NORTHERN NEVADA WATER PLANNING COMMISSION
AGENDA
Wednesday, June 5, 2013
1:30 p.m.
Washoe County Commission Chambers
1001 East Ninth Street
Reno, Nevada
Notes:
1.
Items on this agenda on which action may be taken are followed by the term "for possible action". Nonaction items are followed by an asterisk (*).
2.
Public comment is limited to three minutes per speaker and is allowed during the public comment periods,
and before action is taken on any action item. Comments are to be directed to the Commission as a whole.
Persons may not allocate unused time to other speakers. The public may sign-up to speak during the public
comment period or on a specific agenda item by completing a “Request to Speak” card and submitting it to
the clerk.
3.
Items on this agenda may be taken out of order, combined with other agenda items for consideration,
removed from the agenda, or delayed for discussion at any time. Arrive at the meeting at the posted time to
hear item(s) of interest.
4.
In accordance with NRS 241.020, this agenda closes three working days prior to the meeting. We are
pleased to make reasonable accommodations for persons who are disabled and wish to attend meetings. If
you require special arrangements for the meeting, please call 954-4665 no later than 24 hours prior to the
meeting.
5.
In accordance with NRS 241.020, this agenda has been posted at the following locations: Reno City Hall (1
East First Street), Sparks City Hall (431 Prater Way), Sparks Justice Court (1675 East Prater Way), Sun
Valley GID (5000 Sun Valley Blvd.), TMWA (1355 Capital Blvd.), Washoe County Administration Building
(1001 E. 9th Street), Second Judicial District Court/Courthouse (75 Court Street), Washoe County Central
Library (301 South Center St.), Washoe County Department of Water Resources (4930 Energy Way),
Galena Market (19990 Thomas Creek Rd.), Galena High School (3600 Butch Cassidy Way), South Valleys
Library (15650A Wedge Parkway), and the NNWPC website: http://www.nnwpc.us

1.

Roll Call and determination of presence of a quorum. *

2.

Public Comments. * (Three-minute time limit per person.)

3.

Approval of agenda. (For Possible Action)

4.

Approval of the minutes from the April 3, 2013, meeting. (For Possible Action)

5.

Report on the Lahontan Reservoir Water Quality Standards review – Randy Pahl,
Nevada Division of Environmental Protection, Bureau of Water Quality Planning. *

6.

Report on the Truckee Meadows Water Reclamation Facility (“TMWRF”) pumparound and force main repair – Robert Lee, Senior Civil Engineer, City of Reno. *

7.

Review and possible approval of the Western Regional Water Commission
("WRWC") Routine Operating Budget for non-staff services for Fiscal Year 2013 /
2014, and possible direction to staff – Jim Smitherman, Northern Nevada Water
Planning Commission ("NNWPC") Water Resources Program Manager. (For
Possible Action)
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8.

Report on the South Truckee Meadows General Improvement District (“STMGID”),
issues arising from the pending consolidation of Washoe County's water utility with
the Truckee Meadows Water Authority ("TMWA"), and possible consolidation of
STMGID with TMWA - Jerry Schumacher, STMGID *

9.

Report on legislative activities, including Bills pending in the 2013 session of the
Nevada Legislature that may affect or are of interest to the WRWC / NNWPC –
John Rhodes, NNWPC Legal Counsel. *

10. Report on the Truckee Meadows Regional Planning Agency (“TMRPA”) parcelbased population and employment modeling project and revised scope of work;
and possible direction to staff – Jim Smitherman. (For Possible Action)
11. Program Manager’s Report – Jim Smitherman. *
a. Status Report of Projects and Work Plan Supported by the Regional
Water Management Fund
b. Financial Report on the Regional Water Management Fund
c. Informational report from the NNWPC representative on the TMWA
Standing Advisory Committee (“TMWA SAC”)
12. Discussion regarding possible agenda items for the July 3, 2013, NNWPC
meeting, and other future meetings, and possible direction to staff – Jim
Smitherman. (For Possible Action)
13. Commission comments. *
14. Staff comments. *
15. Public Comments. * (Three-minute time limit per person.)
16. Adjournment.
*Indicates a non-action item

NORTHERN NEVADA WATER PLANNING COMMISSION
MINUTES
Wednesday, April 3, 2013
The regular meeting of the Northern Nevada Water Planning Commission (“NNWPC”) was held on
Wednesday, April 3, 2013 in the Washoe County Commissioner Chambers, 1001 East Ninth Street, Reno,
Nevada.
1. Roll Call and determination of presence of a quorum – Chairman Hazelwood called the meeting
to order at 1:30 p.m. There was a quorum present.
Voting Members Present:
Mickey Hazelwood, Chairman
John Buzzone, Vice-Chairman
George W. Ball, Jr.
Michael DeMartini
Michael Drinkwater
John Erwin
Neil Krutz
Darrin Price
Jerry Schumacher

Voting Members Absent:
John Flansberg
John Jackson

Non-Voting Members Present:
David Boland

Non-Voting Members Absent:
John Bird
Harry Fahnestock
Kelvin Hickenbottom
My-Linh Nguyen
Edmund Quaglieri

Staff Members Present:
Jim Smitherman
Chris Wessel
June Davis
John Rhodes, Legal Counsel
2. Public Comments.
Chairman Hazelwood called for public comments and hearing none, closed the public comment period.
3. Approval of the agenda.
Commissioner Drinkwater made a motion to approve the April 3, 2013 meeting agenda as posted.
Commissioner Price seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
4. Approval of the minutes from the March 6, 2013, meeting.
Commissioner Erwin made a motion to approve the minutes as submitted. Commissioner Price seconded
the motion, which carried unanimously. Chairman Hazelwood abstained.
5. Selection of Chairman and Vice-Chairman for the term April 2013 to April 2014, and possible
direction to staff.
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Commissioner Erwin asked who would be next in the rotation. Mr. Rhodes responded that when the
NNWPC was convened, an order of rotation was not established, only a rotation of the Chairman's seat
from among the voting members.
Jim Smitherman stated that representatives for the following entities have not yet served as Chairman:
City of Reno, Truckee Meadows Water Reclamation Facility (TMWRF), Washoe County, Domestic Well
Owners, Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe (PLPT) and South Truckee Meadows General Improvement District
(STMGID).
Commissioner Erwin made a motion to appoint Commissioner Buzzone as Chair and Commissioner
Drinkwater as Vice-Chair. Commissioner Schumacher seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Newly elected Chairman Buzzone took over the meeting at this point.
6. Report on the study of Strategies for Management of High-Density Septic System Developments
in Washoe County, and possible direction to staff - Chris Wessel, Northern Nevada Water
Planning Commission (“NNWPC”) Water Management Planner.
Chris Wessel explained that this study was funded by the Regional Water Management Fund (“RWMF”).
He stated that the Executive Summary was provided to members; however, it does not include the
supporting task reports. He added that the task reports were still receiving minor edits but the content
would not change.
Mr. Wessel reported that the five tasks are as follows:
• Task 1 – Review of Existing and Projected Conditions – This task is basically a review of what
has been done to date. There are almost 17,000 septic systems in Washoe County, 14,000 of
which are within the Truckee Meadows Service Area (“TMSA”). He stated that the primary
driver of this study was an order by the State of Nevada for Washoe County to mitigate a highdensity septic subdivision in Spanish Springs. The mitigation is currently ongoing by connecting
customers to the sewer line to TMWRF, which was funded by Washoe County and federal grants
that were but are not currently available.
The Spanish Springs issue led the entities to explore other alternatives to address the problem. In
2007 the Water Planning Commission funded a study that was developed by Christian Kropf,
Hydrogeolist for Washoe County Department of Water Resources. The report was entitled,
“Phase 1 Prioritization of Study Areas and Assessment of Data Needs”, also known as the “Kropf
Report”.
Mr. Wessel reported that 16 high-density septic areas in Washoe County were ranked by priority.
He referred to a map showing the areas of potential concern.
Mr. Wessel stated that based on the potential problems, a study was funded by the RWMF to
study what options are available, including various technologies, financing options, and case
studies.
•

Task 2 - Technical and Economic Evaluation of Nitrogen Removal Alternatives – This report was
intended to identify mitigation alternatives, which include individual septic systems,
neighborhood small cluster systems, and possible connections to new treatment facilities. The
report also includes collection alternatives, such as conventional gravity, septic tank effluent
gravity and pressure systems, grinder pump low pressure and vacuum systems. Wastewater
treatment technologies are also addressed.
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•

Task 3 – Financing Alternatives for Septic Systems – This report explores different potential
funding sources for mitigation, affordability and collection mechanisms. One alternative includes
having a Responsible Management Entity (RME) to manage the program.

•

Task 4 – Institutional and Management Alternatives – The purpose of this report was to examine
possible development of an institutional strategy or approach to ensure implementation of a
mitigation solution. This section studies the alternative of having an RME, such as TMWRF,
South Truckee Meadows Water Reclamation Facility (STMWRF) or Central Truckee Meadows
Remediation District (CTMRD), manage the program.

•

Task 5 – Case Studies – The case studies evaluated were not local; the purpose was to show how
other communities have mitigated the septic problem with a programmatic approach. He
summarized the common conclusions for all of the case studies, which were:
o

Proactive engagement of the broad stakeholder groups is critical

o

Validate science that is the basis for the corrective actions

o

Use Adaptive Management whereby the understanding of science and viability of lower cost
options is continually improved

o

Identify low cost solutions and perform ongoing testing/evaluations

o

Provide solutions for all stakeholders so that commonality of purpose is achieved

o

Look for opportune events to require upgrades

Mr. Wessel summarized that in order to implement a project, fair cost and a financing model needs to be
developed. Community and septic system owners would need to be in support of the program. He
mentioned that a mechanism would also be needed to prevent annexation based on utility easements.
Mr. Wessel invited questions or comments.
Commissioner Drinkwater asked about the purpose of the report; i.e., is the intent to take it to lobby for
the local management authority for State government. Mr. Wessel stated that is not his decision to make;
however, Mr. Kropf’s Phase 1 report identified numerous problem areas in the community. He added that
at one point, the NNWPC decided to move forward with a second phase to solidify and better understand
the problem. He explained that prior to moving forward, staff pondered what could be done once the
magnitude of the problem is identified. Based on that question, it was agreed to move forward with this
study, which includes literature research on how other communities have addressed the problem.
Chairman Buzzone explained that in Spanish Springs, for example, the County attempted to convert to
municipal sewer; however, the cost per home was $20,000 to $30,000, which was cost prohibitive. He
reiterated that previous federal funds were used to leverage the costs down to the $10,000 to $12,000
range; however, the federal funding has since ended. Based on that issue, the goal was to explore other,
less-expensive options for mitigating the problem. He stated that by understanding the range of what
other communities have successfully implemented, it provides our community alternatives to explore.
Commissioner Drinkwater asked why 5 milligrams per liter (mg/l) was used for nitrate to be protective of
groundwater when the drinking water level is 10 mg/l. Mr. Wessel stated that the contractor selected 5
mg/l as a “safe number”. Commissioner Drinkwater stated that using 5 mg/l magnifies the problem on
paper to a level that it might not truly be. Mr. Wessel stated that he appreciates that comment but
suggested focusing on the approach rather than the point of reference of 5 mg/l.
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Chairman Buzzone stated that he spoke with the consultant, Mr. Lombardo of Lombardo and Associates
and was told that from a drinking water standpoint, 5 mg/l for nitrate is an industry standard. He added
that based on that, if the groundwater level reaches 5, it is time “to start thinking about it”. He stated that
he believes the analysis was a crude, high-level picture and therefore, 5 mg/l was an appropriate best
guess. He added that one of the interesting items from the Kropf report was that the nitrate levels in
Spanish Springs were not entirely due to septic discharge but also from naturally occurring nitrate from
the soils. He summarized that he was comfortable using 5 mg/l as the number in this high-level analysis.
Mr. Wessel summarized that there might be a request for a second phase to focus on and better
understand our region.
Commissioner Price mentioned the comment that there were six areas with sufficient data and asked if
that means those areas were studied. Mr. Wessel explained that none were studied as extensively as
Spanish Springs. Commissioner Price asked if the findings were applied to other areas. Mr. Wessel
stated that insufficient data is available on the other areas to define what approach should be taken to
mitigate septic systems. He added that this report was not intended to address that issue but rather to
provide tools that could be used for mitigation.
Commissioner Price asked how it would be determined that certain areas would be hooked up to a system
and who would maintain the treatment facility for a small group of homes. Mr. Wessel stated it would be
maintained by an RME to be identified. Commissioner Price asked if one RME would maintain all the
small facilities with its own staff and governance. Mr. Wessel agreed those were good questions and
added that the RME could also be an existing entity.
Commissioner Price stated that he did not see any reference to Nevada Revised Statutes or other law and
asked if there are any in place for septic systems. He also asked if there is a return portion to the Truckee
River with these homes being on wells if they were connected to a wastewater system. Mr. Wessel stated
that those issues would require a much closer look at the regional situation as opposed to this high-level
study.
Members and staff agreed that further study is needed to determine the best alternatives locally to address
mitigation. Mr. Wessel stated that a Phase 2 study by Mr. Kropf would probably be appropriate.
Commissioner Schumacher stated that two-thirds of the areas have insufficient data and asked what it
would take to get the data. Mr. Wessel stated that Phase 2 of the Kropf report would address that issue.
Commissioner Schumacher asked what the cost would be to develop the Phase 2 report. Mr. Wessel
offered to bring that information back to the NNWPC.
Commissioner Erwin referred to the 2011 Regional Water Plan and stated that it includes policies to
address sewer and septic systems. He stated that his assumption is that this study would be the first step
in studying the issue to be included in the next Water Plan update. He agreed with Chairman Buzzone
and Commissioner Price that additional study is needed to address the local issues.
Commissioner Erwin asked if a septic system could be installed on a new property today in Spanish
Springs. Mr. Wessel stated that development over time allowed for septic systems on properties from 1/3
acre to 5 acres. He added that the Health Department currently only allows septic on properties 5 acres or
greater. Chairman Buzzone stated that some smaller parcels in Spanish Springs could probably still be
developed with a septic system unless a septic to sewer conversion is put in place.
Mr. Wessel stated that if the second phase of the Kropf Report were to be developed, it would include a
programmatic solution to address the local issue and a financing alternative would be required.
Commissioner Erwin stated that financing alternatives would have to be based on each different area
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because they are all different. He asked if staff’s recommendation is to move forward with Phase 2 of the
Kropf report. Mr. Wessel stated that the Phase 2 report would identify which areas are problematic. He
added that a third phase would identify costs and financing alternatives. He clarified that Mr. Kropf’s
Phase 2 report has not been approved for funding.
Commissioner Erwin summarized that he sees the need to continue this process for inclusion in the next
Water Plan update.
Chairman Buzzone thanked Mr. Wessel for his report.
Chairman Buzzone reopened this item for possible action following item 7. Commissioner Erwin made a
motion to accept staff’s report and directed staff to bring back a proposed schedule and potential outline
of a scope of work for the next step to map identification of the problems associated with each of the
sixteen areas, as well as potential solutions to the problems and a cost estimate to implement one or more
solutions more in-depth, while delaying any comment or study as to how it would be funded.
Commissioner Price seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
7. Report on the Bureau of Reclamation’s Newlands Project Planning Study Draft Report –
Harvey Edwards, Civil Engineer, United States Bureau of Reclamation
Harvey Edwards thanked the NNWPC for the opportunity to make this presentation (copy on file). He
referred to the staff report, which included an overview of the Newlands Project. He stated that
approximately 2,200 acre-feet (AF) of active water rights are included to serve the Truckee division and
55,000 AF in the Carson division. The project has two water supplies, the Truckee River and the Carson
River. From the Truckee River, water is diverted into the Truckee Canal (32 miles long) at Derby Dam,
which serves as a transport and delivery feature. Delivered water provides 100% of the Truckee
Division’s water supply; transported water is delivered to Lahontan for use by the Carson Division. The
delivery and transport are subject to the Operating Criteria and Procedures (OCAP).
Mr. Edwards stated that the Carson River is the primary water supply for the Carson Division. He added
that approximately 25% of the Carson Division’s water supply comes from the canal, with the remainder
coming from the Carson River. When the project was initiated, water was almost exclusively supplied for
agricultural needs; however, it now is used for wetlands and municipal uses. The largest holder of the
water currently is the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
Mr. Edwards stated that risk assessments were implemented for the Fernley breach, including rodent
holes. He referred to diagrams of the canal flows. He reported that under the 2009 Omnibus Bill, the
BOR received $2.5 million to conduct the risk assessment from Derby Dam to Lahontan. The assessment
studied what flow could safely be used for the canal, i.e., 600, 350 or 250 cubic feet per second (“cfs”), as
well as what it would take to safely close the canal. The study was based on a “risk rating 3”.
Mr. Edwards reported that many of the agricultural lands were converted to residential neighborhoods in
the Carson and Truckee Division. The Bureau of Reclamation released the Newlands Project Planning
Study Draft Special Report (“Draft Report”) for public comment in January 2013. The study is being
done in response to the 2008 breach of the Truckee Canal that flooded nearly 600 Fernley area properties.
Flow in the canal has been restricted since that time. The Draft Report’s Executive Summary (on file)
states: “The Study’s intent is to formulate, develop, and evaluate a range of alternatives to deliver water to
Newlands Project (Project) water rights holders while also reducing risk to local communities from
operating the Project’s Truckee Canal. The purpose of this Special Report is to describe that process and
present Study findings.” The Draft Report can be viewed at the following website link:
http://www.usbr.gov/mp/lbao/newlands.html.
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Mr. Edwards stated that the study identified 7 alternatives to meet the water supply reliability. The
findings of the study showed that without action, the situation could continue to worsen. He stated that
the least expensive option is estimated at approximately $66 million. He added that closing the canal
would cost 3 to 18 times as much as fixing it.
Mr. Edwards reported that also explored was upstream storage, which looks promising but requires
further study. He stated that BOR used completeness, effectiveness and efficiency to screen out
measures. He added that there was no completely acceptable alternative to all of the parties. He clarified
that none of the options were off the table.
Mr. Edwards stated that BOR does not have budget at this time (the BOR is on a 3-year budget cycle).
He stated that next steps could include:
• Congress could possibly provide additional funds
• Truckee Carson Irrigation District (“TCID”) could pursue funding and proceed on its own –
BOR would review and approve the work.
Chairman Buzzone referred to the development of the reliability curve in the presentation and asked if it
was established using the Truckee River Operating Agreement (“TROA”). Mr. Edwards stated that BOR
did not use TROA for anything. He added that flows were based on current conditions. He summarized
that this study is not the final report.
Commissioner Erwin asked Mr. Edwards where he sees this project going and how soon will it be
complete. Mr. Edwards stated that it looks as though TCID could potentially pay for the project;
however, they would have to refocus current spending and raise rates. He reiterated that currently
funding is not available to move forward.
Commissioner Erwin asked when the next analysis and findings could be expected. Mr. Edwards stated
that the final version of the report was received the prior day and he will make a presentation to the BOR
regional director on April 12, 2013. At that point, a determination of budget and next steps would be
discussed. He added that the agreement with TCID states that they will operate with no cost to the
government.
Mr. Edwards summarized that the process could be a long one based on the parties involved.
Chairman Buzzone thanked Mr. Edwards for his presentation.
Chairman Buzzone stated that Agenda Item 6 was an action item with no action taken and reopened that
item.
8. Report on the South Truckee Meadows General Improvement District (“STMGID”), issues
arising from the pending consolidation of Washoe County's water utility with the Truckee
Meadows Water Authority ("TMWA"), and possible consolidation of STMGID with TMWA Jerry Schumacher, STMGID
Commissioner Schumacher, STMGID Board of Trustees, stated that he is not aware of any changes but
stated that TMWA is happy.
9. Report on legislative activities, including Bill Draft Requests and Bills pending in the 2013
session of the Nevada Legislature that may affect or are of interest to the Western Regional
Water Commission / NNWPC - John Rhodes, NNWPC Legal Counsel.
John Rhodes referred to the staff report, which lists many new Bill Draft Requests ("BDRs") that were
introduced in the last couple of weeks that are being tracked by the Legislative Sub-committee and staff.
He stated that the bills that have been introduced include a hyperlink to the language and status. He

Minutes of NNWPC Meeting of April 3, 2013

Page 7 of 8

explained that the Legislative Sub-committee has taken positions on the bills introduced to this point,
which have basically been “neutral” or to continue to watch. He stated that although he and the subcommittee will continue to follow the bills, none would have a large impact on the NNWPC or WRWC.
Mr. Rhodes explained that the pending bills are noted with an Assembly ("AB") or Senate ("SB")
designation, and the complete language of each Bill is available by clicking on the corresponding link
contained in the electronic version of the report.
Mr. Rhodes stated that one recently introduced bill is SB-499, which was requested by the Legislative
Committee to Oversee the WRWC and would create a new legislative committee on statewide water
issues. The proposed committee would consist of three senators and three assemblymen. It would
transfer power from the Legislative Committee on Public Lands over Water Resources to the new
committee. The committee would be required to submit biennial reports to the Legislature. They would
not be granted any supervision or control over the WRWC; however, the committee would have the
authority to review the programs of all public water authorities, including TMWA. Funding would be
required for the bill to pass. Mr. Rhodes offered to continue to follow the bill closely.
10. Report on the Truckee Meadows Regional Planning Agency (“TMRPA”) parcel-based
population and employment modeling project and revised scope of work; and possible direction
to staff - Jim Smitherman.
Mr. Smitherman reported that TMRPA staff is focusing with their consultant on the Industrial Land
Needs Analysis. He explained that TMRPA has been engaged in the ongoing analysis in collaboration
with the WRWC, Regional Transportation Commission, and the Economic Development Authority of
Western Nevada ("EDAWN"). The project focuses on the current supply of industrial land, the needs of
industries targeted by EDAWN, and the demand for future industrial land in relation to infrastructure,
services and resource requirements. The consultant is close to launching the demand side of the analysis,
for instance the types of industry.
Mr. Smitherman stated that TMRPA had a meeting scheduled with Truckee Meadows Water Authority
(“TMWA”) staff to discuss fire flows in relation to water service availability. He added that City of
Sparks’ geographic information system (“GIS”) staff would be using some of the parcel based
information to map or remap the capture areas from the sewer collection system.
Mr. Smitherman stated that as directed by the Regional Planning Governing Board, the TMRPA is
acquiring industrial lands data from surrounding counties. He added that Douglas County not only
manages its data but also Storey County, Lyon County and Carson City.
Mr. Smitherman reported that the TMRPA is also developing an online map viewer and offered to
provide the link to members. He added that the program includes economic development information.
11. Program Manager’s Report - Jim Smitherman.
a. Status Report of Projects and Work Plan Supported by the Regional Water Management
Fund
b. Financial Report on the Regional Water Management Fund
c. Informational report from the NNWPC representative on the Truckee Meadows Water
Authority Standing Advisory Committee (“TMWA SAC”)
d. List of agreements to be executed for continuation of services in Fiscal
Year 2013 - 2014
Mr. Smitherman reported that the topics included under this item are provided as informational items. He
invited questions or comments. He stated that he included a list of contracts that would be renewed for
ongoing services.
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12. Discussion regarding possible agenda items for the May 1, 2013, NNWPC meeting, and other
future meetings, and possible direction to staff – Jim Smitherman.
Mr. Smitherman reported that he would be out of town on May 1 and recommended cancellation of the
meeting. He stated that items for future meetings include:
•
•
•

Report on Water Quality Standards review for Lahontan Reservoir – Randy Pahl, Nevada
Division of Environmental Protection, offered to provide a report at the June meeting.
Approve the Operating Budget after approval at the WRWC Public Hearing in May
Standing Items
o Legislative Update
o Program Manager’s Report
o Status update on STMGID merger

Commissioner Erwin made a motion to cancel the May NNWPC meeting. Commissioner Price seconded
the motion, which carried unanimously.
12. Commission Comments.
Chairman Buzzone thanked Commissioner Hazelwood for his year of chairmanship for the NNWPC.
13. Staff Comments.
Mr. Smitherman stated that the WRWC approved the draft tentative budget with the NNWPC’s
recommendations.
Mr. Smitherman congratulated the new Chairman and Vice-Chairman.
14. Public Comments.
Chairman Buzzone called for public comments and hearing none, closed the public comment period.
15. Adjournment.
With no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 3:26 p.m.
Respectfully submitted by,
Niki Linn, Recording Secretary
Approved by Commission in session on________________ 2013.

____________________________
John Buzzone, Chairman

06-05-13: NNWPC Agenda Item 5

Northern Nevada Water Planning
Commission
STAFF REPORT
DATE:

May 30, 2013

TO:

Chairman and Members, Northern Nevada Water Planning Commission

FROM:

Jim Smitherman, Water Resources Program Manager

SUBJECT:

Report on the Lahontan Reservoir Water Quality Standards review

SUMMARY
Randy Pahl, Nevada Division of Environmental Protection (“NDEP”), will present a report
on the ongoing review of the Lahontan Reservoir water quality standards. The attached
NDEP fact sheet provides information on the existing water quality standards that apply to
Lahontan Reservoir and the Carson River immediately upstream.
BACKGROUND
The Northern Nevada Water Planning Commission and the Western Regional Water
Commission became engaged in the review of the Truckee River nutrient water quality
standards and nutrient total maximum daily loads (“TMDL”) in 2008, providing partial
financial support for technical and legal services overseen by the City of Reno and a team of
representatives from the City of Sparks, Washoe County and the Truckee Meadows Water
Authority. Since that time, the team has been working closely with NDEP and the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and from time to time a small number of Truckee River
stakeholders. Because of the interconnection created by the Truckee Canal, the Truckee
River nutrient TMDL will be constrained by both Truckee River water quality standards and
Lahontan Reservoir water quality standards. For this reason, both the Truckee River and
Lahontan Reservoir standards are under review.
JS:jd

INTRODUCTION
Both Nevada law and the federal Clean Water Act require the establishment of water quality standards.
Water quality standards are comprised of three components: beneficial uses, water quality criteria, and
antidegradation considerations. Beneficial uses are those uses that are either existing or are desirable to
protect as potential uses. Once the beneficial uses have been assigned for a waterbody, numeric water
quality criteria are established at levels needed to protect these uses. The antidegradation component is
designed to maintain water quality that is better than the beneficial use water quality criteria.

BACKGROUND
Water quality standards for the Lahontan Reservoir first appeared in the Nevada regulations in 1967.
These regulations did not provide any description of beneficial uses to be protected, but did provide
numeric criteria for a limited suite of parameters. Over time, these regulations have gone through a
number of revisions incorporating beneficial uses and improved numeric criteria for an expanded suite of
constituents. The last major review and revision of the Lahontan Reservoir standards occurred in 1984,
nearly 30 years ago.

BENEFICIAL USES
The beneficial uses that have been assigned to the Lahontan Reservoir include (Nevada Administrative
Code (NAC) 445A.1792):
•
•
•
•

Livestock watering
Irrigation
Aquatic life
Contact recreation

•
•
•
•

Noncontact recreation
Municipal or domestic supply
Industrial use
Wildlife

BENEFICIAL USE WATER QUALITY CRITERIA FOR ROUTINE PARAMETERS
Beneficial use criteria for Lahontan Reservoir have been set for a variety of parameters (Table 1).
Currently, Lahontan Reservoir is not separately identified in the NAC, but is included in the Carson River
reach extending from U.S. Highway 95 (Alt.) to Lahontan Dam.
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Table 1. Existing Standards for Carson River from U.S. Highway 95 (Alt.) to Lahontan Dam (NAC
445A.1824)
Parameter
Temperature - °C

pH
Total Phosphates (as P) –
mg/l
Nitrate (as N) – mg/l
Nitrite (as N) – mg/l
Dissolved Oxygen – mg/l
Total Ammonia (as N) –
mg/l
Suspended Solids – mg/l
Turbidity - NTU
Color - PCU
Total Dissolved Solids –
mg/l
Chlorides – mg/l
Sulfate – mg/l
Sodium Adsorption Ratio
(SAR)
Alkalinity (as CaCO3) – mg/l
E coli – No./100 ml
Fecal Coliform – No./100 ml
(SEE Note 1)

Criteria to Protect Beneficial Uses
S.V. Nov-Mar < 11
S.V. Apr-Jun < 24
S.V. Jul-Oct < 28
∆T < 2
S.V. 6.5 – 9.0
∆pH + 0.5
S.V. < 0.06

Most Restrictive Beneficial
Use
Aquatic life

Aquatic life, Wildlife
Aquatic life, Contact recreation

S.V. < 10
S.V. < 1.0
S.V. > 5.0
Varies depending upon temperature
and pH
S.V. < 25
S.V. < 50
S.V. < 75
S.V. < 500

Municipal or domestic supply
Aquatic life
Aquatic life
Aquatic life

S.V. < 250
S.V. < 250
A.Avg. < 8

Municipal or domestic supply
Municipal or domestic supply
Irrigation

< 25% change from natural conditions
A.G.M. < 126
S.V. < 235
G.M. < 200 (minimum of 5 samples
over 30-day period)
S.V. < 10% of samples < 400 (over
30-day period)

Aquatic life
Contact recreation

Aquatic life
Aquatic life
Municipal or domestic supply
Municipal or domestic supply

Contact recreation

Note 1: NDEP is in the process of revising the fecal coliform standard to 1,000 as a single value, with the
most restrictive beneficial uses being wildlife, livestock watering and irrigation.
Note 2: Aquatic life species of concern include walleye, channel catfish and white bass.
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ANTIDEGRADATION CRITERIA
A requirement to maintain existing higher quality or RMHQ may be established when the monitoring data
show that existing water quality for individual parameters is significantly better than the beneficial use
standard. RMHQs have been set for the Carson River at Lahontan Dam for routine parameters such as
nitrogen, turbidity, chlorides, etc. Table 2 summarizes the RMHQs that have been established for the
lower Carson River waters.

Table 2. Antidegradation Criteria (RMHQs) for Carson River at Lahontan Dam
Parameter
Temperature - °C
Total Nitrogen (as N) – mg/l
Turbidity - NTU
Color - PCU
Total Dissolved Solids – mg/l
Chlorides – mg/l

Highway 95 to Lahontan Dam
∆T < 0
S.V. < 1.7
A.A. < 1.3
S.V. < 27
A.A. < 15
Increase in color must not be more than 10 PCU above
natural conditions
S.V. < 225
A.A. < 175
S.V. < 15
A.A. < 9

Sulfates – mg/l
Sodium Adsorption Ratio (SAR)
Fecal Coliform – No./100 ml

Existing Water Quality Standards for Lahontan Reservoir

S.V. < 50
A.A. < 35
A.A. < 2
A.G.M. < 25
S.V. < 75
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BENEFICIAL USE WATER QUALITY CRITERIA FOR TOXIC PARAMETERS
In addition to the criteria in Tables 1 and 2, standards for toxic materials have been assigned to the all
designated waters in Nevada, including Lahontan Reservoir (NAC 445A.1236). Table 3 summarizes the
toxic material criteria assigned to four of the beneficial uses: 1) municipal or domestic supply; 2) aquatic
life; 3) irrigation; and 4) watering of livestock. Note that NDEP is in the process of revising this
table to include more recent EPA recommendations for aquatic life.

Table 3. Toxics Criteria for Lahontan Reservoir

Chemical
INORGANIC CHEMICALS(3)
Antimony
Arsenic
1-hour average
96-hour average
Barium
Beryllium
Boron
Cadmium
1-hour average
96-hour average

Municipal or
Domestic
Supply(1)
(µg/l)
146a
50b
2,000b
0a
5b
-

Chromium (total)
Chromium (VI)
1-hour average
96-hour average
Chromium (III)
1-hour average
96-hour average
Copper
1-hour average
96-hour average
Cyanide
1-hour average
96-hour average
Fluoride
Iron
96-hour average
Lead
1-hour average

100b
200a
-

96-hour average

-

Manganese
Mercury
1-hour average
96-hour average
Molybdenum
1-hour average
96-hour average
Nickel
1-hour average

50a,b
-

2b
13.4a
-

Aquatic Life(1,2)
(µg/l)

Irrigation(1)
(µg/l)

Watering of
Livestock(1)
(µg/l)

340g,h
150g,h
(1.136672-{ln(hardness)(0.041838)})*
e (1.0166{ln(hardness)} - 3.924) g,h
(1.101672-{ln(hardness)(0.041838)})*
e (0.7409{ln(hardness)} - 4.719) g,h
16g,h
11g,h
(0.316) * e (0.8190{ln(hardness)} + 3.7256) g,h
(0.860) * e (0.8190{ln(hardness)} + 0.6848) g,h
(0.960) * e (0.9422{ln(hardness)} - 1.700) g,h
(0.960) * e (0.8545{ln(hardness)} - 1.702) g,h
22h
5.2h
-

100c
100c
750a
10d
-

200d
5,000d
50d
-

-

-

100d
200d
1,000d
5,000d

1,000d
500d
2,000d

1,000h
(1.46203-{ln(hardness)(0.145712)})*
e (1.273{ln(hardness)} - 1.460) g,h
(1.46203-{ln(hardness)(0.145712)})*
e (1.273{ln(hardness)} - 4.705) g,h
1.4g,h
0.77g,h
6,160e
1,650e
(0.998) * e

(0.8460{ln(hardness)} + 2.255) g,h

Existing Water Quality Standards for Lahontan Reservoir

5,000d
-

100d
-

-

-

200d
200d
-

10d
-
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Chemical
96-hour average
Selenium
1-hour average
96-hour average
Silver
1-hour average
Sulfide (undissociated
hydrogen sulfide)
96-hour average
Thallium
Zinc
1-hour average
96-hour average
ORGANIC CHEMICALS
Acrolein
Aldrin
Chlordane
24-hour average
2,4-D
DDT & metabolites
24-hour average
Demeton
Dieldrin
24-hour average
Endosulfan
24-hour average
Endrin
24-hour average
Guthion
Heptachlor
24-hour average
Lindane
24-hour average
Malathion
Methoxychlor
Mirex
Parathion
1-hour average
96-hour average
Silvex (2,4,5-TP)
Toxaphene
1-hour average
96-hour average
Benzene
Monochlorobenzene
m-dichlorobenzene
o-dichlorobenzene
p-dichlorobenzene
Ethylbenzene
Nitrobenzene
1,2-dichloroethane
1,1,1-trichloroethane (TCA)
Bis (2-chloroisopropyl)
ether

Municipal or
Domestic
Supply(1)
(µg/l)
50b
-

13a
-

Aquatic Life(1,2)
(µg/l)
(0.997) * e

(0.8460{ln(hardness)} + 0.0584) g,h

20a
5.0h
(0.85) * e

(1.72{ln(hardness)} - 6.59) g,h

2.0h
(0.978) * e
(0.986) * e

(0.8473{ln(hardness)} + 0.884) g,h
(0.8473{ln(hardness)} + 0.884) g,h

320a
0a
0a
100a,b
0a
0a
75a
0.2b
4b
100a,b
0a
10a,b
5b
5b
488a
400a
400a
75b
1,400a
19,800a
5b
200b
34.7a

Existing Water Quality Standards for Lahontan Reservoir

3a
2.4a
0.0043a
1.1a
0.0010a
0.1a
2.5a
0.0019a
0.22a
0.056a
0.18a
0.0023a
0.01a
0.52a
0.0038a
2.0a
0.080a
0.1a
0.03a
0.001a
0.065a
0.013a
0.73a
0.0002a
-

Irrigation(1)
(µg/l)

Watering of
Livestock(1)
(µg/l)

20d
-

50d
-

-

-

2,000d
-

25,000d
-

-

-

Page 5

Chemical
Chloroethylene
(vinyl chloride)
1,1-dichloroethylene
Trichloroethylene (TCE)
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene
Isophorone
Trihalomethanes (total)f
Tetrachloromethane
(carbon tetrachloride)
Phenol
2,4-dichlorophenol
Pentachlorophenol
1-hour average
96-hour average
Dinitrophenols
4,6-dinitro-2-methylphenol
Dibutyl phthalate
Diethyl phthalate
Dimethyl phthalate
Di-2-ethylhexyl phthalate
Polychlorinated biphenyls
(PCBs)
24-hour average
Fluoranthene
(polynuclear aromatic
hydrocarbon)
Dichloropropenes
Toluene

Municipal or
Domestic
Supply(1)
(µg/l)
2b

Aquatic Life(1,2)
(µg/l)

Irrigation(1)
(µg/l)

Watering of
Livestock(1)
(µg/l)

-

-

-

7b
5b
206a
5,200a
100b
5b

-

-

-

3,500a
3,090a
1,010a
70a
13.4a
34,000a
350,000a
313,000a
15,000a

exp{1.005 (pH)-4.830}a
exp{1.005 (pH)-5.290}a
-

-

-

0a
42a

0.014a
-

-

-

87a
14,300a

-

-

-

Footnotes:
(1) Single concentration limits and 24-hour average concentration limits must not be exceeded. One-hour average and 96-hour
average concentration limits may be exceeded only once every 3 years. See reference a.
(2) Aquatic life standards apply to surface waters only; “hardness” is expressed as mg/L CaCO3; and “e” refers to the base of the
natural logarithm whose value is 2.718.
(3) The standards for metals are expressed as total recoverable, unless otherwise noted.
References:
a. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Pub. No. EPA 440/5-86-001, Quality Criteria for Water (Gold Book) (1986).
b. Federal Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL), 40 C.F.R. §§ 141.11, 141.61 and 141.62 (1992).
c. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Pub. No. EPA 440/9-76-023, Quality Criteria for Water (Red Book) (1976).
d. National Academy of Sciences, Water Quality Criteria (Blue Book) (1972).
e. Nevada Division of Environmental Protection, Aquatic Life Water Quality Criteria for Molybdenum, Tetra Tech, Inc., (June 2008).
f. The criteria for trihalomethanes (total) is the sum of the concentrations of bromodichloromethane, dibromochloromethane,
tribromomethane (bromoform) and trichloromethane (chloroform). See reference b.
g. This standard applies to the dissolved fraction.
h. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, National Recommended Water Quality Criteria, May 2005.
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Northern Nevada Water Planning
Commission
STAFF REPORT
DATE:

May 29, 2013

TO:

Chairman and Members, Northern Nevada Water Planning Commission

FROM:

Jim Smitherman, Water Resources Program Manager

SUBJECT:

Report on the Truckee Meadows Water Reclamation Facility pump-around
and force main repair

SUMMARY
Robert Lee, Senior Civil Engineer, City of Reno, will present a verbal report on the Truckee
Meadows Water Reclamation Facility (“TMWRF”) pump-around and force main repair.
The City of Reno has recently undertaken repairs to the force main system that conveys raw
sewage from the TMWRF headworks to the grit removal chambers. Repair work was
initiated after January 2013 inspections conducted by the City of Sparks revealed two leaks
in the pump-discharge pipe infrastructure. The City of Sparks declared a state of emergency
within days of the discovery to investigate and make temporary repairs. The investigation
led to the installation of a temporary pump-around system to convey all of the influent so that
the condition of the headworks and discharge piping could be inspected. A thorough visual
inspection of the headworks facility showed that repairs to several gates were urgently
needed. These permanent repairs became the responsibility of the City of Reno, which
declared a state of emergency on February 19, 2013.
BACKGROUND
The Cities of Reno and Sparks have jointly owned and operated TMWRF since 1967 when
the initial construction phase was completed. In the late 1970s, permitted capacity was
expanded to 30 million gallons per day (“MGD”) and phosphorus removal was added,
followed by a second expansion in the 1980s, which increased permitted capacity to 40 MGD
and added nitrogen removal. In 2007, an expansion was completed to replace older
equipment, upgrade treatment processes and increase permitted capacity to 46.5 MGD.
The City of Sparks manages the day-to-day operations of TMWRF and employs the facility’s
staff while the City of Reno provides for major capital improvements. The Cities of Reno
and Sparks share the cost of operations and maintenance under a long-standing agreement.
TMWRF governance has been established through a series of interlocal agreements between
the two cities. A 1996 agreement created the TMWRF Joint Coordinating Committee
(“JCC”), which is made up of representatives of the City of Reno, the City of Sparks, Sun
Valley GID and Washoe County. The JCC provides advice to the City Councils of Reno and
Sparks and oversight with respect to all matters related to the maintenance, repair, expansion,
replacement, improvement and operation of TMWRF, and policies related thereto. TMWRF
has an estimated replacement value of at least $500 million.
JS:jd
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Northern Nevada Water Planning
Commission
STAFF REPORT
DATE:

May 28, 2013

TO:

Chairman and Members, Northern Nevada Water Planning Commission

FROM:

Jim Smitherman, Water Resources Program Manager

SUBJECT:

Review and possible approval of the Western Regional Water Commission
Routine Operating Budget for non-staff services for Fiscal Year 2013 / 2014,
and possible direction to staff

SUMMARY
In 2009, the Western Regional Water Commission (“WRWC”) authorized the Program
Manager to approve invoices submitted to the WRWC; to approve in-budget expenditures
from the Regional Water Management Fund (“RWMF”) not to exceed $25,000 upon
recommendation of the Northern Nevada Water Planning Commission (“NNWPC”); and to
sign contracts for such expenditures. (See attached Resolution No. 3.) To maintain
consistency with the WRWC’s delegation of authority and the NNWPC’s actions in previous
years, staff has prepared the attached routine operating budget for non-staff services, which,
with NNWPC approval, will allow the Program Manager to procure such services and
supplies in fiscal year (“FY”) 2013/2014 without placing individual items for each
expenditure on future NNWPC agendas.
BACKGROUND
The NNWPC reviewed and approved the FY 2013/2014 routine operating budget for nonstaff services on March 6, 2013, and recommended it to the WRWC for adoption as part of
the FY 2013/2014 tentative budget.
At a regular meeting held December 12, 2008, the WRWC voted “to designate Jim
Smitherman, WRWC Program Manager, as the person authorized to approve invoices
submitted to the WRWC, and approve in-budget expenditures from the RWMF not to exceed
$25,000 upon recommendation of the NNWPC, including the authority to authorize routine
operational expenditures.”
On January 9, 2009, the WRWC adopted Resolution No. 3 to formalize and clarify its
December 12, 2008, action designating the Program Manager as the person authorized to
approve invoices submitted to the WRWC; and also authorize the Program Manager to
approve in-budget expenditures from the RWMF not to exceed $25,000 upon
recommendation of the NNWPC and to sign contracts for the same.
FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact
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RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the NNWPC review and approve the FY 2013/2014 routine operating
budget for non-staff services.
POSSIBLE MOTION
Move to approve the staff recommendation.
JS:jd
Attachments: WRWC Resolution No.3
FY 2013/2014 Routine Operating Budget for Non-staff Services
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Western Regional Water Commission
Routine Operation Budget Fiscal Year 2013/2014

Mileage Expenses
Legal Services

Staff Services

WRWC Employees

Lobbying Registration
Staff Services Subtotal
Minutes

2013/2014
1st Quarter
Budget

2013/2014
2nd Quarter
Budget

2013/2014
3rd Quarter
Budget

2013/2014
4th Quarter
Budget

2013/2014
Annual Routine
Operating
Budget Total

$83,633

$83,633

$83,633

$83,633

$334,532

$600

$600

$600

$600

$2,400

$36,000

$36,000

$36,000

$36,000

$144,000

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$120,233

$120,233

$120,233

$120,233

$480,932

$5,000

$5,000

$5,000

$5,000

$20,000

Annual service contract to provide for recording of meetings,
transcription of minutes and document editing.

Expense Description/Example

Cost for Support Staff services as defined by employee services
contract entered into between Washoe County and WRWC.
Annual routine daily vehicle mileage expenses.
Cost for Legal Counsel services as defined by contract as entered
into between Rhodes Law Office and WRWC
Cost for registration for staff members as state lobbyists

$5,000

$5,000

$5,000

$5,000

$20,000

Video Coverage

$2,500

$2,500

$2,500

$2,500

$10,000

Annual expense for video coverage of WRWC and NNWPC
meetings.

CAFR & Audit

$23,000

$0

$0

$0

$23,000

Annual expense for CAFR development and financial audit.

$750

$750

$750

$750

$3,000

Cost of training for staff members not covered by in-kind services
including registration and other miscellaneous cost such as
reference materials, field trips, etc.

$1,750

$1,750

$1,750

$1,750

$7,000

Cost of travel and training for staff members not covered by in-kind
services including transportation services, mileage reimbursement,
lodging, meals, and other miscellaneous cost such as parking, etc.

$1,250

$1,250

$1,250

$1,250

$5,000

Such as advertising and legal notices.

Regional Training

Regional Travel

Non-Staff Services

Website

Such as; website content and design services; annual website
updating, maintenance, and hosting; specialized programming
services; digital library development and updating; hosting,
development and maintenance of databases; licensing fees,
software and software updates, training/programming reference
materials.

Advertising

$3,750

$3,750

$3,750

$3,750

$15,000

Such as: printing & reproduction, publications, and public notices,
refreshments for volunteer boards/commissions, GIS and other inhouse member agency support (not covered by in-kind services),
equipment & supplies (i.e. computers, computer related supplies
such as CDs, DVDs, etc.), projectors, printers, CD label machine,
poster board, reproduction services, software licensing and fees,
labels, business cards, periodicals, subscriptions, books, postage &
mailing, promotion and public materials, miscellaneous equipment
rental, insurances, general overhead expenses.

Expiration of In-Kind Services
(TMWA/DWR/SVGID)

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

Currently all in-kind service costs are covered by member agencies

Non-Staff Services Subtotal

$43,000

$20,000

$20,000

$20,000

$103,000

Totals

$163,233

$140,233

$140,233

$140,233

$583,932

Misc. Operating
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Northern Nevada Water Planning
Commission
STAFF REPORT
DATE:

May 30, 2013

TO:

Chairman and Members, Northern Nevada Water Planning Commission

FROM:

Jim Smitherman, Water Resources Program Manager

SUBJECT:

Report on the South Truckee Meadows General Improvement District
(“STMGID”), issues arising from the pending consolidation of Washoe
County’s water utility with the Truckee Meadows Water Authority
(“TMWA”), and possible consolidation of STMGID with TMWA.

Jerry Schumacher, STMGID Board of Trustees, will provide a brief verbal report concerning
STMGID issues arising from the pending consolidation of Washoe County’s water utility
with the Truckee Meadows Water Authority (“TMWA”), and possible consolidation of
STMGID with TMWA.

JS:jd
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Northern Nevada Water Planning Commission
DATE:

May 30, 2013

TO:

Chairman and Members, Northern Nevada Water Planning Commission

FROM:

John Rhodes, Legal Counsel

SUBJECT:

Report on legislative activities, including Bills pending in the 2013 Nevada
Legislature that may affect the Western Regional Water Commission (“WRWC”)
/ Northern Nevada Water Planning Commission (“NNWPC”)

The following staff report lists Bills pending in the 2013 Nevada Legislature, as of May 29, 2013, that
may affect or are of interest to the WRWC and NNWPC. Pending Bills are noted with an Assembly
("AB") or Senate ("SB") designation, and the complete language of each Bill is available by clicking
on the corresponding link contained in the electronic version of this report. WRWC staff and the
WRWC Legislative Subcommittee are tracking these Bills, have recommended positions to be taken,
and will provide periodic updates to the WRWC/NNWPC.
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Bill Drafts Requested and Bills Introduced
Water Issues
SB499 Legislative Committee to Oversee the Western Regional Water Commission (SB 487,2007)
Creates a Legislative Committee on statewide water issues.
Please click the following link to view a recent report entitled:
13-09 Legislative Committee to Oversee the Western Regional Water Commission
(BDR 17--144, 6/28/12)

Subcommittee Position
Watch

SB271 Senator Goicoechea
Makes appropriation to the Humboldt River Basin Water Authority for cloud seeding project.
(BDR 442, 9/4/12)

Subcommittee Position
Watch

SB133 Senator Goicoechea
Includes participation, per amendment "in an advisory capacity" by local governments in monitoring,
management and mitigation of water resources. Requires the State Engineer to allow a county to
participate in the development and implementation of a plan relating to the appropriation of water for
beneficial use under certain circumstances. [Passed and approved by Governor, effective 5/24/13.]
(BDR 48--631, 12/3/12)

Subcommittee Position
Watch

AB301 Assemblyman Oscarson
Directs the Legislative committee on Public Lands to study and make recommendations on
alternative water sources for Nevada communities during the 2013-2014 interim. [Passed Assembly,
in Senate with "Do Pass" recommendation from committee.]
(BDR S--80712/10/12)

Subcommittee Position
Watch
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Open Meeting Issues
AB118 Assemblyman Hickey
Revises provisions governing the applicability of the Open Meeting Law to the Legislature
Establishes the Legislative Open Meeting Law.
(BDR 17--49, 3/26/12)
AB65 Attorney General
Makes various changes to the Open Meeting Law. [Passed and approved by Governor, effective
7/1/13.]
(BDR 19--402, 8/31/12)

Subcommittee Position
Watch

Subcommittee Position
Neutral

Ethics and Contracts Issues
SB228 Senator Parks
Revises provisions relating to ethics in government. [Passed Senate, in Assembly.]
(BDR 23--445, 9/4/12)

Subcommittee Position
Watch

AB314 Assemblywoman Spiegel
Enacts the Lobbyist Code of Ethics.
(BDR 17--1027, 2/11/13)

Subcommittee Position
Watch

AB169 Assemblywoman Neal
Revises provisions relating to contracts with a governmental entity.
(BDR 23--793, 12/10/12)

Subcommittee Position
Not Support
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Public Records Issues
AB31 Attorney General
Revises provisions governing public records requests. [Passed Assembly, in Senate.]
(BDR 19--211, 8/30/12)

Subcommittee Position
Neutral

SB74 Senator Segerblom
Revises provisions relating to public records. [Passed and approved by Governor, effective 10/1/13.]
(BDR 19--603, 11/28/12)

Subcommittee Position
Oppose, as written

AB251 Assemblyman Hansen
Requires contact information for members of state and local committees to be provided to the public
upon request. [Passed Assembly, in Senate.]
(BDR 19--159, 7/25/12)

Subcommittee Position
Watch

Other Issues of Interest
SB2 Nevada Association of Counties
Revises provisions governing powers of local governments. Grants power to local governments to
perform certain acts or duties which are not prohibited or limited by statute. [Passed Senate, in
Assembly.]
(BDR 20--174, 8/10/12)

Subcommittee Position
Neutral

SB55 Las Vegas, City of
Revises provisions governing the subject matter of master plans. [Passed Senate and Assembly.]
(BDR 22--254, 8/30/12)

Subcommittee Position
Watch

AB150 Assemblyman Daly
Revises provisions governing the Legislative Commission. [Passed Assembly, in Senate.]
(BDR 17--739, 12/10/12)

Subcommittee Position
Oppose
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Northern Nevada Water Planning
Commission
STAFF REPORT
DATE:

May 30, 2013

TO:

Chairman and Members, Northern Nevada Water Planning Commission

FROM:

Jim Smitherman, Water Resources Program Manager

SUBJECT:

Report on the Truckee Meadows Regional Planning Agency (“TMRPA”)
parcel-based population and employment modeling project

Jim Smitherman, NNWPC Water Resources Program Manager, will provide a brief verbal
report concerning the status of the TMRPA parcel-based population and employment
modeling project.

JS:jd
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Northern Nevada
Water Planning Commission
STAFF REPORT
DATE:

May 29, 2013

TO:

Chairman and Members, Northern Nevada Water Planning Commission

FROM:

Jim Smitherman, Water Resources Program Manager

SUBJECT:

Program Manager’s Report

Attached are updated reports for items a) and b) for your review; a verbal report will be given at
the meeting updating item c).
a) Status Report of Projects and Work Plan supported by the Regional Water
Management Fund
b) Financial Report on the Regional Water Management Fund
c) Informational report from the NNWPC representative on the Truckee Meadows
Water Authority Standing Advisory Committee (“TMWA SAC”)
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Status Report of Projects and Work Plan
Supported by the Regional Water Management Fund

Project Name
Third Amendment to
1 TMDL Phase I

Contractor /
Provider
City of Reno
(LimnoTech)

Target
Percent
Completion
Complete
Date
Notes
49%
6/30/13
Work is in progress

Amount
250,000

Balance
Remaining
126,625

10,000

6,753

32%

6/30/13

FY 2012 - $4,000
FY 2013 - $6,000

Washoe
2 Evapotranspiration (ET)
Project Maintenance

DRI (Desert
Research Institute)

Regional Storm Water
3 Quality Management
Program

City of Reno

262,500

169,449

35%

6/30/13

Work is in progress

Third Amendment to
Reimburse TMWA and
4 DWR for consolidation
efforts (FY 2012-2013)

DWR, TMWA

300,000

300,000

0%

7/30/13

Work is in progress

Regional Data
Development and
5 Analytical Program (FY
2011-2012)

Truckee Meadows
Regional Planning
Agency

486,000

356,455

27%

6/30/14

Work is in progress

Certified Landscape
6 Technician Program
2012-13

Nevada Landscape
Association (NLA)

25,000

12,500

50%

12/31/13

Work is in progress

Website support
7 Fiscal Year 2012-2013

Washoe County
Technology
Services

10,000

10,000

0%

6/30/13

Work is in progress

G3 Productions
8 NNWPC FY 2012-13

G3 Productions

5,000

3,912

22%

6/30/13

Work is in progress

TRIG Website Support
9 FY 2012-13

City of Reno

7,500

2,771

63%

6/30/13

Work is in progress

20,000

10,700

47%

6/30/13

Work is in progress

100,000

84,764

15%

12/31/13

Work is in progress

NNWPC Minutes
10 First Amendment

Niki Linn

CloudSeeding Program
11 Winter 2012

(DRI) Desert
Research Institute
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Run Date: 05/29/13

Financial Report on the Regional Water
Management Fund

Fund 766
Report 400/ZF15
Period 1 thru 11 - 2013 Fiscal Year

Accounts

Plan Budget

Actual
(Revenue &
Expenses)

PO Commit
(Remaining
PO Balance)

Actual + PO

Available (Budget
Minus Actual +
PO)
Avail%

PreCommit
(PO's
Requested)

Available (Budget
Minus PO
Requisitions)

Federal Grants

23,222.59-

23,222.59-

23,222.59

23,222.59

* INTERGOVERNMENTAL

23,222.59-

23,222.59-

23,222.59

23,222.59

55,225.66-

55,225.66-

34,027.66

4,196.42

4,196.42

Interest-Pooled Inv.

21,198.00-

RGL Pooled Inv.
URGL Pooled Inv.

161

34,027.66

4,196.42-

4,196.42155.15

Avail%

161

155.15-

155.15-

155.15

1,322,988.00-

1,406,523.10-

1,406,523.10-

83,535.10

6

83,535.10

6

* MISCELLANEOUS

1,344,186.00-

1,457,707.49-

1,457,707.49-

113,521.49

8

113,521.49

8

** REVENUE

1,344,186.00-

1,480,930.08-

1,480,930.08-

136,744.08

10

136,744.08

10

1,692,787.00

427,353.88

652,249.53

1,079,603.41

613,183.59

36

613,183.59

36

WRWC Staff & Legal

480,932.00

338,129.54

27,360.00

365,489.54

115,442.46

38.00

115,442.46

38.00

Fin Consult Services

23,000.00

8,300.00

8,300.00

14,700.00

64

14,700.00

64

2,602.89

2,602.89

600.00

600.00

Water Surcharge 1.5%

Professional Services

Invest Pool Alloc Ex
Lobbying Services

600.00

Service Contract

3,900.00

Office Supplies
Pmts to O Agencies
Seminars and Meetings

181.36

Undesignated Budget

3,000.00

5,000.00

181.36

700.00

700.00

60.60

60.60

60.00

60.00

15,000.00

Insurance Premium
Travel

16,049.50

1,350,000.00

Support Service - Reim
Advertising

12,149.50

3,269.00

3,269.00

7,000.00

Comp Sftw nonCapital

2,602.89-

2,602.89-

16,049.50-

16,049.50-

-181.36

-181.36

1,350,000.00

100

1,350,000.00

100

2,300.00

77

2,300.00

77

60.604,940.00

99

4,940.00

99

15,000.00

100

15,000.00

100

3,269.007,000.00

95.93

95.93

** EXPENDITURES

3,577,319.00

785,253.20

691,759.03

*** Total

2,233,133.00

695,676.88-

691,759.03

1,477,012.23
3,917.85-

60.60-

3,269.00100

95.93-

7,000.00

100

95.93-

2,100,306.77

59

2,100,306.77

59

2,237,050.85

100-

2,237,050.85

100-

06-05-13: NNWPC Agenda Item 11c

Northern Nevada Water Planning
Commission
STAFF REPORT
DATE:

May 30, 2013

TO:

Chairman and Members, Northern Nevada Water Planning Commission

FROM:

Jim Smitherman, Water Resources Program Manager

SUBJECT:

Informational report from the NNWPC representative on the Truckee
Meadows Water Authority Standing Advisory Committee (“TMWA SAC”).

George Ball will provide a brief verbal report concerning the recent TMWA SAC meeting.

JS:jd

