NOTICE of MEETING/AGENDA
WATER CONVEYANCE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
October 1, 2018
A meeting of the Douglas County Water Conveyance Advisory Committee will be held on Monday,
October 1, 2018 beginning at 4:00 p.m. The meeting will be held at Douglas County offices, Minden Inn, at
1594 Esmeralda Avenue, Room 306, Minden, NV 89423. The Water Conveyance Advisory Committee
reserves the right to: take items in a different order; combine two or more agenda items for consideration;
remove items from the agenda; and/or delay discussions relating to an item on the agenda at anytime.
Call to Order.
Public Comment. (No Action May Be Taken)
At this time, public comment will be taken on those items within the jurisdiction and control of the WCAC
or those agenda items where public comment will not be taken as a public hearing is not legally required.
Public Comment is limited to 3 minutes per speaker. Please state your name for the record before you give
your comment.
If you are going to comment on a specific agenda item scheduled for discussion and action, please do so
when that item is opened for public comment. On an item that is agendized under “presentations” or
“planning matters” with no action listed, public comment is not legally required and any public comment on
those items must be made at this time.
For Possible Action. Approval of Agenda.* (Take public comment)
For Possible Action. Disposition of August 6, 2018 Meeting Minutes.* (Take public comment)
Public Hearings*.
1. For possible action. Discussion on a proposed abandonment of a portion of a storm drain,
access & irrigation easement, totaling 1,455 feet. The subject property is located at 1300
Kimbles Way, Gardnerville. The applicant is Jordan Curtis. (APN 1320-33-311-016).
Development Project (DP) 18-0079.
Case Engineer:
Erik Nilssen
(775) 782-9063
enilssen@douglasnv.us
2. For possible action. Discussion on irrigation, drainage and water facilities which may be
impacted by a Major Design Review that proposes to create four multi-family apartment
buildings (thirteen total units) and an 8,326 square-foot commercial building. The subject
property is located at 1378 N Hwy 395, Gardnerville, in the MUC (Mixed Use Commercial)
zoning district in the Gardnerville Community Plan Area. The applicant is Martin L. Stahl.
(APN 1220-04-101-029). Development Project (DP) 18-0191.
Case Planner:
Steve Mason
(775) 782-6212
smason@douglasnv.us
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Administrative.
Report of correspondence received since the August 6, 2018 Water Conveyance Advisory Committee
Meeting. The correspondence will be identified, including a short discussion of the subject matter, the name
of the sender, the name of the person to whom the letter was sent, and the date. No action will be taken on
correspondence.
Adjournment.
NOTE: A QUORUM OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OR PLANNING
COMMISSIONERS MAY BE PRESENT AT THIS MEETING TO OBSERVE THE PROCEEDINGS.
THE COUNTY COMMISSIONERS ARE PROHIBITED FROM DELIBERATING TOWARDS OR
MAKING ANY DECISIONS AT THIS MEETING.
Notice to person(s) with disabilities: Members of the public who are disabled and require special assistance
or accommodations at the meeting are requested to notify the Development Coordinator by calling at (775)
782-9012 at least 24 hours in advance.
*Copies of submitted supporting materials can be requested by calling the Development Coordinator at (775)
782-9012 or in person (Monday – Thursday, 8:00 a.m. – 3:00 p.m. and Friday 8:00 a.m. – 12:00 p.m.) at
1594 Esmeralda Ave., Room 202, Minden, Nevada. Submitted supporting materials are available, at a
minimum, three days prior to the meeting. The final agenda is also posted on the County’s website at
http://douglascountynv.gov/AgendaCenter.
Copies of this notice are posted at the Douglas County Administrative Building (Historic Courthouse),
Douglas County Community Development (Minden Inn), Douglas County Judicial and Law
Enforcement Center, and the Minden Post Office.
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WATER CONVEYANCE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MINUTES OF THE August 6, 2018 MEETING

I.

