criteria would fit. He explained the limitation was the 
duration of the agreement would now exist and 100 percent of all revenue would flow 
through the County to the vendor. Initially, he said a contract was proposed, which could 
be more beneficial both to the County and to the vendor, but the vendor would collect all 
of the fees. However, because of the tax exempt bonds held on the Sierra Sage Golf 
Course, the County was confined by IRS guidelines. He said if those bonds were 
defeased or paid off then the management agreement could be modified and extended, 
which would put the County and the vendor in a better position in terms of revenue 
sharing and capital improvements. He said that was one reason why the contract was 
short-term and being proposed. Vice Chairperson Weber asked what would become of 
Cal-Mazz after a two-year time period. Mr. Rogers replied given the scenario with the 
bonds and the tax exempt golf course, staff would return to the Board on a regular basis 
every one to two years with a similar contract. 
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 There was no public comment on this item.  
  
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Breternitz, 
which motion duly carried with Chairman Humke temporarily absent, it was ordered that 
Agenda Item 14 be approved, authorized and executed. 
 
09-1149  AGENDA ITEM 16 – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to review Water Rights Applications 74408, 
74409 and 74410 filed by Aqua Trac, LLC, proposing to change the point of 
diversion of up to 29.7 cubic feet per second of water rights from Kumiva Valley, 
located in Pershing County, for use in Washoe, Lyon, Churchill and Storey 
Counties; and, authorize Chairman to recommend denial of the subject applications 
to the Nevada State Engineer. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
1:13 p.m.  Chairman Humke returned and assumed the gavel.  
 
 In response to questions from Commissioner Larkin, Vahid Behmaram, 
Water Rights Manager, explained the initial applications were dealt with in March of 
2006; however, these three applications were filed in June of 2006. He said the State 
Engineer dealt with the adjoining basin of Granite Springs and issued a ruling in 
September of 2007 denying all the applications. He indicated these three applications had 
not been through the statutory process. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that the denial of Water Rights 
Application 74408, 74409 and 74410 proposing to change the point of diversion of up to 
29.7 cfs of water rights from Kumiva Valley, located in Perishing County for use in 
Washoe, Lyon, Churchill and Storey Counties be recommended. It was further ordered 
that the Chairman be authorized to recommend denial of the subject applications to the 
Nevada State Engineer. 
 
1:16 p.m.  The Board recessed. 
 
6:15 p.m.  The Board reconvened with all members present. 
 
09-1150  AGENDA ITEM 18 – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Discussion and possible approval of a settlement and/or 
authorization to the District Attorney’s Office to enter into a settlement by dismissal 
of Case Number CV08-03523, Sally S. Weston et. al. vs. Washoe County. The case 
concerns the County’s approval of the South Valleys Area Plan Update--Washoe 
Valley Portion (Washoe County Planning Case Number CP08-005), on December 8, 
2008, for property located within the territory of the South Valleys Area Plan 
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outside the boundaries of the Truckee Meadows Service Area (TMSA). Settlement 
possibilities include, but are not limited to, the following: consolidating the case with 
a related case against the regional planning agency (CV09-01642); agreeing to up-
zone that portion of Weston’s property north of the proposed hydrographic basin 
line to Low Density Suburban provided the TMSA boundary is appropriately 
extended; limiting Weston’s development potential north of the proposed TMSA 
boundary to a maximum of 109 units (or other appropriate number) which could be 
clustered; limiting development south of the hydrographic basin line to a maximum 
of 4 units (or another appropriate number) including the existing Weston residence; 
keeping the Medium Density Rural zoning designation for the parcel that includes 
the existing Weston residence; requiring Weston to dedicate the remainder of the 
approximately 600 acres of the entire property as open space; and, providing 
that no damages, costs or attorneys fees are awarded to any party. (Commission 
District 2.)” 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, said the County had been notified that 
some of the parties had withdrawn from the settlement. 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Carol Christenson said she was 
part of the Washoe Valley Working Group that worked on the South Valleys Area Plan. 
She stated the Working Group supported Attorney Tom Hall’s recommendations 
included in the written stipulation. 
 
