BOARD OF COUNTY COWM SSI ONERS, WASHCE COUNTY, NEVADA
TUESDAY 5:15 P.M FEBRUARY 11, 1997
PRESENT:

Grant Sins, Chairman
Joanne Bond, Vice Chairman
Jim Gl | oway, Commi ssioner
M ke Mouliot, Conmi ssioner
Ji m Shaw, Comm ssi oner

Judi Bailey, County Clerk
John Maclntyre, County Manager
Madel yn Shi pman, Legal Counse

The Board net in regular session in the Comm ssion Chanbers of the Washoe County Adnministration Conplex, 1001 East Ninth Street,
Reno, Nevada. It was noted on the record that the clock in the Chanbers was approximtely 6 mnutes slow. Follow ng the pledge of
al l egiance to the flag of our Country, the Clerk called the roll and the Board conducted the follow ng business:

97-116 AGENDA

In accordance with the Open Meeting Law, on notion by Conm ssioner Bond, seconded by Conmm ssioner Muliot, which notion duly
carried, Chairman Sins ordered that the agenda for the February 11, 1997, neeting be approved.

PUBLI C COMMENTS

M. WIIl Brown, President of the Spanish Springs Valley Ranches Property Oamer's Association, as well as M. Dave Lewis and M.
Hunter, SSVR residents, stated that the residents in their association are extrenely upset because of the drastic increases in
their taxes, especially in light of the fact that they receive little or no County services.

M NUTES

Concerni ng the adoption of the Board' s Rules and Procedures for 1997/98, Commi ssioner Galloway stated that the m nutes of the
January 6, 1997, neeting do not reflect his understanding of the Board's desire concerning the grandfathering of certain menber
appoi ntnments to other Boards and Conm ssions. Follow ng discussion, the County Clerk was directed to prepare a transcript of the
comrents made concerning that particular issue and that it, and approval of said m nutes, be placed on a future agenda for further
clarification.

On notion by Conm ssioner Shaw, seconded by Conmi ssioner Galloway, which notion duly carried with Commi ssioner Bond abstaini ng due
to absence, Chairman Sinms ordered that the minutes of the regular neeting of January 14, 1997, be approved.

On notion by Comm ssioner Bond, seconded by Comm ssioner Shaw, which motion duly carried with Comm ssioner Mouliot abstaining due
to absence, Chairman Sinms ordered that the m nutes of the regular neeting of January 21, 1997, be approved.

97-117 AUTHORI ZATI ON TO ADVERTI SE FOR BI DS - BOVWERS MANSI ON PARK PAVI NG - PUBLI C WORKS

Upon recomrendati on of Gene Sullivan, Parks and Recreation Director, on notion by Conm ssioner Bond, seconded by Conm ssioner
Shaw, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that the Public Works Departnent be authorized to advertise for bids for paving of
roads and parking |lots at Bowers Mansion Park.

97-118 AUTHORI ZATI ON TO PURCHASE COMPUTER - ASSESSCR



Upon recomrendati on of Bob McGowan, Washoe County Assessor, on notion by Conm ssioner Bond, seconded by Comm ssioner Shaw, which
nmotion duly carried, Chairman Sins ordered that the Assessor's Ofice be granted pernission to purchase a Pentium Pro Conputer
with Wndows 95 to run Arc/View nore efficiently and test the new apprai sal packages that require Wndows 95. It was noted that
the cost is approxi mately $4,000 and that the funds are available in the Assessor's current budget.

97-119 BUDGET AMENDMENT - FY 1996/ 97 DAYBREAK PROGRAM - HEALTH DEPARTMENT

Upon recomendation of Dave Rice, District Health O ficer, on notion by Comr ssioner Bond, seconded by Conm ssioner Shaw, which
notion duly carried, Chairman Sins ordered that the followi ng anendnents increasing the FY 1996/ 97 Daybreak Program budget,
resulting froma donation made by General & Vascul ar Associ ates, be approved:

002-1700-17420-5802 Donat i ons $1, 000. 00
-17420- 7375 Speci al Awards $1, 000. 00

97-120 COURSE ENROLLMENTS

Upon recommendati on of Joanne Ray, Personnel Division, on notion by Conm ssioner Bond, seconded by Commi ssioner Shaw, which notion
duly carried, Chairman Sins ordered that the follow ng enpl oyees be granted approval to enroll in the follow ng courses and to
seek rei mbursenent for expenses upon satisfactory conpletion of the course with a grade of "B" or better

1. Moyses Cal deron, Community Qutreach Specialist, Juvenile Services, for a course entitled "Counseling the Culturally Diverse"
(CEP 751) at the University of Nevada, Reno.

2. Adriana L. Bain, Community CQutreach Worker, Juvenile Services, for two courses entitled "Introduction to Counseling and
Gui dance" (CEP 600) and "Counseling the Culturally Diverse" (CEP 751) at the University of Nevada, Reno.

3. Robin Greco, Collections Analyst, for a course entitled "Advanced Conversati onal Spanish" at Truckee Meadows Community Col | ege.

4. Lori Mendoza, Building Inspection Technician I, for a course entitled "Conputer Literacy Software" (COTl 202) at Truckee Meadows
Communi ty Col | ege.

97-121 ACCEPTANCE OF COVPUTER EQUI PMENT - SHERI FF

Upon recomendati on of Sheriff Richard Kirkland, on notion by Conm ssioner Bond, seconded by Commi ssioner Shaw, which notion duly
carried, Chairman Sins ordered that the Sheriff be authorized to accept a donation fromthe Conmm ssary Fund of 2 Hew ett Packard
DeskJet 820Cse printers ($499.99/each) and a Mcrosoft Standard O fice program package ($459.99) to be used for the Sheriff's
Communi ty Work Program

97-122 DONATI ON OF FEDERAL FORFEI TURE FUNDS TO THE SUN VALLEY BOY SCOUTS, TROOP #137 - SHERI FF

Upon recomendati on of Sheriff Richard Kirkland, on notion by Conm ssioner Bond, seconded by Commi ssioner Shaw, which notion duly
carried, Chairman Sins ordered that a donation from Federal Forfeiture Funds, 15141D, of $700.00 to the Sun Valley Boy Scouts,
Troop #137, be approved.

97-123 MUTUAL Al D AGREEMENT - CARSON CI TY AND WASHCE COUNTY SHERI FF

Upon recomendati on of Sheriff Richard Kirkland, on notion by Conm ssioner Bond, seconded by Commi ssioner Shaw, which notion duly
carried, it was ordered that a Miutual Aid Agreenent between Washoe County (Sheriff) and Carson City (Sheriff), concerning

furni shing | aw enf orcenment personnel, resources and facilities to each other as nay be necessary for the good of the citizens of
Washoe County and Carson City, or, in the event of such magnitude that is, or is |likely to be, beyond the control of a single



party and which requires the conmbined efforts of both parties, be approved and Chairnan Sins authorized to execute on behal f of
Washoe County.

