BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA

TUESDAY 10:00 A.M. AUGUST 9, 2016

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

Nancy Parent, County Clerk
John Slaughter, County Manager
Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel 5,

&g%ed at 10:00 a.m. in
joej Cotinty Administration
he,Pledge of Allegiance to

The Washoe County Board of Commissioners;

Complex, 1001 East Ninth Street, Reno, Nevada. Foll&is
the flag of our Country, the Clerk called the roll and the
business: R,

16-0677 AGENDA ITEM 3 Public
o N

The following individualss ¢ regarding their opposition to the possible

relocation of a medical marijugaa, e _\\\lgj’ishment (MME) in Washoe Valley: Thomas

Tizzano, Maureen O. Collinsg, - ‘ollins, Illona Mager, Gerard H. Mager, Marijke

Bekken, Douglas R. Studwellgjﬁor, Linda Harrison, Sala Sherwood, Hershel

Rosenbaum, Debbi Lehr Jesse French. Maureen O. Collins, Marijke Bekken and

Linda Harrison provided s, which were placed on file with the Clerk.

e
4
AT

%e 'individuals’ concerns included: The lack of neighborhood
in proximity to residential areas and a school; the size of the

proposed loc?«&i ievhich would allow for a larger facility; the possible size of the facility;
the possibK g&?eased crime rate; the negative impact to property values; increased
traffic; mount of water necessary to sustain marijuana growing facilities; the

pedsibilit Bt wells drying up; various security issues; the possible negative effects if
tional marijuana was legalized; and that an MME was not a suitable business for

Elise Weatherly spoke regarding power grids and how the community as a
whole needed electricity. She said her brother was in the hospital when there were
electrical issues and if the hospital had not acted quickly, he might not have survived.

Marsy Kupfersmith thanked the Commissioners for her appointment to the
Washoe County Senior Services Board and for their support.
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Levi Hooper stated he was the voice of the downtrodden. He did not
understand why people were coming to speak in opposition to MMEs because they really
helped people. He stated there were more driving under the influence (DUI) accidents
than accidents involving marijuana. He thought prescription medications were worse than
medical marijuana.

Sam Dehne stated he agreed with Levi Hooper. He spoke about how
marijuana could stay in someone’s system for weeks but alcohol left the system qulckly
He spoke regarding Tesla, Storey County and taxes.

indicated there were other options besides marljuana that could help p 1ud1ng
4%&1&6 were
ould use less

16-0678 AGENDA ITEM 4 Announcements/Re?x%ﬁW

County Manager John Slaughter s 1d }here was a request for Agenda Item
18 to be heard after the 4:00 p.m. time ce arlng and for Agenda Item 19 to be
heard as early as possible. He indicated t]% Wids a need for a closed session. He stated
the Board could take a break every 90 paig and they would break for lunch as close to
12:30 p.m. as possible. S )

Commissioner Hett ar mentioned a generator was stolen from a vehicle in
the parking lot at the Nort}};\{glley Communlty Advisory Board (CAB) meeting. She was

concerned about safety i in arg%@rks

‘Commissioner Lucey noted there had been a number of fires within the
eys and fire safety was needed to protect residents and structures within the
~He said even though the past winter was hearty, fire safety and fire dangers were
always significant concerns. He stated the Crossroads Program was recognized at the
National Association of Counties (NACO) Conference and County Manager John
Slaughter was there to accept the award. He announced the Safari Club International
Convention would be coming back to the Reno-Sparks Convention and Visitors
Authority (RSCVA) starting in 2019. He stated the convention brought a significant
amount of tourism dollars to the County and he commended the RSCVA for their hard
work.
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Commissioner Berkbigler stated she had a meeting with senior citizens in
Incline Village. She noted that 40 percent of the year-round residents were senior citizens
and the area lacked resources for them. She wanted staff to research what senior services
were being provided in Incline Village. She noted there was interest in having a senior
center, as well as transportation to and from the center, but the seniors were not interested
in a meal program. She stated she would bring up the topic of transportation in Incline
Village to the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) as she was on that Board. She
wanted an update on a joint Human Equality Committee, which was discussed during a
prior meeting,

16-0679

partners were present. He was informed by an
‘her partners were present.

¢ e. He indicated there had been a significant amount of discussion
’:2 to the action required by the Board. He stated the County provided the

anig € iwOne of the things he highlighted was a legal and technical analysis in the area
plan that included a typographical error between the introductory paragraph and the
existing table. He said if there was going to be a challenge; it would be based on the
existing dispensing certificate or on the potential move after action by the Board. He
discussed what a dispensary was like in reference to its use type. He said if a pharmacy
was used as an example, according to the use table, its use would be compared to
facilities such as convenience stores, retail stores, restaurants and bars. The difference
was that a dispensary was not considered a public facility because it had limited
participation based on who was allowed to purchase from them. He clarified the concern
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that there were going to be five dispensaries within Washoe Valley by stating there was
only one certificate issued for that area. He noted there had been some confusion over the
different types of facilities including cultivation facilities, production facilities, and
medical marijuana dispensaries. He stated the security and safety of the proposed move
was supported by the Sheriff’s Office due to the centralized location of the facilities. He
reiterated that the authority of the Board was to determine whether the move was
supported or not supported. He noted any litigation or legal issues related to challenging
the regulation or code changes would occur whether or not the location of the MME was
moved.

Commissioner Hartung questioned whether the Board could movg &

with an approval or denial since there was a typographical error in the Code, 406
&wﬁ}g

Mr. Lipparelli stated if there was a problem with e}

designation, table of uses or lettering, the problem would exist withthe*¥firrent location

of the MME. He said if there was a problem with the table of useg@d te County did not

go back and adjust the table of uses within the master plans ef MG sub-plan areas in
e G%Would exist all over

her to approve or deny a
, icated if the Board went
. i legal challenge, it would have

id not use that condition as a reason

thought the issue had been delayed long enough and
regardless of the outcome y would be disappointed individuals on both sides. He

suggested the Boagd mb NS

> Mr. Schiller explained if the relocation was approved, the security plan
woultéghave to be submitted and go through the approval processes which would require
County and State approval. He said with the facilities being combined, it would increase
and strengthen security.

Commissioner Hartung asked about the Code requirement for notifications
to be sent to the owners of properties that were within 750 feet of a proposed MME
facility. He wondered what the setbacks were for an MME facility and Mr. Schiller stated
he did not know the answer to that question.
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Commissioner Hartung thought the notification requirements should be
more than 750 feet. Mr. Schiller indicated the notification process that was used for this
meeting was the Special Use Permit (SUP) notification, which reached more residents.

Planning Manager Bob Webb said State law required a public hearing, but
normally a public hearing only required a notice of the meeting to be placed in a
newspaper and posted in three locations. He said staff had gone above and beyond the
minimum notification requirements by including notification to residents within 750 feet

setbacks.

include MMEs in 2013 when they were passed into law. The County «f

all of the Master Plans to edit the table of uses or the language Af th&”'sub-plans for

anything having to do with medical marijuana. He said the %ﬁi@%\o the tables being

incorrect existed because the effort was not made to go backsi %ch plan and decide
Akas tre:

ed like a business

licensed accordingly. Yo

On the call for public comme%tg{; ¢yCollins stated he was against the
proposed move of the medical marijuana di in Washoe Valley. He thought the
dispensary should not be in that communijfyrbecause it was mostly a residential area. He
was concerned about MMEs being g@ hered in for recreational marijuana and he
was concerned about security. Dy

Ve

Maurine O. Coﬁ%sﬁok&: regarding her concern regarding the lack of
notification about the propeged méve of a medical marijuana dispensary. She stated the
commercial industry had 1é§.thesarea and the dispensary should not be allowed to exist in

;’@a*{ed she was against the proposed move.

e

A& = Elise Weatherly said she had empathy for what was going on in Washoe
%, She thought the problem had to do with a lack of communication. She said the
al marijuana facilities needed to be considered on an individual basis.

Sala Sherwood said she was surprised to hear there were going to be five
medical marijuana facilities in Washoe Valley. She stated she was against moving the
dispensary across the street. She said she would prefer the dispensary to be a standalone
facility if there had to be one at all.
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Marijke Bekken thought 750 feet notice to residents was inadequate
because all the Washoe Valley residents used the highway where the dispensary was
located and it would affect everyone in the Valley. She thought the potential for
neighboring businesses such as paycheck cashing businesses, title loan businesses and
porn shops would be undesirable to residents. She stated she owned commercial property
on the local highway and it was not far from the proposed location. Since the information
about the marijuana dispensary became publicly known, many proposed tenants backed
out because of the dispensary. She noted the dispensary was affecting her business, even
though she did not live within 750 feet of the proposed location.

Valley. He mentioned the table of uses did allow medical marijuanac
neighborhood commercial area, but it did not allow for a cultivatiorx‘;f\é i
testing facility. He thought the proposed move across the street ﬁ\.”wﬁ‘llow the business
to develop a growing, manufacturing and dispensary facilify:ulidet one roof. He said
there needed to be significant law enforcement presence in the %gga.
W& miove of a medical marijuana
ite law’stated MMEs were not allowed
rihation to Commissioner Lucey in an

dispensary in Old Washoe City. He thought the
in Washoe City. He stated he submitted some j
effort to resolve the issue and he received a réspo
stating the State law changed in 2013 to&mable
Development Code changes in 2014. 4%

correct the error.

Jon Lutz saidde appreciated that staff considered the residents in Washoe
Valley when they extended-th® notification of the proposed move of the MME. He
thought the rules should ¢, ged to encompass a larger notification area to increase

' ; ant all the residents would have to pass within 750 feet of the

1

ommunity cared about the area and he thought there was going to be

N Garth Elliott stated that in his community of Sun Valley, two dispensaries
were dllowed to relocate there from other areas. He said the concerns that residents had
about the security, traffic and other issues near the dispensaries had not materialized. He
said there had not been a steep decline in business, there were not people lying in the
streets on drugs, animals had not been affected, and the area had not burned down. He
said there had not been any negative effects to the areca. He stated the community
benefited from what the MMEs brought to the community. He said he did not foresee
there being any ill effects in Washoe Valley.
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Donald Baker stated he was a medical marijuana patient and was against
the medical marijuana dispensary being in Washoe Valley. He said the laws were making
it extremely difficult and expensive for patients to obtain medical marijuana. He
indicated there were several growers in Washoe Valley that fulfilled the needs of a
multitude of patients but once the dispensary opened, the growers could not grow within
a 25-mile radius of a dispensary. He wondered where the patients were going to get their
marijuana at a price they could afford.

Gerard H. Mager stated there were some very serious legak issues
regarding the implementation of every medical marijuana dispensary in the Co
wanted the Board to correct the mistake prior to making any further decisionsgegarding
medical man]uana He thought the Board was in a position to fix t

for Washoe Valley considering the size of the parcels the res entsJived on. She thought

that distance could work in a city such as Reno where paregls y et smaller. She stated
she was in favor of medical marijuana and knew manypeop "3 benefited by it, but
she was against having a medical marijuana dispensgry in the small community of

s

Washoe Valley She was concerned about cnme%e danger the dispensary would put the
residents in, and she thought the dispensary y@i%vbnng nothing but problems to the
community. ﬁ‘y Nz

Linda Harrison asked t@e@oﬁ to vote on this issue and not to postpone it
again. She stated the parcel th@sﬁ usgry was currently on was very small and the

further away from the neighborhood. He noted Lieutenant Spratley
le tirnes that the Sheriff’s Office would rather have the businesses under one
‘upity reasons.

>, Commissioner Lucey asked Mr. Duxbury besides moving to a larger
ity, why they wanted to relocate.

Mr. Duxbury replied they were building a new cultivation facility and it
made sense to attach the dispensary to the facility. He said the dispensary design would
be between 1,500 and 1,700 square feet and economically it would be better to have it all
under one roof. He stated there would be state of the art security throughout the facility.
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Commissioner Lucey was concerned about water and water usage. He
wondered how they would address the use of water and the disposal of any water that
might come into contact with marijuana products.

Mr. Duxbury replied they would be in full compliance. He said the
irrigation would be in the form of a drip system, so water usage would be at a minimum

and residual water would be recaptured.

Commissioner Hartung asked if they had options on other parcels. %}

Mr. Duxbury stated they had spoken about possible options but ghg:

not purchasing at this time. He said they were not planning to develop a bl%\ t , hor
would there be pawn shops, payday or cash loan stores. f":\%

Mr. Lipparelli restated the question before the Board& §t’z)1/ted when the
MME law was originally enacted it did not contemplate the abjfit}, t6"move a location
from the one that was initially provisionally licensed by the Statéthased on local zoning.
He said the need was identified to be able to move the locatins findgi
so the Legislature passed a new law stating a requested {gye ¢
public hearing. He indicated the Legislature did not des efibe the decision criteria, it only
stated a public hearing was required. He thou§§§ the sd&me criteria as that which was
considered for the original location should a \?g determine if a new location was
suitable. He stated the Board’s decision wa@%gi'h ler to approve the application of the
business owner for the right to have a bySiae s$"license in the new location. He said in
regards to the question about the an, the opponents believed the master plan

it. He noted the staff repo
had a chance to hear testit
decision. @;\h Yy
Ay
: §§1oner Hartung asked Director of Planning and Development Bill

Whitney ab%ug@érmal properties on septic systems.

tesc 'ed what the circumstances were and the Board now
and ask questions. He suggested it was time to make a

7'did not have community water or sewer systems and the residents wanted it to
stay that way.

