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3SDA United States ~ Forest - Humbohd{-Toiyabe {200 Frankiin Way
= Department of C o Serviee National Forest ' Sparks, NV 894310432 -
Agriculture = .  (775) 331-6444 Fax (775) 355-5399

File Code: 1560
Date:

Honorable Mary Teixeira

Mayor, Carson City '

210 N. Carson Strect o
Carson City, , NV 89701 .

Pear Mayor Teixeira:

Last Monday, November 27, 2006, Gary Schiff, Tomn Baker, and Irene Davidson, of my staff met '
- . with LindaRitter, Juan Guzman and Robin Williamson to discuss the proposed Carson City .
" Lands Bill. I'wantto thank them for the time they shared with us. I believe we now have a '
beiter understanding of the various Board Committee discussions held to date. At the meeting,
Linda suggested that we may want to send 2 representative from the Humboldt-Toiyabe National =~
Forest to future meetings. [ also thought it important io share with you our commitmentio -
_continne working with you on the best management possible fort is important part of the
- Wational Forest.

As you know the Carson Ranger District manages this part of the Humboldt-Toiyabe National -
Forest. In'the past couple of years, District personnel have accomplished much in this area.
* Here are some examples: 1) planted 130,000 seedlings surrounded by tree shelters that are I
S surviving quite well, 2) planted 20,000 bitterbrush and sagebrush seedlings (imporiant source of
. nourishment for deer herd}, 3) ireated fucls adjoining the Lakeview subdivision, which furned
out fo he-.'instmm.antal in preventing fire from entering the community (funded treatments on
2 private!and through NDF), 4) cut and removed some 6500 large dead standing trees as part of
the Waterfall salvage project, 5 sold thousands of Christmas tree and firewood permits for -
" ‘gutting near Spoonel Summit, 6) repaired Kings Canyon Road, including protection of higtoric’
* rock walls, 7) participated in the hazardous fuels - sheep grazing project on C Hilil, 8) completed
a plan, jointly with the City for roads, trails, trailheads, fuels, etc. in the Kings Canyon/Clear
Creek area and 9) have completed a land acquisition for the Gilbert propetly as well as working
- through details of acquisition of the gwafford property. Even with limited funding we are also
- committed to regular fire prevention patolling. _ :
Thete’s certainly much more 1o do and it would be in our utual interest to continue 1o work
~ closely on both planning and implementation, irrespective of the gut come of any proposed
~ legislation. 1 would be remiss if I did not convey that the traditional position of the Forest . . B
- Service has been to protect the value of our National Foresls. This principle enjoys broad public
~ support Consistent with that principle any conveyance of National Forest land would require”
~ either an exchange of equal value properties 10 the mutual advantage of the exchanging parties s
- gn outright sale wherein the proceeds would be used principaily to purchase other targeted
property within the prociaimed forest boundary. . e

@

Caring”fur the Land and Serving 'Fm;ﬂe' L

Prinbed on Recythed Paper - ".} :




Py

- Agéin.thaugh,-'-n:m mutual objective is simply the best possible maﬁagf';mént. We are committed

to working with you and your staff on land management issues of mutual
o .. share many of same issues and that by working together we can address

many of them.

T want to thank you again for meeting with members of my staff and 1
~discussions. Please do not hesitate 1o contact m
nterest.

ook forward to future
€ regarding this matter or other issues of mutual -

| S’inhéréiy,

'EDWARD C. MONNIG
- Forest Supervisor

concern. [knowwe
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RECEIVED °

CHRIS MACKENZIE OF COUNSEL
o = DEC 14 2006
. VIAHANDDELIVERY CARSON TV PARKS DT~
Linda Ritter |
City Manager .

201 N. Carson Street, Suite'z. -
Carson City, NV 89701

" Re: Nevada National Forest Land Disposal Act of 2005; Carson City Public Lands Bill

- 'De.ar Ms. Riﬁér:

" Thank you for jr'ouf letter dated November 27, 2006. In that letter, you confirm that the 2.8 +/- acre

parcel 6f land of interest my client, the Comstock Country RV Resort, is currently included in the draft Carson

" . City Public Lands Bill “as a parcel which may be disposed of for economic development purposes.” The - -

" maps included on the City’s website identify the proposed possible uses of the parcel as including drainage,
~ utilities and economic development. The City has not identified the parcel as needed for parks or open space..

- Theparcel is bounded by the 'S Hwy 50 West, Costco and the Comstock Country RV Park. It seems
unlikely that the property would be developed by a party without the involvement of Costeo or Comstock, and
it seems reasonable that the City and the state could accomplish their needs for drainage and utilities if the.

. property were transferred to a private entity. It therefore seems clear that if the City acquires the property

under a Lands Bill, the City will dispose of the property. Indeed, your letter advises that disposal of the .
- property “shall be made in accordance with applicable Nevada Revised Statutes” ... “should the Board of

Supervisors acquire it through the proposed lands bill.” Your letter further confirms that as the acquisition
may extend beyond the terms of a majority of the current members of the Board of Supervisors, “it would not - - .

- be appropriate for the current Board to bind future Boards to specific actions.”

. As the process by which the property might be acquired may extend be}fundl the current térms of a°
majority of the members of the Board of Supervisors, and if the current members of Board of Supervisors

" agrees with the recommendations of staff that the best use of the property would be for purposes of economic :

development, then it seems appropriate that the language of the Carson City Lands Bill would provide that
_the 2.8 +/- acre parcel would be transferred to Carson City for sale at public auction for economic

development purposes. We believe this methodology will result in the highest economic return to the City, o
while at the same time satisfving your expressed concern that the members of the current Board of Supervisors

cannot bind {presumably contractually or otherwise), members of a future Board of Supervisors,

_ I the City cannot agfée to our proposal to include language in the Carson City Lands Bill that the 2.8
acre parcel would be sold at public auction for purposes of economic development, then we respectfully

request that the parce! be withdrawn from the proposed lands bill and included in some other bill which would - -

result in a sale of the parcel at public auction.

(i)

PO BOX 646 CARSON CITY, NV 89702 402 N. DIVISION ST CARSON CITY, NV 89703
TEL: (775} 687-0202 FAX: {775) 882-7018 ¢ WWW ALLISONMACKENZIECOM




Letter to Linda 'R:itfer., City Maﬂager :
- December 7, 2006 _
. Page 2 | -

- Asale of the property at public auction, by the City or the Secretary of Agriculture, would resaltin -
the City meeting its stated objectives of putting the property to use for economic development, and atthe same
time, the private developer of that property could be required to address the drainage and utility issues which -«
- the City has identified as other potential uses for the parcel e

" We would ap;ﬁreciafe hearing from you concerning your thoughts on this issue. Please also include

- our correspondence in the public record on any hearings on the proposed Carson City Public Lands Bill. -
" Thank you.- - . SR

S  Sincerely, ' N - :
R Mike Pavlakis©
"""" cC Lee Plemel, C()mmumn Development. Sr. Planner

- Juan Guzman, Open Space Manager _

. Roger Moellendorf, Director of Parks and Recreation _
Kevin Kirkeby, U.S. Senator John Ensign, Rural Coordinator
Jodi Stephens, Representative Jim Gibbons, Rural Director

~ Comstock Country RV Resort, LLC




" RECEIVED

i  CARSONCIYPARKSDEFT
Dece_-mber 122006 | el

. Ijnda Ritterr Cit}r Mar!ager . _. ........... S

- (ity Manager's Office '

City Hall/201 N. Carson Street, #2
. Carson City, NV 89701

 RE: Future Carson City/Washoe Tribe Public Lands Bill
" Dear Ms. Ritter:

‘On behalf of the Washoe Tribe, T wish to express our gratitude to the City for having
~ worked with our Tribal Planner and other staff over the past year regarding the
- anticipated Federal Lands Bill. 1 am hopeful that, once an agreement is reached on -
~ properties for which the Tribe is now formally expressing interest for potential transfer,
 that the City and the Tribe will be even more successful by submitting a joint-Federal
~ Lands Bill proposal, with assistance and support from City and Tribal Congressional
delegations. We appreciate the City’s recent recommendation fo transfer ownership of
. portion 9-151-04, which the City has identified as area #1 0, from the U.S. Forest Service
to the Washoe Tribe. Although largely unsuitable for development of any kind, the -
 Tribe is also interested in obtaining additional Forest Service Jand to the south of that
parcel, consisting of a portion of area #11, north of Voltaire Canyon Road. Similarly, we

DEC15 2006

-are interested in obtaining another portion of Forest Service Land to the west of area #10°

and our Carson Community reaching Kings Canyon Read, for the purposes of wildfire
- safety/prevention and re-establishing a traditional “lifeway” and environmental .
. cortidor leading to our recently acquired Skunk Harbor parcel on the east shore of Lake
" Tahoe, With regard to the needs of our Stewart Community, the Tribe is interested in - _'
 the possibility of acquiring area #37 from the Bureau of Land Management, mainly
because of the known existence of significant cultural resources in and around this area,
~ For additional detail on these lands of inerest to the Tribe, piease find enclosed acopy

| | . 919 Highway 395 South, Gardnervﬂlte,ﬁe?ada 89410
| B |




Thank "}'r}o'u very much for your ongoing communication and cooperation with the Tribe

_ " on'the Federal Lands Bill process. If you have any immediate questions or would like
. todiscuss this important request, please do not hesitate to contact me at (775) 265-4191 -
- or.via e-mail at waldo.walker@washgetribe.us), or Max Kalhammer, our Tribal Planner

at (775) 267-1401 x 104 {or via e-mail at mck@washoetribe.us),

~ Sincerely,

* cc: Juan Guzman, Open Space / City Property Manager, Carson City, Nevada

~ Lee'Plemel, Principal Planner, Carson City, Nevada - AR
‘Max Kathammer, Planning Director, Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California -
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Dear Juan

SIERRA CLUB - TOIYABE CHAPTER

_ PO Box 80896, Reno, Mevada, 89507-8088

CLUB

FOUNDED S92

. December 15, 2006

 Mr. Juan Guzman, Open Space and Property Manager
. City of Carson
. Parks & Recreation Administration o
3303 Buth Way, #9 R
Carson City, NV 89701 -

" i see that the Carson City Open Space Advisory Committee is meeting on Monday, December .
. 18. Recently, the Toivabe Chagter of the Sierra Club wrote Linda Ritter expressing our concerns
- regarding the proposed public land sale and transfer legistation that Carson City is proposing,

Since | have not heard from Ms, Ritter, | am writing you again. Please share our concerns with -

 your Board. The Chapter has about 250 members in Carson City.

The Teiyabe Chapter is interested in working with Carson City residents to craft legislation that
meets Carson City's needs without jeopardizing the laws and responsibilities of federal land
management agencies. The federal agencies have responsibility for wildiife, cultural resources,
watershed, forest protection, scenic and recreation opporiunities, which are not normally the
purview of local government. My request is that any action on this legislation be pc-stpcrned until

the issues that we expressed concern in a previous letter are addressed.

o These concerns includea:

1.5ale of Forest Service land: L. S Forast Service lands belong to the people of the Umted :
States and were set aside to protect the forests, watershed, wildlife and other natural | :
Cresources. The national public underwrites the cost of management. A few years ago, Carson
City was the beneficiary of federal agency fire fighting expertise and funds, fuels management -
- investments, and of revegetation. In fact the Forest Service is actively involved in fuels
- management atong the Sierra Front,
-The Sierra Club opposes the sale of Forest Service land. However, if Carson City WiShES to
 discuss land exchanges, which help the Forest Service block up is lands and Carson City to
obtain urban, interface [ands for sale, then we are interested in the proposal.

" 2. Use of Funds From the Sale of Public Lands {BLM and Forest Service): if federal lands

are sold, then the proceeds from the sale of land should be reinvested by the federal agency in

- -acquiring lands such as inholdings or key wildlife habitat or making improvements on federal
lards.

3. Transfer of Silver Saddle Ranch to Carson City: As | recollect, Carson City requested the
“transfer of this property along with federal funds to develop the property. Silver Saddle Ranch
- was acquired using funds from the Scuthern Nevada Public Lands Management Act (SHMPLMA).
. The purpose of the SMPLMA funds is to assist federal agencies in meeting their management
- responsibilities for wildlife and other BLM responsibilities. Silver Saddie Ranch provides

important wildlife habitat for fisheries, birds, and mammals. BLM is also responsible for historical - _
and cultural resources. Local governments normally do not manage for these resources. If Sitver

" Saddle Ranch is transferred, then virtually every other SNPLMA acquisition is potentially R
- jeopardized by the transfer possibility and a chill over future SNPLMA land acquisitions will oceur.
- Federal agencies have worked in good faith with Carson City and Douglas and Washoe Counties.




: The proposa! 10 1rarssfer this property to Carson City seems like & breach mnﬂdence in that

process. A cooperative agreement between BLM and Carson City may accomplish some of YOI
goals while ensuring protection of natural resources.

. You are also cansedenng sale of parcels of land either within or adjacent to deveiopmem w!"kere

both the city and federal agency may agree sale of land is mutually beneficial. Where this

situation ocours, proceeds from the sale are retained by the federal agency.

' Unforiunate.ly, 1 cannot attend the meeting Monday evening to discuss these issues with yﬁu-r '

Board. | hope that other Sierra Club members and residents will attend the meeting. Carson Céty' g

- voters are unigue and remarkable for approving the open space tax, which has enabled Carson

City to be proactive in acquiring open space. As a former resident and graduate of Carson High

- School with family still living in Carson City, | am impressed with Carson City's efforts to grow its
“economy without losing its past.

: Pi'e-a's'e contact me if you have any guestions. _

Sincerely,

Tlna Mappe, Chair- . :
Toa:,rabe Chapter of the Sierra Club




To: JuanGuzman .

" From' :'.._._.Rnhin{)rloff | ;9 m} o
Subject: PrsomHil S s
. :Da'!;f:':" | - A?pfﬁxitﬁatﬂly December 11, 2006

possibly buy Prison Hill, and T have to tell you, I've been runming it a lot lately now that it’s
cooler, and we also are closing on our house which is right up in that area, we're closing this- -~

- week. So]just wanted to give you some of my input. It is the most incredible area, and when

. you're driving home if you look to the south end of Prison Hill, to the south of the “S™ onthe
_ hill; you’ll see those granite spires. The north end is volcanic and the south end granitic, and

~ - those granite spires are frequently in the sun late in the afternoon and they’re very special. The : IR
. soil there is decomposed granite. You’ll also see some canyons that get water in them and there - - ..

are actually some pour-offs in the rains in the winter. But | just wanted to give you some mput =

~and ask you to consider our opinion, but it is just an amazing, pristine area that would be lovelyif - -

it could be kept that way. At the south end there’s a boundary where the all-terrain vehicles and -

- jeeps can ride around there on the south end, but that is such sensitive soil, it’s just like sand, and.
- it’s getting really eroded terribly in the middle of all that granite, and the motorized vehicle :
- people frequently head north past the boundary and then up to the area of those two spires and in -

. that soil there, and they really are dramatically impacting it. So, that’s really very sad, and not fo

mention all the garbage that goes along with that. So Ijust wanted to run that by you. My

' number for now is 831-4554 and I should have a number in Carson probably by the end of next -

week. And I was also thinking when I'get up on the ridges, I run the whole thing north to south, " - .
and I frequently run the whole west side and sometimes go over to the east side, but I look down | '
on the river, and it’s also very pristine there with the ranches, and my own personal opinionis1 - -~
think pavilions and a lot of people and a lot of organized goings-cn would kind of ruin the flavor

‘of that area. Again, that’s just my opinion because I'm a trail runner and a dog person and I'm

not akid person. But it seems like the parks that are more in the inner city are more appropriate SR
for that kind of thing. We don’t have enough wild areas within the city limits, and it seems like .
maybe the pavilions could stay more central and these areas with trails could remain more - o

pristing, especially the river, that’s a very precious place, Anyway, just my two cents, I -

- appreciate all you do and we’ll talk to you soon I'm sure. Bye.”
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The Tonyabe Chapter of the Sierra Club b@f’y )

- Nevada and Eastern California RECEWED S Earih S
- PO Box 8096, Reno, NV 89507 ~ One Chaﬁce’.-

: o o NOV ﬂﬂ,ﬁnﬁﬂ | S5
Ms. Linda Ritter, | - - CARSONCITY - RECENED

|  Ritter, - o FEICES
Carson City Manager - = EXECUTIVE © | HWH 2006

201 M. Carson 5t .
Carson City, NV 88701 : S A
Dear Ms. Ritter, msnuan Rk

A few weeks ag0, Juan Guzman, provided an overview of the propﬂsed Carson Ciy pubilc 1am’ls blll

-~ to Sigmra Club members. We appreciate his time and interest in meeting with us. Carson City is

unigue among Mevada counties in having financial resources through its open space fax in s

- investment in key properties. The Carson Gity voters are o be commended for their forward :h:nklng
. and the Board of Supervisors for their investments in open space. .

- The' S;erfa Club has over 250 members in Carson City. Our members are attendmg meetln'gs to Ieam' :
- about the public lands bill you are developing. Based on their input and the Chapter’s policies .
. governing disposal and acquisition of public lands, more formal comments will be provided later. This .
" letter is to indicate Sierra Club interest and some inlfial concerns about the proposed Carson. Glty
- lands bill, based on the Chapter's experience with other public land bills.

. The Toiyabe Chapter of the Sierra Clith has over 5,600 members in Nevada and the eastern Sierra;
- Dur members have parficipated in previcus Mevada public land acts and are currently Involved in
' other draft county public land bills.

E—Iafe are some of the issues the Sierra Club has abm;t this proposed legisiation {as we-?ll as other e
county land bills).

L - Howy will pmposa%s fn th:s bill act as precedents in other pubélc land bills? Carson Czty is
: proposmg to transfer the Silver Saddle Ranch, acquired with Southern Mevada Public Land
- Management Act {SNPLMA) funds from feﬁsral land sales in southern Nevada, to Carson City. This.

proposal sets the stage for other transfers of SNPMA-acquired properties to local governments. Each
property acquired with SNPLMA funds involved extensive public agency review, investment in - '

- managing the property and meeting the federal agency criteria for its importance for wildlife, npanan

protection, and flood control. Converting the Silver Saddle Ranch into a reglonal park raises

- concemns about how Carson City will ensure that recreational uses will remain compatible with natural

resource protection. At this time, the Chapter has major concerns about the transfer of this property

~and Carson City's capability of managing for wildlife and natural resources. The Chapier is also
- concemed about adjacent public lands on Prison Hill which would become an isclated federal
- inholding surrounded by Carson City owned and private lands.

*  What are the natural resources in the federal lands to be transferred or acquired? Will natural -

: resources be improved or diminished by the land exchanges, transfers ot sales? We assume that

Carson City wili be providing an evaluation of resources and assurances that wildlife habitat, access .
to public lands, frails, efc. that now exist will continue,

R if lands are transferred in order for Carson City to sell and develop, then what erE Carson City

do wuth thése revenues? Will public lands proposed for disposal to the private sector be sold at fair .
market value through competitive bidding? The Sierra Club believes that any proceeds over and

“above transaction costs incurred by the federal agency and a limited percentage to the local

gmrernment must be utilized to benefit public lands and the American public. For instance, land sale
revenues shouid be used in acquiring envirenmentally sensitive lands in the county, state, and -

- elsewhere or reserved by Congress for local BLM and USFS agencies for fuels reduction, fire

| GREAT BASIN GROUE RAMGE OF LIGHT GROUP | ] g’q SOUTHERN MEVADA GROUS .
PO Box 8095 - S o _ PO Box 1873 ' . P Box 19777
-~ Reno, NV 89507 T _ Mammot Lakes, CA 80546

Las Vegas, NV 82119
Prnied on recytled pepen . .o




City.

= I this comprehensive legisiation? Each county bill has been designed to resolve a number -
~of public land issues. The White Pine County bill includes provisions for expansion of state parks and
wildlife Management Areas, designation of wilderness areas, and OHV frails and fransfers of public
land for public purposes. Will Carson City and BLM be meeting with the ¥ashoe TFribe concerning
consolidation of allotment lands which may exist within Carson City borders? Will Carson City be g
wanting federal 1and for park expansion, open space or other uses? Will federal lands transferred to -
- Carson City be later sold for other purposes? :

-' //QZ/WU s/

public record. -

Sincerely,

Tina Nappe, Chair . y
Toiyabe Chapter of the Sierra Club

cc

Steve Walker, Chairman of"éhe Carsch CABMWY

Karen Kish, Labontan Audubon Society

Nancy Bish, Friends of Silver Saddle Ranch

Carson City Sierra Club members

" rehabilitation, wildiife habitat, recreation management, and weed control on public Jands in Carson S

' We look forward to working with you on this proposal.. Thank you for entering our comments info the:




'CARSON RIVER ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Minutes of the October 4, 2006 Meeting

Page 1 S DRAFT

| A reguiar -méé:ting"ﬂf the Carson Rji-'er Adﬁsor}f Committee was scheduled for 5:30 p.m. on Wednéédaj.ﬂ N

-October 4, 2006 in the Community Center Sierra Room, 851 East William Street, Carson City, Nevada.

PRESENT Chairpersan Charles Zimmerman IR
_ - Vice Chairperson Paul Pugsley o o
- Dan Greytak
- Mark McCubbin
Randy Pahl
- Emest Rink

- STAFF: - Roger Moellendorf, Parks and Recreation Department Director .~
- Juan Guzman, Open Space / Property Manager :

- Vern Krahn, Park Planner
. Kathleen King, Recording Secretary

NOTE: A recordlng of these proceedings, the committee’s agenda maﬁenals and any iritten

 comments or “documentation provided to the recording secretary during the meeting are public record,on -

file in the Clerk-Recorder’s Office. These materials are available for review during regular busmess hours.

S -caE led the meetmg to order at 5 30 p.m. Roll was called; a quorum was present Member Farrer was
_ absent

- CITIZEN CUI\*IMENTS ON NON-AGENDIZED ITEMS (5 30:40) - Nona .

| 1. . ACTIDN ON APPROVAL OF MINUTES - August 2, Zﬂ{lﬁ (5:31: 25} Member Greytak mn:wed -
to apprm ¢ the minutes, as submitted. Vice Chairperson Pugsley seconded the motion. Motion carried 6-0.

2. MOBIFICA’I‘I{)‘QS TO THE AGENDA (5:30:56) - None.

3. AGENDA ITEMS: - o |

3-A. ACTiGN TO RECOMMENB TO THE BOARD OF SUPER‘ETSGRS T{) IWCLL'DE

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT PROPERTY KNOWN AS THE SILVERSADDLERANCH

AND CARSON RIVER PARK IN CARSON CITY’S FEDERAL LANDS BILL TO BE

- DEVELOPED AS AREGIONAL PARK (5:31:53) - Mr. Moellendorf provided an overview of thisitem, .~ -
and reviewed the staff report. He advised of having met, together with Mayor Teixeira, with Senator Harry -
Reid and his staffin August to discuss the federal lands bill. Senator Reid’s comments were very positive, | e

- and he suggested that the Silver Saddle Ranch serve as the “centerpiece” of the lands bill. Mr. Moellendorf

- .mphasized the fundamental question, included in the staff report, as to whether the committee believes
~ the Silver Saddle Ranch and Carson River Park are the correct locations for a future regional park.

I@
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' Mr. Guzman p'rmf:ide& b:ackigrdund information on the lands proposed to be included in the federal lands

- bill. He provided an overview of discussion which took place at the October 3% Parks and Recreation

Commission meeting, including the suggestion that Prison Hill should be included as part of the lands bill.
‘In response to a question, Mr. Mocllendorf advised that consideration will have to be given to whetherthe

City can fiscally manage the Silver Saddle Ranch and other lands acquired through the federal lands bill.

He further advised that a management report has been commissioned through Resource Concepts, Inc.

- Knowing that it will be several vears before the City would add the lands to its property inventory provides

the opportunity to review the management study and begin crafting budgets accordingly. The City will =

request, from the federal government, financial assistance for initial planning and development of the site. .

Senator Reid has assured City officials of his assistance in this endeavor. Mr. Moellendorfnoted that Silver g
Saddle Ranch.is used passively at the present time. He suggested that, although the passive use would -

- continue, more active uses may be incorporated in the future. Active uses would be more expensive to
maintain and would have to be incorporated into the budget. Mr. Moellendorf discussed the possibility of

- including Prison Hill in the federal lands bill. In response to further question, he advised that the Ambrosé-

Carson Rwer Natural Area will be included with the Silver Saddle Ranch and Carson River Park

Mr. Kraho provided hackgmund information on the master plannmg process, m-.,ludmg the cc-mprehenm e

- master plan, the parks and recreation master plan element, and the unified pathways master plan. element. S

He provxded a detailed overview of Exhibit B to the staff report.

In respotise to a questmn Mr. Guzman referred fo the management agreement for Silver Saddle Ranch_- i
recently entered into between the City and the BLM. He commented “there is no better tool” than owning

the land. He noted it is not part of the BLM's mission to develop parks, but that BLM personnel have '.

assisted the City wherever possible. In reference to comments at the October 3" Parks and Recreation.

Commission meeting, he advised that the City will create mechanisms, including deed restrictions, to ensure

the purpose for acquiring the lands is carried out. Mr. Moellendorf emphasized the opportunity to “control

our own destiny” as represented by the federal lands bill. He noted that the City is not as hampered by
federal processes as the BLM and the USFS can be. Mr. Krahn referred to Carson River Park Phase II, and

- noted the importance of “controlling our own destiny™ in that almost two years have been spent negotiating = g

a small playground. In reference to an earlier comment, Mr. Moellendorf discussed the importance of -

- access. In response to a question, he advised of a strong possibility of the availability of Question #1 -
fanding for the regional park. Mr, Guzman explained the reason for submitting the subject prﬂpeﬁy asa

rf:gmnal park

Prison Hill locally. In refercnce to the onglnal cancept for Silver Sadfﬂe Ranch, he mqmred astow hether .

the property would again be subject to future change. Mr. Guzman provided historic information on the |

~original concept for and subsequent acquisition of the Silver Saddle Ranch. He provided an overview of

- comments provided at the October 3™ Parks and Recreation Commission meeting, which indicated that the -+~
riginal concept for the Silver Saddle Ranch could be facilitated once the property is in City ownership. .

Mr. Guzman expressed the belief that the property could accommodate more intensive recreational use at T
‘the same time as respecting the environment. Mr. Moellendorf agreed that ensuring stewardship of the =

environment mi} be a “balancing act™ with til(ﬂéh/allenge of providing a wider range of recreatmnal R

43
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~are the mciusne process of publlc meetmgs open houses, a public opinion survey, e’éc‘ Mr Guzman
advised that the lands bill will specify the purposes for acquiring the properties. Unless there is another
“big effort” to amend it “because community values have changed enough, it’s likely to remain,” - '

~ Vice Chairperson Pugsley inquired as to the premise for the regional park. Mr. Moellendorfexplained that
the need was identified in the parks and recreation master plan element. Mr, Guzman noted that the need
is also intuitive and discussed the use pressures on Mills Park and Fuji Park.. Vice Chairperson Pugsley o
 suggested the proposal contemplates new recreational uses rather than areas to displace the pressureson -
Mills and Fuji Parks. Mr, Moellendorf advised that the purpose would not necessarily be to transfer uses

~ from Mills or Fuji Parks to Silver Saddle Ranch. However, the events which occur in Mills and Fu;a Parks
- displace other types of uses.