97-124 ACCEPTANCE OF DONATI ON - HELI COPTERS - SHERI FF

Sheriff Richard Kirkland was present and responded to questions of the Board. Upon recomrendati on of the Sheriff, on notion by
Commi ssi oner Gal | oway, seconded by Comr ssioner Mouliot, which nmotion duly carried, Chairman Sins ordered that the Sheriff be
authorized to accept the donation of two South Dakota Army National Guard OH 58 (Jet Ranger) Helicopters to be used in drug
suppression and | aw enforcenent apprehension activities. It was noted that the helicopters will also be used in search and rescue
m ssions and other rel ated energenci es such as the recent flood and that these were obtained as part of the Sheriff's continuing
participation in the DRMO (Defense Reutilization Marketing O fice) program

97-125 AUTHORI ZATI ON FOR HELI COPTER TRANSPORTATI ON EXPENSE - SHERI FF

Sheriff Richard Kirkland was present and responded to questions of the Board. Upon recomrendati on of the Sheriff, on notion by
Commi ssi oner Bond, seconded by Commi ssioner Shaw, which nmotion duly carried, Chairman Sinms ordered that paynent in the estimated
amount of $5,300 for two Nevada Arny National Guard helicopter pilots and one nechanic to assist in the retrieval of two
helicopters that have been donated to the Sheriff's Ofice by the Departnent of the Arny (see: Item 97-124) be authorized.

97-126 RESOLUTI ON - SUPPORT OF REG ONAL PUBLI C SAFETY TRAI NI NG CENTER - MANAGER

Upon recomrendati on of John Maclntyre, County Manager, who provi ded background i nformati on and answered questions of the Board, on
notion by Conmmi ssioner Mouliot, seconded by Conmm ssioner Galloway, which nmotion duly carried, it was ordered that the foll ow ng
resolution be adopted and duly executed:

RESOLUTI ON OF SUPPORT FOR A REG ONAL PUBLI C SAFETY TRAI Nl NG CENTER ON CERTAI N STATE- OANED LAND NEAR GALLETTI WAY, SPARKS, NEVADA

WHEREAS, The City of Reno, the City of Sparks, Washoe County and the State of Nevada Division of Forestry all agree on the need
for an interagency regional public safety training center for the proper training of public safety personnel; and

WHEREAS, The Regi onal Pl anni ng Governi ng Board has recomended the establishment of an interagency regional public safety training
center at an appropriate location within the Truckee Meadows; and

WHEREAS, Washoe County is desirous of being an active partner in the provision of training services for public safety personnel
and

WHEREAS, The State of Nevada owns a |l arge parcel of land near Galletti WAy in Sparks which may be available for the establishnent
of an interagency regional public safety training center, is centrally located with respect to potential users and woul d be
adequate to the needs of such a center; and

WHEREAS, The Regi onal Pl anni ng Governi ng Board has recommended the sane Galletti Way site as a preferred site for the
establishnent of a new regional public safety communi cations, dispatch and energency operations center, which would be conpatible
with and conplenentary to a regional public safety training center; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that the Board of Comnmi ssioners for Washoe County, Nevada, expresses its strong support for the establishment of an
i nteragency regional public safety training center to provide training for public safety personnel; and be it further

RESOLVED, That the Washoe County Board of Conmi ssioners urges the appropriate officials of the State of Nevada to give favorable
consideration to the use of the Galletti Way site for the establishnment of both an interagency regional public safety training
center and a regional public safety comuni cati ons and di spatch center



97-127 RETENTI ON OF OUTSI DE LEGAL COUNSEL TO BRI NG A COVPLAI NT AGAI NST RENO AND SPARKS CONSTABLES

John Sherman, Managenent Anal yst, explained that staff is reconmending hiring an outside attorney to bring a conplaint against the
Reno and Sparks Constabl es, revi ewed background i nformation regarding the County's audit of the Constables' revenues and
expenditures, and cited several State statutes and County ordi nances outlining the County's responsibilities concerning Constables
and giving the Comm ssioners the authority to exam ne and audit the accounts and financial records of all officers of the County,

i ncludi ng the Constables. He stated that both the Reno and Sparks Constabl es have refused to provide the auditors with bank
account information and that the accuracy and reliability of the quarterly reports subnmitted by the Constabl es cannot be verified
wi t hout that information

M. Sherman further explained that there are two significant issues before the Board; that one is a challenge to the Board of
County Conmi ssioners' authority and responsibilities relative to the Reno and Sparks Constables' financial transactions; and that
the second issue is the refusal of the Constables to provide the docunmentati on necessary to verify the accuracy of their quarterly
reports. He also stated that the conpensation issue raised previously by the Sparks Constable, and which is currently being
litigated, is secondary to these issues.

Commi ssi oner Shaw inquired as to the statements in the recommendati on nenorandum regardi ng fiscal inpact wherein M. Sherman
states that the Constables would ultinmately be responsible for all court costs should the County prevail in the action. Lega
Counsel Madel yn Shi pman stated that there is no guarantee of that as it would be decided by the court.

Spar ks Const abl e John Langon stated that the auditors were given all the books; that he instructed his staff to assist the
auditors in any way possible; and that the auditors had all the information they needed to prevail in the audit. He stated that
the issue is his conpensation (fees); that he believes that the noney is his; that the records he is withholding is his persona
bank account; and that the only way to settle this is to go to court. Constable Langon further stated that he does not think it is
right for the taxpayers to keep paying for all these outside attorneys.

Upon recomendation of M. Sherman, on notion by Comr ssioner Muliot, seconded by Commi ssioner Bond, which notion duly carri ed,
Chairman Sins ordered that staff be authorized to retain an attorney to bring a conplaint against the Reno and Sparks Const abl es
for an accounting of the revenues and expenditures of those offices; that the conplaint seek paynment fromthe Reno and Sparks
Constables for all costs and attorney's fees related to the conplaint; and that the accounting includes a conprehensive audit of
the quarterly reports for the 1995/96 fiscal year and the first two quarters of fiscal year 1996/ 97.

97- 128 RESCLUTI ON - SPECI AL ASSESSMENT DI STRI CT NO. 23 ( SOUTHWEST PO NTE- WHI TES CREEK LANE)

Robert Sader, Attorney, representing Sout hwest Pointe, was present and responded to questions of the Board. Chairman Sins noted
t hat passage of this resolution does not obligate the County to create the District.

On notion by Comm ssioner Bond, seconded by Commi ssioner Galloway, which nmotion duly carried, it was ordered that the foll ow ng
resolution be adopted and Chairman Sins authorized to execute on behalf of Washoe County:

RESOLUTI ON NO. 97-128

A RESOLUTI ON CONCERNI NG A WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA, SPECI AL ASSESSMENT DI STRICT NO. 23 (SOUTHWEST PO NTE-WHI TES CREEK LANE) ;
AUTHORI ZI NG STAFF TO NEGOTI ATE W TH THE DEVELOPERS FOR THE FORMATI ON OF THE DI STRI CT; AND PROVI DI NG THE EFFECTI VE DATE HEREOF

WHEREAS, the Board of County Conmi ssioners (the "Board") of the County of Washoe (the "County"), and State of Nevada, pursuant to
the County's special assessnent guidelines dated February, 1992 (the "Guidelines"), requires the subm ssion of a petition and an
application to initiate the formati on of a special assessnent district; and

WHEREAS, The Nell J. Redfield Trust and Sout hwest Pointe Partners (collectively, the "Devel opers") have submtted a petition and
application to forman assessnent district in the southwest area of the Truckee Meadows for the purpose of installing certain



domestic and nonpotabl e water and street inprovenents to serve a devel opnent known as " Sout hwest Pointe," including inprovenents
in and al ong Wiites Creek Lane (the "District"); and

WHEREAS, the Board now desires to authorize staff to begin negotiating the particulars of the financing,
NOW THEREFORE, BE | T RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COWM SSI ONERS OF THE COUNTY OF WASHOE, | N THE STATE OF NEVADA

Section 1. The Board, pursuant to the Guidelines, hereby authorizes staff to begin to negotiate the particulars of the financing
with the Devel opers, subject to the Devel opers nmeking a security deposit with the County in the formof cash, a letter of credit,
surety bond, or other formof security acceptable to the County Manager or his designee in the anmobunt of $62,000.00, to be used to
pay the costs described in the Guidelines.