Call to Order

Fred Stodieck called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.

WCAC members present: Fred Stodieck David Hussman, Dennis Jensen

Staff present:

Public present:
II.

Mary Anne Martin, Deputy District Attorney
Erik Nilssen (Staff Contact for WCAC)
Heather Ferris, Planning Manager
Louis Cariola, Senior Planner
Mimi Moss, Director
Coleen Thran-Zepeda, Development Coordinator

Public Comment

Jeremy Hutchings

Mr. Stodieck asked if there was any public comment; there was none.
III. Approval of Agenda
Mr. Stodieck asked if there was any public comment on the agenda; there was none.
Motion made by Mr. Hussman to approve the agenda as presented; seconded by Mr. Jensen. Motion
carried unanimously.
IV.

Disposition of the July 2, 2018 WCAC minutes.

Mr. Stodieck asked if there was any public comment on the minutes; there was none.

Mr. Hussman stated that the spelling of the Edna Willsef ditch was incorrect. It should have two
“l’s”.

Motion made by Mr. Hussman to approve the minutes as presented with the correction stated
above; seconded by Mr. Jensen. Motion carried unanimously.
MAILING ADDRESS:
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V.

Discussion and Possible Action.
1. For possible action. Discussion on irrigation, drainage and water facilities which may be
impacted by a proposed Planned Development Overlay zone a Planned Development that
proposes to create eighty single family residential parcels on 18.92 acres within the
Nevada Northwest Specific Plan. The subject properties are located southwest of
Ironwood Drive and northeast of U.S. Hwy 395 in the Minden/Gardnerville Community
Plan Area. The site is located on the west side of Lucerne Street, south of Ironwood
Drive. The applicant is And Away They Go, LLC, represented by R.O. Anderson (APN
1220-28-000-005); Planned Development (PD) 18-002. This item was continued from the
July 2, 2018 meeting.

