
  BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
TUESDAY  10:00 A.M. SEPTEMBER 8, 2009 
 
PRESENT: 
 

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

Bob Larkin, Commissioner 
Kitty Jung, Commissioner 

 
Amy Harvey, County Clerk 

Katy Simon, County Manager 
Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel 

 
 The Board convened at 10:03 a.m. in regular session in the Commission 
Chambers of the Washoe County Administration Complex, 1001 East Ninth Street, Reno, 
Nevada. Following the Pledge of Allegiance to the flag of our Country, the Clerk called 
the roll and the Board conducted the following business: 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, stated the Chairman and Board of County 
Commissioners intend that their proceedings should demonstrate the highest levels of 
decorum, civic responsibility, efficiency and mutual respect between citizens and their 
government. The Board respects the right of citizens to present differing opinions and 
views, even criticism, but our democracy cannot function effectively in an environment 
of personal attacks, slander, threats of violence, and willful disruption. To that end, the 
Nevada Open Meeting Law provides the authority for the Chair of a public body to 
maintain the decorum and to declare a recess if needed to remove any person who is 
disrupting the meeting, and notice is hereby provided of the intent of this body to 
preserve the decorum and remove anyone who disrupts the proceedings. 
 
09-942  AGENDA ITEM 3 – COMMUNITY RELATIONS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Proclamation--United We Serve (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz read and presented the Proclamation to Kathy 
Carter, Community Relations Director. Ms. Carter remarked in conjunction with the 
“United We Serve” recognition, Washoe County would hold a “United We Serve 
Volunteer Opportunity Fair” scheduled for September 12, 2009 at Meadowood Mall. She 
noted there would be over 20 community agencies involved in the Volunteer Fair. Ms. 
Carter thanked the volunteers who helped coordinate the event, many of whom who were 
present in the audience. 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne commented on the 
Proclamation. 
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 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 3 be approved. 
The Proclamation for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
09-943  AGENDA ITEM 4 – COMMUNITY RELATIONS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Proclamation--September 6-12, 2009 as Suicide Prevention Week 
(requested by Commissioner Jung). (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Commissioner Jung read and presented the Proclamation to Misty Allen, 
Suicide Prevention State Coordinator. Ms. Allen thanked the Board for their recognition. 
She announced a walk was scheduled for survivors to hopefully show that suicide can be 
prevented. Ms. Allen noted the Office was awaiting the results of a $1.5 million grant 
application from the Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration for use 
of suicide prevention that could dramatically impact the County. 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne stated suicide 
prevention needed to be recognized all the time, not just in a particular month. 
  
 On motion by Commissioner Jung, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 4 be approved. 
The Proclamation for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
09-944  AGENDA ITEM 5 – TECHNOLOGY SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Proclamation--October as “Cyber Security Awareness Month”. 
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Cory Casazza, Chief Information Management Officer, read the 
Proclamation. Chris Long, Sr. Network Engineer, emphasized all citizens needed to be 
aware of and fully understand cyber-security. 
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Sam Dehne applauded staff for 
bringing the security aspects forward. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 5 be approved. 
The Proclamation for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
09-945  AGENDA ITEM 6 
 
Agenda Subject: “Public Comment. Comment heard under this item will be limited 
to two minutes per person and may pertain to matters both on and off the 
Commission agenda. The Commission will also hear public comment during 
individual action items, with comment limited to two minutes per person. 
Comments are to be made to the Commission as a whole.” 
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 Gary Nielsen spoke about an incident he had concerning the Waste 
Management Transfer Station in Stead and the amount he was charged for a load of 
weeds and brush that he had removed for defensible space from his property. He 
remarked he was charged an exorbitant amount for the material and felt Waste 
Management should consider their charges.  
 
 Doris Phelps presented a “Certificate of Appreciation” to the Board for 
their support and generosity during the “Great Peanut Butter Challenge.” She noted the 
employees of Washoe County, the Cities of Reno and Sparks and fans of the Reno Aces 
Baseball Team contributed 22 boxes of Peanut Butter, which would serve the equivalent 
of 31,680 sandwiches. 
 
 On behalf of County employees, the Board and the public, Chairman 
Humke accepted the Certificate.  
  
 Sam Dehne addressed the Board on several issues. 
 
09-946  AGENDA ITEM 7 
 
Agenda Subject: “Commissioners’/Manager’s Announcements, Requests for 
Information, Topics for Future Agendas and Statements Relating to Items Not on 
the Agenda. (No discussion among Commissioners will take place on this item.)” 
 
   Katy Simon, County Manager, explained Agenda Item 12 would be an 
overview of social media, but in order for further review, Board action was not required 
at the present time. 
  
   Commissioner Larkin remarked a constituent had spoken to him and 
indicated there was an increase of illegal dumping in the Spanish Springs hills area. He 
requested a report from the County Manager on any assistance the County could provide 
to that Homeowners Association (HOA). Commissioner Weber commented the Illegal 
Dumping Task Force worked with HOA’s and said contact from that Task Force could be 
made with the affected HOA in Spanish Springs. 
 
   Commissioner Weber said she had spoken to Gary Nielson over his 
concerns about Waste Management and requested an agenda item concerning the Waste 
Management Transfer Station fees. She remarked she had been discussing a possible 
gathering place for senior citizens in Cold Springs and requested a future agenda item to 
update the Board on those discussions. She announced an “Ice Cream Social” was 
planned for September 11, 2009 to find volunteers for such an endeavor. Commissioner 
Weber requested that the Attorney-Client meeting scheduled for 4:00 p.m. be changed to 
5:30 p.m.  
 
   Chairman Humke said the first of two meetings, which would be hosted at 
citizen’s homes, had been scheduled to discuss concerns and issues with the Sierra Fire 
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Protection District, the Truckee Meadows Fire Protection District and the Reno Fire 
Department.   
 
   Commissioner Jung requested a listing of fines for burning weeds and 
brush and the fine for a person who was apprehended for illegal dumping. She also 
requested for each Commission meeting a bulleted list of agenda items that had 
donations.  
 
   Commissioner Breternitz requested a schedule of events for the 
development of the Special Assessment District (SAD) concerning the Northgate area. 
 
   CONSENT AGENDA – ITEMS 8A THROUGH 8J 
 
09-947  AGENDA ITEM 8A 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve minutes for the Board of County Commissioners’ joint 
meeting of August 17, 2009.” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Chairman Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8A be approved. 
 