 Betty Hicks inquired if the Board, in reaching this settlement, reviewed 
federal mandates of the five-acre limitation for water quality in the area. 
 
 Chairman Humke stated he received a letter from Mr. Hall dated October 
23, 2009. He shared the letter with the other Board members that summarized the public 
hearing held on October 21, 2009, which was placed on file with the Clerk.   
 
 Commissioner Breternitz said he read the information provided by Mr. 
Hall in the staff report. He moved to authorize counsel to settle the Weston case on the 
following terms:  

• consolidating the case with a related case against the Regional 
Planning Agency (CV09-01642); 

• agreeing to upzone that portion of the Weston property north of the 
proposed hydrological basin line to Low Density Suburban 
provided the Truckee Meadows Service Area (TMSA) boundary 
be appropriately extended; 

• limiting the Weston development potential north of the proposed 
TMSA boundary to a maximum of 109 units (or other appropriate 
number) which could be clustered; 

• limiting development south of the hydrological basin line to a 
maximum of four units (or other appropriate number) including the 
Weston residence units and those four units would be on the 50 
approximate acres surrounding the existing residence;  
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• keeping the Medium Density Rural zoning designation for the 
parcel that includes the existing Weston residence;  

• requiring the Weston’s to dedicate the remainder of the 
approximate 600 acres of the entire property as open space, and; 

• providing that no damages, costs or attorneys fees be awarded to 
any party. 

 
 Chairman Humke seconded the motion; however, moved to amend the 
motion to include the following: 
 

• Attorney Tom Hall’s characterization of the October 21, 2009 
meeting with citizens in the Washoe Valley and Pleasant Valley 
area. He said in Mr. Halls’ writing of October 23, 2009 there was 
a point that referred to a survey that noted boundaries between all 
parcels owned by the Weston’s shall conform to the HBL 
established by the record of survey mentioned in the draft 
settlement agreement which the Weston’s agreed  to perform, 
record and pay for;  

• there shall be a 25 foot buffer zone north of the HBL for 
establishment of the TMSA line;  

• there should be no commercial use on the Weston property and all 
lots shall be for residential use and purposes only; 

•  the current party shall stipulate to allow the West Washoe 
Association to be a party to the agreement and stipulation and the 
stipulation shall be converted to a consent judgment for the 
approval of all parties then be recorded; 

•  the maximum use parcel 050-54-035 constituting approximately 
55 acres shall provide for four residential units including the 
existing residence and all improvements thereon;  

• APN 050-54-033 shall be designated Low Density Residential;  
• all properties south of the HBL other than APN 050-54-033 shall 

be designated and maintained by the Weston’s as open space 
without the requirement that Washoe County accepts the property 
as open space as contemplated in NRS 278.240; and,  

• a third party agency such as the Nevada Land Conservancy, the 
Bureau of Land Management or West Washoe Association shall be 
granted a conservation easement over all property designated and 
maintained as open space.  

 
 Commissioner Breternitz commented there were some elements included 
in the amendment that were in the spirit of the stipulation agreements reviewed 
concerning this property. However, he felt the main items were contained in the original 
motion and remarked some of the amendment asked for more than what was originally 
agreed to; therefore, he could not “blanket” support the amendment to the motion. 
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 Commissioner Weber asked for clarification that there was not a second to 
the amendment. Chairman Humke stated there was not, so due to a lack of a second, the 
amendment failed. 
 
 In response to a question posed by Ms. Hicks during public comment, 
Adrian Freund, Community Development Director, replied the Nevada Division of 
Environmental Protection had oversight of the number of on-site waste water systems 
that could be placed on a given property and, in this case, the threshold was 200. He said 
the County health requirement was a minimum lot size of five-acres for an on-site waste 
water system. He said the proposal or the possible proposed settlement would bring into 
play the TMSA, which was provided to be required with municipal waste water facilities 
that would transport the water off-site to a waste water treatment plant. He said if that 
potential development layout was followed the five-acre provision would not be in affect. 
  
