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s Tn.r.. Md:mr and Supem 1SOTS
From: Parks and Recretion -Departmem -

. Subject Title: Action on the joint recommendation from the Carson River Advisory Committee, Open Space
Advisory Committee, Parks and Recreation Commission, and Advisory Board fo Manage Wildlife to revise the -~
- City's currently adopted prioritized list for Question #1 State of Nevada Conservation and Resource Pmtectmn S
_ Gmmt varam pmjects as prﬁ-sented -

= Staff Summanf' (Zh cer the past three nmnths the Parks and Recreanon Depanment has beﬁn Wi orkmcr W 1th the” - _
City’s Question #1 Sub-Committee and the above-referenced advisory boards and commissions to update Carson
~ . City’s Question #1 Opportunities Map and Project List. If approved by the Board of Supervisors; this revised
- Question #1 Project List will guide City staff’ in seeking future Question #1 funding for project construction,
o property acqmsatmns and resource restoration projects, including the reqmred City matching funds far these
L pmjects : : e

e Tvpe of Actmn Reqnested {checl{ »tme} RN
S {__)Resolution =~ - () Ordinance -
(X)) Fortmaj Action/Motion {w_) Other (Specify)

- I}oes Tlns Actmn Reqmre A Busmess Impact Statement: (_ ) Yes - { K )ND

Remmmended Buard Action: ['move to approve the joint recammendatmn fmm the Carsan River Adwsow S
Committee, Open Space Advisory Committee, Parks and Recreation Commission, and Advisory Bodrd to

Manage Wildlife to revise the City’s currently adopted prioritized list for Question #l State of Nev aaia

Consery atmn aﬁd Resource Protection Grant Program projects, as presented. -

i Explananan fm‘ Recamended Board Action: Over ihe Iast three years the Parks and Recreation Department
* has used the: Quesuon #1 Dpportumtles Map and project list to prioritize the City’s applications for these grant -
- funds. Hmw:x er, the Question #1 State Grant Program’s life cvcle is approximately half over. All Question 41 _
- funds st be committed to projects by November 5, 2008. Some projects may continue o see reimbursement as
: late as ZGH Mi bond funds sold to support this program are to be expended within three years of issuance. '

- Thene isa ner:d as a result of the fnllw ing factnrs to upda,te the Q-1 Oppnrtumtms Map a.nd ijeut L15t

Questmn #1 State Gram Program’s hfe cycle is &ppmmmate]y half over, am:l the Cily must assess OUr -
L _:- needs to maximize this funding source;
2 :Cﬂmpletmn of the Comprehensive Master Plan, the Parks and Recreation Master ?lan and the Umﬁed
- "Pathways Master Plan requires the Cily to ascerfain how relevant the present project pnm'lhes are in
~relation to the implementation strategies in these master plans ' o
3. 'Carson City has been very successful with Question 1 in prev ious grant apphcatmn munds howew er, the'_
- City’s-capacity 1o successfully implement these grants must be reassessed; and o o
. 4. Some potential funding sources and partnerships expected in the original list of pm}ects fhd not
L -matenahze therefore, some projects must be re-evaluated and their feasibility assessed.

"The Parks and Rﬁcr«eatmn Cnmm1ssmn the Open Space Advisory Committee; and the Carson R.‘ﬁ er. Ad“.‘lSOI’}f _
‘Committee have all recommended to the Board of Supervisors the revised priority list.. The Advisory Board to
Man&ge Wﬂdhfﬂ will be takmg action on a similar recummendanﬂn tra the Board of Supervmors at then‘ L




» Saptember ES 2{}06 meetmﬂ Staff will pronde the Baard of Supf:rwsors with their ﬁnal recammendatmn at the

Board's September EI 2006, m&etmg
| Appllcable Statute, Cﬂde, Pnlm, Rule or Regulatmn “\T ‘A
B :_ _Ftscal Impact N’ﬁ
Explanataun of Impact:' \I“A | e

- andlng 'Sﬁu.'rt.:e" The funding sources are project specific.  Over fhie nexi year; when the grant appliééticrn R

- period. opens fc:r Rounds 5, 6, and 7 of Question #1 funds, staff will prepare the grant: apphcanons zmd locate thé o

pequlred C1t§,r matchmg funds, for final mdmdual project and funding source approv al
Alternatwes 1} Reject the revised pnﬂntv llst fécbﬁ:ﬁrﬁéndatmﬂ from thf: four citizen adwsory boards
2} Request City staff to modify the revised prierity list recommendation from the four citizen
advlsﬂry boards. :

Suppﬂrﬁmg Materxal
Revised Questmn #1 prc}ect list -
- Parks and Recreation Commlssmn Staff ReporE dated March 21, . 20{}6
‘Carson City’s Question 1 Sub-Committee Staff Report, dated June 26, 2006
" Carson City’s Question 1 Sub-Comumnittee Meeting Minutes, dated June 26, 2006
: 'Adﬂ. 1sm~3.r Bna;rd to Manage Wildlife Staff Report dated September 18,2006 ..
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| APPLICANT; -

ﬁGENERAL DISCUSSIDN

CARSON CITY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
- REVISED QUESTION #1 PROJECT LIST -

STAFF REPORT -
 MEETING DATE:  September 21, 2006
" Roger A, Moellendorf Parks and Recreation Duector

Vern L. Krahn, Park Planner
Juan F. Guzman, Open Space Manaﬂf:r

" Action on the _]Glﬂt recommendatmn fmm the Carson Rn er i
- Advisory Committee, Open Space Advisory Cnmmmﬂe Parks
and Recreation Commission, and Advisory Board to Manage -

Wildlife to revise the City’s currently adopted pricritized hst for S

- Question #1 State of Nevada Conservation and Resource -
- Protection Grant Program projects, as presented.

'_ _'The C‘arsan C1ty Questmn #1 Sub- Commlttee the four adwser}f board and cnrmmssmns and the :

Parks’ ami Recreation Department recommend the following project priorities based on urgency and -
available funding opportunities, These projects are listed in order of priority and categﬁnzed mtcr

N three groups: open space acquisitions, trail projects, and other projects.

-(}:pen Space -Ac-gmsitmus_- g

_Tr.ails Prd']'ects- =

| Project #7 - Carson River Land Acquisition,
| OHV access, and Trailhead Develupment to the-
‘| Pinenut Mountains
- New: Pra_,recr Potter Pr apen}
| Project #12 - ﬁcqmsztlon of Tands between Ash
| Canyon and Kings Canyon .

| 'iject #8 - Combs C‘an}on Area Land

Acqmsﬂmn

- '_?roject #6 - Lower Ash Camfon Land
Acqulsatlon

'Pro]ect #10 - Upper ﬂxsh Canvem Lanr:!

Acquisition

- -Prn]ect #13- C~Hﬂ‘i Land Acquisition

New Project - Lmear Park Traz! arrensmn amf
connection*

New Project - V&T Trail to CTRMC and
trails/basins at CTRMC B

| Project #2 - Modified / Multi-Use Trmlfmm -

Riverview Park to Empire Ranch Trail

| New Profect - Carson River Can_}on T mu’

{rorth side)

Project #14 - Modlﬁeﬁ"Me*{xcan Ditch Muln-_ o

use Trail from Hidden Meadmn 5 to Sth er
Saddie Ranch

| New Project - Draﬁ quuai‘m T rm:f Pfan 5

recrealion improvements
Project #4 - Lake Tahoe Bike Path S

I dwcussmﬁs with 4r1d1 Bumham Public Pi‘rorks: D:J ector, he now behmes the l'vevada
Departmenr {:rf n mmpomx:xoﬁ has found sufficient funding for this rm:! P GjEC! .

N
L.

- |




i,

* Other Projects

WDO W Funding)

| Project # 11 — Carson City Fairground/Fuji Park: Clear Creck Habilat Improvement Pm}ect e
- -Pm]ect #2 — Modified / Carson River Streambank Stabilization Project .- : :

New Projecf _ Habitat Conservation Plan for Carson City properties along the Cm"son River =

Corridor (Park, Trails, and Open Space facilities)

~ City staff believes all the above-recommended projects have value for recreation, resource -
~protection, and habitat improvement. However, it is unrealistic for the Board of Supervisorsto .
“assume that the City will have the necessary staff resources to acquire the required Jandeasements for e
plan unp_lemﬁntatmn including applying for Question 1 grants and locating the necessary funding for =~
- all these projects within the next two years. As a result, if the Board of Supervisors approve the above
| 't&éé;ﬁlﬁended :prr:':jec-t list; City staff will focus their time and resources on the top priority projects -
- listed above or as project urgency and available funding opportunities present themselves.