09-948  AGENDA ITEM 8B - ASSESSOR 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve roll change requests for adjustment for destruction of 
property, typographical, and clerical errors in the 2009/10, 2008/09, 2007/08, 
2006/07, 2005/06 Personal Property Tax Rolls; and if approved, authorize Chairman 
to execute Order for same [$84,941.68 cumulative amount of reduction in tax 
revenue]. (All Commission Districts.)”  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Chairman Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8B be approved, authorized 
and executed. 
 
09-949  AGENDA ITEM 8C - TREASURER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Adopt and execute Resolution directing the County Treasurer to 
give notice of the sale of properties subject to the lien of a delinquent special 
assessment; ratifying all actions previously taken; and providing other matters 
properly relating thereto [Washoe County Assessment District 21 - Cold Springs 
Sewer, Washoe County Assessment District 23 – Arrowcreek Water, Washoe 
County Assessment District 37 – Spanish Springs Sewer Phase 1A (additional 
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description of affected parcels contained in Exhibit A of Resolution)]. (Commission 
Districts 2, 4 and 5.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Chairman Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8C be adopted, executed and 
directed. The Resolution for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes 
thereof. 
 
09-950  AGENDA ITEM 8D – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Appoint Richard Johnstone to fill an unexpired term as an At-
Large member to June 30, 2010 on the Spanish Springs Citizen Advisory Board. 
(Commission District 4.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Chairman Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Richard Johnstone be appointed to fill an 
unexpired term as an At-Large member of the Spanish Springs Citizen Advisory Board 
with a term ending June 30, 2010. 
 
09-951  AGENDA ITEM 8E – SOCIAL SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve changes to the Regulations for Child Care Facilities in 
Washoe County to incorporate changes suggested by the Washoe County Health 
District, effective upon Board approval. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Chairman Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8E be approved. 
 
09-952  AGENDA ITEM 8F – INTERNAL AUDIT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Acknowledge receipt of the Department of Building and Safety 
Audit Report. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Chairman Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8F be acknowledged. 
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09-953  AGENDA ITEM 8G – INCLINE CONSTABLE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Accept donation [$300] from Sierra Nevada College to the Incline 
Village Constable’s Office to help pay for training and security needs; and if 
accepted, direct Finance to make necessary budget adjustments. (Commission 
District 1.)” 
 
  On behalf of the Board, Commissioner Jung thanked Sierra Nevada 
College for their generous donation.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Chairman Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8G be accepted and directed. 
 
09-954  AGENDA ITEM 8H – JUVENILE SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Interlocal Agreement between the County of Washoe 
(Juvenile Services) and State of Nevada (Department of Transportation, DOT), to 
continue the relationship in which the State of Nevada DOT reimburses Juvenile 
Services for the cost of providing supervision for juveniles on the Work Program; 
and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute Interlocal Agreement. (All 
Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Chairman Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8H be approved, authorized 
and executed. The Agreement for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes 
thereof. 
 
09-955  AGENDA ITEM 8I – HUMAN RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve the Washoe County Volunteer Program and Policy; and 
if approved, approve transfer of Contingency funds as needed [not to exceed 
$20,000] to Washoe County Sheriff’s Office to continue performing background 
checks on volunteers. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Chairman Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8I be approved. 
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09-956  AGENDA ITEM 8J - FINANCE 
 
Agenda Subject: “Approve Amendment No. 2 to the Interlocal Contract between the 
County of Washoe and State of Nevada (Department of Motor Vehicles), amending 
the scope of work for collection of fuel taxes indexed annually according to the 
Producer Price Index for Highway and Street Construction, pursuant to the 
provisions of Senate Bill 201; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute 
Amendment No. 2. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Chairman Humke, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 8J be approved, authorized 
and executed. The agreement for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes 
thereof. 
 
09-957  AGENDA ITEM 9 – HUMAN RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Appearance: Sue Shea, Consultant Hay Group, Inc. Update on 
Washoe County’s job classification/compensation plan.” 
 
 Katey Fox, Acting Human Resources (HR) Director, commented the 
Board had requested the HR Department work with the Hay Group to compose a 
presentation about the classification/compensation methodology. She introduced Sue 
Shea, Hay Group, Inc. Consultant. 
 
 Ms. Shea conducted a PowerPoint presentation, which was placed on file 
with the Clerk, highlighting general practice, the six components of an Effective 
Classification and Compensation Plan, evaluation of work, job evaluation criteria, linking 
Pay-to-Job internally and externally and salary administration.  
 
  Commissioner Larkin asked if a re-evaluation had been engaged with 
other clients and what market trends were being seen. Ms. Shea indicated that re-
evaluation had occurred over the past six months. However, because the market had been 
so unpredictable, the Hay Group had been revisiting the market every three months. Ms. 
Shea said there had been a need for premium paid positions and a consistent slow-down 
in management pay. Commissioner Larkin commented he looked forward to the 
recommendations that would be brought back to the Board and to see if it was time to 
revisit the County’s philosophy. Ms. Shea stated she would return with those 
recommendations toward the first of the year.   
 
 Commissioner Jung questioned why executives were excluded from the 
chart. Ms. Shea commented it was not unusual to pull executive positions for a separate 
report. Jim German, HR Manager, explained management positions had previously been 
addressed, so those were not included in this presentation. He indicated the County was 
not as competitive for higher management jobs. Commissioner Jung asked if that report 
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would be included in the forthcoming recommendations. Ms. Shea indicated that report 
would be addressed and included in the study and could also be included in the general 
report. Commissioner Jung inquired on the markets reviewed. Ms. Shea replied it was a 
blend of the Reno area and southern Nevada. Ms. Fox added the markets consisted of 
both public and private employers, including northern and southern Nevada, along with 
some California, Oregon and Washington markets. 
 
 Katy Simon, County Manager, commented the Board previously adopted a 
comparative market group approach and reviewed several factors that made those entities 
comparable to the County, such as comparable sized populations, communities and 
services. Commissioner Jung requested that be brought back to the Board for review. Ms. 
Shea stated the Board previously held a workshop that identified the key areas and stated 
it may be time to conduct another workshop. 
 
 In response to an inquiry from Commissioner Breternitz, Ms. Shea stated 
the following individuals sat on the Job Evaluation Committee: Brooke Howard, Sheriff’s 
Office; Nicole Mertz, Public Health Nurse II;  Carey Stewart, Division Director Juvenile 
Services; Jim German, HR Manager; Karen Kay, Program Coordinator Adult Services; 
John Sherman, Finance Director; and Bret Steinhardt, Senior Maintenance Technician 
General Services. Ms. Shea indicated job evaluation was the only function of the 
Committee. 
 