 On call for the question the original motion passed with a 5 to 0 vote.  
 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
09-1151  AGENDA ITEM 19 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Development Agreement Case Number DA07-002 (Harris Ranch 
Subdivision) Tentative Subdivision Map Case Number TM05-016. (Commission 
District 4.)” 
 
Recommendation to consider Amendment of Conditions Case Number AC09-002, 
which would extend the previous approval by the Board of County Commissioners 
of Development Agreement Case Number DA07-002 for the Harris Ranch 
Subdivision, Tentative Subdivision Map Case Number TM05-016, which was 
previously approved by the Washoe County Planning Commission. The sole 
purpose of the amendment to the Development Agreement is to extend the 
expiration of the Tentative Subdivision Map until December 7, 2011 with a possible 
second extension until December 7, 2013. 
 
 The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against Development Agreement Case Number DA07-002 (Harris Ranch 
Subdivision) Tentative Subdivision Map Case Number TM05-016. There being no 
response, the hearing was closed. 
 
 Roger Pelham, Senior Planner, stated this development agreement was 
similar to others that the Board had approved in the past several months, which was to 
extend the life of a subdivision map. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 19 be approved. 
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09-1152  AGENDA ITEM 19 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance pursuant to 
Nevada Revised Statutes 278.0201 through 278.0207 approving Amendment of 
Conditions Case Number AC09-002 to extend Development Agreement Case 
Number DA07-002 for Tentative Subdivision Map Case Number TM05-016 for 
Harris Ranch as previously approved by the Washoe County Planning Commission, 
the purpose of the Agreement being to extend map approval until December 7, 2011 
with a possible second extension until December 7, 2013.” 
 
  There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 Bill No. 1604, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE PURSUANT TO NEVADA 
REVISED STATUTES 278.0201 THROUGH 278.0207 APPROVING 
AMENDMENT OF CONDITIONS CASE NUMBER AC09-002 TO EXTEND 
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT CASE NO. DA07-002 FOR TENTATIVE 
SUBDIVISION MAP CASE NUMBER TM05-016 FOR HARRIS RANCH AS 
PREVIOUSLY APPROVED BY THE WASHOE COUNTY PLANNING 
COMMISSION, THE PURPOSE OF THE AGREEMENT BEING TO EXTEND 
MAP APPROVAL UNTIL DECEMBER 7, 2011 WITH A POSSIBLE SECOND 
EXTENSION UNTIL DECEMBER 7, 2013," was introduced by Commissioner 
Larkin, the title read to the Board and legal notice for final action of adoption directed. 
  
09-1153  AGENDA ITEM 20 - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Second reading and adoption of an Ordinance amending Chapter 
15 of the Washoe County Code (County Finances; Purchasing; Collections; 
Comptroller) by eliminating the County Purchasing Department and creating the 
Purchasing and Contracts Division as a Division of Finance by eliminating the 
Collections Division of the Finance Department, by assigning the collections 
function to the Comptroller’s Office and other matters properly related thereto (Bill 
No. 1603). (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against adoption of said Ordinance. There being no response, the hearing 
was closed. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Ordinance No. 
1423, Bill No. 1603, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 15 OF 
THE WASHOE COUNTY CODE (COUNTY FINANCES; PURCHASING; 
COLLECTIONS; COMPTROLLER) BY ELIMINATING THE COUNTY 
PURCHASING DEPARTMENT AND CREATING THE PURCHASING AND 
CONTRACTS DIVISION AS A DIVISION OF FINANCE BY ELIMINATING 
THE COLLECTIONS DIVISION OF THE FINANCE DEPARTMENT, BY 
ASSIGNING THE COLLECTIONS FUNCTION TO THE COMPTROLLER’S 
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OFFICE AND OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY RELATED THERETO," be 
approved, adopted and published in accordance with NRS 244.100. 
 