: Chalrpcrsnn Zamﬁiennan opened this item to public comment. (6:44:12) Michael Bish, a member ofthe

Friends of Silver Saddle Ranch (“FOSSR”), referred to the designation of the Silver Saddle Ranchinthe =

- . parks and recreation master plan element as a “natural park.” He inquired as to the difference between a -

- natural park and a regional park. Mr. Moellendorf explained that regional parks can be natural inuse and =

- design, or highly intensive such as a large athletic complex. A regional park provides sufficient area for -
- features and amenities that would attract people from surrounding areas as well as the immediate
' ommunity. He referred to two regional parks in Washoe County that serve a population of up to 300,000 . -
people. The proposed regional park could conceivably serve a population in excess of 100,000 in +

consideration of residents in adjacent counties. Mr. Bish described Rancho San Rafael Park as “historic™

buildings surrounded by grass.” He expressed disagreement that it serves as an historic ranch. He advised -~
that if both the Anderson and Jarrard properties were to be developed, the Silver Saddle Ranch would be
the last remaining historic ranch in this area. He expressed concern over development including the need L
for lighting in conjunction with dark skies principles. He expressed the opinion that the community has
~already commented through the master planning process. “Now, we’re trying to say we want to go back =~
. and revisit this more and possibly change it.” Mr. Bish expressed understanding for distrust of =
- governmental agencies. He expressed the opinion that FOSSR and other users had been left out of the
federal lands bill process.
Chairperson Zimmerman thanked Mr. Bish for his comments, and provided background information onthe
~ formation of FOSSR. He expressed appreciation for the efforts of FOSSR over the years, and advised that
_____ staff will solicit all the groups mentioned in further planning activities. Mr. Moellendorf discussed the
- . effort to contact all stakeholders, and expressed the opinion that the planning process needs to be more - e
inclusive. Chmrpers on Zimmerman noted that the proposal is only just being rolled out to the c-::-nnnumt}f

(6:53:12) Meﬂ)m Pame a reglderst nf the Pinion Hills area, provided backgmund information on 'ihe' S

. vroposed regional shooting range. She expressed concern over the time table associated with the federal -~

“ands bill, and Mr. Moellendorf responded to corresponding questions. Mr. Guzman clarified thatonlythe
maps will be submitted by November for use by the congressional delegation to begin the process of

- . drafting the bill: Ms. Paine reiterated the mncem over the time table and expressed the opmmn that the e

lands bill shnuld be appmached more “carefully. @
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| Mr. Moelleﬂd(}rf acknnwledged thai once the landis secured, dev elopmﬂnt will be done in cmnjunch onwith: '
City staff, elected officials, and the citizenry. He advised that the key is getting the land. There willbe

- “plenty of time to make decisions on what we're going to exactly do with the land once we get it.”
3'Chalrperscm Zlmmerman called for a-:idltmnal public comment and, when none was forthc{}mlng,'
- entertained additional comments or questions from the committee. In response to a question, Mr.
- Moellendorf advised that proposed development would not be included in the lands bill. The proposal -
represented by Exhibit B is an internal City document being presented to generate discussion. ‘Member -

. Greytak expressed no opposition to the land being in City ownership. He expressed a preference that the .

~ aspects of the park remain cultural and natural. He discussed the importance of maintaining wildlife

. corridors. He noted the “fabulous™ habitat and recreation potential in conjunction with acquisition of the =
Anderson and Jarrard properties. He acknowledged the opportunities, but expressed the opinion theyneed -~

- tobe carefully considered and developed with community input and professional design. He expressed the

~opinion thatuse constraints should be built in. He discussed the importance of maintaining the heritage = -

and the original vision for the Silver Saddle Ranch. In response to a comment, Mr. Guzman reiterated that -
~ maps will be submitted to the congressional delegation, who will then draft the federal lands bill in.
- conjunction with City officials. He acknowledged that funding will be requested for planmng and

: develupment Member Greytak expressed agreement with including Prison Hill. '

lce Chauparsan Pugsl-ay provided background information on acquis-itian of the Sih-'er'Sfaf.dd.lé Ranch by

 the Bureau of Land Management. He advised that the property has never been appropriate for management e
by the BLM. He expressed the opinion that the federal lands bill represents a wonderful opportunity to

“include the property “into the scope and planning of the City.” Vice Chairperson Pugsley moved to
recommend to the Board of Supervisors that the property known as the Silver Saddle Ranch and

Carson River Park be included in the federal Iands bill proposal with the concept of regional.park S

attached to it.. Member Pahl seconded the motion. Motion carried 6-0. Mr. Guzman Ehanked the
citizens for their attendance and participation. '

-B. ACTE{}N REGARDING A CARSON RIVER W{}RK DAY LDCATED AT SIERRA :

'VISTA LANE, JUST UPSTREAM OF LLOYD’S BRIDGE (OFF OF CARSON RIVER ROAD,

ACROSS FR-DM SILVER SADDLE RANCH) IN CARSON CITY, NEVADA ON SATURDAY,

- OCTOBER 7, 2006 FROM 9:00 A.M. TO 1:00 P.M. (7:12:03) - Margie Evans with the Western Nevada
~ RC&D distributed flyers to the committee members and staff, and reviewed the information. Member - -
. Greytak provided an overview of the scheduled activities and the purpose of the work day. Chairperson

" Zimmerman thanked Ms. Evans and Member Greytak for their presentation. Consensus of the cﬂmmxttee L

. was that no action was necessary,
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" “Dutreach Coordinator Javier .RRIHII‘E:E' the crew of Little Dré:am&rfs the Pioneer ngh School studentsand 3
" teachers, and Paul Culp of the Dayton Valley Conservation Dlstmt He thanked Members Pahl and Rink S
- for their participation. Member Rink commented on the fun and educational value of the event.: Member_ S

Pahl thanked Mr Kaffer.

3B, ACTION TO PROVIDE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS wit
'RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING THE FEDERAL LANDS BILL MAP. THISMAPWILL
* BE USED AS THE BASIS TO CREATE THE FEDERAL LANDS BILL FOR CARSON CITY .

WHICH CONSISTS OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION TO BE CONSIDERED BY THE US.

- CONGRESS TO ALLOW FOR THE EXCHANGE AND / OR TRANSFER IN OWNERSHIP OF .
~LANDS OWNED BY THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT IN CARSON CITY. THESE .

RECOMMENDATIONS MAY INCLUDE THE IDENTIFICATION OF FEDERALLY-OWNED
LANDS AND CITY-OWNED LANDS WHERE OWNERSHIP MAY BE EXCHANGED AND/OR
TRANSFERRED AND USED FOR PUBLIC OR PRIVATE ACTIVITIES INCLUDING, BUT NOT

LIMITED TO, MANAGEMENT OF OPEN SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION, ECONOMIC - ;

DEVELOPMENT, AND PUBLIC UTILITIES AND SERVICES (5:37:45) - Chairperson Zimmerman
introduced this item. Mr. Krahn provided an overview of the agenda materials, and reviewed the staff’ =

- report which was distributed to the committee members and staff prior to the start of the meeting. Mr.
Guzman reviewed the proposed federal lands bill map which was displayed in the meeting room. .He
-~ provided an overview of the recommended action provided by the Open Space Advisory Commuttee and

the Planning Cnmm15510n

" 'n respﬂnse to d questmn Mr. Guzman explained that the Humbo!dt—Tcuyabe Nahonal Frarest is the largrast R
in the continental United States. The forest lands adjacent to Carson City amount to “a speck”™ interms of .

U.S. Forest Service ownership. Proper management of the urban interface should be undertaken by the

City. Mr. Guzman advised of the Open Space Advisory Committee’s (“OSAC”) belief that neither the City . -

nor the USFS has invested sufficient funding into management of the watershed properties in the past. The

OSAC has agreed to consider reallocating funding from acquisition to management of properties. Staff

is reviewing the financial requirements. Mr. Guzman noted that Ash Canyon Road traverses the USFS
lands, designated as parcel #1, and provides access to the eastern portion of Lake Tahoe State Park. He -
expressed the belief that the City will be more c onscientious over managing the road-and therefore

- maintaining access to the recreation resource. Chief Giomi explained that the subject pmperffy.is the most
- expensive the City could own in terms of fire and resource management. As forested land, it is among the
‘most expensive on which to extinguish fire and to rehabilitate. Chief Giomi advised that the Waterfall Fire =
cost approximately $8 million to extinguish and that another $8 million has been invested in rehabilitation -

to date. He discussed the importance of being fully aware of the financial burden placed upon the loca}

- gc:-w:mment to mamtam a fire-safe environment and to extmgmsh ﬁres when necessary.

In response toa questmn Chief Giomi advised that the City prﬁsantly owns the watershed pmperty, thch SR
~includes the water rights. Mr. Moellendorf expressed the opinion that the effect on the watershed, of the” - -~
City turning the property over to the federal government, would be negligible. Withregard to management,
however, the OSAC’s perspective is that the City would be able to respond more quickly because of not

being encumbered by federal processes. Mr. Moellendorf advised of past discussions with USFS’

- representatives regarding consolidation of management units and the possibility of eliminating some ofthe s
- -heckerboard paitern of ownership and management. At that time, discussions indicated the USFSwould -

- . be better able to manage the higher altitudes and the City to manage lands closer to the urban interface.

- Mr. Krahn advised that BLM representatives have expressed an interest in getting aw 3‘}" fmm managmg S
. 130Eated parceis wﬁhm the urban interface area. @ |
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an rﬂsponse toa questlc-n Mr Guzman advised that appmxlmatei} three-quaﬂem of parcei #1 bumed o

- the Waterfall Fire. Chief Giomi acknowledged the potential for an increase in fire frequency because of -
the succession of fuels which return following 2 fire. He noted that the area has had a fairly frequent fire -

~ history. In terms of a 10-15 year period, a cc-upie of significant fires is not uncommon. Mr. Guzman

advised that both the USFS and the City have had a very aggressive plan to minimize private ownership

under the assumption that it will simplify land management. He noted that multiple ownerships allow Chief = :

- Giomi to better defend sharing fire fighting and management costs, He advised that approximately 90
percent of the lands are identified for some kind of purchase, and pointed them out on the displayed map.

- * He acknowledged that purchasing lands while giving away those already owned by the City may appear -
" to be counterintuitive. He reiterated that the City can move more quickly than the USFS, and advised that

success of the land transactions are facilitated by the involvement of the Open Space Program. Inthelong
run, however, management patterns should definitely be discussed. Mr. Guzman reiterated that although -
_ the USFS is better able to manage the higher elevation lands and the City the lower, the lands closest to the

urban interface are the most difficult and expensive to manage. He advised that parcel #1 would tie .
 together isolated City-owned parcels. He pointed out the Long parcel, on the displayed map, and advised - -
- that it has been actively logged over the years. The parcel suffered the least damage thmughc-ut the_ R

Waterfall Fire because of proper management.

In conmderatmn of the management concept, Vice Chairperson Pugsley mqulred as to the reason for not
including recently-purchased parcels along Kings Canyon Road. Mr. Guzman advised that the parcels were

- purchased exclusively with City funds and that Question #1 funding has been requested. Both the Guestion . |
%18 and Question #1 programs have provisions requiring perpetual ownership of the land. Depending upon
e type of funding mechanism, there are certain restrictions over what can be done with the land into the B

future. In response to a further question, Mr. Guzman explained the Bernhard transaction.

" Chairperson Zimmerman called for public comment. (6:12:39) Dave Hampton, a Carson City resident, o
- suggested considering the entire Eagle Valley, and that the federal lands bill is an issue of control. ‘He
- inguired as o costs, and noted that most of the lands in federal ownership are already demgnateci for open

~ space. He mqmred as to the reason for assuming the obligation. He suggested that owning open space with. .~

the accompanying responsibilities doesn’t fit with Carson City’s financial position. He recommended -

caution, and commented there are great recreation spots already available to the public. He expressedno

opposition to federally-owned property, and requested the committee members to consider his mmments

(6:15: 16) Kathi Lawrence, a resident near parcel #30, expressed the hope the commlttee would pr{mde o
- recommendations similar to those offered by the OSAC and the Planning Commission. She expressedthe -
opinion that the City should decide what is appropriate for the parcel. She noted the state has not offered :

-any conceptual plan and “can’t really answer any questions yet about what this project might lock like.”
- She expressed concemn the City will “back themselves into a corner” by recommending a residential -
development as part of the federal lands bill. She reiterated the hope that the committee would pmvlde a
- recommendation similar to that offered by the OSAC and the Planning Commission. : :

In-respons'e' to a qucsti-:m, Mr. Guzman explained that parcel 30 has a conservation reserve zoning.
~ designation, and a master plan designation for public purpose. Any developer would be required to present
. a project through the City’s processes, which would include application for a master plan amendment;a.

- shange of land use, and possibly a special use permit. These applications would be presented to the -
- Planning Commission and to the Board of Supen 1sors. Mr. Guzman exp!ameﬁ the concern that the City -

o w111 be “punchmg a bag hﬂle 1r1t0 that pmcess b}’ ﬁemgnatmg the parcel in the federal lands blll as an.
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'City, and that the C1ty should engage in the regular processes to determine the best use for the parcel. Mr. L
Guzman noted that the Planning Commission and the GSAC agreed. In response to a question, he advised . -
of discussions between State representatives and Planning Division staff which resulted in the demgnatmn‘ .

of parcel #30 as'a potential affordable housing development,

In 'respt'-n'se m'a question, Mr. Guzman advised that parcel #33 is “very loosely” managed by the BLM as

- part of the Prison Hill Recreation Area. Vice Chairperson Pugsley suggested considering parcel 33 as =~

Prison Hill 1s considered. Mr. Guzman advised of public testimony indicating opposition to any public
- building being constructed on the parcel. The Utilities Division has considered the site for a possible future -

~ water tank which the area residents seem to support. Mr. Krahn advised of considerations for trail head = -
development, and that the parcel is heavily used by equestrians, hikers, and bicyclists in the southern =~

portion of town. He noted the significance of the property as a conduit for recreation into the Prison Hill

area as well as in terms of view shed. Mr. Krahn responded to additional questions regarding parcels 30 S

and 33 in consideration of staff’s recommended action.

' (G:ZS:BD)IJ ohn [}evane-y'desérihe& the location of his residenice “north and east of Eagle V&llﬁj’ Junior High

- School in the area just east of the roundabout.” He provided a list of written suggestions to the committee .~

members and staff, and reviewed the same.

(6:32: {}9} In response to a questmn regarding parcel #30, Chief Gmnn advised Dave Hampton that the City -
receives no tax revenue on State-owned land. Taxes are not paid on City-owned property. If the land was
‘0 be transferred to the City and later developed into affordable housing which was owned by the

sccupants, it would become taxable property. The state owns a couple multi-family housmg famhti-as
within the ccmmunlty for which the City receives no tax revenue.

) space and tha_t Eands dﬂmgnated fcr transfer on the east side seem to be indicated fcrr recreatmﬂa_l use. Mr.
Guzman explained that the purpose of the map labels is to indicate to the public and to the federal

- government a willingness to deed restrict the lands for the purposes stated. He reviewed the various &

designations on the proposed federal lands bill map. He acknowledged that those areas designated for _  3
recreation do not have to be devemped any further than the open space areas. He advised that the proposal

~forthe Silver Saddle Ranch regional park is being presented as a “blank slate” for which'a v ary claborate © )

- citizen participation” process will be conducted.

Mr. Guzman and Mr Krahn respgnded to questions regardmg the pmcess for rewsmg the pmposed m&p -
following review by each of the pertinent advisory committees and commissions. In response to a further -
question, Mr. Guzman reviewed the recommendations of the OSAC and the Planning Commission, In

- response to a further question, he discussed the designated parcels surrounding the City landfill.- He -
responded to additional questions regarding parcel #22. Mr. Guzman discussed the importance of

e - identifying priority properties adjacent to the Carson River, and advised that Southern Nevada Public Lands =~ :

Management Act funding will be requested for property purchase. He pointed out, on the map, an area
requested for further consideration by Planning Commission Vice Chairperson Mark Kimbrough,

" Tn response to a question regarding fire and fuel load issues relative to the Prison Hill area, Chief Giomi
.ompared other areas of the country which are subject to hurricanes and tornadoes with the western states

which are subject to fire. He advised that only so much can be done to protect the community against fire.

Proper land management will minimize the impact of fire, but will not stop fires from happening. From
a fire protection standpoint, Chief Giomi expressed a i riferen_ce for owning land on Prison Hill rather than
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to control as do timber fires. Chief Giomi acknowledged the City currently has BLM support to fight fires :

on Prison Hill. He advised that multiple agencies respond to any fire within the political jurisdiction of the -~

City. “It’s just a matter of settling the bill on the back end.”” The BLM is much more engaged in local fire
fighting than the USFS. Chief Giomi noted the BLM office in Carson City and advised there are a

-minimum of two fire engines stationed on Morgan Mill Road. In response to a question, he advised that -+

acquisition of more property will require more funding for fire protection, The Fire Department will have
an abligation to alter City-owned land adjacent to dev e}{}ped property to minimize the impact of fire -

- moving from the wild land environment into the urban environment. Chief Giomi cxplamﬂd the fuels

modification process. He reiterated that regardless of fuels modification, the community is still withina

fire environment. He emphasized the perpetual nature of fuels management processes. He responded to

-questions regarding management cost estimates provided in the parcel evaluations conducted by Resource

Concepts, Inc. which were included in the agenda materials. He discussed the Fire Department’s
experience with fuels reduction projects over the past several years, and estimated a cost of $300 to $400
per acre for mechanical fuel reduction. In response to a comment, he advised that federal grant funding
for fuels reduction projects is no longer available. He referred to discussions among the OSAC members
which indicates a preference to allocate more funding toward property management and less toward -
acquisition.  He advised that Question #18 funding is an ongoing source of revenue.

In response to a questmn Mr. Guzman advised of a request by City Manager Linda Ratter tc} evaluate -

Question #18 open space funding for the purpose of management. He further advised that the OSAC has

N requested an ongoing agenda item to discuss levels of service and management. Chief Giomi cautioned

.gainst making a decision based on funding available for land management. There are no guarantees the

federal government will have any more funding available than the City for land management. Chief Giomi | '
reiterated that the Humboldt-Toiyabe National Forest is the largest in the contiguous United States, and =

advised of the slim likelihood that the USFS will allocate significant funding toward management of lands _
adjacent to the City. He further advised that the USFS has historically done very litile. work on land - -

~adjacent to City property. The BLM has done a shaded fuel break along the entire Prison Hill area behind

Conte Drive. The Fire Department partnered with the BLM to do a shaded fuel break, over the past
summer, in-north Carson City above Manzanita and Bonanza Drives. Member Graytak suggested

emphasmng to the congressional delegation the City’s commitment 1o protect the lands as well as to-
provide open space and recreational opportunities.

_ Discussion took place regarding possible action, and Chairpersbn'Zimmennaﬁ_ entertained a ina-tiﬁ-n. Vice
- Chairperson Pugsley moved that parcels 1 - 40 be approved, as designated on the map presented,
with the exclusion of parcel #30. In response to a question, he advised of the intent to show parcel #33 o

as retained in BLM ownership. Member Farrer seconded the motion. Motion earried 7-0.

_ Chan‘persan Zimmerman ‘entertained an additional motion. Following dlscussmn Mr. ‘»{Eoeiiendorf '_ g
suggested expressing the goal for Prison Hill and building a motion around that. Additional discussion took

place with regard to action. Member Farrer moved that the City should acquire ownership of par{:eI g

30 to be used as open space. Member McCubbin seconded the motion. Motion carried 7-0.

Discussion ‘ts:mk place with regard to parcels #41 and #33. Member Pahl moved to include the prlvate

- ands shown on the map, alﬁng the River corridor north and south of Silver Saddle Ranch and -

through the Carson Canyon, in the federal lands bill and to seek Southern Nevada Public Lands

Management Act funding for their purchase. Vice Chairperson Pugsley seconded the motion.

- Motion carried 7-0. —
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| v’.[ember Greytak muved to consider pareel #33 to be acqu:red bw Carson Cltv fur trarls, trali head

parking, and public purpose and that parcel #41 be acquired for open space. Member Farrer
seconded the motion. Motion carried 7-0.

4' . NOY_ACTIONITEBTS .. B IR L .. .

STATUS REPORTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM STAFF [‘F 25: 16) Mr. Krahn =

reviewed the October 25" memo regarding the Carson River Aquatic Trail which was included in the

- agenda materials. Mr. Guzman reviewed the federal lands bill time table, and Mr. Krahn advised he wuld S

- work with Chairperson Zimmerman regarding the next committee meeting.

5. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS (7:28:57) - Previously covered.

6. ACTIDN ON ADJOURNMENT (7:29:02) - Member McCubbm moved to adjoum the meetmg._ '
at 7:29 p.m. Member Farrer seconded the motion, Motion carmied 7-0, '

' The Minutes of the November 1, 2006 Carson River Advisory Committee meeting are so approved this
day of December, 2006.

CHARLES ZIMMERMAN, Chair
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A r’eﬁular'meéﬁng of the Cafsn:m Cify Advisory Board to Manage Wil cElife was scheduled for 6:00 p: m.on

Monday, September 18, 2006 in the City Hall Capitol Conference Room, 201 North Carson Street, Carsran_ i

City, Nevada. -

PRESENT Vme Chauperson Gll Yammk
Stan Zuber
~ John Valley

STAFF:  Vern Krahn, Park Planner |
-+ Kathleen King, Recording Secretary . -

- NOTE: A recﬂrdmg of these proceedmﬂfs the board’s agenda matenals and any written comments S

or documentation provided to the recording secretary during the meeting are public record, on file in the
~ Clerk-Recorder’s Office. These materials are available for review during regular business hm:rs '

1. CALLTO ORDER, DETERMINATION OF QUORUM (1-0007) - Vice Chairperson Yanuck

“called the meeting to order at 6:06 p.m. A quoram was present. Chairperson Waiker and Member Derley - %
- were absent. :

2. ACTIGN ON APPROVAL OF MINUTES - Jui} 31, 2006 (1-001 1} Member Zuher mm?f:d to
-approve the minutes. Member Valley seconded the motion. Motion carried 3- (} .

3. MDDIFICATIDP\ES TO THE AGENDA (1-0021) - None.

4. PUBLIC COMMENT UN NON-AGENDIZED ITEMS {1-{}623) CK. Bzul‘_i,r advisedof havmg _
pammpated inan NDDW -sponsored transfer of brook trout from Hobart Reservoir to “mher W aters Yo

5. DISCLOSURES (1-0046) - None.

6. ACTION TO RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS A REVISED

"PRIORITIZED LIST OF QUESTION #I STATE OF NEVADA CONSERVATION AND

* RESOURCE PROTECTION GRANT PROGRAM PROJECTS - PARK PLANNER VERNKRAHN

(1-0051) - Mr. Krahn referred to the maps included in the agenda materials, and provided background: |

_ information on Question#1 and development of the originally prmrltzzed listof projects. Vice Chairperson -

~Yanuck discussed the role of the Question #1 subcommittee in reviewing the hist of Questmn #1 projects..

- Mr. Krahn review red the staff report and the attachments, and provided a detailed overview of the projects’

listed inthe staffreport. Vice Chairperson Yanuck discussed funding opportunities for the various pm}ects

. and called fﬂl‘ puhhc commerit.

(1 {)49’?} Mr. Ball}" advised that the Carsu:an Fl} Fishmg Cluh was represented at some (lf the meetlngs at -

which the Question #1 priorities were presented. In response to a question, Mr, Krahn: provided a status: o
I'E]J(}I’t on the urban fishing pond, and background information on phase 2, the ﬁl‘b&ﬂ fishing pond amemtv_ B

:mprm ements. o

oo
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Inresponse tuaquesﬂ@ﬁ Mr. Krahn discussed maintenance requirémeﬁts for Question #1 fanded projects:
He advised that maintenance is provided for projects constructed with Question #18 funding. - Vice
Chairperson Yanuck called for additional questions or comments and, when none were forthcoming,

| ~entertained a motion. Member Zuber moved to accept the kist, as presented. Member Valley seconded
the motion. Motion carried 3-0. Mr. Krahn thanked Vice Chairperson Yanuck for his partzclpatmn n

~ the Question #1 subcommittee.

7. DISCUSSION ONLY REGARDING THE, CURRENT STATUS OF THE URBAN FISHING

POND PROJECT LOCATED AT THE CARSON CITY FAIRGROUNDS - PARK PLANNER o
YERN KRAHN (1-0635) - Mr, Krahn pmvided background information on this item, and reviewed the

- staff report. In response to a question, he reviewed amenities to be added. Mr. Baily commended the
design, and Mr. Krahn reviewed the construction time table. Mr. Krahn responded to questmns regarding
the possibility of citizens soliciting private donations for the project. Discussion took place regarding the

benetit of the fishing pond to the area. [Vice Chairperson Yanuck recessed the meeting at 7:13 p m. and
- reconvened at 7:23 pm.] _ o :

8. REPORT AND DISCUSSION OF POINTS OF INTEREST FROM THE AUGUST 4 AND
- 5, 2006 WILDLIFE COMMISSION MEETING (1-1250) - Vice Chairpersoen Yanuck advised that™

' Chairperson Walker had attended the commission meetmg He referred to the draft commission minutes
- included in the agenda materials, and provided an overview of the same. Commissioner Robb provided
- an overview of a presentation made by a Wildlife Services representative regarding the effects of the Elko

- wild fires. He advised that funding had been allocated for proactive predamr tianagement in the Elko area.
He further advised that NDOW had released additional antelope tags in area 6. He anticipates a similar
release of additional tags for mule deer, In response to a question, he advised that NDOW fundlng and .
cutside funfimg sources wiil be used to fund a mule deer transplant. : :

9. ADVISORY BOARD TO MANAGE WILDLIFE CONSENT AGENDA. - AEI matters llsfed'_ -

- unders the Consent Agenda are agendized for the September 22 and 23, 2006 Wildlife Commission meeting, L

and may be acted upon by the Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife with one action and without extensive
hearing. Any member of the Board or any citizen may request that an item be taken from the consent.
- agendaand acted upon separately during this meeting (1-1465) - Vice Chairperson Yanuck puiled item 9-E

from the agenda. He referred to supplemental information, distributed to the board members priorto the

start of the meeting, regarding NDOW’s budget, (1-2372) Member Zuber moved to accept the
remamder of the consent agenda. Member Valley seconded the motion. Motion carried 3-0.

9-A. ACTION REGARDING 2007 COMMISSION MEETING SCHEDULE AND
COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS - ACTING SECRETARY DOUG HUNT. Inaccordance with

NRS 501.177 and Commission Policy #1, the Commission will be asked to approve a schedule of
meetings and locations for 2007. The -‘Chalrman may adjust committee assignments and cnmmmee?

- charters or create new committees, |
~ 9B. ACTION REGARDING PREDATOR MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR FISCAL YEAR |
2007 - COMMISSIONER BENTLEY. The Commission will consider approval of funds to

support and enhance Game Bureau cooperation and coordination with USDA Wildlife Services m o _
implementation of approved predation management projects, Support materials for thls item were -

o ﬂEStrﬂ‘ﬂItEd in prepamtmn for the August Bma;@gf Wildlife Cnmmxsamnerﬁ meetmg

@
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 MacKENZIE. The Commission will consider adoption of the Mule Deer Management Plan -

fleveieped by the Mule Deer Species Policy Plan Committee.

' 9.D. ACTION REGARDING BIENNIAL BUDGET. The draft Department budget for fiscal

years 2008 / 2009 will be presented to the Commission for review and recanunendatmn in |

- accordance with NRS 501.337(6).

9—E ACTI{)N REGARDING MULTIPLE BIG GAME TAGS C{}MMISSIOWER ROBB

“The Commission will continue discussions regarding applicants drawing more than one tag ina hunt

year and may provide direction for regulatory change {1-1528) - Vice Chairperson Yanuck provided

“background information on this item. Commissioner Jack Robb distributed to the board members,

staff, and the citizens present a written proposal and interim results for the big game draw in 2006.

He provided background information on his proposal and reviewed the distributed materials.

Discussion followed, and Vice Chairperson Yanuck thanked Commissioner Robb for his
presentation. Commissioner Robb responded to questions regarding the committee being formed

to address the proposal In response to a question, he explained the process associated with applyzng o -

fora partners’mp in wildlife tag.

| 9-F ACTION REGARDING DIRECTOR /SECRETARY - C{}ME‘:IISSID“EERMCNIP&CH :

The Commission will hear a report and recommendation from the Search Committee. .
9-G. ACTION REGARDING CONGRESSIONAL FUNDING FOR WILBFIRE -
REHABILITATION - COMMISSIONER RIORDAN. The Commission will hear a report on

the effect of wildfire in Elko County and may support a proposal to seek congressional ﬁmﬁmg to
rehabilitate burned range lands. _

9. A’C’F TON REGARDING FU'ITERE COMMISSION MEETINGmACTIN G DIRE CTOR

14,

DOUG HUNT. The next Commission meeting is scheduled for November 17 and 18, 2006 in Las |
Vegas. The Commussion will review potential agenda items for that meeting.

L . DISCUSSIDN REGARDING INFORMATIONAL REPORTS TO BE PRESENTED AT TI{E R
~ SEFTEMBER 22 AND 23, 2006 WILDLIFE COMMISSION MEETING. A report and additional

detail on each of the following informational items will be provided by a Nevada Department of Wlldllfe '

- representative or a Wildlife Commissioner at the upcoming Commission meeting,

' 10-A., CORRESPONDENCE - ACTING SECRETARY DOUG HUNT. The Cammiss'mmiﬂ

- review and may discuss written items sent or received by the Commission since the last regular L

- meeting.