New Project - Urban Fishing Pond Amenity Improvements - Phase 2 at the Cason City Fairgfaunds | o




BT . PARKS & RECREATION COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
© MEETINGDATE: ~ March2l,2006
' AGENDA ITEM NUMBER: ~ 2D
APPLICANT: Roger A. Moellendorf, Director

- Donna Curtis, Chairperson

. REQUEST: ~ Action regarding developing a Question 1 conservationand .
SR | Tesource protection state grant program priority work group made.
- up of representatives of the Parks and Recreation Commission,
the Open Space Advisory Committee, the Carson River Advisory |
Committee, the Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife, and staff for
- the purpose of reviewing the Carson City Question 1 - '
 Opportunities projects list. a

| GENERAL DISCUSSION:

" On September 16, 2003, the Board of Supervisors approved the Carson City Question { R
. Opportunities Map in response to the passage of State Ballot. Question 1, a statewide parks, trails,
o '.an-_:_i-'_-bp_en_'gpace ballot initiative passed by Nevada voters in the general election on November 3, SR
2002, This initiative asked Nevada voters, “Shall the State of Nevada be authorized to issue general :
- obligation bonds in an amount not to exceed $200 million in order to preserve water quality; protect -
-~ open space, lakes, rivers, wetlands, and wildlife habitat; and restore and improve parks, recreational '
- areas, and historic and cultural resources?” R
*After the development of the program’s adminisirative regulations, the first round of Question#1 -~ .~
-~ funds commenced in the fall of 2004, Since then, the Nevada Division of State Lands staff hasheld .~
~ two cyeles of grant applications per year. Over the last three vears, the Parks and Recreation o
- Department has used the Question 1 Opportunities Map to prioritize the City's applications for these
- - grant funds. However, the Question 1 State Grant Program’s life cycle is approximately half over, -+
- All Question #1 funds must be committed to projects by November 3, 2008. Some projects may
~ continue to see reimbursement as late as 2011. All bonds funds sold to support this program are to
- be expended within three years of issuance. : . o

- There is'a need, as a result of the following factors, to update the Q-1 Opportunities Map and project ... -
~list: o R
L Question 1 State Grant Programi’s life cyele is approximately half over; and the Citymust -
- assess our needs to maximize this funding source; o IR T '_ SRR
. ‘2. "Completion of the Comprehensive Master Plan, the Parks and Recreation Master Plan, and -
- - the Unified Pathways Master Plan requires the City to ascertain how relevant the present .
- Pproject priorities are in relation to the implementation strategies in these master plans;
3. Carson City has been very successful with Question 1 in previous grant application rounds; - S
. however the City’s capacity to successfully mplement these grants must be reassessed; and
- 4. Some potential funding sources and partnerships expected in the original list of projects did
' not materialize; therefore some projects must be re-evaluated and their feasibility assessed.




' 'Parks aw:l Recreatmn Department staff is interested in seakmg three miunteets fmm the Parks and

Recreation Commission, the Open Space Advisory Committee, the Carson River Advisory -
Comumittee, and two volunteers from the Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife to assist City staffin
re-prioritizing and developing new projects that would qualify for the Question 1 State Grant

. Progi‘am s future funding cyci&s

' -'SRECIDMMENDED ACTIGN -'Move to appmnt up to three Parks and Recreataon Cnmrmsswn .
. SR - members to a work group. to assist other City advisory boards: and :

- staff for the purpose of reviewing the Carson C1t;~,r Qnestmn 1
. Opportunities project list. : : :




— CARSON CITY, NEVADA —

.. CONSOLIDATED MUNICIPALITY AND STATE CAPITAL - .

 Attached please find the agenda for the above-referenced Sub-Committee meeting which will

| for providing the Board of Supervisors with a
| meeting will be held on Monday, June 26, 2
|Il have been appointed to this Sub-Committee
i board/commissions/commnitiees:

-staff time, and competing project priorities,
: g’ﬁ_cr a:;dmp_latiun of the Sub-Committee’s wor
* Map and project list back to each advisory bo
__mn.ﬁng_fnrward to final approval by the Board of Supervisors

- MEMORANDUM
% 10 Parks & Recreation Compmission R

SR - Gpen Space Advisory Commitiee
-Carson River Advisory Committee

~Wem L, Krahn, Park Planner
- Juan Guzman, Open Space Manager

R . Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife SR M R 5 L
| FR()M - ; :3Rt:gi:$ Moellendorf, Parks & Recreatio { Ditector \ | '_ . Ry L

b

SUBIECI‘ o Carson'-ﬂit}?’é Q;l State of Nevada hiservation

and Natural Resotrce Pmt'ec.tiﬁn_{}tﬁﬁt'- L
- Program Sub-Committee o ce T

 DATE: Junc 21,2006

be responsible. -

n updated Question 1 Opportunities Map and project list. This. .
006, at 11:00 a.m. in the Sierra Room. The following individuals
and will be attending this meeting on behalf of the above advisory

'-':D_ﬁnha Curtis - Parks & Recreation Commission
~ . Tom Keeton - Parks & Recreation Commission _
- John McKenna - - Parks & Recreation Commission

; 'Daﬁ Jaaqﬁet E Opén. Sf}ﬁt;ﬁ Advis-dfy‘ Commitiee o
- ‘Michael Fischer - Open Space Advisory Committee

-

¥

o Randy Pahl - Carson River Aﬂviéﬁq* Committée
- PaulPugsley - Carson River Advisory Committes -
- Dan Greytak -~ - - Carson River Advisory Commitiee

Gil Yanuwek = - ﬁdﬁsﬁf}r Board to Maﬁége Wildlife
- Stanley Zuber = - Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife

‘City staff and the Sub-Committee members have a challenge associated with updating the Question 1
Opportunities Map

and project list. These challenges consist of limited matching fund opportunities, limited o

k, City staff will bring the revised Question [ Opportunities
ard/commission/committes for review and endorsement prior to-

. PARKS & RECREATION DEPARTMENT - 3303 Butti Way, Building #9 + 89701 - (775) goT:2262
Parks ~® Recreation - ® - Open Space ¢ Facilities .

Lone Mountain Cerrietgrjr e .



 CARSON CITY’S Q1 SUB-COMMITTEE
o STAFF REPORT .

" MEETINGDATE:  ~  June26,2006

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER: 44

L AE'PLICANT R SR RdgérA Moellendorf, Parks a Re:creatmﬂ Dlrector B
LT - Vern L. Krahn, Park Planner |
~Juan F. Guzman Open Space Manager 5Lw -&“—K.,\/

. REQUEST:

- Discussion only and status report on fhﬂ curmnt Q1
- - projects. .
GENERAL DISCUSSIUN
S PRUJECT #1

. The Upper ngs Can}orbr\f oltaire Can}ron projf:ci staff conmders this pmge-::t to be completed

' and reccrmmends that this project be- dmpped from the list.

ol _Comp-:mf:m #1 - Horse Croek R:anch Fee Acc;msﬂmn

- The project encompassed 378 acres purchased by Carson City. The Q-1 ng:ram has awarded 81

Million payable to Carson City upon the recordation of the second componeint of the project, the
' _consewatmn easement

- ;C(:-mponent #2 - Horse Creek Ranch Consewatmn Easemﬁnt S

- This project consists of 201 actes. The City and the owner of the iand Mr. Fagen contitiie o
_wmk on the drafting of the easement. The Q-1 Program and Carson City have agreedona

- -deadline of October, 2006, for the completion of this project. The (1 program was awarded:
$500,000 tow ards this pmjec:t

Cump-:}nent #3- Hutchlson - : e o
‘This component consists of the fee m!e purchasrs -:af 4{} agres, The Q~1 ngram has awarded

) :_ - $309,000 tow ards thls purchase. Apprmsal of these lands is under contract with Mt. Dan Leck

- 'Cnmponent #& Sw affc-rd Propertv

- This property consists of 320t acres and is being pursued by the U.S. Forest Senlce to be fundf:d
 through the Southern Nevada Public Land Management Act. An appraisal of the lands is hemg
_-cnnducted bj’ Mir. Dan Lech fm‘ the Forest Service,

'_'_'PRGJE{:T#z

s Ih{:_ Carspn River Stroambank Stabilization Project callg for rehabilitation and habitat

)

@9“!




improvement, as well as 4 recreational multi-use trail of decomposed granite on the river’s west
- side from Riverview Park to the Empire Ranch Trail. The construction of this trail will ST

- - necessitate the purchase of an easement or land to include a portion of APN 10-581-05, Staff

- recommends that this project be modified by taking the rehabilitation component out.