Jeremy Hutchings, RO Anderson Engineering, I apologize I was out for the last meeting and Matt had
to fill in. I had a chance to work on some more numbers but I got it to Erik late in the week. We have
an irrigation ditch that runs through here to the Dreyers. There is a culvert that is half full of mostly
silt. (Pointing to the map) The ditch does need cleaning but that’s the state it is in today. There was
previous work done by our office with help from the Town. The owner of the car wash, at the time,
piped part of this existing ditch. It used to come up just passed the highway. It can take about 20 cfs.
The plan is to keep that going through the development. (Discussion was made pointing at the map-see
audio for details). What we are planning to do is the existing culvert under Ironwood does have
capacity to convey it, than you hit the flood plain. This would be the ultimate point of discharge. The
plan is to extend the culvert up. The road needs to be built out (again pointing to the map) so that
means to slough gets cut off. We will pipe it up to this point (again pointing to the map). The timing on
the multi family is uncertain. Our plan is to redirect the ditch. Open ditch for now because we don’t
know what the plan is. Flows roughly 20 cfs for irrigation and another 5 from the Multi Family and
another 13 from the residential. My proposal in concept was to extend the 48 inch pipe up.
Mr. Jensen - How much water?
Mr. Hutchings – about 25;
Mr. Jensen - With the head on it?
Mr. Hutchings – Yes
Mr. Jensen – You said you had 8 inches of free board?
Mr. Hutchings – Yes there is a little bit of head up at this structure (pointing to map). We could make
that a 48.
Conversation between Mr. Hutchings and the WCAC continued pointing at the map. Please see audio
for details.
Mr. Hutchings - Historically it has been an agricultural community which is slowly converting to more
urban. Trying to using irrigation for drainage.
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Mr. Stodieck - What happens if Dreyer says “Nope, I don’t want any more storm drain in my ditch?”.
Does it just stop at Carson Valley?
Mr. Hutchings - I guess it would.
Mr. Jensen - Someday someone is going to do that.
Mr. Stodieck - That happened in Yerington. They said to the Commissioners, “Don’t improve anything
more until you install a new storm drain!”. I think that’s going to happen here. If someone spills oil on
the parking lot it ends up on Dreyer’s land.
Mr. Hutchings - We do have those bio inserts that have filters in them so it captures this before it gets
in the ditches.
Mr. Nilssen - You are going to put those in the right-of-way? Make sure Town of Minden knows.
Mr. Hutchings - We did it at the Carson Valley Business Park.
Mr. Hussman - Who is going to maintain these facilities, including the Minden pipe? Has the Town of
Minden said they are going to do that?
Mr. Hutchings - We went to the Town last Wednesday and I believe they approved it. It’s a point of
discussion about who maintains what. I believe the county is on the hook for maintaining collectors
and the Towns are on the hook for maintaining local streets.
Mr. Nilssen - Hopportunity kind of functions as a collector but it’s not designated as a collector on the
Master Plan. You’re labeling it as a commercial collector so I’m not sure if we are going to maintain it
to the right-of-way and then the Town of Minden will maintain it in the residential area. Or the Town
of Minden will maintain the whole thing or we will maintain the whole thing. I’m not exactly clear on
what’s going to happen.
MM
It was represented at the Board of Commissioner’s meeting that the commercial component would be a
collector and maintained by the county.
Mr. Nilssen - To the round-a-bout. So it would be from State Route 88 to the round-a-bout. That’s
what I would assume, but also in this location Lucerne and the one in Winhaven along the edge. They
are wider and maintained by the Town of Minden.
Mr. Hutchings - Yes I would think it would fall to the Town.
Mr. Nilssen - The area in red does not drain to the Dreyer ditch, correct? It drains to 395?
Mr. Hutchings - Correct.
Mr. Hussman - So whoever would maintain the streets would maintain the sponges?
MAILING ADDRESS:
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Mr. Hutchings - Correct.
Mr. Nilssen - In the report you give the 20 cfs discharge in the ditch, but you said that assumes 1 foot
of freeboard in the ditch. I was hoping Kurt would be here, because I don’t know if the ditch flows
with 1 foot of freeboard or it flows full. If it flows full then the 20 cfs is underestimated.
Mr. Hutchings - I was trying to be conservative. There are portions of the ditch that are actually less of
a cross section. I’m trying to be fair to what I think the flow actually is. I’m pretty happy with that 20
cfs number. We can certainly make that little stub a 48.
Mr. Hussman - Today it works backwards and Arnold used to make this point. You have the big end of
the ditch on the upper end where it comes from the river or canal and it gets smaller as you go as
people divert water. In this case the ditches need to get bigger at the end because of the drainage
component. I don’t know what the culvert size is by the car wash.
Mr. Hutchings - It’s elliptical 24x38.
Mr. Hussman - If we are going to take drainage into this new culvert, it’s going to have to handle more
