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TO:		  Regional Planning Commission

FROM:	 Sienna Reid, Regional Planner

SUBJECT:	 PUBLIC HEARING – Regional Plan Conformance Review – Washoe County 
Comprehensive Plan amendment, Washoe County Two-Map Conversion 
(CR10-010) (AGENDA ITEM 5.B)

PROPOSED Amendment
This proposed amendment to the Washoe County Comprehensive Plan has been submitted to 
the Regional Planning Commission (RPC) for a determination of conformance with the Truckee 
Meadows Regional Plan.

The proposed amendment requests amending the Washoe County Comprehensive Plan, particularly 
the Introduction, Executive Summary, Land Use and Transportation Element of Volume One of the 
Washoe County Comprehensive Plan and each Area Plan contained in Volume Two of the Washoe 
County Comprehensive Plan.  The amendment would change the entirety of the Comprehensive 
Plan, including but not limited to implementation of the naming conventions of “Master Plan,” 
“Regulatory Zone,” and “Zoning” which replace “Comprehensive Plan,” “Land Use Designation,” 
and “Planned Land Use” where appropriate; deletion as obsolete of the sections entitled Policies 
and Action Programs and Annual Growth Management Report and the Element entitled Regional 
Plan Conformance; and further, the amendment would change the Introduction and the Executive 
Summary by updating the review of the contents of the master plan, deleting or deleting and 
replacing obsolete references and data, and accurately reflecting the county’s organizational 
structure; and further, the amendment would change the Land Use and Transportation Element 
of the Comprehensive Plan by defining Master Plan Land Use Categories, including Rural, Rural 
Residential, Suburban Residential, Urban Residential, Commercial, Industrial, and Open Space, 
and determining their applicability to all parcels within the county as will be set forth in the 
Master Plan and defining the relationships of Master Plan Land Use Categories to Regulatory 
zones therein; and further, the amendment would change each area plan contained in Volume Two 
by replacing the current “Land Use Plan” map with the new “Master Plan” map.
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The proposed amendment would convert the County’s current one-map land use planning system 
to a two-map system.  The new two-map system would utilize a master plan map to depict the long 
range land use vision for the County and a zoning map to depict the more detailed implementation 
of the master plan map.  Materials submitted with this request indicate that converting to a 
two-map system would better suit the public’s need for a planning approach that is accessible, 
understandable, and consistent, as currently it can be difficult to reconcile long term community 
visions with periodic zoning adjustments under the one map system where the master plan map 
also functions as the zoning map.

BACKGROUND
On May 20, 2010, the Washoe County Planning Commission recommended approval of the 
proposed amendment, and on July 17, 2010, the Board of County Commissioners adopted the 
proposed amendment.  The request for conformance review was received on July 16, 2010, and 
determined to be complete on August 16, 2010.

The proposed conversion to a two-map system of planning represents a substantial change to the 
entirety of the County’s currently adopted Comprehensive Plan.  To implement this conversion, 
the proposed amendment is comprised of a variety of components including the following:

Altering naming conventions throughout the entire currently adopted Comprehensive Plan •	
to reflect the conversion to a two-map system utilizing a master plan map and a zoning 
map with new terms including ‘Master Plan,’ ‘Regulatory Zone,’ and ‘Zoning;’
Amending the Introduction and Executive Summary to reflect the updated contents of the •	
proposed Washoe County Master Plan and delete and/or replace references as necessary; 
Deleting the Policies and Action Programs and Annual Growth Management sections of •	
the proposed Washoe County Master Plan;
Deleting the Regional Plan Conformance Element from the proposed Washoe County •	
Master Plan; 
Amending the Land Use and Transportation Element (LUTE) to define Master Plan  •	
categories and those regulatory zones allowed within the new Master Plan categories; 
and,
Amending each Area Plan to include a Master Plan land use map.•	

