
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

M I N U T E S 
 

Clark County District Board of Health Meeting
625 Shadow Lane 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
Clemens Room - 8:00 A.M.  

Thursday, April 22, 1998 
 
The meeting of the District Board of Health was called to order at 8:00 A.M. by Chairman Colquitt 
and the Pledge of Allegiance held.  Chairman Colquitt noted that she had been provided with 
Affidavit of Posting and Mailing of Agenda and the public notice, as required by Nevada’s Open 
Meeting Law.  The Affidavit will be incorporated into the Official Minutes. 
 

Present: 
Sherry Colquitt, RN Appointee, Las Vegas 
Amanda Cyphers Councilman, Henderson 
Donalene Ravitch, RN Appointee, Boulder City 
Paula Brown Councilman, North Las Vegas 
Susan Crowley Appointee, Henderson 
Robert Ferraro Mayor, Boulder City 
Erin Kenny Commissioner, Clark County 
Mary Kincaid Commissioner, Clark County 
Gary Reese Councilman, Las Vegas 
Stephanie Smith Councilwoman, North Las Vegas 

 
Absent: 
 Kirk Cammack, MD Physician Member At-Large 

 
Executive Secretary: 
 Otto Ravenholt, MD, MPH 
 
Legal Counsel 
 Ian Ross, Esquire 
 
Staff:  Donald S. Kwalick, MD, MPH; David Rowles; Michael Naylor; Fran Courtney, RN; Clare Schmutz; 
Carl Munninger;  Mike Sword; Ed Wojcik; Mason McNinch; Curt Taipale; Ann Markle; Arlene Carter; Paul 
Orillion; Carol Emery; Robert Folle; recording secretaries, Diana Lindquist and Montana Garcia 
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PUBLIC ATTENDANCE: 
 

NAME REPRESENTING 
 
Mary Shope-Wiles Self 
Kara Lang Self 
Calvin Lang Self  
Ann Zorn Self  
Mike Alber Self/N.I.M.B.Y. 
Chris Benjamin Self  
Robert W. Hall Nevada Environmental Coalition 
Richard Nielsen Citizen Alert 
Fred Turnier Clark County Comprehensive Planning 
Will Cates Clark County 
Tuesday James Clark County 
Nicole James Becker Middle School 
Teri McGuinness City of North Las Vegas 
Patrick Mar Stewart, Archibald & Barney 
James Chavez Nevada Power Company 
Doug Vind Regent International 
Valerie A. Lawson ARCO Products Co. 
Lori Wohletz City of Las Vegas 
Steve Koon City of Boulder City 
Damon Ohlerkina City of Boulder City 
Dick Serdoz Nevada Division of Environmental Protection 
Michael Stucker Environmental Technologies of Nevada 
Micki Winsett Strategic Solution 
Alberto Abrey ENOVA 
Keith Rogers Las Vegas Review Journal 
Mike Leskys Converse 
David Breault Las Vegas Paving 
Sherri Frakes Clark County Comprehensive Planning 
Mike Justice Justice & Associates 
John Burkstaller Kennedy Jenks 
James Sohns Nevada Car Owners Association 
Dave Smith ARCO 
Ernest   American Legion Post 60 
Gene Kokenshelt American Legion Post 60 
Richard Springston Laughlin Nevada Post 60 
Kevin Dick Business Environmental Program, NSBDC, UNR 
George D. White UNLV - Business Environmental Program, NSBDC 
 
 
PRESENTATION:   
On behalf of the Board Chairman Colquitt remarked that she had spent several hours trying to figure out 
how to say “Thank You” to Dr. Ravenholt for his loyalty, courage, dedication and friendship which have 
been greatly appreciated.  A silver ice/champagne bucket was presented to Dr. Ravenholt on the occasion 
of his retirement by the Clark County District Board of Health expressing our deepest heartfelt appreciation 
to Otto H. Ravenholt, MD, Chief Health Officer from July 15, 1963 to May 8, 1998; for more than 35 years of 
outstanding leadership and dedicated public health service to the residents and visitors of Clark County, 
Nevada. 
 
