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Reply-To: Kimberly Rhodemyre <klrhode.re@sbcglobal.net>
To: "cityclerk@reno.gov" <cityclerk@reno.gov>
Cc: David Bobzien <bobziend@reno.gov>, Duerr Naomi <duerrn@reno.gov>, Oscar Delgado
<delgadoo@reno.gov>, Hillary Schieve <schieveh@reno.gov>, Jenny Brekhus
<brekhusj@reno.gov>, Neoma Jardon <jardonn@reno.gov>, Paul McKenzie
<mckenziep@reno.gov>, Eric Cole <esckjc@sbcglobal.net>, John Saludes
<jsaludes63@hotmail.com>, Wayne/Linda Sievers <lwsievers@hotmail.com>, Jay Aldean
<jaldean@washoecounty.us>
Good Morning,
The Upper South East Communities Coalitions, Board of Directors cannot be present at the
meeting today so please consider this our public comment on the Special Meeting Agenda Item
5.1 - Master Plan.
The Coalition urges the council to increase the flood storage mitigation ratio on the Butler
Ranch North and Butler Ranch South as a step to protect the last remaining areas of critical
flood storage that benefits the entire Reno-Sparks areas. This step could not be more critical
for the safety of the surrounding residents and for the general public of the Truckee Meadows.
This vital move can be implemented by this council during the discussion on the Master Plan
and can be a step toward important flood storage for predictably more frequent and increasingly
more devastating flooding on Steamboat Creek and the Truckee River.
Thank you,
The Upper South East Communities Coalition, Board of Directors
direct: klrhode.re@sbcglobal.net
direct: (775) 232-0122
UPPER SOUTH EAST COMMUNITIES COALITION, INC - Home
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1 message
Rick Caldeira <caldeirar@reno.gov>
To: CityClerk <CityClerk@reno.gov>
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For record.
Rick Caldeira
Chief of Staff to Mayor Schieve
Reno City Hall, One East First Street, Reno NV 89501
CaldeiraR@reno.gov

775-334-2001
---------- Forwarded message ---------From: <smyres@softcom.net>
Date: Wed, Nov 1, 2017 at 11 :34 PM
Subject: Relmagine Reno, please add the word 'in'
To: CaldeiraR@reno.gov, opfermant@reno.gov, esparzac@reno.gov, fitchb@reno.gov
Cc: opfermant@reno.gov

November 1, 2017
Craig Smyres
17 South Virginia St, #507
Reno, NV 89501
smyres@softcom .net

Madam Mayor and members of the City Council,

I was hoping to meet with each of you prior to the November ath City Council meeting. Tess Opferman suggested at
this late date that I send you all a common email. I would still like to meet if you can.
I am happy with the new proposed city master plan as far as it goes. Relmagine Reno is considerate of good
governance and nature. I'm impressed with the competence of the planners. I also generally agree with the
Outstanding Policy Issues recommendations. I strongly support the Reno Planning Commission's recommendation to
remove consideration of annexation outside Reno's sphere of influence. While I'm generally in support of regulating
sprawl, removing consideration of annexation outside the SOI would also prevent bringing up old legal feuds between
local governments that have since faded in the wake of the Settlement Agreement on SOis.
In light of the recommendation of the Reno Planning Commission, I suggest a change to the wording of one line in the
planners Outstanding Policy Issues. The current line reads, "Are contiguous with City of Reno and the sphere of
Influence." "And the sphere of influence," to my eye can read as either contiguous with Reno city limits or the sphere
of influence-which renders the phrase "contiguous with City of Reno" pointless. Under that wording, a future City
Council could use the master plan as justification for noncontiguous annexation. That seriously dilutes many of the
careful planning guidelines addressed in the master plan. A determined City Council would have an easier path to
approve the development of dense housing on far flung land like Winnemucca Ranch.
I suggest removing this ambiguity from the Policy Issues recommendation by adding the word 'in' as follows: ' ...
contiguous with City of Reno and in the sphere of influence.' Annexation ought to be both contiguous and in the SOI.
I would be glad to discuss this or other annexation issues more deeply.
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Sincerely yours, Craig Smyres

I have attached a Word doc of this email.
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Reno to vote on master 11117.docx
117K
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November 1, 2017
Craig Smyres
17 South Virginia St, #507
Reno, NV 89501
smyres@softcom.net

Madam Mayor and members of the City Council,

I was hoping to meet with each of you prior to the November 8th City Council
meeting. Tess Opferman suggested at this late date that I send you all a common
email. I would still like to meet if you can.
I am happy with the new proposed city master plan as far as it goes. Re Imagine
Reno is considerate of good governance and nature. I'm impressed with the
competence of the planners. I also generally agree with the Outstanding Policy
Issues recommendations. I strongly support the Reno Planning Commission's
recommendation to remove consideration of annexation outside Reno's sphere of
influence. While I'm generally in support of regulating sprawl, removing
consideration of annexation outside the SOI would also prevent bringing up old
legal feuds between local governments that have since faded in the wake of the
Settlement Agreement on SOis.
In light of the recommendation of the Reno Planning Commission, I suggest a change
to the wording of one line in the planners Outstanding Policy Issues. The current
line reads, "Are contiguous with City of Reno and the sphere of Influence." "And the
sphere of influence," to my eye can read as either contiguous with Reno city limits
or the sphere of influence-which renders the phrase "contiguous with City of
Reno" pointless. Under that wording, a future City Council could use the master
plan as justification for noncontiguous annexation. That seriously dilutes many of
the careful planning guidelines addressed in the master plan. A determined City
Council would have an easier path to approve the development of dense housing on
far flung land like Winnemucca Ranch.
I suggest removing this ambiguity from the Policy Issues recommendation by adding
the word 'in' as follows: ' ... contiguous with City of Reno and in the sphere of
influence.' Annexation ought to be both contiguous and in the SOI.
I would be glad to discuss this or other annexation issues more deeply.

Sincerely yours, Craig Smyres