09-1154  AGENDA ITEM 21 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Second reading and adoption of Ordinance amending the Washoe 
County Code at Chapter 50 by revising provisions relating to unlawful riding of a 
vehicle off road, and by adding a public nuisance code that prohibits certain 
activities and conditions and requires certain property maintenance, all pertaining 
to structures, property and residential foreclosures in disrepair, existence of 
garbage, weeds, junk vehicles, attractive nuisances, pollutants, hazardous waste or 
criminal gangs, storage, grading of land, obstruction of public roads, off-road 
vehicle restrictions, animals, parking, and graffiti; and providing other matters 
properly relating thereto (Bill No. 1602). (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against adoption of said Ordinance.  
 
 Amy Harvey, County Clerk, read the following title into the record: 
Ordinance No. 1424, (if adopted) Bill No. 1602, entitled, AN ORDINANCE 
AMENDING THE WASHOE COUNTY CODE AT CHAPTER 50 BY REVISING 
PROVISIONS RELATING TO UNLAWFUL RIDING OF A VEHICLE OFF 
ROAD, AND BY ADDING A PUBLIC NUISANCE CODE THAT PROHIBITS 
CERTAIN ACTIVITIES AND CONDITIONS AND REQUIRES CERTAIN 
PROPERTY MAINTENANCE, ALL PERTAINING TO STRUCTURES, 
PROPERTY AND RESIDENTIAL FORECLOSURES IN DISREPAIR, 
EXISTENCE OF GARBAGE, WEEDS, JUNK VEHICLES, ATTRACTIVE 
NUISANCES, POLLUTANTS, HAZARDOUS WASTE OR CRIMINAL GANGS, 
STORAGE, GRADING OF LAND, OBSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC ROADS, OFF-
ROAD VEHICLE RESTRICTIONS, ANIMALS, PARKING, AND GRAFFITI; 
AND PROVIDING OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY RELATING THERETO.  
 
 Adrian Freund, Community Development Director, gave an overview of 
the proposed nuisance ordinance and how adoption would increase public health and 
safety, property values and the quality of life. Mr. Freund stated a Citizens Committee 
was appointed to work with staff and noted the Committee worked and met for 
approximately 20 months to arrive at the proposed ordinance. He said the proposed 
ordinance provided a means to legally modify definitions within certain areas, if 
appropriate, and added those modifiers were listed within the staff report. He said the 
Committee was diligent and thorough in the review of the ordinance and, with some 
exceptions, the bulk of the ordinance reflected the Committee’s recommendations. Mr. 
Freund stated the draft before the Board was not a substantive change in most cases from 
current State law and County Code, rather a consolidation of the existing Codes. He said 
modifications in the ordinance were meant to provide clear definitions and standards and 
believed some of those definitions were the reason for contention.  
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 In reviewing some of the issues and concerns, Mr. Freund stated there 
would be no limitations on existing agricultural activities as long as they complied with 
all applicable laws. He indicated another concern was whether Code Enforcement 
Officers could enter a property. He explained without the owner’s permission or without 
a search warrant, those Officers could not enter a property. However, in the future, the 
Board could add or modify the ordinance. Mr. Freund noted staff intended to be proactive 
in bringing anything back to the Board that did not work as intended or needed revision. 
He said staff recommended some changes to Section 50.310 for “intent,” which would 
remove the intent of any reference to vacation homes, rental land uses and any reference 
to the entertainment and recreation industries since those were primary associated with 
the Tahoe Basin. Mr. Freund remarked there were other changes and language meant to 
clarify potential intent, but in itself, did not initiate or activate any modifiers. He 
explained the Board had options to either include the modifiers in whole, in part or not to 
essentially carry out the modifiers at this time and leave those for a later date.    
  
 Mr. Freund indicated there was much interest in the definition of “junk 
vehicles.” He summarized there was little difference between how junk vehicles were 
currently managed and the proposed Code. He explained the differences were the 
screening requirement, which in the proposed ordinance was full screening and where the 
possible violation was viewed from; the street, the front of the property or an accessible 
point on an adjacent property. 
 