“10-B. 'LAND(}W‘NER INCENTIVE PROGRAM (SLIP”) - CONNIE LEE -

. '19 C. WILD FIRE UPDATE - DAVE PULLIAM

' IB-D ELK I‘JCENTI“FE TAG APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS . RUSS MASDN

0
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10 E, OPEN GATES INITIATEVE - RUSS MASDN

 10-F. LAKE MEAD HATCHERY - RICH HASKINS (1-2382) - In response to 2 questmn G

Commissioner Robb advised that the wildlife commission toured the hatchery last November. He .
described the hatchery as “state-of-the-art.” He advised that the commission is loekmg into an
increase m operational costs associated with the hatchery. Discussion followed. -

' IEI!-G'- WILD' HURSE AND BT}RRO MANAGEMEN’ T UPBA’TE 'DAV E 'PULLI-M\T

'- ll}-H SUUTHERN NEVADA WATER AUTHORITY 'WATER TRANSFER PRDJ ECT EIS |

UPBATE DAVE PULLIAM

| lﬂ'—l DEPARTMENT ACTIVITIES ACTING DIRECTOR D'DUG HUNT

10 K. NEVADA ’WILDLIFE DATA SYSTEM UPDATE - ACTING DiRECTUR DOUG
HUNT _

. 10-L. ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES AND REGULATION C’Dm-ﬂiTTEE .

COME‘«[ESSI{}NER LURIE

o 11. DISCUSSI{)N TO I]EVELO?ALIST OF ATTRIBUTES AND/OR WDRKEX?ERIENCES' '

RELATED TO SELECTION OF THE NEW NDOW DIRECTOR; POSSIBLE ACTION TO =
FORWARD THE LIST TO THE WILDLIFE COMMISSION SEARCH COMMITTEE FOR

 CONSIDERATION AT THEIR SEPTEMBER 21°" MEETING {1-261’?} - Vice Chairperson Yanuck = |

. provided background information on this item, and noted the commission meeting scheduled for December

7 and 8, 20006 for the purpose of conducting interviews. He reviewed the commission agenda materials -
pertinent to this item. He noted that NDOW apparently does not promote from within nor would relocation

expenses be paid for a quahﬁed candidate. He indicated an intent to attend the December 7 and 8 meetings

to at least listen to the interview process, and to provide input given the opportunity. He solicited input |

- from the board members and citizens present with regard to qualifications and experience. Comments
included the importance of progressive expenence with wildlife, sportsmen and non-sportsmen, and -
- admuinistration; extensive public interaction; experience with funding issues and special interest groups; and

- credibility. Discussion took place with regard to the appointment process in conjunction with election of -

a new governor.  Vice Chairperson Yanuck noted the importance of people skills, and Member Valley
discussed the importance of a candidate which “fits the needs of Nevada.” He Suggested recmmmendmg -
to the search cc-mmlttee to encourage current NDOW employees to apply.

'd

o
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12. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING LEGISLATION PROPOSED BY

- COMMISSIONER JIM JEFFRESS (1-3398) - Vice Chairperson Yanuck reviewed the pertinentagenda. =~
materials. In response to a question, Member Zuber discussed his law enforcement responsibilities in -~

~conjunction with Commissioner Jeffress” law enforcement proposal. He discussed the function and -

. responsibilities of law enforcement persnnnei n the State of Oregon. Discussion took place regarding |
- Commissioner Jeffress™ other proposals, copies of which were included in the agenda materials. h

13, REP{)RT ON NEVADA SAGE GROUSE CONSERVATION TEAM - GIL YANUCK (2-'"
- 0319} - Vice Ch:mperson Yanuck reviewed the status reports included in the agenda materials; He advised
-of a sage gmuse conservation team meeting scheduled for September 21* in Winnemucca. o

14, DISCUSSIONREGARDING BUDGET REPORT - GIL YANUCK (2-0357) - Vice Chalrperson_'-

© Yanuck noted that fundmg would be allocated to reimburse the board member attending the upc{:-mmg -

-~ commission meehng in Eureka,

. 15, DISCUSSIDN 'AND PUSSIBLE CACTION REGARDING BOARD MEMBER
- COMMITMENTS TO UPCOMING WILDLIFE COMMISSION MEETINGS (2-0363) - Vice
Chairperson Yanuck advised that he would be attending the upcoming Wildlife Commission meeting in

Eureka in Member Derley’s place. He requested the board members to consider attending the November =

17 and 18 commission meeting in Las Vegas, and advised that discussion would take place at the next -
meeting. In light of the purpose for the December 7 and 8 commission meeting, Vice Chmrperson ‘t’emuck_
~advised there may be no need for a conespﬂndma advisory board meeting, :

16. DISCLSSION AND ACTION TO SCHEDULE NEXT CCABM‘W MEETING, The: next

. meeting of the Wildlife Commission is scheduled for November 17 and 18, 2006 in Las Vegas. The next.

- CCABMW meeting is tentatively scheduled for Monday, November 13, 2006 (2-0435) - Consensus ofthe -
- Board was'to schedule the meeting fﬂr Monday, November 13, _ _

17 CGMMENTS AND STAT‘US REPORTS FROM STAFF {2 ﬂ455} N{me _

18. DISCUSSION ONLY REGARDING FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS (2-{}456) - No.ne'

e 19 ACTION DN ADJGURNMENT {2 (633) - Member Valley moved to adjourn themeetmg at9 29. . o ._
- p.m. Member Eubf:r seconded the motion. Motion carried 3-0. 3

The Minutes of the -Sﬂpfember 18, 2006 Carson City Advisory Board to P»-iahzigé Wildlife meeting are so |
approved this - day of November, 2006, : :

STEVEN R. WALKER, Chair
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o feguiar';ﬁeéﬁng of .th'e Carson City Parks and Recreation Commission was scheduled for S:B_D'p.m, on - o
- Tuesday, September 19,2006 in the Community Center Sierra Room, 851 East William Street, Carson City, -

-Mevada. ': .

. PRESENT: Chairperson Donna Curtis
-~ John Felesina
- TomKeeton
~ Pete Livermore
- John McKenna
. Glenn Tiemey .

STAFF:  Roger Moellendorf, Parks and Recreation Director -
: - Scott Fahrenbruch, Parks and Recreation Director of Operations
~ Vemn Krahn, Park Planner
- Larry Wemer, City Engineer

- Stacey Giomi, Fire Chief _ _ ' e
"+ Walter Sullivan, Planning and Community Development Director

- “Mary-Margaret Madden, Senior Deputy District Attorney
- "Kathleen King, Recording Secretary

" NOTE: A recording of these proceedings, the commission’s agenda materials, and any written.
_comments or documentation provided to the recording secretary during the meeting are public record,on .

- leinthe Clerk-Recorder’s Office. These materials are available for review during regular business hours.

* CALLTOORDER AND DETERMINATION OF QUORUM (5:31:13) - Chairperson Curtiscalledthe

- meeting to order at 5:31 p.m. Roll was called; a quorum was present. Vice Chairperson Hoffman and
- Commissioners Bauman and Davis were absent. :

CITIZEN COMMENTS ON NON-AGENDIZED ITEMS (5:31:50) - None.

1. ACTION ON APPROVAL OF MINUTES - August 15, 2006 (5:32:20) - Commissioner

Livermore moved to approve the minutes, as presented. Commissioner Keeton seconded the motion. |
Motion carned 6-0. SO :

2. MODIFICATIONS TO THE AGENDA (5:32:10) - None.
3. AGENDAITEMS:

~ 3-A. PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION ONLY REGARDING A PROPOSED NEW L
SHOOTING FACILITY EAST OF DEER RUN ROAD IN CARSON CITY (5:32:48) - Chairperson o
- Curtis introduced this item, and provided an overview of the format by which it would be presented and

public comment addressed. Mr. Moellendorf reviewed the staff report.

 (5:35:54) Dennis Crabb, a member of the Capitol City Gun Club (“CCGC™) and Volunicer Coordinator for i
- cansfer of the facility, provided background information on the Capitoi City Shooting Sports Allianceand:

- possible transfer of the facility. He narrated a Power Point presentation, copies of which were included in -
- the commissioners’ agenda materials, which included discussion of immediate and long-term goals,

- commitments and vision, and community benefits. He advised that a sign up sheet would be circulated R
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| t‘ﬂmugh the audience with thf: intent of schedullng a series of nelghberhood meetings. He nan:ate-:.? :
~ photographs of the existing site, and conceptual photographs of a facility clubhouse. He emphasmed the: R

-conceptual nature of the plan.

-{5: 43: S-fi)J R. Hlldebrand representmgfhe Capltoi City Shooting Spm-ts Alllance rev mw-:ad the mnceptual |

 site plan which was displayed in the meeting room. He advised of important site considerations, including

gun safety, impact to existing nmghhors and maximizing land use to accommodate as many facilities as
possible for the benefit of the entire community. He emphasized that the displayed site plan was “the initial
- thought.”. He reviewed the displayed site plan, and pointed out and described the following elements:

- ~access; the proposed archery area; the proposed parking area; the proposed clubhouse location which would o

include a pro shop, a restaurant, and an indoor pistol range; the proposed location for two five-stand fields;

~ the proposed location for a sporting c'iays field; a proposed paint ball faclhty, proposed hehce ﬁai&s and o
a pmpased rifle facility. o _ _ _ =

- Mr Crabb refen'e{l toa cﬂncepmal cross-section which showed tapt}graph}? of Ehe site. He rewewed the. o

“next steps” to-support and assist with transfer of the facility; to meet with neighbors, City staff, adwsary' |

‘committee members, and other interested parties to identify issues taised by the proposed site planand to

_atiempt to resolve thcrse 1ssues; and to devise workable mitigation and funding strategies for construction

and maintenance. He clrculatﬁd the sign up sheet through the audience. He introduced CCGC Manager i
N Dawe Pledler and Board Member Paul Laird. :

3 Commzssmner Keemn mqmmd as to utilities at the site. Mr. H;ldcbrand adwsed ofa pﬂwer hne atthesite

. but that there is nio water. Commissioner Keeton expressed the opinion that the design was favorablet =~ O
“the shotgun shooters “and everybody else can take second place.” He expressed the further opinion that -
- the design was “not necessarily acceptable” to rifle shooters. He advised of having driveninthe areaand ~

- expressed the opinion that the road will be washed out “half the time.” He expressed the opinion that the -

. proposed plan would provide less for the rifle shooters than what is presently available, He compared the g

- proposed rifle range to the existing range. He expressed the opinion that some pistol shooters may prefer
" to be outside, He expressed concern over safety accommodations in consideration of weapon ranges. Mr.

- Crabb expressed appreciation for the input. He advised of having attempted to establish an ongoing

- relationship with everyone involved to ensure that the proposed design is not onlyas good as what presantly o

- exists but better “from everybody's standpoint. 1f that means rearranging the site plan, so beit.” -
~ Commissioner Keeton expressed the opinion that the proposal “is not even equal.” He expressed concern . -
over the potential for pmperty damage as cars drive by the paint ball range to access the rifle range. He

reiterated that the road is “impossible to work with at this point and will take a very long time to gétdone.” | -
He expressed the opinion that most of the amenities could not be considered until power and water are . -

~ available. -He suggested cutting a road through from the existing rifle range to the proposed new nﬂe_
range.

' Commmsmner Lwermore nﬂted that the rifle range had been mmred three or fﬂur times over the years,

- always to a location that was subject to future relocation. He agreed with Commissioner. Keeton’ s

comments, and discussed access issues associated with the existing rifle range. He expressed concern over
safety, fire, and litter. He suggested paintball may be more of a fad.

Cnmmzssmner McKenna expressed the opinion that Carson City needs a first-class shachng facxhty, ar -

agreed it could generate revenue. He advised that the School District is supportive of shooting sports. The
NJROTC shooting team is nationally recognized. Commissioner McKenna aﬂreed that shooting desen es-

l@@
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a place in the City’s recreational scheme. He expressed the opinion that the real question is over the |
location of a shooting facility; that it should not be on the east side of town, especially in the wildhorse: ~ +
area and near residences. He expressed the further opinion that the shooting facility should be in the =~ =

Centennial Park area.

Commissioner Felesina agreed with Commissioner McKenna's comments. . He advised of having -

- -considered the location “just over the ridge from Centennial Park™ as a potential location for the shooting o

facility. He expressed a preference for leaving the subject area open for anyone to access. He agreed that -

- the City needs a shooting facility, but expressed concerns over raising sufficient funding to develop the - -

facility and no outdoor pistol range.

* Commissioner Tierney noted that most of the comments didn’t have much to do with the proximity of the

- proposed facility to residences “and the residential type and flavor of life in the area.” He agreed with -

concerns expressed by Commissioner Keeton and other commissioners over the rifle range oriented toward
the clubhouse area. He advised of having driven to the area earlier in the day and of walking along the -
- ridge to study the proposed design. In response to a question, Mr. Hildebrand explained helice. : '

Chairperson Curtis noted that the parks and recreation master plan element references a coordinated
shooting facility. She inquired as to whether other sites had been considered. Mr. Crabb advised that
original discussions with staff indicated the proposed location. He acknowledged the area would have to
‘he fenced from a safety standpoint. The site would be accessible, “just not in the same way that it is now.” -
-n response 0 a question, Mr, Crabb advised of the concept to keep the various ranges at least a half mile

- away from existing residences. The concept would be refined during the neighborhood meetings.. In

response to a further question, Mr. Crabb advised that no funding mechanism had yet been identified. He -

acknowledged the project would require a great deal of funding. The underlying assumption is that the
existing gun club would be sold, the land transferred to Carson City, and a portion of the proceeds from'
the sale would be used to construct the new facility. Maintenance funding would be generated from site

operations. If the concept moves forward, it would be incumbent upon the club to produce a financing - e

plan.

 Inresponse toa question regarding topography, Chief Giomi reminded the commissiones that the proposed.

- plan is “somewhere between an idea and a concept.” Because it is so nebulous, he was unable to comment

- on any specifics. Generally speaking, Chief Giomi advised that a great deal of review would be required

from the Planning and Engineering Divisions, the Fire and Health Departments, and from law enforcement. |
~ Inresponse fo a comment, Chief Giomi advised that fire access would require using one of the specialty =~ -

-vehicles designed for fighting wild land fires.

Commissioner Keeton reminded the commissioners that there is presently free access to the rifle and pistol

ranges. Inresponse to a question, Mr. Moellendorf explained the proposal to include the land upon which

the trap facility is located in the federal lands bill. Commissioner McKenna expressed a preference for -

limiting the discussion to whether the land should be included in the federal lands bill and, if so, what S
should be done with it. He suggested acquiring the land for open space and designating a separate location :
~ for the shooting sports facility. He emphasized the need for a high quality shooting facility, and agreed that

- twill generate revenue. He discussed experiences at shooting facilities in other states.

@)
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Mr. Crabb responded to questmns regardmg the time table associated w zth develepment of Ehf: sh-:mtmg DR
facility. Commissioner Livermore advised that the development would not happen “overnight.” Mr.Crabb
agreed that the purpose of the agenda item was not approval of a shooting facility in the subject location,
He acknowledged an understanding of the public and permitting process associated with any such .

- § develupmﬂnt Chairperson Curtis provided direction with regard to public comment, and opened th‘.vs Item o e

(e 25 45) Eddle Ma}fo 115 South Deer Run Road, advised of having lived at his residence for 23 }Fears and

in Carson City for 37 years. He provided an overview of his presentation. He expressed support for the

City’s quest for a new shooting range site, but disagreement with the proposed site. He advised of having
~ attended the August 3 and August 21% Open Space Advisory Committee meetings. In tesponse toa

question, Mr. Moeliendorf was unaware as to the origin of the proposal to consolidate the various shooting-

~ ranges at the subject location. Inresponse to a further question, Mr. Moellendorf explained the partnership
agreement between the City and the CCGC. In response to an additional question, he advised that the City

paid for the property approximately ten years ago, in partnership with the Nevada Department of Wildlife, -

through a Pittman-Robertson grant. Commissioner Livermore advised that several residential construction -

tax allocations were applied to the facility over a period of years. In response to a question, Mr.

- Moellendorfadvised that the site is proposed to be identified on the lands bill map for purpose of recreation:

-and / or a shooting sports facility. He agreed with Chief Giomi’s characterization of the proposal as - .-

“somewhere between an idea and a concept.” He advised that the proposed plan presented by the CCGC -
representam ¢S was also conceptual. _

M. Mayo adwsed that hie was very upset the City wuuid consider a shoetm g rfm gefauﬂlty within {}ne—hﬂf'
mile of a residential area. He further advised he is able to hear shooting activities from the range that i. -
‘one mile and a half from his residence. He advised of being upset that the proposal “has got this far

- without any discussion with the residents of the area.” He expressed the opinion- that it was the

responsibility of those proposing the facility to have visited with the residents. Commissioner Livermeore
advised this was the first time he had heard the proposal. Mr. Mayo advised that current Bureau of Land
Managf:ment plans for the area call for open space and muliiple-use recreation. The area is used by
“walkers, runners, mountain bikers, horseback riders, dog walkers and dog drivers, ATVs, motorcycles,
sight seers, famﬂy outings.” Mr. Mayﬂ expmssed thf: opinion that shootmg facilities are single-use
- recreation an-:i h cllmmate all other uses.” He advised that the area is deer and wild horse habitat, and
1s not “a wasteland” or “an unﬂccu;:-ied space.” “It is a wonderful piece of open space that the public has
been using for many years.” Mr. Mayo described his experiences as a resident of the area over the past 25
years.. He described wildlife in the area, circulated photographs among the commissioners, and narrated

- the same. He expressed concerns over fire. He expressed the opinion that approving the area for ashooting B
- range will turn itinto a wasteland. He requested the commission to recommend to the Board of Supervisors

to reject the use of this area for a shooting range and fo seek another site; and to remove the public lands
in the Pinion Hills area from the federal lands bill. He advised that the subj ect area is already occupied and -
used as a recreational site. The proposed use is unsafe because of bullets and fire, irritating because of |

- noise, lowers property values, adversely affects the residents’ quality of life, and usurps the comnmunity’s .
right to historic use. He n}ffered to conduct a tour of the area for the commissioners. In response toa -

question, Mr. Mayo expressed a preference for the property to remain in Bureau of Land Management |

control. In response to a further question, he advised of no problem with shoutmg sports provlded theyare |
 conducted safely and in the proper location.

(6:41:59) Mark Hunstiger, 101 Deer Run Road, advised that he is a neighbnr of Mr. Maﬁm’s. Hé.fuﬁhe'r
advised that the proposed shotgun range appears to be roughly 1800 feet from his bedroom window. He-
described the area of Deer Run Road as a “natural amphitheater.” He described the distances between his

______ {\6263
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.-otoperty and the existing ;Shotg'un'and rifle ranges. H-é'advis’ﬁd %hat he is a member of the National Rifle - S
- Association, a hunter, a fisherman, a retired police officer and firearms trainer. He noted that the subj@ct S
area is resideritial in nature. His home was built over 30 years ago. The quietness of the area is“oneof ©

- the great values” to his property. He expressed concern over the noise associated with the proposed facility. .+ -

In response to a question, he advised of not knowing enough about either agency to express an opinion with -

regard to the property remaining in BL.M control or being transferred to City control. He deferred to Mr
Mayo’s opinion.

- (6:46: ﬁ*ﬂ'} Eddze Malend}f, 1650 Deer Run Road, expressed concern over addltmnal traffic in the area and.- o

discussed traffic safety issues associated with the intersection of Deer Run Road and Laurel. He éxpressed

concern over autemobiles with guns and ammunition driving through a residential area. He dlSGﬂSSﬂd S

CONCEINS over ﬁre safety.

{647 40} Jt:anne MﬂCraw 1677 Quall Lanﬁ advised of having been a resuient of the area for 39 )fears _
She described her family relatmnshlps and advised that she and her children ride horses in the area every
~-day. She agreed with concerns over existing traffic issues in the area, and expressed concem over -
additional traffic. She is a retired firearms instructor from the Nevada Department of Public Safety. She
~expressed concern over lead issues associated with wildlife in the area. She expressed support for a

shooting facility, and advised she is a hunter and fisherperson. She owns firearms, but expressed

" opposition to the proposed location because of children, animals, and fire safety concerns.

o (6:50: US} Meﬂ}m Paine, a twelve-year resident of the Pinion Hills area, c1rcu1ateci maps- amc-ng t’ne '

.ommissioners. She adﬂsed that the Pinion Hills area has over 200 homes. She agreed the area is a natural

- -amphitheater. She advised of being able to hear the noise from the existing shooting facilitics. She :

- expressed concern over the “one way in / one way out” access to the canyon, and blocking access to the

 River. She narrated the maps. She discussed concerns over fire, water access, insurance, and wind. She

-expressed support for a shooting facility. She requested an altematwe site and that the suh_] ect property be -
removed from the lands bill. She expressed a preference for the land to remain under BLM control.

{?I :02:44) CCGC Manager Dave Fiedler advised the proposal is for a state-of-the-art facility “where there
- isnoclearsky.” He expressed an interest in input from other sport shooters. He advised that a great deal -
- of research has been conducted with the NSSF. He explained the “no clear sky” design and responded to

- guestions - regarding concerns over ricocheting bullets. He discussed design of the: facility to. addmss- SR

. . COHCEI'IIS O\'BI' "IIEHSB ﬂl‘ﬂ and water.

- {’? l}? Zl}) Ken Watters a CCGC member, advised that the CCGC isa ver},f hzghly nrgamzed anid regulated' L
- shooting facility that engages only in shotgun sports.” He advised of the need for a great deal of input from

other recreational shooters. He expressed appreciation for Commissioner McKenna’s support of aregional -
shooting. faczilty '

(709 1’?) Scott Dutcher, 13 10 Somh Deér Run Road, described how h1s family uses the suhject area. He L
expressed support for thc operations at the existing gun club, archery and shooting facilities. He expressed
~support for City acquisition of the subject property to be used as open space. He expressed concern over
g _ﬂw Deer Run Road, Pinion Hills, and Mexican Dam areas which are clearly posted against shooting

. irearms within a certain distance of the river, He inquired as to how the proposed use would fit with the:
- City’sordinance. Mr. Moellendorf advised that if the proposal moves forward at the subject location, it~

- will be submitted to an exiensive and exhaustive permitting process, which will consider areas where
shootmg 18 a‘ilma ed within the City himits. Mr. Dutcher inquired as 1o the extraurdmarv merits of the

409
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pmposal represents an effort to combine all types {}f shoatmg activities to create a mu1t1 use famhty with
regional and national attraction. Mr. Dutcher expressed the belief that the reason for the City’s ordinance - =
against shooting in residential areas is public safety. He noted that the area is residential m nature, He " -
~expressed the opinion that if the gun club is truly concerned about safety, such a facﬂit}r would Imt be

proposed for a resadentml area or near the River,

{7:12:28) Marsha Burgess, a reszdent of the Pinion Hills area for over f-l[l }-fears aa:h 1sed {}f having raised - o

- her family in the area and of having used it for recreation over the years. She expressed suppott for her.
- neighbors’ concerns.: She advised of having served on the Northern Nevada Railroad Foundation for the
. last twelve years. She dlSGUSSEd funding allocated to the railroad project, and advised that it will “hrmg

over 400,000 riders per year’ representmg a great economic benefit to the City. She expressed opposition -

to puttmg the “V&T ridership in Jeopardy because of a gun club or perceived shots bemg heard around the

railroad.” She expressed the opinion that the railroad project needs to be considered in association with
other famlltms in the area.

(7:13: 5?] ‘Vlce President of the Carson Rlﬂﬂ and Pistol Cluh Chris Hill pmvlded hackgrﬂund information
on his club. He advised of not knowing “who the Capitol City Shooting Sports Alliance is.” He expressed
concern and advised that the Carson Rifle and Pistol Club serves as the steward of the existing rifle range.

- He agreed with Commissioner Keeton regarding the infeasibility of a rifle range “down in that canyon.”

He expressed concemn over the proposal because of never having been consulted. He expressed the =
- understanding that the rifle range is secure for its present use. He expressed a preference for staying inthe

present location. He expressed a willingness to work with other shooting clubs to identify a central l-acatlc |
suitable to everybody.

Inresponse toa question, Mr. F mdier discussed attempts to contact representatwes of other shammg clubs -
He requested contact information from Mr, Hill.

B 17: 5}9] Bnan I)oyal an “access advocate”, expressed concern over the pmpﬂsal in that it woald close'_'
existing trails. He requested that if the land is acquired by the City, it remain in open space.

- {7:17:52) Betty Kell:-,r circulated photographs of wild horses which use the area. She expressed a preference =
for the land to remain in BLM control.

(T ZG 11} Klrby Nxsh, 6230 Pursia Road, advised that he purchased his home over mlmr years ago, because S
 of the residential character of the neighborhood. He expressed the opinion that residents of the area oppose

the location for the prnpc:-sad shooting facility. He suggested that zoning is the “striking” issue, and that
- the proposed facility is in “glaring contrast” to the residential area in the “fringe of the ccmnty” He

discussed the compact growth theme of the comprchenswe master plan in recognition of the freeway

bypass. He expressed concern over emergency service access, and reiterated his opposition to the praposed.
location Uf the shootmg facility.

In rcsponse to a quéstion, Mr: Moeﬂenderf advised that the subject property is demgnated as BL%':E ﬁpen'--' o

~ space in the comprehensive master plan. Two pathways are designated for the perimeter of the pmpertv Lo

in the unified pathways master plan element.
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- [7:26:19) Bill Ferguss, Christmas Tree Drive, expressed the opinion that professional assistance isneeded
to determine an appropriate location for the shooting facility. He advised that the WNCC baseball facility =~
is near his residence, and suggested “there is no reason ... our City can’t find some sort of facility that
- serves.this community in a way that is not offensive to the neighbors.” He described his recreational use
of the subject property, and discussed inappropriate uses of the land, He suggested there should be

~ alternatives to the propesed location.

(?iZSﬁSS) Joc}élym' Helzer advised of having lived at her residence on Deer Run Road for thiaftéen years, o
-~ and described her recreational use of the Pinion Hills area. She read prepared comments irito the record.

She encouraged the commissioners to walk along the power line road, the western edge of the proposed:

site to see for themselves “one of the most gorgeous panoramic viewpoints in Carson City.” She expressed

the opinion that the best and highest use of the area is “open recreational space to be protected and enjoyed -

-~ by everyone.” She suggested the area may be appropriate for a rim trail in the future. She expressed the
opinion that “noise is an extremely important issue,” and pointed out that the freeway bypass “had to meet -~

- noise standards.” She advised of “ongoing complaints from the residents near the training facility at the .~
south end of town.” She expressed the opinion that the “sharp, erratic, frightening pop of bullets would -

~ destroy our quality of life.” She expressed concems over safety, and stated that the proposal is reckless.

She expressed the opinion that using the lands bill for “a group to relocate their club and to builda

- Testaurant sets a bad precedent.” She requested the commissioners to consider the residents’ continued
peace, safety and use of the Pinion Hills, to recommend to the Board of Supervisors that Deer Run Road

be eliminated from the lands bill, and to seek an appropriate shooting facility site. She noted the Open -' L
Space Advisory Committee’s charge “to preserve and protect the quality of the natural environment,” and

- xpressed the hope that they would consider this issue again and make a similar recommendation.

* Chairperson Curtis advised that the federal lands bill would be agendized for review at the October 17

- commission meeting. In response to a question, Mr. Moellendorf expressed the belief that, based uspon the - '-

commissioners’ and public testimony, the plan needs some work. Dialogue needs to take place between

- the various recreational shooters, Mr. Moellendorf agreed that a first-rate shooting facility is needed which

can accommodate all forms of recreational shooting. He further agreed that such a facility would bea
- valuable community asset, including economic development in terms of regional and even national =~
-tournaments. He expressed the belief that the residents’ concerns must be carefully considered. He

reviewed the various issues over the proposed design, fire safety, access, etc., and advised that they will'

- have to be addressed. He emphasized that the proposal is not a “done deal,” but a plan brought forward -
by the C

input.

Tn response to Chairperson Curtis® request for input from the commissioners, Ms. Madden cautioned the

arson City Shooting Alliance for the purpose of discussion with the commission and to receive =

commission against deliberation toward a decision on an item which was not agendized for action, In = -
response to a question, Mr. Moellendorf suggested that the citizens continue to contact staff and elected

officials to make their opinions known. He reiterated that the entire federal lands bill would be agendized

-~ for the October 17" commission meeting. He provided contact information for the local officials.
Commissioner Keeton thanked the Carson City Shooting Alliance representatives for their presentation.