 PROJECTH | L
~ Carson River - Phase Il is considered by staff to be comipleted and staff and BLM are workingon - ©
_ the final agreements; therefore staff recommends that this project be dropped from the list. - SR

 PROJECT#4

~_The Lake Tahoe Bike Path itivolves the development of 4 non-motorized multi-purpose trail with
~ amoney allocation of $5 Million to be used among Douglas County, Carson City, and Washoe
_ _'C{j-umy;-__The three counties have entered in to a Memorandum of Understanding calling for-~ -~
' Washoe County to'take the lead in the development of this project. e

More recently, the three counties have been in conversations with the Tahoe Regional Planning.
* Agency (TRPA) asking them to pursue additional funding that can be used for the development 0
‘of a demonstration section of this project. Washoe County and Douglas County propose to lise
existing portions of trails they have constructed within their jurisdiction as a'match for this. =
project, Carson City has not been able to identify any specific match. . It has been anticipated that =~ -~
- TRPA will hire a firm to develop a specific alignment funded primarily through their effortsand .~ =
then the Q-1 monies will be used to construct segments of demonstration projects since the Q-1+~
- money must be used for implementation and not general planning of the project. In the most
- recent discussions, the State Lands administrator has agreed that some of the monies may be used -
“for specific design of the trail; however, a portion must be used for implementation. At the Jast =~
meeting of the Open Space Advisory Committee, the committee asked that the Open Space

. Manager to spend less time following this project. Staff recommends that this project be de- |

emphasized, it is logical for the trail to move from the South and North towards our jurisdiction -~
inthecenter. -~ . o DR

PROJECT #5

Thﬁ-'E'agl_e Valley Creek Enhancemeit Project envisioned the reestablishment of a riparian forest -
o .-alon'g'.t_hﬁ_ creek. The project was envisioned to commence west of Butti Way, across Edmonds,
-and all the way to the Carson River. This project has been hampered by the lack of funding -~ -~ -
~availablg 10 be used as a match by the Amy Corps of Engineers. Another concern is that R
improvements must not exacerbate the precarious carrying capacity of the drainage as it relates to

. the Carson City Flood Ordinance and FEMA adopted maps. Participation of the Open Space
- Program included the Moffat Property, which is traversed by Eagle Valley Creek, and the ability -
' topursue casements or private propertics necessary for the implementation of the project along
- the creck. Staff recommends that this project be dropped from the list. : BRI




. PROJECTH#6

_ 'Thelower Ash Canyon Land Acquisition and public access easement to Ash Canyon properties . -
- project calls for the reestablishment of Ash Canyon Road as an access into the Carson Range. It
v rolves the Joost, Adams, Glen/Skarakis, and Carson Lodge properties. Open Space staff has
pursued acquisition of the Joost and Carson Lodge properties. An appraisal of the Carson Lodge
.- property conducted two years ago did not create enough interest for the Lodge to becomea
- willing seller. At the present time, the Lodge is no longer pursuing participation in the State
- Lands properties specific area plan. The Joost property received an award toward the purchase of = -
25 acres from the Question 1 Program in the amount of $354,000. Mrs, Joost; however, has

: lm_dma_te_ﬁ her preference not to sell the 25 acres and instead consider a conservation easement

- involving approximately 40 acres of land in total.

Staff believes that the permanent solution of access into Ash Canyon Road will involve the .
participation of State and WNCC lands located to the north at a future time. For the present
time, the Wellington Crescent Subdivision’s homeowners association provides access throu; gh
their pnvate streets into the Ash Canyon Road. Staff recommends that the Lied, Glenna’Skarakls
o and Admns pmpcsed acqmsmons be dropped from consideration for Q1 ﬁmdmg '

| PR{).]ECT e

: 3-'The Carsun Rn er. Land Acquasﬁmn QHV access, and trail development to the Pmenuts -
3.'Mounta1ns project involves the acquisition of multiple acres along the Carson River. Within the R
_ - upper: reach of the river, the Bently 38-acre property received an award and was appraised. Mr. =
. Bently, however, refused to sell the land to Carson City approximately 1-1/2 vears ago. -
- _Themf-:nre staff recnmmemis that this acquisition be -:impped .

' ._In ‘{he mlddle reach of the river, near the U.S.G.S. gauging station, the Desormier property
- became: available. Staff auticipates an appraisal for that property will be completed by .~ -~
- Septf:mher of 2006. The Q-1 Program has awarded $130,000 towards that purchase. The m1ddie

- reach of the Carson River also includes the Jarrard-Anderson property, which has been the

- subject of substantial discussions recently. The Jarrard and Anderson families and Carson Cfit}? 5 :
- agreed not to process master plan amendments and to report by June 2006 of the progress of R
_ ':_--negotmuuns towards the purchase of these lands by Carson City, These two acquismans are ¥ ery

L 1mpnrtant to the Open Spa(:e Program

In thf: lower reach of the river, Open Spaw staff has begun negotlatmns with Mr, Serpa tmv. ards
the purchase of his property. Mr. Bently has also been approached by the Railroad Commission
L towards a potential purchase by Open Space. The idea is that easements will be granted to the
V&T for the construction of the railroad. Staff also approached the Open Space Advisory -
- Conumittee towards the adoption of the responsibility for the construction of a trail primarily

o ._-'_‘mthm the Serpa and Bently properties in the vicinity of the V&T. The Open Space Advisory

o Comuittee was not receptive and requested additional information prior to taking any action on:
L thls request from staff. These acquisitions are the top priority of the Open Space Program. PR




PROIECT#S

- ~The Combs Canyon Area Land Acqmmtwns and Nnrthem V&T Multl Use Traﬂ Develoiament

~ project involves the acquisition of several properties to the south and east of the Lakeview
© ' Subdivision, Components of the project include the potential purchase of property owned by e
- Eagle Valley and Mr. Setpa west of Timberline within lands where Vicee Canyon is located, and e
~.agroup of diverse ownerships south and east of Lakeview, including properties identified by the o

_ o name of Wagner, which is presently owned by Jenkins; Weise; the Casey Trust; the State of = -
L Nevada; and the Nevada Children’s Foundation. One of the main priorities for acquisition in this

hill formation is for the extension of the V&T Multi-Purpose Trail. Staff have pursued the - R
. purchase of the State of Nevada 80-acre piece along the southern border of the perimeter of the e
- hill; however, the State of Nevada decided not to sell. Staff have also successfully pursued the.
" donation of 78 acres as part of the Casey Trust property development, which has been approv ed

- bythe Plzmmng Commission and Board of Supervisors. Staff is presently discussing

.. comservation options with the owners of the Jenkins property. Staff anticipates that negotiations .
o with' the: Ne& ada Children’s Foundation wilt be primarily towards the granting of an easerent in
order to acmmmndate the termination of the trail or loop back into the Carson Tahoe Regional

Hospital property. Staff recnmmends that this project be modified b}f removing the Staxe &nd
Casey. acqmsmons o .

- PRDJECT "y

The Carsnn R_WEE‘ Park Phase HI pmject mnv olves lmprmfem&nts on the east Side of the Carson e
S Rwer at the parksite. Staff recommends that this project be dropped in consideration of more

S pressmn pn@nues to be discussed in staff report 4D.

PR{)J ECT #lﬂ

e The Upper Ash Canyon Land Acquisition project relates to the acquisition of property in orderto =
- dssure access at the westernmost terminal of Ash Canvon Road where the crest of the Carson
* Range is located in the vicinity of the Lake Tahoe State Park back county area, There are two
- Wilson properties (approximately 101 acres) and one Benna-Marshall property located within -
- thisproject. The Wilson propertics have been the subject of a nomination through the U.S. - L
- Forest Service Legacy Program for purchase by the Open Space Program. These properties were - K
- ranked sufficiently high to make it into the President’s budget; however, the process of review by
_ Congress has just begun. Mr. Benna-Marshall is a willing seller; however, his asking. price for. .
-~ his property is higher than staff considers reasonable, and therefore acquisition has not been
‘pursued.: Staff recommends that this project be given a lower (1 list priority under the S
B assumptmn that the Legacy USFS program will provide most of the fundmﬂ for the acquisltmn -

| :.PROJECT Bl

o 'The Carsm] C;t}f Fairgmundsﬂ*‘ujl Park/Clear Creek Habitat Impmvement Prcgect consists of the R
. habitat restoration along Clear Creek. Staff recommends that this project be dro;aped in '

. cons1deratmn of more pressing priorities to be discussed in staff report 4D.