On motion by Commissioner Berkbigler, seconded by Chair Jung, which

motion duly carried with a vote of 3 to 2, it was ordered that Agenda Item 19 be approved
and directed.

PAGE S AUGUST 9, 2016



16-0680 AGENDA ITEM 22 Possible Closed Session for the purpose of
discussing labor negotiations with Washoe County, Truckee Meadows
Fire Protection District per NRS 288.220.

12:07 p.m. On motion by Commissioner Berkbigler, seconded by Commissioner

Hartung, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that the meeting recess to a closed

session for the purpose of discussing negotiations with Employee Organizations per NRS
288.220.

1:30 p.m. The Board reconvened with all members present.

CONSENT ITEMS 5A through SIS

County Manager John Slaughter stated he was asked
Item 5E which involved the Incline Commumty Hospital Foundatiown: He¥!
would go towards indigent services in the Incline Village are%%\ rﬁéntloned Agenda
Item 514 was for the ratification of a possible acceptance of a~ Emergency request
tatif declaration, Wthh

was intended to stay in place due to the high temperatutg ;
He said this would allow the County to react faster to n s1t10ns dealing with ﬁres
He indicated Agenda Item 515 was an agreeméng with the University of Nevada Reno
(UNR) for the sheltering of livestock during eme%%/ events.

px

16-0681 SA Approval of minutes fof oard of County Commissioner’s regular

16-0682 5B Approve the
County et al, fo B A
defendants. G ptrller (All Comm1ssmn Districts.)

16-0683  5CAp % g

fFication of Assistant Alternative Sentencing Officer (class code
26) ¥nd Assistant Alternative Sentencing Officer Supervisor (class
3des17550) at the Alternative Sentencing Department to include standby
pay and callback pay and to allow for the Chief Alternative Sentencing
SOfficer or designee to schedule and assign said additional pays to the full-
time staff in this classification, as needed. FY 16/17 fiscal impact is
estimated at $24,000. Alternative Sentencing. (All Commission Districts.)

16-0684 SD Approve the Forensic Support Services Agreement between Washoe
County on behalf of Washoe County Sheriff’s Office and Washoe Tribe
Police Department for the retroactive term of July 1, 2016 to June 30,
2017 with a total income of [$3,000.00]. Sheriff. (All Commission
Districts.)
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16-0685

16-0686

16-0687

16-0688

16-0689

16-0690

PAGE 10

SE Recommendation to approve (retroactive to July 1, 2016) Grant
Program Contracts FY 2016-2017 for grants in the following amounts:
Access to Healthcare Network [$31,500]; Incline Village Community
Hospital Foundation [$27,000], authorize the County Manager or his
designee to sign the contracts, and approve Resolutions necessary for
same. Social Services. (All Commission Districts.)

SF Approve the Receipt of the Report of Sale- July 14, 2016 Delinquent
Special Assessment Sale [Sale Proceeds $0.00]. Treasurer. (Con@;gyon

Districts 2 and 5.)
§R

5G1 Approve a grant award to support the Domestic Vlolenc V”o lance
Court program, from the Nevada Office of the Attorney, G&#

seral to the
Reno Justice Court [$35,000.00/25% in-kind match regg ire ], retroactive
from July 1, 2016 to June, 30 2017; and direct the Cor&%; er to make the
appropriate budget adjustments. (All Commrssm

A gda%’ontract with Valley

SG2 Approve joinder on the Clark County, 4\
; llection services to all

Collection Service, LLC to provide t
Washoe County Justice Courts and, 2
Purchasing to execute Agreen‘fégg for”the same. (All Commission

Districts.) .

/3“%
‘)

5H1 Approve retroactlvely““ &idment #1 to the one-year support grant
agreement in the amou}zmg 584 ,725] with the nonproﬁt Nevada Legal
Services, retroact] r%) Jaly 1, 2016 to June 30, 2017 in support of pro-
ysumer related legal services for the elderly and
approve necessary resolution for same. (All Commission Districts.)

stransfer of the food service body [valued at $23,170] for

the, A elivery vehicle purchased under the Community
i& loprijent Block Grant from the Nevada Governor’s Office of

Approve and adopt resolutions dissolving the West Truckee Meadows
" and the Verdi Township Citizen Advisory Boards, and a Resolution

creating the West Truckee Meadows/Verdi Township Citizen Advisory
Board that will provide feedback to the Washoe County Board of
Commissioners on planning, public safety and community issues and
through attrition consist of 5 At-Large Members, and 2 At-Large
Alternates positions, appointed by the County Commissioner for District 1
and District 5 that together represent a broad area within the district;
approve Resolutions necessary for same. (Commission Districts 1 and 5.)
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16-0692 SI2 Approve and accept a 2017 Nevada State Emergency Response
Commission [grant for $28,961.00], no County match required, including
$4,000.00 to Washoe County Emergency Management, and if accepted,
authorize Chairman to execute a Resolution to subgrant funds to other
governments which make up the Local Emergency Planning Committee as
follows: $19,900.00 to the Reno Fire Department and $5,061.00 to the
Reno Police Department, and authorize the County Manager, or his
designee, to sign subgrant contracts with the Local Emergency Planning
Committee members; and direct the Comptroller’s Office to make the
appropriate budget amendments. (All Commission Districts.) ol

16-0693 SI3 Recommendation to accept a 2017 Nevada State Emerg ed

Commission, United We Stand (UWS)[ grant for $24 88M 0 County
match required, and if accepted, authorize Cha1 mén execute a
Resolution to subgrant funds to other governments4 make up the
Local Emergency Planning Committee as follows;

Police Department; [$7,885.00] to REMSA; apé: $3; 45. 001 to the Reno-
Tahoe Airport Authority, and authorize th uf&ir Manager, or hlS
designee, to sign subgrant contracts wi :
Committee members; and direct the C¢
appropriate budget amendments. Conif

p roller s Office to make the
ission Districts.)

16-0694 514 Recommendation to recem& aﬁé%{ccept the Declaratlon of a State of

16-0695
entered into Jaﬁ‘July 30, 2016 by the Washoe County Emergency Manager.
(All Commf ‘ PPistricts.)

ilise Weatherly spoke regarding Agenda Item 5C. She talked about
"workplace, government employees and treating people with respect.

irge(%%

‘&W On motion by Commissioner Lucey seconded by Commissioner Hartung,
which’motion duly carried, it was ordered that Consent Agenda Items 5A through 515 be
approved. Any and all Resolutions or Interlocal Agreements pertinent to Consent Agenda
Items 5A through 5I5 are attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof.
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BLOCK VOTE (7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13 and 14)

16-0696 AGENDA ITEM 7 Recommendation for discussion and possible action
to retitle the “Washoe County Fire Hazard Risk Map” to “Washoe County
Fire Hazard Map for New Construction” and to amend the fire hazard
rating for the Estates at Mount Rose from high to moderate. Truckee
Meadows Fire District. (All Commission Districts.)

On the call for public comment, Cathy Brandhorst spoke about Agenda
Items 7, 8, 10, 12, 14 and matters of concern to herself. %ﬁ%_

16-0697 AGENDA ITEM 8 Recommendation to acknowlégge™

HoSoffered by Harris

their distributor,

O

Purchasing Officers (NASPO) Mastef?@;ég cements for State of
Nevada that exceeds [$100,000] but r%ﬁfai(ﬁs within available adopted
FY15/16 Budget Authority in the, amousit of [$340,000]. Sheriff. (All
Commission Districts.) { %

There was no public commy

migisgioner Lucey, seconded by Commissioner

On motion by i
apried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8 be

Berkbigler, which motion d
acknowledged and approved.

16-0698 AGENDA §

A ¢ 9 Recommendation and possible removal of Victoria

_ . Ken Romeo [District 5] and Stan Dowdy [At-Large Alternate] to the
"+ $Washoe County Senior Services Advisory Board for the term July 1, 2013
ending September 30, 2017. Senior Services. (All Commission Districts.)

On the call for public comment, Garth Elliott thanked the Board for
appointing him to the Washoe County Senior Services Advisory Board.

On motion by Commissioner Lucey, seconded by Commissioner
Berkbigler, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 9 be approved.

16-0699 AGENDA ITEM 10 Recommendation to approve an amendment to a
one-year support grant agreement in the amount of [$488,328] for a total
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amount of [$1,124,71] with the nonprofit, Catholic Charities of Northern
Nevada, retroactive from July 1, 2015 to June 30, 2016 in support of the
senior nutrition program, including congregate and Meals on Wheels
services, in order to implement national best practices and leverage the
capacity of a non-profit nutrition services agency and approve necessary
resolution for same. Senior Services. (All Commission Districts.)

On the call for public comment, Elise Weatherly spoke regarding Agenda
Items 10 and 11. She thought there needed to be more funding for senior service%gd for
retirement preparation.

On motion by Commissioner Lucey, seconded by ( Stond
Berkbigler, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 10 proved.

16-0700 AGENDA ITEM 11 Recommendation to approve fie-year support

the nonprofit,

agency and approve necessary rés ~u‘uon??for same. Senior Services. (All
Commission Districts.) ey

FiM 12 Discussion and possible approval of Addendum to
Inter-logal®Agtedment for Administrative & Technical Services between
\&{a,sh%g&unty and Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District. Manager.
(L1 ommission Districts.)

The Iterlocal Contract for same is attached hereto and made a part of the mlnutes
thereof.

16-0702 AGENDA ITEM 13 Recommendation to approve a Lease Agreement
between Song Properties, LLC., and Washoe County for a 35 month term,
August 9, 2016 through June 30, 2019 FY 2016/17 - $71,500, FY 2017/18
—[$107,604] and FY 2018/19- [$111,908.16] for the occupancy of Sober
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24 and other Social Service Programs located at 1530 East 6th Street,
Reno, Nevada. Social Services. (All Commission Districts.)

There was no public comment on this item.

On motion by Commissioner Lucey, seconded by Commissioner
Berkbigler, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 13 be approved.

16-0703 AGENDA ITEM 14 Recommendation to approve the FY 16/ IZ%Health
Benefits Program and CY 2017 Health Plans for employees, depeﬁ@gnts
and retirees at an approximate annual cost of $56.9 million, and:a
the Director of Human Resources/Labor Relations to executg iistirance
contracts and service agreements pertinent to the Health B acfits Program.
Human Resources. (All Commission Districts.)

There was no public comment on this item.

On motion by Commissioner Lucey, s ,‘i by Commissioner
Berkbigler, which motion duly carried, it was ordered Y \,@. Item 14 be approved
and authorized.

16-0704  AGENDA ITEM 6 Prescntation,fupate and possible direction to staff on
the Washoe County Econoc ‘Bevelopment and Conservation Act.
(Washoe County Federal™hands Bill). Manager. (All Commission

Humboldt, and &y [N said Douglas and Pershing Counties were in the process and
neanng completjony
‘ba ds Bill was following a model that other Counties used which began
with the S the\ﬁ’l Nevada Lands Management Act. He stated the focus of this Agenda
@ %ap of proposed areas. Planning and Development Director Bill Whitney
akl, Srking with various stakeholders in the region including Washoe County, the
itidof Reno and Sparks, the Washoe County School District, the improvement
districts, and other stakeholders to identify the areas that would be proposed to the
Federal delegation. He said the County had been working very closely with Senator
Reid’s Office, Senator Heller’s Office and Congressman Amodei’s Office and they were
ready to show the map that staff prepared. He stated staff was seeking direction from the
Board.

Mr. Whitney depicted two maps and he explained and reviewed the
boundary lines thoroughly. He stated the land within the boundary lines on the first map
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was Federal land that could potentially be exchanged or disposed of for economic
development or public purposes. He noted the available land would mostly come from
US Forest Service Managed Land and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM). He
stated the second map was the “Ask” map, which were the parcels that had been asked
for by the Truckee Meadows Water Authority (TMWA), the Washoe County School
District (WCSD), Washoe County, the Flood Program, the University of Nevada Reno
(UNR), the Desert Research Institute (DRI), the Incline Village General Improvement
District (IVGID), the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC), and the City of
Sparks He said TMWA was interested ina parcel larger than 6,000 acres for i tration

“Ask” map. He stated the two maps that were shown would % Cort)
information that would be submitted to the Legislature. '

Mr. Slaughter asked for clarification regarg:
whether the requests from public agencies were for public us

bl?guse although TMWA was
n ponds.

Mr. Whitney replied yes they were for
not going to want the public hiking through theiﬁ‘f%ﬁltrat ¢

O

Mr. Slaughter asked whether;?%ré@%ﬁ specific parcels were available for
private purchase. GM

ed tél\th;d first map and drew attention to the boundary
ated any property that was not designated with a
tially an area that could be sold by the Federal
elopment purposes.

Mr. Whitney refegs
around the BLM managed Iz ndh.
request by a public entity was |
Government for economic ¢}

pat
!

Commig Sﬁ% tIAicey stated this had been a labor of time and love for the
past 6 months ifynofjonger. He said they had been working with the Federal delegatron
who had been ver¥igeceptive. He indicated not all of the parcels outlined were going to be
available for g 's YOS {cat the County’s request. He noted there were a number of parcels
bingrto be set aside for individual entities and working groups. He said
Ofﬁce had brought this forth to secure some Forest Service and public
n space. He stated the County deemed it necessary to have a say in what the
ould bring for the parcels, not only for growth, but also for stable planning for
future’economic development and security. He said he was happy with the boundary lines
proposed for disposal. He commented it was very difficult to figure out a timeline in
which the parcels could be identified for disposal because the process could be different
for each parcel. He thanked Mr. Whitney and the entire delegation for their hard work
throughout the process.