Commissinnef_'[jvenmre thanked the citizens for their attendance and
- recessed the meeting at 7:43 p.m. and reconvened at 7:53 p.m.

participation. Chairperson Curtis
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A regular meetmg nf the Carsc:m C;ty Parks and Recreation Commlssmn was’ schedulﬂd for 5 3(} p.am.on 5 i
Tuesday, October 3, 2006 in the Cumm&mt} Center Sierra Room, 851 East William Street, Carsun Clt}',_f.: o

- Nevada.

PRESENT C‘n&irperson Dﬂmla Cums ' _
' _ - Vice Chairperson Michae! Hoffman
‘Sam Bauman
- John Felesina
Tom Keeton
- Pete Livermore
John McKenna
N Gif;nn Tierney

STAFF: Linda Ritter, City Manager ' -

- Roger Moellendorf, Parks and Recreation Depamnent Director -

. Scott Fahrenbruch, Parks and Recreation Director of Operations

-~ Juan Guzman, Open Space / Property Manager
Vern Krahn, Park Planner
Lee Plemel, Principal Planner
- Mary-Margaret Madden, Senior Df:put}f Dlstnct Aﬁomey
- Kath}een King, Recording Secretary

e NOTE: o A recnrdmg of these proceedings, the commission’s: agenda matﬂnais and any xmtten' :

- comments or documentation provided to the recording secretary during the meeting are public record, on

filein the Clﬁl‘k-Rf:CDI‘der s Office. These materials are available for review during regu]aa: business hours. c

- CALL TO ORDER ANX) DETERI\*HNATI[}N OF A QU’DRUM (5: 30; (0 - Chairperson Curtls cailed' -'

the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m. Roll was called; 2 quorum was present. Chalrperson Curtls advised that
Commissioner Davis had submitted his resignation.

CITIZEN COMMENTS ON N{}N AGENDIZED ITEMS (5: 30' 29) None

L ACTI{}N D‘E APPROVAL OF MINUTES - September 5 2006 (5: 30: 49) - Commssmner o

: Keetﬁn moved to approve the mmutes as submitted. Commissioner Livermore sec»onded the motion. * -
- Motion c&med 8 0.

2 M{}DiFICA’I‘IO‘iS TD THE AGENDA {J 31 0?} - None.

3. AGENDA ITEMS

. : 3-A ACTIO"‘% TD REC(}MMEND TO THE B{)ARD DF SUPERVISORS 'ﬁ{'{} INCLUDE R
- BUREAUOFLANDMANAGEMENT PROPERTY, KNOWN AS THE SILVER SADDLE RANCH i

- .ND CARSON RIVER PARK, IN THE CITY’S FEDERAL LANDS BILL TO BE DEVELOPED i

- AS A REGIONAL PARK (5:31:16) - Chairperson Curtis introduced this item. Mr. Moellendorf provided . =

an overview of the item, and reviewed the staff report. Mr. Guzman noted the purpose of the federal lands

- bill to facilitate transfer Uf prs:spemes and, in the larger sense, the City “taking care of its OWTl destm}f "He .
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M Krahn pmwded baekgmund information on the eemprehensne master plan and the parks an-::l__:

- - recreation master plan element. He pointed out that the federal lands bill isn’t proposed “out of a vacuum.” -

.- The needs of the community have been considered into the future, and are reflected in the comprehensive
and parks and recreation master plans. Mr. Krahn pointed out, on a displayed map, the Silver Saddle
Ranch, the Edmonds Sports Complex, and Carson River Park. He described the amenities of the Rancho

San Rafael and Bartley Ranch parks in Washoe County. He oriented the commissioners and citizenstothe =~
~ location of the Silver Saddle Ranch using a displayed map. He discussed the opportunity, in conjunction -~
~ with open space acquisitions and the federal lands bill, to acquire properties along the Carson Riverto
- facilitate access and to provide for flood plain protection / management. He discussed unique recreational
* opportunities, creation of wetland habitat, trails opportunities, and access to Prison Hill and the Pme Nut -

- Mountains. ... |

M. Krﬁhn' reviewed the Prbpesal for Silver Saddle Regional Park, Exhibit B to the Staff _fep'eft.
Commissioner Livermore commended Mr. Krahn on his vision, and provided historic information on the -
Silver Saddle Ranch. He noted the public input over the years to preserve and protect open space. He

expressed the opinion that the proposal represents a “fabulous” vision, although the process may be . - :

“painful.” He agreed with earlier comments that nothing can happen if the City doesn’t own the property,
and discussed public opportunities for the land. Commissioner McKenna reiterated his skepticism and -
expressed concern over who to trust more, the City or the federal agencies. He advised that the subject

- property is presently protected “because Carson City cannot do anything there.” He expressed no problem
with the City taking ownership of the property if it will be protected. He expressed opposition to the
 possibility of developing the area. Commissioner Bauman expressed the opinion there should be no
concern over development; that such a regional park would bring more utilization to an underutilized area.
Chairperson Cuttis recalled the master plan process included such proposals for the Silver Saddle Ranch. -
She discussed various amenities, and expressed concern that an environmental impact statement would
most likely not be required. She commented that the Silver Saddle Ranch is one of few places in the area -

- which has easily accessible, natural environment. She discussed the area’s ecelogaeal and historic value; .

ancd expressed concern that although the proposal is presented as a concept, it is “in black and white.” g

Commissioner Felesina 1nqu1red as to' what the BLM could do with the propert}f if the land 13 not meluded

._ ~inthe lands bill. Mr. Guzman advised that the City would continue to work with the BLM to manage the .

property. The Friends of the Silver Saddle Ranch (“FOSSR™) have been working on a plan to provide for
- - more facilities. Mr. Guzman listed current uses and advised they will continue. Acquisition of the property
- would provide a unique opportunity for a City-operated, regional facility which could bring more people
- tothe site. Mr. Guzman advised that careful consideration will have to be given to balancing the ecological
and environmental needs of the area with providing for recreation. In response to a further question, he.

- advised that the BLM could do what they wanted with the property. He expressed the belief that a more =
legitimate concern is level of activities and management, and the ability to implement a diversity of uses. - -

He advised that the BLM is not in the business of providing for regional park facilities. They have been -
- very accommodating in working with'the City to allow as much activity as pessible within the parameters -
. ‘of the law. Commissioner Felesina expressed concern over “changing times.” Mr. Krahn advised that he
- and Mr. Guzman had served on the planning team for the Silver Saddle Ranch, and provided background -

aformation with regard to the same. Commissioner Keeton commended staff on the proposal. He
- expresseda preference for dealing with City government rather than the federal government. He agreed -

that the proposal is a long way from a final product but expressed the belief that it is a good start. | _
. CemmlsslenerMeKennaexpressedanmterestmpublle comment, and Chairperson Curtis epenedthlsttem .

T,
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 advised that .tﬁe federal fands bill proposal will include approximately 37 parcels, including'thé-.sﬁbjéét L

- parcels.” He discussed the purpose for including the Silver Saddle Ranch and Carson River Park in the . "
- federal lands bill. He advised of Senator Reid’s interest in designating the Silver Saddle Ranch as'the -

centerpiece of the legislation. He further advised that the parcel previously designated for a regional ;
- shooting range will not be pursued. He discussed the Open Space Advisory Committee’s dtsagreement o

- with the prﬂp{}sal to exchange Carson City-owned lands on the west side of town.

o In respnnse toa questmn ‘Mr. Guzman advised there are several of the 37 parcels s ated for recreatlonal S
- use; however, only the subject parcels are to be designated as a regional park. In response to a question,

he ady ised that clear title of the land occupied by the existing shooting facility will be requested from the
- federal govermment. The monies will be used to 1mrestlgate the possibility of developing a regional
- shooting facﬂlty in partnership with adjacent counties in a location that is “acceptable to more peoplc ”

Cﬂmmlssmner McKenna expressed concern over the fast track of the federal lands bill, and mqulz&d as to '
-atime line. He further inguired as to what prﬂtectmns the wz:-:)mmumt}r has “that the City, in the future, will -
- do with this property what they say they’re going to do with it now.” He mqmred as to whether the ff:dcral .
- lands bill represents a “comprehensive, cohesive plan that the community is driving or ... some politician’s

o legacy ..."" Ms. Ritter advised of having been in conversations with the congressmnal delegation overa

federal 1&11&3 bill for some time. The congressional delegation is encouraging representatives of every
~ Nevada county to pursue a lands bill. Ms, Ritter emphasized that design of a regional park is “way down
~ +he road.” The property must first be secured by means of the federal lands bill. Ms. Ritter advised of -
" iscussions, with Senator Reid and his staff, of the possibility of obtaining planning funding. With regard

to protections, she advised that the properties will be deed restricted to the uses proposed in the lands bill. = =
In response to a further question, she advised that some of the properties to be included in the federallands
- bill will be designated for utilities. Commissioner McKenna expressed skepticism over the proposal, and -

o - noted the City “can do whatever they want” with City property. Mr. Guzman agreed that the question is - o

more general. The vision for the land will be the subject of “many more” community meetings.” Mr.

- Moellendorf advised that planning for the property will be more detailed. He advised of having been -
requasted by Senator Reid’s staff, to submit the lands bill maps by November. He reminded the

- commissioners of the fundamental question whether to include the subject property in the federai lands bill
as a regional park.

e Commissinner 'Livérmorﬂ prov rided historic information on the BLM’s acquisition of the pm;iérty He

- commented the property represents a resource, and that recreational resources are scarce. Mr. Guzman

- acknowledged that the subject property is within Carson City limits. In response to a further question, he’ ~
advised that the V&T Railway does not run through the property. Vice Chairperson Hoffman inquiredas
to sufficient resources to maintain the property. Ms. Ritter advised this was the reason for having Resource .
Concepts, Inc. ("RCI”) conduct a study of each property to determine maintenance responsibilities. Cost

_benefit has to be determined with regard to acquisition. Mr. Krahn advised that not all the properties will

be new-to the City. The Edmonds Sports Complex and Centennial Park are included in the proposal. Lo
: Cormmssmner McKenna inquired as to the possibility of leaving the Silver Saddle Ranch / Carson River = -

~ Park exactly as they are. Ms. Ritter advised that this will be part of the planning ;)rocess whlch follows
MQHISI'EIOH of the property.
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6 34 33;1 Brian ]jovél an access advocite , expressed concern over City ow néfship because of a “horrible o S
' record” regarding OHV access. He noted that the fedﬂral lands bill represents “millions of dollars worth

- of land” which won't be gifted “whenever you want it.” He expressed the belief that the local government S

would be the better entity to manage the land. He advised that 28% of the City’s residents have OHVs “but o

- we’ve now ... basically kicked them out of the west side and we're working our way aast He expressed; |
the hope that OHYV riders will be taken into account.

(6:36: 42} Pete Hansei exprﬂssed agreement with Commissioner ! ”'vicKamaa s E}pmmn regardmﬂ the more
- appropriate agency to manage the land. He expressed the understanding that the federal government will’
be losing resources, and encouraged the City to move forward with acquiring the land. Withregard to the
‘proposal, he expressed concern over things which are in “black and white” becoming the target which
" needs to be moved rather than that which is moved toward. He expressed a preference toward leaving the

plan as a “blank sheet.” He suggested developing near the road and leaving the wild space as it is.

| (6:38:19) _-Mikf: To'rvihén, representing the Carson City Equesirian Mli&nc’e,’ expressed agre’ement-liﬁ'riﬁl -

- Commissioner Keeton’s comments regarding “the ranch staying the ranch.” He discussed extensive use
- of the area by equestrians, and the non-motorized, shared crossing for the freeway which “ties in -

tremendously to this area.” He advised that the Open Space Program is contributing funding toward the
shared crossing as “seed money.” He commented that non-motorized, shared use of the park is “a
tremendeus asset to the community and needs to be preserved and kept in the forefront of the plan wherever

- it goes.” He expressed a preference for open space, shared use, and natural settings.

: -(6:4{}:{](]) Mark Kimbmugh provided historic information on the Carson River A-dwsm:jf Commiftee and.
- the Silver Saddle Ranch, and background information on his career in parks and recreation. He referred -
~to the Silver Saddle Ranch as “a diamond in the rough.™ He advised that an environmental assessment has

- already been done. He provided background information on BLM management changes which resulted o
in the City not being involved in the Silver Saddle Ranch any longer, He noted the original vision forthe

Silver Saddle Ranch was based on a partnership between the City and the BLM. He further noted the
BLM’s focus on resource management which has very little to do with people. Mr. Kimbrough advised -
that he is a resident of the Carson River area, and that he drives by the Silver Saddle Ranch several times -
aday. He expressed dlsappmnﬁne:nt over poor management of the facility. He advised that a key concern
- onthe River “from day one” was safety. “That hasn’t been changed there. You are not safe on some parts

of that River at certain times of the day. They have not brought a level of improvement to enhancé that.”
Mr. Kimbrough discussed budget cuts at the BLM which have had a profound effect on recreation. He

- expressed the opinion the BLM does not have the ability to manage the property as well as the City. He . -

noted the importance of sufficient funding for maintenance. He further noted the benefit of the FOSSR. -
which can acquire funds for which the City is not eligible. He advised that the FOSSR have “improved .-
beyond what BLM would have done with that land alone.” He advised of a “constant degradation ofthe =~
~_ property that’s just phenomenal.” He discussed the regional park concept incorporated into the master

plans, and his experience with developrment of Rancho San Rafael Park. He noted the balance between
- conservation and. recreation represented at the Rancho San Rafael and Bartley Ranch facilities. He-

. commended Mr. Guzman on his work “on this side of the mountain.” He “highly encouraged” “the -
- ommission to not Jose “an opportunity like this.”
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. .6:47:43) Jim Alexinder, of Clear Creek Ranch and an officer of the Northern Nevada Gated Horse Club, .
- advised of having recently attended a meeting and participated in a trail ride at Silver Saddle Ranch. He =~~~

expressed the opinion that the proposal represents a “fantastic opportunity,” and urged the commissioners

to strongly support the recommendation for including the property in the federal lands bill. He expressed =

the further opinion that acquisition of the property is important to the City’s long-range future. He urged
" the commissioners “not to become hung up so much in the printed word on Vern’s presentation,” and noted -

- the various possibilities which could come from ownership of the land. “The key word is ‘ownership’ of

the land,” and Mr. Alexander noted the opportunity to include the property in the federal lands bill. He

" expressed the opinion that allowing the opportunity to take control of the ranch to pass would be “sad.”

~ He suggested that immediate improvements could be made to the property and that the community and .
- residents of adjacent counties would be able to use the ranch in the manner for which it was originally -

envisioned. He strongly urged recommendation of approval of the property to the Board of Supﬁnrisors :
(650 4{]) Nancy Bish, Presidentofthe FOSSR, provided background information on FOSSR’ smvelvemem -
_in development of the Silver Saddle Ranch management agreement. She advised of having received the _
_proposal earlier in the day, and inquired as to the designation of the property in the lands bill as a “regional:
park,” She expressed uncertainty that the City will be able to manage the property any better than the BLM. -
- She expressed disagreement that the ranch is degraded, and advised that the FOSSR provides environmental -
education and would continue {0 do so. She expressed a willingness for the FOSSR to continue working
with the City and the BLM. She advised that the FOSSR is a “big stakeholder” and expressed the opinion

_they had been left out. She expressed a preference for the ranch to stay natural. She-advised that the B

.ahontan Audubon Society is also a stakeholder and that they were not contacted about ‘Ehe pmpt-sal She :

- 'pmv“ided a letter, from the Lahontan Audubon Society, for the record.

Tn response to a question, Mr. Guzman explained the reason for designating the land as a regional parkin

the federal_-lands bill. Inresponse to a question, Ms. Bish advised she is a wildlife biologist. Mr. Guzman '
provided background information on Ms. Bish’s contributions to conservation of the Silver Saddle Ranch -
- and of open spaces. He advised there was no intent to exclude the FOSSR and apologized for the oversight.

- Inresponse toa question, Ms, Bish discussed meetings between the FOSSR, City, and BLM representatives
- regarding the Silver Saddle Ranch management agreement. She advised of three grant proposals submitted

- “to do things at the Ranch” and expressed concern over their disposition in light of the pmpﬂsal :
(6:56: 4?} Troy D-;-:n;ms a resident of the Carson River area, inquired as to the reason for demgnatmg the
property as a regional park in the federal lands bill. Ms. Ritter explained that the congressional delegation

want to know the City’s intentions for the property, Another consideration is the long planning process for

- which there may be [unding available from the lands bill process. In response to a further question, Ms.
Ritter advised that the congressional delegation has suggested being as specific as possible.

In response toa questmn Ms. Ritter advised that Senator Reid expects for the community to demgﬁ the' N :-g -
park. The property will belong to the community and the City will be responsible for its maintenance.

Commissioner McKenna expressed no opposition to Carson City acquiring the property or making ita park, =

. He expressed concern over some of the amenities presented in the proposal, including the amphitheater and -

1¢ possibility of pavement. Ms, Ritter advised that Exhibit B would not be included with the lands bill
map. She reiterated that a public planning process will be commenced with regard to the park design. Mr.

- Moellendorf advised of having been in attendance, together with Mayor Teixeira, at the time the proposal
was presented to Senator Reid and his staff. Senator Reidloved the idea of a regional park but doesn’t care

S
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about the amenities. M. Mnf:llenci@rf commemed on the 1mp0rtanca af havi mg Senator Reld “on our szde T g
Commissioner McKenna suggested that Prison Hiil shouid be included. Following a brief dlscuss;o_n . g
' C-::-mmissinner McKenna suggegted that not including Prison Hill may “jeopardize thE‘- whole-th'ing,’f.'. PRI

AT 02: 35) I{m Nowlin commended Mr. Krahn on his proposal. He advised he is a frf:quent user of the i o
Rancho San Rafael and Bartley Ranch facilities, and “would love to see similar facilities somewhere within -~~~

"~ Carson City.” He discussed “water-based recreational opportunities in this particular reach” of the Carson =~

River. He expressed concern over “what’s broke that needs to be fixed,” and advised of having been aware = -

of the Silver Saddle Ranch management plan between the City and the BLM. He inquired as to the reason:
for changing the recreation and public purpose designation of the land. He expressed additional concern.

over the cost to the community and whether the community is willing to pay for it. He inquired astothe . -

amount allocated to management of the existing facility by the BLM, and whether the Parks and Recreation
Department would have the ability to assume those costs now “irrespective of any future plans.” Mr.

- Nowlin expressed skepticism, as a 30-+-year resident of the community. He advised of having seen “lots R
of visionary proposals for public recreation come and go and come and go.” He recalled that sale proceeds -
from the Costco land were to be allocated toward improving the Fairgrounds “and we still don’thave an -~

' announcer’s booth there after six or seven years.” He noted problems with the City coming up with. o

- operational funding. He reiterated concern over sufficient City funds to accept management from BLM, -

- whether the current level of management could be continued, and whether funds will be available to-do the
- improvements discussed. Mr, Moellendorf advised that the next meeting agenda materials will mclud&: a
report from RCI which dlscusscs management responsibilities and recammendatmns

_ {?:{}6-:2?) Jc-e Chﬂds.exprﬁssed appreciation for Mr. Krahn’s and Mr. Guzman's -presentati'nns.andlﬁle S
" commissioners’ comments and questions. He expressed support for recommending inclusion of the .
property to the Board of Supervisors, and appreciation for the exchange between staff, the commissioners, =+
and the citizens. He expressed concern that the citizens would have sufficient time to pfmnde mput on 5 S

desagn of the park

(’F 08; 38} Beth Scott of the Carson Cit}’ Equestnan Aﬂlance noted that the Silver Saddle Ranch is an -
existing equestrian facility accessible from “three different equestrian neighborhoods by hotseback. ” She

- discussed use of the area by residents and the Carson City Equestrian Alliance. She expressed sup;mr{ for

Carson City acquiring the Silver Saddle Ranch She advised of no objection to sharing the facility, but =
stated “there has to be some sanity about it.” She noted conflicts “between what goes on at the Fairgrounds

. and what goes on at Fuji Park.” With regard to the Silver Saddle Ranch, she expressed concern over

potential conflicts. She expressed the hope that equestrians will “continue to be considered major
stakeholders in the Silver Saddle Ranch planning and development.” In response to a question, she advised

- that the Silver Saddle Ranch is used as an equestrian facility. She clarified that conflict between uses

should be considered in programming, scheduling, and planning facilities. I response to a further -~

- question, she explained the concept of trail trials,

(7:13:39) Truddie Arkell provided background information on her residency in Carson City, and discussed
. herrecreational use of Prison Hill. She expressed support for “acquiring the land,” and for mciudmg Prison

hll. She agreed that the BLM has msufﬁment resources to manage the property. She expressed the
opinion there’s “enough for everyone,” and the hope that the City representatives will “rely upon these

- volunteer groups that have donated a lot of their time, energy, finances, and put them on the board 50 that' :

it dnesn t become a recrt:atmnai battle ground.”
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N }6 05) me‘y Vn ant an aﬁjacent pmperty owner, encauraged the commissioners to car&fuiiy c-::rnmdcr;': ot

e the proposal. He referred to earlier descriptions of the Silver Saddle Ranch as a “diamond in the rough,” L

~and requested the commissioners to consider the property “for what it is and don’t try and make it S

| somethmg itisn’t. ... Don’t overdevelop it.” He described the property as a “very enjoyable recreation.

> He expmssed doubt over the City being able to afford management of the property “if the federal
gmemmem can’tafford it.” He expressed concern over “what aren’t we hearing here.” Commissioner =~
Livermore responded to questions regarding water rights. Mr. Vivant expressed the opinion that the Clty'_ RRA

~ is surrounded by gnlf courses and “it wouldn’t hurt the City to be without one and let those that arcin

private hands pmsper

Vice Chmrperscm Hofﬁnan expresscd support for City mmersmp and anderstandmg for the Clty Manager $

~ view of how the designation should be submitted. He suggested recommending possible developmentas- .

- aregional park rather than a definite designation. Commissioner McKenna agree,d that the words in the
- recommended action “to be developed” need to be removed. He suggested acquiring the property asa
- regional park and then deciding whether to leave it natural or to develop it further. Commissioner -

- McKenna moved that the Carson City Parks and Recreation Commission recommend to the Board
of Supervisors to include Bureau of Land Management property known as the Silver Saddle Ranch
and Carson River Park in the City’s federal lands bill as a regional park. Commissioner Keeton
seconded the motion. Commissioner Livermore commended the citizens for their attendance and

- participation. In response to.a question, Chairperson Curtis requested that consideration of Prison Hillbe
‘included on'the next agenda. She called for a vote on the pending motion; metion carrled 8~B She: T

- ucessed t‘na meeting at ? 23 p.m. and reconvened at 7:33 p.m.

3—B ACTH}N TO RECOMME\D TOTHE BOARD {}F SUPERVISORS ALLOCATION
OF RESIDENTIAL CONSTRUCTION TAX FUNDS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2006/07 (7:33:54) -
. Chairperson Curtis introduced this item. Mr. Moellendorf reviewed the staff report which included staff’s
- recommendations. He responded to questions regarding the theater improvements project. Chalrpersnn- '

Curtis expressed concern that the Carson City Historical Society will return to the commission for =

additional fundmg for the carriage house project. She expressed disagreement with allocating funding

toward the carriage house project at this time, and a preference for other community organizations to .

~ allocate funding toward the project. She proposed carrying over the $54,000 to next year, noting the 61

implementation measures in the parks and recreation master plan element. Commissioner Livermore - =

. advised of havmg reviewed the parks and recreation master plan element earlier in the day, and noted that -
arts and culture is a significant component. He expressed concern over not providing funding to the Carson
- City Historical Soczety to complete the carriage house project in light of previous funding allc-cate{i

' Chalrperscm Cums called for public comment. {7:41:03) Fred Stanio, a mf:mber of the Carson Clty' Rt
- Historical Socicty and President of the Foundation for the Betterment of Parks and Recreation, advisedthat =~ =
the “promise of a grant” had been secured. The E.L. Cord Foundation has indicated a w illingness to grant
- $50,000 “but they're waiting for us to start something.” Mr. Stanio advised that the $54,000 will provide . =

- sufficient fundmg to start the project. He further advised that the Leisure Hour Club has pledged $5,000

~toward the project. He reviewed the activities sponsored by the Carson City Historical Society, made': B
“ossible hy “thousands of [volunteer] hours.” He advised that the Roberts House involves “a I:::t of citizens -
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3.C. ACTION TO PROVIDE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS WITH

o RECOMMENDATI()NS REGARDING THE FEDERAL LANDS BILL MAP. THIS MAP WILL

'~ BE USED AS THE BASIS TO CREATE THE FEDERAL LANDS BILL FOR CARSON CITY,

- WHICH CONSISTS OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION TO BE CONSIDERED BY THE U.S.

: CONGRESS TO ALLOW FOR THE EXCHANGE AND/ OR TRANSFER IN OWNERSHIPOF
~ - LANDS: OWNED BY THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT IN CARSON CITY. THESE =
RECOMMENDATIONS MAY INCLUDE THE IDENTIFICATION OF FEDERALLY-OWNED -~
- LANDS AND CITY-OWNED LANDS WHERE OWNERSHIP MAY BEEXCHANGED AND/OR =
' TRANSFERRED AND USED FOR PUBLIC ORFRIVATE ACTIVITIES INCLUDING,; BUTNOT. =~
- LIMITED TO, MANAGEMENT OF OPEN SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION, ECONOMIC =~

'DEVELOPMENT, AND PUBLIC UTILITIES AND SERVICES (5:37:58) - Chairperson Curtis
introduced this item. Mr. Guzman introduced himself, Chief Giomi, Mr. Plemel, and Mr. Krahn. Mr,
Guzman reviewed the federal lands bill map which was displayed in the meeting room. In responsctoa
~ question, Mr. Moellendorf advised of having commissioned studies through Resource Concepts, Inc.

- ("RCI"} to provide assessment of the parcels as well as management costs. A range of management costs .~

- was developed based on the natural vegetation and habitats of each of the parcels under consideration.
Staff will consider the costs associated with each parcel. Mr. Moellendorf noted the importanice of
-onsidering there will not be just one cost assigned to each parcel. Mr. Guzman noted adopted principles,
such as that the interface lands are the most expensive to manage. The Open Space Adﬁsory Committee
(“OSAC”) has been requested to shift fanding priorities from acquisition to management in c::mmderatmn
of those lands designated to be managed by the Open Space Program.

" In response to'a questmn Chief Giomi advised that all management costs will be cnnmderﬁd Predictmg

- suppression costs is more difficult because of varying conditions. Management costs can be planned more

- specifically and “certainly the money’s a lot better spent on the management side.” Chief Giomi
emphasized the importance of setting funding aside for fire suppression. In response to a further question, -
- he advised that the City is completely responsible for fire suppression costs on city-owned land. He

-referred to the Linchan fire, and advised that 8.3 percent of the burned acreage was cither privately owned -~
or owned / managed by the City. Therefore, 8.3 percent of the costs associated with the fire will be

allocated to the City; approximately $1 to $1.2 million. Chief Giomi advised that fire suppression costs |
are apportioned based upon acreage burned and ownership of the acreage, with the important caveat that

-the federal government will not pay for protecting structures regardless of land ownership. . He re- . o

emphas:zed the 1mp0rtanc& and cost-effectiveness of fuel management.

| In response oa question, Mr. Guzman described the topography of pa.rcel 30, Mr. Plemel pmwded

. background information on the State Housing Division’s proposal which identifies approximately 14 acres

with slopes of less than ten percent with minimal grading for development. The eastern half of the parcel ~
3 predominantly less steep and without gulleys. In response to a further question, Mr. Guzman advised

that parcel #33 lends itself primarily for open space, gateway development, and parks and recreation. The

Utilities Division has indicated the site as the location of a possible future water tank. Mr. Guzman advised . -

- that the a&]acent residents have indicated consistent support for public facilities, such as water tanks- and R

%)
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other utliztms Puhhc buildings “are not welcome,” and the area should be maintained as “a gateway into- N
the Pine Nuts.” " In response to a further question, Mr. Plemel pointed out parcels #30 and #33 on the G

displayed map.. Commissioner McKenna provided further description of the location of the. parcels

Chmrperson Curtls opened this item to public comment. (5:58:02) }erry Vaccaro referred to pamel 21} and

- advised that its present use is under the control of the Parks and Recreation Department. He further advised
that nothing has been done to “enforce the criminal trespass™ onto the parcel and that the City is “in
- violation of the U.S. patent.” Mr. Moellendorf explained that parcel 20 is a remnant of the recreation and

public purpose patent with the Bureau of Land Management for Centennial Park and the Eagle Valley Golf - o

Courses. He described the location of the parcel on the south side of Highway 50, and acknowledged the
trespass situation which has occurred for the past several vears. The trespass consists of a sign for an

- adjacent business, and a portion of the property also serves as a used car lot. Mr. Moellendorf advised of
. numerous discussions with the business owner, his attorney and the City’s attorney. The issue has been :
~presented to the Board of Supervisors on at least two different occasions over the past couple years. The -
- direction staff has received from the Board of Supervisors is to continue working with the business owner. E
Mr. Moellendorf advised that the property is proposed for disposal. ‘Options include that the BLM may =

-alter their master plan to gift the property 1o the City, which would then dispose of it, or to submit the
property as part of the federal lands bill process. Mr, Vaccaro advised that the City recently spent $10,000
to have the property appraised. He expressed concern that City representatives have been aware of the
~ criminal trespass and use of that property” for the past 13 years, and have done nothing to stop it. He
 reiterated that the City is in violation of the U.S. patent. He inquired as to the purpose of the BLM issuing
the City a patent if the City can’t conform to all the requirements of the patent. Chalrpﬁrrson Curtis
expressed understanding for Mr. Vaccaro’s issues, but advised nothing could be done by this commission -

She referred him to the Board of Supervisors. Mr. Vaccaro advised of the intent to make the commmsmn S
- aware of the vzﬂlatlon T

Inresponse fm a qués"tinn, Mr. Moellendorf explained staff’s recommended action, and reviewed the action
taken by other commissions and committees as outlined in the staff report.

