BOARD OF COUNTY COWM SSI ONERS, WASHCE COUNTY, NEVADA
TUESDAY 5:15 P.M APRIL 9, 1996
PRESENT:

St eve Bradhurst, Chairman
Grant Sins, Vice Chairman
Joanne Bond, Conmi ssi oner
M ke Mouliot, Conmi ssioner
Ji m Shaw, Comm ssi oner

Betty Lewi s, Chief Deputy County Cl erk
John Maclntyre, County Manager
Madel yn Shi pman, Legal Counse

The Board net in regular session in the Comi ssion Chanbers of the WAshoe County Adm nistration Conplex, 1001 E. Ninth Street,
Reno, Nevada. Follow ng the pledge of allegiance to the flag of our Country, the Clerk called the roll and the Board conducted the
fol |l owi ng busi ness:

AGENDA

In accordance with the Open Meeting Law, on notion by Conm ssioner Shaw, seconded by Conmm ssioner Bond, which notion duly carried,
Chai rman Bradhurst ordered that the agenda for the April 9, 1996 neeting be approved with the follow ng anmendnments: Delete - |tem
8A, Request of Anerican Water Heater G oup for Refund of Personal Property Taxes; and Item 13, Water Service Agreenent and

Resol uti on of Water Service between Washoe County and Sierra Pacific Power Conpany.

PUBLI C COMVENTS
There was no response to the call for public comments
M NUTES

On nmotion by Commi ssi oner Shaw, seconded by Conmmi ssioner Muliot, which nmotion duly carried, Chairnman Bradhurst ordered that the
m nutes of the regular neetings of February 27 and March 12, 1996 be approved.

96- 287 APPO NTMENT OF ACTI NG REG STRAR OF VOTERS - OFFER OF EMPLOYMENT FOR REG STRAR OF VOTERS POSI TI ON

John Maclntyre, County Manager, provi ded background information regarding this item and advised that as of April 2, 1996, the
Secretary of State's office no |longer handled the affairs of the Registrar of Voters' Ofice, and because of the need to nove
forward on administrative itens, etc. he designated Howard Reynol ds, Assistant County Manager, as the Acting Registrar of Voters,
effective April 2, 1996.

Upon recomendati on of John Maclntyre, County Manager, on notion by Comm ssioner Bond, seconded by Comm ssioner Shaw, which notion
duly carried, Chairman Bradhurst ordered that the appoi ntnent of Howard Reynol ds, Assistant County Manager, as Acting Registrar of
Vot ers, be approved retroactively.

A di scussion comrenced relative to the Boards' options for filling the position of Registrar of Voters. M. Maclntyre comented
that several candidates went through the assessnment center when the previous Registrar was appointed on January 23, 1996, with the
two hi ghest rated candi dates being interviewed by the Board; and that, pursuant to the request of Board nenbers, the other

candi date, M. Nelson Clayton, has been contacted, and has indicated that he is still interested in the position.

Conmi ssi oner Bradhurst stated that the Registrar of Voters is an inportant position and suggested that an informal meeting mnight



be hel d between the Board and M. Clayton to discuss issues that both he and the Board nmay have, and also to give himthe
opportunity to nmeet with nmenbers of the community. Conmi ssioner Shaw stated that, based on M. Cl ayton's background and
experience, he would like to offer himthe position at this tinme to expedite the appointnment. Commi ssioners Muliot, Bond, and
Sinms agreed that the offer of enploynment should be nade to M. Clayton at this tine.

Conmi ssioner Sins stated that he feels the Board could visit with M. Clayton in conjunction with the offer, but the offer for
enpl oynment shoul d not be delayed. M. Maclntyre suggested that M. Clayton could be invited to neet with the Board during the
regul ar caucus neeting of April 22, 1996 and that the Personnel Division could make arrangenents for himto also visit with
menbers of the conmunity. Comm ssioner Bradhurst suggested that M. Clayton al so spend sone tinme with the Registrar of Voters
staff.

Fol l owi ng further discussion, on notion by Commi ssioner Bond, seconded by Comm ssioner Shaw, which nmotion duly carried, Chairman
Bradhurst ordered that an offer of enploynent as Registrar of Voters be made to M. Nelson Clayton. It was further ordered that
M. Clayton be invited to neet with the Board at their caucus neeting of April 22, 1996, and that paynent for his travel expenses
to Reno be authori zed.

96- 288 PROCLAMATION - APRIL 21 - 27, 1996 AS WASHOE COUNTY CRI ME VI CTI MS' RI GHTS WEEK

On nmotion by Commi ssioner Sins, seconded by Conm ssioner Muliot, which notion duly carried, it was ordered that the follow ng
Procl amati on be adopted and Chai rman Bradhurst be authorized to execute:

PROCLAMATI ON
WHEREAS, Violence is on the rise in Arerica, with one violent crinme conmmtted every 16 seconds; and
WHEREAS, Five out of every six people will be a victimof a violent crine at | east once at sonme point in their lifetine; and

WHEREAS, As a nation devoted to liberty and justice for all, America nust increase its efforts to protect and restore crine
victinms' rights; and

WHEREAS, All citizens of Anmerica nmust do their part to stop violence by reporting crinmes, by supporting nore equitable sentencing
laws, and by refusing to tolerate injustice in our homes or on our streets; and

WHEREAS, Crinme victins and those who serve them deserve our support for their quest to secure victimjustice; and

WHEREAS, A national commitnment to violence reduction and victim assistance will help bring crinminals to justice, and justice to
victinms; and

WHEREAS, Washoe County is joining forces with victimservice prograns, crimnal justice officials and concerned citizens
t hroughout Nevada to observe 1996 National Crime Victinms' Rights Wek; now, therefore, be it

PROCLAI MED, BY THE BOARD OF COWM SSI ONERS OF WASHOE COUNTY NEVADA, That the week of April 21 - 27, 1996, is designated as Washoe
County Crinme Victins' Rights Week and that the Board reaffirms its commtnment to address victins' rights and crimnal justice
t hroughout the year.

96- 289 SEXUAL ASSAULT VICTIMS - MEDI CAL CARE - PAYMENT

Pursuant to NRS 217.280 to 217.350, on notion by Conm ssioner Sins, seconded by Conmi ssioner Muliot, which notion duly carri ed,
Chai rman Bradhurst ordered that paynments with funds fromthe District Attorney's account designated Sexual Assault Victins
Expenses be authorized for initial energency nmedical care and followup treatnment for 17 victins of sexual assault in an anopunt
totaling $3,759.10 as set forth in a nmenorandum placed on file with the Clerk from Vi cki e Wedow, Adm nistrative Assistant,
District Attorney's Ofice, dated March 18, 1996.

96- 290 ACCEPTANCE OF DONATI ON - SENI OR SERVI CES



Upon recomendation of Karen Mabry, Director, Senior Services, on notion by Comr ssioner Sinms, seconded by Conm ssioner Mbuliot,
whi ch motion duly carried, Chairman Bradhurst ordered that the donation of $2,000 fromthe Catherine Urban Trust for the Senior
Law Program be accepted with gratitude, and the followi ng account transactions be authorized:

REVENUE EXPENDITURES
Anpunt Account Anpunt Account
$2, 000 25481G-5802 $2, 000 25481G 7000

96- 291 REG ONAL TRANSPORTATI ON GRANT - GERLACH EMPI RE SENI OR CI TI ZENS CENTER - SENI OR SERVI CES

Upon recomendati on of Karen Mabry, Director, Senior Services, on notion by Comm ssioner Sinms, seconded by Conm ssioner Mbuliot,
which notion duly carried, Chairman Bradhurst ordered that the Director of Senior Services be authorized to pursue a grant through
t he Regi onal Transportation Conmission in the amount of $8,500 on behalf of the Gerlach-Enpire Senior Citizens Center to cover
costs associated with transportation of clients to the Reno area for medical and government agency purposes.

96- 292 REI MBURSEMENT TO NON- COUNTY EMPLOYEE FOR COUNTY RELATED TRAVEL - HEALTH DEPARTMENT

Upon recomendation of David Rice, District Health O ficer, on notion by Conm ssioner Sins, seconded by Conm ssioner Mouliot,
which notion duly carried, Chairman Bradhurst ordered that the rei nbursenent of M. Wi Yang for travel costs to attend a
conference in Park City, Uah May 1 - 3, 1996 be approved.

It was noted that the Air Quality Managenent Division and the University of Nevada, Reno, have entered into an agreement where the
Uni versity receives funds fromthe District Health Departnent to support a graduate assistant position; that Wi Yang, a

Uni versity of Nevada graduate student, is working with staff on a PMLO project to study the related health effects of air
particulate pollution; and that the conference will directly benefit M. Yang's assigned project.

96- 293 BROKER SERVI CE AGREEMENT - PROPERTY AND RELATED | NSURANCE COVERAGE - RI SK MANAGEMENT

Upon recomendati on of Raynond Si bl ey, Risk Manager, on notion by Commi ssioner Sins, seconded by Conmi ssioner Muliot, which
notion duly carried, Chairman Bradhurst ordered that the Ri sk Manager be authorized to enter into a three-year broker service
agreenent with Lockhart Insurance Agency, effective April 1, 1996, with the option of two one-year renewals, and purchase property
and related insurance through Affiliated FM I nsurance Conpany, effective May 1, 1996.

It was noted that in January, 1996, the Ri sk Managenent Division conpleted a Request for Proposal (RFP) for brokerage services;
that five responses were received and four brokers were requested to contact insurance narkets to obtain quotes for the County's
i nsurance program and that in review ng and anal yzing the proposals submtted by the brokers, it has been determ ned that the
programwith Affiliated FMinsurance provided by Lockhart |nsurance Agency neets the coverage needs and provi des the npst
conpetitive price for the program It was further noted that the prem umcost for the property programis $140,452 and is
currently budgeted in the Ri sk Managenent Fund.