Commissioner Hartung was concerned about the amount of time it could
take to transfer a parcel. He hoped the process would be expedited.
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Mr. Whitney explained the land within the boundary lines would become
part of the Federal Legislation to direct the BLM, Forest Service and the Bureau of
Reclamation regarding the disposal of properties that local jurisdictions requested. He
stated the process would not happen all at once. He used the BLM as an example and
stated there was a process they had to go through to dispose of any lands that would leave
Federal ownership. He stated if the Federal Legislation passed, the County would have
the map which designated the areas for disposal, but the BLM was not required to amend
their plan. He said that was the step that took the longest.

Commissioner Hartung wondered how long the process would tak
property was in Southern Nevada and they utilized the Southern Nevada Puplfe, L4
Management Act (SNPLMA). He thought if the County had the same procecsé%gm ‘place as
Southern Nevada did, it could take less time to implement and tran %hange of

ownership.
. %

Mr. Whitney stated he did not know how long t het wprécess took and he
would have to wait until the legislation passed to sit down ¢/BLM to discuss the
processes and timelines.

ook five years to transfer a
i¢ purposes could be missed.

Commissioner Hartung was concerned 1§
parcel, the window of opportunity to develop fo%%lo ]

Mr. Whitney agreed but state%{%@dﬁg County and Southern Nevada had
been transferring parcels for 15 years. Hegifidicdted Carson City had quite a bit of BLM
land released within their city boundaey- t took time for them to process the real
estate and environmental releasessg jre the transfer was legal and clean. He stated
there were requirements and he ) ork to get a rough timeline.

s:g»’%;y: ) )
at the exact protocol would be to ensure fairness in

She noted the WCSD put in a request for land in the
cSchool. She said this was Senator Reid’s legacy project
ary of 2017. She thanked Senator Reid for his attention to

Chair Jung
terms of economic develo
North Valley for an [
before he retired, i
Northern Nevadg:™

% issioner Lucey stated the delegation assured the Board they were

ing, @ track this process. He stated the delegation was very receptive and

1ipnal=He said everything would be contingent upon the outcome of the November
nbut he did not foresee any issues.

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

Berkbigler, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 6 be
acknowledged.
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PUBLIC HEARING

16-0705 AGENDA ITEM 15 Introduction and first reading of an ordinance
amending Washoe County Code Chapter 55 by adding provisions creating
the Animal Services Advisory Board; specifying the board’s purpose and
duties; and specifying the composition of the board, appointment of
members, terms of service, officers, meetings, compensation and removal,
and other matters properly relating thereto; and, if supported, set a public
hearing for the second reading and possible adoption of the ordil%u%:n

August 23, 2016. Regional Animal Services. (All Commission Distriess.)

The Chair opened the public hearing by calling on anyoge’%&%g to
speak for or against adoption of said Ordinance. )

o, sl
%;@
B
Nancy Parent, County Clerk, read the title for Bill N% ;
n,

ing Animal Services
3t Services Advisory

Commissioner Herman was concerned that t
Permit Board would be dissolved with the creation of thé
Board. %

5

B

Services Advisory Board was completely seg atéyfrom the Animal Services Permit
Board, which was tied to Regional Animal S&lvices
and over-the-limit dog and cat permits. Skgun
provide experience relevant to the LS
stakeholders. )

noti -AinaPaction of adoption was directed.

16-0%70 AGENDA ITEM 17 Regulatory Zone Amendment Case Number RZA16-
001 --- Public Hearing and possible action: (1) To adopt, adopt with
modifications, or deny an amendment to the Spanish Springs Regulatory
Zone Map, changing the regulatory zone of a £15.5-acre portion of a
+20.5-acre property from Parks and Recreation (no dwelling units
allowed) to Medium Density Suburban (up to three units per acre); (2) To
affirm, modify, or reject the findings of fact of the Washoe County
Planning Commission recommending approval of the requested zoning
change; (3) If adopted, to direct the Director of the Planning and
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Development Division to sign and certify the amended Spanish Springs
Regulatory Zone Map; and (4) If adopted, to authorize the Chair to sign a
Resolution adopting the amendment to the Spanish Springs Regulatory
Zone Map. Applicant: Spanish Springs Associates LP. Property Owner:
Spanish Springs Associates LP. Location: West of Sand Dune Drive,
Dromedary Road, and Gator Swamp Park in Spanish Springs (Pyramid
Ranch Estates subdivision). Assessor’s Parcel No: 532-091-09. Parcel
Size: £20.5 acres. Current Regulatory Zone: Parks and Recreation (PR).
Proposed Regulatory Zones: Medium Density Suburban (MDS) 2 d

Spanish Springs. Development Code: Article 821, Amend y
Regulatory Zone. Section/Township/Range: Sec 26, T21N,
(Commission District 4.)

the property not being maintained. He was pleased it w
donors. '

Haffung, seconded by Commissioner
Herman, which motion duly carried, it was & % that Agenda Item 17 be approved,

directed and authorized. g

gﬁng and possible action to conduct a second
¥ia [inance amending Washoe County Code Chapter
110 (DevelopmentC de) to clarify when an accessory structure or use
may be constfucted’on a parcel without an existing main structure or an
existing pritsipah use. The amendment focuses on circumstances where
the subj s adjacent to a parcel with an existing main structure or
DAY Q".g

16-0707 AGENDA ITEMs

3 Article 306, Accessory Uses and Structures, Section 110.306.15,
din Structures Required — to identify the circumstances under which an
¥accessory structure or use may be established on a parcel without an
existing main structure or an existing principal use; Article 410, Parking
and Loading, Section 110.410.20, Location of Required Parking Spaces —
to clarify that a dwelling’s required garage may only be located on an
adjoining lot if it also meets the requirements of Section 110.306.15; and
Article 902, Definitions, Section 110.902.15, General Definitions — to
update definitions for “Detached accessory structure,” “Lot” and “Parcel
of land” to better reflect the proposed code amendments identified above.
(Bill No. 1768). Community Services. (All Commission Districts.)
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The Chair opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to
speak for or against adoption of said Ordinance.

Nancy Parent, County Clerk, read the title for Ordinance No. 1582, Bill
No. 1768.

There was no public comment on this item.

On motion by Chair Jung, seconded by Commissioner Berkbigleg, which
motion duly carried, Chair Jung ordered that Ordinance No.1582, Bill No. 17@&, be
adopted, approved and published in accordance with NRS 244.100. g(“"“‘;a i

b
16-0708 AGENDA ITEM 20 Update, discussion and possible pg«:;e‘”ﬁén to staff

regarding 2016 Nevada Legislative Interim Commj d Studies,
legislation or legislative issues proposed by leglslator .by*Washoe County
or by other entities permitted by the Nevada State Regislature to submit
bill draft requests, or such legislative issues / be deemed by the

and Bill Draft Requests. She disc ‘.

authorize the creation of Parkgsﬁg dw Open Space Districts; a bill that would proh1b1t
all testing on animals; and a bill %‘fwould allow for provisions governing emergencies
in public schools. She said.a§ time moved forward, the list would continue to grow. She
‘weiich)included changes to the Nevada Revised Statute (NRS)
46 legal notlﬁca‘uons from the Comptroller, changes to the

shissioner Berkbigler was curious about the BDR for Animal
6ted the proposal would allow an Animal Control officer to remove a

Animal Services Manager Bobby Smith stated currently Animal Services
had the authority to remove an animal that was in violation of Code or any animal that
was subject to torture or cruelty as defined in Code or State law. He said the BDR would
allow the NRS and the Code to mirror each other. He stated one of the issues was there
were no longer any Humane Officers throughout the State and across the Country. He
said the change left the responsibility of enforcement on Animal Control, a local Police
Department or on a local Sheriff.
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Commissioner Berkbigler was concerned about the liability on the County
if Animal Control Services staff members took it upon themselves to pick up an animal.

Mr. Smith stated things would not change. He explained to remove an
animal from a property was not an easy task even if an animal was tangled or tethered.
He said before an officer could respond to an animal incident, they were required to call
and obtain authorization for entry to the property. He stated there were steps in place to
ensure they were not violating any human rights and Animal Services was not breaking
any laws.

Lee had seen any potential legislation regarding the issue. JE=s

Ms. Lee stated she had not seen any specific legislati n ?ﬁ?jihe had heard
there was a possibility of a bill being introduced to address tha b@&e he said she also
heard there was an entity in Southern Nevada that could ha V& ked a legislator to
sponsor legislation for them. She stated she had not seen afi! ¢ language, but she

heard it could be coming. %2

Commissioner Berkbigler wondeme

Her the issue would be discussed
during the upcoming meeting with Clark Coun . She said there were a number of
Ammal Services bills that the County coul ‘possibly tie into rather than submitting an

o"discuss whether they wanted to work on

Excey oght it was important to move forward and to
changes to the Regional Governing Board (RGB)

BvCommissioner Hartung’s suggestion to request an increased
se of the 51ze of the County, but after conversatlons w1th the

Commissioner Hartung said if there were substantive changes to be made
to the RGB, perhaps the boundaries could be changed to include Storey County since
they were planning to build three hotels in the Tahoe-Reno Industrial Center (TRIC),
which would affect Washoe County. He thought the RGB should have more regional
oversite, making it a true regional board. He said it would seem to be a direction that the
County would want to investigate at some point because it would directly affect the
traffic and there were no regional road impact fees assessed to them. He thought there
were more issues that boundary changes could resolve.
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Commissioner Herman wanted to ensure there was good representation
from the bigger districts on the RGB.

Commissioner Berkbigler was concerned if Storey County was added to
the RGB they might attempt to impose competitive restrictions. She thought if the
boundaries included other Counties the Board should be an advisory board to eliminate
any possible conflicts. She noted the RGB would need to follow the Clark County model.

County Manager John Slaughter stated that in the past three legislative
sessmns the County did not use any BDRs He said the strategy was if ther%l%%s a

government often became a target when BDRs were presented. He said
strategy and it worked very well. He indicated prior to that time, thedCou ty was very

Chalr Jung stated changing the pubhshlng redilirethents had been a request

pimpirolier wanted to change the
process, but she thought the newspaper industry hadfoo much influence for such a
change to pass. She asked Ms. Lee to submit hér»‘xgeco

governments should
it would be ma%

Commissioner Lucey wondered what the plan would be if no entity
carried a bill regarding dedicated revenue for medical marijuana sales. He stated the topic
had been discussed repeatedly but there was no resolution.

Ms. Lee stated they would continue working with local governments,

Clark County and others about the impact since this was a State issue. She said she
continued to monitor the BDR list but had not seen anything specific to medical
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marijuana other than one BDR that had to do with recreational use and changing the
Ordinance to allow its use at outdoor venues.

Commissioner Lucey stated this issue needed to be monitored so it would
not slip through the cracks. He wanted to ensure that the Districts received the money for
the establishments within their Districts.

Ms. Lee said the question that was being brought forward in November
was language that stated if recreational marijuana passed, there would be a regulatory
period of one year to figure out how to regulate it. She stated it was important
the County was included in the regulatory process and in the clarification of the

involved when the medical marijuana process was being developed 2 indicated it
was imperative for the County to be involved for recreational ma&@% He stated the
regulatory process could include vendors, the State and the local ““* ey,

Assistant County Manager Kevin Schiller stated the i@f@ was not
d

fhe ounty impacts that
would be realized whether it passed or was denied. Hef ¢ Board needed a clearer

understanding so they could inform their constltuents

e tHought the property value should reset
to the correct value once it changed hands 4fiRteadt of remaining at the depreciated value.

home, it would be unfair to 4 d differently because they were similarly situated. She
suggested that Ms. Lee re

constitutional chalge &{w\\%

ss the property tax formula immediately. He said depreciation had

result ina complete loss, so proceeding cautiously was advised.

Commissioner Berkbigler stated a powerful former State Legislator was
now a Clark County Commissioner. She thought the perspective of the Clark County
Commission was going to be more focused on what was good for local government. She
indicated Nevada was the only State that continued to use the depreciated value for
properties when a property changed ownership. She thought that would lend credibility to
the argument.
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There was no public comment or action on this item.

16-0709 AGENDA ITEM 24 Announcements/Reports.

Chair Jung said she recently attended the Attorney General’s Annual
Human Trafficking Awareness fundraiser. She stated it was very well attended and a
woman of considerable notoriety spoke about being trafficked for many years. She said
she was invited to serve on the 21st Century Policing Committee. She indicated hey had

[ measure
¢ public lands

tnity Advisory

ty’Parks, Bureau of

Nappe’s concerns that
¥ noticed.

Chair Jung spoke regarding the agenda agd ?{w items were placed ahead
of others to accommodate the citizens presentfor a Gértain item. She asked for the
Board’s feedback. She wanted an update regardlég t%e reason for area plans and if it was
needed to go back and correct them. She staf d“¥"any Commissioner held any special
meetings it had to be approved by the Bog’r gause it would exceed the two-hour time
limit. She noted the costs needed to be jus

\Eifed he had the opportunity to attend the Tesla
ere were a number of legislators there as well. He
ho drove Tesla vehicles from across the Country to
he economic impact on the entire region would be
#to businesses such as Tesla. He stated he and staff had a

Gigafactory Grand Opening. H
stated there were 1,500 peaple

A% 3
looking into so gtetitial options to help staff and once more information was available
he wanted sta ‘

Commissioner Herman stated the Paiute Tribe elders were appreciative for
the help with a recent fire.