 Chairman Humke described how the public comment portion would be 
conducted and explained there was a two-minute time limit per speaker. However, he 
indicated this was a business meeting and the Board would not tolerate demonstrations of 
emotion or excitement and, if those occurred, the Board would take ample recesses.  
  
 Ms. Harvey stated there were 17 citizens who did not wish to speak, but 
completed comment cards indicating they were against the proposed ordinance. 
 
 In response to the call for public comment the following individuals spoke 
against the proposed nuisance ordinance for the following subsequent reasons: 
opposition to the area modifiers in Section 8, the entire Section 8, the definition of junk 
vehicles or inoperable vehicles, the number of junk vehicles allowed, sections related to 
motorcycles and off-highway vehicles, too much information in one document, drainage 
on private properties and foreclosed properties: Dennis Gates, Katherine Snedigar, 
Juanita Cox, Sharalyn Barney, Mike Young, Betty Hicks, Lisa Dunagan, Dean Prowse, 
Al Oppio, Nancy Ann Pacheco-Leeder, Mark Williams, Leah Bradle, Jerry Price, John 
Figoni, Roberto Gullen, Rita Kelley, Fern Lee Harris, Michael Kelley, James Ruthuen, 
Scott Tieche, Ed Hughes, Bonnie Moffett, Jim Byers, Rymas Nefas, Bill Calvert, Matt 
Radamaker, Jerry Baker, Hugh Ezzell, Garth Elliott, Ron Wheeler, Jeff Allen, Matthew 
Ebert, Wendell Newman, Andrew Whyman, Gary Schmidt and Todd Contino.     
 
7:20 p.m.  Due to a disturbance during public comment, Chairman Humke declared a 

recess. 
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7:42 p.m.  The Board returned with all members present and public comment 
continued. 

 
 The following individuals spoke in favor of the proposed ordinance:  
David Delbridge, Linda Delbridge, Lois Kolbert and Ginger Pierce. 
 
 The Chairman closed the public hearing.  
 
 Mr. Freund indicated there was nothing fundamental in the proposed 
ordinance that would affect any of the legally operating vehicle related businesses. He 
said the Citizens Committee moved forward to create a new definition, not currently in 
County Code, for junk vehicles. He said as a component of that definition it was elected 
not to include the possession of a valid vehicle registration. However, that created a 
problem with respect to current Code, which mirrored NRS that stated a person may not 
have more than two inoperable vehicles on a property. He reiterated there was nothing in 
the proposed ordinance that would affect legally operating businesses, restorers or parts 
operations. He said if those businesses were operating legally in a non-residential zone 
that allowed such businesses this ordinance would not affect those operations.  
 
 Bob Webb, Planning Manager, stated the definition of “junk vehicles” was 
a term brought about by the Citizens Committee to describe the current term used in NRS 
as “inoperable vehicles.” He remarked the basic definition by the Committee excluded 
unregistered vehicles. He said staff had proposed the registration component as a part to 
mirror current Code. Mr. Webb said another difference between staff’s recommendation 
and the Committee was the number of vehicles. He explained staff recommended two as 
the limit, but the Committee recommended two with the provision of parcels over an acre 
be allowed an additional vehicle per acre to a maximum of 15 vehicles. He stated 
currently in the unincorporated County there was no limit on inoperable vehicles. Mr. 
Webb said there was much discussion concerning classic vehicles and indicated the 
proposed Code did not use the term “classic vehicle.” He stressed the Committee had 
approved the definition of junk vehicles with the exclusion of tractor and like equipment.  
 
 Mr. Webb said there was a State law concerning foreclosed properties, 
which became effective in the 2009 Legislative session, and County Code mirrored those 
requirements. He said several suggestions were made and felt the Board needed to vet 
those in suggestions discussed; however, he recommended legal counsel provide a legal 
opinion whether those would be enforceable or needed modification. In regard to noisy 
animals, Mr. Webb said the staff report compared current Code with the proposed 
ordinance, which mirrored each other. He said noisy animal regulations were applied 
County-wide and not limited to congested areas. 
  