96- 294 PROPERTY PURCHASE - 848 MORRILL AVENUE - GENERAL SERVI CES

Upon recomrendation of Bud Fujii, Director, General Services Departnent, on notion by Conm ssioner Sinms, seconded by Conm ssioner
Moul i ot, which notion duly carried, it was ordered that the purchase of the house and property at 848 Morrill Avenue, Assessor's
Par cel Nunber 008-162-14, in Reno, Nevada, from Ms. Jan Patrina Enteles for the amount of $80, 000 be approved and that a renta
dunpster for $117 be provided. It was further ordered that Chairnman Bradhurst be authorized to execute the deed, agreenent, and
ot her documents when presented.

It was noted that the Finance Division, Ri sk Management, and the District Attorney's O fice reviewed and agreed with the



recomendati on.
96- 295 APPROPRI ATl ON TRANSFER - PURCHASE OF PROPERTY - 848 MORRI LL AVENUE - FI NANCE

John Maclntyre, County Manager, advised that questions were raised at yesterday's caucus regarding the Mcrofiche program Bud
Fujii, Director, General Services Departnent, reviewed additional docunentation provided to the Board and responded to questions.

Fol | owi ng di scussi on, upon recomendati on of Tyrone Brooks, Finance Division, on nmotion by Commi ssioner Sinms, seconded by
Conmi ssi oner Mouliot, which notion duly carried, Chairman Bradhurst ordered that the followi ng appropriation transfers fromthe

M crofi che Equi pment account to the Acquisitions account relative to the purchase of property at 848 Mrrill Avenue be authorized:
Decrease Account Descri ption Armount

001-1627-7842 M crofi che Equi pnment $85, 000. 00

I ncrease Account Descri ption Anmount

001-1611- 7887 Acqui sitions $85, 000. 00

96- 296 ASSI ST I N PATROL - TO YABE NATI ONAL FOREST - SHERI FF

John Maclntyre, County Manager, provi ded additional information pursuant to questions raised at yesterday's caucus, and advised
t hat additional docunentation has been provided by the Finance Division regarding this item

Fol I owi ng di scussi on, upon recomrendati on of Richard Kirkland, Sheriff, on notion by Conm ssioner Sins, seconded by Comm ssioner
Moul i ot, which nmotion duly carried, Chairmn Bradhurst ordered that the use of Washoe County Deputy Sheriffs to assist in the
Patrol of the Toi yabe National Forest within Washoe County, Nevada be approved.

It was noted that there will be no fiscal inpact on the Sheriff's Ofice or County budgets, as all personnel and equi pnent are
paid for by the U S. Forest Service, to include overtinme, liability, and equi pnent usage.

96- 297 AGREEMENT - FORENSI C SERVI CES - CRI ME LABORATORY AND STATE OF NEVADA - SHERI FF

John Maclntyre, County Manager, reviewed additional docunentation provided by the Finance Division as requested by the Board at
yest erday's caucus.

Upon recomrendati on of Richard Kirkland, Sheriff, on notion by Conm ssioner Sins, seconded by Conm ssioner Muliot, which notion
duly carried, it was ordered that the Crine Laboratory's contract with the State of Nevada Departnent of Motor Vehicles for
forensic services associated with the Breath Al cohol Programin the anpbunt of $160,000 for fiscal year 1995/96 and $171, 000 for
fiscal year 1996/97 be approved, and the follow ng account transactions be authorized:

I ncreased revenues fiscal year 95/96 15066 $160, 000. 00
I ncreased expenditures fiscal year 95/96 15066 $160, 000. 00
I ncreased revenues fiscal year 96/97 15066 $171, 000. 00
I ncreased expenditures fiscal year 96/97 15066 $171, 000. 00

96- 298 RETROACTI VE APPROVAL TO SUBM T GRANT - NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR VEHI CLES - PUBLI C SAFETY OFFI CE OF CRI M NAL JUSTI CE
ASS| STANCE FOR CRI ME LAB EQUI PMENT - SHERI FF

Commi ssi oner Bradhurst commented that di scussion was held regarding this itemat yesterday's caucus neeting, at which tine the
Fi nance Division indicated that the issue of retroactive approvals for subm ssion of grants by the Sheriff's Ofice is on next
week' s agenda.



Gary Goelitz, Finance Division, commented that there appears to be sonme confusion at the Sheriff's Ofice regarding the process
for subm ssion of grants, and meetings will be conducted to clarify that process.

Upon recomrendation of Gary Goelitz, Finance Division, on notion by Comn ssioner Sins, seconded by Comnr ssioner Muliot, which
nmotion duly carried, Chairman Bradhurst ordered that subm ssion of a grant to the Nevada Departnment of Mtor Vehicles and the
Public Safety Office of Crimnal Justice Assistance for Crine Lab equi pnent be approved retroactively.

96-299 AWARD OF BI D - MOTORI ZED TRAFFI C LI NE PAI NT SPRAYER - BID NO. 1905-96 - EQUI PMENT SERVI CES

This was the tinme to consider award of bid, Notice to Bidders for receipt of seal ed bids having been published in the Reno
Gazette-Journal on January 9, 1996, for a Mditorized Traffic Line Paint Sprayer for the Equi pment Services Division of the Genera
Servi ces Departnment. Proof was made that due and | egal Notice had been given.

John Maclntyre, County Manager, advised that, pursuant to questions raised at yesterday's caucus, Janes Mayes, Acting Road
Superintendent, has provided additional background information regarding this item

Bi ds, copies of which were placed on file with the Clerk, were received fromthe foll ow ng vendors:

Kel l y- Creswel | Conpany, Inc.
M B Conpani es, Inc.

Morton Traffic Markings

Li near Dynam cs, Inc.

Quad States |ndustries

Pervo Pai nt Conpany subnitted a "No-Bid" response and A-1 Industrial Supply; Anerican Equi prent Co., Inc.; Baltinore Paint; C & R
Parts and Equi pnent; Cate Nevada Equi pnent; Choquettes & Sons; Dispensing Tech. Corp.; Edward R Bacon Conpany; Enpire Equi pnment
Conpany; Hi ghway Equi pnent Conpany; Hol |l and Equi pnent Conpany; MLel | an Equi prent; Ri cker Machi nery Conpany and Super Preci sion
Design Inc. failed to respond to the invitation to bid.

Fol | owi ng di scussi on, upon recomendati on of John Bal enti ne, Purchasing and Contracts Adninistrator, on notion by Comr ssioner

Si ms, seconded by Comnmi ssioner Muliot, which notion duly carried, Chairman Bradhurst ordered that Bid No. 1905-96 for a Mtorized
Traffic Line Paint Sprayer for the Equi pment Services Division of the General Services Departnent be awarded to the | owest
responsi ve, responsible bidder, Kelly-Creswell Conpany, Inc. in the net anount of $156, 320.

It was noted that the awarded bid price of $156,320 reflects the base price of $143,866 and the option of the paint sprayer
equi pped with a two canmera col or video guidance systemat a price of $12,454.

96- 300 REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL - RFP NO. 1914-96 - VO CE MAIL PROCESSI NG SYSTEMS (VMPS) - TELECOVMUNI CATI ONS

This was the tinme to consider award of bid, Notice to Proposers for receipt of seal ed bids having been published in the Reno
Gazette-Journal on February 29, 1996, for Voice Mail Processing Systems (VMPS) for the Tel ecomruni cati ons Division of the Genera
Services Departnment. Proof was made that due and | egal Notice had been given.

Proposal s, copies of which were placed on file with the Clerk, were received fromthe foll owi ng vendors:

Vi si on Communi cati on Services, Inc.
DAl SI Systens & Services

Americomm Inc.; Lanier Worldwide, Inc.; Mcrolog Corporation; Mbile Media Paging; NEC Busi ness Comuni cati ons Systenm NEC
Busi ness Conmmuni cati ons (West); and Periphonics Corporation failed to respond to the invitation to bid.



Upon recomendati on of John Bal entine, Purchasing and Contracts Adm nistrator, on notion by Comm ssioner Sins, seconded by
Conmmi ssi oner Mouliot, which notion duly carried, Chairman Bradhurst ordered that RFP No. 1914-96 for Voice Miil Processing Systens
(VMPS) for the Tel ecommuni cations Division of the General Services Departnment be awarded to the | owest responsive, responsible

bi dder, Vi sion Communi cation Services, Inc. in the net total anmount of $90,631 as foll ows:

System #1: One Voice Mail Processing System (VMPS) for the new Washoe County Courthouse facility located at #1 South Sierra
Street, Reno, Nevada in the net ampunt of $39, 971

System #2: One Voice Mail Processing System (VMPS) for the Washoe County 9th Street Conplex |located at 1001 East 9th Street, Reno,
Nevada in the net anmpunt of $50, 660.

96-301 BILL NO 1126 - AMENDI NG WCC CHAPTER 110 (DEVELOPMENT CODE) - POSTI NG REQUI REMENTS
Bill No. 1126 entitled, "AN ORDI NANCE AMENDI NG THE WASHCE COUNTY CODE TO DELETE THE POSTI NG REQUI REMENTS STI PULATED | N SECTI ONS

110.804.20 (c) AND 110.810.25 (c) OF THE DEVELOPMENT CODE," was introduced by Conmi ssioner Sinms, the title read to the Board, and
| egal notice for final action of adoption directed.