Commissioner Hartung stated that he and Assistant County Manager

Kevin Schiller spoke previously about the potential to get dental chairs installed at
Renown and Saint Mary’s. He thought TMCC’s Dental Program could assist in providing
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the opportunity for students to work in a different environment. He asked for more than
two-hours of staff time for Mr. Schiller to put a meeting together.

Commissioner Berkbigler wanted staff to initiate a meeting with the
County Managers from the surrounding Counties to discuss whether they were interested

in restructuring the RGB into a true Regional Governing Board.

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

3:14 p.m. The Board recessed.
4:00 p.m. The Board reconvened with all members present.
PUBLIC HEARING

16-0710 AGENDA ITEM 21 Hearing, discussion,
determine whether there is just cause to remove ’ '

Courtney Forster.
time to get up to speed for-¥]r.

tuibs was in the planning laws and it stated there was no specific
#moval of a Planning Commissioner from the Planning Commission.

n against a person, that person was entitled to five working days prior
if the notice was served in person. He indicated Mr. Daly was served in
persdn on July 22, 2016. That provided Mr. Daly with double the amount of notice that
the Open Meeting Law required. He stated legally the County was permitted to go
forward with the hearing. He indicated that Mr. Daly’s Counsel requested additional time
to prepare for his defense. He stated the Board could either go forward with the hearing
or consider the request to postpone. He suggested if the hearing was going to be
rescheduled, that the Board request Mr. Daly’s representative to waive the need to serve
Mr. Daly again with notice of any future meeting to continue the item. He stated the
decision was entirely up to the Board’s discretion.
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On the call for public comment, Cathy Brandhorst spoke about matters of
concern to herself.

Chair Jung stated the first decision was to decide if the Board would
approve a continuance of 60 days. She asked the Board about continuing until the August
23rd Board Meeting. She was informed that Mr. Daly would not be available for the
August 23rd or September 13th meetings.

Commissioner Lucey stated his thought was Mr. Daly received 2
and he was in favor of moving forward with the hearing.

Ms. Forster stated there was a large amount of time betwe éxﬁte of
the occurrence on May 3rd and the receipt of the letter because Mr. Daly, Qi‘ t receive
the letter until July 22nd. She thought he had not received adequate n%;(' S
Mr. Daly was not available on August 23rd, but if the option was4g demns
process rights by continuing with the hearing without his prc;,g’e’%ev%nd with the full
knowledge that his Counsel was not prepared, she strongl nggested the hearing be
moved to August 23rd. 4

some of the records could be available onhne

Chair Jung thought the @K@uld be continued to August 23, 2016 at the
latest.

Commissioner Lucey, asked if there was another Planning Commission

AﬂENDA ITEM 18 Hearing, discussion, and possible action on Case No.
, YAX16-002 (Rejection of Mil Drae Abandonment Application), an appeal
" of the Board of Adjustment’s decision to deny the appeal of the Director
of Planning and Development’s decision to reject the abandonment
application to abandon Mil Drae Lane for incompleteness. The Board of
County Commissioners may take action to confirm the Board of
Adjustment’s denial or reverse the Board of Adjustment’s denial and
allow the abandonment application to proceed to the Planning
Commission. The appellants are Peter Ernaut, Ryan Dolan, James and
Maureen Nunnally, Roland and Tina Scarselli, Lance Faulstich and
Herbert and Susan Nichols. The subject property is Mil Drae Lane (APN:
040-581-20) and located within the Southwest Truckee Meadows Area
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Plan and South Truckee Meadows/Washoe Valley Citizen Advisory Board
boundaries, Section 1, Township 18N, Range 19E, MDM. The
Development Code articles applicable to this amendment are Article 806,
Vacations and Abandonments of Easements or Streets and Article 912,
Establishment of Commissions, Boards and Hearing Examiners.
Community Services. (Commission District 2.)

The Chair opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to

speak for or against this item
Commissioner Hartung stated he had dealt with numerous pmce&

years and typically, if a road was a related to certain parcels, the owners elated
parcels would part1c1pate in the upkeep and the general malntenance the road
might not require maintenance every year, but when it did the owne '§Ald share the
cost. He stated he could not locate any information about paymen ade to help
maintain the road.

Legal Counsel Paul L1ppare111 stated the i 1ss$ viis 1 accept or overturn
Said:if the Board’s decision was to
overturn the decision, then findings would have to be made. ”

On the call for public comment, § a Bennett stated the road had not
been maintained for more than 25 years. She *‘~ had offered in 2013, 2014 and 2015
to contribute to the maintenance but she g ceived a response. She stated she lived
on the corner of Del Monte Lane and M aec Lane for 40 years. She indicated that a
Washoe County Surveyor approyed, thg, bgundary line adjustment with access to 420 Mil
Drae Lane which was approv Hsip ned off by the District Attorney in 2009. She said
since that time they had been accessifig their garage on the north side of Mil Drae Lane.
She stated they owned 15 petgent Jf Mil Drae Lane.

Ong ‘by” Commissioner Lucey, seconded by Commissioner
Berkbigler, whi duly carried, it was ordered to overturn the decision of the
Board of AdJust%ty denial of the application and approve the application based on the
fact that the e;..\ of the Director of Planning and Development was contrary to State
Statute, andsthag only one signature from an abutting property owner was required for

AGENDA ITEM 23 Public Comment.

Cathy Brandhorst spoke about matters of concern to herself.

* * % * * * % * * * *

PAGE 26 AUGUST 9, 2016



4:29 p.m. There being no further business to discuss, the meeting was adjourned

without objection.

ATTEST:

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

Minutes Prepared by:
Doni Gassaway, Deputy County Clerk

AUGUST 9, 2016

KITTY K. JUNG, Chair
Washoe County Commission

PAGE 27



BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA
TUESDAY ’ 10:00 A.M. AUGUST 16, 2016
PRESENT:
Kitty Jung, Chair
Bob Lucey, Vice Chair

Marsha Berkbigler, Commissioner
Vaughn Hartung, Commissioner
Jeanne Herman, Commissioner

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

The Washoe County Board of Commissionerss d at 10:00 a.m. in

yCotinty Administration
) 116 Pledge of Allegiance to
the flag of our Country, the Clerk called the roll and th ¢ !
business:

16-0715

chaplain at the Jgn “Yudenile Justice Center was dismissed. She spoke about
government acc wg in regards to budgets.

a syg fe noted several discrepancies within the fire report regarding his home’s
sads -i fodtige, where the fire started, and the response times. He requested to have a
meeting. to discuss his concerns.

Ed Pitchford spoke about another recent fire in Verdi which he believed
also received an inadequate response. He expressed his concerns with the way the fire
departments responded to and handled Mr. Puccinelli’s fire. He said the closest fire
station to Verdi was seven miles away in Mogul.

Sam Dehne expressed his concerns about the City of Reno’s proposal to
provide free parking on Fridays to people who had a City of Reno specialty license plate.
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He proposed providing military veterans free parking. He sang a song about the City of
Reno needing schools for children.

Cathy Brandhorst spoke about matters of concern to herself.
William Gilbert spoke about the management of the region’s watersheds.

16-0716 AGENDA ITEM 4 Washoe County Board of Commissioners and Reno
City Council. — see separate Notice of Joint Meeting and Agenda. é,%

John Slaughter, County Manager, noted Agenda Item 4 was a n@f tlon
of a joint meeting with the Reno City Council.

The following item only (Agenda #5) will be heard by the Washo ty Board of
Commissioners and Reno City Council. (Approximately Agenda Hg %1 on the Reno
City Council Agenda.)

16-0717 AGENDA ITEM 5 Reno-Stead CorridordJoifit Plan - Master Plan
Amendment (Sky Vista) — Hearing, di gﬁ f“%y- possible action on a
request filed by Chuck Bluth for an amghdrhent by the Washoe County
Board of Commissioners and thé¥Reno €ity Council to the Reno-Stead
Corridor Joint Plan (RSCJP) by 3 ing the subject property (APN 086-
380-15) from the RSCIJP. ct property con51sts of a £55.5 acre
site that is located along thy SR
west of its intersection swit] dlng Post Road. Amending a joint plan
requires a joint heaﬂngﬁore the Reno City Council and the Washoe

under the
sub&ec (wis removed from the RSCJP, of the City of Reno to re-
g%\ she property as Mixed Residential (3-21 dwelling units per acre)
der, the City of Reno’s master plan; and if approved authorize the Chair

gint Plan Master Plan Map, after a determination of conformance with the
y “Truckee Meadows Regional Plan by the Truckee Meadows Regional
" Planning Commission. (Commission District 5.)

On the call for public comment, Sam Dehne stated he was against the
rezoning. He noted the infrastructure was not set up for a higher density area.

Cathy Brandhorst spoke about matters of concern to herself.

Paul McKenzie, Reno City Councilmember, asked how the affordable
housing requirement would be met and when the traffic issues would be addressed.
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Nathan Gilbert, Associate Planner City of Reno, replied the Master Plan
Amendment would essentially shift the allowable density from three units to 21 units per
acre to allow for greater housing opportunities and more choices. He stated any
development would require a discretionary review and the housing type would be
evaluated at that time. He added the traffic studies would occur at the time of
development.

The City of Reno voted to approve Agenda Item 5.
Commissioner Herman requested more information regarding the 1%\

£
Bill Whitney, Planning and Development Division Director @d the
City of Reno was asking to take a 55 acre parcel out of the Reno-Stead Jo#it Corridor
Plan so it could be developed under their Master Plan. He believed the Gounty’s concerns
would be addressed through the City of Reno’s Special Use Pe “their tentative
map process.

Commissioner Berkbigler moved “%Agenda Item 5.

to
Commissioner Lucey seconded the motion. §

Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, néted the » commended motion in the staff

A,

identified in Attachment H ar prove the amendment to the Reno-Stead Corridor
Joint Plan. The seconder agreed. <.

10:41 a.m.

11:00 a.m. g TheBoard reconvened solely as the Board of County Commissioners for
the remainde

AGENDA ITEM 6 Introduction of new Washoe County Employees.
Human Resources.

John Slaughter, County Manager, asked the following employees to
introduce themselves to the Board:

Denise Lichty Senior Services
Cecilia Cortez Manager’s Office
Kristopher Thomas Library

Joan Dalusung Library
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Emily Lawrence-Phalan Technology Services

Laurie Newman Library

Roni Branson Social Services
Brandon Vanassche Animal Services
Michael DePedro Animal Services
Sandra Uriarte Public Guardian
Jessica Gastanaga Recorder’s Office

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

DONATIONS

Services [totaling $6,944.53] for the period of April L& to June 30,
2016 to be used for the humane care and treatment ofisi d/or injured,
%" appreciation for

16-0719 7A Accept monetary donations to Washoe County il Animal
0
¢

make the appropriate budget amendment e A ngdl Services. (All
Commission Districts.) o \)7, %,

16-0720 7B Accept cash donations in the’s )
1, 2016 — June 30, 2016 and o"" the Comptroller to make the
appropriate budget amendm
Districts.)

16-0721 7C Accept a one-fimg fonation [$25.00] from private citizen Donna Clark
if approved, authotige’ Comptroller’s Office to make appropriate budget

iff. (All Commission Districts.)

donated funds 4o ashoe County Regional Animal Services. She suggested
designating so £.th€ funds to help seniors who could not afford to take care of their

athy Brandhorst spoke about matters of concern to herself.
On motion by Commissioner Berkbigler, seconded by Commissioner
Lucey, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Items 7A to 7C be

accepted.

CONSENT ITEMS 8A THROUGH 8B

16-0722 8A Approval of minutes for the Board of County Commissioner’s regular
meetings of July 12, 2016, July 19, 2016, and July 26, 2016.
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16-0723 8B Acknowledge Washoe County Purchasing Office receipt of its 21st
annual Achievement in Excellence in Procurement Award from the
National Purchasing Institute for the year ended June 30, 2016.
Comptroller. (All Commission Districts.)

Chair Jung acknowledged the Purchasing Office’s staff for a job well
done.

On the call for public comment, Cathy Brandhorst spoke about atters of
concern to herself.

On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissit ucey,
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Consent Agenda Items 8A thfsagh 8B be
approved. Any and all Resolutions or Interlocal Agreements pertinent t@ ,;,?’ sent Agenda
Items 8A through 8B are attached hereto and made a part of the minutgs ther

16-0724 AGENDA ITEM 9 Update, discussion and. e direction to staff

? to'submlt bill draft requests, or
such legislative issues as may be’8gemed:by the Chair or the Board to be
of critical significance to Washog Yunty. Manager. (All Commission
Districts.) e

issues from the previous meetl
direction would be sought from
specific details.

Commissiofigy
presented to 1ndlcag,e 1%1
«&.

There was action taken on this item.

16-0725 AGENDA ITEM 10 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.
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16-0726 AGENDA ITEM 11 Public Comment.

Cathy Brandhorst spoke about matters of concern to herself.

16-0727 AGENDA ITEM 12 Announcements/Reports.

be heard again to clarify the vote. He invited citizens to participate in thetWal E with
Washoe series of hikes which were held during the first and third Tug§da¥s of every
month. He announced the state of the County address would be presenied on September

natPPark.