 Chairman Humke asked if employee groups were broken out separately 
for review. Ms. Shea commented the data could be divided in several ways. Chairman 
Humke asked if that had been part of the contract. Ms. Shea explained that process was 
still being defined.  
 
 Ms. Shea appreciated the opportunity to address the Board. She said this 
was a very rigorous and vital system and through the reclassification programs and 
market studies that vitality was maintained. 
 
 Ms. Fox thanked the Board for taking the time to review the classification 
and compensation programs. 
 
 Ms. Simon remarked that the State Legislature had twice recognized the 
County for their excellence and fairness of the compensation system. 
 
 There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
11:17 a.m.  The Board convened as the Board of Trustees for the South Truckee 

Meadows General Improvement District (STMGID). 
 
11:27 a.m.  The Board adjourned as the STMGID Board of Trustees and reconvened 

as the Board of County Commissioners. 
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 BLOCK VOTE 
 
 The following agenda items were consolidated and voted on in a block 
vote: Agenda Items 13, 15, 16 and 17. 
 
09-958  AGENDA ITEM 13 – JUVENILE SERVICES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Intrastate Interlocal Contract 
between the State of Nevada (Department of Health and Human Services, Division 
of Child and Family Services) and Washoe County (Department of Juvenile Justice 
Services) to temporarily house juveniles under the jurisdiction of the State Youth 
Parole Bureau in the Wittenberg Hall Juvenile Detention facility, effective July 1, 
2009 to June 30, 2011 [Washoe County to be reimbursed at a cost of $110 per day 
per youth with a total contract not exceeding $134,560 in Fiscal Year 2010 and 
$134,560 in Fiscal Year 2011 to a maximum of $269,120]; and if approved, 
authorize Chairman to execute Contract. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 13 be approved, authorized 
and executed. The Agreement for same is attached hereto and made a part of the minutes 
thereof. 
 
09-959  AGENDA ITEM 15 – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to accept a Community Development Block 
Grant award from the State of Nevada [$408,214 - Washoe County’s in-kind match 
for this grant is estimated at $69,314]; for the Sun Valley Sidewalk–Leon Drive 
Project; and if accepted, direct Finance to make appropriate budget adjustments. 
(Commission District 5.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 15 be accepted 
and directed.  
 
09-960  AGENDA ITEM 16 – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve sale of surplus equipment number 
7858, a 2007 Caterpillar Model 140H Motor Grader, VIN CAT140HAPM03177 
[$160,178] and equipment number 7863, a 2007 Caterpillar Model 140H Motor 
Grader, VIN CAT0140HVAPM03712 [$164,656] to Humboldt County Road 
Department, Winnemucca, Nevada in “As Is” condition in lieu of exercising the 
guaranteed buy-back option offered by Cashman Equipment Company at the time 
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of purchase; revenue from the sale will be deposited into the Public Works 
Equipment Services Fund (669). (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
 Commissioner Breternitz inquired about the Public Works Equipment 
Services Fund. Katy Simon, County Manager, explained it was an internal service fund 
where departments were charged internally for the use of vehicles and equipment.  
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Agenda Item 16 be approved. 
 
09-961  AGENDA ITEM 17 – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to award Base Bid and Alternate No. 1 for the 
Sparks Library and McGee Center Parking Lot Repairs project to the low, 
responsive, responsible bidder (staff recommends Marv McQuery Excavating) 
[$210,123]; and if awarded, authorize Chairman to execute Contract for same. 
(Commission Districts 2 and 4.)” 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 17 be awarded, authorized 
and executed. 
 
09-962 AGENDA ITEM 11 – SHERIFF’S OFFICE 
 
Agenda Subject: Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance amending the 
Washoe County Code by repealing provisions in Chapter 54 concerning Alarm 
Business, Alarm Systems and False Alarms, and by enacting new provisions relating 
to Alarm Businesses, Alarm Systems and False Alarms (Bill No. 1599). Schedule 
second reading for September 22, 2009. (All Commission Districts.) 
 
  Lieutenant Darin Balaam stated comments received concerning yearly 
permit fees were taken into consideration. He explained the Ordinance had been modified 
to mirror the Cities of Reno and Sparks, indicating that the County would be collecting 
all permit fees. He stated this would be efficient for the County and the alarm companies.   
 
  Chairman Humke stated as a result the Ordinance was harmonized and 
the regulated industry would not see a difference between the three entities. Lieutenant 
Balaam concurred. 
 
   There was no public comment on this item. 
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 Bill No. 1599, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE 
WASHOE COUNTY CODE BY REPEALING PROVISIONS IN CHAPTER 54 
CONCERNING ALARM BUSINESS, ALARM SYSTEMS, AND FALSE 
ALARMS, AND BY ENACTING NEW PROVISIONS RELATING TO ALARM 
BUSINESSES, ALARM SYSTEMS AND FALSE ALARMS. (BILL NO. 1599)," 
was introduced by Commissioner Breternitz, the title read to the Board and legal notice 
for final action of adoption directed. 
 
09-963  AGENDA ITEM 12 – COMMUNITY RELATIONS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Presentation, discussion and possible direction on social media 
opportunities for Washoe County; possible acceptance of two social media policies 
applicable to County employees--the Washoe County Social Networking Policy and 
the Washoe County Use of Social Media Policy. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  Katy Simon, County Manager, explained staff would conduct a 
presentation on the social media opportunities for the County and would provide an 
overview of two social media policies applicable to County employees, the County social 
networking policy and the County’s use of social media policy. However, because more 
input was needed, staff would not be recommending Board action today. 
 
  Kathy Carter, Community Relations Director, conducted a PowerPoint 
presentation, which was placed on file with the Clerk, highlighting social media defined, 
who was using social media, opportunities for the County, examples of social media and 
social media policies for employees. She summarized that social media was an emerging 
technology that offered opportunities for the County to supplement the strategic 
communications, but since governments have different rules than the private sector, the 
County needed to be vigilant. However, social media would never replace face-to-face 
communication, which was what citizens expect from their government. Ms. Carter 
quoted USA Today as stating “be sure your face-to-face strategy was current. It appeared 
that despite all the hoopla surrounding social media and marketing, 87 percent of adults 
would rather deal with people face-to-face than through social networks.” 
 