Section 2. The District shall be known as Washoe County Special Assessnent District No. 23 (Sout hwest Point-Wiites Creek Lane).

Section 3. All action, proceedings, matters and things heretofore taken, had and done by the County, and the officers thereof (not
i nconsistent with the provisions of this resolution), concerning the District, be, and the sanme hereby are, ratified, approved and
confirmed.

Section 4. The officers of the County be, and they hereby are, authorized and directed to take all action necessary or appropriate
to effectuate the provisions of this resolution, including, without Iimting the generality of the foregoing, the preparation of
all further necessary contract docunents, |egal proceedings, and other itens necessary or desirable for the acquisition of the

i mprovenents and for the conpletion of the District.

Section 5. Passage of this Resolution does not obligate the County to create the District, issue bonds therefor, or to give any
approvals to any projects in the District or el sewhere.

Section 6. All resolutions, or parts thereof, in conflict with the provisions of this resolution, are hereby repealed to the
extent only of such inconsistency. This repealer shall not be construed to revive any resolution, or part thereof, heretofore
r epeal ed.

Section 7. If any section, paragraph, clause or other provision of this resolution shall for any reason be held to be invalid or
unenforceable, the invalidity or unenforceabililty of such section, paragraph, clause or other provision shall not affect any of
the remaining provisions of this resolution

97-129 LEG SLATI VE UPDATE

Mary Henderson, Public Affairs Director, stated that the Fami |y Court bill and the Constable bill will be up for consideration
Wednesday, February 12th; that she gave a presentation to the infrastructure conmttee on the County's proposed flood contro
programin conjunction with the Comrunity Devel opment Departnent; and that things are noving rather quickly in Carson City right
now.

97-130 Al RPORT ACCESS - OLD PYRAM D HI GHWAY - DI STRI CT ATTORNEY

6:00 p.m This was the tinme set for continued consideration of the issue concerning inpeded access to the airport off of Od
Pyram d H ghway. John Maclntyre, County Manager, revi ewed background information and prior Board hearings and actions regarding
this item stating that maintaining access to this airstrip is still the basic, fundanental issue before the Board. He al so
reviewed the alternative actions available to the Board as outlined in a nmenorandum from Madel yn Shi pman, Assistant District
Attorney, dated November 14, 1996; and stated that the Board had previously directed that the parties enter into negotiations,
facilitated by County staff, to try to resolve the issue, which discussions did occur and rmay still be on-going, but County staff
is no longer involved. M. Maclntyre stated that it was, and still is, his recormmendation that the Board initiate condemati on
proceedi ngs to acquire the negative easenent and renove the inpedinment to access to the airport.



Chai rman Sins asked that the Spanish Springs Pilot's Association (SSPA) representative speak first. Tom Riley, attorney, responded
and advi sed that the status of the negotiations between the pilots and M. Shane is that they are still continuing and that as
late as 5:00 p.m today, he and M. Shane's attorney were faxing proposals back and forth. He stated that the latest offer is a
new 5-year |icense agreenment that does have provisions for airport access for the pilots, as well as access to the public |ands
(BLM for the general public for outdoor recreation; and that this is very close, but the pilots want an ironcl ad agreenent
because access has been taken away fromthemin the past. M. Riley further explained that the Spanish Springs Association (SSA),
the | and owners and devel opers of the property to the east and south of the airport, do not want to see any permanent easements in
this area, so they are proposing to grant the pilots a |license which essentially is witten permnission; that the pilots are
concerned that it is something that can be easily revoked; and that they fear that without the threat of condemmation, there wll
be no further good faith negotiations. He stated that given the history of this issue and the maneuvering by M. Shane to prevent
access, he believes the pilot's fears are very valid. M. Riley stated that he agrees with the Manager's recomendation to
initiate condemation proceedi ngs and suggested that perhaps the resolution could contain a clause to the effect that the
proceedi ngs would begin in two weeks if there is still no final negotiated agreenent between the parties by then

Chai rman Sins asked what it would take to achieve pernmanent and secured access for the pilots. M. Riley responded that an
agreenent witten in very strong terns clearly stating that this is an irrevocable license in perpetuity unless the airport closes
is what he is trying to obtain for the pilots.

Chai rman Sins then asked to hear from M. Shane's representative. Pierre Hascheff, attorney, stated that it becane apparent that
an agreenment was not going to be reached between his client and the pilots; that they then began negotiating with the Spanish
Springs Associates (SSA), with whomthey have agreenents for the negative covenant and fence easenent, to allow an access to the
airport; and that they attenpted to mirror their |icense agreement with the one the pilots have with the SSA. M. Hascheff advised
that it is clear in the SSA agreenent that they are giving access to the pilots, with no conditions, and that they are giving
access to the public Iands for people who want to use the BLM property for recreational purposes. He stated that he believes they
are very close to settlenent and expressed grave concern that if the County initiates a condemmation process, there will be no
incentive to negotiate in good faith.

Conmmi ssi oner Bond asked if the agreenent contains a renewal clause.

M. Hascheff stated that it did not at first, but that an addendum concerni ng extension of the |license has been drafted as of |ate
this afternoon, which he read into the record.

Steve Tackes, al so representing the Shanes, stated that he is troubled by the concept that this airstrip is going to be permanent
and that he was under the inpression that the pilots were looking for an alternative site. He also stated that he feels they are
very close to agreenent; that there has been trenendous progress on this with a whole series of docunents goi ng back and forth;
and urged the Board to give thema little nmore tine before beginning the condemmati on process. M. Tackes stated that so many

t hi ngs have been taken out of the agreenent that it is dowm to a 3-page docunment and enphatically reiterated that he believes they
are very close to agreeing.

Commi ssi oner Galloway stated that the pilots have indicated that 5 years is not enough because they have a 20-year |ease. He then
asked M. Tackes if he sees any reason why that airport cannot operate beyond 5 years provided there were no obstacles to its
access. M. Tackes agreed that the airport could run beyond 5 years, but listed several reasons why he does not think that is very
realistic.

Conmmi ssi oner Bond stated that everyone is trying to second-guess everyone else and that is why there is no resolution yet. She
asked M. Tackes and M. Hascheff if they intend to end the negotiation if the Board starts the condemati on process. Both M.
Tackes and M. Hascheff apol ogi zed for creating the wong inpression and offered every assurance that they, and M. Shane, stil
intend to negotiate in good faith.

Chairman Sins called on the representative for the Spanish Springs Associates. Attorney Jack Hoffnan stated that the SSAis in
favor of access to the airport; that it would have been ideal if the pilots and the Shanes coul d have reached an agreenent; and



that they stand ready and willing to facilitate an agreenent that would all ow access.

He further stated that his client is not against condemation, but is against putting a public road through there, as they are
goi ng through the Specific Plan process right now.