1, 2016 at the Robert Z. Hawkins Amphitheater in Bartley Ranch R

Commissioner Lucey requested an update fromestaffregarding the traffic
and speeding issues on Andrew Lane. He remarked school@é& 5 bagk in session and he
cautioned citizens to pay attention. He mentioned he ré¢ently aftended the ASAE Annual
Meeting and Exposition, a convention for various assiaﬁ?:ns, in Salt Lake City. He
added there was positive interest in the Reno arfd].ake ¥ahoe areas in terms of the new
businesses and the change in perception. :

Chair Jung asked staff t
requested approximately two years ago

Commissioner <BeriéBizler mentioned an email the Commissioners

2 3
received referencing assignments$g.4 school committee. She said she did not recall the
Board ever addressing the isslie or gssigning any of the Commissioners to the committee.

aland Transgender (LGBT) standards and whether the County recognized
&S a protected class. He asked staff to work with the Commissioners to develop
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11:32 a.m.  There being no further business to discuss, the meeting was adjourned
without objection.

KITTY K. JUNG, Chair
Washoe County Commission

ATTEST:

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

Minutes Prepared by:
Michael Siva, Deputy County Clerk
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA

TUESDAY 10:00 A.M. AUGUST 23, 2016

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

Nancy Parent, County Clerk
Kevin Schiller, Assistant County Manager
Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel

The Washoe County Board of Commissioners; 5
shoeyCotinty Administration

Pledge of Alleglance to
business:

16-0730 AGENDA ITEM 3 Public C@@@

Cathy Brandhorst spok sab

atters of concern to herself.

about the need to increase grandparents’ rights in
the lives of children. She asked@thé Board to look at the historical evidence which
Rdstor Marvin Neal’s ministry and to allow the ministry to
return to the Jan Evans Ju Justice Center.

Improvement %? ct Board of Trustees. He stated he recently assisted a Vietnam War

was broken. I added the Board, as people who made decisions affecting the system,
ol dedl tosiitiprove the lives of those individuals. He expressed his concerns regarding the
Coun%s new Sign Code which he felt was business unfriendly.

Tim Stoffel stated the County was becoming increasingly animal
unfriendly. He remarked Agenda Item 18 was scheduled at an awkward time. He said the
Animal Services Advisory Board was made up of government officials and those who
represented the interest of animal rights’ groups. He added the Animal Services Advisory
Board lacked individuals on the opposing side, which resulted in regulation without
representation.
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Gary Martin complained about the numerous amounts of bicyclists who
disobeyed traffic laws and urinated along the side of the road while riding through Verdi.
He mentioned he had contacted the Sheriff’s Office over the years; however, the only
entity that had assisted with the issue was the Nevada Highway Patrol. He said he spoke
with the Regional Transportation Commission about the number of available facilities for
the bicyclists along the bike route from Pyramid Lake to Lake Tahoe, and he received no
answers. He mentioned Verdi residents submitted paperwork to the County requesting
either speed bumps or “No Bicycles” signs to be installed.

Ardena Perry spoke in opposition to the Animal Services Adviso
and stated it was reflective of the County’s overarching authority. She re!
spoke with three members of the Sparks City Council who did not know a
their appointments to the Animal Services Advisory Board. She added th

€

jce He was not sitting on
proposal to provide free

parking for military veterans.

16-0731 AGENDA ITEM 4 Announcéfneiis

Commissioner Berkbiglemstated an apartment complex for veterans had
opened up in the City of Reno,s%l suggested people send homeless veterans to the
facility to apply for housing. f@%

Comm1s5101}
Commumty Services De

g requested an update from Dave Solaro,
t Director, and Dwayne Smith, Engineering and Capital

ek issioner Herman reported there would be a hearing at the Nevada
State Legistaturé on August 26th regarding water rights. The Legislature was going to

: ##%d she had not received an update on Monte Cristo residents’ ability to utlhze
theitroperties. She noted Gary Martin had an interesting idea regarding bicyclists. She
suggested speaking to the Sheriff’s Office about providing a class for bicyclists since
some of them probably did not know the rules.

Commissioner Hartung stated an ideal position would be to ask the
Sheriff’s Office to police the roads in Verdi and to start ticketing bicyclists.

PAGE 2 AUGUST 23, 2016



CONSENT ITEMS SA THROUGH 5L2

16-0732 SA Approve to retroactively acknowledge a Specialty Court General Fund
Allocation from the Judicial Council of the State of Nevada to the Sparks
Justice Court [$45,050 for FY17, no match required], paid in quarterly
installments retroactive to July 2016, grant end date June 30, 2017; and
direct the Comptroller to make the appropriate budget adjustments. Sparks
Justice Court. (Commission Districts 3,4 & 5.)

16-0733 SB The 911 Emergency Response Advisory Committee recommends.that
the Board of County Commissioners approve the expenditure £ n ace
the three (3) Harris Dailey-Wells Symphony Dispatch al-{gh;% 'ehsoles
currently in use at the Sparks Police Department Public Sa gm swering
Point (PSAP) dispatch center at a cost not to exc§@127,315.05].
Technology Services. (All Commission Districts.)

%£.{$1,196.30] in both
fortatity Review (FIMR)
» Comptroller’s office to

make the appropriate budget amendments. 'alth. (All Commission
Districts.) |

16-0734 SC Approve amendments totaling an incregse,

16-0735 5D Approve the Interlocal A, @ei\%ﬁ}t for Maintenance and Operations of
the Nevada SR-28 Shared{isgsPath and Associated Parking Facilities
between the State of 8 o/ acting by and through its Department of
Transportation ang=¥ kg&“}County. Community Services. (Commission

District 1.)

16-0736

gsor. (Parcels are in Commission Districts 2 & 3.)

16-21}7 , »F Approve a 32-day extension of existing Collective Bargaining
) e Agreements beyond the current August 29, 2016 expiration date to
September 30, 2016 as it affects NRS 288. Human Resources. (All

Commission Districts.)

16-0738 5G Acknowledge and approve assignment of the correct Ordinance
Number of 1584 for Bill No. 1768, adopted on August 9, 2016 amending
Washoe County Code Chapter 110 (Development Code) to clarify when
an accessory structure or use may be constructed on a parcel without an
existing main structure or an existing principal use. The amendment
focuses on circumstances where the subject parcel is adjacent to a parcel

AUGUST 23, 2016 PAGE 3



with an existing main structure or principal use and when both parcels are
under the same ownership. Clerk. (All Commission Districts.)

16-0739 5H Approve expenditures for the August 25, 2016 Employee Family
Picnic in an amount [not to exceed $10,000.00]. Manager. (All
Commission Districts.)

16-0740 511 Approve to accept a Victim of Crime Act (VOCA) grant to the
District Attorney’s Office in the amount of [$50,000, $12,500 required
match], from the State Division of Child and Family Services (D¢
provide counsehng services at the Washoe County Child Advoc%

amendments. (All commission Districts.)

16-0741 5I2 Approve to accept a Violence Against Womgj
the District Attorney’s Office in the amount of]s§36;

retroactive from July 1, 2016 throu “Fa eA 30, 2017. Direct the
Comptroller to make the necessar@ﬂbudge%’amendments (All commission
Districts.)

16-0742 SJ1 Approve to acknowlgt
Fund submitted by the=Jy/
Committee for F h
Districts.) »

4shoe County SherifP's Office Commissary
ugiter of Fiscal Year 15/16. (All Commission

16-0743 SJ2 Approy€.the Interlocal Agreement Extraditions between County of

Washoe on of the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office and the City of
Sparks n half of the Sparks Police Department in an amount not to
OOO] to be paid to the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office
éo Extraditions Unit for the processing of extraditions and
{rapsportation of prisoners for the Sparks Police Department, for the
period of the date of execution to June 30, 2017. (All Commission

*Districts.)

16-&%@ 5K1 Approve a professional services agreement with The Children’s
Cabinet, Inc. for remaining grant term, retroactive to July 1, 2016 through
September 30, 2016. The proposed agreement is paid through a grant from
the Federal Administration for Children and Families for the Permanency
Innovations Initiative (PII) Program to prevent long-term foster care and
to provide case management services. Social Services. (All Commission

Districts.)
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16-0745 SK2 Accept a Sub-Grant Award from the State of Nevada Division of
Public and Behavioral Health, Behavioral Health, Prevention and
Treatment (BHPT) in the amount of [$47,020] no match required, to
provide Mental Health Support for Seniors upon approval September 1,
2016 through September 30, 2017, authorize the Department to execute
the Sub-Grant Award and direct the Comptroller’s Office to make the
necessary budget amendments. (All Commission Districts.)

16-0746 SK3 Accept a Sub-grant Award from the State of Nevada Depargment of
Health and Human Services, Division of Public & Behavioral Heal?ﬁ*g on
approval by all parties through June 30, 2017 for [$70,000.00], 5o Gounty
match required, to provide substance abuse treatment serv}c
referred by the county Social Services Department. AfitHorize the
Department to execute the Sub-grant Award and direct the
Office to make the necessary budget amendmentst, (B
Districts.)

16-0747 5L1 Recommendation to establish one additio

[$200.00] change fund, bringing the totdkgef i’mg- assigned six hundred
yinty Alternative Sentencing to
ER24 program drug and alcohol testing at
1530 E. 6th Street, Reno; and_if approved, authorize the Chairman to
execute Resolution for samed W& fiscal impact. (All Commission
Districts.)

16-0748 SL2 Approve anssj
County and thedNeyad,
aPdoled Investment Fund [no fiscal impact]; and if
approved, aytiforize ‘Chairman to execute and Washoe County Treasurer to

On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner
Berkbigler, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Consent Agenda Items SA
through 5L2 be approved. Any and all Resolutions or Interlocal Agreements pertinent to
Consent Agenda Items 5A through 512 are attached hereto and made a part of the
minutes thereof.
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BLOCK VOTE — AGENDA ITEMS 7, 8,9, 11, 12 and 13

16-0749 AGENDA ITEM 7 Recommendation to approve the Agreement for
Consulting Engineering Services between Washoe County and CDM
Smith, 111 Academy Way, Suite 150, Irvine, CA 92617, for the “Phase 3
Packed Tower Aerators Equipment Analysis Process Optimization and
O&M Manuals Update” Project in the amount of[$154,999]. Community
Services. (Commission District 3.)

16-0750 AGENDA ITEM 8 Recommendatlon to awar %1@”and approve the

Stressed Membrane Structure PI‘Q]CCt r commends Bison
(Commission District 2.)
On the call for public connnent[%a;}%gb Renard, Sprung Instant Structures,
Inc. Business Development Manager, said A s “é6mpany had teamed up with Bison
Constructlon during compet1t1ve biddingg ("‘*’, wEver, they were not included in Bison

Structures’ membrane ensured a longer life. He asked the
ow tube structure came from who manufactured it, and

) motion by Commissioner Lucey, seconded by Commissioner
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8 be awarded and

16-0751 AGENDA ITEM 9 Recommendation to award a bid and approve the
Agreement to the lowest responsive, responsible bidder for the Utility
Operations Maintenance Building Grading, Foundation and Improvements
Package Project, [staff recommends Reyman Brothers Construction, in the
amount of $409,000]. Community Services. (Commission District 2.)

On the call for public comment, Cathy Brandhorst spoke about matters of
concern to herself.
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On motion by Commissioner Lucey, seconded by Commissioner
Berkbigler, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 9 be awarded and
approved.

16-0752 AGENDA ITEM 11 Recommendation to accept a grant in the amount of
[$250,000 no County match], from the Fund to Assist Former Foster
Youth (FAFFY), the State Independent Living Grant from the State
Division of Child and Family Services (DCFS) to assist youth ingmnaking
the transition from foster care to economic self-sufficiency, retroactively
to July 1, 2016 through June 30 2017 as the award was recgly

. Cémptroller’s
Office to make the appropriate budget adjustments. Sg al rvices. (All
Commission Districts.)

On the call for public comment, Cathy Brand 1S : bke about matters of
concern to herself. B R,

On motion by Commissioner Luce scon%ed by Commissioner
Berkbigler, which motion duly carried, it was of&@red that Agenda Item 11 be accepted,
authorized and directed. §

16-0753 AGENDA ITEM 12 ReqSfhympiidation to request the Board of County
Commissioners to ack%@% the Professional Services Agreement for
behavioral health «and 1 ‘ease management services for Adult Drug Court

Ségond “‘§ud1c1al District Court and Bristlecone Family
: t of $445,732], retroactive from the period August
e 30, 2017. District Court. (All Commission

g ' Commissioner Lucey, seconded by Commissioner
on duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 12 be

the State of Nevada Division of Child and Family Services (DCFS) in the
amount of [$206,835.00] (no County match required) from October 1,
2016 through September 30, 2017, to assist the Department of Social
Services with the Adoption Incentive program. Authorize the Department
to execute the Sub-Grant Award and direct the Comptroller’s Office to
make the necessary budget amendments.  Social Services. (All
Commission Districts.)
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On motion by Commissioner Lucey, seconded by Commissioner
Berkbigler, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 13 be accepted,
authorized and directed.

16-0755 AGENDA ITEM 6 Appearance: Carina A. Black, Ph.D.. Executive
Director, Northern Nevada International Center. Presentation and update
on the Northern Nevada International Center’s Refugee program.

