Carson City
Agenda Report

Date Submitted: June 29, 2011 Agenda Date Requested: July 7, 2011
Time Requested: 2 hours

To:  Mayor and Supervisors
From: City Manager

Subject Title: For Possible Action: Discussion and direction to staff on the impacts of the 2011
Governor's Budget and Legislation that transfers services previously provided by the State and
the assessments against the City for certain services currently provided by the State.

Staff Summary: Staff has received formal notice from several of the State of Nevada
departments regarding services that are being terminated by the State and the amount of
assessment that will be charged to the City for services that will continue to be provided by the
State. The specific impacts are detailed in the attachments but the estimated financial impact to
the City is estimated at $1.134 million for FY 2012 and $1.242 for FY2013. Staff will be asking
for direction on how to respond to the notices. The City does not have the ability to pay the
assessments and assume services without reducing expenses and/or increasing revenues for the
adopted budget. Staff will also be asking for direction regarding NRS 353.

Type of Action Requested: (check one)

( 1) Resolution ( []) Ordinance

(_ DX ) Formal Action/Motion ( [[]) Other (Specify)
Does This Action Require A Business Impact Statement: ([ | ) Yes ( [X] ) No
Recommended Board Action: To be determined by the Board.
Explanation for Recommended Board Action: The financial pass-down from the State will be
a major impact to the City and may require reduction in staffing and service levels coupled with
increasing revenues from property taxes, fees and franchaise fees. Staff needs direction from the
Board to address these issues.
Applicable Statute, Code, Policy, Rule or Regulation: See attached.
Fiscal Impact: See staff sumumary.
Explanation of Impact: See staff summary.
Funding Source: General Fund

Alternatives: To be determined.

Supporting Material: Memorandum from City Manager, Notices from State of Nevada,
Spreadsheets from Finance Director.
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Board of Supervisors

FROM: Lawrence A. Werner, P.I.,, P.L.S. L
City Manager

DATE: June 29, 2011

SUBJECT: Fiscal Impact from reccent legislation

We have now received more detailed information from the State regarding the assessment
of fees and transfer of services. As you will see in the material below, there are still many
unknowns because of the way that the programs are coming to us without thorough
knowledge of the specifics. The material is presented in the same order as shown on the
attached spreadsheet prepared by the State on June 21, 2011. See Attachinent 1.

1.

This program is the County Match program where we currently collect property
taxes to fund indigent medical care for persons in health care facitities.
Historically, the cost of this program was “capped” at the actual revenue received
from a $0.08 rate. What this meant was that the City would split the cost for
persons whose income was between [56% and 300% of the SSI income level, If
the splits during a fiscal year consumed the revenue from the $0.08 rate, then the
State picked up all the cost for the remainder of the year. The State also paid 100%
of the cost for those patients below the 156% SSI.  The recent legislation, SB 485
allows the Director to set the percentages as he sees fit, provided it complies with
Federal law. The current proposal by the Director is to change the percentage to
142% which means that the City will acquire mozre patient costs,

A second part of this proposal is to add additional patient costs to the City that was
previously paid for by the State. This area is where patients received waivers to be
placed in less structured facilities, albeit at a lower cost but, nonetheless, an
additional cost to the City, The estimated impact is an additional $249,982 to the
City using previous year’s data, With no cap in place, there is no assurance that the
City will not see additional costs. It all depends on the number of indigent patients
in the program.

This program has to do with the inspection of food establishments. While the
proposal is to assess the City $1,192, this item is a straight transfer of a State
function. The cost that is being proposed is for State permitting and inspection of
facilities in the industrial area where the City was not previously responsible. The
agencies being provided the service should pay the cost. While there is an option



for the City to assume this service, there is a lengthy process to receive delegation
of authority from the State.