Dr. Ravenholt thanked the Board and added that it has been a delight working for the District Board of 
Health for the Clark County/Las Vegas community.  When he arrived in Las Vegas from Topeka in 1963 it 
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was an interesting contrast.  Half the budget was predicated on permit fees but nobody ever adopted them. 
 Also, the new bond issue for the current main Health District building was on the ballot for the fall election. 
 He felt that Las Vegas would be a much more exciting life than Topeka.  It has absolutely fulfilled that and 
has been an exuberant community with people competing for one thing or another.  The participation of the 
Health District from the public health side has been an integral part.  He stated that he had helped to make 
Las Vegas/Clark County community work.  The Health District, staff over the years, have had overall very 
good morale; loyal, energetic, committed to doing the work of the Board and what has been needed in the 
community while being relatively conservative with expenditures.  The public health program in Clark 
County is performed by the Health District with less than half the per capita dollars that Washoe/Reno uses 
for its public health operations.  He will miss the District Staff and particularly the Board of Health Members. 
   
 
 
STATEMENT OF 
Robert W. Hall, representing the Nevada Environmental Coalition  
 
Member Reese asked Mr. Hall how many members were in the Coalition. 
 
Mr. Hall remarked that they were a Coalition of organizations.  He expressed concern about noncompliance 
with the open meeting law in terms of the APC regulations which he had received by hand delivery on 
Tuesday night at 5:18 p.m.  He suggested that the final draft was not sent out within three days as required 
by the open meeting law.  He asked for a certification that the final draft went out because the final draft is 
different from the earlier draft.  According to the Open Meeting Law manual provided by the Attorney 
General, he alleged that the Board has to comply with the State Administrative Procedures Act and also the 
special act for health organizations.  That requires 30 days advance notice for all petitions.  He felt that 
Staff had not complied with that.  Full legal explanation of his analysis was provided to the Board Members. 
 
Ian Ross, Legal Counsel, stated that we had received Mr. Hall’s various letters over several days and on 
several occasions clarifying his position concerning the Open Meeting Law.  He walked the Board through 
the Open Meeting Law process and requirements addressing each of Mr. Hall’s concerns and concluded 
that there is no violation of the Open Meeting Law.   
 
Mr. Ross opined that Mr. Hall’s request to remove certain items from the agenda would thereby constitute a 
continuance.  While it is a matter of discretion of the Board, it is not necessary or appropriate to have a 
continuance.  The subject matter of Memorandum #07-98 proposed amendments to the air pollution control 
regulations has been pending for months and has been the subject of noticed workshops.  The material 
was previously sent to Mr. Hall long before this agenda item.  Mr. Hall is concerned that he had not 
received, and the Board has not published or posted 30 days in advance, the final proposed regulation.  
That is a misunderstanding of what is required.  A final regulation occurs when and if the Board votes on 
the regulation.  The proposed changes are not of such a substantive nature from the material given to Mr. 
Hall months ago.  Mr. Ross suggested that the Board not continue this item. 
 
Mr. Hall has also asked for the removal of Memorandum #09-98, proposed Chief Health Officer contract.  
This issue was resolved at the last Board meeting.  The Chief Health Officer Succession Committee 
presented a recommendation that Dr. Kwalick be hired.  The basic terms of the contract were specified by 
the committee and approved by the full Board.  All the issues concerning the hiring of the Chief Health 
Officer were resolved at the March 26, 1998 Board of Health meeting.  Today is just a formalization of the 
wording of the contract.  Therefore, a continuance is not recommend because this issue was resolved a 
month ago.  Removal of Petition #14-98 is not recommended.  Petition #14-98 is a recommendation of a 
committee that occurred at a noticed meeting on April 10, 1998.  The committee is asking for conceptual 
approval of recommendations.  If the Board of Health Members choose to accept the actual contracts, this 
issue will be before the Board at a future meeting.  Granting Mr. Hall a continuance on these three (3) items 
would be a disservice to the public and the process considering history of the items and the numerous 
opportunities Mr. Hall has had to review these items. 
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Also, Mr. Hall found a reference in the Attorney General’s handbook to NRS 233B “The Administrative 
Procedures Act.”  The reference is there along with other numerous references as guides to be helpful to 
public bodies.  Essentially, NRS 233B.020 is the procedural requirements for regulation making and 
adjudication procedure of all agencies of the Executive Department of the State government.  In NRS 
233B.031 defines an agency as a bureau, board, commission departments, division officer or employee of 
the executive department of the State government authorized by law to make regulations.  The Health 
District by State statute and County ordinance is a local entity and not a State agency, 
 