- (6:04:25) Bruce Kittess, 4401 Levi Gulch, advised of having attended an informational meeting at which

he obtained RCI’s reports. He inquired as to the commission’s consideration of the reports prior tﬂ takmg _

- action.

 Chaitperson Curtis discussed a hesitancy to take action without having discussed the reports provided by
RCL.- In response to a question, Mr. Moellendorf explained the purpose for agendizing this item for =

- commission action. Discussion followed, and Commissioner McKenna suggested including a caveat to'

allow the commission to reagendize the federal lands bill map for additional discussion. This-should =~

- provide staff with sufficient planning time and direction. Commissioner McKenna expressed apreference

for a “big map” which can be trimmed “rather than a small map and try and add things.” Mr. Moellendorf
dvised that the purpose for agendizing the item was to engage the commissioners and the public in a
dialogue about the specific properties in order to inform a decision. He further advised that a repmnilzed _

map will be agendized in December. - : |
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~ Commissioner McKenna advised of having'studied 't‘he pmcéss, ‘and expréssed the opinion that the
- community would be foolish not to acquire as much land as possible and then figure out how to manage =~ =
it to the highest level possible this year and into the future. He expressed the opinion that the federal -~
~government will not be able to manage the land any better than the City. Mr. Moellendorf advised of very .

_ extensive, almost philosophical discussions regarding land management. The Humboldt-Toiyabe National

" Forest is the largest in the continental United States. Mr. Moellendorf agreed that the community hasmore =~ -~

of a vested interest in the property surrounding the City, and that the City will be better able to manage the

~land. Commissioner McKenna advised that federal agencies are losing staff and time, and expressed the . ©

.. opinion that th’a USFS is in the process of getting out of the land management business.
In respoﬂse to a question, Mr., Moellendorf advised of having met w1th USFS raprese:ntam es,
. approximately a year ago, regarding the west side properties in conjunction with the proposed federal lands

bill. Part of the impetus of the plan was to attempt to consolidate management areas. At that time, the

‘general idea was for the USFS to be primarily responsible for management of the higher ground and the

City for management of the lower elevations. Mr. Moellendorf referred to Chief Giomi’s concerns over

" expenses associated with urban interface lands in proximity to residential areas. The idea, atthe time, was
~ toeliminate the checkerboard pattern of land ownership. The USFS had plenty of input. In response to
. afurther question, Mr. Moellendorf advised of the possibility of management partnerships where one entity
would own the property and another would manage it. Management partnerships, however, don’t solve
. ome of the larger issues associated with land management, one of which is the federal government

- encumbrances to which the City 1s not subject. One of the USFS biggest complaints is that by the time they

get through the federal processes, the opportunity to manage lands at the highest level may have been lost.. -

City-owned . property, not encumbered by federal regulations and processes, can be managed more -
efficiently with regard to timing. Mr. Moellendorfnoted that the philosophical arguments can “swing both

. ways” in that. the “so-called federal hurdles” provide the time and opportunity to stud}f management :
practices fm’ an ‘area as a whole.

Mr. Guzman reminded the commissioners that staff will return to dlSCllSS management issues associated

with the properties. He requested the commissioners to consider priorities which should be added to or -
- eliminated from the proposed map. Commissioner Keeton expressed concern: over the northeastern

- properties, and the opinion that it’s easier to designate as many properties as possible and figure out how -

- to manage them than to try and enhance the map later. He inquired as to the reason for allowing the - |

- property which was originally designated for a shooting facility to “stay with the BLM.” Inresponse to a -

question, Mr. Guzman advised that Carson City will continue to have the ability to use the-prapeﬁy for

access, recreation, and open space as it is currently designated by the BLM. Commissioner Keeton

expressed the understanding that public testimony indicated “just as much desire to have [the property] - =~
turned 16 the City than to stay federal.” He emphasized the importance of considering that the City will
have no control over the future disposition of federal lands. Mr. Guzman advised that Planning -~~~ -
- Commission Vice Chairperson Mark Kimbrough shared Commissioner Keeton’s opinion. He further = 1
~.dvised of having tallied the written comments regarding the subject property. The results indicated

_. ‘opposition to parcel #30 being designated for State Housing, support for demgnatmg the Sllver Saddle
- Ranchasa regmnal park or open space, and for including Prison Hill. :

2.2/
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~ Chief Giomi pm-vide'd' further clarification with regard to the purpose for '-agendizmg this item, and |

suggestions with regard to possible action. Commissioner McKenna inquired as to the possibility of - _' o
© -acquiring property to the north side of Fifth Street all the way to the Moftfat property. Mr. Guzmanadvised -~

- ofdiscussions with Division of State Lands representatives the disposition of the hill itself, not the flat land
~.and the disposition of hilly land that they don’t consider prime land for development. He further advised
that the discussions had taken place a long time ago and agreed it may be time to renew the discussions. -

- Commissionier McKenna explained this vision that “from the River, all the way through the Moffat -
- property, all ’the way down Fairview Drive, and all the way down to the correctional institution on the south -

end of town, now you have open space ... a view shed of the rest of the City. On the back side, on the |
Carson River Road side, that’s pretty much included in this and it will all be wild lands but on the side you
- sec from the test of Carson City, from the west side, when they look to the east, if we had that entire
property there, you're driving through rural area. And, with the build out ... of the Lompa property, that
view shed may become more important to the looks of Carson City and 1 like the fact that you can walk
- from the Brunswick Canyon Bridge to the correctional institution and just look at the west side of Carson

. Cit}r*”

Chairperson Curtis called for additional public comment. {6:28:50) John Devaney describe the location
of his property, and expressed concern over the proposed designation of parcel #30. He requested the
commissioners to consider recommending acquisition of parcel #30 by the City for the Open Space -
- ‘rogram, including Prison Hill, and that it not be ceded to the state for housing development. He expressed

~ the opinion that the parcel should not be developed because of “unsuitabilities” raised in the parcel -

evaluation conducted by RCI. He distributed written comments to the commissioners and staff and

- reviewed the same.

(6:34:‘4’?] Kathi Lawrence commended City staff on the public process associated with the federal lands -
~bill. She objected to designating parcel #30 for disposition to the state for affordable housing. She .

- expressed the opinion that “it is just way to premature for the Board of Supervisors to support something -~

- like that. No project has come before the Board. This piece of property has not been on any agenda

anywhere to talk about whether or not it’s appropriate for anything.” She expressed the further opinion that. = )

" use of the parccf should be “up to Carson City.”
(6:37:25) In rcsponse toa quesuon Mr Guzman adx ased Bruce Kittess that the report cammmsmneci from

- RCI was authorized by City Manager Linda Ritter. Mr. Kittess discussed the understanding that the
commission was to have commented on the report prepared by RCI. He expressed concern that the master
plan indicales upward rather than outward growth which won’t include additional acquisition of federal
. land. He expressed additional concern over consideration of parcel #23 which considers 700 acres of open -
space and a museum.

©Mr. Guzman advised that the parcel evaluation wasn’t prepared for “1ine—bjf~line-”-dis'cu'ss'ifon ’d}f' the

" dvisory committees, but for the purpose of providing additional information aside from staff’s opinions. o

He further advised that the lands bill does not propose outward growth, but use of federally-owned land
within the City boundaries. He noted that only six parcels are proposed for development. He reiterated that
'management custs and factors will be presented to the commission and other advisory comrmttees at future

@




CARSUN CITY PARKS AND RECRE &TIGN CUH&HSSIDN
- Minutes of the November 7, 2006 Meetmg :
: : Page 8 o

meetings. .

In response to a comment, Mr. Guzman advised of the commitment to deed restrict t'he._dés:ign&téd'__ S
- properties for the purposes indicated. He reiterated that all lands designated for economic developmentare -
- interior to the City’s boundary. In response to a question, he described the perimeter as specifiedinthe

- agenda materials. Commissioner McKenna expressed the opinion that the west side of Deer Run Road,

- from the ’orldge all the way to Silver Saddle, should remain natural with no development. Mr. Guzman =~
- advised this property is designated as the Ambrose-Carson River Natural Area. Chairperson Curtis -~
. expressed the opinion that the parcel evaluation is “internally inconsistent.” She reiterated the difficulty -

-of making decisions “on some of these larger questions.” She discussed the need for a horse arena and an

equestrian trail head, and suggested considering parcels other than the Silver Saddle Ranch She g
f:ntertamed amotion.

Cominissioner Keeton moved to tentatweh' recommend to tl}e Bﬂard uf Supen isors adophon ofthe

fedéral lands bill map, as presented, subject to the following amendments: (1) the Parks and i

" Recreation Commission is in favoer of including the Prison Hill recreation area in the federal lands

bill map; this property would be included as a part of the Silver Saddle Regional Park; however, the L -
emphasis on this land should be for trails, natural areas, preservation of wildlife habitat, and -~

protection of the property’s scenic resource; (2) that the BLM transfer polygons 27, 28, and 29 to
-arson Clty for open space, recreation, and trails use; and (3) that the Parks and Renreatmn-

- Comimission supports the recommendations of the other commissions concerning polygons 1,27, 28, - : |

29,30, and 33. Commissioner McKenna seconded the motion. Inresponse to a question, Commissioner -

- Keeton pointed out parcel 33 on the displayed map. Commissioner Keeton acknowledged the intent of his™ -

~ motion that parcel 33 would be transferred to Carson City. In response to a question, Commissioner =~

“ McKenna moved to amend the motion to include the gateway. Commissioner Felesinasecondedthe
amendment, Chief Giomi advised that polygon #1 had been recommended in two different ways. In

~response to a question, Commissioner Keeton explained his intent to request that polygon #1 be returned
to the commission for further discussion. Chairperson Curtis called for a vote on the pending’ amendment
- motion carrled 6-0. She called for a vote on the pending motion; motion carried 6-0.

4. NON ACTION ITEMS

'STATUS REPORTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM STAFF (? 48: 33) Ms, Smger? B

_ dlscussed the Question #18 celebration, basketball registration and schedules, the Vﬂlleyball program, the =~~~
- new footsall program, and the setf-pace triathalon program being developed by Scott Keith and Kurt Meyer.

- She advised that the next edition of the Discover Us will be published on December 26", * She further
advised that the deadline is next week, and requested the commissioners to submit photographs. and/or

information. Mr. Moellendorf advised that Parks and Recreation Department staff would be attendmg the' £ .

: annual Athletfc Business Conference in Las Vegas.

 COMMISSIONERS’ ANNOUNCEMENTS AND REQUESTS FOR INFORMATION

(7:53: 49) - In response to a question, Mr. Moellendorf advised that the plan for the pathways system at the - s

' Carsen Tahrae Regional Medzcal Center would be presented to the commission at a futurf: meeimg

@
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A mraetmg {}f the Carson Clt}’ Open Space Advisory {Z'ommmee was scheduled for 1 {}0 p.ni.on Thumday Ny

- August 3, 2{]06 in the Community Center Bonanza Room, 851 East William Street, Carson Clty, Nﬁ‘v ada |

: PRESENT ‘v’lce Chalrperson Dan Jacquet
' . “TriciaLincomn
SRS _Wa}ne Perock .
. Howard Riedl
- Bruce Scott
STAFF: = Lmda Ritter, Clt}f Manager o
- Juan Guzman, Open Space / Property Manager L
- . Ann Bollinger, Open Space Assistant o
. Stacy Giomi, Fire Chief
.- Kathleen King, Recording Secretary

NOTE: A tape recording of thesc proceedings, the committed’s agenda materials, and any written
comments or documentation provided to the recording secretary during the meeting are public record; on

- fileinthe Clerk—Recorder s Office. These materials are available for review during reguiar busmess hﬂum j_-"i :

= f TALL ’I‘{) {)RDER, DETERMINATIDN OF AQUORUM(1 -{Iﬂ{}}] Vice Chaarperson J acquet ca!led

the meetmg tcu order at 1:04 p.m. ﬁ quorum was present. Chairperson Hartman and Member Fischer: were L

absent |

S CI’EIZEN, COWENTS {}IN NON;AGENDIZE?D ITEMS {1’-@::}'21) -Nome,
L Acﬁtm 'ON'AP?RGWL OF MINUTES (1-0026) - Nor. : |
g MODIFICATIUN TD TIHE AGENDA (1:0030) - None.

B '-'AGENDA ITEMS:

~A ACTIOE\ T(} MAI{E RECOMMENDATIDNS TO THE BOARD OF SU?ERVISORS =

| REGARDING THE POTENTIAL DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF CITY AND FEDERAL

LANDS LOCATED WITHIN THE CARSON RANGE, VIRGINIA RANGE, CARSON RIVER,

' AND CITY ENVIRONMENTS, THROUGH CONGRESS AND THE FEDERAL LANDS BILL

PR{}CESS (- D{}4D) Mr. Guzman thanked the committee members, staff, and the citizens for their
 attendance, and explained the purpose of the meeting, He advised that one of the main canmdﬂratmns in-oc

: movmg forward with the lands bill is the cost of the land to be managed,

1-0081) Chief Giomi advised of concerns regarding ramifications, from a fire protectmn standpmnt of .
: .bamg responsible over open space land. He discussed expenses associated with fighting fires, and advised -

~ that the federal government, in recent years, has not been as generous in providing funding for fighting wild S
~ land :Eires The Gnvemment Accountmg Officehash //gc_llpamcu arly strict with the U.S. Forest Sewme and o

&Y
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" the Bureauof Land Management over ensuring that local government jurisdictions “pay for what is theirs.”

Federal agencies have been “absolutely precluded” from paying any costs associated with protecting =

structures inrelation to a wild land fire. Chief Giomi reviewed known costs associated with the Linehan

~fire. He requested the committee to consider that land immediately abutting structures is particularly :
- expensive to manage from a fire protection standpoint. '

Tn response to'a question, Chief Giomi advised there is no difference in fire protection management costs
- associated with private lands and those which may be on the Open Space Program’s acquisition list. The - S
- - federal government only allocates funding to extinguish fires on federal lands. Chief Giomi acknowledged -
that federal land converted to City-owned land is the issue. The Fire Department is already responsible for =~

protecting ptivate land. Costs of fighting fire are determined on the values at risk. Land immediately -'
adjacent to homes has more values at risk than parcels of land surrounded only by natural resources. With
regard to acquinng land, Chief Giomi advised that the fundamental consideration should be whether the

- City can manage lands better than the federal agencies. Consideration would then have to be given to

maintaining defensible space, dealing with noxious weeds, ete. Chief Giomi advised that private land -
owners are required to perform these management responsibilities on their land. The City would, in turn,
be required to perform the management on its land.

~Inresponsetoa questidn', Chief Giomi advised of 4 very good relaﬁﬁnship between the City, the B'LM, the

"JSFS, and the Nevada Division of Forestry in terms of fuels management work.  The BLM fuels =
_management process is far more streamlined and quicker than the USFS process. Chief Giomi advisedthat
-the City is working with NDF on designating a dedicated inmate crew, which would also be availableto

the Open Space Program. In response to a comment, Chief Giomi noted that the City can act very quickly -

- with regard to lands it owns. The available resources to act are another issue. Chief Giomi advised that o

“the BLM and the USFS want to be good neighbors and don’t want their land to create hazards tostructures.
Conversely, they don’t want structures on City property to create hazards to their wild land, On the west

side of town, in Ash and Kings Canyons and in Timberline, the USFS has been very active in reducing fuels
over the past ﬂve years,

Member Sm}tt suggestﬂd it is better to address pre-suppression issues than the costs assnclated Wlth o

suppressmn or post-suppression. He agreed that the various agencies have sefious issues with regard to -

- funding for management. He noted that the City has a great deal of open space on the westside,inthe form

of utilities lands, that hasn’t been managed. He suggested a certain amount of back log and noted themany -~

. and varied activities in the aftermath of the Waterfall Fire. He expressed understanding for balancing Chief -~

-~ Giomi’s concerns over suppression costs, as more property is acquired, with the ability to conduct S
management projects. He expressed additional concern, with regard to the west side of town, thatif some -

of the lower property is not acquired, the City may be left with a more dangerous condition in terms of the - _
ability to reduce fuels and conduct pre-fire management projects. Chief Giomi agreed provided the land

s acquired with the understanding that management funding will have to be allocated. He advisedofa
reat deal of fuels management work done on the City’s utilities land two or three years prior to the
Waterfall Fire. He noted the importance of recognizing that acquiring the land and performing fuels = =

management doesn’t mean there won’t be fire. He reiterated that the responsibility for suppressior will fail - |

- tothe C}ty Member Scott agreed that open space resgurces have to be considered in terms of managament
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k As more pmparty is acqwred management patanttaﬂy becomes a largar part of the Open Space Program o o
budget. - Chief Giomi reiterated the request for the committee to consider ongoing management and -~

treatment of acquired lands into the future. Member Scott agreed that acquiring the land is a lang-term = &
commitment, not _]ust DWIiﬁrShlp transfer. . . _ ae
 Member Lmaaln mqulred astocosts as somatacl with fire suppression and management of the chaakarbaard :

- pattern; whether it would be better to eliminate the checkerboard as much as possible. Chief Giomi

expressed the opinion that the checkerboard pattern is better because of being able to present a more .

- convincing argument to the federal agencies that the threat to their lands was as great as the threat to the

- City’s lands and, therefore, that suppression costs should be shared. In response to a further question o

ragardmg commitment of resources to fire suppression, Chief Giomi advised that assigning resources .
~ considers the values at risk. “Ownership doesn’t matter; it’s the threat " :

 Vice Chalrperson Jacquat élscusaed the concept of “bandmg owaarshlp, ie, the hlgh caantry becomes .
 the amterahtp of the USFS, and the foothills become the ownership of the Ctty In response to a question

regarding the ramifications of such a land pattern, Chief Giomi advised that, in terims of wild land fire

- fighting, the foothills are the most expensive lands to manage. “... taking over management of the ...

foothills, which is the part- most likely to be built up against or next to, then we’re taking on tha

responsibility for providing the long-term management ... for that land, and it’s goingtobe more expensive,
- werthe long-term, ... to maintain that land close to the homes than it is to maintain the land that’s half-way
up the mountainside. The land that’s half-way up the mountainside doesn’t need fuel management work - -

- onit...because itisn’t a threat to the structures.” In response to a question regarding costs associated with -

fire suppression and fuels management on forested versus non-forested lands, Chief Giomi advised thatthe :
answer would be too dependent upon the kind of fire and the kind of season. Non-forest fires typically =~ =
. follow wet winters. Fires occur more significantly in forested land following several years of drought.

~* Chief Giomi advised that forest fires cost more to extinguish because they are typically longer-burningand . -

- burn more resources. Rehabilitation costs associated with forest fires are astronomical. Chief Giomi -
' aaknowledgﬂd that forest fires are less frequent but more costly in the lar.tg-tarm ' e

Chtef Gwml acknawledged tha City is raspenmble for struciura protectmn as Well as wild land pratacttan e
- of City-owned and private property. Member Riedl inquired as to which would be the better situation: to

-have USFS lands abutting developed areas or to have a City-owned buffer between federal lands and .

developed areas. He suggested there would be more control over management of the buffer arca between

- USFS lands and the developed areas as opposed to relying on the USFS to manage their lands. He

s acknowledged the City would still be responsible for protecting structures whether the City owns “across L
- the property line or the Forest Service.” Chief Giomi reiterated that the City will always have the
responsibility for protecting structures. Controlling the fire’s perimeter is “really where you get downto . = -

brass tacks as to who pays.” If the fire’s perimeter comes on to City land, it is the City’s responsibility to -

mamtam and hold the panmetar The USFS would pay for the ground forces required to maintain and hold
‘ta penmater _ _ _ :
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“Vice: Chalrperson J acquet suggested that it may make sense to acqulre some of the 1and 1f the federal S
‘agencies can’t adequately manage it and perform fuels projects and, thus, put the community atrisk, Ifthe =~ - ':

- relationship with the USFS and the BLM is good, and adequate service in terms of fuels managementis = =
being provided, Chief Giomi’s argument becomes more important. Chief Giomi reiterated the fundamental -+

" question as to whether the City is better able to provide overall land management than the federal agencies.

He advised that a lot of the funding received for fiiel management projects was allacated front the federal o

- goveriiment. Now, only the federal agencies are recemng funding for fuel management there s no mnre e
- grant fundmg “filtenng down fo local agencies.”

| : pasmbﬂlty of entering into management agre&ments with the USFS fer vmrk whlch is speclﬁc to Carsan'

City. Chief Giomi commented “that would be the best of both wortlds.” He cautioned that there would be - .
no federal funding allocated for fuels management projects. He noted the importance of a management

agreement specifying that the USFS would maintain the responsibility for extinguishing fires on their land.
He advised that the Humboldt-Toiyabe National Forest is the largest forest in the United States, after.

- Alaska. In response to a question, he advised that the USFS would likely not be requesting any federal - ._
-~ funding, even as part of their budget, for managing the land covered by any management agreement with. =

‘the City. - In reference to an earlier comment, Mr. Guzman discussed difficulties associated with
rehabilitation of the Waterfall Fire burn area in light of the existing checkerboard pattern. Chief Giomi

~ greed that the checkerboard pattern would be difficult in terms of rehabilitation. 'He suggested that_._._ ._ -
B reiatneiy small parcels of land wouldn’t be “that big a deal.”  Large parcels of land behind large:

subdivisions “start running into big costs.” In response to a question, Chief Giomi agreed to make a Fire
- Department representative available to attend committee meetings whenever necessary. o

(1-1115) Dave Hampton inquired as to the possibility of selling City lands back to the federal government.
Chief Giomi advised that the more land owned by the federal government means less land over which the-
- Fire Department is responsible. '

~ Vice Chaitperson Jacquet discussed frustrations over performance of federal agencies, in terms of fuels and '

- general management. He agreed the City can accomplish projects more quickly, and that costs are always

- anissue, Henoted the importance of “more dogs in the fight,” and the ability to share resources and costs
for the good of the community. Chief Giomi reiterated that the City Fire Department has done a good deal

- of fuels management work on private land with grant funding. He agreed that federal government

~ processes are cumbersome and time-consuming, but noted that the processes provide for publicinput. He == -
agreed the Czty is able to accomplish projects more quickly, but noted the same responsibility for due

B | dlllgence

| amount nf access” is reasonable because it prov 1des away to extmgumh fires. He expressed the belief that:: L :
- eople will find a way to get into wild land arcas. Some access will provide the ability for enforcement and o
for fire protection. Chief Giomi expressed the opinion that it is difficult to completely restrict and control

- access. Member Ried] agreed and expressed the belief that people tend to be “self-policing,” Chief Giomi
discussed t‘ne Rifle and Pistol Range as an example of the importance of prowdmg facllmes rather than

______ T G
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allowing g:-eople: to recreate in relatively inaccessible areas.  In respsjﬁsé o a question rﬂgaifdiﬁg'thé e
possibility of a shooting range facility east of Deer Run Road, he advised that Fire Department staff could = - =

work with the Parks Department to incorporate fuel treatments into the design and operation of the facility.

- Vice Chairperson Jacquet and Mr. Guzman thanked Chief Giomi. Chief Giomi reiterated the foer to attend o

committee meetlngs and provide input on specific parcels.

M. Rlﬁer prowded background information on the purpose of this rﬁeeting to review the iaﬁds bi’H'm'afJ SN
1o ensure the City is not taking on more liability and cost than is necessary. She expressed appreciation for

- the committeée members reviewing the lands bill map. She discussed the importance of being able to testify
before the congressional delegation with regard to the purpose of the lands included as well as the method

by which they will be managed. She advised of having encouraged Mr. Guzman to develop broad

~ management plans for some of the properties to ensure “we know exactly what we’re getting info.” She

requested the committee members to consider the balance between the benefits of acquiring the properties =~

and the liabilities. In response to a question, she provided background information with regard to

development of the lands bill map. In response to a further question, she advised that the comprehensive o

master planning process was used to receive public input in development of the lands bill map. She

. expressed the belief that the public process, for such an endeavor, is very important. The corgressional

~ delegation has been assured that the City will take the lands bill through a very complete pubhc process,
including stakeholders, to “attempt to get full buy-in.” :

o In response toa questiéﬁ With regard to pnnntles . Rlﬁer advxsed of three acres near Costce uwned by L

the USFS-on which the City has license agreements for drainage structures; and property adjacent to
Arrowhead Drive which is “right in the middle of ... residences.” She discussed the shift in the practice

of federal agencies providing funding for fire management and protection. Member Scott suggested that !
. the USFS. seems to be “more strapped and has more difficulty in management” than the BLM.  He .

expressed concern over the community being more exposed in the future if all of the west sidé is under
USFS ownership. Ms. Ritter reiterated concerns over balancing benefits and Habilities. She noted that-
- some of the parcels are very large, and suggested some of them could be refined by specific uses. She
advised of pmp.e-rties adjacent to the V&T Railway which are being considered for museum atructuras.
In respnnse to a questmn Ms. Ritter requested this committee to evaluate the properties in hght of thmr .
uses. She offered to have the Parks and Recreation Department and Utilities Division staff provide input -
- with regard to their vision for the properties. She requested input of this committee with regard to

- ‘properties which will be manageable. Vice Chairperson Jacquet advised of public concern thata lands bill - :

- could be used to acquire property and then “turn around in a master plan amendment” and develop the -

- property. Ms. Ritter advised that property acquired under the lands bill would be deed restricted. She =
- acknowledged that taking action to do something different than that which is specified in the deed, would.

cause the land to revert back to the appropriate federal agency. She noted that public input into the master

- planning process indicated no desire to expand the borders of the City.