This program relates to providing the support, education and care of children with
mental retardation and other related conditions. The position that the State is
taking is that NRS 435 made this a county responsibility since inception even
though the State has always covered the cost. There are three options being offered
by the State:

(A) Pay the assessment of $252,116 using the State’s criteria for eligibility and
cost recovery for children in the program based on county of residency. 1
believe that for this program, the State has made the determination that all
children in the program are indigent and qualify for full cost coverage by the
State. When the question was asked about having parents or guardians pay a
portion of the cost, the answer was that the State would not do that but we could
if that was our requirement,

(B) Redefine the criteria and contract with the State to provide the service. The
actval cost is unknown.

(C} Assume the program and the cost,

[ believe that this is a transfer of function regardless of the statute because of the
sitvation where the State had assuined the costs since inception and now wants the
City of pay.

NRS 435.010 County ecommissioners to make provision forr support, education
and care of children with mental retardation and children with related eanditions.

1. The boards of county comunissioners of the various counties shall make provision
for the support, education and care of the children with mental retardation and children
with related conditions of their respective counties.

2. Tor that purpose, they are empowered to make all necessary contracts and
agreaments to carry out the provisions of this section and NRS 135.020 and 435.030. Any
such contract or agreeinent may be made with any responsible person or facility in or
without the State of Nevada,

3. The provisions of this section and NRS 435020 and 433.030 supplement the
services which other political subdivisions or agencies of the State are required by law to
provide, and do not supersede or relieve the responsibilities of such political subdivisions
or agencies.

[1:77:1929; NCL § 1057}3-—(NRS A 1969, 447; 1975, 1618; 1999, 2595; 1005, 22nd

Spevial Session. 53)

No impact to the City.
No Impact to the City.
The State’s proposal for Youth Parole Services is a straight transfer of function

where the State is making an assessiment of $54,915 based on school population
enrollment for 7 to 12™ grades. There is no correlation to the actual number of



10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

15,

children in the program that are Carson City residents. There is an option to allow
the City to assume the program but, again, the process is lengthy.

Rural Child Protective Services is another program where the City is being
transferred the function through an assessment for a portion of the cost of providing
this service. Our assessment is $379,034 which based on the City’s population of
children between the ages of 0 to 18. Again, the assessiment has no relation to the
actual number of children in the City being provided services. In this case, there is
no apparent method for the City to opt out and provide the service.

No cost to the City.
No cost to the City.

Under the current program, the City currently provides TB screening and the State
pays for treatment. With this program, the State will no longer provide treatment.
The problem with this legislation is that the City had proposed to the other 3
counties (Lyon, Douglas and Storey) to provide this service but the process to opt
out for the other counties is cumbersome and lengthy. The estimated impact to the
City is $6,953.

No impact to the City.
No impact to the City.

The City’s source of funding the community based juvenile program included
grants from the State which has now been eliminated. The loss of grant funding
means that we will need to absorb all the cost of the program with a loss of revenue
of $53,219.

For juveniles placed into mental health facilities by the courts, the State picked up
the cost for room and board which was not federally eligible. The State budget for
this program has been reduced and the remainder of the budget will be provided to
the counties as block grants. The City is programmed to receive $14,625. Any
costs for room and board that exceed the block grant amount will need to be funded
by the City. This may be an arca where a portion of the cost could be assessed to
the parents or guardians.

In the past, when a juvenile paroled out of a State facility and subsequently arrested
for a parole violation, the juvenile could be placed in owr facility until such time as
he was returned to the State facility. Under these circumstances, the State would
pay the daily rate for holding the juvenile. Under the new proposal, the State will
not pay for holding the juvenile. The estimated revenue impact to the City is
$33,837. Our option is to choose which juveniles we will agree to hold.



16. This program relates to the second letter from the State regarding Presentence
Investigative Reports. See Attachment 2. The State is transferring this function to
the City in the form of an assessment of $88,080 which is based on 70% of the cost
for the number of reports prepared. There appears to be no option to assume the
service.

17. This item relates to Attachment 3, the cost reductions to the Western Nevada
College through elimination and/or reduction of several non-academic programs, 1
have included this because these are community programs that, in effect, are being
transferred to the City if we believe they have value and should continue. The total
impact of this transfer is $349,151 for next year.

