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Washoe County Animal Control Board
 MINUTES
Tuesday ~ January 12, 2010 ~ 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 6:00 p.m. A quorum was established. 
MEMBERS PRESENT:
Elaine Carrick, Linda Church, Paul Davis Anne Forbes, Kathryn Haas and Richard Simmonds.
MEMBERS ABSENT:
None.
POSITIONS VACANT:
One.

Terry Shea – Deputy District Attorney, was also present. 

2.
APPROVAL OF DECEMBER 22, 2009, MINUTES.
It was moved by Member Church, seconded by Member Davis, to approve the December 22, 2009, minutes, as submitted.  The motion carried: Members Carrick, Church, Davis, Forbes, Hass and Chair Simmonds assenting; and one position vacant. 
3.
PUBLIC COMMENT *  
There were no public comments.
4.
ELECTION OF OFFICERS – 1) Chair; and 2) Vice-chair
Chair Simmonds opened the nominations for Chair. 

Member Carrick nominated Richard Simmonds as Chair.  Member Davis seconded the nomination.

Chair Simmonds accepted the nomination.  
The nomination to elect Richard Simmonds as Chair of the Washoe County Animal Control Board carried: Members Carrick, Church, Davis, Forbes, Hass and Chair Simmonds assenting; and one position vacant.  
Chair Simmonds open the nominations for Vice-chair. 
Member Church nominated Elaine Carrick as Vice-chair.  Member Forbes seconded the nomination. 
Member Carrick accepted the nomination.
The nomination to elect Elaine Carrick as Vice-chair of the Washoe County Animal Control Board carried:  Members Carrick, Church, Davis, Forbes, Hass and Chair Simmonds assenting; and one position vacant.
5.
KENNEL PERMIT APPEAL HEARING – A review, discussion and possible action to approve, deny or otherwise modify a kennel permit to allow Susan Reavis to keep five (5) dogs at 368 Omni Drive, Sparks, Nevada (unincorporated Washoe County).   
Officer Cynthia Doak - Washoe County Regional Animal Services, noted that the applicant had submitted the revised kennel drawing as requested and that the area currently listed as open will be enclosed with chain link.  The animals appear to be well cared for and that the barking subsided in a short time after her arrival.  Officer Doak commented that there were no sanitation issues.  Officer Doak explained that three (3) of the five (5) animals were inside the house upon her arrival and that the board should direct further housing questions to the applicant.
Susan Reavis expressed her appreciation to the board for allowing her to speak.  Ms. Reavis noted that she is the proud owner of five (5) Australian Cattle dogs that are not only pets but also show dogs and part of the Bitterbrush Herding Club in Minden (Nevada).  Ms. Reavis explained that she had lived at this particular address for nineteen (19) months and that issues had arose during a vacation at the end of August – early September (2009) when she had engaged a dog sitter.  During that time the individuals were moving furniture from another residence.  Ms. Reavis expressed her disappointment that no one had contacted her directly about the barking issue when there were some standard Schnauzers temporarily present due to her having a visitor who owned the dogs.  Ms. Reavis submitted receipts for bark collars that she had purchased that seem to have alleviated the barking problem.  Ms. Reavis noted that she had not received any additional notices of barking complaints since the collars were purchased in October (2009).  Ms. Reavis then explained that her elder father had lived with her for a short time and that there had been puppies present during his stay.  One of the puppies escaped the property on several occasions and at one point resulted in some disrespectful dialogue between her and one of the neighbors.  Ms. Reavis stated that she is not a licensed business for the breeding and sale of dogs and that to date there have only been two (2) litters.  Ms. Reavis explained that she may continue to breed the animals from time-to-time to develop show dog candidates.  Ms. Reavis pointed out that not all puppies are of show dog quality and are sold as household pets.  Ms. Reavis noted that the eldest female (Annie) was spayed but was not a pure bred Australian Shepherd.  Ms. Reavis then explained that she keeps the male separate from the females when they are in heat.  The kennel flooring is made of river rock which can be covered with shavings or straw and easily hosed in the summer.  Ms. Reavis stated that, to her knowledge, there were no drainage issues and that she had not observed pooling.  Ms. Reavis noted that the bark collars are on the dogs when outside and while she is at work.  
Chair Simmonds drew attention to a letter in opposition that indicates the dogs bark constantly and at all hours of the night. 