He summarized that the purpose of the Open Meeting Law is that deliberation and primarily decision 
making be done in a open public forum.  Recently the Open Meeting Law was modified to provide that the 
public have access to items to give them an opportunity to read and see.  Most items on the agenda do not 
necessarily require or allow the public to speak.  It is at the discretion of the Chairman and only when items 
are up for public hearing.  Furthermore, to suggest that 100 of pages must be mailed out to the 150 
individuals that requests to be noticed of the Board of Health meetings would be inappropriate waste of the 
taxpayer’s money.  The Board of Health has been very cognizant and granted continuances when the 
request has been meritorious in order to get further input.  Also, the Board has had the professional and 
political integrity to deny continuance or request to cancel meetings when they are for personal and other 
agendas.  The Board of Health Members has been very consistent and cognizant of the intent of the Open 
Meeting Law.  The kinds of ways the Clark County Health District has performed business over the years 
would not require an Open Meeting Law since this agency has always been open and above board and 
done things in the public forum.  The Open Meeting Law was passed because of abuses by other agencies, 
not the Clark County Health District. 
 
Mr. Hall remarked that Mr. Ross was not correct on the issue and expressed concern about not having 
enough time to review complex regulations that continually are being revised.  He suggested that there be a 
point when no more changes should be allowed prior to the public hearing.  Time is required to review 
these very serious issues.  He reiterated that in his opinion the Board was a State agency.   
 
Member Cyphers stated that Mr. Hall had not answered Member Reese’s original question and asked Mr. 
Hall who is the Nevada Environmental Coalition.  What are the groups involved.  And, where is the roster 
on them.  She asked if anyone else in the audience was represented by the Coalition and there was no 
response. 
 
Mr. Hall explained that they are a Ad Hoc non incorporated organization.  No membership card is issued.  
However, he meets with Citizen Alert, Seniors’ Coalition and groups up in Summerlin who support the 
Coalition’s efforts. 
 
After brief discussion, Chairman Colquitt asked if any Member of the Board disagreed with Ian Ross, Legal 
Counsel’s interpretation of the meeting being in compliance with the Nevada Open Meeting Law.  The 
Board Members unanimously were in support of Legal Counsel comments. 
 
 
I. CONSENT AGENDA:  

These are matters considered to be routine by the District Board of Health and which may be enacted 
by one motion. Any item, however, may be discussed separately per Board Member request before 
action. Any exceptions to the Consent Agenda must be stated prior to approval.  

 
Member Kincaid moved for approval of the Consent Agenda.  Member Smith seconded the motion which 
was carried unanimously and thereby approved the following Consent Agenda: 
 

1. Minutes/Board of Health Meeting - 03/26/98  
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2. Payroll/Overtime for Periods of 02/21/98 - 03/06/98 & 03/07/98 - 03/20/98 
3. Accounts Payable Register - #7733: 03/23/98 - 04/02/98, #734: 04/03/98 - 04/16/98 

 
4. Petition #15-98 - Proposed Revised Classification for Senior Administrative Clerk Remaining on 

schedule 15 (Salary Range $25, 371.84 to $35, 391.20) 
 

5. Petition #17-98 - Permission To Solicit Bids For Influenza Vaccine 
 

6. Petition #19-98 - Proposed Retitleing of Classification Specification from Communicable Disease 
Investigator to Communicable Disease Specialist 

 
 
II. PUBLIC HEARING/POSSIBLE ACTION (Approximately 8 A.M.) 

1. Memorandum #07-98 -   Public Hearing on proposed Amendments to Section 0 (Definitions) and 
Section 12 (Pre-construction Review For New or Modified Stationary Sources) and Deletion of 
Section 15 (Source Registration): Urban Forestry Program in Boulder City, Road Paving Credits, 
Hydrogen Sulfide Monitoring, and Corrections 

 
Michael Naylor remarked that there were 15 items/categories of proposed amendments.  The proposed 
regulations were publicly noticed in the newspaper March 15, March 29 and April 12, 1998.  He briefly 
reviewed the written comments from Boulder City, City of North Las Vegas, and Justice & Associates.   
 
Chairman Colquitt opened the public hearing and explained that since there were 15 items, that each 
would be handled/processed separately. 

 
i) In Section O (Definition) 

Delete “section b” from the definition for “Modification.”  This part relates to changes at a 
stationary source which could be deemed a modification but the language is ambiguous. 
 