  Chris Matthews, E-Government Information Officer, reviewed technical 
aspects that had been conducted. He displayed the County website that showed four 
significant icons. Mr. Matthews explained the Really Simple Syndication (RSS) feed 
structured data so other applications could easily use that data. He said with this RSS feed 
the County could ensure that the messages were consistent and timely throughout a 
number of different platforms. Mr. Matthews indicated social media could be attached to 
the access feeds and deliver messages automatically, which in turn, delivered the 
messages to users.  
 
  Ms. Carter indicated staff would return to the Board with the two policies 
that would be in compliance with the three existing policies that oversee internet and 
intranet use as well as the Code of Conduct and de minimis use. She commented social 
media was an opportunity to drive people to the County website. 
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  Commissioner Breternitz stated he recognized the potential for social 
media, but asked if it was necessary for all County employees to have access and use of 
that application. Ms. Simon replied personal use by employees was prohibited; however, 
according to statute, there was allowance for de minimis use. She said prohibiting access 
to social media would mean prohibiting access to the internet, but there were certain 
applications that required internet access. Commissioner Breternitz asked how such a 
thing could be policed. Ms. Simon explained a password was required when entering the 
internet that was tracked, monitored and coded. Ms. Carter added there was also a 
monitoring of content that went with the internet/intranet use policy.   
 
  Commissioner Jung asked if staff collected citizen cell phone numbers to 
establish contact should there be an emergency. Mr. Matthews replied in conjunction 
with the City Watch Program, Emergency Management had a reverse 9-1-1 system in 
place, and the base of that system was collected from phone book records. As a 
supplement, citizens could also provide additional contact information. Commissioner 
Jung asked if the County had approached Google® to see if an advertisement could be 
placed on the County website. Ms. Carter stated she had reviewed iGoogle®, but would 
prefer to conduct more research.   
 
  There was no action taken or public comment on this item. 
 
09-964  AGENDA ITEM 14 – WATER RESOURCES 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve U.S. Department of the Interior U.S. 
Geological Survey Joint Funding Agreement for Water Resources Investigations for 
continued operation and maintenance of stream and precipitation gages that 
support the Flood Early Warning System [USGS funding $164,674.15 and local 
funding through Washoe County in the amount of $216,863.35] retroactive July 1, 
2009 to June 30, 2011; and if approved, authorize Chairman to execute Agreement. 
(All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  Commissioner Larkin said currently the Department of Water Resources 
(DWR) was responsible for the management of the Joint Funding Agreement. He 
explained the purpose of the Joint Funding Agreement was to pay for the gages that 
connect to the community Flood Early Warning System, where portions of that Plan were 
being housed with the Flood Project Coordinating Committee (FPCC). He said the FPCC 
Subcommittee recommended that the local government fees of $216,863.35, equally 
distributed between the County and the Cities of Reno and Sparks, transfer to the FPCC. 
Then the 1/8 percent sales tax, as well as any additional fees, would begin picking up that 
rate rather then subdividing amongst the three entities.    
 
  Rosemary Menard, Water Resources Director, explained conversations 
had begun for the possibility of transferring this program from DWR to the FPCC. 
Subsequently, this had been re-engaged and Naomi Duerr, FPCC Coordinator, had been 
given direction to work with DWR to review. She stated this project was currently funded 
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from the General Fund resources for regional water planning activities. Ms. Menard said 
in conjunction with next year’s budget this would be brought back to the Board.   
   
  Commissioner Larkin said once the agreement was in place there would 
be the opportunity to retroactively handle reimbursements to the County and the two 
Cities from the general funds. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 14 be approved, 
authorized and executed. 
 
09-965  AGENDA ITEM 18 - MANAGER 
 
Agenda Subject: “Introduction and first reading of an Ordinance amending 
Chapter 21 (Miscellaneous and Additional Taxes) establishing a fee on the 
commencement of any civil action or proceeding in the District Court for which a 
filing fee is required and on the filing of any answer or appearance in any such 
action or proceeding for which a filing fee is required; and providing for the 
collection, accounting and use of such fees for court security or certain capital costs; 
and other matters properly related thereto. (All Commission Districts.)” 
 
  Chairman Humke said he was attempting to understand the interplay 
between AB 64 and AB 65. He recalled that the bills were introduced in the Legislature 
by Chief Justice Hardesty and were to defray the costs to the State to expand two 
additional court departments. Chairman Humke said under AB 65 there was a provision 
for court staffing, renovation, capital costs, debt services, furniture and fixtures, 
equipment and technology for the new judicial positions. He asked if those filing fees 
were gathered and sent to the State, would the State pay for the District Court Judge 
salary. Howard Conyers, Court Administrator, replied those funds were gathered that 
way, except for the first six months of the biennium, when those fees would be used to 
pay for personnel costs. He said the Legislature felt that was needed to get through the 
difficult biennium and then arrive at a normal pattern of funding in the next biennium. 
 
  Chairman Humke questioned if it was the intent of the Legislature to have 
a split so that the locals responsible for funding all other costs of the court avail 
themselves of those filing fees to pay for the staffing costs, etc. Mr. Conyers replied that 
after the initial six months that would be the case. He said after the first year the County 
would regenerate approximately $1.2 million through that fee increase which would be 
available to the Second Judicial District. Mr. Conyers indicated this was intended to be a 
permanent fee increase and a partial solution. 
 
  Mr. Conyers remarked the Eighth District had already enacted and began 
collecting the security fee allowed by AB 64. He said staff was optimistic that the 
estimate of $140,000 generated by this fee would be met in subsequent years. Chairman 
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Humke said concerning AB 64, what were the permissible security costs paid through 
this fee increase. Mr. Conyers replied the security costs that were in addition to those 
already incurred. 
 
 Bill No. 1600, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 
21 (MISCELLANEOUS AND ADDITIONAL TAXES) ESTABLISHING A FEE 
ON THE COMMENCEMENT OF ANY CIVIL ACTION OR PROCEEDING IN 
THE DISTRICT COURT FOR WHICH A FILING FEE IS REQUIRED AND ON 
THE FILING OF ANY ANSWER OR APPEARANCE IN ANY SUCH ACTION 
OR PROCEEDING FOR WHICH A FILING FEE IS REQUIRED; AND 
PROVIDING FOR THE COLLECTION, ACCOUNTING AND USE OF SUCH 
FEES FOR COURT SECURITY OR CERTAIN CAPITAL COSTS; AND OTHER 
MATTERS PROPERLY RELATED THERETO," was introduced by Chairman 
Humke, the title read to the Board and legal notice for final action of adoption directed. 
 