As noted above, the proposed amendment alters the entirety of the currently adopted Washoe County 
Comprehensive Plan to implement the conversion to a two-map system of planning.  However, for 
many of the elements that comprise the currently adopted Comprehensive Plan changes are limited 
to the alteration of naming conventions rather than the adoption of new policy components, the 
deletion or updating of outdated information, and reformatting to reflect the updated contents of 
the proposed Master Plan.  Even those components of the currently adopted Comprehensive Plan 
proposed to be most substantively amended in the proposed two-map conversion, including the 
LUTE and Area Plan maps, contain few new policy components.  Acknowledging this, it is important 
to note that the proposed Two-Map Conversion amendment does not address any of the 
scheduled additions utilized in the 2008 conformance review of the County’s Comprehensive 
Plan following the adoption of the 2007 Regional Plan (see TMRPA case number CR08-012) 
nor does it absolve the County of its commitment to address those scheduled additions.  
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Furthermore, the proposed amendment affects the entire existing Washoe County Comprehensive 
Plan but does not address new conformance policies that have been adopted into the 2007 
Regional Plan since the 2008 conformance review of the County’s Comprehensive Plan nor the 
new Consensus Forecast adopted by the RPC.  Specifically, new goals and policies relating to 
school siting and utility corridors and sites have been added to the Regional Plan.  Given that 
the proposed Washoe County Two-Map Conversion amendment amends all components of the 
County’s current Comprehensive Plan, these policies have been added to the County’s existing 
list of scheduled additions (see Attachment 1).  It should also be noted that the RPC has adopted 
the 2010-2030 Washoe County Consensus Forecast.  Local governments are required to utilize 
the Consensus Forecast for master plans and facilities plans to determine population estimates for 
the formulation of goals, policies, and service plans.  Currently, the County’s Population Element 
utilizes the 2008-2030 Consensus Forecast as this was the forecast in place when the County began 
its planning process for the Population Element in 2008.  It should however be noted that new 
documents utilizing population estimates would be required to use the 2010-2030 Washoe County 
Consensus Forecast.  To summarize, based on the initial review conducted in 2008 of the County’s 
entire Comprehensive Plan and Regional Plan policies that have since been adopted, the following 
items have yet to be addressed in the County’s proposed Master Plan:

Utilizing of the currently adopted Consensus Forecast for facilities planning;•	
Resolving boundary issues between the Warm Springs Specific Plan and the TMSA;•	
Limiting non-residential development in the unincorporated areas within the TMSA to •	
serve the surrounding communities and the limitation of industrial/warehouse uses to ex-
isting or master-planned multi-use business parks found in conformance with the Re-
gional Plan;
Addressing wellhead protection for wells located in unincorporated Washoe County;•	
Addressing criteria relating to greenways identified in unincorporated Washoe County;•	
Identifying and describing infrastructure consistent with the major facilities described in •	
the Regional Water Management Plan (RWMP) in water-related facilities plans;
Addressing concurrency such that necessary public facilities and services to support new •	
development are or will be available and adequate, based on adopted levels of services at 
the time the impacts of new development occur;
Utilizing the four criteria identified in Regional Plan Policy 3.5.2 for facilities planning;•	
Limiting the siting of new schools;•	
Addressing limitations on existing and future utility corridors; and,•	
Resolving boundary and policy issues associated with the Reno-Stead Corridor Joint •	
Plan.

REQUIREMENTS FOR CONFORMANCE
Policy 4.1.3 of the Regional Plan identifies six factors that the RPC must consider when evaluating 
the conformance of an amendment to a master plan, facilities plan, or similar plan, with the 2007 
Regional Plan:
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Policy 4.1.3
A proposed master plan, facilities plan, cooperative plan, or similar plan conforms with the Regional 
Plan if it is not in conflict with the Regional Plan and it promotes the goals and policies of the 
Regional Plan (see NRS 278.0282).  The RPC shall consider at least the following factors when 
evaluating whether a master plan, facilities plan, cooperative plan, or similar plan promotes the 
goals and policies of the Regional Plan:

Consistency of the proposed plan with the regional form and pattern, (as defined by the 1)	
combination of Centers, Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) Corridors, residential areas, 
open space, greenways, and natural features), and with regional projections of population 
and employment growth;
Compatibility of the proposed plan with goals and policies regarding development 2)	
constraints;
Compatibility of the proposed plan with goals and policies regarding infill development, 3)	
housing, and jobs/housing balance;
Compatibility of the proposed plan with existing and planned public service areas, policies, 4)	
and priorities; availability, timing and phasing of infrastructure; and fiscal analysis of 
service provision;
Compatibility of the proposed plan with existing military installations, including their 5)	
location, purpose and stated mission; and,
Cumulative and indirect effects of the proposed plan.6)	

EVALUATION
Regional Planning staff has evaluated the Regional Plan goals and policies related to the six factors 
listed in Policy 4.1.3.  Staff has not identified any significant conformance issues with respect to 
the proposed amendment (see the attached Conformance Review Evaluation Form). 

As many of the proposed changes with the proposed Two-Map Conversion amendment are limited 
to the alteration of naming conventions rather than the adoption of new policy components, the 
deletion or updating of outdated information, and reformatting to reflect the updated contents of 
the proposed Master Plan, the following evaluation focuses on proposed changes to the LUTE that 
define Master Plan categories and the regulatory zones allowed therein, and the new Master Plan 
land uses as they are depicted in each Area Plan.  

As proposed, new master plan land use categories and regulatory zones permitted within these 
categories are defined in the LUTE.  These new master plan land use categories are briefly 
summarized below. 

Rural - appropriate for remote lands outside the Truckee Meadows Services Areas (TMSA) •	
with minimal infrastructure; minimum lot sizes typically 5 acres or above;
Rural Residential - appropriate for larger lot residential uses, small scale agriculture, •	
rural commerce, and resource conservation; residential densities generally range from 1 
dwelling unit per 40 acres to 1 dwelling unit per 5 acres; densities of 1 dwelling unit per 
2.5 acres are however allowed within the TMSA;
Suburban Residential - appropriate for residential areas with supporting mixed-use •	
nonresidential and residential uses; residential densities range from 1 dwelling unit per 
acre (du/ac) to 9 du/ac;
Urban Residential - appropriate for areas characterized by a greater mix, intensity, and •	
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connection of uses when compared to suburban development and served by a full range of 
urban services; residential densities range from 10 du/ac to 42 du/ac; 
Open Space - appropriate for areas of natural, cultural, and scenic resources; no residential •	
uses permitted;
Commercial - appropriate for areas that provide wholesale and retail goods and services, •	
serve a neighborhood or community market, and are created in conjunction with residential 
uses; beyond wholesale and retail stores, shopping centers, specialty shops, and personal 
services, appropriate uses include business parks with professional, medical, educational, 
financial, and insurance activities as well as supportive commercial activities; the general 
ratio of commercial development to population served is 5 acres per 2,000 population;
Industrial - appropriate for activities such as manufacturing, warehousing, mining and •	
construction; limited to a scale that serves the community rather than the greater region 
and industrial/warehouse uses permitted only within existing or master-planned multi-use 
business parks.

As these master plan land use categories apply to the unincorporated areas of the region, they must 
not conflict with Regional Plan policies relating to unincorporated areas both inside and outside of 
the TMSA.  For lands located outside of the TMSA, Regional Plan Policies 1.1.5 and 2.5.3 limit 
the division of lands to parcels of no less than 5 acres in size and restrict the provision of municipal 
services to those dispersed residential and employment uses located outside of the TMSA.  Given 
this limitation, the Rural and General Rural master plan land uses are most appropriate for areas 
outside of the TMSA.  However, Policy 1.1.5 does allow for the master plans of local governments 
to continue to recognize zoning outside of the TMSA that was in existence as of May 8, 2002, and 
for development and division of land in accordance with that zoning and District Health Department 
Regulations in effect on February 13, 2003.  As submitted, there are several areas located outside 
of the TMSA that have a proposed master plan land use that allows for development to occur at 
greater than 1 dwelling unit per 5 acres.  These general areas are listed below:

Properties located generally in Old Washoe City and New Washoe City (see the South •	
Valleys Master Plan map in Appendix A);
Properties located in Gerlach (see the High Desert Master Plan map in Appendix A); •	
Properties located in Wasdworth (see the Truckee Canyon Master Plan map in Appendix •	
A);
Properties located generally along the Mt. Rose Highway east of the Mt. Rose Resort •	
Services Area (see the Forest Master Plan map in Appendix A);
Properties located generally in the Warm Springs Valley located in the southern portion •	
of the Warm Springs Specific Plan (see the Warm Springs Master Plan map in Appendix 
A); and,
Properties located in the Spanish Springs Valley west of West Calle de la Plata and north •	
of the terminus of Kinglet Rd (see the Spanish Springs Master Plan map in Appendix A).

Those properties generally located in Old Washoe City, New Washoe City, Gerlach, Wasdworth, 
along the Mt. Rose Highway, and in the Warm Springs Valley that allow for development at densities 
greater than one dwelling unit per 5 acres per the proposed master plan land use designations had 
existing regulatory zones on them prior to May 8, 2002, which permitted development to occur at 
densities greater than one dwelling unit per 5 acres.  It should however be noted that an addition 
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is scheduled to review the Warm Springs Specific Plan boundary in relation to the TMSA (see 
scheduled addition number four in Attachment 1) and that a mapping error has occurred on those 
properties located in the Spanish Springs Valley outside of the TMSA currently have a regulatory 
zone of Low Density Suburban and are proposed to have a master plan land use of Suburban.  The 
boundary of the TMSA needs to be amended to match the proposed Suburban Residential Master 
Plan land use and a clean-up amendment will be processed with the next set of Regional Plan 
amendments.

For lands located inside of the TMSA, Regional Plan Policies 1.3.2 and 1.3.3 are applicable.  Regional 
Plan policy 1.3.2 limits single family detached residential development in the unincorporated 
County to no more than 5 dwelling units per acre.  As proposed, some of the proposed master 
plan land use categories allow for densities in excess of 5 du/ac.  However, Policy LUT.3.3 in the 
County’s LUTE generally limits single family detached dwelling units to a maximum of 5 du/
ac.  Both the Regional Plan and LUTE policy limitations applicable to single family detached 
residential development in the unincorporated portions of the TMSA are implemented through the 
master plan amendment review process using an average across applicable land uses located in the 
subject area plan geography. 

Regional Plan policy 1.3.3 goes on to limit non-residential development in unincorporated portions 
of the TMSA.  For reference, Regional Plan Policy 1.3.3 is found below:

Policy 1.3.3
To conform with the Regional Plan, in unincorporated areas within the TMSA, local master plans 
may allow non-residential uses of appropriate scale to serve the community and not the greater 
region.  The appropriate scale of non-residential development shall be based on generally accepted 
service standards for population, employment, service area, and market analysis.

Industrial/warehouse uses are permitted only within existing or master-planned multi-use business 
parks found in conformance with the Regional Plan. 

The first section of Policy 1.3.3 requires that non-residential uses in unincorporated areas of the 
TMSA be of a scale that serves the community and not the greater region and specifies that the 
appropriate scale of non-residential development shall be based on generally accepted service 
standards for population, employment, service area, and market analysis and the second section of 
Policy 1.3.3 requires that industrial/warehouse uses be permitted only within existing or master-
planned multi-use business parks found in conformance with the Regional Plan.  Given that Policy 
1.3.3 applies only to non-residential uses, this policy is applicable to the Commercial and Industrial 
master plan categories proposed in the LUTE.  As proposed, the intent of the Commercial master 
plan category is to provide areas for businesses which serve a neighborhood or community market 
and the general ratio of commercial development to population is defined. The Industrial master plan 
category description however includes the exact language of Policy 1.3.3 as found in the Regional 
Plan (see page 57 in Appendix B).  Ostensibly, the provisions of Regional Plan Policy 1.3.3 are 
being upheld for the Industrial Master Plan category; however, as there is no acknowledgement 
of an accepted service standard for population, employment, service area, or market analysis in 
relation to industrial/warehouse uses nor a definition of what constitutes a master-planned multi-use 
business park, it is unclear how this policy practically implements Regional Plan Policy 1.3.3.  
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When the Washoe County Comprehensive Plan was reviewed in its entirety for conformance with 
the 2007 Regional Plan, an addition was scheduled to include a policy in the County’s Land Use and 
Transportation Element to address the provisions of Policy 1.3.3 (see scheduled addition number 
seven in Attachment 1).  However, as the amended Industrial master plan category language simply 
reiterates Regional Plan policy language, the County has recognized that the LUTE language does 
not fully address the scheduled addition.  Moreover, the County has acknowledged the inherent 
difficulty of implementing Policy 1.3.3 in its current form and has committed to working with 
regional and local government staff to prepare an amendment to Policy 1.3.3 (see Attachment 2). 