In response to a question, Mr. Guzman explained that the parcels depicted 'on the draft lands bill map
represent staff’s “best guess” after having discussed the possibilities with State representatives, the City .
Manager etc. He acknowledged having visited the parcels. He explained that the lands are depicted as

22D
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' square for ease in dlseussmg pareels in sections and subsectlens He pmvzded an overview cf the draft i

' lands bill map which was included in the agenda materials and displayed in the meeting room. He =

. reiterated the willingness to place deed restrictions on land acquired to specify it will not be developed for -~

. amything other than what is indicated during the public process. - He noted there would be no such =

assurances if the land is owned by the USFS. Member Scott commented that perhaps some of the lands

- depicted on the map should be developed for drainage, parks and recreation facilities, etc. Mr. Guzman- . -
- advised that each label on the draft lands bill map designates the purpose of the land. Inresponse toa

question, he advised that the City has worked very closely with the USFS and the BLM, over the past ten -

- years, in terms of ownership patterns and desirable lands. He pointed out lands which the USFS is very -

interested in owning and those which the USFS is very interested in the City owning. Ms. Ritter adwsed e
that the USFS is very mferested in land exchanges. :

Member Riedl mqmred as to the timing of tying land management agreements o the 1amis bfil He -

acknewledged liabilities associated with acquiring certain properties, but expressed the heilef that risk

management should be carefully considered. There are risks inherent in having federal agencies manage

certain lands “that they aren’t capable of managing ...” Ms. Ritter suggested that management agreements -~
* may be the solution, and could be handled separately from the lands bill. Mr. Guzman advised of
: Supemsor Williamson’s interest in increasing uses at the Silver Saddle Ranch. Aftersome discussionwith
-~ BLMrepresentatives, the property was removed from the draft lands bill and the parties decided fodevelop  ~

management agreement. That document has been drafted and is in the process of being considered by

~ the City. Mr. Guzman agreed that properties which could be addressed by management agreement do not e

belong in the iands ball

' Vaee Chalrpersen }aequet diseussed wﬂderness demgnatmns and mqmred as to the Caty s mterest n -

e ~exploring such a designation in the area of El Dorado Canyon and the more rural portions of the City, Ms." S

Ritter advised that discussions regarding wilderness areas have not entered into development of the draft |

- lands bill. - She explained that the City’s lands bill is unique in that consideration is being given to o |

- maintaining parcels for public use rather than selling them for development.. She advised of norequest to
consider a wilderness area in the Pine Nut Mountains. Vice Chairperson Jacquet suggested that wilderness
- designations. would guarantce use restrictions on federal lands. Ms. Ritter expressed concem over

- guaranteeing access in wilderness designated areas. She suggested the possibility of other demgnatmns .
which would guarantee aCCess. _ :

(1 -2374} Dat« e Hampten adv lsed that the Czty has no prepertv W hieh would qualhf‘;yr as w:ldemess beeause T
~oof already—establlshed vehicle access. . _ :

B Vme Chalrperson Jacquet agreed and adwsed of ether desxgnatlene such as conservauen areas, scenic i
- areas, natural areas, etc. Ms. Ritter agreed the possibility could be explored. Vice Chalrperson Jacquet an-:i R

. the eommzttee members thanked Ms. Ritter for her attendance and partleipa‘tmn N

h '{ 1- 2445} Rob Potter expressed support fer using inmate crews toassist with fuels ancl property management :
projects. He dlscussed his experience with inmate crews, as part of his employment '

@{i
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Mr. Guzman pmwded a detailed overview of and responded to questmns fegardmg, the rlrafts lands bﬂi i o

- map whmh was included in the agenda materials and displayed in the meeting room.

Memher Smtt suggested that the area maps will be particularly important in Areas 3 and 5, and noted that .

topography in those areas will have a great deal of bearing. He suggested considering those areas which - S

- cither haven’t been rejected or need to be determined in a broader, more philosophical way, suchas the =
- west side. Mr. Guzman suggested that some of the pertinent questions include whether to continue with

the policy of pursuing purchase of lands available for sale, and whether to dedicate Open Space ngram'

funds tomanagement of interface lands. He explained the purpose of this meeting to expose the conumttee_ N .

members to the concepts included in the draft lands bill,

- M’ember Riedl dlscus‘sed the i impnrtance of considering federal lands in terms of reducing the risks of fire
* damage, resource degradation, etc, due to the federal government agencies’ inability to manage the lands.

- He expressed support for including properties such as C Hill, and disagreement with including the 40-acre- -
parcel in Kings Canyon. He expressed support for recommending land transfers “as long as there wasa .

commitment by Carson City and the federal government to come up with ... a joint management plan.” He
expressed concerns over transferring utility lands to the USFS. Mr. Guzman proposed that the committee

- formulate similar comiments, and advised that this item would be reagendized for the August 21% meeting, |

- At this point, he advised that “other than Edmonds and Carson River Park, everythmg else is what staff
elieves that we shou}d talk about to the federal government.” . -

o Memi)er Scott suggested that the Carson City lands bill has the potentlal to be qulte dlffﬂfrent ihan nther o

- lands bills around the state. He acknowledged the value in some of the economic dev: elopment parcels and

. in those which are surrounded by private property. He expressed concern over the watershed areas. He -

expressed support for the City managing C Hill under a management agreement with the USFS. He

expressed appreciation for the opportunity to review the map, but suggested a “much scaled down version
of ﬁns as something that might come forward.”

. Vice Chalrpersnn ]acquet Sﬁggestcd the “bottom line is what nbstacles do we have, as a c-:mnnumty, that: L
take an act of Congress to solve, And those are the opportuniities you want fo take.” Other authoritiesto

solve the problems should be pursued wherever possible. Vice Chairperson Jacquet expressed the belief
the City shouldn’t miss the opportunity to use the lands bill to address the majority of public lands existing

N - east of the City boundary. “These will become the next frontier for open space. ... They look largely

- undevelopable now ... but that'll be the next place.” Vice Chaarperson Jacquet dlswssed the valuable

- resource represented by the Carson River, noting that it is presently a “jumble of different responsibilities
~ and authorities” in terms of management. He suggested the lands bill may represent an opportunity to use - &t
- an act of Congress to help consolidate some of the mission and purpose associated with the River. He . -
referred to the Alpine Decree and noted people are fairly satisfied with it. “On the other hand, if an act of ..

' | Congress was to designate the River corridor as a riparian area,” the community may have greater access

- 5 federal fundmg for acquisition to help deal with water quality issues. Vice Chairperson Jacquet noted

. that the west side is the community’s “scenic backdrop.” He suggested the possibility of designating those =
lands as a scenic areca, He reiterated the need to hear from Mr. Guzman the net result of the lands billon

the community’s open space.Mr. Guzman advised that Principal Planner Lee Plernel has tables av allab_iu_a .




~ CARSON CITY OPEN SPACE ADVISORY COMMITTEE " B
..~ . Minutes of the August 3, 2006 Meeting o
DRAFT - . ST Page 8

~ whenever the committee is ready to analyze the issues. He E:ﬁpreésed the opinion that more 'agreeméﬂt'isf S
- needed on “what it is that we want.” He advised that the City is considering using Open Space Program L

funding for management of the lands; there are no other funds available. -

- Inresponse to a question, Mr. Guzman advised that it is the function of the Open Space Program to acquire .
lands and to manage them pursuant to a plan. Inresponse to a further question, he advised that openspace
- management. includes noxious weeds, access, recreation, and fire prevention. He acknowledged that :
management of west side properties will be very different than of east side properties. He respondedto = -

additional questions regarding the lands bill time line.

4. NON-ACTION ITEMS: | R

~ STATUS REPORTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM STAFF - None. |

- MEMBERS’ ANNOUNCEMENTS AND REQUESTS FOR INFORMATION - None.
5. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS (2-1950) - Vice Chairperson Jacquet and Mr. Guzman reviewed the
tentative agenda for the August 21 committee meeting, TR

= ACTION ON ADJOURNMENT (2-1987) - Member Scott moved to adjourn the meetingat3:25
- p.m. Member Perock seconded the motion. Motion carried 5-0. T

~ The Minutes of the August 3, 2006 Carson City Open Space Advisory Committee meeting are o apﬁm-ed . §
o this day_nf August, 2006, S _ D .
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A regular ﬁieétiﬁg' of the Carson City Open S;:race Advisory Committee was scheduled for 6:00 p.m. on :  o
Monday, August 21, 2006 in the Commumty Center Sierra Room, 851 East William Street Carson Clt}f’, o

Mevada. _

- PRESENT:. Ch&lrperson Steve Hartman
Michael Fischer
- Tncla Lincoln
Wayne Perock
Howard Riedl
“Bruce Scott

- STAFF:  Roger Moellendorf, Parks and Recreation Department Director
. - Juan Guzman, Open Space / Property Manager
- Ann Bollinger, Open Space Assistant '
Lee Plemel, Planning and Community Development Pmlc;pal Planner
Mary-Margaret Madden, Senior Deputy District Attorney
- Kathleen King, Recording Secretary :

. NOTE: A recordmg of these proceedings, the comrittee’s agfmda materials, and any wrltten |

‘comments or documentation provided to the recording secretary during the meeting are public record, on ~

- fileinthe C lerk-Recorder’s Office. These materials are available for review during regular business hours.

_ 'CALL Tﬁ ORDER AM) DETERMINATIO“\E OF A QUORUM (6 00: -00) - Chalrpersnn Hartman
- called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. A quorum was present. Vice Chairperson Jacquet was: absent o

- Member mec-ln arrived at 6:02 p.m.

" CITIZEN COMMENTS ON NON-AGENDIZED ITEMS (6:00: [}2) None.

¥ : ACTIGY Uh APPROVAL OF MINUTES - June 19, 2006 and August 3, Eﬂﬁﬁ (6 00: }4) '

" Member Scott moved to approve the: August 3 minutes. Member Perock seconded the motion, Motion

: ~ carried 5-0. Member Fischer moved to approve the June 19" minutes. Member Riedl seconded the motmn -

Motion camt:d 50

MDBIFJCATI(}N S TO THE AGENDA {5 01: 5{}) Chalrperson Hartman mocilﬁed the agenda |

o tr:} address item 3-B prior toitem 3-A. (6:32:54) AtMr. Guzman’s suggestion, Chairperson Hartman ﬁll'thﬂl'. _
modified the agenda to address item 3-C prior to item 3-A. _ o

3. AGENDAITEMS: | | |
B 3-A. ACTION TO MAKE RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
' REGARDING THE POTENTIAL DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITIONS OF CITY AND

' FEDERAL LANDS LOCATED WITHIN THE CARSON RANGE, VIRGINTA RANGE, CARSON

~ IVER, AND CITY ENVIRONMENTS, THROUGH CONGRESS AND THE FEDERAL LANDS -

~ BILL PROCESS (7:10:50) - Mr. Guzman reviewed the staff report and provided an overview of )
- discussion which took place at the August 3¥ committee meeting. He pointed out, on a displayed map, the _
three parcels w hich will be designated for economic development. The other exchanges, acquisitions, and

: DU | .@f
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dispmsit.ioﬁs ér:e'predicat'ed'on management or open space considerations. Mr. Guziman referred to thﬂ_detail'.': i
maps included in the agenda materials and displayed in the meeting room. He hopes to have a final draft -~
- of the lands bill map ready to be presented to the Congressional delegation in November or Decembet Eﬂ{]ﬁ e

- Chairperson Hartman disclosed that he is a member of the Carson City Trap Club.

(7:20:04) Mr. Plemel provided background information on his involvement in developing the tands bill -~
map. He noted issues of management and use with regard to ownership decisions. He advised that

evaluation of the lands indicates current and proposed ownership, whether or not the City has mamtenance -~

resptmsibiiity under R&PP leases, and whether the proposed use is allowed under current ewnership. He

reviewed the Proposed Federal Lands Bill Map Land Use and Ownership Comparison Table included in |
- the agenda materials,

Cha.irperscin Hartman referred to Fire Chief Stacey Giomi’s comments, at the August 3™ meeting, with -
regard to fire management. He noted that the same property referred to by Chief Giomi is also managed
for watershed. He expressed understanding for Chief Giomi’s concerns, but suggested that watershed
. management represents a larger issue. Member Scott inquired as to the cost associated with management

 of utilities lands on the west side of town. He noted one of the most critical issues in the open space
_questionnaire was the community’s scenic backdrop. Part of the charge of the Open Space Master Plan
element is to preserve the scenic backdrop in the best way possible. Member Scott expressed a willingness -
" to consider investing funds in management of the scenic backdrop in order to keep it from being so
susceptible to fire. In response to a question, Mr. Guzman advised that a considerable amount of general

- .ond money was allocated to Waterfall Fire rehabilitation. The U.S. Forest Service funded dgreatdealof

" the cost as well. Member Scott expressed the opinion that “it’s time for more management” of the west .~ .

side utilities properties in order to preserve and protect those areas that didn't burn and to rehabilitate and. 5
re-establish those areas that did. He suggested the community is at somewhat of a crossroads, and = .
expressed the opinion that the responsibility of the Open Space Advisory Committec is a greater . - -

- commitment to ongoing management. He suggested more susceptibility on the west side because of trees

and the larger brush community. He advised of being intrigued by the possibility of management _'

agreements in which the City could take on sufficient responsibility to “be able to have a lotof say m ...

the potential for minimizing the impact of fire.” He noted the additional element of law enforcement, and. -

" suggested that management agreements may provide for more enforcement. He advised of leaning, in a
general way, toward keeping more on the west side, not acquiring as much on the east mde, and considerin g

o management agreements to bridge the gaps.

- Member Perm:k expressed concern over large properties bemg turned over to ﬁlﬂ U S Fmest Senfme or -

Nevada State Parks. He advised of having contacted Nevada State Parks representatives earlier in the day, -
who indicated they were not aware of the lands bill. He expressed the opinion that Nevada State Parks

should have been brought in very early, and advised of having invited Nevada State Parks Chief of =
Planning and Development Steve Weaver to the meeting. He expressed concern over NEPA processes .

- associated with USFS projects, and commented that “evervthing is so slow, by the time you’ve planned it, =
~ it’s too late.” He noted that the properties to be acquired by Nevada State Parks would not have to be

-included in a federal lands bill. He advised of having heard that Senator Amodei may submit a bill draft™ .

o zquest for forest health projects in the Little Valley / Hobart area. He suggested that City representatives

discuss with the Senator the possibility of expanding the project scope to include some of the forested City .

properties. He expressed reservations about recommending lands to the USFS, and suggﬁsted dlscussmg -
“management agreements with Nevada State Parksméesentahves

<33)
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~ember Ria&l-é;:preséed concern over the City giving the federal government more of its lands, and the
opinion that turning over 2,705 acres to the USFS is ridiculous. He agreed with Member Scott’s comiments - -

- thatmuch of the west side land is not for economic development, but for management purposes. The USFS

- land will be designated as open space whether or not the City owns it. Member Riedl proposed
* concentrating on reducing to zero the number of acres to be given to the USFS and on spemf ¢ managemﬂnt_ S

- plans for USFS lands within Carson City on the east side of the Tahoe Basin ndge

Member FlSt’:hf:r E:xpressed surpnse at the tack of citizens in attendance to protest the Clt}f gwmg more

lands to the federal government. In responseto a question, Mr. Guzman advised that fire suppression costs

~ on the west side could “wipe out” the City. Chairperson Hartman inquired as to the whereabouts of the
* Waterfall Fire report. He noted that a fire starting on City property and / or spreading to City property

raises any number of liability issues. He advised his concerns were similar to those expressed by Member

- Perock. He expressed the opinion there are those who truly care about the forest but “can’t get the job

~done” because of NEPA processes. “By the time they got through the process and litigation, the forest . .
. burned up that they were trying to manage.” Chairperson Hartman expressed concern over a repeat; that

~ the USFS “can’t get out of the way.” He discussed the need to circumvent the NEPA process in order to-

~ save the forest. He requested Mr. Guzman to agendize the Waterfall Fire report for the next meeting., He -

~ agreed that consideration needs to be given to the bigger picture, and that management agreements may be-

the way to do so. He noted the City doesn’t seem 1o have the same problem as the USFS, and emphasazed o

the need to solve the problem. He opened this item to public comment.

1:35:00) hevada Division of State Parks Chief of Planning and Development Steve Weaver dlstnbuted-'.3

 to the committee members copies of the 1989 Lake Tahoe, Nevada State Park master plan; and reviewed: s

the same.. He expressed a particular interest in properties surrounding Marlette Lake which presenta

management problem in that the USFS is much less restrictive with regard to back country camping. He : e
- advised that Mr. Guzman had discussed the possibility of the City purchasing “a couple parcels of property” o
on the State Park boundary. Nevada State Parks representatives have discussed the possibility of -

developing a management agreement or taking over ownership of those parcels. Mr. Weaver

' aclmﬂwiedged the possibility of the State being interested in some of the City property. He didn’tseethe

potential for wholesale turnover of City property to the State, however. He expressed the opinion the State
- would not be interested in any property outside of sections 9, 16, and 17, as depicted on the map. He
advised that Nevada State Parks is interested in acquiring federai property. The bulk of an 835-acre tract =

is in Carson City, together with an 80-acre tract _]ust fo the west. Member Perock suggested the main pmnt- S

of considering the entire City land base. “If we're going to do it, we should do it all at once.™

Chairpersﬁn H&ﬂman advised of the congressional déleg&'éiﬂn’s pééture, since the Clark -Cnﬁhtj.? lands 'bi'l'l', -

-that it all should be done in one bill with all issues addressed. He noted the issue of Tribal allotment.
grounds which should be included in whatever lands bill ends up being submitted. Member Scottexpressed -~
' appreciatian to Mr. Weaver for his attendance and to Member Perock for having invited him. Heexpressed .~ -
- the opinion that the map should include Lake Tahoe and “we get everything that Parks needs within'_'_ e

. Carson Clty on the acquisition list.”

74111 l) Eddle Mayo a resident of Deer Run Road, expressed concern over the pmpcasal to canstruct a
- shooting range one-half mile from his home. He advised that he hears the sound from the existin g shooting
range. “To bring it closer would be very uncomfortable.” He advised that the proposal “will havea huge
~ impact on peupfe who live in that area.” He further ath 1ised of having spakan to a few of the area I‘ESIdEI‘ltS §

@éﬂ
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“and expressed concern that “noné of them knew about this proposal.” He discussed with Mr. Guzman the -

- importance of a public meeting with the area residents as the proposal would affect their quality of life, land
 values, and many other things. He expressed the opinion that holding a public meeting may affect the =
decision of the committee to include the property in the public lands bill. Chairperson Hartman agreed with -

the need to hold a sufficient number of public meetings. Mr. Mayo requested the committee members to’
read the letter he provided which was inchuded in the agenda materials. '

- At Member Scott’s suggestion, Mr. Guzman explained that City Manager Linda Ritter had requested

Planning and Community Development Director Walter Sullivan to develop a citizen participation program. |

Upon his review of the draft lands bill map, Mr. Guzman suggested presenting it first to this commitiee

because of the many pertinent properties, particularly on the west side. He expressed the belief that this
- committee and other pertinent advisory committees should be in agreement with the first draft of the lands
bill map to be presented to the public. He emphasized “we are just beginning.”

Mr Guzman advised of having discussed the lands bill with Division of State Lands Admmlstratﬂr Pam .
Wilcox, who coordinated with other State departments to receive input. He further advised of having

discussed the lands bill with Washoe Tribe representatives, who expressed no interest in addressing the -
- problem of private land ownership in the area of the Carson River. He explained that the shooting range

proposal had been initiated by members of the Trap Club as a way of resolving the problem of adjacent - '

development. He acknowledged Mr. Mayo’s concerns over the prﬂmmltv of a shooting facil 1ty to
residential areas. Hf: noted the additional concern over wild horses in the area.

At Mr Guzman 8 request Ms, Boﬁmger noted the importance of managemﬂnt as an element of the lands- =

 bill. Sheadv ised of having discussed opportunities with Nevada Division of Forestry representatives, who - .
advised her there is funding for projects. She anticipated being able to have a project implemented within
two months. = Suggested projects include spraying suppression agents on cheat grass, brush and tree

thinning. - Ms. Bollinger noted that Nevada Division of Forestry processes are quicker. State Historic - e

~ Preservation Office and Threatened and Endangered Species surveys could be completed within 30 to 45
_ da‘ys Ms. Bollinger advised that existing funding is available through June 2007, and that project funding

is budgeted annually. She noted that these types of management projects would require a full-time Open
 Space Asmstant position. Member Scott expressed support for a full-time position.

_ Memher Smtt mqmred as tf::r addltmna,l funding thmugh the Southern Nevada Pubhc Lands M’anagament s .
- Act to be used for extended rehabilitation, erosion control, revegetation, etc. Chairperson Hartman

requested Mr. Guzman to consider “ﬂlppmg the tables™ with the City ending up as the entity responsible-
for that portion of USFS lands within the area of the City’s watershed. A management plan could be

developed, including an EIS, and then the City could subcontract with the Nevada Division of Forestry or B
. a separate coniractor. Chazrperson Hartman noted the thousands of acres over which the USFS and other

federal and state agencies are responsible, and the priority given to the Lake Tahoe area. He further note(i R

the importance of management of the mterfa-::e properties.

_ Mf:mber Smtt expressad the belief that a tremendous amount a’f sa;fet}r can be incorporated w zth gooci
. anagement, -He acknowledged the legitimate concern over the cost of fire fighting, but expressed the

- belief that the impact of fire can be tremendously affected by good management and commitment to

| resource maintenance. “Everyhod}f needs to know and wants to know what they can do and how they can
be creatmg a safer environment in the interface areas.” Member Scott noted the great deal of petentlal for .

|
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B an m?araii management plan to substantra Iy reduce the potential and the cost nf catastmphe over the course
of time.  He further noted that the City’s resources would be well served by spending more on protecting. .
them, and thus eliminating the possibility for more of the watershed above Ash and Kings Canyon Creeks
~ to burn in the future. Following up on some of Member Perock’s comments, he suggested a reasonably —~

- good chance for the City to experience problems from fires in the Tahoe Basin because of the inabilityto - -
manage that resource. Managing in cooperation with Nevada State Parks which, in turn, will manage their - =

a pm'tlon mlght prﬂwde a protection for Carson that we don't have right now from the west side.” -~

M. Guzman noted the advanta geofthe City ;}mtectmg its Watershf:{h ersus having the watershed m&ﬁaged :

by ancther agency. In response to a question, Member Scott suggested the utility would directly benefit :

by an investment of more funding to manage the watershed, from both the Open Space Program and the -

utility, in that runoff time would be extended and could be utilized rather than operating wells. Watershed :

in good shape is needed for utility operations as well as for preservation of the open space view shedand

~ lands identified by the public as priorities. Member Scott expressed the beliefthat the Open Space Program
is moving toward more management and a greater need for management within this committee’s purview -

- in order to "‘put our money where our mouth is” ag well as establishing management for pubi'ic Tands.

Chalrpersun Hartman recalled testimony from the Waterfall Fire Eum Area Emergency Respnnse Team- I

- that the property which came through the fire with the least amount of damage was Bill Long’s because
- ithad been managed. He emphasized the importance of management and noted that the fire went through
- *he bottom of the Long property but did not get into the crowns of the trees. He noted the amount of water’

ostdown Ash Canyon Creek in the aftermath of the Waterfall Fire. He suggasted considering cooperative - o

projects with the Nevada Division of Forestry, and that the Utilities Division needs to conmder them as -
well. He pmnted out “this 1s not just an open space issue; it's a utilities issue.’

Mr. Guzman acknuwledged a clearunderstandin g of the committee’s direction with regard to the west side

properties. In response to a question, he advised that resource management is not the puwxew of many of -

the other advisory committees., Staff will attempt to address each of the committee’s direct purposes with o

‘regard to the lands bill. Mr. Guzman advised that once the advisory committees provide input, staff will

begin a very detailed public participation process that will influence the final product Chalrpf:rson

Hartman caunimed against the perception that public mput is irrelevant.

suggested Iecatltm is propt}sed Chazrperson Haﬂmau adwsad that he had rf:c:elvf:d no: wntact from any a

Trap Club member. He further advised that the range had been located in a couple different locations over:

 the years. ' Mr. Guzman advised of having considered other areas; how ever, the proposed location was
suggested by members of the Trap Club. He reiterated “it’s way too early” to determine where the range

will be located: The proposed location is being tested as a possﬂ}ﬁit}f Mr. Guzman noted the group of =
residents present in the meeting room, and advised he anticipates hearing from other residents. Staffisjust
' begnnlng to gather information. Member Perock expressed concerns over other activities which take place -
in the area of the proposed shooting range. In response to a question, Mr. Guzman advised that the City

- - Engineer has many concerns over access. He acknowledged the concept includes any legal weapon and -
. dvised that all the concerns will be considered in developing a recommendation. '
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C o m raspense toa quastlon Mr Guzman reviewed the Area 3 map which was dlsplayed in the meetmg room.

~ Chairperson Hartman called for additional public comment. {8:08:53) Marilyn Payne, a residentof Persia -
Road, expressed appreciation for the committee’s interest in public input. She advised that the area Ee
- proposed for the shooting range is heavily used by a wild horse herd, equestrians, pedestrians, etc. She =~

- noted the existing rifle and pistol range across the River from her property and advised that she hears the .'

 noise. She advised of two fires which “have been caused by ricocheting bullets from that particular rifle o -
- range.” She expressed concern over the potential fire danger of an additional shooting range. She advised.
that the Bureau of L.and Management advertises the propose(i area for Christmas tree cutting “because they

actually like to thin that area from some of the pinion trees.” She commented it is not a was_ta_lan_d _m er
there,” and reviewed the recent sale prices of adjacent properties. : ' '

(8 13: 04) Jon Nowlin expr-essed dlsagreement with discussion "ﬁ:hlﬂh took place at thf: ﬁugust 3“‘ meetmg |

rf:gardmg exchatige of watershed lands. He expressed the belief that the community should invest more _l B

money in pmtectm g the watershed, including the responsibility of owmng the watershed. He endorsed the

comments of various committee members with regard to actively managing watershed lands, working w1th -

:  the Utﬂmes Dmswn to combine resources with State agencies to protect the watersheds S

(8:14: 35} Rob Pette;t mqmreé as to the reason for relocating the shootmg range M. Guzman explamed :
- that the main reason is adjacent development. Additionally, the economic value of the land makes
justifying the recreation facility in the location difficult. Chairperson Hartman clarified Mr. Guzman’s

o, comments were spemﬁc to the trap range. Inresponse to a question, Mr. Guzman explained the concept o

> incorporate all forms of recreational shooting at the proposed location. Mr. Potter suggested an
alternative location. Member Scott suggested discussing a regional shooting facility with Lyon and

- Douglas County representatives. Chairperson Hartman referred to the Clark County Lands Bill, and

discussed deveiﬂpment of a joint regional shooting facility.

(8: 18 US) Dmma Curtis advised that the. Parks and Recreation Cnmtmssmn had rev 1ewsd a pmpﬂsal for .

&eveiopment of a regional shooting facility, She expressed an interest in “this conv ersation” being ~

“translated fairly quickly to the Parks and Recreation Commission.” Chairperson Hartman expiamed the )
difficulty in incorporating a trap range into any indoor facility.

o {B%: 2?] Manlyn Payne discussed the shooting range used by law enfbrcement, and suggcsted th1s asa |
. possible centrai location. RS

In response to'a questlc-n Mr. Guzman advised that the shooting facility could also include archers. He
reiterated that the Trap Club has taken the initiative in the proposal, and advised that the other shooting

facility users are “listening carefully.” Chairperson Hartman discussed the need for at 1east one squa;rﬂ mﬁe ’
of area’ to accommodate all the uses. '

(8 21: 25} In response toa question, Mr. Guzman ad\« ised that the Clty OWRS the faClllt}" on Arm‘m heaci

“provided we use the facility to shoot.” Converting the property to some other use would revert ownershlp o

 to the federal government. The lands bill requests for the federal government o allow the City to own the =
- md, to sell it, and to keep the sale proceeds for allocation to a new facility. Ownership of the rifle range

1s similar. . M. Potter suggested selling the properties and dex‘-‘eiopmg a regional facility with I)ouglas and o
- Lyon Countles He emphaszzed that the facility should not be in Carson City.




" CARSON CITY OPEN SPACE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Minutes of the August 21, 2006 Meetmg S STTEE T
Page 7 P -  DRAFT -

* wlember Scott reférred to the areas.east of the map, essentially BLM 'aﬂd Tribal allotment fimp_er?tieé,' and
~ suggested considering restrictions such as mining entry, usage of existing trails and roads, etc. Chairperson -~
Hartman suggested that the first step will be for the Bureau of L.and Management to remove consideration -

of use for any mining purposes. Member Perock referred to Vice Chairperson Jacquet’s comments, atthe

August 3™ meeting, to place designations on certain properties. Member Scott suggested the iands bﬂ bis
a more expedlent way to designate properties. : '

.Ms. Balling;:r referred to the Deer Run Road property addressed in Mr. Mayo’s letter, and advised that the. |
“Bureau of Land Management actively manages a wild horse herd in the area. Chairperson Hartman referred

- tothe “out-of:the-box ideas™ discussed earlier, and requested Mr. Guzman to look into them. Mr, ‘Guzman
_ achowladgﬁd an understanding of the committee’s direction.

3-—B ACTIONTO REVIE‘W AND RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVIS()RS o

L A CONSERVATION EASEMENT WITH MR. MICHAEL FAGEN REGARDING THE HORSE

CREEK RANCH MEADOW PROPERTY LOCATED AT KINGS CANYON ROAD, e

APPROXIMATELY THREE MILES FROM THE PAVED TERMINUS (6:03:19) - Mr. Guzman

reviewed the staff report and the provisions of the draft conservation easement, which was includedinthe =

agenda materials. He explained an additional issue related to the appraisal in that the Internal Revenue

Service requires Mr. Fagen to pay for the appraisal. Mr. Fagen has engaged the services of Appraiser Bill :

- Kimmel. The City will, in turn, either have the appraisal reviewed by an independent appraiser or have an

~ independent appraiser conduct a separate appraisal. The appraisal will consider value of the property with- g

I development rights, then consider the value of the property based on development rights disposed ofby ;

- Mr. Fagen. The difference in the two values will constitute the value of the conservation easement.