PR(}JECT #12

: The acqmsmon of iands between Ash Canvan and ngs Can*_mn cails for the purchase of the

Long, Darling, and Schulz properties. Mr. Long has recently become a willing seler and has . oo
- offered the sell the 200 acre parcel to the Open Space Program. Staff will initiate conversations o
*with Mr. Long to secure the conservation of this 200-acre piece, which also has importance to the -~ -

' Water Uhhty recharge program. Staff recommends that this project be kept as a middie pncmty o

o .-PR(}JECT 3

. -_."I'he C: Hali Lands Acqumtmn project involves the acquisition of pmpemes nwnesd by Stantnn S B
- Park and located south of C-Hill. The Open Space Advisory Committee and the owner of the e

. land, Mr. Millard, have discussed the concept of clustering development in the flattest, most -

accessible portions of the land and providing for a dedication of the remainder of the open spacf: _-
. However, there is not a specific proposal that has been entertained at this time. It is'the opinion

- of the Upen Space Manager that the Stanton Park lands have very high potential for a e
- regional/rural type of park and will facilitate access into the Borda Meadow and upper reaches nf L
CC-Hill Vcaitarre Canyon areas, Staff recommends that this project be kept on the Ql low pnont}f _

list,:
| -PRDJECT #14

- The Slh er Saddle Ranch Area, Rner Recre&tmn Multi-Use Traﬂ Davelopment and Habﬂat
' Imprm ement project involves the development of a recreation multi-use trail and habitat -
umprov ement along the Silver Saddle Ranch, Open Space participation in this project includes
- the construction of a crossing over the Mexican Ditch to join two sections of trails. In addmon, '
Open Space will participate in a team created for the putpose of entering into an agreement with

- -the Bureau of Land Management that will increase the management responsibilities by Carson o
ity and Thie Friends of Silver Saddle Ranch for the management of the ranch. The Mexican -

- Ditch Trail has been extended into an existing dirt road serving the Mexican Ditch, through
© exactions obtained through the subdivision process. Staff recommends that this project be
' dmpped in consideration of other priorities to be discussed in sfaff report 4D.

B RECGM’MEN?]ED’ ACTION: ~ No action ma}fbe taken at this time. This item is. fm’ o
ERE L Informational purposes only, S o




CARSON CITY’S Q1 SUB-COMMITTEE
STAFF REPORT

I\{EETING BATE ' 0 June 26, 2006

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER 4B

A
fﬁ.’PLICANT U RogearA M{:-Biiﬂndarf Park;san Racreatmn DH’E:{?fDI“ @MJ
Vem L. Krahn, Park Planner - J#Z——

Juan F. Guzman, Dpen Space Manager )c,, %\

REQUEST

Discussion onlv on avaﬂab!e City staﬁ" and ﬁnanmal

resources to provide matching requirements for Q1 -
projects
GENERAL I]ISCUSSION

Quﬁsm:vn 1 grant program’s llff: cycle 1s approximately half over and all Questmn 1 funds must he
“committed to projects by November 5, 2008, In the recently adopted Carson City budget for fiscal
year 06/07, there was no specific funding allocated to projects identified on the Question 1
Opportunities Map and Project List. In addition, there are very limited financial resources available
from the Quality of Life Initiative (Question 18) Parks Capital funds. As aresult, match fundmg for
Question #1 projects will have to be sought in the City’s fiscal year 07/08 budget cycle or more
reahstma}l}? from outside funding sources, Also, staff is currently behind on previously apprmfe:d
Question 1 and city projects and will have limited time to initiate a lot of new projects. Therefore,

staff 15 recommending that the Q1 Sub-Committee consider remov mg some pro;es:ts fmm the
Questmn 1 Opportunities Map and Project List.

Elln the other hand the Opén Space ngram has appmximate}v 10 mllhnn doilars av mlable t(} he
tised as amatch. A pmblem has been the availability of appraisers with expertise in environmentally
sensitive land acquisitions or conservation sensitive casements. Staffis working onthe solutmn tc:-
thm pmblem with the assistance of other non for profit conservation nrgamzatmns

REC{}MMENDE.D ACTIUN No actmn may be taken at ﬂ'us time: Thss 1tem is tor
informational purposes Gnly

=)




CARS{)V CITY’S Ql SUB- COMMITTEE

- | - STAFFREPORT

: .--_MEE’I‘ING I}ATE L ;"-Jun-e 26, 2006

"'-AGENM ITEM NUMBER ac o RN

| _ 'APRLI_CANT: SRR RogerA.Mnellendbr Parks and'?écreaﬁﬁn ljiréﬁ-ta
S © Vern L. Krahn, Park Planner- - /447~

: Juan F. Guzman, Open Space Manager ,_,_-af&u\’__ S

o REQUEST IR . Discussion onigregardmg the removal of pm}ects frcm the_'-
e DR o approved 1 Hist and map :

S GENERAL mscussmw
| Based on the mfarmatmn presented in staff report 4A, staff recommends the sub~comm1ttee o

o coﬂSldel' droppmg the following project numbers from the adﬂpted Carson City Questmn 1 o |
e nppurtumnes map and project list: . _

. 1. : _. Uppﬂl‘ ngs Can:mn ﬁ’oitama Canyon - conszstmg of Hm'se Creck Ranch and nthers
. 3 Carson River Park Phasc 2.
5 . . '_Eagfe_Va_lley Cresk Enhancement.i;rﬁject an{i feiated prﬁjecfs.

B 9 e :_ ééﬁdn River P.ark. . Phase R T

11 _.::.:."'.;'Camon Clty Fairgmundﬁ?ujl Park Cleat Creak Habrtat Impmvement Pm]ect

R Ve Slher Saddie Ranch Area Rwer Recreatmn Muit1~Use Trax! Developmenﬁ and Hﬁbifﬂ*
- Improvement Project. : = -

B REC{)MMENDED ACTIDN ~ Noaction may be taken at this time. This item is fﬂl‘
Ll ' dxscussmnpwposes only. =




s AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:

- MEETING DATE:

~APPLICANT:

o GENE-ML- DIS-C'USSI{)N- |

CARSUN CITY’S Ql SB’B-CBMMITTEE

STAFF REPORT

June 26, 2006

4D

Roger A Mﬂeilendorf Parks d Recreatmn Director_

. Vem L. Krahn, Park Planner [/¢4 — / &
~ Juan F. Guzman, Upen Space Manager %Q{g\f

Discussion aiily or adding future projects idéntjﬁsd in th_e
Open Space Master Plan, Parks and Recreation Master =~
Plan, and Unified Pathways Master Plan which quahf}f for L

- Q1 funding.

: Wlth the récent adnptmn i:w the Board of Supervisors 0f the new Parks and Rﬁcreatmn Master Plan o

: ‘and Unified Pathways Master Plan, there is an opportunity to select from a number of priority -
-~ projects within these plans. Staff's recomimendation is to add the followi ing pmjects to the Carscm. 3

'Clty Questmn 1 Opportunities Map and Project List.

| L E | 'Eagie ‘.i'aiiey Trail related projects:

R ; 'A;- . V&T Trail (Northern Leg) from Combs Can}ran Road to Carsnn-Tahﬂe' |

o “Regional Medical Center .
. B. - Non-motorized trail system along the north side of the Carsun River Can;mn
. inconjunction with the V&T Railroad Reconstruction Project. .
C. . Linear Park Trai} extension from Butti W ay to the Carson City Freewa}r S

right of way.

Do l}raﬂ; ﬁquatlc Trall Plan zmpiementatmn strategles 1dent;fy pm;ects for-

| _: 20 UrhanFishmgPumi Phase 2: (Fishing pier, site amenities (plcmc tahle&“banches

and landscaping),
S - Potter Proper!}f 25 acre fee title acqutsztron at ngs Canyon Road aﬁd Orm,sby Ry
- B
S RECGWIENDEDACTEGN  No action may be taken al this time. ThlS item '.iS:_fr:rr_ R

- discussion purposes only.