18. As a part of SB471, the language was changed from the Health Division to health
authority in NRS 441 A.240 which ineans that the City now has to approve training
materials and certify instructors for educating staff and inmates at the prisons for
infectious disease and HIV. At this point, we have no idea of the cost.

In summary, there are major programs being transferred to the City from the State and we
will not have the ability to assume these programs without increasing revenues or reducing
expenses or we consider legal action to force the State to comply with NRS 353 regarding
the process to transfer functions. The provisions of NRS 353 and the associated
regulations would provide time to assess the provisions to “opt out”, where appropriate,
and to have time to address the budget impacts of these transfers and eliminations. I have
included NRS 353.203 and the adopted regulations for your information.

A summary spreadsheet of the impacts is included for your information as the last page of
this package.

The issue facing us is that the State will be billing us on July 1, 2011 for those programs
requiring an “assessment” payment. We are not in a position to be able to pay the
assessment without reducing expenses or increasing revenues, Additionally, we are not in a
position to assume the loss of revenue for our own programs nor the assumption of
additional programs being transferred by the State without analysis of our revenue/expense
picture,
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Nevada Department of Public Safety

Division of Parole & Probation

2011 Legislative Session, Senate Bill 443 Funding

State Fiscal State Fiscal 2011 -13
Table 1 Total Budgeted Cost for Pre-Sentence Investigations Reports Year 2012 Year 2013 Biettnium Total
$ 5293082 $ 5377413 3 10,670475
State Fiscal State Fiscal 2011-13
Table 2 70/30 Split to Fund Pre-Sentence [nvestigation Reports Year 2012 Year 2013 Biennium Total
State Funding, 30% $ 1587818 $ 1613224 § 3,201,143
County Reimbursement, 70% $ 3705143 $ 3764189 $  7.469.332
Totals $ 5203082 $ 5377413 3% 10670475
Table 3 Pre-Sentence Investigations by Judicial District and County, Calendar Year 2010 - 70/30 Spli
State Fiscal
Year 2012  |State Fiscal Year
Judicial Number of | Percentage | State Fiscal State Fiscal 2011 -13 Monthly Invoice | 2013 Monthly
District County PSls of PSls Year 2012 Year 2013 Biennium Total Amounts Invoice Amounts
1 Carson 259 2.4% $ 85,080.03 $ 89483698 $ 17756372 § 7.340.00 $ 7,456.97
1 Storey 5 0.0% $ 1,70040 $ 172750 3% 342790 % 141.70 § 143.96
2 Washoe 2,039 18.7%  $ 68341777 $ 70448823 $1,397,886.00 $ 5778451 $  58,705.68
3 Churchill 76 0.7% $ 2584588 § 2625776 $ 52,103.67 § 215382 § 2,188.15
3 Lyen 231 2.1% S 7855789 $ 7980980 % 15836783 % 554649 $ 6,650.82
4 Elko 312 2.9% $ 106,104.14 $ 107,795.04 $ 21389818 $ 8,842.01 5 8,982.92
5 Esmeralda 0 0.0% $ - $ - % - $ - S -
5 Mineral 52 0.5% $ 1768402 § 1796583 5 3564985 % 147367 $ 1,487.15
5 Nye 246 2.3% $ 83659.02 $ 8499223 $ 16865125 § 6,871.58 S 7,082.62
8 Humboldt 85 0.8% $ 2890656 $ 2936722 $ 5827378 § 240888 3 244727
B Lander 12 C.1% 5 4,080.92 % 4,14595 3 822637 $ 340.08 § 345.50
8 Pershing 35 0.3% $ 11.8027C $ 1208238 $ 2398508 3 991.89 $ 1,007.70
7 Eureka 14 0.1% s 4,761.07 § 4,838.85 $ 9,598.02 % 396.76 $ 403.08
7 Lincoln 31 0.3% $ 1054239 $ 1071040 $§ 2125279 § 87853 % 892.53
7 White Pine 81 0.7% $ 2754626 $ 2798524 $ 5553150 3 229552 % 2,332.10
8 Clark 7,281 66.5%  $2,479,504.15 $ 251801808 $4,99852224 3 20662535 § 209918.17
9 Douglas 126 1.2% $ 42849076 S 4353262 § 8638238 3 357081 % 3.827.72
Totals 10,895 100.00% $3,705,142.97 $3,764,188.85 $7.469,33192 $ 308,761.91 $ 313,682.41
Totals $3,705,142.97 $ 3,764,188.95