In-resplﬂlnsé toa question, Mr;"Guzman reiterated that IRS regulations require' Mr. F agen té' pay forthe

appraisal. Member Scott expressed an interest in Mr. Fagen’s comments. Mr. Guzman acknowledged that

the lodge, the residences, the caretaker’s residence, and the existing structure will be considered as partof =

- the appraisal.. Chairperson Hartman noted this would be allowable within the context of Mr. Fagen
retaining the appraiser. Mr. Guzman advised of the provision that Mr. Fagen understands the lodge may
never be constructed. Mr. Fagen has requested the ability to construct the two houses, the sizes of which

“increase if the lodge cannot be constructed. In response to a question, Mr, Guzman advised of having -~ -~

discussed this provision with Mr. Fagen prior to the start of the meeting. Member Scott presumed that if -
some sort of agreement 1s reached, the appraised value would not have to be revisited at some point in the

future if the lodge cannot be constructed. Chairperson Hartman invited Mr. Fagen to the meeting table. - |

R {6:12:4?} Mr. Fagen advised that the lodge would be a not-for-profit operation to be used for w'ed'diﬁgs,' .

by civic and religious groups, etc. He expressed a desire for the lodge to be self-supporting, but advised
he would not profit from it. “It’s just a way to share this beautiful piece of property with the community
and keep it up.” Mr. Fagen advised that the lodge is envisioned to accommaodate 20 to 30 people on an
overnight basis, and 150 to 200 people on a day-use basis. He explained that he has two- children.

' Depending upon his estate plan, he advised of the desire to give half the property to one child and halfto.
the other. The easement would run with both parcels if the subdivision takes place, and each child would

~ave the right to build a house if there were nothing on half of that. Mr. Fagen envisions a north / south o

division down the middle of the meadow. He advised that the caretaker’s residence would be integrated -
with the shop so as not to be a separate building. He advised of the original idea for a todge with a few -
' rooms and some cabins behind it. He has since moved away from this idea to minimize the fnﬂtprmt as

(238)
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" Carson Cityis:' a fire environment, “and there are only so many things you can do to'mitigate that fire

- environment.” He emphasized the importance of residents realizing the risk involved in building ahome -
in a wild land urban interface area. He explained that the fuel model is relatively easy to control at the -

- present time because of the recent burn, but noted the history of fire in the area. The fuels management -

plan, which is in the process of being reviewed by Fire Department personnel, addresses many of the ¥ -
 concems raised by Member Lincoln. Chief Giomi cautioned against emphasizing any one type of fuel

management method. He discussed the importance of providing the opportunity to use “the proper fuel
- management technique as opposed to a preferred method.” While sheep grazing may be effective today,

as the fuel environment changes, it may not be as effective in 10 to 20 years. Chief Giomi advised that =~ -
protecting the subdivision entirely will be a challenge and will require an intensive effort on the partof =~
community fire fighting resources. He clarified that protecting the subdivision will likely be less intense, -~ -
given the modifications that Syncon is willing to make, than some of the community’s existing -~

subdivisions. Vice Chairperson Jacquet thanked Chief Giomi, and called for a vote on the pending motion, _
Motion carried 5-0. Vice Chairperson Jacquet recessed the meeting at 6:55 and reconvened at 7:02 pm.

3-B. ACTION TO PROVIDE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS = WITH
RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING THE FEDERAL LANDS BILL MAP. THE MAP WILL

~ BE USED AS THE BASIS TO CREATE THE FEDERAL LANDS BILL FOR CARSON CITY,

o WHICH CONSISTS OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION TO BE CONSIDERED BY THE U.S.
- "ONGRESS TO ALLOW FOR THE EXCHANGE AND / OR TRANSFER IN OWNERSHIP OF

LANDS OWNED BY THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT IN CARSON CITY.

- RECOMMENDATIONS MAY INCLUDE THE IDENTIFICATION OF FEDERALLY-OWNED
- LANDS AND CITY-OWNED LANDS WHERE OWNERSHIP MAY BE EXCHANGED AND/OR
| TRANSFERRED AND USED FOR PUBLIC OR PRIVATE ACTIVITIES INCLUDING, BUT NOT

LIMITED TO, MANAGEMENT OF OPEN SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION, ECONOMIC

DEVELOPMENT, AND PUBLIC UTILITIES AND SERVICES (7:02:13) - Mr. Guzman introduced

Ms. Ritter, Chief Giomi, Mr. Plemel, Mr. Krahn, Ms. Bollinger, and Consultant John McLain. He provided -

an overview of the recommendations regarding the Silver Saddle Ranch provided by the Carson River
Advisory Commitiee and the Parks and Recreation Commission. He reviewed the federal lands bill public =
meeting schedule, and provided an overview of the agenda materials. Ms. Ritter explained the public

process associated with the proposed federal lands bill map, and advised that the map will be presentedto |

- the Board of Supervisors on November 16™.

Mr. Guzman provided a detailed overview of the proposed federal lands bill map which was dislﬂay‘e& in

. the meeting room. He pointed out an approximate twenty-acre parcel proposed for development of the

- City’s eastern gateway. Vice Chairperson Jacquet discussed the gateway concept as delineated in the open :

space master plan element. Mr. Guzman clarified the purpose for designating the parcel is to take the

. opportunity to request the land. No design concepts have been proposed at this time, and there are other | o :_
- mechanisms, if necessary, to acquire a gateway parcel. Ms. Ritter explained the concept of a gatewayio =

rovide an area of limited parking which overlooks the City and includes informational. kms!{s The
proposed twenty-acre parcel may also provide a buffer for fuels mitigation.

<39
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M Guzman reviewed that pOI‘thI‘l of i‘he staff repm't related to acquisition of the Sllver Sa&dla Ranch for | -ﬁ;if;ﬁ-f";'
 the purpose of a regional park. He advised that both the Carson River Advisory Committee and the Parks
and Recreation Commission endorsed the concept of a regional park. He provided an overview of =

- comments and mput with regard to the same. He discussed the possibility of including Prison Hill in the
~ federal lands bill map. Member Perock pointed out that use of the Prison Hill area by OHVs is fairly well

established, and inquired as to impacts to the users. Mr. Guzman advised that management of the lands will . o

bemore analogous to the Parks and Recreation Department than to the Open Space Program. He noted past

~ management agreements, such as for the Moffat property, entered into between the Open Space ngram
- and the Parks and Recreation Department,

Mr. Guzman discussed the respmsmlhty of management and maintenance which -gbes'akﬁﬁg'_ with this ~

- committec’s recommendation to the Board of Supervisors that certain lands be retained in City ownership.
* He reviewed staff’s recommmended action. Member Perock expressed the opinion that a combination of
~ public works and open space funding should be allocated toward management of watershed properties. Mr.

- Guzman acknowledged this possibility, and reiterated that ownership of the lands will also include a =

maintenance responsibility. Member Riedl discussed the intent of the committee’s recummendatmn to-

convey the importance of retaining Carson City lands, and of the need for a cemprehenswe management | |
. -plan that beneﬁts open space as well as public works.

A Guzman pmnted ou’t the route of the V&T Railwayon a dlspiayed topograplnc map He adwsed ﬂf

‘having been approached by Mr. Bertagnolli inquiring as to the interest of the Open Space Programinsome . -

- of his properties. Vice Chairperson Jacquet noted that the River corridor and the V&T Railway route had
- not been previously identified on the proposed federal lands bill map. He suggested the V&T projectis

“of equal importance to the concept of a regional park. In response to a question, Mr. Guzman advised that
-~ the federal lands bill process is not very far along, and that City officials are very interested in.input not.

. previously considered. In response to a comment, he provided an overview of the Southern Nevada Public .~~~

Lands Maﬂagemen‘t Act (“SNPLMA”). He discussed the possibility of using SNPLMA funds topurchasé |

lands along the Carson River for park development, protection of envlronmcntaftly-ssnsmve land, or

acqulsmon nf properties adjacent to the V&T Railway.

Mr. Guzman pomted out the locan-:m of and descmbea:i the purpasﬂ for mcludmg, pﬂl} gon #30. He _
. requested the committee to provide a recommendation with regard to this property. Mr. Plemel clanﬁed’f
- that the comprehensive master plan designates polygon #30 as conservation reserve consistent with the

- BLM’s recreation and public purpose designation, He explained that the recreation and publi¢ purpose
~ designation is distinctly different from the BLM’s open space designation, but that the area connects to the -

- Prison Hill recreation area designated by the BLM as open space. He advised that Division of Housing

representatives understand any proposed project would be subject to City processes. He acknowledgedthe :

- proposal for the property to be transferred from United States ownership to State of Nevada ownership. -

- He emphamzcd that transfer of ownership would not constitute approval of a project by the City. In :
esponse to a question, he advised that polygon #30 is designated on the map as a result of conversations

- between City and Division of Housing representatives. He further advised that residential deveinpment

of the property would require a master plan amendment. Mr. Guzman advised that Division of Housing.. o
: represen’tatwes have discossed their proposal with BLM representatu es. BLM representatn es are neutral s
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on the issue. In response to a question, Vice Chairperson Jacquet advised that the transaction betweenthe =

State and the BLM would be through SNPLMA. Vice Chairperson Jacquet opened thls item to publm s
cormment. . _ . _ S i

- (7:41:08) Leonard Swisher expressed opposition to the proposed acquisition of polygon #30 b’y'thef State.
He advised of having circulated a petition among residents of the area, and expressed the further opinion
that the proposed use of the land for “HUD-type financed housing” would be inappropriate “next to all the _
- upscale homes that are there now.” He expressed a preference for the property to remain in open space as

" an addition to. the Prison HzE] recreation area to be managed by the City.

(7:42: 35) Joe Childs noted 16 different parcels Whlch “aren’t necessarily suited for thE: Op«en Space

Program.” He requested the committee to refrain from providing a recommendation on thnse parceE o
proposed for economic development. -

In respnnse to a questlon Mr. Guzman expiamed staff’s recommended action and requesteci the mmmrttee
- members to provide input on the entire proposed federal lands bill map.

(7:44 '33] Kathi Lawrence introduced herselffor the record. In response to a question, Mr. Guzman advised

~of no intent to further amend the map until it is presented to the Board of Supervisors. All -

 :commendations will be presented to the Board of Supervisors. Ms. Lawrence requested that parcel #30

- remain in BLM ownership or be transferred to the City to be incorporated with the regional park concept

for Silver Saddle Ranch. She expressed the opinion that the parcel is an inappropriate locatlc-n fcsr hlgh - |
_ densxty hc}usmg o

properties w hlch are sultable for the uses pmposed He re1terated the request for the committee membﬁrs
~ input on the entire proposed federal lands bill map. Henoted the importance of not missing an opportunity

to identify properties as part of the lands bill. Mr, Guzman acknowledged that parcel #33 had been

historically identified for more intensive development. He provided background information on past

proposals for the parcel, and citizen input to leave the parcel “as the gateway into Prison Hill.” Discussion .
took place regarding parcel #33. - -

E (?:52:2‘8} N[s’.‘ Lawrencé referred to the Resource Concepts, Inc. reports and noted that both parcel nuribers -

30 and 33 are recommended for either open space or residential development under City ownership, Mr.©

Guzman acknowledged that the federal lands bill properties will be requested for transfer at no cost. In -

response to a further question, he discussed the purpose for the public meetings scheduled over the next . B

few weeks. He advised that each citizen’s comments would be well documented.

' Vice Eha1rperscrn J acquet called for additional public comment and, when none was forthcnmmg, requeste&' :

1put of the committee members. In response to a question, Mr. Guzman reviewed a rough estimate of the

~acreage to be requested through the federal lands bill. Member Riedl moved to recommend that

. polygons 1 through 5 be kept under Carson City ownership with the caveat that some changes to o

ownership be allowed to create bigger blocks of Carson City land, i.e., a no net loss or gam tn the

C7
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:USFS between parcels 1 thraugh 5; and that in the future the (}pen Space Ach isory Cﬂmmﬂtee ui‘fer? o T

_ it fmancml support to develop a maintenance agreement through other means, such as to manage - s
- the property for open space and to contribute a portion to that management. Member Pﬂrack__- i

seconded the motion. Member Riedl responded to questions in clarification of the motion. Tn response T

to a question, Ms. Ritter advised of the expectation that an agreement would go along with contributing

' financially to maintenance. Vice Chairperson Jacquet suggested an amendment for an- understanding to.

- beincluded in the agreement that the lands would be managed as open space. Member Rledl S0 amended-
his mutmn ‘Member Perock continued his second. Motion carried 5-0.

: Memher Riedl mmfed to remmmené that the Board ﬂf Supen isors give stmng cunsrderatlnn fﬂr the -

request of polygon #6 to become part of a transfer from U.S. Forest Service ownership to Carson City - '5
-ownership; this action will tie other Carson City properties, presently isolated. Member. Lincoln.

- seconded the motion. Motion carried 5-0. Inresponse to a question, Mr. Guzman explained the language

. ofthe recummemied action to incorporate City-owned property and property dedicated by John Serpa at o

.~ the time Timberline was developed. Chief Giomi advised that timber land is among the most expensive |

* to manage and on which to extinguish fires. Ms. Ritter advised that the Board of Supemsms willbe =

- looking to the Open Space Program for funding. Member Perock noted recent discussions whmh mdmate
the mtent of the committee to move away from acquisitions into management '

"ice Chairperson Jacquet read into the record staff's recommended action regarding the Silvar Saddle_: o

Ranch property. Mr. Guzman acknowledged that the concept of a regional park includes more intensive
.. -development than that which currently exists at the Silver Saddle Ranch, and potentially greater than the
existing Silver Saddle Ranch management plan. Vice Chairperson Jacquet suggested considering the issue
of an existing historic ranch within the City limits, easily accessible and representative of high quality open

-~ space. for generally passive recreation versus moving toward more developed property, He expressed

.- concern because there is no “offset anywhere in this bill in terms of what else are we going to do for those
- citizensand that part of the community that relied on Silver Saddle for that passive recreation opportunity.”

“He noted the possibility of acquiring the Anderson / Jarrard properties which are adjacent to the Silver

. Saddle Ranch. He expressed additional concern over isolating decisions and actions fo the Silver Saddle

* Ranch “when in fact the likely future will be that the City will own Jarrard / Anderson asa parcel of land
that’s of s:mﬂar character » | .

(8:11:21) Parks and Recreation Commission Chairperson Donna Curtis prov lded an overview Uf fhe parks -

and recreation commission’s recommended action.

- In mspmse toa quesﬁon ‘Mr. Guzman provided a deﬁnmon of ragmnai park and rcﬁarrad as cxamples o

to the Rancho San Rafael and Bartley Ranch facilities in Washoe County. Member.Ried! described the

- mixed-use nature of Rancho San Rafael Park, He expressed understanding for Vice Chairperson Jacquet’s -

- cunoems in that “there is quality open spacé here that should not be developed into active recreational - : '_1 L
~ ses” He suggested encouraging acquisition of the property to be developed as a mixed-use open space e

- andrecreational regional park. Discussion followed. Member Lincoln expressed the opinion that acquiring

- parcel 40.would serve the City well. She expressed support for the recommendation to keep it as open as |
possible, but suggested the Board of Supervisors consider the property for management by the Parks and- =

2D
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 Recreation Depaﬁment Addztmnal discussion took place and Member meﬂin muved to recﬂmmend:- Ll
. that the Open Space Advisory Committee is in favor of the inclusion of the Silver Saddle Ranch:" _ =
. property in the lands bill for its possible future development and management as a regmna} park, &
- with an emphasis on open space. Member Fischer seconded the motion. Mr. Krahn expressed the -
~opinion that the proposal, presented both to the Carson River Advisery Committee and to the Patksand -~
. Recreation Commission, had a balanced approach. He provided an overview of the same.. Vlce :'} R
- Chairperson Jacquet noted the committee’s perspective that open space is irreplaceable. He commented
that the Silver Saddle Ranch serves a number of people, and requested staff to give. careful canmderatmn' I

to future develcpment He called for a vote on the pending motion; motion carrled 30,

Vice Chalrpersnn Iaoquet discussed the benefits to mciudmg Pnsnn Hﬂl in the federal lands blll and-‘ '. '3_':
discussion followed. Member Perock moved that the Open Space Advisory Commifteeisin favorof =~

- including Prison Hill as an area to be added to the Silver Saddle Ranch, including parcels 30and 33- )

- as they adjoin Prison Hill, and emphasis should be on trails, natural areas, preservation of habitat, =  -
and scenic quaht} Member Fischer seconded the motion. Mr. Guzman advised that public works is =~

conmdenng a parcel in the area for construction of a water tank. Member Perock amended his motion.

- to exclude the water tank and existing utilities. Member Fischer continued his second. Mr. Krahn =~
' e:-:plamed the purpose of staff’s recommended action. Vice Chairperson J auqaet called fm: a mte on the' o

: pendmg motion; motion carried 5-0,

Membei Rledl moved to mclude the E{I-acre parcel 1dent1§ieﬂ near Lvon County on I-[lgllwa}; Sﬂ fﬂr .
proposed acquisition through the federal lands bill to accommodate the proposed gateway intheopen
space master plan element. Member Fischer seconded the motion. In response to a question, Mr.
~ Krahn pointed out the parcel on one of the displayed maps. Member Ried! responded to questions of -

clarification, and amended his motion to propose obtaining at least 20 acres adjacent to Highway 50 -

'so that thereis sufﬁcwnt room for gateway development. Member Fischer seconded HIE amemiment B !

. Metion carried 5-0.

M. Guzman requested the committee to take action on a general recommendatwn on all the t‘mngs hot e

specifically discussed. Vice Chairperson Jacquet proposed the followi ing motion: to consider that the - |
- City go to the congressional delegation with the concept of using SNPLMA funds to directly acquire

‘lands in the Carsen River corridor and other locations for open space and parks.  Discussion 33_:'_;
- followed, and Member Fischer moved Vice Chairperson Jacquet’s suggested motion. Member PerocL Lo

_ seconded the motion. Motion carried 5-0,

L Membe‘r Riedl mwed that, with regard to the other parcels for which open space opportunities are

~ notbeing pursued, the committee supports staff’s recommendation to the Board of Supervisors on

‘the overall concepts. Member Fischer seconded the motion. Motion carried 5-0. Vice Chmrpersun R

- ,Iacquet recessed the meeting at 8:39 p.m. and reconvened at 8:48 p.m.
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 OWNERSHIP MAY BE EXCHANGED AND/ OR TRANSFERRED AND USED FOR PUBLICOR

- PRIVATE ACTIVITIES INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, MANAGEMENT OF OPEN
'SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION, ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT, AND PUBLIC UTILITIES -

- AND SERVICES (6:02:05} - Mr. Guzman introduced Mr. Plemel, Ms. Ritter, Mr. Moellendorf, and Ms, -

" Madden. - He provided background information on this item, and an overview of the staff report. He
referred to the federal lands i:uli map which was displayed in the meeting room, and advised that polygon
#1 had been split. Nevada State Parks has requested transfer of polygon 14, and polygon 1B has been

- recommended for retention by Carson City. Mr. Guzman pointed out the parcels recommended for -

- management by the City. Member Perock suggested that Mr. Guzman contact the Nevada State Parks o
Administrator to discuss other parcels in which Nevada State Parks may be interested. Inresponsetoa -
question, Mr, Guzman pointed out parcels between the Lake Tahoe watershed and the upper end of Ash/ - -
Kings Canyons. In response to a further question, Mr. Guzman advised that polygon 1A is proposedtobe

- gifted to Nevada State Parks by Carson City and managed as part of the Nevada State Parks sys-tem.' :
- Chairperson Hartman inquired as to Nevada State Parks lands management practices. Mr. Guzman advised
that Nevada State Parks has a “very ambitious program.” He pointed out project areas on the displayed -

- map, and described forest management methods. He pointed out rehabilitation project areas addressed by .
the LS, Forest Service and Nevada State Parks. In response to a question, he advised he would research

Nevada State Parks lands management budgets. In response to a further question, he pointed out the raute '
- used to access pﬂivgon 1A,

~ In response to a question regarchng Ehe management cost tables included in the agf:nda matenals Mr .
+ Juzman corrected a typographical error. He advised that one of the tables follows the recommendation ™
~ofthe draft map and the other accounts {or all parcels and their management costs. Inresponse to a further

- question, he reviewed the management costs. He responded to additional questmns regarding costs

associated with managing parcels 1A and 1B. He acknowledged a substantial increase in the management B

costs than has historically been allocated to the parcels. Member Riedl noted that a very high level of

- management is being considered. In response {o a comment, Mr. Guzman advised that the managcmr:nt o

costs reflect the highest level of land management methods on all lands owned by the City -

{6:24: 99) Ms. Ratter explained that the calculations are based on an annuahzed cost for work to be done

~every five years but the funding should accumulate every year. Chairperson Hartman noted that parcel 1

- represents “the premier watershed area” of the community. He inquired as to increased costs borne by the

- water utility as a result of the Waterfall Fire. Ms. Ritter acknowledged the costs, and suggested the .
- Waterfall Fire may still have occurred considering the length of the drought and the conditions which-
- existed at the time of the fire. Chairperson Hartman pointed out that, in addition to the visnal aspect of the :

- property, its use as a watershed from the mmmunity s standpoint is the biggest asset, Ms. Ritter advised. -
that participation by the Utilities Division has been considered. Chairperson Hartman discussed the

- importance of protecting the community’s watershed, and couldn’t see any reason for ever turning the .

- property over to the U.S. Forest Service. He suggested managing the property according to its watershed
- and visual values, and the passibility of considering a cooperative agreement with Nevada State Parks. He

expressed opposition to giving up watershed property anywhere in the community. Member ?emck i
: pmwded hIStOI‘lC mformatmm on the State’s acquisition of Marlette Lake. :

o 1nr:1uémg the parcel in the fv;—:derai lands bill. He expressed concern over the w atershed issue as far as

-continuity of Carson City’s management. He refe the management cost estimates, and suggested
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" hey are “far enough above the ideal to really color the whole picture” in a way that may not be objective

- . interms of substantially upgrading past management practices and providing the kind of protection needed e
~ to minimize fire susceptibility. Member Perock agreed that any transfer from the City to the State should -~ -
be done in the form of a bill draft request. Mr. Guzman explained that clarity is the purpose for including
. the request at the time recommendations are presented to the Board of Supervisors. In the end, there will™

~ be one federal lands bill map representing the City’s recommendations.

Mr. Guzman noted the importance of parcel 6 in that it will tie tog‘ethér other City properties. - He advised

- of the expense associated with maintaining parcel 6 as itinterfaces with the Lakeview subdivisionand with

aroad. He described the location of parcel 6, and acknowledged that it is also forested watershed property.
He acknowledged the committee’s recommendation to manage all the pieces previously identified as parcel

1. Member Scott inquired as to the parcels which make up the Borda Meadow, and Mr. Guzman pointed :

~ them out on the displayed map. He described the characteristics of the property, and advised of Member
- Scott’s suggestmn to include the parcels in the federal lands bill request. Member Scott described the

parcels-as “a jewel for Carson City,” and noted their importance to the community’s watershed. He &

acknowledged additional costs associated with acquiring additional land, but reiterated the opinion thatthe

parcels represent an asset for the City. Mr. Guzman advised that Mr. Borda had also expressed an interest |

in including the parcels in the federal lands bill. Chairperson Hartman provided historic information on !
acquisition of the parcels, and advised that the original deal intended for the City to own the parcels. Ms.
Bollinger advised that Mr. Borda had communicated those exact words in a conversation which took place

. ~ earlier in the day. Chairperson Hartman noted that nothing has been done to manage the property. Mr. _. L
. suzman advised he would identify the parcels on the draft map. Member Scottsuggested the parcelscould -

also be valuable for flood plain management. He noted the multiple potential benefits of open spacein the
community’s watershed areas. Chairperson Hartman advised of a small reservoir on the property.
Mr. Guzman continuéd reviewing the staff report in conjunction with the dispiaj;é.d. federal lands bill map. :
He acknowledged the possibility of a regional sheoting facility, and discussed property being considered

by the users. Member Scott expressed an interest in comments and recommendations provided by other o

advisory committees. Mr. Guzman provided background information on the citizen participation program

associated with the federal lands bill map. He discussed the regional park facility proposed for the Silver |

- Saddle Ranch, the recommendation to designate parcel 40 as a recreation / open space area, and the

recommendation to include Prison Hill. He pointed out parcels to which Public Works officials have =

agreed to consider allocating funding. He responded to questions regarding management costs estimated

-~ forSilver Saddle Ranch and Prison Hill. He discussed comments and recommendations received regardmg R

parcels 30 and 33. Chairperson Hartman called for public testimony.

(700 5-(]'} Tom Keeton expressed the belief that the City should acqui.ré as much prolﬁeny as pﬁSSibEe in
- consideration of having no control over the future disposition of federal lands. He acknowledged

~ considerations associated with management funding, and expressed an interest in reviewing the - .-

management cost estimates. He read into the record the Parks and Recreation Commission’s motion, and
*advised that it had passed unanimously. He noted that the Parks and Recreation' Commission’s action.

supported the positions expressed at the October 25" Planning Commission meeting and the November 1~
. “arson River Advi isory Committee meeting. With regard to management cost estimates, Mr. Keeton =~
' expressed the opinion that the BLM is not currently doing a “Cadillac job” of management He expressed O
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she further opinion that the City can do better without doing a “Cadillac job.” In -C'kansidera_tidn_fof T
management costs, he suggested prioritizing according to what can be done within the budget. He

reiterated a preference for the City to acquire as much of the federal land as possible and then “find a way

- topay for it.” He expressed an interest in hearing more about relocation of the rifle and pistol range. o

. Chaifpers-on Hartman called for additional public comment; however, nofie was forthcoming. He referred

~ to the management costs included in the agenda materials, and advised of having carefully reviewed them. U

He noted a great number of parks and recreation and utility uses, and the identification of only “one pocket”
of funding. He further noted multiple uses designated for the parcels, including the potential for future
 trails, existing trails, or a primary use for trails. Mr. Guzman acknowledged that the estimated costs don’t
account for participation. Chairperson Hartman expressed the belief that active management of the

~watershed benefits the Utilities Division and the community, and that the Utilities Division should
- participate. He expressed an interest in calculating a reasonable allocation. He acknowledged the needto .~
- switch the focus of the Open Space Program from acquisition to management, but noted the importance -
- of sharing costs appropriately. He advised of a variety of issues regarding the lability set aside, but that

he would discuss them at a future meeting.

Member Scott concurred, and noted benefits to the storm-drain utility, the water ‘uﬁlity; the Open Spéce- .
Program, and parks. He expressed the belief that the Open Space Program should take the lead and

“perhaps ‘even provide the bridge” that allows for reconciliation of relative benefits and merits. He

expressed the opinion the federal lands bill represents a one-time opportunity. Considering federal budgets, =
© aanagement potential by federal agencies is only going to get worse. “This is the opportunity to bring

- things closerto-home ... bringing with it the accountability as well as the fact that we’re going to haveto -

be the managers or .. part of the management team.” Member Scott advised this was his perception of the
feedback received from the community over the years. “It’s a put your money where your month is -
situation,” and Member Scott expressed a willingness to do so. He clarified that the management cost
estimates provide an idea of management techniques and a place to start. ' : ERTE

Vice Chﬁifpeféﬁn J aéquet inquired as to whether the federal lands bill proposal will bengfit the {}pen Sﬁac:e e

o - Program in the end. ‘Mr. Guzman expressed the belief that the opportunity is unique and that the City is - o
- capable of more effectively managing the land and being more accountable for the outcome. He expressed

- the further belief that the process will net a “substantial amount of lands” that do deserve to be considered . -
- within the category of open space. Chairperson Hartman agreed with Mr. Guzman, -and expressed

opposition to being “hamstrung like we were with the Waterfall Fire.” He commented that évents suchas -

the Waterfall Fire require rapid and decisive action. To consider not being able to manage the watershed
‘would be a disaster for the community, particularly with regard to one of its most important resources. .
- Chairperson Hartman expressed the belief there is no question the City will be more capable of managing
-~ the lands. ‘He expressed support for entering into an overall management agreement with the U.S. Forest

- Service wherein the City could accomplish the necessary EIS requirements and then manage the watershed.