P




CARS{)N CITY’S Ql SUB&CDI\IMITTEE

STAFF REPORT
- MEETINGDATE B June 26, 2006
L .:AGENDA ITEM NUMBER: 4§
: _- APPLICANT R : '-..RegﬁrA M{)ellendorf Parks a i;( Recrea Dlrector
RN . | - Vem L. Krahn, Park Planner w -

Juan F. Guzman, Open Space Managar 3 \Qr{@\

- REQUEST: = . Adtionto recommend to the Admsow Bﬂard to Manage:
S I Wildlife, the Carson River Advisory Committee, the Open
Space Advisery Committee, the Parks and Recreation :
Commission, and ultimately to the Board of Supervas&rs a.j' R
- revised prioritized list of Q1 projects.

: :-GENERAL DISCUSSION: -

-~ On Mondav June 26 2@(}6 the Caxson City's Ql Suab- Commﬂtee created h}f the Carson Rlver B

3 _Adwsory Committee, Open Space Advisory Committee, Parks and Recreation Commission, and -

- Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife will convene to review and prioritize exXisting (currently -
approved) and potential projects to be funded through applications to the Question 1, State of

= - . Nevada Conservation and Resource Protection Grant Program. More specifically the Qi Sub-
o ' 'Commattee will consider the following;

1 .j_ 'Status of existing pm_]ercts : :
2. Available City financial and staff resources to smk Questmn 1 grant fundmg
. opportunities. - o
- 3. Removal of existing pmjects fmm the Questmn 1 Oppmtumtles Map and Project o
oo List |
4. . Prioritization of new p{:ra;entlal pmjects 1dentaﬁed in the Open Space Master Plan, o

‘Parks and Recreation Master Plan, and Unified Pathw ays Master Plan which
~would qualify for Question I funding.

: 5 . Action to priotitize and recommend to the Adnsow Cammlttees*(fo‘mmmswns o
- and u1t1mately the Board of Supervisors a revised prioritized list of Q1 pm_]e{:ts .

- New prOjthS to be mcluded in Ql Gppﬂrtunmes pmject list;

S _ Eagle Vailey Traﬂ related projects:

A VE&T Tra1l (\Im“éhem Leg) fmm Cnmbs Camon Road to Carsnn—Tahuf:
o . Regional Medical Center.
- B. Non-motorized trail system along ihe rmrth mcfe of the Cars-:m Ru er -
o - Canyon in conjunction with the V&T Railroad Reconstruction Project.. .
€. Linear Park Trail Extension from Butti Way to the Carsun City Frecway's .

: ng,ht of way.




e D. | Draﬁ Aquatic Traﬂ Plan 1mpiementatmn strateg:les identify pm]ects for =
- signage, mapping, and related recreational facilities. :

2. o Urban Fishing Pond - Phase 2: (F 'ish'ing pier, site amenities {picﬁhic tables/benches -
- and landscaping} T o .:-: o

[ Potter Pmperty 35 acre fee title acquisition at Iungs ‘Canjmn Rnad and Onnsbv '
R . Bivd. :

- -"Rétlmﬁalf'df' 'éxis_ting pmjects currently included on thé‘Ql Oppﬁﬂ.unitiﬁs Map and Prﬁjéct Iisf:‘ SO

i '_.Pro}ect # Upper Kings Canyon/V oltama Canvon—consmtmg of Hnrse Creek Ranch
- and others, :

& ije:ct #3. " Carson River Park-Phase 2. L
o Project#5 - Eagle Valley Creek Enhancement iject and relate{i pmjects
. Project #¢ - Carson River Park-Phase 3. R
- Project #11 . Carson City Fairgrounds/Fuji Park Cléar Creek: Hab1tat hnpmvement
IR T Project. '
"~ Project #14 - Silver Saddle Ranch Area-River Recreation Multl-Use Traﬂ waelopment
o - and Habitat Improvement Project.

Staff recommends the following priorities based on ﬂrgency and avaﬂahle fundmg
nppurtumt:es [pmjects are listed in order of pr:orm)

L gm en S'g‘ ace Hcguisitiﬁn o S Trails Prc:r]ect '
.’.}-_Pragect #T Carscn River Land ﬁacqulsstmn - New Pro;ecr V&T Trail to CTRMC S
" OHVaccess, and Trailhead Development . and trails/basins at CTRMC
.- to the Pinenut Mountains - : . '
. New Project-Potter Property ' ngect #2- nmd1ﬁﬁ-d _

- Project #12-Acquisition of lands between .~ New Project-Linear Park Tr ail
~“Ash Canyon and Kings Canyon  cotnection S
~Project #8-Combs Canyon Area Land New ijecr—Carson Rn er Can} on

- Acquisition o Trail : L
" Project #6-Lower Ash Canj,fon Land - New Prq.recr—Draﬁ fi‘qumw Tmzf
~Acquisition . plan improvements '

i Project #10-Upper Ash Cényon Land Project #4-Lake Tahoe Bike Traﬂ 3 '
- Project #13-C-Hill Land Acquisition o

o : Other Prﬁiecf {NDOW‘}

S  New Project-Urban Fishing Pond-Phase 2

. RECOMMENDED ACTION: . Move to recommend to the Advisory Board to Manage
FEEREE o Wiidlife, the Carson River Advisory Committee, the Open
Space Advisory Committee, the Parks and Recreation .~ - _ R
- Commission, and ultimately to the Board of Supemsars a
. revised prionitized hst of Q1 Projects. R

u" 750




R CARSGN CITY QUESTION #1 STATE OF NEVADA CONSERVATION
AND RESQURCE PROTECTION GRANT SUBCOMMITTEE
S Mmﬂtes of the June 26, 2006 Meetmg
§ Page 1

_ -' Am&etlng ef the Carsan Clt}-’ Questmn #1 State of Nev ada Cnnservatmn ami Resource Protection Graut :

Subcommittee was scheduled for 11;00 a.m. on Monday, June 26, 2006 in the Community Canter Slerm'_
Reom, 851 East Wllham Street Carson City, Nevada.

PRESENT Chalrperson Donna Curtzs
' 7 Wice Chairperson Paul Pug_slﬂ}r
| _:3; ‘Tom Farrer -
- Dan Jacquet
7 -TomKeeton
- Randy Pahl
o Gll Yanucl{

o STAFF : . 'Rnger Mncl!endﬁrf Parks and Recreation [}epartment Dmactor

. Juan Guzman, Open Space / Property Manager _
“ - Vern Krahn, Park Planner o

- '_ “Ann Bolkmgcr Open Space Assistant -
. Kathleen King, Recording Secretary

- NOTE: Atape recarding of theﬁe proceedings, the subconumttea s agenda materla!.s and an}rwnttan .

- mmments or documentation provided to the recording secretary during the meeting are puhllc record, on 3  _ & ;
- filein ﬂle CIerk-Recﬂrder s Office. These materials are available for review during regular busmess hours Lo

' CALL T0 ORDER AND DETERMINATION OF QUORUM (1-@005] M. Moeﬂendnrf ca!lcd the e
~——meeting-to-order at-11:10 a:m.- Members Fischer; McKenna; and Zuber were absent. -Mr:-Moellendorf-

 thanked the subcommittee members for their attendance and provided an overview of the purpose of the |

- overview of the agenda materials,

'meetmg He thanked Mr. Guzman and Mr. Krahn for dmelepmg the staff reps)rfs and yrowde;d an. . '

CHAIR {1-0038) - Mr. Moecllendorf entertained nominations for chair. Member Eacquet nominated

Member Curtis as chair.. The nomination was seconded and carried.. Mr, Mocllendorf called for -

nominations, suggestions, or volunteers for vice chair. Member Fugsley 'mlunteered to serve as vice cha;r g
Mr. Mﬂellendarf turnied the meeting over to Chairperson Curtis.