Notes: Due to rounding considerations, amounts in Table 3 may vary from previously released information

Number of PSls and Percentage of PSls are from calendar year 2010

76 30 Split, May 11 2011

6/17/2011




Western Nevada College
Costs Assoicated with Community-focused Programs

a2

Athletic Program Costs {(annual} Galleries {Carsaon)
Program Coordinator $15,642
Basehall Softball Operations $7,600
Assistants {2) $4,552
Travel S 94,871 $ 76,281
Operating S 22,636 s 14,691
Head Coach S 77,007 S 64,662 Grand Total $ 27,794
Asst. Coach $ 5,000 S 37,513
Insurance $ 1,500 $ 1,500
Student fee eligible salaries & fringe S (82,007) $ (102,175}
Total $ 119,007 $ 92,472
Grand total $ 211,479
Western Nevada Musical Theatre
Program Director $ 111,638
General Fund Eligible Salary & Fringe (.2) S (22,227)
Grant Total 5 89,311
Jack C. Davis Observatory SUMMARY CF ANNUD AL COSTS
Athletics $ 211,479
Program Coordinator s 12,368 Musical Theatre $ 89,310
Qperations S 4,850 Observatory S 20,568
Utilities g 3,350 Gallleries s 27,794
Grand Total $ 20,568 Total 5 349,151




Assessed by State

MAABD Insitution and Waiver costs -
147% of Fed SSI Rata

Consumer Health Protection - inspections
Rural Dev Sves Costs

Youth Parole Services

Child Protective Services

Pre-Sentence Investigations

Total Assessment Amount

State Funding Eliminated

TB Program

Community Juvenile Justice

County Juv Prob - eliminates Reom and
Board

Youth Detention - loss of revenue from
state for parolees

Total Eliminated Amount

Total Estimated Impact of 2011
Session

H h B A

2012
Amount

249,982
1,182
252,116
54915
379,034

88,080

6,953
53,219

14,625

33,837

Carson City
Estimated impact of 2011 Legistative Session

$1,025,319

$ 108,634

$1,133,953

o h OO B

L R ]

2013
Amount

351,363
1,192
252,116
55,073
383,554

89.484

6,953
53,352

14,625

33,834

$1,132,782

$ 108,764

$1,241,546

Impacted Fund/Revenue Source

Indigent Fund - ultimately will cost city's General Fund
General Fund - Health

General Fund

General Fund

General Fund

General Fund

Loss of Revenue
Loss of Grant Revenue

City might have to make up costs paid by state

Probably will reduce service levels



NRS 353.203 Committce on Local Government Finance fo adopt regulations establishing
procedures for transferring functions of state agencies and local governments.

1. The Committee on Local Government Finance created pursuant to NRS 334.105 shall, in
consultation with the Director of the Department of Administration, adopt regulations to establish
procedures for transferring a function from a state agency to a local government or from a local
government to a state agency. '

2. The regulations adopted by the Commiitee on Locat Goverament Finance pursuant to subsection
1 must:

{a) Be adopted In the manner prescribed for state agencies in chapter 233B of NRS,

(b} Include provisions requiring: ’

(1) That, except as otherwise provided in subsection 3, notice to the affected state agency and
local government of the intent to transfer a function from a state agency to a local government ar from~
a local government to a state agency be given not less than 30 days before September 1 of an even-
numbered year, unless a different perlod of notification is required by a statute or by contractual
agreement. .