 There was no public comment on this item. 
 
 * * * * * * * * * * 
 
 Later in the meeting, on motion by Commissioner Breternitz, seconded by 
Commissioner Weber, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Agenda Item 18 be 
reopened. 
 
 Amy Harvey, County Clerk, indicated due to a clerical error an incorrect 
bill number had been read earlier. She read the correct bill number into the record as 
noted in the above item.   
 
12:18 p.m.  The Board recessed. 
 
6:07  p.m.  The Board returned with all members present. 
 
09-966  AGENDA ITEM 20 – DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
 
Agenda Subject: “Second reading and adoption of an Ordinance adding the basic 
power to furnish recreational facilities to the basic powers granted to the Sun Valley 
General Improvement District; and providing other matters properly related 
thereto (Bill No. 1595). (All Commission Districts.).” 
 
 The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against adoption of said Ordinance. There being no response, the hearing 
was closed. 
 
 On motion by Commissioner Weber, seconded by Commissioner Jung, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Ordinance No. 1418, Bill No. 
1595, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE ADDING THE BASIC POWER TO FURNISH 
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES TO THE BASIC POWERS GRANTED TO THE 
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SUN VALLEY GENERAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT; AND PROVIDING 
OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY RELATED THERETO," be approved, adopted 
and published in accordance with NRS 244.100. 
 
09-967  AGENDA ITEM 22 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Agenda Subject: “Comprehensive Plan Amendment Case No. CP09-004 (Southeast 
Truckee Meadows Area Plan). (Commission District 2.)” 
 
“To consider a proposal to amend the Southeast Truckee Meadows Area Plan 
(SETM) that will remove newly refigured parcel 145-010-03 (34.77 ac.) of Medium 
Density Suburban and General Rural Land Use from the County’s Truckee 
Meadows Service Area (TMSA) and put it into the Reno TMSA and change the land 
use designation on newly refigured parcel 016-730-12 (49.62 ac.) from General 
Rural to Medium Density Rural Land Use. This amendment will also amend the 
map series for the SETM Area Plan to reflect the changes.” 
 
  The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone who 
wished to speak on Comprehensive Plan Amendment Case No. CP09-004. There being 
no one wishing to speak the Chairman closed the public hearing. 
 
  Bill Whitney, Senior Planner, requested staff be directed to take the 
amendment forward to Regional Planning for a finding of conformance. 
 
  On motion by Chairman Humke, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, it was ordered that Comprehensive Plan Amendment CP09-
004 to amend the Southeast Truckee Meadows Area Plan be approved to remove the 
newly refigured parcel 145-010-03 (34.77 ac.) of Medium Density Suburban and General 
Rural Land Use from the County’s Truckee Meadows Service Area (TMSA) and put into 
the Reno TMSA and change the land use designation on newly refigured parcel 016-730-
12 (49.62 ac.) from General Rural to Medium Density Rural Land Use. This amendment 
would also amend the map series for the Southeast Truckee Meadows Area Plan (SETM) 
to reflect the changes. It was further ordered that staff be directed to take the amendment 
forward to Regional Planning for a finding of conformance. 
 
09-968  AGENDA ITEM 19 – PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Agenda Subject: “Recommendation to approve Resolution amending Resolution No. 
03-338 making a Provisional Order for the acquisition and improvement of a street 
project in Washoe County, Nevada, Special Assessment District No. 32 (Spanish 
Springs Valley Ranches Roads) in the preliminary estimated amount of $12,810,000; 
setting a time and place for a public hearing on the project as amended; providing 
the manner, form and contents of a notice thereof; ratifying action heretofore taken 
not inconsistent herewith; and providing the effective date hereof]; and if approved 
authorize Chairman to execute Resolution and Amendment to Agreement dated 
March 25, 2003 between the County of Washoe and The Spanish Springs Valley 
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Ranches Property Owners’ Association (minor language changes and clarification 
for dissolving the Property Owners’ Association). (Commission District 4.)” 
 
  Dan St. John, Public Works Director, explained this was not a public 
hearing, but requesting approval of a resolution that would set the date of a public 
hearing.  
 
  Walt West, Licensed Engineer, conducted a PowerPoint presentation, 
which was placed on file with the Clerk, highlighting what a Special Assessment District 
(SAD) was, the location of SAD 32, a project description, the history of SAD 32, the 
resolution and the next steps. He stated, if approved, the resolution would set the public 
hearing for October 13, 2009, which would be the forum for the community to voice their 
opinion. Mr. West indicated staff expected to receive letters of protest that would be 
catalogued as received and provide a summary to the Board during the public hearing.     
 
   Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel, indicated the staff report comprehensively 
covered the matters summarized in the PowerPoint presentation. He explained SAD’s 
could come to the Board in two ways, by petition or the Board could initiate the project 
by provisional order and indicated SAD 32 was a provisional order. Mr. Lipparelli said 
with this meeting the Board had the opportunity to consider whether to direct this project 
to move forward. He said State law required that the Engineer’s report, contained in the 
Board’s packet, spell out the project, provide an analysis, provide a description of the 
affected parcels and the maximum benefits to the parcels within the district. He 
commented the Engineer’s report also contained exhibits, which included updated 
appraisal information, a list of parcels and a description of the project. Mr. Lipparelli 
indicated affected citizens would be informed of the Board’s action to schedule a public 
hearing for October. He said during the public hearing residents who objected to the 
project would have the opportunity to present those objections. He said the mailed notice 
would spell out the process to residents that needed to be followed. Mr. Lipparelli 
indicated the notice clearly stated “if you fail to participate in the hearing and state your 
objections you will be foreclosed from the opportunity of bringing a legal challenge 
later.” He said the resolution before the Board completed those requirements and the 
hearing that could be held in October would be an opportunity for interested persons to 
speak their objections and/or support. Mr. Lipparelli acknowledged citizens could speak 
at this meeting and then again during the public hearing. However, objecting at the public 
hearing was most important since that established their objections as part of the record 
and would contain the reasons. 
 