CiTIZEN COMMENTS ON NON-AGENDIZED TTEMS (1-0080) - None.
S '_'3.- * MODIFICATION TO THE AGENDA (1-0083) - None.
B AGENDA ITEMS:

SELECTION OF CARSON CITY’S QUESTION #1 SUBCOMMITEE CHAIR ANDVICE

| 4-A. DISCUSSION ONLY AND STATUS REPORT ON THE CURRENT QUESTION #
o PRUJECTS (1-0084) - Mt, Guzman referred to Exhibit A and provided an overview of the same. He

_ reviewed the Question #1 application process, and each of the special planning area categories listed inthe -

“table (Exhibit A). Mr, Guzman acknowledged that in-kind services ¢an be allocated toward match
: requ;rements Dmcussmn ensued, and Vice Chairperson Pugsley provided additional ulanﬁcatwn reﬁardmg
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. match requlrements In response to a questmn M. Guzman provi icle-:i an overview of the Questmn #I o
- program.- In response to a further quastlon he advised that the time period associated with the Question
#1 program cannot be extended ‘He reviewed time frames associated with funding Questmn #1 pro_pects

Mr Guzman refﬂrred to the pm;acts nutlmed in the staff report and Exhiblt A, and advised that e:ach had x _'
a carrespondmg slides. He advised that Project #1 could be removed from the hst “because it is on its way.” S

- He respnnded to qucstmns regardm g dﬂiays associated with the Herse Creck Ranch consan ation easement

o "Wlth regard to Preject #2 Carson Rn er Streambank Stabﬁxzahnn Vice Chaxrperson Pugsiey adwsed of
- a meeting, held earlier in the day, between Army Corps of Engineers and Carson Water Subconserva ancy
District {“CWSD”) representatives in which potential funding was discussed. He reviewed costs associated -

with the project, and advised of new terms and conditions for the Army Corps of En gmeers mateh funding, - |

Based on the new terms and conditions, the CWSD may choose not to pursue the project. Vice Chairperson o

 Pugsley expressed reluctance at removing Project #2 from the list, but noted the match funding may not =~

be available. He acknowledged the match funding is earmarked in the Army Corps of Engineers

Cﬂntmmng Authorities Program Plan 2006. He responded to questions regarding funding requirements =

associated with the Carson City portion of the project. In response to a further questmn he advised the -

- specific project is for river restoration and rehabilitation, not flood control. In response to a further ~
e questlon he advised that $400,000 wouild be used by the Army Corps of Engineers for “what they referred

. toas. feasﬂ':»lllty ** This could changﬂ however; one topic of conversation at the earlier mavatmg was_ -
L ~hether to change the scope of the project. :

In response. to a questlon Mr Guzman reviewed the recﬂmmendatmn associated with Pm_]ect #2 and B
~advised-it-could be amended. In response to-a question; Vice Chairpersoti Pugsiey advised that mlxmg-‘“”."""ﬁ‘l-._
L proj ect components of restoration and recreation would not present a problem to the Army Corpsbutwould ..
- require a resolution to the funding. Recreation components would not be funded by the Aty C{]l'ps Mr, o

o - Guzman. acknowledged that the multi-use trail was prioritized in the Unified P athways Master Plan |

“element. Member Pahl expressed concern over meeting a 2008 Question #1 deadline and acquiring funding -
- - through the Army Corps. . At Member Jacquet’s request, Mr, Krahn pointed out the easement acqisition
- on a displayed map. Discussion took place with regard to the same. In response to a question, Vice
. Chairperson Pugsley suggested the restoration and trail projects could be separated into two. Mr. Krahn
- acknowledged that a bridge is proposed to the Ambrose-Carson River Natural Area. He described the route

. and connectivity. Mr. Moellendorf described benefits to the trail project of stabilizing the stream bank.

o In response to a question, Vice Chairperson Pugsley advised that the trail would have been considereda |

public asset as it was included when the project was first defined in 2001. He suggested that the Army -
Corps, in its feasibility review, may decide to replace the trail. Dcsmg SO W ould result in the Army Corps- -
defending it. The defenses are not foolproof because “the river is the river.” Vice Chairperson Pugsley
' noted that the community’s general desire is to allow the River to flow more freely than the Army Corps
" usually does. He expressed agreement with the concept of separating the projects into two, and discussion

- followed. Member Farrer discussed the importance of ensuring safe trail access by stablhzmg the stream
~ bank. He discussed his knowledge of restoration projects at Wingfield Park over the yéars, and noted the

- . mportance of doing it once “or as close to once as poss;blc ” Mr. Krahn and Mr. Guzman responded to
o questmns regardmg the trail 1tseff : -
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Mr. Krahn prm ided background mformatmn on, and rewewed Pm_]ect #3, Cal:sm} Rwer ?ark, Phase II
- He noted staff’s recommendation to drop the project from the list as it is considered to be completed. Mr., -

- Guzman reviewed Project #4, the Lake Tahoe Bike Path, In response to a comment, he explained the - :

- requirement to provide coverage for projects at Lake Tahoe. Discussion followed, and Vice Chairperson

. Pugsley noted that the Question #1 funding could not be used for any other project. The sense of priority -
- “boils down to” the amount of time staff should spend on the project. Vice Chairperson Pugsiey suggested -

- assigning a low priority to Project #4, Member Farrer noted the subject land is undeveloped and therefore

generates no tax revenue for Carson City. He expressed concern over the burden of expense to the B

commumty Gn et that most of the Lake Tahoe land allocated to Carson City “is already a state park; ..
it’sa state 155"&1@ 'Chalrperson Curtis recessed the meeting at 12:21 p.m. and reconvened at 12: 33 p m.

: Mr Gu:«:man rewewe:s:l iject #5 the Eagle Valley Creek Enhancement Prﬂgect He and M}:‘ Krahn' g

| . explained staff’s recommendation to drop the project. Mr. Moellendorf noted that the timing of this project

- doesn’t fit well with the Quesﬂon #1 process. Vice Chairperson Pugsley provided background information ~~ *

~onthe Amly Corps of Engineers’ involvement in Project#5. He advised that previously committed funding -~

- will not be available. - Without that funding source, he concurred with staff’s recommendatiori to drop the -~ .

project “from a Question #1 perspective.” In response to a question, Mr. Guzman advised that the project

 won’t be forgotten as long as he and Mr. Krahn are with the ley Mr. Krahn advised that Public Works

- Director Andrew Burnham is aware of staff’s concern over the project. He discussed recreationaland flood
" control opportunities for the project in the future. In response to a comment, Mr, Moellendorf expressed

~ hebeliefthat this portion of Eagle Valley Creek has no special mention in any of the master plan elements.

* He acknowledged concerns ‘over dropping the project, but advised that project plans have been well ~
documented and that the project has the potential of becoming part of a larger wastewater project,

; .*“***“Cl’fﬁlrpemn Curtis suggested including the project in” future master plan amendnrents. M. Guzman

- suggested the project could be included as part of the Moffat property management plan, Intesponseto.
- aquestion, Mr. Krahn provided background information on amendments to the City's ordinance withregard =~

. toplanting willows, cottonwoods, and poplars in the riparian areas of the City. Member Jacquet suggested -
o captunng the pm}ﬂct as part of the Carson River Master Plan, and discussion followed.

M Guz:man reviewed Pm;ect #45 the lower Ash Canyun Land ﬁcqulsltmn and explained Karen Jnost’

- interest in a conservation easement. In response to a question, he explained the importance of the property e
to secure access. He responded to corresponding questions of clarification. In: response: to a further -

: questmn he explamed the interest of Nevada State Parks in acquisition of the lower pmpemes e

Mr Guzman reviewed Project#7, Carson River Land Acquisition, and onented the subccmmxttee mcm‘bers :

to the location of the subject parcels. In terms of flood control, habitat, trails, etc., Mr. Guzman adv 1sed-"-;'_ Y
- that the- parcels are the most important open space and River acquisitions. Mr Krahn discussed. the
. importance of the parcels in relation to the Aquatic Trail Plan. Extensive discussion took place regaa:dmg' S

legal and habzhty issues associated with the Aquatic Trail Plan and the Andersen / Jarrard prop-ertles

. MemberJacquet suggested that the liability issues discussed in association with the Aquatic Trail givemore

- credeme to acquiring property or an casement. Henoted the open space values, and commented that the

anyon has long been recognized as one of the scenic areas of Carson City. He agreed with staff’s - :
_ recommendatmn of this project as a top priority. Mr. Guzman responded to -:;uestmns regardmg appraased_- L
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 yalue of thepfﬂpﬂmes Member Yanuck agreed that the area is one of the most scenic in the City. Mr. .

~ Guzman advised of mercury contamination issues on the Serpa and Bently properties. He commented that .
~each parcel has different characteristics which affect value. : SRR

M. Guzman reviewed project #8, Combs Canyon Area Land Acquisitions. and Northern V&T Multi-Use

Trail Development, including staff's recommendation. He noted that the property 1s-very important deer
- habitat. Mr. Krahn advised that the cancer center has provided an easement from the road.” Discussion :
- followed, and Chairperson Curtis suggested including a map in future presentations. o L

‘- Mr. Krahn provided background information on development of Carson River Park, and reviewed Project
#9, Carson River Park Phase IIl. He explained staff’s recommendation to remove the project from .-
~consideration as part of the Question #1 program, Chairperson Curlis expressed concern that this project.”
represented the only park on the Question #1 projects list. Mr. Moellendorf expressed undetstanding for
- the concem, but advised that the park doesn’t represent the highest tier of need identified as part of the -
~ . master planning process. He agreed that the area is used for recreation, and suggested thatit should be
monitored to ensure the use is appropriate. In response to a question, Mr. Krahn advised of 4 map made

~ available in'the Recreation Division’s Discever Us publication and of the Muscle Powered map of trails.
~In response to @ question, he advised that the original intent of the Carson River Park master plan wasto
serve as a neighborhood park for the area residents. He discussed the importance of the day-use area with .