(2} That, except as otherwise provided in subsectlon 3, the effective date of the transfer of a
function from a state agency to a local government or from a local government to a state agency not he
any earlier than July 1 of the year after the year in which notice Is given, as described in subparagraph
(1).

(3) The exchange of such information between the affected state agency and local government as
is necessary to complete the transfer, including, without limitation, such matters as a complete
description of the function to be transferred and the mechanism to be used to pay for the performance
of that function.

3. An affected state agency and local government may, by mutual agreement, waive the
requirements set forth in subparagraphs (1) and (2) of paragraph (b) of subsection 2.

4. As used in this section, “local government” has the meaning ascribed to it in NRS 334.474.

(Added to NRS by 2009, 430)



ADOPTED REGULATION OF THE
COMMITTEE ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT FINANCE
LCB File No. R012-10

Effective June 30, 2010

EXPLANATION — Malter in Jtalics is new, matter in bracke1s [smitiesd sisaveninl] is imaterial 10 be omitted.

AUTHORITY: §§1-17, NRS 353.203 and 354.5943.

A REGULATION relating to governmental financial administration; establishing procedures for
transferring functions between state agencies and local governmments and between local
governments; and providing other matters properly relating thercto.

Section 1. Chapter 354 of NAC is hereby amended by adding thereto the provisions set
forth as sections 2 to 17, inclusive, of this regulation.

Sec. 2. As used in sections 2 to 17, inclusive, of this regulation, nnless the context
otherwise requires, the words and terins defined in sections 3 to 9, inclusive, of this regulation
frave the meanings ascribed to then in those sections.

Sec. 3. “Affected entity” means a state ugency n;' focal govermment from which a
SJunction is proposed to be transferred and « stade agency or local government to whicl a
Sunction Is proposed to be transferred,

See. 4. “Function” has the meaning ascribed to it in NIS 354,529 and includes, withont
limitation, any administrative activities and respousibilities ussociated with a function,
including, without limitition, those reluting to budgeting, confracting, finances, personnel,
office facilities, information techinology and comnmnications,

Sec, 5. “Interested person” means a person, governmiel, governmental agency or

political subdivision of a government, other than an affected entify, who is directly and

we]en
Adopted Regulation RO12-10



substantially affected by the transfer of a function from a state agency to a tocaf goverument,
Sram o local government fo a stafe agency or from a focal govermment te another focal
goveriiment.

Sec. 6. “Imtergovernmental agreement” nicans a written agreement between the affected
entifies for the implementution af the transfer of u function from a state agency o a local
government, fropi a focal goverimen( to a sinte agency or from a local government (o another
local government,

Sec, 7. “Lead entity” means the affected entify who is desiznated fo act as the lead entily
piersaant to subsection 2 of section 12 of this regulation.

Sec. 8. “State agency” meany un agency, ¢ bureau, a board, u connnission, a deparimeit,
a division or any ather unif of the Execntive Brauch of the Stafe Government, other than such
an entity which is administered by an elecied officer of the State.

Sec. 9. “Transfer plan’ means o written plan for the mplementation of the transfer of a
Sunction from a state agency to « local goveratent, from a local government te a state ugency
or from ¢ local government to another fncal govermmeid,

Sec. 10. 1. Except as otherwise provided in subsection 2, the provisions of sections 2 to
17, inclusive, of this regufation apply to the transfer of a functivn from u state agency fo u
local government, from a local government to o state agency or from a local government to
another focal govermmment.