Chairman Sins then asked if there was anyone present fromthe BLM or from NDOT. Chuck Pope, Bureau of Land Managenent (BLM, read
into the record and placed on file with the Clerk, a copy of a letter that the BLM sent out expressing the BLM s support of
mai nt ai ni ng access to the airport and offering their assistance and cooperation to Washoe County to ensure public access.

John Reed, Nevada Departnment of Transportation, Statew de Airport Inspector and Airport Planner, displayed an aerial photograph of
t he Spanish Springs airport and provi ded sone history and statistics concerning aviation in Washoe County, stating that there are
approxi mately 437 based aircraft in the area, over 3,500 registered airnmen, and over 300,000 aircraft operations in Washoe County.
M. Reed stated that he inspected the Spanish Springs airport on October 29, 1996, on behalf of NDOT and the FAA; that he found
the facilities to be acceptable and considered the airport safe for operation; and that NDOT supports the continued use of this
airport and the granting of unencunbered vehicul ar access to the airport.

Chairman Sins then asked if there was anyone else in the audi ence who wi shed to speak

Mar k Sul |'ivan, Spanish Springs Citizen Advisory Board, stated that the support for the airport has been overwhelmng and it is
very hard to swallow that one person can fight the wi shes of so many people. M. Sullivan further stated that restricting access
is high on M. Shane's list; that it is his belief that acquiring the property is M. Shane's ultimte goal citing sonme of the
things M. Shane has done to keep people fromusing the airport; and that permanent access for the pilots and the public should be
provi ded.

The foll owi ng Washoe County residents spoke in support of nmaintaining public access to both the airport and the public | ands:

Cl yde Al exander, Pyrami d Hi ghway resi dent

David WIIians

Ri ck Washer, Sun Valley resident

Charl es Hancock, Reno resident, and retired BLM enpl oyee
Don Gsborne, nenber of Washoe County Sheriff's Air Squadron
David Ruth, Pilot Instructor

Don Taberts

Ti m Soder beck

Joe DuRousseau, Pilot and Reno Firenman

Kent Herman (and for son Dan Her man)

Paul Mbrl ang

J. Edward Parker

Ceorge Meager

These citizens expressed concern that the airport and the public |lands are being | andl ocked by M. Shane; that it is M. Shane's
intention to take over the public |ands and expand the gravel pit; that the pilots do not have access to the airport; and that the
public cannot get to the BLMIland. M. Osborne, M. Ruth and M. DuRousseau, who are pilots, explained the purpose and necessity
of this airport and cited safety concerns and problens that could result because of |ack of access for energency vehicles.

M. Taberts presented a | ong chronol ogy of events and occurrences at the airport.

Paul Neuffer, SSPA, stated that the reason they are here is because their right-of-way was cancell ed, because a prescriptive
easenent was abused, because a | egal easenent was abused, because a public road was bl ocked and because public | ands are
threatened by M. Shane, who is trying to gain control of public property. He further stated that they will negotiate, but they
cannot and will not negotiate away the rights of the public; and that what they need is an agreenent that cannot be cancelled by



M . Shane.

In rebuttal, M. Hascheff reiterated many of his previous comments, stated that it was always their intent to negotiate in good
faith; that their new |icense agreenent does allow access to the airport and the public lands; and that if the Spanish Springs
Associ ates want to give the pilots a 20-year license, they will do the sane.

Commi ssi oner Gal |l oway asked M. Hoffman about the ditch that was dug next to the fence. M. Hoffrman stated that they had not
contenplated that it would be "all torn up" like it was and that they |let M. Shane know that that was not appropriate.

In response to Chairman Sins, Legal Counsel Mdel yn Shi pnman expl ai ned the condemmati on process and what woul d be obtained through
that and outlined further options including adjudicating the Od Pyrami d Road as a public road.

Fol l owi ng further discussion during which the Board nmemnmbers concurred that access to the airport, a public facility, as well as

access to the public |Iands nust be maintained, on notion by Comr ssioner Bond, seconded by Comm ssioner Muliot, which notion duly
carried, it was ordered that:

1. The follow ng resolution be adopted and Chairman Sins authorized to execute on behalf of Washoe County;

2. The parties are encouraged to continue to negotiate in good faith and nmake every effort to conme to an agreenent that will
i nsure public access to the airport and to the public | ands before the condemati on becones an issue before the court.

3. The parties provide a status report on the negotiations at the Board's February 25, 1997, neeting.

RESOLUTION - - - Authorizing Acquisition by Condemation of a Portion of a Certain Fence Easenent and Negative Covenant Oamned by
C. Patrick Shane and Linda M Shane, Husband and Wfe, Nevada Flyers, Inc., A Nevada Corporation, and Rocky Ridge, Inc., A Nevada
Corporation, for the Purpose of Providing Access to Certain Bureau of Land Managenent (BLM Property Leased and Used for Airport
Pur poses.

BE | T RESOLVED, by the Board of Washoe County Conmi ssioners, as follows:

That the public interest and necessity require the acquisition of a portion of an easenent and negative covenant, the existence of
which is presently being utilized to inpede access to an airport site within the County; and

That the airport provides a necessary facility within the region as an alternate |landing field for private planes and as an
energency landing field in general; and

BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED t hat the Departnent of Public Wbrks, in conjunction with the Ofice of District Attorney, is hereby
aut hori zed and directed:

To acquire in the nane of and in behalf of the County of Washoe the followi ng described interest in real property by the exercise
of the power of eminent donmin in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 37 of the Nevada Revi sed Statutes;

To commence and prosecute, in the name of the County of Washoe, condemati on proceedings in the proper court to condem said
interest in real property; and

To make application to said court for an order permtting the County to take possession and use of said interest in real property,
as may be necessary to provide for access to the airport, and to deposit with the clerk of court a sumequal to the value of the
prem ses sought to be condemmed pl us damages as apprai sed by County; and

To acquire a portion of an existing easenent and negative covenant of record, nmore particularly described as foll ows:



That portion of the 10' fence easenment and restrictive covenant easenent created by Docunents dated March 29, 1995 and entitled
"Fence Easenent and Agreenent" and "Negative Covenant Limiting Access" to a width of 30'fA, within Section 27, T.21N., R 20E

M D. M, Washoe County, and runni ng perpendicular to a road on the ground (approximately 15'fA on either side of the center) as
depicted on the map; an area conprised of approxi mately 300 square feet.

97-131 SPECI AL USE PERM T CASE NO. SPB11-46-85 - EXTENSION - 102 RANCH SOUTH - APPEAL OF MELI SSA SM TH (APN: 84-120-16 AND
84-212-05)

7:00 p.m This was the tinme set to conduct a public hearing, notice of which having been mailed to affected property owners on
January 30, 1997, concerning the appeal by Melissa Smth of a decision of the Washoe County Pl anni ng Conmi ssion to conditionally
approve the extension of previously approved Special Use Permt Case No. SPB11-46-85 (102 Ranch South) for Lost Dutchman
Construction (Jerry Helns) by allowi ng mning operations to continue on property |located south of Interstate 80 at the Tracy/Cl ark
I nt erchange, which project enconpasses a fil20-acre portion of two parcels totaling fi206.2 acres designated General Rural (GR) in
the Truckee Canyon Area Plan and situated in portions of Sections 26, 27, 28, 33, 34, and 35, T20N, R22E, MDM Washoe County,
Nevada.