    In response to the call for public comment, Mark Wray, Property Owners 
Association Board of Trustees representative, said there had been an excellent and a 
diligent amount of work conducted by staff. He said NRS 271.280 stated “once an 
Engineer had presented documents that were included in the Board packet, the only item 
to be considered was if these documents were found to be satisfactory, then the Board 
shall make a provisional order.” Mr. Wray said this meeting was to determine that staff 
had completed the packet of information satisfactory to the Board. He focused on a 
Nevada Supreme Court decision and explained the Court had listened to all the objections 
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raised legally and factually from a number of homeowners. Mr. Wray said the Court only 
wanted to remand the issue of presenting evidence that the elimination of dues resulted in 
some savings to owners of parcels in Zone 1 and that the savings translated to an increase 
of market value for those parcels.  
 
  The following individuals spoke in favor of the resolution: Len Rogalla, 
Robert Mansfield, Adrian Dyette, Will Brown, Thomas Bruce, Scott Gotcher, Jeff 
Paddock, Gary MacDonald, Lois Kolbert, Marvalee MacDonald, Timisha Pierce, 
EmerLee Mansfield, Laurie Bruce, Paul Christensen, Beverly Casale, and Jerry Casale.  
 
  The following individuals spoke against the resolution for the subsequent 
reasons: the amount of the assessment, the current status of the economy and opposition 
to the methodology used: Sandra Theiss, Cliff Bilyeu, Ralph Theiss, Ken Theiss, Ronald 
Bevers, Mitch Bailey, Mitch Zigler and Lou Istrice. 
 
  Jim Monahan suggested a General Improvement District (GID). Buck 
Buchanan urged the Board to vote with the “will of the people.” 
 
  The Chairman closed the public hearing. 
 
  Commissioner Larkin complimented staff for their diligent work. He 
asked if there were stimulus monies available for this project. Mr. St. John explained the 
stimulus monies for transportation projects was funneled through the Nevada Department 
of Transportation (NDOT) who worked with the Regional Transportation Commission 
(RTC) on where the money should be spent in the County. He said currently through the 
stimulus act no money was available for this project. Mr. St. John commented special 
requests had been submitted to NDOT and alternative funds were still being sought. 
Commissioner Larkin said there was testimony about fraudulent or misleading 
information incorporated into the report and asked if there was comment on that 
testimony. Mr. St. John remarked he was not aware of nor did he believe that any 
misinformation or fraudulent information was listed in the report. He reiterated this was 
not the public hearing so there was no requirement to notify every parcel owner; 
however, notification was provided to both sides and ensured that the representatives 
were aware of the meeting. He confirmed that all 506 parcels would receive a “Notice of 
Public Hearing” and the process involved from the County. 
  
  Commissioner Larkin asked for the pricing model that was used for the 
cost estimates. Mr. West replied the standard pricing for the cost estimate in a normal 
environment was used, but potential for the current, rich bidding environment was not 
factored. He commented there was the potential for a 10 percent or greater decrease in the 
estimate. Mr. St. John said the preliminary assessment roll had been filed with the County 
Clerk, but the final assessment roll did not occur until further down the process when 
there was a final design. Commissioner Larkin stated the current estimate represented a 
conservative Engineer’s estimate. Mr. St. John concurred. 
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  Commissioner Weber remarked she had concerns about the cost during 
the present economic times. She asked if the County could put this project on hold. Mr. 
Lipparelli explained there was a process in statute for a determination of hardship, which 
was an individual examination of a person’s ability to handle the assessments. He said 
that process occurred as part of the general procedure. He said because the process would 
be long, staff came forward in the hope this would allow for construction to begin in the 
next construction season. However, until that time, there would be refinement to the 
estimates and the Board would have further opportunities to examine the viability of the 
project before the assessment was placed onto the property. Commissioner Weber stated 
the determination of hardship did come with every SAD, but during these times with 
foreclosure rates and vacant homes, she questioned if an analysis should be completed on 
the vacancies.  
 
  Commissioner Jung asked if residents in a SAD enjoyed a higher cost of 
doing a project that they might take on themselves or because they were going together 
with their neighbors did the work come in less expensive for a group project. Mr. St. John 
said it would be unreasonable for individuals to pave frontage roads separately. 
Commissioner Jung suggested more staff time to investigate and analyze who could or 
could not afford the assessment.  
 
  Commissioner Breternitz agreed that this was a good time to begin 
construction projects. He asked for clarification on the voting outcome in 2002 when the 
SAD was created and the criteria that qualified this amendment. Mr. West explained, per 
County policy, to initiate a SAD there needed to be 66 percent approval. Commissioner 
Breternitz asked if that percentage was obtained in terms of property owners. Mr. St. 
John explained an initial poll was taken that returned an indication there was over two-
thirds support. What occurred during the public hearing and how many people formally 
opposed the project was the number the Board would use to determine if they could move 
forward or not on the disposal of those protests.  
 
  Mr. Lipparelli clarified the 66 percent figure was when a SAD was 
formed by the petition method; however, this method was a provisional order method. He 
added staff borrowed the notion of the petition method and accepted the results of a poll 
in order to gauge what level of acceptance or objection existed in the community affected 
by the project. Commissioner Breternitz asked if there were results from the original poll. 
Mr. West indicated those results were found on page 2 of the staff report.  
 
  Chairman Humke asked if the assessment would serve as a charge against 
the property or turn into a lien if the owner was unable to pay the assessment. Mr. 
Lipparelli replied there was a possibility that an unpaid assessment would turn into a lien 
against the property. If a person established a hardship, the assessment against that parcel 
could be postponed until the resident regained the ability to pay or a sale of the property, 
in which case the assessment could be triggered. Chairman Humke inquired about bank-
owned properties and asked if they were able to protest. Mr. Lipparelli explained the right 
to protest was attached to the ownership of the parcel.   
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       Chairman Humke stated a citizen had suggested an alternate method of a 
GID, and asked if a formation of a GID was feasible. Mr. Lipparelli remarked a GID was 
a small government that needed a governing board and was aimed at on-going costs, not 
just the cost of building a project. He said the costs of maintaining a GID become 
unyielding if there were a small number. Mr. Lipparelli said theoretically it could work, 
but the SAD was aimed at building the project with the assessment from the property 
owners. Since the roads would be built to County standards and part of the general 
obligation of the County to maintain the roads, the County would accept dedication of the 
roads.  
 