2. The provisions of sections 2 1o 17, inclusive, af this regulation do not apply to the
transfer of a function as a resulf of:

() The creation of a new govermnental entity; or

w2ee
Adopted Regulation RO12-10



(b) The detuchment of any rerritory from a toxing district aned ity ansiexation to another
taxing disirict.
Sec. 11, Hefore transferving u function from a state agency to o local governmend, fram o
local government to « state agency or from « local government to another local goveriment;
1. Except us otherwise provided in this subsection, uotice of the intent to iransfer the
Juniction must be provided to the affected entities:
{a) If the transfer is from a state ugency to a local government or from a focal governmend
fo a sfate agency, nof tess than 30 days before September | of an even-mumbered pear, unless o
different period of notification is required by u statute or by contractual agreement; or
(b If the (ransfer is from a local government fo another local government, nof fess than
180 days befure the effective date of the transfer, unless a different period of notification is
required by « statufe or by confracinal agreement,

e The affected entities may, by muinal agreement, waive the notice otherwise reguired by this

subsection,

2. Ifthe affected enfities:

(1) Do not agree to waive the notice requived by subsection 1, the affected entities musi
Jointly prepare a teansfer plan for the transfer in accordance with the provisions of sections 12
fo 16, inclusive, of this regulution; or

(b) Agree fowaive the notice required by subsection 1, the affected entities must jointly

prepare an infergovernmental agreement for the transfer in accordunce with the provisions of

sections 14, 15 and 16 of titis regulation,

I I
Adopted Regulation RO12-10



3. Euch of the affected entities must approve the fransfer plun or infergoyernmenial
agregment af a public lrearing held in accordance 1with the provisions of section 16 of this
regulation.

See. 12. 1. Ifthe affected entities are required to prepare o fransfer plan for the
transfer of o function, one of the affected entities must act as the lead entily to be responsible
Sfor:

fi) Collecting duta pertaining to the function proposed to be fransferved;

(h) fdentifving any inferested persons;

(c) Preparing a tentative draft of the transfer plan; and

fi) Carrving ouf any ofher duties presceibed for the lead agency by sections 2 (o 17,
inclusive, af this regulation.

2. I the proposed transfer is from:

() A state agency fo a local government or from o local goverminent o a stafe agency, the
affected entities must, by mutual agreement, designate one of the affected entities to act as the
fead entify; or

(b) A local government to another local government, the affected entitics may, by mntual
agrecment, desigiiaie one of the affected entities to uct as the Iead entity. In the ahsence of
such a designation, the affected entity whe initially proposed the trausfer shall be deened to be
designated fa act as the fead entity,

3. The lead entity may request from the other affected entity and any interested person
such information relating fo the function proposed to be fransferved us muy be necessary for
the lead entify to prepare u tentative draft of the transfer ptan, including, withount limitation, a

description of the frinction and information concerning the property and other assets used in

.
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the perfuormance of the function, the operating costs for the function, contracts velufing o the
performance of the functlon, Habilities amd pending cluims relating to the function, and
mechanisms for funding the performance of the function. An affected entily or interested
person shall, nat later than 30 days afiter receiving o written request for such information from
the lead entity, provide the requested information to the lead eniity.,

Sec. 13. 1. Upon completing a tentative draft of a transfer plan, the lead entify shafl:

(a) Provide the notice requived by subsection 1 of section Tl of this regulation; and

(b) Provide a copy of the draft to the other affected entily and any intevested persons
fdentified by the lead entify.

2. The affected entity or any of the interested persons to whom a copy of the tenfutive
draft is provided pursuanf fo subsection | muay, within 45 days after the affected entily or
interested person receives the copy of the draft, ebject to iy of the provisions contained in the
draft by providing to the fead entily a written stafement of its objections. The statement nuty
include any alternative provisions which the affected entity or interesied person desires tv be
included in the proposed transfer plan, The foilure of an affected entity or interested person to
object to wny af the provisions of a tentafive draft of a transfer plan us provided in this
subsection does not affect the right of the affected entity or inferested person to ebject to any
of the provisions of the transfer plan af any time before the approval of the transfer plan by
hoth of the affected entities in accordance with subsection 3 of section 11 of this regulation.