Conmmi ssi oner Mouliot referred to Section 110.804.20 (a) that states that a notice ...shall be sent by mail at |east (10) days
before the neeting... and requested the wordi ng be changed to ...postnarked at | east (10) days before the nmeeting. Bob
Kat ai , Devel opnent Revi ew, advised that he will pursue this.

96-302 BILL NO 1127 - AMENDI NG WCC CHAPTER 110 (DEVELOPMENT CODE) - RELOCATI ON OF SUBSTANDARD LOTS THROUGH BOUNDARY LI NE
ADJUSTMENT

Bill No. 1127 entitled, "AN ORDI NANCE AMENDI NG THE WASHOE COUNTY CODE TO ADD PROVI SI ONS TO THE DEVELOPMENT CODE REGARDI NG
RELOCATI ON OF SUBSTANDARD LOTS THROUGH THE BOUNDARY LI NE ADJUSTMENT PROCEDURE, " was introduced by Conmissioner Sins, the title
read to the Board, and | egal notice for final action of adoption directed.

96- 303 CORRECTI ON OF FACTUAL ERRCRS - 1995 AND 1996 TAX ROLLS - ASSESSOR

Ron Fox, Chief Appraiser, Assessor's Ofice, responded to questions of the Board regarding the Roll Change Request for Lauretta
Harmon and the Assessor's procedures relative to the assessnent of properties under construction.

Fol | owi ng di scussi on, upon recomendati on of Jean Tacchi no, Assistant Chief Deputy Assessor, on mption by Commi ssioner Sins,
seconded by Conmi ssioner Muliot, which notion duly carried, it was ordered that the followi ng Roll Change Requests correcting
factual errors on tax bills already nmail ed, be approved for the reasons indicated thereon and mailed to the property owner, a copy
of which is placed on file with the Clerk. It was further ordered that the Orders on each roll change directing the Treasurer to
correct the error be approved and Chairman Bradhurst be authorized to execute on behal f of the Conm ssion

Rol | Change Request No. 270

Berry-Hi nckl ey Termni nal Inc. APN 032-220-51 (1996 Secured Roll)

Rol | Change Request No. 271

Dale M Barconb APN 050-292-04 (1995 Secured Roll)

Rol | Change Request No. 272

Lauretta P. Harnon APN 088-202-12 (1996 Secured Roll)

Rol | Change Request

Lee Brothers Leasi ng Conpany I.D. #2/190-499 (1995/96 Unsecured Roll)

Rol | Change Request



Si erra Bi onedi cal |.D. #2/118-000 (1995/96 Unsecured Roll)
Rol | Change Request

EconolLube |.D. #2/139-014 (1995/96 Unsecured Roll)
Rol I Change Request

Hori zon Frei ght Systens |.D. #2/443-016 (1995-96 Unsecured Roll)
Rol | Change Request

Franklin Printing |.D. #2/524-006 (1995/96 Unsecured Roll)
Rol | Change Request

Mary Jean Thonpson APN 011-201- 34 (1995/96 Secured Roll)
96- 304 REFUND OF TAXES - FORNEY CORPORATI ON/ DAVI S COMBUSTI ON SYSTEMS, INC. - |.D. #2/599-012

John Maclntyre, County Manager, advised that the Board had questions at yesterday's caucus relative to this item and requested
that a representative of the Assessor's O fice be present at tonight's neeting.

Tom Sokol , Assessor's O fice, provided background information and advi sed that the taxpayer did not file a personal property
declaration for 1993-94 and 1994-95; and that the 1994-95 estimte was nore favorable to the taxpayer and a request for refund is
only being made for the 1993-94 estimated val ue. He expl ained the Assessor's procedure relative to the assessnent of non-decl ared
personal property, advising that the estinmated val ue represents the average assessed value of sinmilar businesses that subnmtted a
declaration for the sane fiscal year

Al bert Davis, representing Forney Corporation/Davis Conbustion Systens, Inc., advised that he was President of the fornmerly Davis
Conmbustion Systens, Inc. and that he turned the formover to his account clerk who, unbeknownst to him filed it away and nothi ng
was done on it; that when it cane to his attention that they were delinquent, because of the inpending effort of the Assessor's
Ofice to take possession of the conpany's materials, it was necessary to pay the taxes rather than resolve the differences

bet ween what was reasonabl e based on what was paid in prior years; that he was told the estinated tax was totally arbitrary, and
their contention is that the Assessor could not have used siml|ar businesses for conparison because of the exorbitant estimated
val ue; and that they do not take issue with the fact they were late and are willing to pay associated penalties, but feel that
since the original assessnment was so out of line and they do not think it is the law s intent to punitively tax people even if
they make a mistake, that a nore reasonabl e assessnent should be made. He further stated that it was never their intent to not pay
the taxes, but because of sloppy work by one of his enployees and the conditions existing at the tinme of just trying to keep the
busi ness afloat, the filing of the declaration was overl ooked. M. Davis then responded to questions of the Board.

M. Sokol answered further questions of the Board and advi sed that taking the average value of simlar properties has been
deternmined to be the best way to estimte non-decl ared personal property; that properties are not |ooked at individually because
of the high volune of non-declared properties and manpower constraints; and that Nevada Revised Statute 361.265 requires the
Assessor to estimate the val ue when a declaration is not filed, but does not say howthis estinate is to be determ ned. He noted
that approxi mately eight years ago, the Assessor's procedure was to | ook at the prior year's assessed value and increase it hy
50% and that there is an appeal process to the County and State Boards of Equalization, but no appeal was nmade in this case.

Conmi ssioner Sinms noted that the taxpayer indicated that the assessed value in March of 1993 was $8,539, the Assessor's estimated
value in March of 1994 was placed at $424,887, and the value was actually approxi mately $99, 000. Comn ssi oner Bond stated that she
has a problemwi th an estimted value that is beyond reasonable and feels a nore equitable value should be determ ned

Chai rman Bradhurst stated that discussion of the problens the Assessor's O fice has with processing estimted values with
anti quat ed equi pnent and technol ogy has previously been held by the Board, at which tinme the Board indicated their concerns and
desires that some nethod coul d be devel oped that would "flag" exorbitant estinates.



M. Sokol advised that the Assessor started another procedure this year that flags any increase higher than 25% over the previous
year, and those are | ooked at on an individual basis. Chairmn Bradhurst conmented that he feels sonmething nore equitable needs to
be done in this case and understands the confusion experienced by the conpany with inmrmnent bankruptcy, etc., but is concerned
that they also did not file a declaration for the 1994-95 tax year

Conmmi ssi oner Shaw stated that he wants to be fair to all concerned but, at the sanme tinme, is frustrated that taxpayers do not
conply with the regulations set forth, thereby creating these types of problens.

Legal Counsel Shipman comented that when this issue previously canme before the Board she alerted the Board to the fact that the
State Attorney General's Ofice and the Departnment of Taxation are |ooking into the utilization by the County Comnmi ssioners of the
NRS section on property tax refunds to allow taxpayers to avert the adm nistrative process set out in State law for themto
chal l enge the assessed valuation of either real or personal property.

Commi ssi oner Bond asked why the applicant did not appeal to the County or State Board of Equalization and M. Davis stated that
they were advised that they had to go through the District Attorney's Ofice for the 1993-94 tax year

Chai rman Bradhurst stated that, in response to the District Attorney's coments, it would appear these types of problens will not
occur again as the Assessor has conmenced a new procedure where increases greater than 25% over the previous year are | ooked at on
an individual basis.

Fol l owi ng further discussion, on notion by Commi ssioner Bond, seconded by Comnr ssioner Muliot, which nmotion duly carried, it was
ordered that a tax refund for fiscal year 1993-94 of Forney Corporation/Davis Conbustion Systens, Inc. be granted based on a
reasonabl e assessnent being determnmined to be the 1993-94 personal property anount provided by the taxpayer and adding 50%to that
figure. It was further ordered that the District Attorney be directed to prepare the Resolution granting the refund and Chairnman
Bradhurst be authorized to execute the Resol ution when presented on behal f of Washoe County:

The foll owing Resolution was prepared as directed and executed by Chairman Bradhurst:
RESOLUTI ON-Di recting the County Treasurer to Refund Taxes

WHEREAS, the Board of Commi ssioners of Washoe County, pursuant to NRS 354.240, has the authority to direct the County Treasurer to
Refund to an applicant the ampbunt of noney paid into the County Treasury in excess of the amount |egally payable; and

WHEREAS, Forney Corporation/Davis Conmbustion Systens, Inc. (Taxpayer), nmade application for the refund of 1993-1994 persona
property taxes and penalty because Taxpayer contends that the Assessor's estimate of the value of Taxpayer's property, |.D.
#2/599- 012, was unreasonabl e; and

WHEREAS, Forney Corporation/Davis Conmbustion Systens, Inc. has overpaid taxes for fiscal year 1993-1994 in the amount of
$14, 070. 55; and

WHEREAS, it is the opinion of the Board of Conmi ssioners of Washoe County that the applicant for a refund has just cause for
maki ng such application and that the granting of such refund would be equitable.

NOW THEREFORE, BE | T RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COWM SSI ONERS OF WASHCE COUNTY AS FOLLOWS

1. That the Treasurer of Washoe County be and hereby is authorized and directed to refund to Forney Corporation/Davis Combustion
Systens, Inc. a total of $14,070.55, that anpunt being the taxes overpaid by Forney Corporation/Davis Conmbustion Systenms, Inc. for
the tax year 1993-1994 on |.D. #2/599-012.

2. The Treasurer of Washoe County is further directed to debit the account of each governnental entity which has shared in the
excess of the taxes collected in error for its pro rata share of the refund.