Ron Kil gore, Departnent of Community Devel opnent, provided background informati on and answered questions of the Board.
Chai rman Sins opened the public hearing by calling on those wishing to speak regarding this item

Appel l ant Melissa Smith displayed several aerial photographs of the area that have been taken over the |l ast few years and stated
that this project has been extrenely injurious and detrinental to surrounding property; that it has greatly disturbed the
environnent; that it has changed the course of the Truckee River; and that it will take years for the river to repair itself. She
tal ked at | ength about reclamation of the land and restoration of the river and requested that the Board revoke this special use
permt.

Susan Lynn, Reno resident, expressed concerns about how this project is affecting the water quality of the Truckee River and the
conditions of the Negotiated Settlenment; and stated that the Army Corps of Engi neers and/or the Nature Conservancy is very
interested in a river restoration project through this area.

Clint Thiesse, Summt Engi neering, representing the applicant, responded to questions of the Board concerning their reclamtion
program and future plans.

There being no one el se wishing to speak, Chairman Sins closed the public hearing.

The Board asked several questions of staff. M. Kilgore stated that this is an operating business and that the question is whether
an additional 6 nonths would be harnful; and that if this were a new application for a new pit, it would be viewed very
differently. In response to Conm ssioner Shaw, M. Kilgore stated that he cannot say whether the reclamation bond will be
adequate; that the County has recently changed to the BLM nmethod of figuring reclamation costs; and that what he has tried to do
is make sure the reclamation plans do not conflict with what the Corps mght want to do, if they do anything. A discussion ensued
regardi ng i ncreasing the amunt of the restoration bond.

Commi ssi oner Bond noved to deny the appeal and conditionally grant the 6-nonth's extension with an additional request that staff
try to deternmine if the Army Corps of Engineers is going to do this project and that | egal counsel be directed to determ ne
whet her there is anyway to address the issue of the reclamation bond.

The notion was seconded by Comnr ssioner Muliot who stated that he would like to see a plan concerning what the applicant is going
to do if the Corps does not come forward with a project.

Conmmi ssi oner Shaw requested that staff nonitor this project nore closely in the next 6 nonths.



Chairnman Sins stated that if this project conmes back for another extension, he will be looking at it as if it were a new,
per manent operation. The Chairman then called for the vote on the notion, which was unaninmous, and it was ordered that:

The appeal of Melissa Smith be denied and that a 6-nmonth's extension of Special Use Pernmit Case No. SPB11-46-85 (102 Ranch Sout h)
be granted to Lost Dutchman Construction (Jerry Helns) subject to the foll ow ng conditions:

CONDI TI ONS FOR EXTENSI ON OF SPECI AL USE PERM T CASE NO. SPB11-46-85 FOR 102 RANCH SOUTH

UNLESS OTHERW SE SPECI FI ED, ALL CONDI TI ONS MUST BE MET OR FI NANCI AL ASSURANCES MUST BE PROVI DED TO SATI SFY THE CONDI TI ONS PRI OR TO
SUBM TTAL FOR A BUI LDI NG PERM T. THE AGENCY RESPONSI BLE FOR DETERM NI NG COVPLI ANCE W TH A SPECI FI C CONDI TI ON SHALL DETERM NE
WHETHER THE CONDI TI ON MUST BE FULLY COVMPLETED OR WHETHER THE APPLI CANT SHALL BE OFFERED THE OPTI ON OF PROVI DI NG FI NANCI AL
ASSURANCES. ALL AGREEMENTS, EASEMENTS, OR OTHER DOCUMENTATI ON REQUI RED BY THESE CONDI TI ONS SHALL HAVE A COPY FI LED W TH THE COUNTY
ENG NEER AND THE DEPARTMENT OF COVMUNI TY DEVELOPMENT.

COVPLI ANCE WTH THE CONDI TIONS OF THI S SPECI AL USE PERM T | S THE RESPONSI BI LI TY OF THE APPLI CANT, HI S SUCCESSOR | N | NTEREST, AND
ALL OWNERS, ASSI GNEES, AND OCCUPANTS OF THE PROPERTY AND THEI R SUCCESSORS | N | NTEREST. FAI LURE TO COVPLY W TH ANY CONDI TI ONS
| MPOSED I N THE | SSUANCE OF THE SPECI AL USE PERM T MAY RESULT I N THE | NSTI TUTI ON OF REVOCATI ON PROCEDURES

THIS PERM T SHALL EXPI RE ON JUNE 22, 1997.

WASHOE COUNTY RESERVES THE RI GHT TO REVI EW AND REVI SE THE CONDI TI ONS OF THI S APPROVAL SHOULD THEY DETERM NE THAT A SUBSEQUENT
LI CENSE OR PERM T | SSUED BY WASHOE COUNTY VI OLATES THE | NTENT OF THI S APPROVAL.

GENERAL CONDI TI ONS

1. Al plans submitted for any required permt shall be in substantial conpliance with the plans and docunents approved and nade a
part of this special use permt to the satisfaction of the Conmunity Devel opnent staff. A copy of the approved special use permt
shall be attached to any application for a required permt.

2. Should water rights and/or water and sewer facilities be required, said rights and facilities shall be offered for dedication
to Washoe County pursuant to Ordi nance 586.

3. If water is necessary, the applicant shall execute an agreenent with an appropriate water purveyor acceptable to Washoe County
for water supply or shall show evidence of an ability to supply water service. A copy of said agreenment or evidence nust be
submitted to the Uility Division and the Nevada Division of Water Resources.

4. During the period of operation, the applicant shall provi de adequate on-site dust control in the pit area, on haul roads and
for any material processing to the satisfaction of the District Health Departnent.

5. During the period of operation, all |oads of material exiting the site shall be tarped or treated for dust or |oose materi al
to the satisfaction of the District Health Departnment and Nevada Departnment of Transportation

6. If explosives are to be used, the applicant shall develop a plan for use and notification of affected property owners to the
satisfaction of the applicable fire protection agency.

7. During the period of operation, the applicant shall notify the Community Devel opnment staff, any agency from which approval to
operate has been received, and any other applicable agencies of any tenporary, seasonal, or pernanent shutdown occurrences.

8. The applicant shall subnmit a revised, detailed mning plan, to include adequate nmeasures addressing safety and environnenta
concerns, including but not Iinmted to stormdrai nage, stockpiling of topsoil, and erosion control, both during the operation and
for the phased reclamation of the site upon cessation of mining for each phase of the operation to the satisfaction of the



Engi neering Division and the District Health Departnent. The Washoe-Storey Conservation District shall review the slope
stabilization and the phased revegetation portion of the mning plan. Once the plan is approved, the applicant shall post an
adequate financial assurance to the satisfaction of the County Engi neer. The Engi neering Division shall annually reviewthe
financi al assurance and adjust its amount as deened appropriate by that division upon approval of the Board of County
Conmi ssi oners.

9. During the period of operation, the applicant's nining plan shall allow for and preserve the historic topographical drainage.
In so conplying, the applicant shall in no way increase drainage and/or runoff water to or from any adjacent property.

10. The Nevada Departnent of WIldlife shall determine if a habitat nodification pernmit is required and if so, the applicant shal
be required to obtain said permit prior to issuance of a building pernmit. Requirements of this pernmt shall be included as part of
this special use permt.

11. If the operation should cease for a period of 12 nonths, this special use permit shall becorme null and void. The applicant
will be required to file a new application with the Conmunity Devel opnent staff for appropriate review and approval

12. During the period of operation, this special use permt shall be reviewed by the Cormunity Devel opnment staff on an annua
basis. This review shall be based upon subnittal of a report by the applicant detailing conpliance with the conditions of the
speci al use permt.