Member Ried! commended staff for developing the management cost estimates. He expressed apreference
~ for overestimating costs at the present time. He suggested the cost estimates can be pared down after -

‘etermining the maintenance responsibility of other departments, and developing a comprehensive funding -

- plan. He expressed a willingness to provide the emphasis behind the funding plan. He discussed the

importance of effective management, and suggested investing in management system software. He advised

that effective management will yvield a return of lower costs. Member Scott reviewed and discussed costs- :
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- associated w ith the brush hog. He noted a number of utilities lands which had not been included in the.-
- federal lands bill that should be incorporated into an overall management concept. He suggested the need' o

for considering a more comprehensive open space / watershed management plan.

_ Mr. Moellendorf commented that the discussion represented a starting point. With .regard'th_mﬁnégemeni Sy :
funding, he acknowledged the focus on the Open Space Program because much of the land has primarily

open space potential. He agreed with the suggestion to begin defining maintenance responsibility, and
assigning costs accordingly. He advised that the areas which have a higher potential for parks and

recreation use now will be considered open space until they become actively managed. At that time, those -
- management costs may be shifted to parks and recreation. “At this point, it’s almost too general and we'

- ~ haven’t really identified the distinctions ... to really sort those items out ...” Mr. Moellendorf expressed
-appreciation for the discussion, and agreed that assigning costs will need m be considered in the very near
- future. Member Scott e}{p‘ressed the opinion that the public would reaffirm a small increment, at the storm

drain utility level or at the water bill level, as potentially a huge benefit when coupled with a significant

majority of the cost being funded from the Open Space Program. He etpressed no objection to the concept -

that it may take a while for that portion of a funding mechanism to be put in place, and for r:ommttmg open

-space fundmg, in the short term, to serve as a bridge to that point.

Bc-ard of Supervlsors are cumulame He expressed the opinion that “99 percent“ of ﬂ:us ccrnnmttee g
recommendations are reflected in the federal lands bill map. He reviewed the Parks and Recreation =
“ommission’s recommendation, and the recommended action outlined in the staff report. In résponse to

- a comment, Mr. Guzman read into the record written comments from Eddie Mayo. He reviewed needed
- actions by the committee. Chairperson Hartman expressed a preference for managing polygon 1A,

continuing to work with Nevada State Parks to develop a joint management agreement, and submittinga :

- bill draft request at the next legislative session. Mr. Guzman reviewed action taken by ihe commﬁtee at
the Octcfhf:r 16" meeting.

Dlsc-u'sgmn took pla-cﬂ e garding possible action, and Chairperson Hartman entertained a:mdti{m.' Member _
- Riedl moved to recommend to the Board of Supervisors approval of the federal lands map draft 2, -

| ~with the following exceptions: that pelygons 1A and 1B remain in Carson City ownership andli. e

- pursue a bill draft to potentially consider a joint use agreement with Nevada State Parks on polygoen

“1A; that polygons 27, 28, 29, and 39 be included for acquisition by Carson City; and that the Borda

Meadows, including the back side of C-Hill and the C, be included for acquisition by Carson City.
- Vice Chairperson Jacquet recommended an amendment to qualify transfer of polygons 27, 28, 29, and 39 -
for the purpose of open space recreation and trail use. Member Riedl agreed and so amended his -
motion. Member Perock seconded the motion. Following discussion, Member Ried] further amended
~ his motion to either retain or acquire from the U.S. Forest Service polygons 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7.

Member : Perock continued his second. Member Riedl responded to questions of clarification. - =

Chairperson Hartman restated the motion, and called for a vote. Motion carried 7-0.

~ Discussion took place regarding the management cost estimates, and Chairperson Hartman referred to a

revious suggestion to work with other departments to develop a joint management plan. In response to . '

a question, Mr. Guzman advised that Open Space Program funding can be allocated to properties owned
by the Open Space Program. He referred to Waterfall Fire rehabilitation projects on which he and Ms. -
Bollinger h&w ¢ worked. Member Riedl expressed difficulty in committing funding until a comprehenswe' :

@i ERUET
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N .ﬂiaﬁ is devt_ﬁlope'd., especially since no information was provided on the recommended S1 to $3 million sét S
aside. He suggested the cost estimates are reasonable based upon some comprehensive shared cost plan-
to be determined and reviewed by this committee prior to budgeting funds. Member Scott suggested .~

separating the operation and maintenance concepts from the fire suppression set aside. He noted that the

committee, through Open-Space Program staff, has provided a significant benefit in fire-related -

rehabilitation, analysis, and other work to properties already owned by the City. He acknowledged the

.. concern over financial responsibility for future fire, and expressed the opinion that the Open Space Program

~ has already proven reliability. He further acknowledged that additional management will be required with
- acquisition of additional land. He expressed a hesitancy to discuss a $1 to'$3 million set aside “without

a whole lot more information on which to base any ... decision.” He expressed a willingness to congider

S a statement addressing operation and maintenance of lands which may be acquired, subject to individual -~ -
- -or collective parcel plans, so that appropriate treatments can be administered in a logical manner. He

advised of available funds for fire rehabilitation over the course of the next couple years, and siggested .

. that work needs to continue in that area. He concurred with Member Riedl’s comments, but suggested -

. - providing a recommendation to the Board of Supervisors in terms of management commitment.  Vice

- Chairperson Jacquet moved to recommend to the Board of Supervisors that Open Space funding is

- available for management of transferred federal lands that become part of the Open Space Program.
Member Fischer seconded the motion. Chairperson Hartman commented that the purpose of the federal - -

lands bill is not to reallocate risk or liability. He expressed a willingness to manage lands in such a way

- as to avoid catastrophe in the next fire. He called for a vote on the pending motion; motion carried 7-0. .

g r. Guzman acknowledged that this committee would likely have a say in the future &i'spb:s”itimi oflands =
- to which Open Space funding had been allocated for management and fire suppression. He advised that -~
- Public Works Director Andrew Burnham has expressed a willingness to allocate funding to cover the = =

- proportional share of utilities costs. Mr., Burmnham concurs with Carson City retaining ownership of
watershed lands. Chairperson Hartman expressed the opinion that the citizens understand the si gnificance

of the watershed lands to the community. He agreed that Public Works Department representatives also 5

understand the significance and have expressed support for retaining watershed lands,

In response to a question, Chairperson Hartman advised that the Open Space Master Plan element provides =

- for the opportunistic acquisition of property pursuant to the stated priorities of the master plan. He - -
“expressed the belief that a great deal of attention has been and continues to be devoted to Riverproperties.:

" He noted the significance of the view shed, as a stated priority of the master plan, and the priority of = =

rehabilitating the west side in the aftermath of the Waterfall Fire. Member Scott expressed-a reluctance

. to prioritize properties, and the opinion that, with management planning and financial prioritization, he -

- “would want. to take on everything” He reiterated a willingness to take on the responsibility of
management with the assistance of “other beneficiaries.” He expressed a preference for “all of the above.” -

© Mr. Guzman advised he would convey the committee’s sense of priority. Vice Chairperson Jacquetrecatled
that the Open Space Master Plan clement designates the Carson River, hillsides, and irrigated farmland as.

prioritics but not in any particular order. Chairperson Hartman agreed based on the opportunistic
- provisions of the master plan. . .. _ SRR T TS

©3B. ACTION TO PROVIDE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS WITH
 RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING THE USE OF SHEEP FOR FUELS REDUCTION

~ WITHIN THE CARSON RANGE FOOTHILLS (7:55:04) - Ms. Bollinger reviewed the staff report.
She responded to questions regarding last year's project, and recommendations for the upcoming year. She
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 G-6. ACTION TO PREWI]JE RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE BOARD OF =

' SUPERVISORS REGARDING THE FEDERAL LANDS BILY, MAP WHICH WILL BEUSEDAS

- THE BASIS TO CREATE A FEDERAL LANDS BILL FOR CARSON CITY, CONSISTING OF =

PROPOSED LEGISLATION TO BE CONSIDERED BY THE U.S. CONGRESS TOALLOWFOR -
THE EXCHANGE AND / OR TRANSFER IN OWNERSHIP OF LANDS OWNED BY THE

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT IN CARSON CITY. RECOMMENDATIONS MAY INCLUDE THE
IDENTIFICATION OF FEDERALLY-OWNED LANDS AND CITY-OWNED LANDS WHERE

OWNERSHIP MAY BE EXCHANGED AND/OR TRANSFERRED AND USED FORPUBLICOR =

PRIVATE ACTIVITIES INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, MANAGEMENT OF OPEN"

" SPACE, PARKS AND RECREATION, ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT, AND PHBLIC_UTILI.TIES' L _';:Z
- AND SERVICES (5:45:39) - Chairperson Peery reconvened the meeting and introduced this item. Mr.. = .
‘Plemel introduced Park Planner Vem Krahn, Parks and Recreation Department Director Roger =

‘Moellendorf, Open Space / Property Manager Juan Guzman, and Fire Chief Stacey Giomi. Mr. Plemei.' :
reviewed the staff report and the maps displayed in the maennﬂ TOOML.

Mr. Guzmaﬂ pmwded a éetalled overview of the lands bill map whlch was displayed in the meb'tiﬁg mam-,?' i

and reviewed the October 19, 2006 memo attached to the staffreport. Mr, Krahn reviewed the action taken -
- by the Parks and Recreation Commission to designate the Silver Saddle Ranch as a potential regionai patk
in the federal lands bill. He referred to the parks and recreation master plan and the unified pathways

‘master plan elements, and reviewed the proposed lands bill map in conjunction with future parks and

.. recreation facilities. He discussed the proposal to relocate the existing trap range, and to develop aregional
shooting facility, Mr. Guzman pointed out, on the displayed map, 20 acres proposed for developmentof ~ ©
“the City’s eastern gateway. He discussed property adjacent to the landfill and fronting Highway 50 which =
- maybe appmpnatf: for economic development. Mr. Plemel reviewed and discussed the parcels designated ~
.~ for economic development. He advised of three public worksheps, and referred to written comments

- provided to the commissioners and staff prior to the start of the meeting. He pmwdad hankgmund B
- information un the parcel proposed for work force housing, .

In rﬂspm__lse_!-ta a qucstiﬂn, Mr. Guzman advised that tha pm;jns'eﬂ fédéral lands Bﬂl-m&p.' only .reﬂéuif:d'

staff’s initial recommendations. Staff will receive all the input from the advisory committees and the public :

and develop a recommendation to present to the Board of Supervisors. In response to a question, Mr.
Guzman advised that the lands to the north of Centennial Park were considered for inclusion in the federal

- lands bill and later dropped because the use, which is principally trails, can be achieved under BLM
ownership.  He further advised that, earlier in the day, City Manager Linda Riiter requested staff to =

- reconsider lands which can be used for the same purpose without being in City ownership. Ownmg the o
~ lands will require a significant amount of fundlng to be allocated for management. The City Managerhas -

‘requested staff to demgnate “exacﬂ}r what it is [we] want for what purpose“ and to mdmate hnw itwill he i
' mamtamed _ o Hwi

Vlce Chalrperson K;mbmugh dlscussed the 1mport:ance of pamels 27 and 28 as access pomis 10 the Carscm. o

‘River, and requested reconsideration of parcel 28. He acknowledged that pafceis 27 and 28 should be
requested for transfer from BLM to Carson City for management, especially in light of the V&T Railway -

~ corridor. He mqulred as to the possibility of land swaps between private owners and the BLM whlch wuuld B

%_/ '}
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O 'prawde the pnvate owner 2 “bcnsficmi piece of pmperw in trade fn::-r that chr comdnr » He suggested"_' :
. the pnsmbmw nay tepresent an opportunity the City would never have and may broaden the BLM et

- proposal. Mr. Guzman discussed a proposal which seems to be gaining momentutn, to ask Congress fﬁ!‘ T

Southem Nevada Public Lands Management Act funding to purchase River propcmes, including the Serpa, B

Bently, Anderson, and Jarrard properties. In addition, consideration has been given to requesting funding

~ to purchase lands for parks and recreation facilities with the idea of convincing the present or futare uwner o

of the Lompa property to sell 40 acres for the purpose of park construction.

VYice Chmrpezson Knnhmugh mquirad as to “creative ways” to construct ﬁre stationson the west and east :

- sides of town *“for quicker access to these portals.” Chief Giomi advised of having considered pamershlps o

- with the USFS and the BLM in previous years “when there was a ot of federal funding for fighting fires.” - -
" There are other possibilities to consider in terms of development agreements, such as on the Lampa :

. property.” Chief Giomi advised that expansion is warranted based on commumty growth, but funding has

not been identified. In response to a comment, he advised that the real costisnotin cnnstmctmg bmldmgs :
but in stafﬁng am:l operations over the long term.

" Inreference to parcel 30, Mr. Plemel acknowledged that only federal lands are hemg coumdered at thls, Bt

time. Commissioner Mullet commented on the apparent remoteness of parcel 1, and inquired as to .
management costs. Mr, Guzman explained the Open Space Advisory Committee’s pus‘itintl that the lands =
are very important as access to Lake Tzhoe State Park, The remainder of land not having to do with dccess -
i3 even more important as watershed property, which he expiamead Chief Giomi discussed the issue nf_.; o

acquiring land which adjoins national forest land. He noted that, in the process of acquiring open space;

_ the City has never set aside funding to manage it. Management should include fire ecology and ﬁrle: S
. environment. Chief Giomi discussed the importance of contemplating the cost involved in managingand
 mitigating for harmful or catastrophic fires as well as the cost involved in extingumhmg fires, Headvised -

that the responsibility for managing fire which burns through City property is the City’s responsibility. He =~
firther advised that costs associated with the Linehan fire are $1 to $1.2 million, He e,xplamed that aircraft -
-costs for fighting fires continue to increase because the number of available aircraft is decreasing. Hc-

" reiterated the importance of contemplating the fiscal responsibility for management associated. with

acquiring land. He advised that the Waterfall Fire cost approximately $8 million to extinguish and between

S8 and $10 million for rehabilitation. Inresponse to a question, Chief Giomi advised that the Waterfall Fire E

* burned all the way to Snow Valley Peak. He advised that parcel 1 is presently in City ownership and of -~

-the present proposal to transfer it to the USFS. Commissioner Mullet recommended that parcal I should :

be broken up into smaller pieces “so that the corridor that fo]]ows the canyon would .. stay in our
- management, but the rest of it, let it go to forestry.” R

Mr. Gmm d1 scussed a request by Nevada State Parks representatives to obtain apprﬁximatEIyZS{]ﬂ' acres

- of parcel 1, which he pointed out on the displayed map and described. Considering management, he

- - explained the attempt to eliminate the “checkerboard pattern” of land ownership. Mr. Guzman discussed

- difficulties inherent in the checkerboard pattern when reseeding the Waterfall Fire burn area. From Chief -

Giomi's standpoint, the checkerboard patfern facilitates sharing fire fighting and mitigation costs. Mr.
~ Guzman noted that managing for the road is a great goal and is in keeping with the principles ofthe open -
. space master plan element. Managing for drainage is very important as well. Mr. Guzman advised that -
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the Humbnldx Tnlyabe Nahnnai Forest is the largest in the continental United States He explamcd the =
- Open Space -Advisory Committec’s (“OSAC") recommendation to allocate more fimding toward :
management as opposed to millions of dollars in suppression costs. The OSAC believes the City ¢can -

manage the lands, for both watershed protection and passive recreation, more efficiently than th& USFS '

M. Krahn responded fo quastmns regarding parcel 38, the Edmonds Sports Complex, for which the City.
- has a recreation and public purpose lease. He pointed out 15-20 acres to the northwest of the Edmonds:
- Sports Complex which is being considered for a neighborhood park pursuant to the parks and recreation

_ master plan element. Mr. Guzman provided further expianatmn in conjunction with the work done by the .

~consultants. Commissioner Reynolds inquired as to & current vision for the Silver Saddle Ranich regional o
~ park, Mr. Krahn provided background information on the regional park proposal presented to the Parks

and Recteation Commission and the Carson River Advisory Committee. Lit response to a further question,

. Mr. Guzman advised that the City will commit to the congressional delegation and to the public at large

- that the lands will be deed restricted to the purposes designated on the federal lands bill map. Inreference .
. to parcel 1, Commissioner Reynolds inquired as to access which would be sacrificed with the lands in

- USFS ownetship as opposed to Carson City ownership. Mr, Guzman advised that, through agreements
with the USFS and customary use ofroads, access has been established. Management policy and the ability

o do fuels management and noxious weed treatments will be sacrificed. The areas closest to residential -~

- development “are where ... your true costs are.” Further out into the drainage and the watershed, costsare
lower because treatments are simpler. Mr. Guzman reviewed the OSAC’s action which expressed 2 =
wﬂimgnsss to spend Open Space Program funds on management. : SRR

In resgonse toa questmn, Mr. Guzman and Chief Giomi exp}amad the purpose of RCI’S ﬂddcnduxn 2
“copies of which were included in the agenda materials. Commissioner YVance expressed support for the’

parcels proposed in the federal lands bill, but concem over “real costs” associated with land management.
" Chief Giomi assured Commissioner Vance that staff “has that message based on input” from the advisory .

| ~commmittees, this commission, and City officials. In response to a question, Mr. Krahn advised thatthe =~

Parks and Recreation Commission took action to request that the Board of Supervisors include the Silver

Saddle Ranch in the federal lands bill for consideration as a regional park. Inresponse toa gusstion, Mr.

- Guzmarn advised that Question #18 contemplated management of lands obtained with open space ﬁmds L
- Ownershlp of the land allows for funding to be allocated to its management. L

 In response to a qnesnon Chief Giomi advised he was making no recommendation with regard o -
~ transferring parcel 1. He recommended that consideration be given to the costs associated with owning =
~ land relative to fuels management and fire suppression. He advised that the USFS can perform the fuels -

management work, but federal processes are tremendously long. He further advised of a relatively large
percentage of the population which disagrees with fuels management work being done on federal land. -In
. response to 4 further question, he advised that the avaﬂahlhty of water resources is not an issue.
“Logically, as long as the land stays open, in terms of water,” ownership is immaterial. Chief Giomi
- advised that the City owns the water rights. e

=
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' Chmf Gmmt respondad to queshnﬂs re gardm g the pmperty aACTOSS ngs Canynn frnm parcel 5. Mr
Guzman discussed rehabilitation work done in the area by the USFS and the Nevada Division of Forestry,
' He pointed out lands which have been considered for acquisition by the USFS or by the City, inicluding the

Horse Creek Ranch, the Hutchison property, the Long property, and the Darling and Schulz properties. The. ' : |
main purpose for considering the propertics was to reduce the checkerboard pattern of ownership. Mr. =
Guzman noted that the Long property was properly managed and, as a result, most of the trees survived the -

-~ Waterfall F;re ‘He adwsmi that the Long property represents the best example “of how to do 1t nght » |

o In msponsc toa quesnon of cianﬁcaﬁon Mr. Guziman expressed the belief that the Clty can do a better Job Lo
managing even the remote lands. He reiterated the vastness of the forest over which the USFS has
' responsibility, and advised that the City can pinpoint its resources more efficiently. Inresponsetoa further -~
question, he discussed the need for timber management. Vice Chairperson Kimbrough suggested thatthe - -

" RCI report should be clarified with regard to the number of acres to actually be treated over the course of
~ one year. He suggested researching mining claims in the area of Prison Hill and other BLM properties. -
Mr. Guzman acknowledged that the BLM has forewarned City representatives of existing mining claims. . - -
_ Those ]an&s would be further constrained. Chairperson Peery opened this item to public cnmmem B

(7 20: 48} Kathl Lawrence expressed the np:tmon that racommendmg dﬁmgnanun {}f parcel 30 fﬂl‘ h'ansfef

" 1o State Housing for affordable housing is “too premature,” She noted there has been no conceptual design
- submitted to the City. “Nabody has any idea what this project is supposed to look like,” Ms, Lawrence
" noted that such a recommendation would be inconsistent with the comprehensive master plan. She

- expressed concern that the City would be “bard put to back away from the fact that they recommended this - -
- piece for that fanction when we get to an open forum where we discuss densities and traffic simations.” -
She expressed a preference that this commission recommend transfer of the property to the City. She =~
- suggested the property may become important to the regional park concept at the Silver Saddle Ranch. “If =~
| Carson City decides that we're not doing our fair share of affordable housing, then Carson City can ook -
. atthat rather than the state coming and saying they want to put affordable housing there.,” Ms, Lawrence

- suggested that other counties in the region should be considering more affordable housing. She advised

- that City ewnership nf the property “leaves a lot of things open to pﬂSSiblIltlES rather than hﬁmg fﬂmed to
~do that one pmgect _ . _ . -

- (? 23: Sfi} Phﬂ Memt! expressed concern aver dasmgnaﬁng parcc‘i Sﬁ fﬂl‘ remdentlal dcvelopment in irght : __:
of existing iransportation problems, which he described. He expressed concern over the proximity of the .
wastewater treatment facility, and strongly recommended retaining parcel 30 as open space. -

(7: 25 45)1 ohn Devaney express&d a prefereme for lf:amng parcel 30as upen spacc Based on RCI’S parcel R

evaluation, he noted that “the land is very limited for development because of its high visibility whichis :

contrary to the Carson City open space plan.” He discussed traffic concerns, and expressed the opinion that -~
the land would be very imited for recreation. He read from the parcel evaluation, and noted the ]ugh fufsls .
- hazard in the area and, therefore, low suitability for residential development. _ o
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o Chalrpcrsﬂn Peery called for additional public comment; however, none was fur{hcommg He entertained -
~ additional comments, questions, or a motion from the commissioners. In response to a question regarding.

parcel 30, Mr. Plemel advised that the land would not be transfetred to-the state without approvals for
housing. He explained that not all lands will transfer immediately. In consideration of the unified

- pathways master plan element, Mr, Krahn advised that the northern portion of Prison Hill is designated as -~
a connector from the community into Prison Hill. If the state acquires parcel 30, the designation inthe -
unified pathways master plan element serves as notice of the City’s expectation for trailheads and- -

connectivity to be incorporated into any residential development. Mr. Plemel reiterated that the state

* acquinng parcel 30 would be contingent upon all approvals for a housing development. Discussion took .

~ place regarding possible action. Commissioner Reynolds expressed concern thata direct transfer of parcel
30 from the BLM io the Division of State Lands would circumvent City processes. He expressed
uncertainty thata high density residential development in the area fits with the master plan. He suggested -

- recommending that parcel 30 be transferred to City ownership, thus requiring the state to submit toregular -
develnpment processes. .

Chalrpemnn Peery entertained a motion. Vice Chalrparsﬁn Kimbrough muved to recom memi tothe .
- Board of Supervisors adoption of the federal lands bill map, excluding parcels 1, 27, 28, 29,and 30,

with the findings that it is consistent with the Carson City master plan and land use map, specificaily -

goal 1.3h, goal 1.5b, and the V&T SPA poal 1.4. Commissioner Reynolds secundeﬂ the motion. =

‘Motion carried 6-0,

' 'Vlca Cilmrpersnn Kimbrough moved to recommend thnt pan:el 30 be transferred tn Carsan Clty' -
‘ownership for open space, a trailhead, and parks. Commissioner Reynolds seconded the motion. Mr.

Plemel acknowledged the property would be deed restricted accordingly. Commissioner Bisbee referred o

* to arecently-approved housing development on College Parkway and Nye Lane, which could be considered -
“work force housing” that is “beautiful and fits in the neighborhood nicely.” She suggested considering
that work force housing “doesn’t have to be a bad thing.” Commissicner Vance echoed Commissioner

Bisbee’s comnments, and noted the emphasis, by the Board of Supervisors, to consider affordable housing. = -
He expressed the opinion “it would be a crying shame if we passed this one up.” Commissioner Reynolds . -

suggested that parcel 30 should transfer to Carson City ownership with no deed restriction at this time.

Chaitperson Peery called for a vote on the pending motion; motion failed 4-2.  Chairperson Peery i

- entertained a motion, Commissioner Reynolds moved to recommend thatparcel 30 transfertoCarson
- City ownership with no deed restriction at this time. Commissioner Bishee seconded thé matiﬁn.. L
Motion carried 5-1. [T PP TR P U PP PP : _ T

Yice Chaifperson 'K.imbr'nugh moved that parcels 2’? 28, and 29 be transferred to Carson City 5

ownership with deed restrictions for open space. Commissioner Reynolds seconded the mnﬁan e
Mutlun camed 6-0. :

n refere:ﬂca to parcel 1, Vice Chairperson Kimbrough pointed out that only Division of State Lamis can
_ agree to take ﬂWnerqhm af property. He suggested clarifying the issue, He agreed with earlier comments -
by Commissioner Mullet that parcel | should be reduced to a “reasonable size in the watershed.”

Discussion regarding possible action followed. Vice Chairperson Kimbrough moved that, for parcel 1, i
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- 'Carson City wuuld review the lan-:fscape anct watersheds and issues much mﬂre thorongb]y, as a tcam, and

' come up with a better proposal for less acreage to be in parcel | especially on the west side. Motion died

" for lack of a second. Discussion ensued. In response to a question, Chief Giomi advised that the City has'

- had good interaction with the USFS. Hereiterated that the Humboldt-Teiyabe National Forestisthelargest
~in the continental U.S. He advised that the parcel is presently in City ownership and that very little fuels
- management work has been done, except as adjacent to residential areas. Land management work which
needs to be done is further up the hill and will improve the watershed. Chief Giomi noted “it i isn‘taneasy
answer.” From a fire protection standpoint, if the land is owned by the USES, the City hasno respeon&bllmz SRR
to exnngmsh ﬁres, to maintain fuel breaks, or to manage fuels, Conversely, the City is at the mercy ofthe -~

USFS. Inresponse to a question, Chief Giomi advised that the USFS would be obligated to maintainthe -
land under their federa! land management policy. He compared funding availability between the USFS and’

- ‘the City, and the ability of the City to move more quickly than the USFS to accomplish projects..
Commissioner Mullet expressed difficulty with retaining and managing property which is so remote from -

- the City. Commissioner Reynolds agreed, and suggested requesting staff to convey. the: commission’s

- reccmmendannns regarding parcel 1 to the Board of Supervisors and the other advisory committees.
- Commissioner Muliet moved to recommend to the Board of Supervisors to do a separate study on
" parcel 1 in consideration of true management costs, the possibility of swapping some of the parcel -
- which may be more critical, closer to town. Commissioner Reynolds seconded the motion. Motion
carried 5-1. Vice Chairperson Kimbrough explained a preference to have referred the study to staff rather
" than to the Board of Supervisors, Chairperson Peery thanked staff and commended them on- thezr L
S presentahons He recessed thc meeting at 8:03 p.m, and reconvened at 8:10 p.m.

B 'Dlsmssmn tﬂﬁk place ragarﬂmg proposed dlSpBSli‘lﬂn of parcal 1 pursuant to the }ands bﬂl map, and the

cormmission’s previous action. Mr. Plemel advised that the next step is a cost / benefit analysis, He .':_:5'
- explained that the federal lands bill map will be fiscally constrained and will most likely not add a lot of -

~ City ownership from USFS ownership. Chairperson Peery acknowledged the commission’s dmectmn for. . :
staff to retum to the next meeting with the requested information. LR

G PRESEWATIONmmscussmwtnrqw REGARDING MIXED-USE MASTER -

' PLAN LAND USE DESIGNATIONS AND FUTURE MIXED-USE ZONING DISTRICTS (8 19 16}
) Canscnsus of the commission was to continue this item to the next meetmg

L H. STAFF REPORTS {4 20:00) - Mr. Sullivan reviewed the tentahwa agemia for thc Navember .
commission meeting. He distributed, to the comnussmncrs and staff, an update on the Carsun River
B Aquauc Tral.E pmject_ - . :

H-L. ‘REPORT ON BGARD DF SU?ERVISORS" ACTION ON PRIOR PLANN]NG i

COMMISSION APPLICATIONS (4:17:10) - Mr. Sullivan reported that the amendment to Title 18 S

 regarding residential parking was unanimously appruvc& on second reading. The map change for
- Shenandoah Heights was approved unanimously. The zoning map amendment for properties along Center

- Drive was approved unanimously. The zoning map amendment, from MH12 to MH6-PUD on East Nye i

" Lane and College Parkwa}f, was approved unanimously. The amendment will be effective once the final

. map ;s mu_rdad The zoning map amendment, from single-family 12,000 in general industrial to general L

S (e
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" To view the Potential Exck ange
Proper‘ues maps please contact the

Open Space/Parks Division . _  :}-_;_];iﬁ