Carina A. Black, Ph.D., Northern Nevada International Center 4
Executive Director, conducted a PowerPoint presentation. The headings of the &lj
were as follows: 1) The Global Displacement Crisis and Northern Nevada. 2){ Tt
Resettlement Countries. 3) U.S. Refugee Admissions Program. 4) Top Nationali
2010. 5) FY2015 Reception and Placement Program Affiliate Sites. 6) A
7) Reception and Placement Program. 8) R&P Per Capita Fu&
Resettlement in Northern Nevada. 10) Example of LDS Sponsor oF First Refugee
Family. 11) Questions. Two additional slides displayed refuge§ ftatistics and the names
of other organizations with refugee programs. Additional handguitss#ere provided to the
Board and placed on file with the Clerk. A, 5 Y

3 9) Refugee

Dr. Black highlighted that at no time siri¢e World War II had there been

more displaced people. %& b

5
On the call for public commem’é‘gDia*r/fz Bartholomew said she assisted Dr.
Black by coordinating volunteer oppo iitilizing the website JustServe.org. She
praised the community’s work with refug

were receiving three and half
there were paramilitary Muglims in Iraq who were attempting to enter into the United

ith the vetting process for refugees.

the country’s bo k S, 1
military veteransdathe United States were suffering.

Assistgnt Public Affairs Director. She spoke about meeting Dr. Black through the Nevada
’ Association. She remarked the LDS had an initiative called I Was a Stranger
which also supported the refugee cause. She stated the LDS was impressed with the
NNIC’s interest regarding the sustainability of settling refugees and how the NNIC
aligned itself with non-governmental organizations regarding a comprehensive vetting
process. She spoke about helping the two Congolese families who were coming to Reno.
She added refugees who came into the community would assimilate.
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Mike Thornton, Acting in Community Together in Organizing Northern
Nevada (ACTIONN) Executive Director, said presenting the refugee program as
devaluing or taking away from the nation’s veterans or other people in need was the
wrong way to look at it. He noted the NNIC and Dr. Black had excellent reputations in
the community. ACTIONN was very pleased to work on garnering support for the
refugee effort. He added ACTIONN had been in existence since 2009. He stated there
was a tremendous amount of support in the faith and non-faith communities for the
refugee program. He hoped the Board would see their effort as important and support it.

employees and positive members of society. She questioned the intentions of lkf Rgeals
entering the United States and who would evaluate them.

Pamela Milligan stated she represented county govengp ts&yin California
from 1986 to 2003. She said she and her husband retired to Ren&%\a t&f” long military
careers. She noted the positive quality of life the Board’s policiegh: @feated She spoke
about the security background checks refugees had to go thro )

rivaling refugees against America’s poor or vete

Commissioner Hartung spokééj%g ¥is own family’s immigration to the
United States. He stated the issue people that the process was done in a vacuum.
It was not a question of whether the ates was being generous. The issue was
about budgets and the cost of hay, pﬁéfzﬁ come into the community.

had no control over the r;&gee 'ssue She added having refugees come into the area
would impact the County% bridget and social services programs. She concluded she

dying to get sate:ghan dying to get out of. She stated the nation was rich and wealthy
because of@%?&\lersny She offered her assistance to Dr. Black. She mentioned the

ada’$Wpmen’s Lobby and the Democratic Women of Washoe County were working
.‘ Optihg a family. She also mentioned she spoke with the Northern Nevada Muslim
Comimunity and asked them to be engaged with the families coming from Muslim

There was no action taken on this item.

16-0756 AGENDA ITEM 10 Recommendation to approve conditional Water
Right Application 86233 to the Nevada State Engineer, proposing to
export 7000 acre-feet of ground water from Mud Meadows hydrographic
basin in northern Pershing County to Lyon, Storey and Washoe Counties
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for use at the Tahoe Reno Industrial Park, with the State Engineer
approval to be conditioned upon review of more current hydro-geologic
analysis of estimated available perennial yield within this basin.
Community Services. (Commission District 4.)

Commissioner Berkbigler stated she received an email from Susan Lynn,
Great Basin Water Network Board member, indicating opposition to the water transfer by
Pershing County, Humboldt County, Churchill County, the Humboldt River Authority,
the Summit Lake Paiute Tribe and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM). She noted
the water was not running through Washoe County and she inquired why Washoe
was being asked to participate. 9

County was one of the locations the basin touched; therefore, the ($

notified by the State Engineer about the request. He indicated on adnap™@ small section

determine the perennial yield within the hydrographic basttwgs 3
staff believed more studies were needed to determine wiiather flere was enough perennial
yield within the basin. He added there was a list ¥0f

corporations and ranches that opposed the transfétof watkf.

B
&

Commissioner Berkbigler inqu’:&fe ether the Board was being asked for
conditional approval that further studies &y ormed before an ultimate decision was
made. |

Mr. Solaro replié as correct.

Comm1551o an said she was against most water transfers from one
basin to another. She sta ggyould have to vote against it if the vote were to occur.

there was a sust yield. He mentioned the stress testing of aquifers and the over-
allocation of

ound 13,000 acre-feet. There was a little less than 6,000 acre-feet already
jated and the request was for an additional 7,000 acre-feet to be appropriated for
municipal use. He noted staff’s recommendation was to obtain updated information to
verify the available perennial yield before the water transfer was approved.

Commissioner Hartung stated he was not in favor of moving water around
all over the state to satisfy the needs of growing areas.

Chair Jung inquired whether the Board could add a condition to also seek
approval from the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe.
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Vahid Behmaram, Community Services Department Water Management
Planner Coordinator, remarked the County’s recommendation to the State Engineer was
not binding. The recommendation was for informational purposes. He said staff could
add the condition in the form of a letter to the State Engineer’s Office. He noted the issue
had gone through statutory publication and it did receive protests from the BLM and the
Sierra Club in Pershing County.

Chair Jung moved to approve the item conditional upon a review, of the
hydro-geologic analysis and also conditional upon the Pyramid Lake Paiut i
approval.

developer.
Sam Dehne spoke about how @ 38% thought about the water when they
built the Tahoe Reno Industrial Center. Hq sed his concerns about importing water.
Commissioner Be ught clarification of Chair Jung’s motion. She
inquired whether Chair Jung wés pédtiesting staff to ensure the issue was brought before
the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe fordg roval and once the study was completed, provide a
report to the Board.

issue came \ yefore the Board after the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe had their say and
once the study w

as completed.
Chair Jung concurred with Commissioner Berkbigler’s comments.

Mr. Solaro clarified that staff was being asked by the State Engineer to
provide an advisory comment which would be a request for updated information
regarding the perennial yield of the basin; as well as, to gain approval from the Pyramid
Lake Paiute Tribe. He added the item would not come back before the Board for action
since it was only informational.

Chair Jung stated Commissioner Berkbigler wanted a report on the final
outcome.
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Mr. Solaro acknowledged the request and indicated a report would be
provided to the Board.

Commissioner Berkbigler added the only item she was interested in was
the report.

Mr. Behmaram stated the hearing and studies for this issue may take
several years. He mentioned the process was very convoluted and complicated. £le said
the County was simply being notified as a courtesy by the State Engineer’s Office.

16-0757 AGENDA_ITEM 14 Recommendation dbgoint three of nine
shoe ‘Cotity Advisory Board
{2 3, 2016 through June 30,

called out.
Commissioner Lucey said, ¢ recommended Arnold Pitts, Megha;l Di

Rocco and Steven Robinson to t

<&
&

¥ rs, Management Services Director, remarked there was not a
1 be specific individuals from each district. The Advisory Board was
epresentatives and there were three openings. He noted the criteria for

Chair Jung asked which two districts were currently being represented.

Mr. Rogers named the current members but indicated he was not sure
which districts they represented.

Commissioner Lucey thought each Commissioner should state their
suggestions to be as transparent as possible.
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Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, remarked the Board could use whatever
process they thought was fair as long as it was completed in open session.

Commissioner Lucey recommended each Commissioner put forward three
individuals for the positions.

Commissioner Herman stated her choices of Kristie Belding, Ray
Kabisch, and Christy Prentice.

2
Commissioner Hartung stated his choices of Kristie Belding, Jim%Rhea
and Chris Syverson. »

Commissioner Lucey stated his choices of Arnold Pitts, Me
and Steven Robinson.

Commissioner Berkbigler stated her choices of Ay "-?. 1d Pitts, Steven
Robinson, and Ray Kabisch. She added she was flexible on t __; appeintments because she
did not know these people really well.

Chair Jung remarked she was the decidi ite. She stated her choices of
Arnold Pitts, Meghan Di Rocco and Steven Robifison. Ske indicated her votes gave each
of them each three votes. gg b

kéex Flowers spoke of his experience with
said the Board should want to appoint people
ded the Advisory Board meetings. He named
Syverson as individuals who met the criteria he

On the call for public comiy
the Advisory Board to Manage Wlldllf =
who had been involved with
Kristie Belding, Ray Kabisch, 4
set forth.

and noted this was the second time she had applied to be

She spoke about her m\, .
. $he added she had attended the Advisory Board meetings to gain

on the Adv1sory

® motion by Commissioner Lucey, seconded by Commissioner
h motion duly carried with Commissioner Hartung voting “no”, it was
Arnold Pitts, Meghan Di Rocco, and Steven Robinson be appointed to fill
ancies on the Washoe County Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife with terms
effective August 23, 2016 through June 30, 2019.

16-0758 AGENDA ITEM 17 Hearing, discussion, and possible action on Appeal
Case Number AX16-004, appealing the denial by the Washoe County
Board of Adjustment of Variance Case Number VA16-003 (Fleming Front
Yard Setback Reduction) which sought a variance pursuant to Article 804
of the Washoe County Development Code to allow the reduction in the
front yard setback from 15 feet to approximately 10 feet and 13/16 inches,
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to facilitate the expansion of the existing dwelling. The Board of County
Commissioners may take action to confirm the Board of Adjustment's
denial; or reverse the Board of Adjustment's denial and issue the Variance
with Conditions of Approval. The Applicant’s representative is Elise Fett
and Associates Attn: Julie Rinaldo PO Box 5989 Incline Village, NV
89450. The property owners are Thomas and Susan Fleming. The
property’s location is 715 Cristina Drive, approximately 750 feet southeast
of its intersection with Eagle Drive, in Incline Village NV (APN 126-251-
06). Parcel Size is £ .363 acres with a Master Plan Category of Sg

Commissioner Berkbigler sought clarification as_
applicant’s request to build a garage would result in a car, which wo%
of the garage, to sit out into the roadway. -~y

Roger Pelham, Community Services Depa ;
that was the concern expressed by the County Traffic Exfginge) {Jara Lawson, during her

review of the reduction request.
‘:.

Thomas Fleming stated g
proposed garage door and the roadw. «@ parked car. He mentioned there were two
mature trees at either end of t &%@g}area that stuck out further than a parked car
would. » -

Commissio@Berkﬁigler said she looked at the map and it did not appear
to her there would be an is k[}j}

% leming added the road report he saw indicated no concerns.

,,: Fett, who represented the applicant’s interest, stated Kimble
S nt Public Works Director, had no issue with the request. She referred
of the property and described the dimensions. She said the proposal was to

0 Hiveway as it existed and allow over two-thirds of the property for snow
storagg which would leave 18 feet from the front of the proposed garage to the edge of
the pavement.

Commissioner Berkbigler mentioned the issue went before a Citizen
Advisory Board (CAB) and the CAB did not see any problems. She added the chosen site
for garage was the only reasonable location, there were no complaints by the neighbors,
and the extension was consistent with the Lake Tahoe area plan. She moved to overrule
the Board of Adjustment’s decision.
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Commissioner Hartung seconded the motion.

After the initial motion, Mr. Pelham stated he had a set of standard Lake
Tahoe conditions of approval he could provide to the Board and the applicant. The
conditions of approval were placed on file with the Clerk. He noted the standard
conditions would require the building permit to be in substantial conformance with the
approved plans, there to be a two year time period, the final action order to the plans to be
attached, an executed hold harmless for the road maintenance and snow removal, an
automatic garage door opener to be installed, the front property lines to be survey%g and
the prohibition of the use of straw bales and fabric fencing. %

Commissioner Berkbigler replied “absolutely” as thosg
for Lake Tahoe.

On the call for public comment, Cathy Brandhg
concern to herself. A
Hartung, which motion duly carried, it was ordef®
be reversed and to approve the variance with tl}g
11:56 a.m.  The Board recessed. ‘

3:30 p.m. The Board recon

16-0759 AGENDA ITE :

legislation ; ative issues proposed by legislators, by Washoe County
or by titfes permitted by the Nevada State Legislature to submit
bHl] quests or such legislative issues as may be deemed by the
'z the Board to be of critical significance to Washoe County.

Ms. Lee highlighted the following: 1) There were two new bills introduced
by the League of Cities. The first bill would govern the collection of delinquent
municipal utility charges. The second bill would govern the distribution of the fuel tax
proceeds. 2) State Senator Tick Segerblom had an interesting Bill Draft Request (BDR)
which would authorize the governor to enter into compacts with Nevada Indian tribes
concerning the regulation of marijuana.
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Ms. Lee noted the Board could approve up to two BDRs. If only one BDR
was approved, the Board would still have the option to pursue any legislation that might
present itself before September 1st. Options included working with the County’s
Legislators, bill sponsors, and Chairs of Legislative Committees. An additional option
would be not to submit any BDRs and pursue opportunities during the session. She added
recommendations by the Board would also be an option.

Commissioner Berkbigler believed it was important to keep a close eye on
issues going on in Las Vegas. There was an ongoing challenge between Clarkg(
and the City of Las Vegas as to whether or not they should be merged, whic N _
potentially impact Washoe County. She moved for the Board to approve at@%@g One
BDR in order to start gathering the information needed regarding the chan} the/R
N

wanted to see in regards to the Regional Governing Board.