The proposed amendment affects cooperative planning areas and was forwarded to the City of 
Reno and the City of Sparks; however, neither city provided comments.

In relation to the goals and policies of the Regional Plan, Regional Planning staff has not identified 
any cumulative or indirect effects of the proposed master plan amendment.

LEGAL REQUIREMENTS
NRS 278.0282(7) requires that any determination of conformance by the Regional Planning 
Commission must be made by a vote of not less than two-thirds of the total membership of the 
Commission.  A vote of less than six members in favor of conformance constitutes a denial.

Regional Planning Commission members voting against a motion of conformance should be 
prepared to specify what parts of the proposal do not conform with the Regional Plan and why (see 
NRS 278.0282(1)).

RECOMMENDATION
After reviewing the documentation that has been submitted by the Washoe County, Regional 
Planning staff concludes that the proposed Washoe County Two-Map Conversion amendment 
to the Washoe County Comprehensive Plan conforms with the goals and policies of the 2007 
Regional Plan with a number of scheduled additions found in Attachment 1. 

It is therefore RECOMMENDED that the Regional Planning Commission make a determination 
that the Washoe County Two-Map Conversion amendment to the Washoe County Comprehensive 
Plan conforms with the goals and policies of the 2007 Truckee Meadows Regional Plan, based on 
the following findings:

The Regional Planning Commission held a public hearing, considered the 1.	
factors listed in Policy 4.1.3 in its evaluation of the proposed amendments, 
and finds that the proposed amendments are not in conflict with and promote 
the goals and policies of the Regional Plan with the amended list of scheduled 
additions found in Attachment 1;
The Washoe County amendment is consistent with conformance policy 4.2.5 2.	
relating to cooperative plan areas; and,
The additions that have not yet been completed in the amended list of scheduled 3.	
additions detailed in Attachment 1 will be completed according to the timetable 
in Attachment 1 and reviewed for conformance with the 2007 Truckee Meadows 
Regional Plan.
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Proposed Motion
I move to find the Washoe County Two-Map Conversion amendment to the Washoe County 
Comprehensive Plan in conformance with the 2007 Truckee Meadows Regional Plan, based on 
the findings listed in the staff report.

Please do not hesitate to contact Sienna Reid at 775/321-8392 if you have any questions or 
comments on this agenda item.

/sr

cc:  Eric Young, Washoe County Community Development

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Washoe County Master Plan List of Scheduled Additions, as amended by CR09-024 & CR10-010
Attachment 2: Letter dated August 16, 2010, from Adrian Freund regarding Regional Plan Policy 1.3.3

Appendices:
Appendix A: Area Plan maps with proposed master plan land uses
Appendix B: Proposed textual amendments to the Washoe County Comprehensive Plan
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Case Name: RPA Case No.: 

Submitted to RPA:

RPC hearing date: 

60-day conformance review deadline waived (received): 
RPC Letter of Objection (received/scheduled): 
RPGB Appeal (received/scheduled): 

X Master Plan Amendment
Site specific X Master or Comprehensive Plan
Joint Plan Element  (specify): 