then what’s coming under the highway. The 48 makes sense to me.
Mr. Stodieck - All the upstream users have abandoned use. The end of the line is being served by the
start of the ditch.
Mr. Nilssen - There were three downstream user identified in the submittal, Dreyer, Nevada Northwest
and Duane Deverill.
Mr. Stodieck - All of Millerville has been developed.
Mr. Hussman - I don’t know how the Dreyer’s are irrigating the little piece in front of the house.
Mr. Stodieck – Erik, in your staff report it states where a ditch is piped or water rights are transferred
over a ditch with drainage, there must be a continuing responsibility to pay for proportionate share of
the cost for ditch maintenance. Was that addressed at the Town meeting?
Mr. Nilssen - In code it states the WCAC can require a maintenance bond to be posted for 20 years’
worth of maintenance. I have not seen this done before. It is a mechanism in county code to provide for
the maintenance of the ditch. My staff report is based on last month’s submittal. No information was
given to me by the applicant in time to update the staff report. A report was provided Thursday. The
exhibit “b” is a list of downstream users. After reading through I realized there was another Exhibit “b”
which was the map I was looking for which I didn’t find until today. I wasn’t able to update my staff
report with this new information and the Water Committee didn’t receive it either. If the Water
Committee wishes to approve this, I don’t think the full information has been given to you to review.
Mr. Stodieck - Who is responsible for following up on that? This ditch goes clear to the river. That’s a
lot of maintenance.
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Mr. Nilssen - I think it would be to clear the ditch in the development. This developer would only post
bond to maintain their infrastructure.
It would be between the County and the Town.
Mr. Stodieck - Without that information, should we proceed with this or continue it again?
Mr. Nilssen - No estimate for the maintenance for the cost has been provided. Could there be a
Stormwater fault put in, Jeremy?
Mr. Hutchings - I think you are less likely to maintain a single separate then you are the catch basin
inlets, to be honest.
Mr. Nilssen - Those things become more difficult when it’s cold out and freezing.
Mr. Hutchings - Do you maintain any the single separators now? Who does that?
Mr. Nilssen - I don’t think we have any in a public right-of-way.
Mr. Hutchings - If the Town adopts the road, I would assume it would include the storm drain.
More conversation referring to the map (see audio for details);
Ms. Moss - Could you consider the open ditch as temporary up to the street and the culvert and
continue the 48” culvert and make the statement that if it changes in the future you want to review it?
Mr. Hutchings - That makes sense.
Mr. Hussman - I don’t have a problem with what Mimi just recommended. I think that covers what we
are talking about here.
Mr. Stodieck asked for public comment; seeing none, public comment was closed.
Mr. Nilssen - For the record, the section of code I quoted earlier reads a little different then what I put
in my staff report, including ordinance 1036, 1012, 763, 539 & 390. The code reads slightly different
then what I quoted in the staff report.
Mr. Hussman motioned to approve the map as presented with the understanding of depending on
whether the residential or commercial develops first. There either will be a temporary ditch across the
residential portion created with the 48” crossing under the new road or the ditch will be piped as shown
on the map under the residential streets. Any changes to the layout we were shown here, will come
back to this committee. Mr. Jensen seconds the motion; carried unanimously.
Administrative
Mr. Stodieck asked the panel if any correspondence had been received since the last meeting;
there was none.
MAILING ADDRESS:
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Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 4:45 pm by Mr. Stodieck.
Respectfully submitted,
Fred Stodieck
Chairman
Coleen Thran-Zepeda
Development Coordinator
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WATER CONVEYANCE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
PROJECT REVIEW & RECOMMENDATIONS
DATE: October 1, 2018
AGENDA ITEM #: No. 2
PROJECT #: DP18-0191
APPLICANT: Martin Stahl
APN #: 1220-04-101-029
20.100.070 Irrigation facilities.
A. If proposed development includes or directly impacts existing irrigation facilities,
an irrigation plan must be prepared by a registered engineer to analyze and provide
mitigation for the impacts of the proposed development. The irrigation plan, together
with the drainage plan for the development, must be publicly noticed per section
20.20.030 and presented to the water conveyance advisory committee for their review
and written comment to the community development department and to any affected
towns or districts.
1. The plan must include the location, size, and capacity of all drainage and
irrigation facilities within the proposed area of development. In addition the plan must
address upstream areas and facilities tributary to the site and downstream from the site
which will be affected or impacted by the proposed development to the point of
discharge.
X