 Commissioner Larkin commented conversations in 2005 were held about 
“designer ordinances” and how the County could not define those because it would 
violate the Equal Protection clause imbedded in the State and federal constitutions. 
However, in reading the staff report the County was back to “designer ordinances” or 
modifiers. He stated he could not follow that logic and asked for clarification.   
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 Blaine Cartlidge, Deputy District Attorney, replied it was a matter of 
degree. He explained particular facts had to be reviewed of the proposed modifier and the 
area. He said the broader the area, the more strength there was to attempting to modify a 
law that should otherwise apply to all. Mr. Cartlidge indicated when a specific 
neighborhood or community was reviewed to regulate a lifestyle or a particular 
distinction based on a life style of that community versus another, it became narrow for 
area plans and zones. He said that would begin to break down a law so narrowly that on a 
practical level would have serious enforcement problems. He said the broader the zone or 
the area the more strength there would be for the level of rural versus urban, which was a 
rationally based approach in trying to distinguish certain types of nuisances.   
 
 Melanie Foster, Legal Counsel, added the basic source of the County’s 
police power lay in NRS Chapter 244. She commented there was a provision in the 
chapter that recognized the situations allowing counties to constitutionally differentiate in 
the exercise of their police powers. She stated NRS 244.357 read “such police and 
sanitary ordinances may be enacted to apply throughout an entire County or where the 
subject matter makes it appropriate and reasonable may be enacted to govern only a 
limited area within the County.”  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz asked Leah Bradel, Nevada Power Sport Dealers 
Association, if the new State regulation for registration of off-road vehicles included 
provisions for noise restrictions. Ms. Bradel replied that regulation did not. She noted the 
Association was currently securing funding for that program. Ms. Bradel explained SB 
394 created a State fund for the monies to be granted to the public, various clubs and 
agencies and used for a range of public land and off-highway vehicle projects. 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz asked for clarification if the proposed ordinance 
limited the number of cars that could be owned and if rental or vacation homes were 
declared a nuisance. Mr. Freund replied it did not. Commissioner Breternitz asked if 
operable ranch trucks and dragsters would be defined as “junk vehicles.” Mr. Webb 
explained the definition was located on page 6 of the draft ordinance. He said a dragster 
was not designed nor supposed to be moved or drawn upon a highway or road. 
Commissioner Breternitz inquired if there was a requirement or threshold in the County 
where a business license was required for rental properties.  Mr. Webb explained that was 
in Chapter 25 of the Code, but stated he was unclear on the number of units. He remarked 
there was a threshold this Commission established several years ago, which indicated five 
or more units were required to obtain a rental business license.  
 
 Commissioner Breternitz said related to the equal protection aspect he 
agreed with Commissioner Larkin. However, he had difficulty with the concept of 
applying specific ordinances to a limited number of people. He remarked he was not in 
favor of Section 8 of the proposed ordinance, but felt the Board could accomplish 
something similar. Mr. Freund replied staff tended to agree, and felt there were several of 
the subjects considered by the Committee that did not belong in the proposed ordinance, 
but explained existing Code was attempting to be consolidated. He said it was believed 
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there were a number of areas in the area plans, community plans and parts of the 
Development Code where some of the issues would be best addressed.  
 
 Commissioner Jung stated an erroneous e-mail had been circulated that 
gave incorrect information about the nuisance ordinance. She commended staff for 
placing correct information on the County’s website and encouraged the citizens present 
to review the County’s website, which spoke about the nuisance ordinance and provided 
correct information to the public.  
 
