CULTURAL COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT

MEETING DATE: September 17, 2013
AGENDA ITEM NUMBER: 3F
APPLICANT: Roger Moellendorf, Parks and Recreation Director

Vern L. Krahn, Park Planner

REQUEST: For Possible Action: On the Board of Supervisors
rejection of the Public Art Program and the development
of a new approach and funding source for the ordinance.

GENERAL DISCUSSION: At the September 5, 2013, Board of Supervisors meeting
on a 3-2 vote the Supervisors rejected the Cultural
Commission’s proposed amendments to the Carson City
Municipal Code, Title 2, Chapter 2.41 for the creation of
a Public Art Program (Exhibit A). The Supervisors’ two
main concerns with the proposed ordinance changes
were as follows:

1. Using the City’s Capital Project Fund as the funding
source for the program.

2. Tying future Board of Supervisors’ hands with a
dedicated 1.25 % set aside for the public art program.

City staff, including Larry Werner, City Manager; Marena
Works, Assistant City Manager; and Nick Providenti,
Finance Director, are scheduled to meet on Friday,
September 13, 2013, to discuss other possible options
for the City’s funding of the Public Art Program.

Parks and Recreation Department staff will bring any
potential funding solutions from this meeting to discuss
with the Commission. Staff has agendized this item for
action to give the Commission members the opportunity
to discuss various ways and/or ideas to fund the Public
Art Program and then make recommendations to staff on
revisions to the program.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: I move to recommend staff use
as a new approach and funding
source for the Public Art Program ordinance.




By John Barretie
jbarrette@nevadaappeal.co

The Carson City Board
of Supervisors rejected a
Cultural Commission plan
to fund public art in Carson
City on Thursday, voting
3-2.

Some board members, -
however, sounded as though
they might consider another
ordinance if it used a differ-
ent financing method. The
plan they considered on
first reading called for 1.25
percent of any general fand
capital money set aside for
. projects to go into a public
art fund.

“I just dow’t want to get
into a situation where we
buy things that we don’t

want,” said Supervisor John -

MecKenna, one of the trio

stopping the proposal in its
tracks. The other opponents
in the prevailing major-

ity were Supervisors Brad
Bonkowslki and Jim Shirk.
Favoring it were Mayor
Robert Crowell and Super-
visor Karen Abowd.

Even Crowell voiced somme
concern about the draft or-
dinance but added, “I think
it’s important for public art
to get off the ground in our
community.”

Abowd voiced her sup-
port more assertively: “To
me, this is a vision for the
future”

Bonkowski said he sup-
ports the arts 100 percent, -
but he urged supporters to
find some other financing
solution. He was concerned
that the ordinance as draft-
ed would result in the city

padding project costs to cov-
er the amounts earmarked
for the public art fund.

McKenna in his earlier
remarks talked about an
alternative that might attach
the financing to particular
projects rather than the
dedicated mannper in the
ordinance.

The ordinance had the
support of representatives
from the city’s cultural com-
munity, as well as the back-
ing of the Cultural Com-
mission and the Parks and
Recreation Commission.
Staff handling sapervisors’
questions included Roger
Moellendorf, Parks and
Recreation Department di-
rector, and Vern Krahn, city
parks planner.

Moellendorf said the
financing was one of two
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ways cities handle such
public-arts funding, and he
touted an unusual feature
of the draft ordinance. He
said it actually included 1
percent for the art, the ad-
ditional quarter of a percent
for its maintenance.

Among those testifying for
the plan were John Shelton,
execuiive director of the
Brewery Arts Center; Rob-
ert Stansbury and Eugene
Paslov of the Cultural Com-
mission; and Carol Scott of
Wild Horse Productions,
whose late husband, Jeffrey,
also was on the commission.

- John Wagner, state chair-
man of the Independent
American Party, opposed
the ordinance.

“] have a problem with
taxpayer money for art,” he
said.

Exhibit A