 
Delete the word “major” from the phrase Aany proposed major stationary source or major 
modification@ in the definition for “Best Available Control Technology.”  Best Available Control 
Technology may be required of any proposed stationary source or modification.  This is a 
correction. 
 
Add the phrase Asubject to subsection 20.1.10 (which limits chromium emissions)@ to 
subparagraph (a)(7) - Industrial Process Cooling Towers - in the definition of stationary source.  
Other Cooling towers would continue to be classified as a stationary source if their uncontrolled 
PM10 emissions exceed 1 TPY.  See Item (d) in same definition. 
 
Chairman Colquitt asked if there were any public comments.  There were no public comments 
on this item.   
 

Member Kenny moved to approve Section 0 Definitions with the suggestions recommended by 
Staff.  Motion was seconded by Member Crowley and carried unanimously. 

 
ii) Amend the Table of Contents  

Amend the Table of Contents to Section 12 to include a new subsection 12.4.6 “Emission 
Reduction Credit Banking and Trading.” 

 
Chairman Colquitt asked if there were any public comments. 
 



Board of Health Minutes          Page 6 of 18 
April 22, 1998  
 

Rick Neilson, representing Citizen Alert, needed clarification as to what would be under this 
section.  Staff explained that the details will be discussed under another section.   
Robert Hall expressed concern about the Board taking each of the 15 items individually.  

 
Member Kenny moved to approve the “Table of Contents”.  Motion was seconded by Member 
Brown and carried unanimously. 

 
iii) Amend the “Quick Glance Requirements” corresponding to suggested changes.   

After brief discussion by the Board concerning the appropriateness of approving the Quick 
Glance Requirements before addressing the remaining proposed amendments, it was decided 
that this item would be voted on after the rest of the recommendations have been approved. 

 
iv) Emission At Various Location Activity 

Michael Naylor explained that the annual aggregate total of emissions for a Various Location 
Permit (VLP) cannot exceed limits which correspond to public notice thresholds.  Also, work 
location of equipment and/or other accessories authorized under the VLP cannot be moved until 
an Attachment 1, submitted by the Permittee, has been approved. There has been some 
interest and comments in this particular item.  
 
To assure that the District processes these requests in a timely manner, the following changes 
are suggested. 
 

At 12.1.3.1(a)(5), add per calendar year to the text and table. 
At 12.1.3.1(a)(6), change wording to read: 
An Attachment 1 shall be completed and submitted to the Control Officer or his/her 
representative each time the Permittee changes the work location of equipment and/or other 
accessories authorized under the VLP BEFORE the actual move occurs. 
At 12.1.3.1(a)(7), add new language: 
Attachment 1 forms shall be processed according to the following timeline: 

 
(a)  Attachment 1 shall be submitted to the Control Officer not less than fourteen (14) days 

prior to the date of location change. 
(b)  The Control Officer will approve, disapprove, or indicate need for additional review of 

relocation request, in writing, within ten (10) days of receipt of Attachment 1.   
 

He stated that if Staff fails to take action within the ten day period, enforcement would not be 
taken against the Permittee. 
 
The VLP program is the busiest component of our New Source Review program.  These 
permits generally include temporary sand and gravel plants, asphalt batch and concrete batch 
plants 3 months to a year.  Before a move can be approved, we need to check on the specific 
equipment being used and the proximity of other permitted sources (Based on the review 
additional conditions are typically warranted.)    
 
Michael Naylor added that if the permittee moves to another location without prior notice and 
approval, a violation would occur, enforcement action would be taken against the company. 

 
Chairman Colquitt asked if any member of the public wished to speak. 
 
Robert Hall, representing Nevada Environmental Coalition, objected to the overall VLP 
Program. 
  
Rick Neilson, representing Citizen Alert, asked how the APCD quantify or validates the actual 
emissions at each VLP location? 
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Mike Sword explained that the tracking of the emissions of the VLPs is a matter of record from 
several different approaches.  Every time a VLP relocates they submit an inventory of their 
activities from the previous site.  Staff estimates the emission on the basis of throughput.  A 
running record is maintained the permitees file.  Also, there is a significant effort with respect to 
emission inventories on an annual basis.  On the basis of that annual emission we estimate 
their emission reduction credits as well as fees that are related to emissions.   
 
Enforcement actions are taken on sources found operating in excess of their permit conditions.  
Action includes that the permittee resubmit for a stationary source application.  
 