Chair Jung thought Clark County Commission’s BD&%O%@VR& property
owners more power to avoid being annexed barely touched the j§§tis Egarding the arms

dedicated fire resources from the counties. She requested tiage regarding the
o Y9 be worked out with the

Commissioner Berkbigler said { 3pard did not have to have the total
outline for the BDR as opposed to simply ch%
one BDR which proposed specific changegtg:thé'Regional Governing Board.

-4 e¥ explained the Board had an option to submit up to two BDRs,
which was the, tumber allotted to the County. If the Board were to utilize one of the
BDRes, it wéuld Jrot lose the second BDR. She added for future sessions, the Board would
alway: e) two BDRs unless the statute was changed. She said by utilizing only one
B@e gcond BDR went away in the sense that the County could not submit a second
BDRtas, a sponsor. She continued by stating it did not mean the County could not pursue
a diffe%nt legislative topic. The BDR deadline was set for September 1st; however, if
specific topics came up, the County could work with its Legislators, Chairs of Legislative
Committees, or bill sponsors to look at opportunities to address them during the next
session.

Commissioner Lucey inquired whether the timeline for BDR presentations
had been moved up from the end of the year to November 15th.
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Ms. Lee replied local governments had a statutory deadline of December
Ist for pre-filing their bills. She believed the date was changed to November 16th. She
noted the County had to submit the full language in the Bill to the Legislative Counsel
Bureau (LCB) for them to publish it by the deadline.

Commissioner Lucey thought the County needed to focus on one Bill due
to the shorter time constraint regarding getting the full language to the LCB with enough
time to properly vet it.

Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, explained the Board could take %to
direct staff to prepare a draft or an outline of what the Bill might look like anq ¢ }? ng
it back to the Board for a vote to actually submit the Bill at a later time. A &

Chair Jung remarked the Board would not be meeting ggrthe BDR had

to be submitted. ,%:
QM

en, ibptade the submission.

Mr. Lipparelli noted staff could do its best wheg, ity
ciibewhat kinds of things

The Board item on the Agenda did the best job it could to 4
the Board might have to do in managing the Legislaf getida. He added it was not
always possible to know when the Board was going to niged to make a decision. The item
was as broad as it could be but at most it allow&d the BSard to direct staff. He said the
Board could vote on an amended motion t ct staff to prepare items for the
Legislature.

Commissioner Berkbiglerglagified that the purpose of her original motion
was to direct staff to prepare wz;; IR tg address the issue of changes to the Regional
Governing Board with the undéstatiding the County did not know what all those changes
would be and for staff to work o the language to bring back before the Board.

“once the BDRs were introduced and just sitting there with no
theie, wiruld be an ability to do what was called “jack up the title” and stick a
new Bill{ufiderheath an existing BDR.

B On motion by Commissioner Berkbigler, seconded by Commissioner
Lucey, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Hartung and Herman voting “no”,
it was ordered that staff be directed to prepare one Bill Draft Request addressing the
changes to the Regional Governing Board and for staff to draft language which would be
brought back before the Board.
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16-0760 AGENDA ITEM 16 Update and possible direction to staff on the

Washoe County Economic Development and Conservation Act. (Washoe
County Federal Lands Bill). Manager. (All Commission Districts.)

Kevin Schiller, Assistant County Manager, highlighted the following: 1)
Staff continued to work on draft language and on mapping. 2) A webpage dedicated to
the Bill was up. The webpage illustrated mapping with explanations. 3) Bill Whitney,
Planning and Development Director, reached out to the Cities of Reno and Sparks and
met with their Community Services Departments concerned with the mapping te. gather
their input. 4) In order to gather stakeholder and ]unsdlctlonal feedback, open fﬁauses

answer questlons and ehclt feedback in order to ensure a transparent
Regional Governing Board scheduled a special meeting to discuss ‘%%to ic on August
29th. 6) The issue would be a standing item on all Board agendas g forward until
its conclusion.

On the call for public comment, Cathy Brandhg %ke about matters of

concern to herself,

16-0761 r%yng and adoption of an ordinance

péd the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to
'on of said Ordinance.

Commissioner Hartung addressed a comment made by a citizen who said
no one on the Sparks City Counsel knew about the Animal Services Advisory Board. He
stated he had multiple conversations with the City of Sparks councilmembers and they
were in favor of the Advisory Board’s make up.

On motion by Commissioner Hartung, seconded by Commissioner Lucey,
which motion duly carried with Commissioner Herman voting “no”, Chair Jung ordered
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that Ordinance No. 1585, Bill No. 1769, be adopted, approved and published in
accordance with NRS 244.100.

16-0762 AGENDA ITEM 22 Announcements/Reports.

Chair Jung requested for staff to provide Elise Weatherly with information
regarding grandparent’s rights and information regarding who was in charge of the Jan
Evans Juvenile Justice Center. She reported she and Commissioner Lucey participated in
a fundraiser at High Sierra Industries for people suffering from major disabilitics. She

Young Democrats. She mentioned a Save Our Schools fundraising event. S d she
would be serving as a surrogate for former Secretary of State Hillary’ ‘@hinton at a
business roundtable to explain Secretary Clinton’s plan for small bgg es§ owners. She
added former Nevada Attorney General Catherine Cortez Masto weld & in attendance

isteici Board of Health
Action Plan and
Operation Rescue. She reminded the Board of the Annual Aigk¢) Takoe Summit. Lastly,
she said the state of the County address would take plack ember 1, 2016 at Bartley
Ranch.

3:58 p.m. The Board recessed.

4:00 p.m. The Board reconvened with'g

16-0763 AGENDA ITE ~ eng, discussion, and possible action to

Washoe County Commission pursuant to NRS 278.040 and
Washoe Coy ) Degelopment Code sectron 110. 912 05(f) for Mr. Daly s

ng Commission Rule 1.04 and Due Process. If just cause is
. County Commission may take possible action to remove
as G. Daly from the Washoe County Planning Commission.

ob Webb, Community Services Department Planning Manager, stated
d a very extensive staff report on the matter. He noted staff received
corregpondence from Mark Gunderson, Esquire, who was representing Planning
Commissioner Thomas Daly, on Friday, August 19, 2016. A copy of the letter was
provided to the Board and was part of the public record. The two topics in the alleged
violations which formed the basis for the possible action to remove Mr. Daly from the
Planning Commission were outlined in a notice to Mr. Daly. The two topics of alleged
violations were: 1) Mr. Daly violated Rule 1.04(a)(ii)(d) from the Planning
Commission’s Rules, Policies and Procedures. He explained the rule pertained to
adjudicative matters of which the proposed subdivision known as Colina Rosa was
classified. The rule had two components. First it charged planning commissioners to keep
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an open mind. Second, the rule required planning commissioners to “not form or
communicate any preferences or thoughts that might be perceived as prehearing bias.”
Secondly, Mr. Daly was advised and admonished on three separate occasions that his
written comments in an opinion editorial (op-ed) letter to the Reno Gazette-Journal,
published on April 19, 2016 in advanced of the scheduled May 3, 2016 Planning
Commission Public Hearing on the Colina Rosa case violated both the applicant’s rights
to an impartial hearing before the Planning Commission and the rule.

Jan Galassini, Chief Deputy County Clerk, noted there was acket
distributed to each Commissioner which would be placed on file with the Clerk. %

On the call for public comment, Cathy Brandhorst spoke ab rs of

concern to herself.

/"Q
Q
Roger Edwards said he was impressed with Mr. Dx Work. He stated

defending his neighborhood. He added if every mistake and g :
before the Board with a termination option, the Board mi :

right. He mentioned Chair Jung’s comments abofat yave Our Schools and Hillary Clinton
showed bias. He stated the Board could cens ¥Daly but it would be inappropriate to
remove him from the Planning Commissiof
b L

X e Board appointed the Planning Commission
members it gave those individ@als*#jurisdictional area. The citizens of that area could
voice their concerns, which was What Mr. Daly had done. She urged the Board to rule in
favor of the neighborhood. 4 }

Tom 6 Herway said the reason for the hearing was due Mr. Daly’s
refusal of the &g%f %ney s advice to recuse himself from a second hearing. He
mentioned Mr. Paly 5ok a position which he held throughout the process. He added
recusal was asyohugtary act on the part of the official where there was a real or perceived
conflict of i _, . He believed there was no conflict of interest. He noted Mr. Daly was

£ and he asked the Board to terminate the hearing.

William Sanchez spoke in favor of Mr. Daly’s continuance on the
annin g , Commission. He said if it was not for Mr. Daly he would not have received any
information on the subdivision. He remarked Mr. Daly voiced the opinions of the
neighbors in the district. He asked the Board to consider dismissing the hearing.

Cliff Low hoped the Board would take the time to read the numerous

emails submitted by individuals who supported Mr. Daly. He said he looked at the
opinion editorial and there was nothing in it that warranted the hearing. He encouraged
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the Board to take no action. He stated any action could possibly discourage people from
coming forward when the Board solicited applicants for various appointments.

Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, explained that he and Nathan Edwards,
Deputy District Attorney, would attempt to play different roles. He informed the Board
Mr. Edwards would outline the legal standards from the Planning Department and
County Management’s perspective, while he would be available to advise the Board on
possible questions they may have, their options or the decision.

By,

Mr. Edwards explained the importance of due process as it related to
liberty. He quoted Daniel Webster who said of due process, “a law which hearg &
condemns, which proceeds upon inquiry, and renders judgment only aft f
meaning was that every citizen would hold his life, liberty, property @n unities
under the protection of the general rules that governed society. %ﬂ?oted another
description of due process by stating, “The guaranty of due proces&%m s one of the
most important to be found in the Federal Constitution or any gfthe mendments... It
has been described as the very essence of a scheme of ordergd:jUisgi de... and it has been
said that without it the right to private property could not bé&said toj&xist, in the sense in
which it is known to our laws.” He asked the Board to 1 iagineaysystem without fairness,

to discharge their duties
again: that and guarded against those
Ble were entitled to hearings presided
| ext€nded not only to the courts but to
€t s"“rnatters. The Planning Commission was
an administrative tribunal and it ,@Qn atted adjudicative proceedings. Planning
Commissioners were required to eeg déﬁ%ﬁ%@emselves impartially in Planning Commission

»n ruled on the Colina Rosa project. At the conclusion of
first of the two hearings, no action was taken by the
agd Mr. Daly announced his opposition to the project; as well as,

dting date, the Reno Gazette-Journal published an op-ed authored by Mr.
high Jie condemned the project, detalled his reasons why he opposed the

was ‘admonished. Mr. Daly was also informed he would be required to recuse himself and
that he would be disqualified from participating. He remarked staff explained the reasons,
including the Planning Commission rule which had been previously cited to the Board.
He pointed out a case in the staff report called Nasha LLC v the City of Los Angeles. In
that case, which was remarkably similar, a Planning Commissioner had opposed a
development of homes in a scenic corridor and that Planning Commissioner prepared an
article or op-ed opposing the project, which was published in a local newspaper or new
publication. The project was denied and a challenge was brought in court. The court
threw out the denial by stating that the Planning Commissioner should have recused
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himself and that the Planning Commissioner violated the due process rights of the
developer. In addition to the Nasha LLC case, he noted Rule 1.04, the Planning
Commission’s Rules, Policies and Procedures. The relevant portion of that rule stated,
“Commissioners must keep an open mind and not form or communicate any preferences
or thoughts that may be perceived as prehearing bias.” He added those same rules had
been provided to Mr. Daly in connection with his orientation within a year prior to the
proceedings of the Colina Rosa project. He noted the rule had two components,
communication indicating prehearing bias should be avoided and commissioners were
required to keep an open mind. He gave a recount of the events between the ;@ and

May meetings, including his advice to Mr. Daly to recuse himself, which Mr<
£

the Planning Commission rules were not violated because his op-ed was %yb mid-
hearing and not prehearing. 2) He argued that his op-ed was not proble; because it

igeting. 3) He
hey wanted in

3 aly’s defenses. He
eniporaneously on an item
%an op-ed weeks later to

technical and missed the point. He provided a rebuttal to each,
added there was an enormous difference between speaking &4

was not a Planning Commissioner’s job to go @utSato the public court of opinion and
attempt to stir up opposition to projects. A Plantithg Commissioner’s job was to attend
meetings, listen to the evidence presen
required in the Development Code ap dg

violated due process requiremen ardless of the outcome of the proceedings. He said

Mr. Daly failed to hear befege he &ndemned, he failed to proceed upon inquiry, and he
ter trial. He informed the Board the decision before them

was to decide whegher fat happened equated or arose to the level of just cause for
removal. He closedAy Stating it was the position of the District Attorney’s Office that it

G issioner Berkbigler asked Mr. Edwards to address whether Mr.
endment right to speak his piece was violated.

%, Mr. Edwards replied that argument was clearly wrong. He gave an
example of a legal matter involving a Sparks Councilmember, Mike Carrigan, who was
cited for an ethics violation. He explained Mr. Carrigan claimed the rule requiring his
recusal in a certain case violated his First Amendment rights. The Nevada Supreme Court
agreed with Mr. Carrigan and ruled in his favor; however, the United States Supreme
Court took the case up on certiorari and ruled against the Nevada Supreme Court. The
United States Supreme Court concluded there was no First Amendment right of the
councilmember to participate in the proceedings. He reiterated the fact that after writing
the op-ed, Mr. Daly failed to recuse or disqualify himself. He mentioned simply writing
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the op-ed was Mr. Daly’s own business; however, it raised other legal issues given his
role as a Planning Commissioner with respect to participating in a pending proceeding
before the Planning Commission. He noted there was clearly no First Amendment right
on the part of a Planning Commissioner to participate in those proceedings per the
Carrigan case.