3. Ifthe lead entity:

) Daoes not receive anly objections pursuani to subsection 2, the tentative draft constitiies
it proposed transfer plan for the purposes of section 16 of this regulation,

(b} Receives any obfections pursuant to subsection 2:

e
Adopted Regulation RO12-10



(1) The affected entities shall review the objections and muay consider any aliernufive
provisions confained in eacl written sfutement of objections and any other afternafive
provisions proposed by the affected entities. If the affected entities wire nnable to agree on the
provisions of a proposed transfer plan within 30 days after the date the lust written statement
of objections is provided to the lewd entity pursuant to subsection 2, the affected entities nuty
submit to the Conunittee, jointly or individually, a written request for assistance from the
Conunifiee fn resolving any disagreemenis concerning those provisions. Upon the receipf of
such a request, the Chair of the Conunittee shall appoint a subcommitice of the Connittee to
provide the requested assistance, Not fater than 15 dups after the receipi of the request, the
sithconnnittee shall meet with representutives of the affected entities and provide any
recommendations regarding those provisions as the subcommittee defermines to he
appropriate. The affected entities aure not required to follow any recammmendations of the
stibcommittee.

(2) Upan the agreement of the affected enfities to the provisians of a proposed iransfer
plan, the tead entity shail:

(1) Prepure the proposed transfer plan in necorvdance with that agreement; and
(1) Provide a copy af the proposed transfer plan to the other affected entity and to
any interested persons identified by the lead entity,
Sec. 14, A fransfer plan or infergovernmental agreement:
I Musit include:
ftr) Such informuation as is necessary o complete the transfer of the function, including,
withou! limitation, ¢ complete description of:

(1) The function belng transferred; and

e
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(2) The mechanism to be used to pay for the performance of that function; and

(B} The effective date of the transfer of the function. If the transfer Is from a stade agency
to « local governmient or from a local government to « state agency, and the affected entities
have not agreed to weaive the notice required by subsection | of section 11 of this regulation,
the effective dafe of the transfer must not be any earlier than July 1 of the year after the year
in which that notice is given, excepi that the affected emtities, by mutuul agreement, niay
specifitan earlier effective dute.

2. May Iuclude, without fimitation, one or more of the following:

(a) The statutory authorify for the performance of the function heing transferred.

(b} A description of the veasons for the transfer of the function, such as, without fimitation,
any improvements in the management or delivery of governriental services, in the
Implementation of the laws of this Stute or in the efficiency of governmmental operations which
are expected fo resulf from the transfer.

fc) A description of any potential finaucial effect of the transfer of the function on the
affected entities, such us, without limitation, any potential effect of the transfer on the amaniit
an uffected entity will receive from the Local Government Tax Distribution Acconnt or wilf be
allowed to receive from taxes ad valorem.

(i) A detailed description of the transfer or vther disposition, including the tining thereof,
of uny records, property or personnel affected by the trausfer of the function.

(e) A analysis of the effect of the transfer of the finiction on the employees who were
adiministering the function before the transfer and the status of thase employees upon the

completion of the iransfer.
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() Information concerning the payment of any ontstanding obligations refuting to the
Sunction being transferrved, such as, withou!t limitation, the affected entily responsible for the
ontstanding obligations, the manner aid timing of the payment of the outstanding obligations,
and methods to enswre the sufficiency of assels fo sulisfy the owistanding obligations.

(g) Information concerning the affected entity responsible for prosecuting, defending or
conducting any proceedingy relating to the function being transferved which are pending v
the effective date of the trunsfer of the function.

(h) A description of any conditions under which the transfer of the funciion muy he
teviinated or rescinded and of any procedure for terminating or rescinding the fransfer.

(i) Any procedure for resolving any dispuies befween the affected enlities regarding the
fransfer of the function which arise after the transfer.