Ms. Reavis stated that once she had been informed about her dogs barking at night she ceased leaving them outside at night more than six (6) months ago.
Theresa Skinner voiced her opposition to the kennel permit noting that on or around March 25, 2009, she was in her corral working with her horse and wild donkey when one of Ms. Reavis’ dogs entered the corral.  Ms. Skinner explained that, in her opinion, Ms. Reavis does not have control of her dogs and that she had warned her to keep her dogs off of her property.  Ms. Skinner then noted that she had contact Animal Service on August 18 when the dogs were barking at about 9:45 p.m.  Ms. Skinner stated that she had been awakened at 4:45 a.m., October 23, 2009 and had gone to Ms. Reavis’ residence to verify that it was her dogs barking.  Ms. Skinner recalled that the dogs have escaped out of the garage on occasion and that the dogs tend to form a pack.  Therefore she and her family carry sticks when walking their dogs.  Ms. Skinner pointed out that the donkey is capable of pursuing the dog to defend itself and that Ms. Reavis’ animals could be seriously injured or killed.  Ms. Skinner stated that she had gone to Ms. Reavis home and told her to shut her dogs up during the October incident  In her thirteen (13) years of residence in her current home she has never had problems with any of her other neighbors.  Ms. Skinner noted that the bridal path fence is deteriorated at the rear or the Reavis property and that her dogs are also able to escape through that fence as well.

Member Carrick commented that while there may have been some issues with barking dogs it appears that the issue has been resolved with the use of the bark collars.  Additionally, a kennel permit will require that the dogs be kept in the kennel and will reduce the likelihood of an at-large situation.  
Ms. Skinner responded to Member Carrick’s inquiry about whether there was any reduction in barking since the use of the barking collar began in the affirmative.  However, the reduction in noise may also be the result of winter weather and having doors and windows closed.  
Joyce Field – Bridal Path homeowners Association President, explained that while she is not speaking on behalf of the HOA (Homeowners’ Association) the CC&R’s limit the number of dogs to not more than four.  Additionally, the subdivision is located in the unincorporated area of Washoe County not the City of Sparks.
Chair Simmonds noted that the Washoe County Animal Control Board did not enforce CC&R’s.  

Ms. Field then explained that if the kennel permit is approved that other action may need to be taken by the HOA.  If the issue is not resolved at tonight’s (January 12, 2010) meeting then she as an individual homeowner will approach the HOA for action.

Bobbie Heaps commented that she was present to represent Mr. Namfestka who has submitted a letter of opposition dated November 5, 2009. .  
Ms. Skinner commented that she had forgotten to mention that when Ms. Reavis and her dogs are in her corral that they are trespassing.  Ms. Skinner stated that she wanted that notation on the record.  

Ms. Reavis noted that she could not recall an instance in which more than one dog was not under her control.  However, in the incident described by Ms. Skinner in which four dogs were in her corral only one of the four belonged to her.  That particular dog is no longer with her.  Ms. Reavis concurred with Chair Simmonds’ observation that herding dogs were typically under verbal control.  
During the discussion it was noted that the garage had been altered such that the dogs can no longer escape when the garage door is opened.  As the discussion continued it was explained that Officer Doak had not inspected the perimeter fencing of the property and that the dogs are usually not left unattended in the yard.  
Chair Simmonds closed the public hearing.

Member Church explained that she could support the request based on the testimony heard that indicated that barking issues have been reduced significantly and that the dogs can no longer escape from the property.

Member Hass concurred that she too can support the kennel permit noting that she believes the barking and other issues have been addressed. 

Member Carrick agreed with Members Church and Hass.  Ms. Carrick noted that all complaints received were from a single address and that the bark collars appear to have resolved the barking issues.  
Member Forbes commented that she too could support the kennel permit noting that the applicant does not appear to be breeding the dogs for profit and that the enforcement of the CC&R’s are not the responsibility of the Washoe County Animal Control Board.  Ms. Forbes pointed out that herding dogs like to be worked and become hyper if not properly exercised

Responding to Member Forbes’ inquiry about whether spay/neuter would affect the owner’s ability to show the animal, Chair Simmonds explained that spayed/neutered animal cannot be used as show animals.  

Member Forbes then noted that future complaints would remand the kennel permit to the board,