Member Ferraro asked, if spot checks were performed on the VLP=s and how many of these 
have been processed to where there has been action taken against them? 
 
Mike Sword remarked that spot checks are periodically performed on some VLPs.  Between 10 
to 20 VLPs have had action taken against them in the last year. 
 
Rick Neilson, of Citizen Alert asked how many VLPs have been issued and existing facilities.  

 
Ian Ross, Legal Counsel, pointed out that most of the questions and concerns by Mr. Neilson 
refer to the administration of the regulation.  The basic question before the Board is whether to 
approve these proposed amendments, which are designed to be additional tools for Staff to 
help them deal with the administrative issues. 
 
Michael Naylor added that the fourteen (14) day prior notice and the ten (10) day review time 
will help assure that the person moving the equipment is not going onto a stationary source or 
adjacent to another temporary operation.  The language presented in the regulations will 
address Mr. Neilson’s concerns. 
 
Rick Neilson, of Citizen Alert, asked what would District Staffs procedure be in terms of 
continued operation of a facility that is found to exceed its potential to emit. 
 
Michael Naylor explained that if Staff found someone who is at a location operating outside of 
their permitted limits, they will get a notice of violation.  Last year there were approximately 10 
to 20 of those situations. 

 
Robert Hall, of Nevada Environmental Coalition, reiterated his objections to the VLP Program. 
 
Member Ferraro asked Staff in reference to air pollution complaints the District receives, how 
many are associated with VLP  
 
Mike Sword answered approximately less than 1 percent.  Most of these sources operate in 
areas that are somewhat remote or not visible to the public.  More than 50% of VLPs have less 
than a ton of PM10 emissions in a year.  

 
There was discussion by the Board concerning an example of a VLP and the proposed 
amendments.  There being no further comment, Member Crowley moved for approval of the 
proposed amendments on the VLP in Item #4.  The motion was seconded by Member Kenny and 
carried unanimously. 

 
v) Delete applicability date for post construction air quality monitoring in the non-

attainment area (12.2.1.5)   
Michael Naylor stated that Item #5 was specifically for sources of PM10 and CO that might 
require post construction monitoring.  There are approximately six (6) companies in Valley that 
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require post construction monitoring because of high emissions.  The current regulations have 
an applicability date that is not needed because they refer to what a permittee is expected to do 
presently.  This change is a correction. 
Chairman Colquitt asked if any member of the public wished to comment.  There was no 
response. 

 
Member Crowley moved for approval of Item #5 of the proposed regulations.  Motion was seconded 
by Member Smith and carried unanimously. 

 
vi) Corrections for the PM10 Management Area   

At 12.2.3.1 (a) and (b), replace the words “Boulder City or Eldorado Valley” with “the PM10 
Management Area.”  The PM10 management area is defined at the beginning of 12.2.  Add post 
construction air quality monitoring requirements to the PM10 Management Area  (Boulder City 
and Eldorado Valley) for non-major (12.2.3.5) and major sources (12.2.4.6).  Delete subsection 
12.2.4.2 and renumber subsequent subsections..  Add “Preapplication Requirements” 
(12.2.4.5), AGrowth Allowance for PM10@ (12.2.3.6 and 12.2.4.7), “Additional Impact Analysis” 
(12.2.4.8), and “Class I Area Analysis” (12.2.4.9). 

 
Michael Naylor briefly reviewed the above corrections. 
 
Chairman Colquitt asked if anyone from the public wished to speak. 
 
Robert Hall, Nevada Environmental Coalition expressed concern with the offset credits 
program. 

 
There being no further comment, Member Smith moved for approval of Item #6 of the proposed 
regulations.  Motion was seconded by Member Brown and carried unanimously. 

 
Michael Naylor suggested that the Board take Items #7 and #8 together as they both cover Staff=s 
proposal for the Urban Forestry Program in the PM10 Management Area. 

 
vii) At 12.4.1, 12.4.2, 12.4.3 and 12.4.4, add language which specifies availability of urban forestry 

program credits for the new and modified sources of PM10, CO, and VOC in Boulder City and 
Eldorado Valley.  