  Commissioner Larkin asked if the Engineering Department complied with 
the requirements of the Nevada Supreme Court in the elimination of the dues as a 
component. Mr. Lipparelli replied staff’s characterization of the Supreme Court’s 
decision was accurate in that the Court sustained the use of the fees elimination method 
for established SAD’s. He explained what the Court found lacking was evidence on the 
record of the Board’s hearing conducted in 2002 that the elimination of dues would 
translate directly into a market value increase for the property, which was larger than the 
assessment. He said the Court did not say that such a finding could not be made, just that 
it could not find the place in the Board’s record where the Board had done so. He said 
this Engineer’s report contained, as an exhibit, the appraisal of the Johnson property, 
which made that finding and constituted the evidence the Court found lacking. 
Commissioner Larkin asked if the benefits exceeded the cost. Mr. Lipparelli said the staff 
report and the Engineer’s report indicated that it did, and met the legal requirements of 
the law. Commissioner Larkin remarked this needed to be a vote of the people.  
 
  Chairman Humke and Commissioners Larkin, Breternitz and Jung made 
disclosures that they had spoken to or had some correspondence with several individuals 
in favor of and/or against the project.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner 
Breternitz, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that the Resolution for SAD 32 be 
approved and the Chairman be authorized to execute the resolution. It was further ordered 
that the public hearing be set for October 13, 2009. The Resolution for same is attached 
hereto and made a part of the minutes thereof. 
 
7:40 p.m.  The Board recessed. 
 
7:50 p.m.  The Board reconvened. 
 
09-969  AGENDA ITEM 21 
 
Agenda Subject: “Second reading and adoption of an Ordinance amending the 
Washoe County Code at Chapter 125 by clarifying civil code enforcement and by 
adding a whole new part for the administrative enforcement of codes, to include 
purpose, definitions, prohibited acts, authority and remedies, inspections, 
investigation of complaints, correction and violation notices, mediation, penalties, 
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recordation and removal of notices, withholding permits and licenses, abatement, 
administrative hearings, hearing officers, administrative orders, time limits and 
extensions, appeals, misdemeanor criminal offense for noncompliance, service of 
notices, administrative fees, recovery of penalties and fees to include liens, and 
providing other matters properly relating thereto (Bill No. 1597). (All Commission 
Districts.)” 
 
 The Chairman opened the public hearing by calling on anyone wishing to 
speak for or against adoption of said Ordinance.  
 
 David Childs, Assistant County Manager, clarified this was the 
Administrative Enforcement Ordinance and announced the Nuisance Ordinance was 
scheduled for a first reading on September 22, 2009. He reviewed the history of the 
Ordinance and the amount of time citizens and staff had spent in orchestrating the 
Ordinance. Mr. Childs explained the Administrative Enforcement Ordinance was to 
decriminalize certain Code violations. He said the vast majority of code enforcement 
cases were solved voluntarily; however, a few remained and he displayed several 
photographs indicating extreme cases of Code violation. Mr. Childs explained the 
Ordinance would accomplish decriminalizing Code violations; provide relief to the 
neighbors near the most difficult cases, create options for resolution including an 
Administrative Hearing Officer, and have the program blend with a liberal use of 
mediation.  
 
 In response to the call for public comment, Katherine Snedigar stated she 
was not a resident of Washoe County, but was an inhabitant and not a legal fiction, but a 
natural woman. She distributed a notice to the Board, which was placed on file with the 
Clerk, stating the Board had a lack of authority to act on this Ordinance.  
 
 Sharon Spencer announced she was not public property, but was private 
property. She stated this did not make a non-criminal action on these codes. Ms. Spencer 
said it converted and made criminal and civil behavior hermaphrodite.  
 
 Lois Kolbert stated as a member of the Committee she applauded and 
appreciated the efforts of all involved in bringing the Administrative Enforcement 
Ordinance to fruition.  
 
 Susan Severt said she worked on the Nuisance Ordinance and reviewed 
the Administrative Enforcement Ordinance.  She stood by the work completed by the 
Nuisance Committee and applauded the Board for moving forward. 
 
 The Chairman closed the public hearing.   
 
 In response to questions concerning the Board’s authority, Paul Lipparelli, 
Legal Counsel, replied NRS clearly recognized and gave authority to local governments 
to use “police power” which meant the power to police a community and enact codes and 
regulations aimed at health, safety and welfare of the community. In addition, he said 

PAGE 20  SEPTEMBER 8, 2009 



existing County Code section 125.050 established that the violation of any provision of 
the Code that clearly established a standard was a misdemeanor punishable by a fine and 
six months in jail. He said, as described, the existing Code indicated violations of various 
public health, safety and welfare Codes was a criminal offense and, when subjective to 
criminal penalties, a person assumes the rights associated with the criminal process such 
as an attorney, witnesses and so forth. He explained the Administrative Enforcement 
Ordinance would take those violations out of the criminal realm. Mr. Lipparelli said 
relevant to this reading was the authority of the Board to decriminalize any of these Code 
violations as clearly established in NRS. 
 
 Mr. Lipparelli remarked that District Attorney (DA) Dick Gammick 
commented this direction was supported by his Office and would relieve the pressure 
placed in the criminal arena.  
 
 Commissioner Weber thanked all the citizens and staff involved within the 
process and it was time to move forward. She said she was concerned about some citizen 
complaints and asked that staff continue to work with the citizens and make changes if 
necessary. She stated she was committed to working with citizens if any areas needed to 
be changed in the future. Commissioner Weber asked for clarification if it would still be 
possible to return in the future to make changes after adoption of the Ordinance. Mr. 
Childs stated that was correct.  
 
 On motion by Commissioner Larkin, seconded by Commissioner Weber, 
which motion duly carried, Chairman Humke ordered that Ordinance No. 1419, Bill No. 
1597, entitled, "AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE WASHOE COUNTY CODE 
AT CHAPTER 125 BY CLARIFYING CIVIL CODE ENFORCEMENT AND BY 
ADDING A WHOLE NEW PART FOR THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
ENFORCEMENT OF CODES, TO INCLUDE PURPOSE, DEFINITIONS, 
PROHIBITED ACTS, AUTHORITY AND REMEDIES, INSPECTIONS, 
INVESTIGATION OF COMPLAINTS, CORRECTION AND VIOLATION 
NOTICES, MEDIATION, PENALTIES, RECORDATION AND REMOVAL OF 
NOTICES, WITHHOLDING PERMITS AND LICENSES, ABATEMENT, 
ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS, HEARING OFFICERS, ADMINISTRATIVE 
ORDERS, TIME LIMITS AND EXTENSIONS, APPEALS, MISDEMEANOR 
CRIMINAL OFFENSE FOR NONCOMPLIANCE, SERVICE OF NOTICES, 
ADMINISTRATIVE FEES, RECOVERY OF PENALTIES AND FEES TO 
INCLUDE LIENS, AND PROVIDING OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY 
RELATING THERETO," be approved, adopted and published in accordance with NRS 
244.100. 
 