96- 305 REFUND OF TAXES - ROBERT M AND DEE B. MCLECD TR, ET AL. - APN 039-111-24

Upon recomrendati on of James Barnes, Deputy District Attorney, as stated in D.A Opinion No. 6314, on notion by Comi ssioner Sins,
seconded by Conmi ssioner Shaw, which notion duly carried, it was ordered that the foll owi ng Resol uti on be adopted and Chairnman
Bradhurst be authorized to execute on behalf of Washoe County:

RESOLUTI ON- Di recting the County Treasurer to Refund Taxes

WHEREAS, the Board of Commi ssioners of Washoe County, pursuant to NRS 354.240 has the authority to direct the County Treasurer to
refund to an applicant the ampunt of noney paid into the County Treasury in excess of the amount |egally payable; and

WHEREAS, Robert M and Dee B. MlLeod Tr., et al. (Taxpayer), made application for the refund of 1994-1995 real property taxes
because, based upon an assessment error, the Assessor's O fice nisappraised the Taxpayers' property, APN 039-111-24; and

WHEREAS, Robert M and Dee B. McLeod, Tr., et al. have overpaid taxes for fiscal year 1994-1995 in the anount of $6,271.28; and

WHEREAS, it is the opinion of the Board of Conmi ssioners of Washoe County that the applicant for a refund has just cause for
maki ng such application and that the granting of such refund would be equitable.

NOW THEREFORE, BE | T RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COVM SSI ONERS OF WASHOE COUNTY AS FOLLOWS

1. That the Treasurer of Washoe County be and hereby is authorized and directed to refund to Robert M and Dee B. MlLeod a tota
of $6,271.28, that ampbunt being the taxes overpaid by Robert M and Dee B. MLeod Tr., et al. for the tax year 1994-1995 on APN
039-111- 24.

2. The Treasurer of Washoe County is further directed to debit the account of each governnental entity which has shared in the
excess of the taxes collected in error for its pro rata share of the refund.

96- 306 REFUND OF TAXES - GEORGE F. SIEFFERT, M D. - AIRCRAFT |.D. #51/00-268

John Maclntyre, County Manager, advised that this itemwas continued from March 19, 1996; and that Dr. Sieffert has requested that
if it appears the Board is going to take an action to deny the request, this itembe continued to the May 14, 1996 neeti ng because
he was unable to attend tonight's neeting.

Chai rman Bradhurst commented that the concern expressed by the Board at the March 19th neeting was that the taxpayer sold his

ai rplane in Novenber and was assessed as if he had the property for the entire year, and that maybe the | aw should be changed so
that if property considered to be migratory is sold during the year, the taxpayer would pay taxes just for the period of tine the
property was owned; and that a great deal of time was spent on this issue, and he continues to feel that a refund should be

provi ded given the circunmstances presented.

Conmmi ssioner Sinms stated that NRS 361.505 provides for the proration of taxes on personal property when the property is considered
m gratory property, and the District Attorney's Ofice has stated that it is their opinion this is not migratory property, and he
woul d uphol d their recomendation for deni al

Legal Counsel Shipman clarified that the |law provides for proration of taxes on personal property when the property is considered
"mgratory property", which proration occurs when the property is brought into the County and not when the property |eaves the
County.

On notion by Comm ssioner Bond, seconded by Commi ssioner Shaw, which notion duly carried, it was ordered that this item be
continued to the regular neeting of May 14, 1996.



96- 307 REFUND OF TAXES - SYLVI A WONDERLI NG - APN 043-150-02

Upon recomrendati on of Janmes Barnes, Deputy District Attorney, as stated in D.A Opinion No. 6316, on notion by Comi ssioner Bond,
seconded by Conmi ssioner Sins, which notion duly carried, it was ordered that the foll owi ng Resol uti on be adopted and Chairnman
Bradhurst be authorized to execute on behalf of Washoe County:

RESOLUTI ON- Di recting the County Treasurer to Refund Taxes

WHEREAS, the Board of Commi ssioners of Washoe County, pursuant to NRS 354.240 has the authority to direct the County Treasurer to
Refund to an applicant the ampbunt of noney paid into the County Treasury in excess of the amount |egally payable; and

WHEREAS, Sylvia Wonderling (Taxpayer) made application for the refund of 1992-1993, 1993-1994 and 1994-1995 real property taxes
because, based upon an assessment error, the Assessor's O fice nisappraised the Taxpayer's property, APN 043-150-02; and

WHEREAS, Sylvia Wonderling has overpaid taxes for fiscal years 1992-1993, 1993-1994 and 1994-1995 in the ampunt of $574.30; and

WHEREAS, it is the opinion of the Board of Conmi ssioners of Washoe County that the applicant for a refund has just cause for
maki ng such application and that the granting of such refund would be equitable.

NOW THEREFORE, BE | T RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COVM SSI ONERS OF WASHOE COUNTY AS FOLLOWS

1. That the Treasurer of Washoe County be and hereby is authorized and directed to refund to Sylvia Whnderling a total of $574. 30,
t hat anount being the taxes overpaid by Sylvia Wonderling for the tax years 1992-1993, 1993-1994 and1994-1995 on APN 043-150-02.

2. The Treasurer of Washoe County is further directed to debit the account of each governnental entity which has shared in the
excess of the taxes collected in error for its pro rata share of the refund.

96- 308 REFUND COF TAXES - ZYCOM CORPORATION - |.D. #2/182-197 - DENI AL

Based on District Attorney's Opinion No. 6317, on nmotion by Commi ssioner Bond, seconded by Comr ssioner Sins, which notion duly
carried, it was ordered that the request by Zycom Corporation for refund of tax penalty paid on personal property |.D. #2/182-197
for the 1995-1996 tax year in the ampunt of $1,355.77 be denied for the reasons stated in the Decision placed on file with the
Clerk.

96- 309 RESOLUTI ON OF | NTENT TO SELL COUNTY PROPERTY - RECEI PT OF OFFER FROM A. K. E. R LLC - APN 047-010-06 - PUBLI C WORKS

John Maclntyre, County Manager, reviewed the supplemental report fromJames Gale of the Public Wrks Departnent, which was
provided to the Board in response to questions raised at yesterday's caucus neeting.

James Gal e, Senior Property Agent, Departnent of Public Wrks, reviewed the offer fromA K E. R LLC to purchase County property
and responded to questions of the Board.

The Board di scussed the ternms and conditions contained in the offer and expressed concerns regarding the close of escrow within
120 days of acceptance of the offer because it may not be possible to obtain approval for the subdivision map within that
timeframe, being able to divide the property into 60 parcels, and the possible appearance of a conflict of interest should the
subdi vi sion map be appealed to the County Commi ssion.

Legal Counsel Shiprman advi sed that under County Code and State | aw the processing of tentative maps can take no | onger than 105
days fromthe date the application is submtted; that the subdivision map would not conme before the Board unless the Pl anning
Conmmi ssion's decision is appeal ed, at which tinme the Board woul d be advised to act on such appeal as the County Conmnmi ssion rather
than sellers of the property; and that there is nothing contained in the terns and conditions of the proposed purchase that binds



the Board in any way to approval of the subdivision

M. Maclntyre noted that only the consideration of the offer is before the Board today and acceptance of this or any other offer
made pursuant to the noticing process would be considered at the public hearing proposed to be set for May 14, 1996.

Conmi ssioner Sins stated that the property has been professionally and thoroughly nmarketed and this is the only offer he is aware
of ; and that he is confortable with the offer

Curry Janmeson, Realty Executives, Broker representi ng Washoe County, stated that he has distributed approxinmately 120 packages to
the broker and private comrunity and has shown the property to approximately 7 individuals, and this is the only offer that has
come forth; that anyone offering to purchase the property for devel opnment would include devel opnent conditions and woul d ask for a
reasonabl e amount of tinme to do diligent studies, which is normally a mninmum of 90 - 120 days; that he has made it very clear to
every potential buyer that they have to follow the sane County standards and devel opnment gui delines as anyone else in the
comunity and has worked with the buyer's agent to assure that |anguage contained in the offer reflects this; and that there is a
question of whether the property can be divided into 60 parcels because of the zoning on the property but the potential buyers
have | ooked at this and feel it is attainable. He further stated that this type of property typically takes from6 nonths to 2-3
years to sell and requires a buyer that knows what they are doing; that the current buyer knows the area very well and he believes
they would nove forward in a due diligent manner; and that it is his opinion that 120 days is a reasonable tinmeframe for this type
of sale.

Fol l owi ng further discussion, upon recommendati on of Janes Gal e, Senior Property Agent, through Craig MConnell, Public Wrks
Director, on notion by Conmm ssioner Sins, seconded by Conmm ssioner Mouliot, which notion duly carried, it was ordered that the
foll owi ng acti ons be taken:

1. The offer fromA K E.R LLC to purchase County property for the apprai sed value of $1, 250,000 be accept ed.

2. Chairman Bradhurst be authorized to sign the followi ng Resolution of Intent to Sell County Property, and the placenent of the
Resol uti on once per week for two weeks in the Reno-Gazette Journal, as required by NRS 244,282, be authorized:

RESOLUTI ON OF | NTENT TO SELL COUNTY PROPERTY

WHEREAS, Washoe County is the owner of a 101.41 acre parcel |ocated easterly of the M. Rose Highway in the area of Galena Creek
Park within Section 9, T.17N., R 19E., M D.B. &, Assessor's Parcel Number 047-010-06, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to NRS 244.281 the County of WAashoe has the power to sell the subject property, and;

WHEREAS, Washoe County has received a witten offer to purchase the property at the appraised val ue of $1, 250, 000. 00.