Member Davis commented that it appears that the applicant (Ms. Reavis) is making an effort to address the unacceptable behavior issues identified by surrounding neighbors.  Mr. Davis reminded Ms. Skinner that she should contact law enforcement about trespassing issue and Animal Services with barking and at-large complaints.  
It was moved by Member Carrick, seconded by Member Church, to approve the kennel permit for Susan Reavis to keep five (5) dogs at 368 Omni Drive, Sparks, Nevada (Unincorporated Washoe County).  Member Carrick stated that she can make the applicable Findings in Washoe County Code 55.420(4) and 55.400(2) based on the testimony provided by Animal Control Officers, the applicant and others.  The motion carried: Members Carrick, Church, Davis, Forbes, Hass and Chair Simmonds assenting; and one position vacant. 
Chair Simmonds reminded Ms. Reavis that the Animal Control Board has no authority to enforce CC&Rs and that even though the kennel permit just approved is for five (5) dogs she still may have a problem with her homeowners’ association if they wish to enforce the CC&Rs restriction of only four (4) dogs.  Further, he reminded Ms. Reavis that future complaints can jeopardize her kennel permit.
Terry Shea – Deputy District Attorney, read the appeal process into the record.  
6.
KENNEL, CATTERY AND/OR EXOTIC ANIMAL PERMIT HOLDER DISASTER PREPAREDNESS – A review and discussion of the federal FEMA (Federal Emergency Management Agency) Mass Evacuation Incident Annex and Information for Pet Owners, PETS (Pets Evacuation and Transportation Standards) Act of 2006 (H.R. 3858) and NRS (Nevada Revised Statutes) 414.095 requiring a disaster plan for the care and removal of animals during a natural or manmade disaster.  The discussion will focus on a Washoe County Regional Animal Services recommendation to add a requirement for a Disaster Plan to the Kennel, Cattery and/or Exotic Animal permit application.  
Lieutenant Robert Smith – Field Supervisor Washoe County Regional Animal Services, drew attention to the information (copy on file) previously forwarded to the board and explained that the intent is to bring the need for kennel permit holders and pet owners in general to prepare an emergency disaster plan and kit.  Lieutenant Smith explained that as WCC (Washoe County Code) is revised that there may be an opportunity to add a requirement to have an evacuation plan to the kennel/cattery and exotic animal permit forms.  Lieutenant Smith explained that the requirements are now part of FEMA (Federal Emergency Management Agency) polices due to issues encountered with Hurricane Katrina as well as regulations adopted by the legislature in 2007.  Although Washoe County Animal Services is ready to assist in the event of a manmade or natural disaster, it is crucial that pet owner and kennel permit holders prepare and practice an emergency evacuation process.  Lieutenant Smith noted a brochure (copy on file) that could be provided to applicants and other interested parties on how to address issues in the event of a disaster.  
Chair Simmonds noted that he had written an article for the Virginia City Register about the need to prepare an evacuation plan that included the establishment of a predetermined location to meet as well as a caretaker for animals.  

Lieutenant Smith explained that Washoe County Animal Service could provide temporary shelter until other arrangements can be made by pet owners.  Of particular concern to staff is that the average number of pets is 2.5 per household.  During the Red Rock Fire it was discovered that a number of property owners with horses did not possess a horse trailer in which to move their animals.  Mr. Smith emphasized that disaster preparedness is everyone’s personal responsibility.  
During a brief discussion it was suggested that perhaps the emergency evacuation plan could be a condition of renewal for existing permit holders once the requirement is adopted into WCC.  Other discussion noted that before a kennel permit application can be filed that proof of rabies and other vaccinations is required as is proper licensing.  
7.
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, commented that there were no uncontested kennel permits issued and that there were four (4) applications and seven (7) 30-day notices issued.  Ms. Ueda explained that an applicant for the vacant position had withdrawn in order to concentrate on her business.  Officer Ueda then drew attention to the updated terms of office and noted that Members Carrick and Church were due for reappointment in May 2010.  Officer Ueda then suggested that board members consider a pilot program that would provide all meeting support materials electronically to further reduce paper, copy and staff costs.  Ms. Ueda noted that member would then be responsible for printing their own meeting materials with a limited number of copies being printed for the public during the public hearings.  The members of Board agreed that we should try this approach and see how well it works.
8.
MEMBER COMMENTS * – Limited to emergent items not addressed elsewhere on the agenda. While the Washoe County Animal Control Board may not engage in discussion or take action on any item identified under this topic the matter may be placed on a future agenda for discussion and possible action or recommendation of action to the Washoe County Board of County Commissioners.
Member Forbes congratulated Chair Simmonds and Vice-Chair Carrick on their reelection.  
9.
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 scheduled for February 9, 2010.  
Responding to Chair Simmonds’ inquiry about exotic animal permits, Field Supervisor Robert Smith explained that those issues would be addressed as part of the revision to WCC (Washoe County Code).

10.
ADJOURNMENT

Chair Simmonds adjourned the meeting at 7:45 p.m.
AS APPROVED BY THE WASHOE COUNTY ANIMAL CONTROL BOARD IN SESSION ON FEBRUARY 9, 2010.
MEMBERS


Richard Simmonds, Chair
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Anne Forbes


Kathryn Hass
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