 It was further ordered that a finding be made that the Ordinance does not 
impose a direct and significant economic burden upon a business, nor does it directly 
restrict the formation, operation or expansion of a business. 
 
 
 

SEPTEMBER 8, 2009  PAGE 21 



09-970  AGENDA ITEM 23 
  
Agenda Subject: “Reports/updates from County Commission members concerning 
various boards/commissions they may be a member of or liaison to (these may 
include, but not be limited to, Regional Transportation Commission, Reno-Sparks 
Convention & Visitors Authority, Debt Management Commission, District Board of 
Health, Truckee Meadows Water Authority, Organizational Effectiveness 
Committee, Investment Management Committee, Citizen Advisory Boards).”  
 
   Commissioner Weber announced a Regional Planning Governing Board 
(RPGB) meeting scheduled for September 10, 2009 and stated the Nevada Association of 
Counties (NACO) would meet next week. 
 
   Chairman Humke announced that Peter Vogel had been named the new 
Executive Director of Catholic Community Services of Northern Nevada. He suggested 
scheduling a presentation to the Board on that organization. 
 
   Commissioner Breternitz requested information on how much stimulus 
money Washoe County received. 
 
 AGENDA ITEM 24 
 
Agenda Subject: “Possible Closed Session for the purpose of discussing negotiations 
with Employee Organizations per NRS 288.220.” 
 
 There was no closed session scheduled for this meeting. 
 

COMMUNICATIONS 
 

The following communications and reports were received, duly noted, and 
ordered placed on file with the Clerk: 
 
09-971 Amendment to Interlocal Agreement between Washoe County and the 

Board of Regents, beginning August 21, 2007, for the Juvenile Services 
Work Program at the University of Nevada, Reno. (BCC Meeting 
08/21/2007, Agenda Item 8F(1), 07-947) 

 
09-972 Interlocal Agreement between Washoe County and the Washoe County 

School District, beginning April 10, 2007, for the Juvenile Services Work 
Program at Damonte Ranch High School. (BCC Meeting 04/10/2007, 
Agenda Item 7F(1), 07-387) 

 
09-973 Interlocal Agreement between Washoe County and the Reno-Sparks 

Livestock Events Center, beginning April 10, 2007, for the Juvenile 
Services Work Program. (BCC Meeting 04/10/2007, Agenda Item 7F(3), 
07-389) 
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09-974 Notice of Completion, Central Truckee Meadows Remediation District, 

Monitoring Well Drilling, Phase 3, PWP-WA-2008-322, dated August 5, 
2009, from the Washoe County Department of Water Resources to the 
Nevada State Labor Commission. (BCC Meeting 06/24/2008, Agenda 
Item 18) 

 
09-975 Ruby Pipeline LLC, Stakeholder Newsletter for the Second Quarter of 

2009.  
 
REPORTS – MONTHLY 

 
09-976 Clerk of the Court, Report of Fee Collections for the month ending July 

31, 2009.  
   

REPORTS – ANNUAL 
 
09-977 Grand View Terrace General Improvement District, Financial Statements, 

Compilation Report for the twelve months ending June 30, 2009.  
 
 * * * * * * * * * * 
 
 ADJOURNMENT 
 
8:35 p.m. There being no further business to come before the Board, on motion by 
Commissioner Jung, seconded by Chairman Humke, which motion duly carried, it was 
ordered that the meeting be adjourned. 
 
 
 
 
  _____________________________ 
  DAVID HUMKE, Chairman 
  Washoe County Commission 
ATTEST:  
 
 
__________________________ 
AMY HARVEY, County Clerk 
and Clerk of the Board of 
County Commissioners 
 
Minutes Prepared by: 
Stacy Gonzales, Deputy County Clerk 
 
 
 


















































































































	  BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA
	Bonnie Weber, Vice Chairperson
	John Breternitz, Commissioner
	Bob Larkin, Commissioner
	Kitty Jung, Commissioner
	Amy Harvey, County Clerk
	Katy Simon, County Manager
	Paul Lipparelli, Legal Counsel
	09-942  AGENDA ITEM 3 – COMMUNITY RELATIONS
	Agenda Subject: “Proclamation--United We Serve (All Commission Districts.)”
	09-943  AGENDA ITEM 4 – COMMUNITY RELATIONS
	Agenda Subject: “Proclamation--September 6-12, 2009 as Suicide Prevention Week (requested by Commissioner Jung). (All Commission Districts.)”
	09-944  AGENDA ITEM 5 – TECHNOLOGY SERVICES
	09-945  AGENDA ITEM 6
	09-946  AGENDA ITEM 7
	09-947  AGENDA ITEM 8A
	09-948  AGENDA ITEM 8B - ASSESSOR
	09-949  AGENDA ITEM 8C - TREASURER
	09-950  AGENDA ITEM 8D – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
	09-951  AGENDA ITEM 8E – SOCIAL SERVICES
	09-952  AGENDA ITEM 8F – INTERNAL AUDIT
	09-953  AGENDA ITEM 8G – INCLINE CONSTABLE
	09-954  AGENDA ITEM 8H – JUVENILE SERVICES
	09-955  AGENDA ITEM 8I – HUMAN RESOURCES
	09-956  AGENDA ITEM 8J - FINANCE
	09-957  AGENDA ITEM 9 – HUMAN RESOURCES
	09-958  AGENDA ITEM 13 – JUVENILE SERVICES
	09-959  AGENDA ITEM 15 – PUBLIC WORKS
	09-960  AGENDA ITEM 16 – PUBLIC WORKS
	09-961  AGENDA ITEM 17 – PUBLIC WORKS
	09-962 AGENDA ITEM 11 – SHERIFF’S OFFICE
	09-963  AGENDA ITEM 12 – COMMUNITY RELATIONS
	09-964  AGENDA ITEM 14 – WATER RESOURCES
	09-965  AGENDA ITEM 18 - MANAGER
	09-966  AGENDA ITEM 20 – DISTRICT ATTORNEY
	09-967  AGENDA ITEM 22 – COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
	09-968  AGENDA ITEM 19 – PUBLIC WORKS
	09-969  AGENDA ITEM 21
	09-970  AGENDA ITEM 23
	 AGENDA ITEM 24
	 ADJOURNMENT