Project of Regional Significance
Project will result in loss or degradation of designated historic, archeological, cultural, or scenic resource
Project creates significant new geothermal or mining operations
Project is within a 100 yr floodzone and alters the stream channel or banks of the Truckee River or alters any wetlands
Project will have significant effect on natural resources, public services, public facilities, or the adopted regional form

Project will affect region by increasing:
Employment ≥ 938 employees Water usage ≥ 625 acre feet per year
Housing ≥ 625 units Hotel accommodations ≥ 625 rooms
Student population ≥ 325 students Sewage ≥ 187,500 gallons per day
Traffic ≥ 6,250 average daily trips Other (specify):

Projects of regional significance proposed by a utility:
Electric substation Transmission line that carries ≥ 60 kilovolts
Facility generates electricity > 5 megawatts Natural gas storage and peak shaving facilities
Gas regulator stations and mains that operate > 100 pounds per square inch

Washoe County Two-Map Conversion

Proposal:

Project creates new or significantly expanded landfill, other land disposal facility, or facility that treats or disposes hazardous or 
infectious waste

Conformance Review Evaluation Form

The proposed amendment requests amending the the Washoe County Comprehensive Plan, particularly the Introduction, Executive Summary, 
Land Use and Transportation Element of Volume One of the Washoe County Comprehensive Plan and each Area Plan contained in Volume Two 
of the Washoe County Comprehensive Plan.  The amendment would change the entirety of the Comprehensive Plan, including but not limited to 
implementation of the naming conventions of “Master Plan,” “Regulatory Zone,” and “Zoning” which replace “Comprehensive Plan,” “Land Use 
Designation,” and “Planned Land Use” where appropriate; (continues on Notes page)

The proposed amendment impacts the unincorporated areas of Washoe County.

Completeness notice sent:7/16/2010

C.R. Deadline: 10/15/2010

Case Information:

CR10-010

Location:

Important Dates:

Conformance Review Type: Check those below that apply

Submitting Jurisdiction/Entity: Washoe County

8/16/2010

9/8/2010
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Notes

deletion as obsolete of the sections entitled Policies ad Action Programs and Annual Growth Management Report and the Element entitled 
Regional Plan Conformance; and further, the amendment would change the Introduction and the Executive Summary by updating the review 
of the contents of the master plan, deleting or deleting and replacing obsolete references and data, and accurately reflecting the county’s 
organizational structure; and further, the amendment would change the Land Use and Transportation Element of the Comprehensive Plan by 
defining Master Plan Land Use Categories, including Rural, Rural Residential, Suburban Residential, Urban Residential, Commercial, 
Industrial, and Open Space, and determining their applicability to all parcels within the county as will be set forth in the Master Plan and 
defining the relationships of Master Plan Land Use Categories to Regulatory zones therein; and further, the amendment would change each 
area plan contained in Volume Two by replacing the current “Land Use Plan” map with the new “Master Plan” map.
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Regional Planning 
COMMISSION

One East First Street, Suite 1100, Reno, NV  89501-1625
775/321-8385; Fax 775/321-8386

www.tmrpa.org

MEMBERS
Dian VanderWell, Chair Jackie Peterson
Tom Lean, Vice-Chair Dennis Romeo
Roger Edwards Doug Voelz
Roy Hibdon Kevin Weiske
Jim Newberg

Rosanna Coombes, Director

STAFF REPORT
RPC Meeting – September 8, 2010

August  26, 2010

TO:	 Regional Planning Commission

FROM:	 Patricia Rogers, Government Relations-Community Outreach Representative

SUBJECT:	 PUBLIC HEARING - To review the 2007 Truckee Meadows Regional Plan 	
	 and receive requests for amendments to the plan (AGENDA ITEM 5.C) 

This staff report provides information regarding the Regional Planning Commission’s (RPC) annual 
review of the 2007 Regional Plan and possible receipt of  requests for amendments to the Plan.  At 
the hearing, the RPC may either propose or receive requests for Regional Plan amendments for 
consideration in the upcoming months.