- a picnic shelter, playground equipment, ete. “in the context of a ranch setting.” Inresponse toa question,
" /Ir. Guzman advised that there is use of the park under the terms of the R&PP lease. Chairperson Curtis .
- recessed the meeting at 1:46 p.m. and reconvened at 1:53 p.m.. e : a o

. f""*‘“‘“Mﬁ;Gﬁzmﬁn-"fe#i‘e;véd'Pi’ﬁj&‘fﬁt"#l'{) ,theﬁf)perAEhCa‘n?onL&nd ﬁé'i:iﬁis'“iﬁbﬁ:’aﬂdétéff"s fecommendation.

Inresponseto a question, Mr. Moellendorf clarified staff’s recommendation to retain the Wilson properties, R
as a lower Question #1 priority, and to drop the Benna-Marshall property from the list. Mr. Guzman.

acknowledged that match funding for the project would be allocated from the Open Space Program. From

| the perspective of the Open Space Advisory Committee, Member Jacquet requested to keep the Benna-

.~ Marshall property on the list.. Mr. Guzman described the location of the Wilson and Benna-Marshall
- properties, using a displayed slide. U . _ T R

- "Mr.:'Ki's;hﬁ:grb:\=*ided-bac1{g§:c}uné'_ information on ProjECt' #11, the Fai'fgrﬂunds'f Fuji Park / Clear Creek -~
‘Habitat Improvement Program. He reviewed staff’s recommendation to drop the project “in consideration - -

of more pressing priorities.” Vice Chairperson Pugsley advised that the U.S. Department of Agriculture -
will now consider using Wildlife Habitat Improvement Program (“WHIP”) funding for ¢ities. He further

-+ radvised that up to 75 percent of a project could be funded, including National Resources Conservation - 5__3"} y
Service (“NRCS”) design input or, at least, funding for design. He requested that the project not be -

- dropped from the Question #1 list. Chairperson Curtis expressed concern over dropping the project. In- -

' lightof other funding opportunities, she suggested the project should be assigned a relatively high priotity .~

3'be.ciause'-0f public expectation and use of the area. In response to a question, Vice Chaitperson Pugsley . | _
‘advised that it would not be “throwing good money after bad” to continue with the project in light of

nprovements being made by the Nevada Department of Transportation in the area. Mr. Guzman advised

- that staff has disagreed over details of the subject project. Mr. Moellendorf expressed the opinion that this
" project may become a little more attractive because of the potential for match funding through the WHIP.-
- . Heanticipates that the project will not be terribly large. He advised that the Fitji Park / Fairgrounds master
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< plan indicates pathways along the creek, protection of the riparian arca, and interpretive areas. Member
* Keeton suggested assigning the project a lower priority without removing it altogether. Member Pahi-
~ expressed uncertainty as to the level of restoration being considered. He suggested it would largely be
driven by what is being done upstream in terms of addressing the sediment load. Without being able to L
~address the sediment load, he suggested not doing “too much with Clear Creek ... because it’s just going =~ -
' to goback the way it was.” ST L e

~ Mr. Guzman reviewed Project #12, acquisition of lands between Ash and Kings Canyons. He described
access to the properties and their characteristics. In response to a question, he advised that the Open Space
Program could be reimbursed provided the Question #1 program has considered the properties a project.
~ . The properties must first be nominated and funding awarded; then the properties could be purchased. In .~
 response to a further question, Mr. Guzman advised that the Long property had not yet been submitted for
nomination. He offered to take the subcommittee members on a tour of the properties. Inresponsetoa
- question, he advised that the next round of nominations will open in July at which time he will submitan =~
application. He acknowledged the project should be assigned a high priority. Mr. Guzman reviewed =
- Project #13, acquisition of C-Hill properties, and narrated pertinent stides. Discussion took place with -~ -
regard to the property’s development potential. Member Keeton expressed the opinion the projectshould -
“be assigned a higher priority. Mr. Guzman reviewed Project #14, the Silver Saddle Ranch River recreation _
. multi-use trail development and habitat improvement project. He explained staff's recommendationtodrop
the project from the list. : T

o '4-B. DISCUSSION ONLY ON AVAILABLE CITY STAFF AND FINANCIAL -~
... RESOURCES TO PROVIDE MATCHING REQUIREMENTS FOR QUESTION #1 PROJECTS - _
| —"“’—f'l:Sﬁ'Sﬂj'='*Mr:Mmllenﬂmf“revﬁawed'the'Staff'repﬁrtfaﬁﬁ*Ehez'ﬁttaﬁﬁédéﬂﬁh‘ifsi‘in response to 4 question,
g ~ hereviewed the many variables involved in constructing projects, including property acquisition, project ...
- design, eto. Discussion took place with regard to the possibility of developing per-linear-foot costs fortrail -~
- construction. Member Jacquet pointed out that Open Space Program and grant funding opportunities make
available the possibility of acquiring lands for trails through fee title or easements. “Moving ahead with
. the acquisition phase is logical” in consideration of the trails master plan having been approved.  Mr.
Moellendorf agreed. In response to a comment, Mr. Guzman discussed the need for management of open
- space properties, including construction of trails and facilities for recreation use. He noted the need to
 consider such things particularly in the area of the River and the periphery of town. Discussion took place
- regarding costs associated with trail construction, and grant funding opportunities,

- Mr. Guzman discussed staff resources required for project design and construction. In order to complete .~
. open spaCe acquisitions, he advised of having considered the possibility of partnering with non-profit = -
~ organizations. - He explained Ms. Bollinger’s responsibilities to assist with management, particularly
- Waterfall Fire rehabilitation. Mr. Krahn requested the subcommittee members to keep in mind a realistic :
approach to prioritizing the projects in consideration of staff time and funding availability. Chairperson - -
- Curtis suggested the possibility of hiring other staff using grant funding. She expressed concern over
- projects being dropped if they are moved off the Question #1 projects list and “we can’t come up witha
. ood place to put them.” TR
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-C DISCUSSH}I\ ONLY REGARDING THE REMDVAL OF PR{}JECTS FR()M THE
APPROWD QUESTION #1 LIST AND MAP (2-0379) - Chairperson Curtis referred to the projects .
listed i n the staff report, and requested input o f the subcommittee members. F ollowing discussion,
_consensus of the subcommittee was to leave item 11 on the project list; to drop project 5 with the
recemmen&atlon that the two trails be fransferred to a separate project list and that the remaining project

 area, together with the Lompa wetlands area, be amended to the parks and recreation master plan clement.
- Mr. Krahn responded Lo questions of clanficatlon regarding the Carson River Park Phase 2 project.
' Member Jacquet suggested a semantics problem with regard to dropping projects 1 and 3 as opposed to

~noting that the projects have been completed. Chairperson Curtis responded to questions of c?anﬁcatxon _
with mgard to her recommendation for project 5.

4—]) DISCUSSION {}NLY ON ADDING FUTURE I’ROJECTS IDEI\TIFIED IN‘ THE' o
(}PEN SPACE MASTER PLAN, PARKS AND RECREATION MASTER PLAN, AND UNIFIED
" PATHWAYS MASTER PLAN WHICH QUALIFY FOR QUESTION #1 FUNDING (2-0528)-Mr.
- Krahn and Mr.-Guzman reviewed the staff report and the attached exhibit. Mr. Krahn- responded to -
questions regarding Question #1 funding allocated to the urban fishing pond through ‘the Nevada
* Department of Wildlife (“"NDOW?). Mr. Guzman responded to questions: regarding thenon- -motorizedtrail
~ system along the notth side of the Carson River. Discussion followed and, in response to a comment, Mr. -
- Guzman advised that staff will expend time on projects as directed by the advisory committees and the
E-::rard of Supf:ﬂ'lSOl’S With regard to open space and traits, he advised that urgency drwes pmjects

_ 4-E ACTION TO RECOMMEND TO THE AI}VISOR‘Y BDARD T{} MANAGE
’W{LDL[FE THE CARSON RIVER ADVISORY COMMITTEE, THE OPEN SPACE ADVISORY o
~— COMMITTEE, THE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION; AND ULT IMATELYTOTBE
. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, A REVISED PRIORITIZED LIST OF QUESTION #1 PROJECTS
~ {2-0882) - Chairperson Curtis provided suggestions with regard to the method by which to address this =
~ agenda item.  Member Pugsley suggested the possibility of adding a project to develop a habitat.
. conservation pian for the River cotridor, particularly with regard to management of the “first tw e:nt}f feet
- from water mland Following discussion, the subcommittee members and staff agreed.