NOW THEREFORE, BE | T RESOLVED AND ORDERED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COWM SSI ONERS OF WASHOE COUNTY that Washoe County will accept
additional offers to purchase the property through Curry Janeson, Realty Executives of Northern Nevada, 6110 Plumas Street, Suite

B, Reno, Nevada 89509, (702) 824-3666 or at a public hearing of the Board of Washoe County Comn ssioners scheduled for 7:00 PM on
Tuesday, May 14, 1996.

* * *x * * *x * * * * *

3. A public hearing be scheduled for 7:00 p.m on Tuesday, May 14, 1996 to open any other seal ed bids received as required by NRS
244, 282.

4. Chai rman Bradhurst be authorized to sign the Deed and Resolution selling the property to the highest bidder

* * *x * * *x * * * * *



Commi ssi oner Sins enphasi zed that if the proposed subdivision cones before the Board for this property, it will be treated as any
ot her subdivision and will be required to nmeet the strict standards of the Devel opnent Code of Washoe County.

96- 310 SALARY RECOMMENDATI ONS - WADSWORTH, GERLACH AND VERDI JUSTI CE COURT JUDGES

Commi ssi oner Shaw di scl osed that he is related by marriage to Wadsworth Justice Court Judge Larry Graham and Legal Counse
Shi pman has indicated that this would not be considered a conflict of interest.

Chai rman Bradhurst disclosed that Justice Clark's daughter is his daughter's roommate at the University, and Legal Counsel Shipnman
indicated that this would not represent a conflict of interest.

Howar d Reynol ds, Assistant County Manager, advised that additional information has been provided as requested by the Board at
yesterday's caucus. He reviewed the various options and recommendati ons for the Board's consideration which included Finance

Di vi si on recommendati ons, wei ghted and unwei ght ed wor kl oad conparisons to Incline, and potential percentage conparisons to

Reno/ Spar ks Justice Court Judges' salaries. M. Reynolds then responded to questions of the Board regardi ng how the conpari sons
and figures were derived and advised that the weighted activities were rated in terns of inportance by each Justice of the Peace
in Washoe County with the exception of Gerlach and Wadsworth; and that he believes the weighted conparison is the fairest and nost
equi tabl e method. He pointed out that each option carries a recomendati on both from Fi nance and Personnel to be retroactive to
January 10, 1995, which was when the Wadsworth salary was increased, and when Gerlach and Verdi probably should have been

revi ewed.

Larry Wshart, attorney representing Verdi Justice Court Judge Clark, referred to the options discussed by M. Reynolds and stated
that they request the Board adopt the Finance Division's original recommendation. He reviewed their analysis and reasons for their
determination of what would be a fair option for Judge Clark and stated that she probably should have received a significant
increase in salary sone years ago; that she devotes three days and approxi mately 25 hours per week to her duties, which represents
a 60% conpari son to Reno/ Sparks Justices of the Peace; that sone credence should be given to activities and they feel that the

Fi nance Division analyst spent significant time analyzing Judge Clark's duties to support his recomendati on; and that Judge C ark
has been manning her post in Verdi for fifteen years and her salary was deficient a good portion of that tine. He responded to
qguestions of the Board and advised that there is no hidden source of income for Judge Cl ark, and he is opposed to the wei ghted
wor kl oad proposal because the weight given to the activity is somewhat fluid and arbitrary and not entirely reliable.

M. Reynol ds answered further questions of the Board and advised that it is a commpn practice to deternine the inportance of an
activity in determ ning conpensation, etc.; and that all eight Judges were fairly close in their rating of each activity.

Judge Thomms, Gerlach Justice Court, stated that the wei ghted workl oad survey is |ike conparing apples to oranges and nany ot her
t hi ngs shoul d be considered; that Tenporary Protective Orders agai nst donestic violence are not on the survey and he does a | ot of
those on a 24-hour basis; and that he does not have a clerk and his workload is basically a 40-hour week

Larry Graham Wadsworth Justice Court Judge, stated he has a problemw th the coment nade at yesterday's caucus that he received
a 50% pay hi ke as his workl oad increased 50% which situation existed for two years before he received the increase; that he feels
he has been underpaid nost of the tine he has been in office, the workload continues to increase, and it takes several years for
wages to catch up; and that he does not see how the activities can be weighted because it would be inpossible to conpare urban
courts to rural courts as they work with entirely different popul ati ons, problens, etc. He further stated that they are nandated
by State law to attend semi nars and judicial education prograns, which he feels is a good idea, but it is inequitable that a Judge
from Washoe County makes $1600 while in a sem nar, when he makes $70 to attend the sane course; and that he would recommend t hat

t he Reno/ Sparks Justice Court salaries be utilized as the base and that activities be used as a neasurement.

Conmi ssi oner Bond stated that she has a problemw th the wei ghted workl oad conpari son because she does not believe the Verdi JP
has a |ighter workload than the Wadsworth JP, and she is |eaning towards the unwei ghted workl oad conpari son

Conmmi ssi oner Shaw stated that he feels Option No. 3, the unwei ghted workl oad conpari son, seens to be nore fair and equitable.
Conmi ssioner Sinms stated that Option No. 3 seens to be the npst equitable for the short term but feels that the wei ghted workl oad



conpari son woul d be appropriate in the future. Conm ssioner Bond commented that she believes a different forum should do the

wei ght ed wor kl oad eval uati ons. Chairman Bradhurst stated that the fact that all eight Justices reported sinmlar ratings for the

i mportance of activities indicates that the evaluations are reliable, but he would recomend that other rural areas of the State,
such as Churchill, Douglas, and Lyon Counties, also be considered during the evaluation process.

On notion by Comm ssioner Shaw, seconded by Commi ssioner Sinms, which nmotion duly carried, Chairman Bradhurst ordered that Option
No. 3 based on the unwei ghted workl oad conparison to Incline be adopted and the follow ng salary increases for Gerlach and Verd
Justice Court Judges, effective January 10, 1995, be authori zed:

Current Annual Sal ary | ncreased
To
Gerl ach $ 6,718. 40 $22,422. 40
Ver di $17,576. 00 $34,611. 20

It was further ordered that the Wadsworth Justice Court Judge's salary be frozen at the current salary of $37,460.80, using
$34,611. 20 as a base salary, and the 2% cost of living increase scheduled for July 1, 1996 not be granted to the Wadsworth Justice
Court Judge; and that the Finance Division be directed to make the appropriate transfers fromthe County contingency account to
cover the increases.

96-311 VARI ANCE CASE NO. V1-6-96 - SMTH S FOOD AND DRUG CENTER ( APN 534-092-02, 03, AND 05) - APPEAL - DEVELOPMENT REVI EW

7:00 p.m This was the tinme set in a Notice of Public Hearing dated March 28, 1996 nmiled to affected property owners by the
Depart ment of Devel opnent Review to consider the appeal fromthe Washoe County Pl anni ng Comm ssion's denial to Smth's Food and
Drug Center of that part of Variance Case No. V1-6-96 addressing the reduction of the required 80-foot setback al ong Rockwel

Street to +52 feet |located at the northeast corner of Spanish Springs Road and Pyranid Lake Hi ghway (SR445), which project

consi sts of three parcels totaling +10.559 acres which are designated General Commrercial (GC) in the Spanish Springs Area Plan and
situated in a portion of Section 35, T21N, R20N, R20E, MDM Washoe County, Nevada.

Cheryl Ryan, Department of Devel opnent Review, reviewed background i nformation and advi sed that the Planning Comm ssion denied the
vari ance request because they could not make the findings of no detrinent and special circunmstances, and determ ned that the
appl i cant has design alternatives available to neet the 80-foot requirement wthout substantially altering the project. She stated
that the proposal being presented by the applicant tonight is not substantially different in overall site design than what was
presented to the Planning Comr ssion, but does include changes that may be | ess inmpactful to the neighboring residents. Ms. Ryan
then responded to questions of the Board.

Chai rman Bradhurst opened the public hearing and called on those w shing to speak

Ken Krater, Jeff Codega Pl anni ng/ Design, Inc., stated that adequate parking is critical to nmeet industry standard requirenents and
to make sure that people have good access into and out of the store; that this is the only commercially zoned property in the
Spani sh Springs Area Plan; that they nmet several tines with Devel opment Review staff and the Spanish Springs CAB to assure a
successful project; and that there are many hardships on the project in that there are three street frontages requiring 80-foot
set backs, and the existing Spanish Springs Market cuts directly into the site. He further stated that they presented additiona
mtigation measures to the Planning Comm ssion which included screen wall |andscaping, linmtations in the hours of delivery
operations in the rear of the store and for trash conpactor operations, and they also agreed to install a second screen wal
buffering the | oading area. He noted that Rockwell Street has an 80-foot right-of-way and if Rockwell was dedicated today per
current County standards, the project would have a 76-foot setback and al nost be to County standards; that it is 166 feet to the
near est adj acent residence; and that no other area plan has setback requirenments as severe as the Spanish Springs Area Pl an

Brett Wahl en, Great Basin Engi neering, reviewed maps depicting the additional changes that are proposed to specifically address
staff and citizens concerns that cane forth at the Planning Comm ssion neeting. He stated that they were surprised at the Pl anning



Commi ssion's deci sion and the concerns of the nei ghbors expressed at that neeting because they had spent substantial tinme and
effort working with staff and the CAB and felt they had worked out the issues that would i npact the neighbors; that it has been
difficult to fit the building on this particular site because of the critical need for parking directly in front of the store for
the operation to be successful; that a redesign of the plan has allowed themto increase the setback from51 feet to 57 feet, and
the truck dock has been nodified so that it is as far inside the building as possible and trucks will neet the 80-foot setback
once they pull into the docks; that they have agreed to provide additional |andscaping and buffers, and feel the proposed changes
add substantially to the mtigation of the trucks and noise; that the closest hone to any | oadi ng dock would be 235 feet; that the
project is consistent with County policies, action prograns, standards, conprehensive plans, and area plans and provides a
necessary commercial service to an expanding area; and that special circunstances are applicable to the property due to the shape
of the parcel and the need to work around surrounding buildings and three street frontages. He further stated that if the site
backed up to backyards and a road was not there, a 50-foot setback would be required; that they feel the proposed design is far
superior and will nmitigate the issues the residents have brought forth; and that if the variance is not approved, they would have
no option but to go back to the original plan and nove the building back to the required 80-foot setback

Joan Morrow, Spanish Springs resident, spoke in opposition to the project and the variance and presented a phot ograph depicting
that the back of the building is what she will see from her kitchen and dining room w ndows. She stated that Snmith's is concerned
about cars and they are concerned about people, noting that there is a park across the street that is heavily used and the
increased traffic will create a hazardous situation. Ruth Cuthbert, Kay Cook, David Rayppy, and Terrylyn Caul k, area residents,
spoke in opposition to the variance and the location of the project. Gnger MIler, area resident, also spoke in opposition to the
project and the variance and presented a witten statement signed by several area residents also in opposition

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

A di scussion comrenced relative to the findings the Board nmust nake and Ms. Ryan and Bob Katai, Departnent of Devel opnent Review,
responded to questions of the Board. Conmi ssioner Sins stated that one issue of hardship, being that the site is the only property
zoned comercial in the Spanish Springs area, appears to be in dispute.

M. Krater stated that the subject is the only property he is aware of that is zoned commercial in the Spanish Springs Area plan
but there may be other properties with comercial zoning until 1997, at which tine they would revert to the zoning under the area
pl an. Chai rman Bradhurst commented that the concerns raised by the citizens are primarily with respect to the project itself, but
the project has been approved, and the issue before the Board is consideration of the variance appeal. Comm ssioner Shaw st ated
that he cannot nmeke the findings of no detrinment and special circunstances and noted that the Planning Comi ssion voted

unani mously to deny the vari ance.

Commi ssi oner Shaw noved, seconded by Comn ssioner Bond, that the appeal be denied and the Pl anning Conm ssion's denial of the
vari ance be uphel d.

Conmi ssioner Sins stated that he does not feel the variance will create a detrinment to the scenic or environmental character of
the surrounding area, and feels the proposed plan will mitigate the noise problenms fromtruck delivery and the trash conpactor
and that the streets on three sides of the site do create a hardshi p because of the difficulty in devel oping the property.

Upon inquiry of Commi ssioner Mouliot, Ms. Ryan stated that if the variance is denied, the | andscapi nhg woul d probably go back to
the original plan, which does nmeet code, but is not as generous as what has been proposed toni ght. Chairnman Bradhurst stated that,
whil e, he agrees that noi se has been reduced with the proposed plan, he feels the mass of the building itself creates a negative
vi sual inpact and the 80---foot setback would place it further away fromthe residential area.

On call for the question, Conmi ssioners Sinms and Muliot voted "no" and the notion to deny the appeal and the Pl anning
Commi ssion's recommendati on for denial of the variance was uphel d.

96- 312 ABANDONMENT CASE NO. AB1-1-96 - JAY & JAN GRAUER - DRAI NAGE EASEMENT (APN 125-531-18) - DEVELOPMENT REVI EW



7:00 p.m This was the tinme set in a Notice of Public Hearing mailed by certified mail to abutting property owners on March 28,
1996 and published in the Reno Gazette-Journal on March 29, 1996, to consider the reconmendati on of the Washoe County Pl anni ng
Commi ssion to conditionally approve Abandonnent Case No. ABl-1-96 for Jay and Jan Grauer to abandon +944 square feet of an

exi sting drai nage easenent to facilitate enlargenent of an existing building envel ope | ocated at 669 Tunbl eweed Circle, Lot 68,
Block F, Incline Village Subdivision, Unit No. 4. The + .34-acre parcel is designhated Medium Density Suburban (MDS) in the Tahoe
Area Plan and is situated in a portion of Section 8, T16N, RL18E, MDM Washoe County, Nevada. Proof was made that due and | ega
noti ce had been given.

Bob Katai, Departnent of Devel opnent Review, reviewed the case and presented maps of the area and letters received by staff from
two nei ghboring residents expressing concerns relative to flooding. He stated that given the topography of the site and the w dth
of the renmining easenent, Devel opnent Review staff and the Engi neering Division do not feel that the abandonment of the uphil
portions of the easement woul d have any adverse inpacts to the surroundi ng property owners.

Chai rman Bradhurst opened the public hearing and called on those wishing to speak. There being no response the public hearing was
cl osed.

Fol | owi ng di scussion, it being the consensus of the Board that NRS 278.840 is being conplied with and that the abandonnent of the
private easenment described in the aforesaid Notice appears to be in the best interest of the public and that no person woul d be
materially injured thereby, on nmotion by Commi ssioner Bond, seconded by Comr ssioner Muliot, which notion duly carried, Chairnman
Bradhurst ordered that Abandonnent Case No. ABl-1-96 for Jay and Jan Grauer be approved subject to the follow ng conditions:

1. Prior to recordation of the Order of Abandonment, the applicant shall submt |egal descriptions to the County Engi neer for
revi ew and approval. The | egal descriptions for the area of abandonnent shall be prepared by a regi stered professional

2. The applicant shall conply with all conditions necessary to effect the Order of Abandonment within two years fromthe date of
the action by the Board of County Conmmi ssioners or this conditional abandonnent will be null and void.

It was further ordered that a copy of the letters received fromthe neighboring residents be provided to the Buil di ng Departnent
and the Engi neering Departnent to be placed in their files for the subject parcel

96- 313 ABANDONMENT CASE NO. AB1-2-96 - MONTREUX JO NT VENTURE/ JAKSI CK, RElI MERS, JASM NE (APN 047-040-48, AND 49, 047-170-11, AND
12 AND 047-210-02) - DEVELOPMENT REVI EW

7:00 p.m This was the tinme set in a Notice of Public Hearing mailed by certified mail to abutting property owners on March 28,
1996 and published in the Reno Gazette-Journal on March 29, 1996, to consider the reconmendati on of the Washoe County Pl anni ng
Conmmi ssion to conditionally approve Abandonnent Case No. ABl-2-96 for Mntreux Joint Venture/Jaksick, Reinmers, Jasnm ne to abandon
utility, waterline, access, drainage, roadway, and public use easenents to facilitate the devel opnent of a 558-lot, single-famly
residential, conmon open space subdivision with a conplinmentary golf course. This request would replace the existing easenents
with suitable and appropriate easenments within the devel opi ng subdivi sion as subsequent maps are recorded. The project consists of
five parcels totaling +629.8 acres which are designated Low Density Suburban (LDS) and General Rural (GR) in the Forest Area Pl an
and is |ocated south of the Mount Rose Highway (SR 431) at treeline, north of the Gal ena Forest area, and west of the Callahan
Ranch area. The parcels are situated in portions of Sections 2, 3, and 11, T17N, R19E, MDM Washoe County, Nevada. Proof was made
that due and | egal notice had been given.

Bob Katai, Director, Departnment of Devel opnent Review, provided background information regarding this item and presented a map
depicting the areas of abandonnent. He responded to questions of the Board and advi sed that the abandonment's are not tied to any
particul ar devel opnent in the area; that they are not related to the existing approved project; and that the three easenents woul d
need to be abandoned for any project within the property.

Chai rman Bradhurst opened the public hearing and called on those w shing to speak



John Brooke, Montreux Joint Venture, stated that the abandonnent's would elimnate the necessity of com ng back to the Comni ssion
repeatedly and allow themto deal with the easenents as the final maps are proposed; and that no private easenents are being
requested to be abandoned. Chai rman Bradhurst stated that he has received letters fromresidents in the area expressing concerns
that this would represent changes to the existing project, and M. Brooke advised that the proposed abandonnment's woul d not change
the existing project in any way and will allow themto proceed with the project as proposed in the tentative map.

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

Fol | owi ng di scussion, it being the consensus of the Board that NRS 278.840 is being conplied with and that the abandonnent of the
private easenment described in the aforesaid Notice appears to be in the best interest of the public and that no person woul d be
materially injured thereby, on nmotion by Commi ssioner Sins, seconded by Comm ssioner Muliot, which notion duly carried, Chairnman
Bradhurst ordered that Abandonnent Case No. ABl-2-96 for Mntreux Joint Venture/Jaksick, Reiners, Jasm ne be approved subject to
the foll owing conditions:

1. Prior to recordation of the Order of Abandonment, the applicant shall submt |egal descriptions to the County Engi neer for
review and approval. The | egal descriptions shall be prepared by a registered professional and shall be for the area of
abandonnent, the portion of the abandonnent reverting to each abutting property owner, and any required repl acenment easenents.

2. Retention of all public utility easenents or relocation of all public utility easenents to the satisfaction of and at no
expense to Washoe County or the existing public utilities which originally accepted and approved sai d easenents as well as any
other public utilities now in existence which currently utilize said easenents. Said relocations shall be evidenced by the
recordati on of properly executed docunents reflecting the grant of the new easenents to said public utilities and the

relinqui shment by said public utilities of their former easenents.

3. When and where necessary, and prior to recordation of each Order of Abandonnment, the applicant shall construct the replacenent
accesses or the facilities appurtenant to the easenent, within the new | egal easenents. The County Engi neer shall be responsible
for determning conpliance with this condition.

4. The applicant shall conply with all conditions necessary to effect the Order of Abandonment prior to the recordation of each
affected final map of Montreux.

5. This conditional abandonment approval will expire with the expiration of the Montreux tentative map.
96- 314 BILL NO 1125 - ORDI NANCE NO. 950 - AMENDI NG WCC CHAPTER 40 - WATER CONSERVATI ON

7:00 p.m This was the tinme set in a Notice of Public Hearing, published in the Reno Gazette-Journal on March 29, 1996, to
consi der the second reading and adoption of Bill No. 1125. Proof was made that due and | egal notice had been given.

Dave Roundtree, Regional Water Manager, reviewed the proposed Ordi nance which reflects the changes requested by the Board at the
March 12, 1996 neeting. He advised that the redrafted O di nance provides for two-day-a-week watering with an alternate make-up
day, and that general inprovenent districts and people on county water systens with neters do not have to conply with two-day
wat eri ng because their use rate is generally very low. He then responded to questions of the Board.

Commi ssioner Sinms comented that an article in today' s newspaper has caused sone confusion in that it indicates that if a
residence in the County is on a neter, it would be exenpt; but this is not the case, because there are Sierra Pacific water users
who do not live in the Cities that would have to conply with the Ordi nance. He then asked if the Ordinance conplies with the

requi renents of the Water Conservation Agreenent with the Tribe, which is another item on the agenda. Legal Counsel Shipman stated
that it is her opinion that the O dinance neets those requirenents.

Chai rman Bradhurst opened the public hearing and called on those w shing to speak



Norman Harry, Tribal Chairman, Pyrami d Lake Paiute Tribal Council, stated that they support the O dinance and are requesting
approval of the agreement. He provided historical information regarding water issues in the area and stated that much progress has
been made over the |ast few years because of the dedication and hard work of everyone involved to achi eve agreenents that will
nmutual |y benefit western Nevada.

He stated that the Water Conservation Agreenent is a relatively small part of a bigger package that involves the Truckee River

Operating Agreenment (TROA) and the Water Quality Agreenent; and that it is inportant that everyone realize that this is a high

desert environment that is very sensitive and limted in avail able resources. He comended Washoe County on its efforts and for
al l owi ng the expression of concerns in a true governnment to governnent relationship, and stated that the Tribe | ooks forward to
wor ki ng together on future issues.

Ji m Hardesty, Attorney representing The Nevada Landscape Associ ation, stated that they continue to oppose the nandatory

twi ce-per-week watering as they believe that the community is being hoodw nked by the inplenentati on of a nake-up day whose sole
purpose is to acconplish a political objective for a plan that has conditions yet to be resolved; that it is their contention that
three-ti nes-per-week watering presents a better conservation plan, which has been proven to be the case in other comunities in
the State; that the stage 1 through 4 plan produced significant reductions in per capita usage and they question why that plan
does not suffice as the water conservation plan under the Prelimnary Settlenent Agreenment; and that they do not endorse the
proposed plan and feel the current plan should be maintained as it has worked well in the community. He added that if the Board is
bent on going forward with this plan, they would urge that a Stage 2 be adopted, being tw ce-per-week watering wthout a nmake-up
day, so that there is an interimstep before going to an energency condition. He further stated that they also urge the Board to
del ay the introduction of the plan until other contingencies in the settlenent agreenment are net, noting that there are at |east
five other contingencies to the settlenent agreenment before it is acconplished; that it nmakes no sense to inpose this plan unti
90% of the residents are on neters; and that the Ordinance viol ates equal protection clauses because it exenpts unincorporated
residents on neters fromthe mandatory tw ce-per-week watering.

M ke Bushel man, Water Pl anning Conmi ssion, referred to the Water Pl anning Comr ssion's Resol ution presented to the Board on March
12, 1996 supporting tw ce-per-week watering and stated that the Ordi nance goes a | ong way towards a cooperative effort on the part
of the three governmental entities and the Tribe to come up with what they feel is a solid agreenent and managenent tool to go
further into the Negotiated Settlenment and provide water needs vital to the community. He stated that The Nevada Landscape
Associ ati on has not attended any of the Planning Comi ssion neetings, but at the Sparks City Council neeting they requested a flex
day which is provided for in this Odinance.

Commi ssi oner Bond asked how nmany hormes will be netered this year and next year. Janet Carson, Sierra Pacific Power Conpany,
advi sed that 500 retrofit neters were installed in 1995 and 300 have been done so far this year with a goal of 1,000 in 1996; and
that there are 43,000 unnetered residences, they are estimating to install approximtely 2,000 to 3,000 per year, and it will take

approximately 12 years to conplete the program

Dawn Lee, County resident, spoke in opposition to the O dinance because she feels there are much better ways to achieve the 10%
conservation savings required by the Prelimnary Settlenent Agreement; that enforcenment of the Ordinance is going to be very
difficult; and that she does not dimnish the fact that the rights of the Paiute tribe and other entities need to be considered,
but believes individual rights to develop their property with the service they pay for also needs to be considered.

Jim Gal | oway, County resident, presented and discussed his witten statenment, placed on file with the Clerk, in opposition to the
Ordi nance. He stated that there are issues that need to be clarified, alternatives to | ook at, and nany things to consider between
now and the tinme the Prelimnary Settlenment Agreenent is acconplished; that he does not believe the public supports nor is it
reasonabl e to i npose tw ce-a-week watering in a non-drought year; and that government should be no nore intrusive in people's
lives than is absolutely necessary.

Susan O dham Sierra Pacific Power Conpany, advised that she represents Sierra Pacific Power in the negotiations regarding the
Wat er Conservation Agreenment and the Negotiated Settlenent. She reviewed historical information and the many problens that were
experienced in the past, and stated that tw ce-per-week watering represents a less restrictive plan than the Stage 1 through 4



plan that calls for no watering in extrene energencies; and that the Tribe has wai ved sone inportant rights in favor of what is
considered to be a nmore rational water policy on behalf of the community in order to come to a conpronise position in working with
t he Commi ssion and the City Councils.

M chael King, Nevada Landscape Association, commented that the flex day they previously requested was under Stage 2 restrictions
and not under these nmandatory conditi ons.

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

The Board di scussed the issues presented and M. Roundtree responded to questions. He advised that the O di nance does provide for
an interimneasure for water restrictions, which would take specific Board action to adopt; and that the TROA is expected to be
effective in late 1997. Conmi ssioner Sins stated that he supports the Ordinance and noted that the Water Conservati on Agreenent
provides that Sierra Pacific will spend not |ess than $200, 000 per year to reinburse the governnental entities for staff tine
expended for enforcenent, the distribution of water savings devises, public education, etc.

Fol l owi ng further discussion, on nmotion by Commi ssioner Sins, seconded by Comn ssioner Bond, which nmotion duly carried, Chairman
Bradhurst ordered that Ordinance No. 950, Bill No. 1125, entitled "AN ORD NANCE AMENDI NG CHAPTER 40 OF THE WASHOE COUNTY CODE TO
PROVI DE CONSI STENCY W TH SI M LAR SUBJECT MATTER ORDI NANCES OF RENO AND SPARKS, DELETI NG REFERENCE TO DROUGHT STAGES, ADOPTI NG
TWO- DAY A VEEK LAWN WATERI NG W TH ALTERNATE MAKE- UP DAY, REPEALI NG CRI M NAL PENALTI ES AND ADDI NG Cl VIL PENALTI ES, PROVIDI NG FOR A
SUNSET, AND ADDI NG A CRI TERI A FOR A DECLARATI ON OF WATER EMERGENCY AND OTHER MATTERS PERTAI NI NG THERETO, " be approved, adopted,
and published in accordance with NRS 244. 100.

96- 315 AGREEMENT - WATER CONSERVATI ON CONTI NGENCY SECTION 29 (e) - PRELI M NARY SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
This itemwas continued fromthe March 12, 1996 neeti ng.

Davi d Roundtree, Regional Water Manager, reviewed el enents of the proposed agreenent and advised that it will satisfy Condition
29(e) of the Prelimnary Settlenment Agreenent, which is one of the key pre-conditions to inplenmentation of the Truckee River
Operating Agreement (TROA) and the Negotiated Settlenent. He stated that staff is confortable with the structure of the agreenent;
that all parties involved in the negotiations gave a little bit; and that they encourage the Board's favorabl e consideration of

t he agreenent.

Chai rman Bradhurst advised that at yesterday's caucus, the Board expressed concern that if it were to nove forward with the
Ordi nance and the Agreenent at today's neeting, they would like to have a letter fromthe Tribe stating that the O di nance woul d
be in conpliance with the Agreement.

Norman Harry, Tribal Chairman, Pyram d Lake Paiute Tribal Council, stated that they believe the Ordinance neets the criteria of
the Prelimnary Settlenment Agreenment and will provide a letter confirm ng this.

On notion by Conm ssioner Bond, seconded by Conmmi ssioner Shaw, which nmotion duly carried, it was ordered that the agreenent
between the City of Reno, City of Sparks, Sierra Pacific Power Conpany, and the Pyranmi d Lake Paiute Tribe in satisfaction of the
Wat er Conservation Contingency, Section 29(e) of the Prelimnary Settlenent Agreement be approved and Chai rman Bradhurst be
authorized to execute, subject to receipt of a letter fromthe Pyram d Lake Paiute Tribe stating that the Ordinance is in
conpliance with the agreenent.