13. The applicant and any successors shall direct any potential purchaser of the site and/or special use permit to neet with the
Community Devel opment staff to review the conditions of approval prior to final sale. Any subsequent purchaser shall notify the
Community Devel opnment staff of the nane, address, and contact person of the new purchaser

14. The applicant shall ensure that any financial assurances required by the provisions of this special use pernit are maintained
for the life of the project to the satisfaction of the Engineering Division. Should transfer of the site or the special use pernmt
occur without the continuation of the financial assurances, this special use pernt shall beconme null and void.

15. The applicant maintain trees and ot her |andscaping in accordance with the | andscape plan approved by the Design Review
Committee at its meeting of July 27, 1995. Dead and dying plants shall be pronptly replaced. The Departnment of Comunity
Devel opnent shall deternine conpliance with this condition.

16. The operation of any equi pnent or nmachinery shall be |linited to the hours between 6:00 a.m and 6:00 p.m inclusive for the
peri od between Novenber 1 and March 30; for the period between April 1 and October 31, the applicant may operate on a 24 hour
basi s.

17. No equi pnent or vehicles not utilized for the on-site aggregate operation shall be stored on the property. The Departnent of
Community Devel opnment shall determ ne conpliance with this condition

18. Any hazardous material shall be disposed of in accordance with District Health Departnment requirenents at a site approved by
t hat depart nment.

19. Al scrap and waste material shall be disposed of in a land fill approved by the District Health Departnent.

20. |If the Nevada Departnent of Environnental Protection requires a discharge permt, the applicant shall obtain the pernmt and
advi se the Department of Community Devel opment of the date on which the permit was obtained and every six nonths advise the
departnment of the status of the discharge permt.

21 The applicant shall post an adequate financial assurance to the satisfaction of the County Engi neer for the repair of adjacent
private or public property as a result of any mning activities on the applicant's property. This financial assurance shal
continue for a period of two years beyond the termination of mning activities by the applicant or their successors.



22. The applicant shall submit a revised mning plan establishing m ninumdistances from any excavation to adjacent waterways or
roads. The County Engi neer shall determ ne conpliance with this condition.

97-132 SPECI AL USE PERM T CASE NO. SPW.1-43-96 - PACIFIC BELL MOBILE SERVI CES - APPEAL OF RI CHARD BULIS, VERDI CITIZEN ADVI SORY
BOARD ( APN: 38-380-13)

7:00 p.m This was the tinme set to conduct a public hearing, notice of which having been mailed to affected property owners on
January 30, 1997, concerning the appeal by Richard Bulis, Chairman, Verdi Citizen Advisory Board, of the decision of the Washoe
County Pl anning Comri ssion to conditionally approve a request by Pacific Bell Mbile Services to install a f70-foot tal

transm ssion pole and a fl10-square foot equi pnment cabi net on a fi400-square foot portion of a fi45.387-acre parcel for the purpose
of wireless tel ecomruni cati ons which would be |ocated on the north side of Interstate 80 on a ridge east of Verdi and west of
Mogul , designated CGeneral Rural (GR) and Low Density Suburban (LDS) in the Verdi Area Plan and situated in a portion of Section
15, T19N, R18E, MDM Washoe County, Nevada.

Trevor Lloyd, Departnent of Community Devel opnent, presented the staff report and answered questions of the Board.
Chai rman Sins opened the public hearing by calling on anyone w shing to speak concerning this matter

Kat hryn Kelly, Pacific Bell Mbile Services, provided an overview of PacBel Mbile Services and their plans for expanding into
Western Nevada, as well as specific information regarding this proposed antenna. Ms. Kelly further stated that they have
deternmined that co-location is not technologically feasible at this particular site.

Dani el Paul, Regional Engi neering Manager, Pacific Bell Mobile Services, provided technical explanations in response to Board
menber's questions, and stated that they do co-locate whenever possible.

Chairman Sins called on the appellant to speak, but there was no response, and the hearing was closed.

On notion by Conmm ssioner Bond, seconded by Commi ssioner Galloway, which notion duly carried, Chairman Sins ordered that the
appeal be denied and the decision of the Washoe County Pl anning Comri ssion to conditionally approve Special Use Permit Case No.
SPWL1-43-96 for Pacific Bell Mbile Services be upheld and the pernmit be granted subject to the follow ng conditions:

UNLESS OTHERW SE SPECI FI ED, ALL CONDI TI ONS MJUST BE MET OR FI NANCI AL ASSURANCES MUST BE PROVI DED TO SATI SFY THE CONDI TI ONS PRI OR TO
SUBM TTAL FOR A BUI LDI NG PERM T. THE AGENCY RESPONSI BLE FOR DETERM NI NG COVPLI ANCE W TH A SPECI FI C CONDI TI ON SHALL DETERM NE
WHETHER THE CONDI TI ON MUST BE FULLY COVPLETED OR WHETHER THE APPLI CANT SHALL BE OFFERED THE OPTI ON OF PROVI DI NG FI NANCI AL
ASSURANCES. ALL AGREEMENTS, EASEMENTS, OR OTHER DOCUMENTATI ON REQUI RED BY THESE CONDI TI ONS SHALL HAVE A COPY FI LED W TH THE COUNTY
ENG NEER AND THE DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT REVI EW

COVPLI ANCE W TH THE CONDI TIONS OF THIS SPECI AL USE PERM T | S THE RESPONSI BI LI TY OF THE APPLI CANT, HI S SUCCESSOR | N | NTEREST, AND
ALL OWNERS, ASSI GNEES, AND OCCUPANTS OF THE PROPERTY AND THEI R SUCCESSORS | N | NTEREST. FAI LURE TO COVPLY W TH ANY CONDI TI ONS
| MPOSED I N THE | SSUANCE OF THE SPECI AL USE PERM T MAY RESULT I N THE | NSTI TUTI ON OF REVOCATI ON PROCEDURES

WASHOE COUNTY RESERVES THE RI GHT TO REVI EW AND REVI SE THE CONDI TI ONS OF THI S APPROVAL SHOULD THEY DETERM NE THAT A SUBSEQUENT
LI CENSE OR PERM T | SSUED BY WASHOE COUNTY VI OLATES THE | NTENT OF THI S APPROVAL.

GENERAL CONDI TI ONS

1. The applicant shall denmponstrate substantial conformance to the plans approved as part of this special use permt. The
Depart ment of Devel opnent Revi ew shall be responsible for deternmining conpliance with this condition

2. A copy of the Final Order stating conditional approval of this special use permt shall be attached to all applications for
admi nistrative permts issued by Washoe County.



3. The applicant shall conplete construction of all structures within two years fromthe date of approval by Washoe County.
4. A note shall be placed on all construction draw ngs and gradi ng plans stating:
NOTE

Shoul d any prehistoric or historic remains/artifacts be discovered during site devel opnment, work shall tenporarily be halted at
the specific site and the State Historic Preservation Ofice of the Departnment of Miuseuns, Library and Arts, shall be notified to
record and photograph the site. The period of tenporary delay shall be limted to a maxi nrumof two (2) working days fromthe date
of notification.

5. The applicant and any successors shall direct any potential purchaser/operator of the site and/or the special use pernt to
meet with the devel opnent review staff to review conditions of approval prior to the final sale of the site and/or the special use
perm t. Any subsequent purchaser/operator of the site and/or the special use permt shall notify the devel opnment review staff of

t he nane, address, tel ephone nunber, and contact person of the new purchaser/operator within 30 days of the final sale.

6. The applicant shall provide recorded docunentation, granted to the devel oper, of |egal access frompublic right-of-way to the
site.

7. The structure shall be of an earth tone col or which blends with the surroundi ng environment.
97- 133 FI SCAL YEAR 1995-96 ANNUAL GROWIH MANAGEMENT REPORT - DEPARTMENT OF COVMUNI TY DEVELOPMENT

7:00 p.m This was the tinme set in a Notice of Public Hearing published in the Reno Gazette-Journal on January 31, 1997, for the
Board to consider the recomrendati on of the Washoe County Pl anni ng Conm ssion to anend the Washoe County Conprehensive Plan to

i ncorporate the Fiscal Year 1995-96 Annual G owth Managenent Report, which summarizes the various growth nanagenent-rel ated
activities that have occurred since July 1, 1995, and satisfies the requirenments of Nevada Revised Statutes 278.0286, 278.190 and
278.02860, and is provided to the Truckee Meadows Regi onal Pl anni ng Agency as the annual report for Washoe County.

Cynthia Al bright, Planner, reviewed growth and popul ation statistics displaying graphs and charts on the overhead projector and
answer ed questions of the Board.

Chai rman Sins opened the public hearing by calling on anyone w shing to speak. There being no response, the public hearing was
cl osed.

On notion by Conmm ssioner Bond, seconded by Conm ssioner Shaw, which nmotion duly carried, it was ordered that the foll ow ng
resolution adopting the Fiscal Year 1995-96 Annual G owth Managenent Report be adopted; that Chairman Sins be authorized to
execut e on behal f of Washoe County; and that the docunent be submitted to the Truckee Meadows Regi onal Pl anning Agency as the
annual report for the County as required by Nevada Revised Statutes Chapter 278.0286:

RESCOLUTI ON 97- 133

ADOPTI NG THE FI SCAL YEAR 1995-96 ANNUAL GROWIH MANAGEMENT REPORT, A PART OF THE WASHOE COUNTY COMPREHENSI VE PLAN

WHEREAS, Section 278.0286, Nevada Revised Statutes, specifies that the Washoe County Pl anni ng Conmi ssion shall prepare and submit
a report each year indicating action taken which furthers or assists in carrying out the policies or progranms contained in the

Truckee Meadows Regi onal Pl an

WHEREAS, Section 278.190, Nevada Revi sed Statutes, specifies that the Washoe County Pl anni ng Commi ssion shall annually nake
recommendations to the Washoe County Board of County Conmmi ssioners for the inplenentation of the Washoe County Conprehensive Pl an;



WHEREAS, The Washoe County Pl anni ng Comni ssion has found that the FI SCAL YEAR 1995- 96 ANNUAL GROWIH MANAGEMENT REPORT, a part of
t he Washoe County Conprehensive Pl an, specifies recomrendations that further the purpose of the Washoe County Conprehensive Pl an
and pronote public interest in and understandi ng of the plan;

WHEREAS, The Washoe County Pl anni ng Comni ssion has subnitted the FI SCAL YEAR 1995-96 ANNUAL GROWTH MANAGEMENT REPORT, a part of
t he Washoe County Conprehensive Plan, to the Board of County Commi ssioners of Washoe County, Nevada, for approval and adoption
and

WHEREAS, Public hearings on the adoption of the FI SCAL YEAR 1995-96 ANNUAL GROWMH MANAGEMENT REPORT, a part of the Washoe County
Conprehensive Plan, were held on February 11, 1997 by the Board of County Conmi ssioners of Washoe County, Nevada; now, therefore,
it is hereby

RESOLVED, BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COWMM SSI ONERS OF WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA, that the Board does hereby adopt and endorse the FI SCAL
YEAR 1995- 96 ANNUAL GROWH MANAGEMENT REPORT, a part of the Washoe County Conprehensive Pl an

97- 134 APPEAL OF DENI AL OF COVPREHENSI VE PLAN AMENDMENT CASE NO. CPA 96-SS-2 - SPANI SH HI GHLANDS - SECTI ON 33 RESUBM T ( APN
89-151-18 THRU -27, -32, -33)

7:00 p.m This was the tinme set in a Notice of Public Hearing published in the Reno Gazette-Journal on January 31, 1997, to

consi der the appeal of the applicant fromthe denial by the Washoe County Pl anni ng Comri ssi on of Conprehensive Pl an Amendnent Case
No. CPA96-SS-2, a request to anend the Spanish Springs and Sun Valley Area Plans, being a part of the Washoe County Conprehensive
Pl an. The anendnent woul d redesi gnate Assessor's Parcel Numbers 89-151-18 through 27, 32, and 33, fromthe | and use category of
General Rural (GR) to Low Density Suburban (LDS). The anendnent request would allow a net change in residential devel opnment
potential of up to 471 new residential dwelling units. Roadway | ane designations nmay al so be wi dened al ong Sun Valley Drive and
Pyram d H ghway as shown on the Streets and Hi ghway Pl ans in Spanish Springs and Sun Vall ey planning areas. Additiona

admi ni strative changes are proposed to adopt a revised Public Services and Facilities Map and the Geographic Informtion System
(A'S) version of the Devel opnent Suitability Map. The parcels considered for the |and use change are designated as "Rural" on the
Truckee Meadows Regional Plan | and use diagram Therefore a Regional Plan anendnent to "Suburban" will be necessary. The parcels
considered for the |l and use change total A483 acres and are |ocated south of Eagle Canyon Road approximately 1- mles west of the
Pyram d Lake Hi ghway. The parcels are found within the Spanish Springs Hydrographic Basin, in the S« and NE-~ of Section 33, T21N
R20E, MDB&M Proof was made that due and | egal notice had been given.

Catherine McCarty, Planner, presented the staff report providing background information and the results of the Washoe County

Pl anni ng Conmmi ssion public hearing. She noted corrections to be included in the appellant's docunents and stated that the
appel l ant has asked her to clarify that they have not been able to confirmthat the old zoning on subject property was A-1. Ms.
McCarty al so stated that the Spanish Springs Citizen Advisory Board did encourage the applicant to cone back with a different
proposal for the proper densities.

Chai rman Sins opened the public hearing by calling on those wishing to speak in support of this Conprehensive Plan Arendment.

Al ex Flangas, attorney representing the property owners, distributed a corrected traffic inpact analysis report to be inserted in
the appellant's docunents and exhibits. He stated that it is his opinion that the Board needs to focus on the five findings, which
he cited; that the Board only has to be able to make one of those findings to overturn the denial; and that he thinks the Board
could make all five findings. He then wal ked the Board through the exhibit called "Appellant's Docunents," and stated that the
feathering of densities fromone-third acre to one acre parcels where the infrastructure and devel opnent suitability of the |and
are conpati ble would be a nuch nicer devel opnment than the current zoning; that even if they built in 10-acre parcels, that would
not be conpatible with the adjacent 1/3-acre parcels; that that is not a rural vision, but a mshmash; that sewer and water
infrastructure are i medi ately adjacent to the property; that the sewer capacity is available; that the traffic studies show that
this project would not change any of the Level of Service (LOS) and, in fact, sone service would inprove with certain
mtigation's; and that what they are proposing is not a high density project. M. Flangas enphasized that infrastructure cannot be
built based on | and use desi gnati ons because everyone knows and understands that the area will not be totally built out according



to those designations, but rather population will be the driving factor dictating infrastructure needs. He then answered nunerous
gquestions of the Board.