Mr. Krahn acknﬂwlﬁdged that staff had ;mmtlzed the prejects listed in the staff report.- ‘Member Jacquet o
referred to Mr, Guzman’s earlier comment that open space projects are driven by urgency, and advised that .~
- the recommended prioritization was acceptable. Foll lowing discussion, consensus of the subcomnnttee and
staff was to prioritize the Fairgrounds / Fuji Park Clear Creek Habitat Improvement Project in the “Other”
category, as well as the River corridor habitat conservation plan. Mr. Krahn suggested the possibility of
- placing a higher priority on the Lincar Park Trail Extension from Butti Way to the freeway right-of-way,
- and the subcommittee members concurred, Vice Chairperson Pugsley reiterated the request to leave the
- River habitat restoration project on the list as project #2, subject to identifying a match funding source. He
- acknowledged it should be prioritized under the “Other” category. He discussed the possibility of ieavmg-
- the Carson River allocation available in consideration of the possibility of purchasing the Jarrard /
- Anderson easement. Discussion followed. Chairperson Curtis suggested a motion to approve staff’s

- ecommended priorities, as modified by the discussion. Member Yanuck so moved. Member Keemn o
secandt‘:d the. mntmn 'Motion carried 7-0,
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s NON—ACTIGN ITEMS -
- : STATUS REI’(}R’{S AND ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM STAFF - None.

MEMBERS’ ANN{)UNCEMENTS AND REQUESTS FOR INF ORMATION {2 14{}8) Mr.
: Krahn acknowledged that the subcommittee members should report back to their respectlve cﬂmmittees EIRE

R FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS {2~ 1369} Chmperson Curtis suggested mﬁetmg agam in six months ::'..j:_;_
o to rf:vww the status of projects. - - | g

1 AC’Z{‘I{)N ON ADJOURNMENT (2-1424) - Member Jacquet moved to ad_loum the meﬁtmg at3 41 s
 pm. Member Yanuck seconded the motion. Motion carried 7-0. SO

The Mmutes of the June 215 2006 Carson City Question #1 State Df Nevada C{mservatmn and Natural Il g

" - Resource Protection Grant Program Subcommitice meeting are respectﬁﬂly submltted ﬂns 6" day gf S
September 2(‘!()6 ' . _

 ALAN 'GLGVER,‘ CIerk—Rec-order .

By:

* Kathleen M. Kiﬁg, Deputy Clerk / Rﬁcordiﬁg:Secrétéry. .
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. MEETINGDATE: Sepiember 18, 2006
- AGENDAITEM NUMBER: 6

: APPLICANT: - .' PR 'Ruger A.'Moé-llendbfﬂf'arks'and Recreation Director
: STy - Vern L. Krahn, Park Planner e
. Juan F. Guzman, Open Space Manager -

. REQUEST: . Action torecommend to the Board of Supervisors arevised
o0t prioritized list of Question 1 State of Nevada Conservation and
. Resource Protection Grant Program projects. - S

' GENERAL DISCUSSION:

- On Monday, June 26, 2006, Carson City’s Question 1 Sub-Committee, created by the Carson River
- Advisory Committee, Open Space Advisory Committee, Parks and Recreation Commission, and oo
o A&"’is'?’f}’ﬂﬁarﬂ'tﬁ Manage Wildlife (Exhibit A), convened to review and prioritize existing projects .~ :
(currently approved by the Board of Supervisors) and potential new projects which would qualify for =~
- funding through Question 1’s State of Nevada Conservation and Resource Protection Grant Program. o
- More specifically, the Question 1 Sub-Committee considered the following: : SRR

- 1. Status of existing projects (Exhibit B, including Question 1 Opportunities Map) :
20 Available City financial and staff resources to seek Question 1 grant funding =~
.. opporunities S e
- 3. Removal of existing projects from the Question 1 Opportunities Map and Project List
- 4. -Prioritization of new potential projects identified in the Open Space Master Plan, Parks
~.+~ and Recreation Master Plan, and Unified Pathways Master Plan which would qualify -
o for Question 1 funding e R ST U IIR T SRR
3. Action to'prioritize and recommend to the Advisory Commitiees/Commissions and
7. ultimately the Board of Supervisors 2 revised priotitized list of Question 1 projects: :
{Refer to the below Sub-Commiltee’s revised project list and recommended action) -

- From this meeting, the Question #1 Sub-Corinittee recommends to the Advisory Boardto Mapage -~
- Wildlife the following project priorities based on urgency and available funding opportunitics. These
- projects are listed in order of priority and categorized into three groups: open space acquisitions, trail -
- projects, and other projects. S [T

‘Open Space Acquisition -~~~ o - Trails Projects

. Project #7 -Carson River Land Acquisition,  New Project - Linear Park Trail ‘extension and [t
- OHYV access, and Trailhead Development to the  connection® - e R '
©Pinenut Mountains _ . New Project - V&T Trail to CTRMC and
' New Project - Potter Property " trails/basins at CTRMC . S e
Project #12 - Acquisition of lands between Ash - Project #2 - Modified / Multi-Use Trai] from -
- Canyon and Kings Canyon = o - Riverview Park to Empire Ranch Trail -




- Project#8 - Combs Canyon Arealand = New Project - Carson River Canyon Trail (novih
. Acquisition . L . side) ' R TN ST
~ Project #6 - Lower Ash CanyonLand -~ Project #14 — Modificd / Mexican Ditch Multi- .
~Acquisition ..~ . ... useTrail from Hidden Mcadows to Silver
Project #10 - Upper Ash Canyon Land Saddle Ranch o
Acquisition T e . New Project - Draft Aquatic Trail Plan’s
- - Project #13 - C-Hill Land Acquisition = recreation improvements -~
SRR . . Project #4 - Lake Tahoe Bike Path -

ok '_Iﬁ}dfs_cuss'ion.ﬁ with Andy Burnham, Public Works Director, he now believes the Nevada
- Department of Transportation has found sufficient Junding for this trail project. '

s _..()t_!_ler.l"rniécts e

 (NDOW Funding) -

- NewPro;ecr Urban Fishing Pond Ameniz}' fmpmvemenrs - Phase 2 at the Caxén_Cf&'Faifgmﬁﬁ'cﬁ ey

- Project # 11 — Carson City Fairground/Fuji Park: Clear Creek Habitat Imptovement Project -~~~
. Project #2 — Modified / Carson River Steambank Stabilization Project IR IR
- New Project — Habitat Conservation Plan for Carson City properties along the Carson River -
. Corridor (Park, Trails, and Open Space facilities) S R

. City staff believes all the above-recommended projects have value for recreéation, resource © © . . -
protection; and habitat improvement. However, it is unrealistic for this Advisory Boardandthe

- Board of Supervisors to assume that the City will have the necessary staff resources fo acquire the

- required land/easements for plan implementation, including applying for Question 1 grants and

- - Tocating the necessary funding for al} these projects within the next two years.. As a result, City staff’ s

-will focus their time and resources on the top priority projects listed above or as projecturgency and

. avaalahle funding oppottunities present themselves.

. If the Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife approves the Question 1 Sub-Committee’s project
* recommendations and priorities as presented above, our department will “bundle” the above
- projects into special project planning areas similar to the currently adopted Question #1°
* Opportunitics Map. - B

B Finally, City staff would like to thank all the Sub-Committee members that participated in the above- |
 referenced meeting to review, evaluate, and prioritize the City projects for the final upcoming rounds

- of the Question 1 grant program. The Sub-Committee members’ assistance in this process was greatly o
_ appreciated, along with their unique perspectives on the issues associated with each of these projects.

_ * Move to recommend to the Board of Supervisors a revised ‘) RS
- prioritized list of Question I State of Nevada Conservation and ST
Resource Protection Grant Program projects. ' o

 RECOMMENDED ACTION:




