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Washoe County Animal Control Board
MINUTES
Tuesday ~ April 14, 2009 ~ 6:30 P.M.
WASHOE COUNTY REGIONAL ANIMAL SERVICES CENTER
CLASSROOM
2825 LONGLEY LANE, RENO, NEVADA
1.
CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL *
Chair Simmonds called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.  A quorum was established.

PRESENT:
Elaine Carrick, Linda Church, Paul Davis, Anne Forbes and Richard Simmonds. 
ABSENT:
Kathryn Hass.
VACANT:
One.

Terry Shea – Deputy District Attorney, was also present.

2.
APPROVAL OF FEBRUARY 24, 2009, MINUTES
It was moved by Member Davis, seconded by Member Church, to approve the February 24, 2009, minutes, as submitted.  The motion carried: Members Carrick, Church, Davis, Forbes and Chair Simmonds assenting; Member Hass absent; and one position vacant.  
3.
PUBLIC COMMENT * 
There were no public comments. 
4.
KENNEL PERMIT APPEAL HEARING – A review, discussion and possible action to approve, deny or otherwise modify a kennel permit to allow Carol Grossi to keep seven (7) dogs at 3532 Caballo Alto Court, Reno, Nevada (City of Reno).  
Officer Cynthia Doak - Washoe County Regional Animal Services, provided an overview of the request noting that there had been barking complaints in June and October 2008 and January 2009 that included a complaint about the number of dogs on the property.  Officer Doak noted that the dogs were well groomed and cared for and that none of the objectors were present at tonight’s (April 14, 2009) meeting.  Ms. Doak noted that one objector had called through the Animal Services dispatch center for Field Supervisor Mitch Schneider on the well being of the animals.  However, no direction was given that required a follow-up by Animal Control Officers.   Officer Doak noted that the applicant Carol Grossi also engages in some dog grooming activity and that she does sell puppies.

Terry Shea – Deputy District Attorney, explained that he had not been advised as to whether Washoe County Board of County Commissioners had adopted a modification in code related to what constitutes a business license for dog breeding purposes.  
Officer Doak noted that Ms. Grossi resides within the City of Reno not unincorporated Washoe County.  Although it appears that some dog breeding is allowed within the City of Reno, Animal Control staff did not receive a reply to requests for information.  

Mr. Shea pointed out that while the Washoe County Animal Control Board did not have jurisdiction over business licenses issues, it is his belief that action can be taken on the kennel permit based on the effects such an activity may have on surrounding neighbors.  

Chair Simmonds noted that he had attended a recent meeting about the proposed code amendment and that the business license issue had been removed from the BCC’s (Board of County Commissioners) agenda due to concerns about the language in the proposed ordinance and that a meeting had been scheduled later in the Month (April 2009) to further discuss the issue.  It appears that the Washoe County Business Licenses Department indicated on the attached form (copy on file) that no business license was required for unincorporated Washoe County.

Officer Doak noted that as with all premises inhabited by dogs, that there was barking when she rang the door bell.  However, once inside, the dogs quieted down.  Ms. Doak also noted that smaller breeds of dogs have a higher pitched bark and that their behavior may change when the owner is not present to exert control. 
Chair Simmonds opened the public hearing.
Carol Grossi recalled the first complaint and subsequent correspondence that she had sent to all neighbors to contact her directly if there were a problem with her dogs.  Ms. Grossi noted that she had not been advised of any complaints by the neighbors and that the dogs are in her bedroom from 10:00 p.m. until 6:00 a.m.  At 6:00 a.m. the dogs are let out of the house and return without barking.  Ms. Grossi provided several exhibits for the record (copies on file) including correspondence, photographs of the animals and letter from one neighbor stating that there is no concern or complaint about her dogs.  Ms. Grossi noted that she does from time to time take care of animals she has sold and has purchased a bark collar for one animal that has a tendency to bark.  Ms. Grossi commented that, in her opinion, the neighbor’s tree house and use by children incites her dogs to bark.  It was Ms. Grossi’s assumption when notified of the tree house construction that it would be an enclosed structure that prevented the children from looking into her backyard and invading her privacy.  Ms. Grossi emphasized that the dogs are only allowed in the yard when she is present and that she uses a clicker along with voice commands to stop barking.  Ms. Grossi also submitted a journal for the record that lists all activities including the use of a trampoline by another neighbor’s child that also incites barking.  Ms. Grossi noted that she has counted 29 dogs in the surrounding neighborhood and that she now leaves the dog door closed to keep her dogs inside the home when she is absent.  Typically there are not more than nine dogs on the premises when she is caring for others’ dogs.  In general those periods do not exceed two weeks as the pet owner travels.  Ms. Grossi explained that she has strict guidelines for the care of dogs she sells and that if the guidelines are not met the guarantee she provides becomes void.  Ms. Grossi then outlined her breeding schedule of not more than two litters per year and explained that while she has several females some are too young to be bred.  Ms. Grossi noted that her male is used to service other females and that when the females are in season they are kept in a crate or the male is diapered.  Ms. Grossi explained that she has lived in this particular location since the mid-1990’s and that the litters come from different females to avoid in-breeding.  Ms. Grossi then noted that the only letter of complaint she had received is the one previously submitted by her for the record.  Ms. Grossi then detailed the nutritional supplement required in the contract and Flint River food that she expects persons purchasing puppies from her to use to maintain the lifetime warranty.  Ms. Grossi outlined the contents of the contract used in the sale of the puppies.  Once the puppies are sold Ms. Grossi noted that she can no longer control the diet or supplements actually used by the new owners and that she will not sign the AKC (American Kennel Club) papers for the puppies if they are not spayed/neutered within the six month time line defined in the contract.  
Chair Simmonds closed the public hearing

Member Carrick noted her conflicts with issuing a kennel permit to someone that breeds in a residential area.  

Chair Simmonds noted that the board had similar situations in the past and that the definition of a business as it pertains to breeding is ambiguous at best as to what constitutes a business and need for a business license.  
Responding to Chair Simmonds’ inquiry, Mr. Shea explained that while there has been an attempt to resolve the business licenses issue, it is his opinion, the board should focus on the Findings identified in WCC (Washoe County Code) 55.400 that must be made before a kennel permit can be issued.  Mr. Shea pointed out that the lot sizes are +7,000 square feet which he believes should be taken into consideration before making a final determination on the kennel permit.  
Member Davis noted that he concurred with Member Carrick that this may be a business had the form been properly reviewed and signed off by the City of Reno.  However, since it is unknown whether this particular application is for a business or not, Mr. Davis can make the applicable Findings to approve the kennel permit.  Member Davis noted that while these are small lots, the dogs are also small and well cared for.
Member Forbes noted that it appears that none of the monies made from the sale of the puppies is coming back to the community. 
Ms. Grossi stated that she claims the income made from the sale of puppies on her federal income tax return.  
Member Church noted that while Ms. Grossi appears to take good care of the animals, there are issues about whether or not she operates a business as well as complaints from surrounding neighbors. 
Chair Simmonds noted that Ms. Grossi appears to have been in this particular residence for ten years without complaint and that since the local jurisdictions have not yet dealt with the dog breeding and business license issues that he will not take that into consideration.  It is also Chair Simmonds belief that Ms. Grossi appears to be one of the most responsible breeders he has seen and that those individuals filing complaints had not come to the public hearing on the kennel license.  Therefore, Chair Simmonds will support a motion for approval.  
Chair Simmonds reopened the public hearing.

Ms. Grossi stated that she had contacted the City about a business license and was informed that she did not make enough money to require a business license.  
It was moved by Member Forbes, seconded by Member Davis, to approve the kennel permit to allow Carol Grossi to keep seven (7) dogs at 3532 Caballo Alto Court, Reno, Nevada (City of Reno).  Member Forbes stated that she could make the applicable Findings to approve the kennel permit based on the testimony provided by the applicant and Animal Control.  The motion carried: Members Church, Davis, Forbes and Chair Simmonds assenting; Member Carrick dissenting; Member Hass absent; and one position vacant. 
6.
UNCONTESTED KENNEL PERMIT APPLICATION APPROVALS * – An informational update on the number of uncontested cattery/kennel permits issued by Animal Services.  

Officer Nancy Ueda - Washoe County Regional Animal Services, noted that there were no uncontested permits issued and that three are in process with four 30-day notices pending.  
7.
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS * – Selection of items or topics to be placed on a future agenda.  The next regular meeting of the Washoe County Animal Control Board is tentatively scheduled for May 12, 2009.  
Member Carrick and Chair Simmonds stated they cannot be present at the May 12, 2009, meeting due to other commitments.

Member Davis stated that he would Chair the May 12, 2009, meeting, in the absence of the Chair and Vice-chair if a meeting is needed.  
Officer Nancy Ueda – Washoe County Regional Animal Services, stated that a May meeting might not be needed.   
Chair Simmonds will follow-up with Bob Webb – Washoe County Department of Community Development on the business license issues.  

8.
ADJOURNMENT

Chair Simmonds adjourned the meeting at 7:19 p.m.
AS APPROVED BY THE WASHOE COUNTY ANIMAL CONTROL BOARD IN SESSION ON JUNE 9, 2009.
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