See. 15, L. Ne transfer plan or infergovermmental agreesent may anthorize:

() A local government or state agency to perform a function that it is nof expressiy
anthorized by linw to perform on the effective date of the (ransfer of the funciion; or

(6) The continnation of a function beyoud the period anthorized by faw for the
performance of the function or beyond the dute on which the performance of the function
woutld have terminated if the function had not been trausferred,

2. Except as otherwise specifically provided in o transfer plan or an intergovernmental
agreement, the provisions thereaf do not:

(@) Limit or alter the effect of any regulation or ordinance wdopted by an affected entity or
any other action tuken by an affected entity before the effective date of the transfer of the
Sunction; or

(6) Abate any proceedings:

—-§--
Adopted Regulation R0O§2-10



(1) Comuneniced by an affected entify before the effective date of the trunsfer of the
Sunction; or
(2) Pending before an affected entity on the effective date of the transfer of the function,

Sec. 16. 1. Before upproving a fransfer plan or an intergovernmental agreement, the
affected entities:

(a} May jointly hold one or inore warkshops in accordance with the provisions of
subisection 2 fo solicit comments regarding ene or more general topics tv be addressed in a
proposed transfer plan or infergovernmental agreement; and

(b} Shall, joinily or individually, lield a public hearving in accordance with the provisions of
subsection 3 to approve or disapprove the proposed fransfer plan or imtergovernmental
agreement,

2. Ifthe affected entities hold one or more workshops pursuant to paragraplt () of
Subsection I

(a} Each such workshop must be leld:

(1) At location within an area where the function proposed to be transferrved is
provided; and

{2) Not later than 90 days before the effective date of the transfer of the function
pursuant {o the transfer plan or infergoverimental agreement; and

(b) Not less than 15 duys before each such workshop, the affected entities shall provide
notice of the time wud place set for the workshop:

(1) Inwriting to each person who lus requested to be placed on a mailing lisf for the

provision of such nofice; and
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(2} In any other manner reasonably calcidated fo provide such notice to the general
priiblic amid any inferested persons.

3. Except as otherwise provided in this subsection, ench public hearing required by
paragraph (b} of subsection I must be coniucied in accorduance with the provisions of clhapter
241 of NRS. If the affected entities:

() Hold one or morve workshops pursuani to paragraph (a) of subsection 1 regarding ihe
proposed transfer plan ar intergoversmenial agreement or do not agree to waive the notice
requif'ed by subsection I of section 11 of this regulation, the public hearing nust be heli not
fess than 30 days after the dute on which:

(1) The tast such workshop is held; or
(2) The notice is provided pursuant fo subsection I of section 11 of this regulation,
= whichever occurs luter; or

(h) Do not hald any workshops pursuant to paragraph (a) of subsection | vegarding the
proposed fransfer plan or intergovernmental ugreement and wgree to waive the notice required
by subsection I of section 11 of this reguiation, the public hearing nist be held nof less than
30 days after public notice of the hearing has heen given,

Sec, 17. [ The approval of a fransfer plan or an infergovernmental agreement by an
affected entity shall be deemed to expire 1 year after the date of that upproval unless:

fa) The trausfer of the applicalle function has been completed within that period;

(b} The transfer plan or intergovermmentil ugreement specifies  different peried for the
expiration of that approval; or

{c) The affected entities, by niitual agreement, agree fo extend the applicable period for the

expiration of that approval.
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2. If w local government or sfate agency disapproves a transfer plan or an
imtergovernmienial wgreement, the governing body of that local government or the chief
administrative officer of that state agency shall notify the affected entities and interested

persons of the disupproval and of the reasons for the disapproval.
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New Revenue Program List

FY 2012

Name: Nick Providenti

Department/Division: Finance

Program Accumulated
Program No. Name Rev Inc Increase
1 SW Gas Franchise fee - 4.5% to 5% 151,1911.00 | $ 151,111.00
2 NV Energy Franchise Fee - 3.5% t0 4.5% 571,429.00 | $ 722,540.00
CC Utilities Right of Way toll increase {each
3 1% increase) 175,000.00 | $ 897,540.00
Increase in Environmental Health fees
4 (subject to increase) 60,000.00 | $ 957,540.00
Property Tax increase 1,108,096.00 | $ 2,065,6386.00
6 Landfill Fees Varies