BACKGROUND
Subsection 7 of Nevada Revised Statutes (NRS) 278.0272 directs the Regional Planning 
Commission (RPC) to review the Regional Plan annually and to consider requested amendments at 
public hearings to be held on an annual basis.  The subsection goes on to state that the entities that 
may propose a Regional Plan amendment are the RPC, the Regional Planning Governing Board 
(RPGB) or the three local governments.  

On August 12, RPGB members were asked if they wished to provide any recommendations for 
Regional Plan amendments to the RPC for consideration.  At that time, no requests for additional 
amendments were proposed by the members.

recommendation
Regional Planning staff recommend that the RPC consider the testimony received at the public 
hearing, and direct staff to prepare a list of additional proposed regional plan amendments, if any, 
for consideration at a later date.  

/pr
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Regional Planning 
COMMISSION

One East First Street, Suite 1100, Reno, NV  89501-1625
775/321-8385; Fax 775/321-8386

www.tmrpa.org

MEMBERS
Dian VanderWell, Chair Jackie Peterson
Tom Lean, Vice-Chair Dennis Romeo
Roger Edwards Doug Voelz
Roy Hibdon Kevin Weiske
Jim Newberg

Rosanna Coombes, Director

RESOLUTION NO. 10-05 (RPC)

RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION FOR THE SERVICE OF
JIM NEWBERG AS THE CHAIR OF

TRUCKEE MEADOWS REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

WHEREAS, Jim Newberg, representing the City of Reno, has been a member of the Regional 
Planning Commission (RPC) since August 2003, and served as Vice-chair, from July 2005 to June 
2006 and from July 2008 to June 2009, and as Chair from July 2006 to June 2007 and from July 
2009 to June 2010; and

WHEREAS, during his tenure as the Chair of the RPC, Jim Newberg participated in many 
important deliberations, including numerous conformance reviews of master plan amendments 
and projects of regional significance including the Forest Area Plan, the 2009-2028 Washoe 
County School District Facilities Plan, the Regional Transportation Plan, and the Lazy 8 Resort; 
and

WHEREAS, during his tenure as the Chair of the RPC, Jim Newberg participated in many 
important decision, including numerous recommendations of amendments to the 2007 Regional 
Plan including the deletion of the Regional Utility Corridor Report and adoption of policies 
relating to utility corridors and sites, the adoption of policies implementing Washoe County #3 
relating to sustainable water resources, as well as other considerations including the revision 
of guidelines for projects of regional significance to incorporate paleontological resources, and 
the consideration of an appeal filed by Voters for Sensible Growth relating to the annexation of 
certain property in the east Truckee Canyon; and

WHEREAS, Jim Newberg approached his duties on the Regional Planning Commission with  
enthusiasm, dedication, and commitment; and

WHEREAS, Jim Newberg balanced these responsibilities with his many other personal and 
professional activities; and 

047



RPC Resolution 10-05
September 8, 2010
page 2

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Regional Planning Commission expresses 
its gratitude to Jim Newberg for his conscientious service as Chair of the Regional Planning 
Commission from June 2009 to July 2010; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Jim’s colleagues on the Regional Planning Commission 
look forward to his continued involvement and active participation in the implementation of the 
Regional Plan as a regular member of the Regional Planning Commission.

Adopted this 8th day of September, 2010, by an affirmative vote of the Regional Planning 
Commission.  Ayes:             Nays:             Abstain:             

Approved by:	  				A    ttest:

______________________________	 _________________________
Dian VanderWell, Chair			   Rosanna Coombes
Regional Planning Commission		  Director of Regional Planning

/jr
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Regional Planning 
COMMISSION

One East First Street, Suite 1100, Reno, NV  89501-1625
775/321-8385; Fax 775/321-8386

www.tmrpa.org

MEMBERS
Dian VanderWell, Chair Jackie Peterson
Tom Lean, Vice-Chair Dennis Romeo
Roger Edwards Doug Voelz
Roy Hibdon Kevin Weiske
Jim Newberg

Rosanna Coombes, Director

STAFF REPORT
RPC Meeting – September 8, 2010

September 1, 2010

TO:	 Regional Planning Commission

FROM:	 Rosanna Coombes, Director of Regional Planning

SUBJECT:	 Regional Planning Governing Board Agendas (AGENDA ITEM 6.A.1)