96- 316 RESOLUTION - FY 1996-1997 DEVELOPMENT CODE APPLI CATI ON FEES - DEVELOPMENT REVI EW
7:00 p.m This was the tinme set in a Notice of Public Hearing published in the Reno Gazette-Journal on March 29, 1996 to consider

nodi fications to the "Washoe County Devel oprent Code Master Fee Schedule." Proof was nmade that due and | egal notice had been
gi ven.



Bob Katai, Departnent of Devel opnent Review, advised that nost of the proposed nodifications to the fee schedule result in
renmovi ng subcategories which will nake the fees easier for applicants to calculate; and that the proposed fee table reflects a
2.1% increase based on inflation. He stated that after discussion at yesterday's caucus, staff has determ ned that paragraph six
of the proposed Resol ution should be renpved as any change to Sinultaneous Applications contained in Section 110.906.15 of the
Washoe County Code woul d require a Code anmendnent.

Chai rman Bradhurst opened the public hearing and called on those wishing to speak. There being no response the public hearing was
cl osed.

On notion by Conmm ssioner Bond, seconded by Conmm ssioner Mouliot, which notion duly carried, it was ordered that the FY 1996-1997
fee schedul e effective the beginning of the fiscal Year, July 1, 1996 be approved and the foll owi ng Resol ution be adopted as
amended and Chai rman Bradhurst be authorized to execute:

RESOLUTI ON- Adopt i ng Anendnents to the Master Fee Schedul e for Processing Applications under Chapter 110 of the Washoe County Code
(Devel oprrent Code).

WHEREAS, Section 110.906.05 of the Washoe County Code provides for the adoption by Resolution of a Master Fee Schedul e setting
forth the fees for processing applications under the Devel opnent Code; and

WHEREAS, it has been two years since a conprehensive review of the Master Fee Schedul e has occurred; and

WHEREAS, it is the desire of the Washoe County Board of County Comnmi ssioners to anmend the Master Fee Schedule to accurately
reflect the cost of devel opnent services provided in the review of applications; and

NOW THEREFORE, BE | T RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COWM SSI ONERS OF WASHCE COUNTY that the Master Fee Schedul e for processing
applications pursuant to Chapter 110 of the Washoe County Code (Devel opnent Code) is hereby anended by adopting the new naster fee
schedul e, which is attached hereto as Exhibit "A" [Fee schedule is on file with the Clerk]; and

BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED t hat the Master Fee Schedul e shall have the individual fees, except for the District Health Departnent
fees, increased automatically each year by the percentage increase or decrease of the Consumer Price Index (CPl) as annually
publ i shed; the fee increase to be rounded to the nearest dollar, unless action by a duly authorized board or conm ssion is taken
to change the individual fee; and

BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED t hat the Master Fee Schedul e shall be reviewed every five (5) years to determine if the annual CP
adj ust rent s have accurately covered the cost of the service.

96-317 BILL NO 1124 - ORDI NANCE NO. 949 - AMENDI NG WCC CHAPTER 110 (DEVELOPMENT CODE) - OPEN SPACE STANDARDS

7:00 p.m This was the tinme set in a Notice of Public Hearing, published in the Reno Gazette-Journal on March 29, 1996, to
consi der the second readi ng and adoption of Bill No. 1124. Proof was made that due and | egal notice had been given.

Dean Di ederich, Departnment of Conprehensive Planning, reviewed matters relative to the O dinance.

Chai rman Bradhurst opened the public hearing and called on those wishing to speak. There being no response the public hearing was
cl osed.

On notion by Conmm ssioner Bond, seconded by Conmi ssioner Mouliot, which notion duly carried, Chairman Bradhurst ordered that
Ordinance No. 949, Bill No. 1124, entitled "AN ORDI NANCE AMENDI NG CHAPTER 110 OF THE WASHOE COUNTY CODE ( DEVELOPMENT CODE) TO ADD
ARTI CLE 432, OPEN SPACE STANDARDS, AND OTHER MATTERS PERTAI NI NG THERETO, " be approved, adopted, and published in accordance with
NRS 244. 100.



96-318 BILL NO 1123 - ORDI NANCE NO. 948 - AMENDI NG WCC CHAPTER 110 (DEVELOPMENT CODE) - NORTH VALLEYS AREA

7:00 p.m This was the tinme set in a Notice of Public Hearing, published in the Reno Gazette-Journal on March 29, 1996, to
consi der the second readi ng and adoption of Bill No. 1123. Proof was made that due and | egal notice had been given.

Dean Di ederich, Departnment of Conprehensive Planning, presented a map of the subject areas and reviewed i ssues relative to the
proposed Ordi nance. He advised that the North Valleys have been reported to have septic tank failures and ground water
contamination mainly due to types of soil in the area, and this Ordi nance provides that anyone with | ow density suburban

regul atory zone or higher density would have to, in time, connect to the community sewer system or provide sone alternative
technol ogi es; and that the Ordi nance provides sone flexibility but achieves the prinmary goal of pronpting connection to the
comunity sewer. M. Diederich then responded to questions of the Board and advi sed that several citizens advisory board neetings
and ot her special neetings were held and it is well known that septic tank failure problens are occurring in the area.

Chai rman Bradhurst opened the public hearing and called on those w shing to speak

David Boily, Chair, North Valleys Citizens Advisory Board, spoke in support of the O dinance and provi ded additional information
relative to the septic tank failures and contami nation problens in the area.

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

On notion by Conmm ssioner Bond, seconded by Conmmi ssioner Shaw, which notion duly carried, Chairman Bradhurst ordered that
Ordinance No. 948, Bill No. 1123, entitled "AN ORDI NANCE AMENDI NG CHAPTER 110 OF THE WASHOE COUNTY CODE ( DEVELOPMENT CODE) BY
AMENDI NG ARTI CLE 208, NORTH VALLEYS AREA, THEREOF," be approved, adopted, and published in accordance with NRS 244. 100.

96- 319 RESCLUTI ON OF | NTENT TO SELL COUNTY PROPERTY - RECEI PT OF OFFER FROM SI MON ABI TTAN - APN 023-592-27 - PUBLI C WORKS

Upon recomrendation of James Gal e, Senior Property Agent, through Craig MConnell, Public Wrks Director, on notion by
Commi ssi oner Bond, seconded by Comn ssioner Shaw, which motion duly carried, it was ordered that the follow ng actions be taken

1. The offer from Sinmon Abittan to purchase County property for the appraised value of $130,000 be accepted.

2. Chairman Bradhurst be authorized to sign the followi ng Resolution of Intent to Sell County Property, and the placenent of the
Resol uti on once per week for two weeks in the Reno-Gazette Journal, as required by NRS 244,282, be authorized.

RESOLUTI ON OF | NTENT TO SELL COUNTY PROPERTY

WHEREAS, Washoe County is the owner of a 4.75 acre parcel |ocated on the West side of Pioneer Drive, +225 feet southwest of Mana
Lane in sout hwest Reno, Washoe County, Nevada within Section 26, T.19N., R 19E., M D.B.& M, Assessor's Parcel Nunber 023-592-27
and

WHEREAS, pursuant to NRS 244.281 the County of WAashoe has the power to sell the subject property, and;

WHEREAS, Washoe County has received a witten offer to purchase the property at the apprai sed val ue of $130, 000. 00.

NOW THEREFORE, BE | T RESOLVED AND ORDERED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COWM SSI ONERS OF WASHOE COUNTY that Washoe County will accept

additional offers to purchase the property through Janes R Gale, Sr. Property Agent at P. O Box 11130, Reno, Nevada 89520 or at
a public hearing of the Board of Washoe County Conmi ssioners scheduled for 7:00 PM on Tuesday, My 14, 1996.

* * *x * * *x * * * * *

3. A public hearing be scheduled for 7:00 p.m on Tuesday, May 14, 1996 to open any other sealed bids received as required by NRS



244, 282.

4. Chai rman Bradhurst be authorized to sign the Quitclai mDeed and Resolution selling the property to the highest bidder when
present ed.

96- 320 | NTERVENE | N LOCAL GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEE- MANAGEMENT RELATI ONS BOARD CASE NO. Al1-045600 - LAS VEGAS CONSTABLE' S OFFI CE -
DI STRI CT ATTORNEY

Legal Counsel Madel yn Shi pman advi sed the Board that the District Attorney's Ofice is concerned about the fact that Constable
deputies are not County enployees, and, if they are allowed to collectively bargain, the County would have very little contro
over the bargaining arrangenents; that the County could have exposure in issues relating to the Constabl es under federal |aw, and
that the District Attorney's Ofice may request that the EMRB delay the effective date of any decision regarding this case unti
after the next election, at which tinme the Board woul d be reviewi ng Constable salaries and may wish to | ook at whether or not it
wi shes to continue the current Constable fundi ng procedure.

Fol | owi ng di scussion, on notion by Conm ssioner Bond, seconded by Conmi ssioner Muliot, which notion duly carried, Chairman
Bradhurst ordered that the District Attorney's Ofice be authorized to intervene in EMRB Case No. Al-045600 involving the Las
Vegas Constable's Ofice.

COW SSI ONERS' / MANAGER' S COMVENTS

Chai rman Bradhurst stated that a status report needs to be provided to the Board on the progress of the inplenmentation of the
Board's directives regarding i nprovenents to the Child Protective Services Division of Social Services.

* * * * * * * * * * *
There being no further business to cone before the Board, the neeting adjourned at 11:40 p.m

STEPHEN T. BRADHURST, Chairman
Washoe County Comm ssion

ATTEST: JUDI BAILEY, County Clerk