Chair Jung sought clarification as to whether the Board had the statutory
right to sanction or censure Mr. Daly.

only options. He noted another case in which a removal proceeding resulted in g
however, the censure was overturned by a Court because the Court essenti
only options were to remove or not to remove.

Chair Jung asked if Planning Commissioners had j Ju
whether they had constituents.

Mr Edwards replied Planning Coissi

Commissioner Lu
for a Planning Commissiones,

practice to provide ;.
were prov1ded rules related to the Open Meeting Law, the ethics chapter, the
findings; as ther issues.

P % “ommissioner Lucey asked whether Mr. Daly was taken through the
P c* fie Opening Meeting Law.

Mr. Edwards replied yes.
Commissioner Lucey inquired as to how long the training was.
Mr. Webb stated the training was usually between two to three hours

depending on the questions received from the Planning Commissioners. He noted legal
staff covered the items Mr. Edwards laid out.
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Commissioner Lucey sought confirmation of his understanding that a big
portion of the training process involved the discussion of the Open Meeting Law and due
process.

Mr. Webb replied that was correct. He remarked Mr. Edwards, as the
Planning Commission’s counsel, covered two key aspects, the Open Meeting Law and
ethics, which took up about half of the orientation time.

Chair Jung asked whether the Board and the Planning Commission had
different rules when it came to prejudging or due process.

regardless of the public body, came down to whether an item wag_ 1€Bis
adjudicative. Adjudicative meant it was like a court proceeding. Legisé) ivewas when the
Board considered the adoption of a new Ordinance or an amendmentito aff Ordinance. In
adjudicative matters before any administrative tribunal, everypné
process rights. It did not matter whether it was the Board or t

whether there was just cause for the removal of Mr. Dalyfrom the Planning Commission.
ifiéd termifiation of Mr. Daly’s service. He
noted the County’s rules stated just cause could § e
Neglect of Duty. 3) Malfeasance. He insistet
case of Jones v. Eight Judicial District €
where a judge was removed in Las Vegag, i}
claim of malfeasance, that waga hgl ofjtened inquiry, and a very serious claim of
misconduct. He added the Nevaga

act of willful conduct, corrupt n oL
intent to defraud, corruptips, evil intent or motive which must appear clearly on the
record. He stated misjud as not malfeasance. He provided an overview of the

" he was going to vote the project down, but rather he asked for
time to looksat¥the applicant’s application. If time was not provided to review the
herphe would vote no. He continued to say Mr. Daly did not vote no out of

Ar. Daly’s op-ed, he said he would support residential development;
.. , the applicant’s plan for excessive density was unacceptable as it lacked an
appregigtion for the scenic core, and did not address traffic and fire issues. He added the
applicant regrouped after receiving feedback and made changes to their application based
on the comments. He stated there was no question procedural due process was followed
and substantive due process was satisfied. He remarked the applicant received a fair
hearing. He concluded Mr. Daly’s stated intentions in the op-ed only dealt with the first
hearing.

E

Commissioner Berkbigler inquired whether Mr. Gunderson’s position was
that Mr. Daly’s actions were a misjudgment.
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Mr. Gunderson replied in order to find malfeasance the Board had to find
more than misjudgment. He said the Board might question Mr. Daly’s judgment, but it
did not rise to the level as defined by the Nevada Supreme Court in the Jones case.

Chair Jung asked which Planning Commissioner moved for a continuance.

Mr. Gunderson replied Mr. Daly.

Chair Jung inquired whether Mr. Daly announced his opposruon
initial meeting.

give the apphcant an opportunity to prov1de more information.

Chair Jung sought clarification as to whether Mr,,
between the two hearings.

Mr Gunderson responded in the affig g e added there was a

Chair Jung asserted the only reagon“the application was changed by the
applicant was due to Mr. Daly’s opposition &hd t&juest for continuance. She expressed
her concern that Mr. Daly had not acknow his fault. She stated the County had a
liability as well. The County insured thesR g Commission’s actions.

Mr. Gunderson4 Bis job was to be an advocate for Mr. Daly and he
indicated the Board would hear frop Mr. Daly.

“ord. He read the statement which highlighted the events
statement was placed on file with the Clerk.

%  Commissioner Lucey asked Mr. Daly what the intent and the reasoning
was tar him to author the op-ed in between the two hearings.

Mr. Daly replied the op-ed was meant to notify the effected community.

Commissioner Lucey asked why Mr. Daly gave the extra commentary
within the op-ed in regards to his position or stance on the issue.

Mr. Daly said he was just repeating what was in the meeting minutes.
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Commissioner Lucey inquired whether as a Planning Commissioner, Mr.
Daly believed there were processes that needed to be set forth by each elected or
appointed official, and that inherently they needed to follow those processes set forth
based upon a code of conduct and code of ethics.

Mr. Daly stated the Planning Commission had presented unanimous
recommendations to the Board that the Board unanimously rejected. He noted as a
Planning Commissioner he made policy.

Comrmssmner Lucey remarked he was not going to dictate to Mr ‘Paly

mentioned he had remained unbiased throughout the independent dlscuss10n§ e hiafl with
Mr. Daly. He asked Mr. Daly why he did not just respond to the multityde“&fiemails he
received versus writing an op-ed for the Reno Gazette-Journal. L

sient; 1f) oufeach regarding the
largest development prOJect on the Mount Rose corrid xhe moved to the area in

2006.

; e thought he wrote the op-ed on April 24th.

month prior to the May
oner Lucey asked whether Mr. Daly had direct contact with him.
r. Daly said he and Commissioner Lucey spoke all the time.

, Commissioner Berkbigler inquired whether Mr. Daly understood that a
recusal from a vote was also considered a no vote.

Mr. Daly replied it would not have been a yes vote.
Commissioner Berkbigler stated it was the responsibility of the Board and
various Commissions to take legal advice from the District Attorney’s Office. She asked

why he did not take the advice from the Planning Commission’s staff attorney to recuse
himself.
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Mr. Daly replied the final decision on recusal was his and not the
attorney’s.

Commissioner Berkbigler acknowledged Mr. Daly could not be forced to
recuse himself; however, he was receiving advice from the Deputy District Attorney
whose job it was to look at the regulations, the rules and the law as it related to the
business of the County. She noted the Deputy District Attorney’s advice was for him to
recuse himself. She affirmed as a Planning Commissioner, Mr. Daly had a responsibility
to the County and should have followed the terms and dictates of the Deputy 4
Attorney rather than his own personal opinion.

hearings on the Colina Rosa project were given.

Mr. Lloyd replied all legal ey
af ot required or mandated by Code or
oard (CAB) meeting.

e April 5th and May 3rd hearings. He inquired
the changes.

ssibn. The second imposed change requested by staff was to include
bg for a free right turn lane at Edmonton Drive and Butch Cassidy Drive.

Mr. Lipparelli asked whether the applicant agreed to the changes and if the
changes part of the final vote.

Mr. Lloyd replied yes to both inquiries. He said there was one change that
was made during the hearing that came about during discussion from the Planning
Commission and that was to change the set-backs, which was never proposed by the
applicant or by staff.
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Mr. Lipparelli stated it had not been an easy thing for the District
Attorney’s Office to give advice on the matter. He said the meeting between Mr. Daly,
Mr. Edwards, Mr. Whitney and himself was held in private because of concerns that
arose from outside statements and the op-ed. He added staff wanted to give Mr. Daly
advice privately so that he would have a chance to consider it. The meeting was difficult
and it took almost two months from the time of the Planning Commission meeting on
May 3rd until County Management made a decision to give Mr. Daly notice of the just

Comm1sswner could be removed for just cause. He said there was a sectlon unty

roles. He stated the concern regarding the op-ed statement, w. fcated Mr. Daly’s
mind was made up on the project, was that it cut off due procg ¢
process to continue as the statements had been made. The h 5
was not over until it was over, so comments in betweels
of a judge stepping out in the middle of a trial to give
their thoughts were about the matter. He said thibehavi6r was very alarming. He noted
the California case which had similar facts that l¢ad %y a court striking down a decision of
a Planning Commission for the very same is&y taff wanted Mr. Daly to understand
the seriousness of his actions and why tho ons placed the County in a perilous legal
position. At the time, nobody knew wi outcome of the Planning Commission’s
decision was going to be. He stg d Mr. Daly’s considerable intellect and powers of
persuasion caused his colleagy te the project down, the applicant would have had
a custom-made lawsuit. The fact thedpplicant did not sue because they got most of what
they wanted did not mean.the Co‘%nty should not take a serious look at the foul staff
thought was committed. led if Planning Commissioners could say whatever they
eeting was concluded and before a decision point was
reached, the Coupty d lose the ability to assure people who came to the meetings
that a decision g to be made based on what was represented on the record. He
explained thesgetision the Planning Commission was making at the hearings was on a
tentative mép, At that point density issues were not considered. In Mr. Daly’s op-ed he
od o ‘project as a high density project and said the planned excessive density

S in two parts and it
ould be the equivalent

legal ounsel then the vote on the Planning Comm1ssmn would be adjusted to reflect his
abstention for an ethical reason. He provided his closing argument by stating neither Mr.
Edwards nor himself expect elected officials or other County clients of theirs to take their
advice word-for-word. As advisors, they did their best to try to say what they thought the
law was. He continued by saying the California case and the other cases on due process
caused staff to inform Mr. Daly that his actions were very concerning and it could
potentially place the County in an untenable legal position. The County would have no
defense to the claims due process was violated. Since Mr. Daly chose not to take the
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advice of counsel, his actions placed the County in legal jeopardy. No other Planning
Commissioner to his knowledge had taken these actions before; therefore, there had
never been an attempt to remove a Planning Commissioner. He remarked as Mr. Edwards
said it was not that Mr. Daly voted no, but as an adjudicative board member he could not
make up his mind before the process was over. If the Board found just cause, then they
were justified in removing him. If the Board did not find just cause, he advised the Board
not to take any action since there was no lesser offense. The Board could not censure,
reprimand or suspend Mr. Daly. It was either removal or Mr. Daly would stay on the
Planning Commission. Either decision would have legal consequences on thgir own

which he said he would handle. %’
Commissioner Hartung noted the Commissioners had bee ed by
various people who wanted to know where they stood and tried to sway { Fate SO they

was that there were comments made during an open meetmg whlcm er 1terated in an
op-ed. He stated he did not agree with what Mr. Daly did but h¢wa }h’ot sure he found
the action mortal. He thought the Board’s action could potent' 3]

advocacy in Mr. Daly’s case. He remarked M,
the law was the law. The Board and th¢ - ng Commission were bound by rules
When a person stepped into that role W as an adjudicative member of a board,
ased. step as they walked through the process. He said

gained@unbiased. He asserted there were a multitude of

options presented to Mr. Daly to W through the process and he chose the option of an

followed. She sgid }g‘,)- as a clear demonstration that Mr. Daly did not have an open
mind and he fo ted or communicated his preference to convey a preheanng bias. She

exp S v. from both sides which womed her. She said she supported the motion because it
was Commissioner Lucey’s appointee to the Planning Commission, and she believed

Commissioner Lucey and the District Attorney made their case.

On motion by Commissioner Lucey, seconded by Commissioner

Berkbigler, which motion duly carried with Commissioners Hartung and Herman voting

no”, it was ordered that Thomas G. Daly be removed from the Planning Commission
based upon the evidence presented.
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16-0764 AGENDA ITEM 20 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.

16-0765 AGENDA ITEM 21 Public Comment.

Cathy Brandhorst spoke about matters of concern to herself.
5:33 p.m. Commissioner Lucey left the meeting.

Jeff Church expressed his concerns with the Washog Cyunty School
District’s (WCSD) unilateral decisions regarding its Oversi #nd Protection
Committees. He spoke about WCSD’s potential violations and fifged”the Board not to

allow the WCSD to dictate who served on those committee mted the committees
to meet and do their jobs.

arid expressed negative opinions

gt the difference was between what
@dmmissioner Daly did. He thought
ce to the residents with his opinion

towards the Colina Rosa subdivision. He ask%
Planning Commissioner Prough and Plannis

16-0766 perative Agreement between the State of Nevada, Department of
pansportation and Washoe County Community Services Department for
y “pedestrian improvements, including sidewalk, curb and gutter, handicap
* ramps at various Washoe County school locations. (Minute Item No. 15-
0165 from the Board of County Commissioner’s meeting of February 24,

2015.)

MONTHLY FINANCIAL STATEMENTS:

16-0767 Monthly Statement of the Washoe County Treasurer for month ending
June 30, 2016.
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QUARTERLY FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

16-0768 Quarterly Financial Statement of the Clerk of the Court for quarter ending
June 2016.

16-0769 Quarterly Financial Statement of the County Clerk - FY 2015/2016 for
quarter April 1 through June 30, 2016.

TENTATIVE BUDGETS / FINAL BUDGETS

16-0770 Sun Valley General Improvement District’s budget for fiscal ye
2017.

* * * * % * * %* %*

5:41 p.m. There being no further business to discuss, the,f Hg was adjourned

without objection.

¥

£
]

“KITTY K. JUNG, Chair
ashoe County Commission

ATTEST:
NANCY PARENT, C k and
C mmissioners

Clerk of the Boardof €

Minutes Preparediby

Michael Siva, L ounty Clerk
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