The last regular meeting of the RPGB was held on August 12, 2010.  The RPGB took the following 
action:

directed staff to work with the joint RPGB/RTC governance subcommittee to consider •	
information regarding funding and governance alternatives for the program of regional 
planning;
asked each local government to consider amendments to the make-up and funding of •	
the RPGB such that the Board representation would include 5 members from Reno, 3 
members from Washoe County, and 2 members from Sparks.  The funding would be 
proportionate to this representation;
directed staff to continue work on the TMRPA analytical program and directed staff to •	
submit a grant application to the US Department of Housing and Urban Development to 
assist the TMRPA in carrying out the implementation of a regional analytical program 
in conjunction with the RTC and other regional stakeholders;
approved a resolution of appreciation for the service of Gretchen Eykelbosh as Policy •	
Analyst of the TMRPA;
recieved the 2009 summary annual report;•	
held public hearings and approved a range of regional plan amendments including: •	
amendments to policies and maps addressing utility corridors, alternative energy, and 
undergrounding of powerlines; mapping and text amendments to update the Regional 
Plan, and revisions to the boundary of the Reno-Stead Corridor Joint Plan;

049



RPC Meeting – September 8, 2010
Agenda Item 6.A.1
page 2

approved the legislative MOU for the 2011 legislative session, and directed staff to •	
work with all other entities in the region to gain support for the MOU;
approved revisions to the RPGB regulations to authorize the Director of Regional •	
Planning to dismiss appeals where the RPGB has taken action on factually similar 
cases;
approved a number of administrative items including: receipt of FY09-10 budget and •	
work program reports; and adoption of the revised FY 10-11 work program;  
provided input on the annual evaluation of the Director of Regional Planning; and•	
received legal and other regular reports.•	

The next meeting of the RPGB is due to be held on October 14, 2010.  Tentative items on the 
agenda include:

receipt of a presentation by the UNR Center for Regional Studies regarding the current •	
economic situation;
receipt of a report on the implementation of concurrency policies by the three local •	
governments and affected entities;
consideration of a resolution of appreciation for the service of Commissioner Breternitz •	
as the Chair for FY 2009-2010;
receipt of a legislative report, including a review of bill draft requests, issues that may •	
emerge during the upcoming session, and progress to implement the legislative MOU;
receipt of a report on discussions regarding governance and funding of the program of •	
regional planning;
receipt of the 1st quarter budget and work program report;•	
consideration of fiscal internal controls for the TMRPA;•	
possible extension of the current TMRPA three year strategic plan; and•	
receipt of legal and other regular reports.•	

Please do not hesitate to contact Rosanna Coombes or Paige Menicucci at 775/321-8385 if you 
have any questions or comments on this agenda item.

/rc
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September 1, 2010

TO:	 Regional Planning Commission

FROM:	 Rosanna Coombes, Director of Regional Planning

SUBJECT:	 Future Agendas (AGENDA ITEM 7)

The RPC may anticipate the following items on the agenda for its next meeting:

The RPC will not have a meeting in October  The next meeting will be held on November 10.

November 10 -  Consideration of conformance reviews (+6); update on grant opportunities; and 
adoption of the 2011 RPC meeting schedule.

The RPC will not have a meeting in December.

Please do not hesitate to contact Rosanna Coombes or Paige Menicucci at 775/321-8385 if you 
have any questions or comments on this agenda item.

/rc
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The following is a list of appendices that accompany the meeting packet.  In 
order to aid in document download efficiency, these documents have not been 
included in the on-line version of the meeting packet.  If you would like to view a 
copy of any of the following documents please contact the Truckee Meadows 
Regional Planning Agency at 775/ 321-8385 and staff would be pleased to assist 
you. 
  

 Appendix A  (Agenda Item 5.B)   – Area Plan Maps with proposed master 
plan land uses 

 Appendix B (Agenda Item 7.E) – Proposed textual amendments to the 
Washoe County Comprehensive Plan 

 