Ken Anderson, kdANDERSON Transportation Engi neers, discussed the traffic studies stating that a second traffic study was done
because the RTC provided a second set of nunbers stating that the original nunmbers were based on the wong input.

Property owners Collie Hutter and Di ck Gol den stated that they have held onto this Iand for over 20 years; that had they devel oped
when they first acquired the property, it would have been 1l-acre lots on wells and septic tanks, which they did not want to do;
that over the years there have been serious questions about whether or not there was water available; and that finally everything
has come together now so that they can properly build a quality devel opnent. Ms. Hutter further stated that she can not understand
why they are being denied when there is so much other devel opnent going on all around them

J. Edward Parker, Spanish Springs resident, stated although he did sonme consulting work for the applicants, he is not now
representing the applicants. M. Parker stated that he was one of the authors of the Spanish Springs Area Plan; that he is
wondering why no one is following or respecting the plan; and that planning staff seenms to be too inflexible to adjust their
proj ecti ons based on the every-changi ng popul ati on needs.

He stated that he is appealing to the Board to uphold the Area Plan, to get the planning staff under control, to return to
reasonabl eness in considering applications, and to approve this plan because the proposed density is |lower than what the Area Pl an
woul d al | ow.

Dan Fl ani gan, who was on one of the sub-conmittees who created the Spanish Springs Area Plan, also spoke in favor of the project
and uphol ding the Area Pl an.

Chairman Sins then called on those wishing to speak in opposition. Jon Bell, Goria Barrere, Kenneth Cazier, all Spanish Springs
residents, and JimBarrere, Chair of the Spanish Springs CAB, stated that the current |and use designation is rural; that they
want to keep it rural; and that they do not want a suburban devel opnent. They cited concerns of water and sewer service, increased
traffic problens, fire and police protection, school overcrowding, visual inpacts, increased density, construction of these hones
on a hillside, lack of recreational anenities, etc.

Mary Hansen, Sun Valley resident, spoke in opposition voicing a concern that the project m ght expedite the extension of Sun
Val | ey Boul evard for the connection between Spanish Springs and Sun Valley, however, the residents of Sun Valley are not in favor
of expanding Sun Valley Boulevard to 4 |lanes or increasing the traffic through Sun Vall ey because people can't get out of Sun
Val l ey right now.

In rebuttal, M. Flangas refuted sone of the comments nade and reiterated some of his previous remarks; enphasizing that their
proposed density is lower than that allowed in the Area Plan; that the project is not on a hillside; that the project is

conpati ble with surroundi ng devel oprment; and that infrastructure is adjacent and avail able. He repeated that he believes the Board
could make all five of the findings and the denial should be overturned. He stated that his clients have owned this property for
many, many years and have been waiting for the infrastructure to catch up so that they could build a quality devel oprnent; and that
the people now living in Hawco are the newconers who are worried about their view being inpaired when everyone knows the only way
to protect a viewis to buy up the property around you.

There being no one else wishing to speak, Chairman Sinms closed the public hearing.
Ms. McCarty then answered additional questions of the Board.

Fol l owi ng further discussion, on nmotion by Commi ssioner Bond, seconded by Comr ssioner Shaw, which nmotion duly carried, Chairman
Sinms ordered that the applicant's appeal of the denial by the Washoe County Pl anni ng Comm ssion of Conprehensive Plan Arendnment
Case No. CPA96-SS-2 be denied and the decision of the Washoe County Pl anning Commi ssion be uphel d based on the follow ng findings:

1. The proposed anmendnents to the Spanish Springs and Sun Valley Area Plans are not in substantial conpliance with the policies
and action prograns of the Conprehensive Plan. The anendnents do not conformto policies POP.1.4, C 2.17, LUT. 2.4, and PSF.5. 4.



2. The proposed amendnents to the Spanish Springs Area Plan will not provide for |and uses conpatible with existing and pl anned
adj acent | and uses and will adversely inpact the public health, safety or welfare. LUT.1.3, LUT.1.14, LUT.?2.4.

3. The proposed amendments to the Spanish Springs and Sun Vall ey Area Plans do not respond to changed conditions or further
studi es that have occurred since the plan was adopted by the Board of County Comm ssion. The requested change requires the
provi si on of "suburban" level public services that the citizens have stated a planning vision for "rural"™ services only.

4. The proposed anendnments to the Streets & Highways Plan in the Spanish Springs and Sun Vall ey planning areas do not respond to
changed conditions or further studies that have occurred since the plan was adopted by the Board of County Comm ssion, and the
amendnent request does not represent a nore desirable utilization of |and.

5. The proposed amendnment to the Spanish Springs and Sun Valley Area Plans will not pronote the desired pattern for the orderly
physi cal growh of the County or adequately gui de devel opnent of the County based on the projected popul ation growh with the

| east anount of natural resource inpairment and the efficient expenditure of funds for public services. The extension of
"suburban" densities into an existing "rural" area will require nore public services than envisioned for the area through the year
2015, and is inconsistent with policies POP. 1.4, POP.1.5, C. 2.17, LUT.1.4, and LUT.1.9.

Deni al of Adm nistrative Changes

6. The proposed adm ni strative changes portion of the anendnent to the Spanish Springs Area Plan do not appropriately identify or
respond to changed conditions or further studies that have occurred since the Area Plan was adopted by the Washoe County
Conmi ssi on.

7. The proposed adm ni strative changes portion of the Spanish Springs Area Plan do not prompte the desired pattern for the orderly
physi cal growt h of the County and gui des devel opnment of the County based on the projected population gromh with the | east anount
of natural resource inpairnment and the efficient expenditure of funds for public services.

8. The Washoe County Pl anni ng Conmi ssion public hearing, prior to the adoption of the proposed anendnment to the Spanish Springs
and Sun Valley Area Plans, and the related changes to the text and maps of the plan, has been properly noticed in a newspaper of
general circulation in the County as prescribed under NRS 278.210(1).

9. The Washoe County Pl anni ng Conmi ssi on gave reasoned consideration to information contained within the staff report and
i nformati on received during the public hearing.

10. The Washoe County Commi ssion gave reasoned consideration to information contained within the reports transmtted to the Washoe
County Pl anni ng Commi ssion and the Washoe County Conmi ssion, and information received during the County Conm ssion public hearing.

COW SSI ONERS' / MANAGER' S COMVENTS

Conmi ssi oner Bond requested that a future workshop be scheduled to review the status of the recent reorganization of the planning
processes.

Chai rman Sins requested a report concerning the increased | evel of service being performed in maintaining the ditches and cul verts
i n East Washoe Vall ey since the flooding.

Conmi ssi oner Mouliot asked if the Assistant District Attorney could check into establishing a County policy, or ordinance,
concerning restricting upper managenent enpl oyees from performng consulting work for a two-year tine frame after they | eave
County enpl oynent .

* * % * % *x % *x * %

There being no further business to cone before the Board, the neeting adjourned at 12:00 m dni ght.

GRANT D. SIMs, Chairman



Washoe County Comm ssion

ATTEST: JUDI BAILEY, County Clerk