Satisfies Requirement

Does Not Satisfy Requirement

Not Applicable

To Be Determined

2. In all development, the impact on downstream facilities and lands must be
analyzed and addressed in the plan. New development is responsible for either
improving downstream drainage facilities to meet the increased peak flows as a result of
the proposed project or to provide facilities which will result in no increase in peak runoff
from that which existed before the development. If downstream peak flows are increased
by the project, the plan must provide mitigation to the point of discharge as approved by
the county and any affected towns and districts.
X

Satisfies Requirement

Does Not Satisfy Requirement

Not Applicable

To Be Determined

Applicant has demonstrated that no increase to irrigation runoff occurs up to the 100-year
storm event.

1

3. The plans must incorporate water quality and erosion controls in conformance
with the Handbook of Best Management Practices for all drainage water leaving the site.
The use of irrigation ditches or sloughs for the discharge of urban runoff is highly
discouraged and in no case will be permitted without the written notice to, and reasonable
efforts to obtain consent of, the affected downstream ditch users. In no case may urban
drainage leaving a development be of a quality that will adversely affect downstream
water uses.
X

Satisfies Requirement

Does Not Satisfy Requirement

Not Applicable

To Be Determined

Stormwater discharges directly into the Martin Slough as it has previously done from this
parcel. This project will add a detention basin and two sand oil separators to improve the
quality of the runoff from the property.
4. As a part of the plan, a ditch may be redesigned or upgraded for low
maintenance through the use of riprap, channel lining, culvert or pipe. Landscaping of
ditch easements in an urban setting is permitted as part of an approved plan of the water
conveyance advisory committee, but must not inhibit the integrity of the ditch bank or the
intended maintenance and access function of the ditch easement.
Satisfies Requirement

Does Not Satisfy Requirement X

Not Applicable

To Be Determined

This project is not proposing any changes to the Martin Slough, it will discharge from
onsite into the slough.
B. No development may interfere with the historic custom and use of waters
adjacent to and upstream and downstream from the development. Any changes in
conveyance facilities or the course of conveyance facilities, including the abandonment
of part or all of a conveyance facility, must be done in a reasonable manner with due
regard to the rights of the owners of the easement or right-of-way and shall be subject to
approval of the water conveyance committee, the county, any affected towns or districts
or irrigation companies.
Satisfies Requirement

Does Not Satisfy Requirement X

Not Applicable

To Be Determined

C. Standards. Except as set forth herein, all improvements for drainage and irrigation
facilities shall be in conformance with this title and the design criteria and improvement
standards manual.
Satisfies Requirement

Does Not Satisfy Requirement X

2

Not Applicable

To Be Determined

D. Rights-of-way for water conveyance. All development subject to this title
must designate irrigation and drainage rights-of-way or easements as required to
implement the approved irrigation and drainage plan for the development. Right-of-way
widths must be appropriate for the operation and maintenance of the facilities as shown
on the approved plan. Required right-of-way widths will vary depending on the size,
type, location and accessibility of the improvements as shown on the plan. In no case
shall the rights-of-way be less than 20 feet in width. For open irrigation ditches, a rightof-way width equal to the top width of the ditch plus 32 feet must be provided to allow
adequate access for maintenance and servicing of the ditch. A minimum 20 foot right-ofway must be provided, including cases where the irrigation or drainage is placed in an
underground conveyance. These criteria for rights-of-way and piping for irrigation must
be met unless otherwise provided by the design criteria and improvement standards
manual and approved by the water conveyance advisory committee.
Satisfies Requirement

Does Not Satisfy Requirement X

Not Applicable

To Be Determined

E. Where the development contains lots of one net acre or less the right-of-way for
an open irrigation or drainage ditch may not be included in the net or gross lot area.
Satisfies Requirement

Does Not Satisfy Requirement X

Not Applicable

To Be Determined

F. Maintenance. When water conveyances are placed in an underground culvert or
pipe, the plans must address and provide for maintenance of the facilities.
None of the usual maintenance requirements are applicable to this project. This
project is not impacting the operation or historic flows within the Martin Slough. This
project only drains into the slough.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended the Water Conveyance Advisory Committee approve this project. The
owner will be required to submit annual reports to the Douglas County Storm Water
Program Manager for maintenance of the Sand Oil Separators. There is no physical
change to the Martin Slough from this project and normal irrigation operations will not be
impacted. This project will improve the water quality compared to existing.
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