 Commissioner Jung inquired if there was a limit of cars that restoration 
businesses could have if those cars were screened or out of public view. Mr. Webb 
replied currently there was no limit; however, if the ordinance was adopted as written, 
there would be a limit of two junk vehicles that had to be behind a screen, but there was 
no regulations concerning vehicles inside buildings or structure units. Commissioner 
Jung remarked since this was a complaint-driven process, if the vehicles were not seen 
from the public view, how would there be a complaint. She said as stated in present law if 
people or the Code Enforcement Officer could not see a vehicle for verification the 
citizens would not be cited.  
 
 Commissioner Jung remarked it was assumed that code enforcement 
generated revenue and asked if it was a revenue generator Mr. Freund explained it was 
absolutely not a revenue generator. Commissioner Jung felt this ordinance needed more 
work and asked the Board to consider quarterly reports on the ordinance. She supported 
much of the proposed ordinance, but was hesitant to not have some type of reporting to 
the Board in a public forum on what was or was not working and perhaps any language 
that needed to be changed. 
 
 Mr. Freund reiterated businesses such as restorers, car repair businesses or 
parts distributors operating legally and currently would not be affected by the proposed 
ordinance, which would include the number of vehicles currently inside those business 
premises.  
 
 Commissioner Weber remarked at the present time she could not support 
any of the proposed ordinance. She felt there was much more work to be completed; 
however, she thanked everyone who was involved with the Citizen Committee noting 
their time and effort was valuable. Commissioner Weber commented that the junk 
vehicles were a contentious issue and she had received numerous e-mails and 
correspondence in regard to that issue. She noted she did not support Incline Village 
having their own modifiers, and suggested that the individual communities, through area 
plans, arrive at their own modifiers. Commissioner Weber commented that no one had a 
right to not be offended.  
 
 Commissioner Weber suggested “welfare” needed to be defined in the 
ordinance since it could mean so many different things to different people. She remarked 
she had a hard time placing restrictions on some and also had problems with the 
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screening of properties. She felt that needed more discussion and agreed there was too 
much included in the ordinance and it should be broken down.  
 
 Mr. Freund stated that the definition provided to the Board for “welfare” 
was from two separate dictionaries; however, he agreed it should be included within the 
ordinance. Commissioner Weber thanked Mr. Freund for providing the definition. 
 
 Chairman Humke asked how many departments in the County could cite 
violations under the Code. Mr. Webb said there were approximately five to six agencies 
within the County that could cite violators and named those services. Chairman Humke 
stated he had seen several laws, but this “beast” was not enforceable and also suggested it 
be broken into components.  
 
 Chairman Humke inquired about the drainage of storm water from one 
property onto another or the reverse. Mr. Freund replied the existing Development Code 
had a specific section on drainage, which was overhauled over a two-year period in 
conjunction with the Water Resources Department, Engineering and the Building 
Departments. He said there was a new section of Code related to drainage that was going 
before the Planning Commission, then would come before the Board, that established a 
drainage standards manual, which had not been previously recognized in Code, and also 
cleaned up the existing Code as to drainage across several properties. Mr. Freund said 
that particular article of Chapter 110 was defined as a nuisance by virtue of any violation 
within the Development Code. Mr. Webb said the actual proposed nuisance, item 13 on 
page 8, read, “…land had been altered so as to cause or contribute to erosion, subsistence 
or surface water drainage impacting adjacent public property or several private 
properties.” Chairman Humke asked if references to drainage would be left in the 
proposed ordinance. Mr. Freund said it was an aspect of consolidating existing Code that 
brought that into this ordinance, but could stand on its own under the Development Code.  
 
 Chairman Humke appreciated the amendment for the Incline Village area 
and stated he could accept that, but would have trouble going further; however, did not 
care for the modifiers and asked if congested areas was classified as a modifier. Mr. 
Freund said the adopted congested area ordinance flowed from a provision in State 
statute and said there was specific basis in statute for the congested area delineation, 
which included non-congested areas. He said it would provide some basis for regulation 
and non-regulation as it currently did and indicated there were three types of existing 
congested areas. Chairman Humke asked what would occur when the case would turn 
criminal and, if there was a special procedure. Mr. Freund stated in the past staff worked 
with the Sheriff’s Office and also the District Health Department since many of the cases 
have multiple aspects. 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz stated that the Board owed staff and the public 
the Board’s concerns and what needed to be changed. He said it would be a shame to 
leave this meeting without specific instructions and direction on the process to move 
forward. Commissioner Breternitz said the definition of vehicles needed to be modified 
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and exclude the nuisance regulation of land grading in Section 7, item 14, and the 
elimination of Section 8. 
 
 Commissioner Larkin said it was the responsibility of the Board to move 
forward with the sections that were appropriate and then give direction to staff on the 
sections that need modifications.   
 
9:30 p.m.  Chairman Humke declared a recess for the Board to review some of the 

items to be stricken or included. 
 
9:40 p.m.  The Board returned with all members present. 
 

Ms. Foster reminded the Board that if this became a substantive rewrite of 
the proposed ordinance, she advised the Board generate a rewrite and begin again with a 
first reading rather than moving forward.  

 
In response to a concern from Commissioner Jung about the number of 

junk vehicles that would be out of public view, Ms. Foster explained the Code provision 
was drafted because of a State statute indicating that could not occur. As a County, she 
stated, in this instance, there was not the authority to be more lenient. She said there were 
areas of the law where the County was specifically allowed to be more lenient than State 
law; however, this was not one of them. She explained that was why staff drafted the 
ordinance this way and the reason the District Attorney’s Office was recommending the 
Board adopt the ordinance with the restrictions of two junk vehicles. Commissioner Jung 
asked how much the State enforced that law. Ms. Foster did not have those figures.  

 
Commissioner Jung suggested not addressing the junk vehicles in the 

County’s ordinance. Commissioner Larkin remarked to also eliminate the preamble. Mr. 
Webb clarified the preamble dealt with foreclosures and Section 7. Ms. Foster said the 
Board could omit the definition, but if included, there was a statutory standard that the 
County had to be in compliance.  

   
  The Board discussed and reviewed the various chapters and sections 
within the proposed ordinance. After further discussion, suggestions for omissions and 
modifications the following motion was made: 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Sections 1, 2, 3 and 4 be 
accepted with no changes; Section 5 be accepted with modifications to subsection 16 and 
22 and subsection 23, the definition of “welfare,” be added; Section 7 be accepted with 
the deletion of subsection 8 and modifications to subsections 9, 13, 14 and 20 as noted, 
and Section 8 be excluded.  
 
 Chairman Humke noted that the amended ordinance would return during a 
December Board meeting for a first reading. The Board thanked staff and the Citizens 
Committee for all their hard work. 
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09-1155 AGENDA ITEM 22  
  
Agenda Subject: “Reports/updates from County Commission members concerning 
various boards/commissions they may be a member of or liaison to (these may 
include, but not be limited to, Regional Transportation Commission, Reno-Sparks 
Convention & Visitors Authority, Debt Management Commission, District Board of 
Health, Truckee Meadows Water Authority, Organizational Effectiveness 
Committee, Investment Management Committee, Citizen Advisory Boards).”  
 
   There were no reports given. 
 
09-1156  AGENDA ITEM 23 
 
Agenda Subject: “Possible Closed Session for the purpose of discussing negotiations 
with Employee Organizations per NRS 288.220.” 
 
 There was no closed session scheduled for this meeting. 
 
 * * * * * * * * * * 
 ADJOURNMENT 
 
10:35 p.m. There being no further business to come before the Board, on motion by 
Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, which motion duly carried, it 
was ordered that the meeting be adjourned. 
 
   
 
 
  _____________________________ 
  DAVID HUMKE, Chairman 
  Washoe County Commission 
ATTEST:  
 
 
__________________________ 
AMY HARVEY, County Clerk 
and Clerk of the Board of 
County Commissioners 
 
Minutes Prepared by: 
Stacy Gonzales, Deputy County Clerk 
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