 
Add a subsection 12.4.5.4 entitled AUrban Forestry Program Credits@   
This section will apply only to the PM10 Management area and will provide for a permanent 
credit of 100 lbs/year of PM10 , CO, VOC, or NOX, for planting >low VOC= trees meeting Arizona 
Nursery standards.  It will take 20 trees to eliminate 1 ton of PM10 per year.  Assuming that it 
costs $100 to buy and plant one tree, a payment of $2,000 will correspond to a lifetime 
(permanent), one ton per year credit per 20 trees.  This credit recognizes environmental 
benefits (about 60 pounds per year); (windbreaks for dust, deposition of soot particles) and air 
polluting in reducing PM10, ozone (reduction in proximity of tree); ozone precursors (about 5 to 
10 pounds per year); and carbon dioxide benefits (shade, photosynthesis - about 150 to 250 
pounds per year).  

 
These proposed changes will allow another option for new and modified sources of PM10, CO, 
VOC, and NOX in the PM10 Management Area (including Boulder City and Eldorado Valley) to 
offset their emissions by acquiring credits through payments to Urban Forestry Programs.   
 
These changes relate to suggestions presented at the workshop on Tuesday, February 17, 
1998, and a request by Board Member Ferraro.  The payments would be managed by an 
interagency agreement between Boulder City and the District Board of Health. 
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Discussion ensued by the Board and Staff concerning the lifetime (permanent) credit, the 
program not being available to non attainment areas and applicability of the option to non major 
and major sources in the management area.  Staff has worked with Boulder City to define a list 
of acceptable drought resistant and low VOC emission trees for use in Boulder City.  Also, there 
will be an understanding in the agreement that Boulder City will need to maintain these trees (a 
normal life would be approximately 40 years).  This program may only be used for major or non 
major sources in an attainment area and not available to any source in a non attainment area.  
Under Federal Clean Air Act requirements, the management area does not require offsets for 
even major sources.  In the Las Vegas area the Clean Air Act requires offsetting major sources 
and we have gone the extra mile by requiring offsets for non major sources.   
 
Member Crowley suggested that Staff in the future look at the possibility of a non attainment 
area such as Las Vegas to have this type of program for non major sources. Michael Naylor 
remarked that Staff is looking for possible applications. 
 
Chairman Colquitt asked if any member of the public wished to be heard.   
 
Robert Hall, representing the Nevada Environmental Coalition, expressed concern over 
quantifying or measuring the program.  He urged the Board to delay the vote and stop the plan. 
 
Discussion followed by the Board Members and Michael Naylor concerning the impetus behind 
the offset program was to pave roads and thereby result in a net reduction in air pollution.  In 
Boulder City another option for emission credits should be found as the area is clean already.  
The method of using trees to earn emission reduction credits inside Boulder is being proposed 
since there is a lack of other opportunities for credits.   
 
Member Kenny said the County had paved several miles of unpaved roads to reduce dust 
through this program.  Also, the Cities of Las Vegas, North Las Vegas and Henderson have had 
unpaved roads paved to reduce dust in their respective communities.  This is a county-wide 
community problem and this particular suggestion will help to attack the problem.   

 
Member Smith commented that when local areas are impacted they should have to right to reap 
some benefit from that impact.  It would be an unfair advantage to use it to give advantages to 
other areas in Clark County who have nothing to do with the Boulder City area.  This is a very 
innovative idea that could be used as a test case.  The Boulder City community is supportive of 
the program. 
 
Alberto Abrey, representing ENOVA, remarked that this was a exciting and innovative program. 
 He briefly reviewed and reiterated some of the environmental benefits stated by Mr. Naylor and 
urged the Board to adopt the program. 
 
Richard Nielson, representing Citizens Alert remarked that while the idea of planting trees to 
help improve our environment is a good gesture, the proposal is flawed.  He expressed concern 
over the cost comparison.  He questioned the implementation of a PM10 reduction program in 
Boulder City, (an area with clean air) when the Las Vegas air quality is listed as being in non 
attainment. 
 

After brief discussion by the Board Members and Staff concerning the language in the regulations 
specifically limiting the program to Boulder City (attainment area), Member Ferraro moved for 
approval, of Items #7 and #8 of the proposed amendments.  Motion was seconded by Member 
Ravitch and carried unanimously. 

 
Michael Naylor suggested that Items #9-11 be taken together as they cover the Road Paving Credits.  
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Credits can be acquired by public or private entities.  The credits are available only for use by new non-
major sources and non-major modifications in the non-attainment area and all sources in the PM10 
Management Area, who need to offset their emissions.  EPA advises that their approval notice will 
recognize that this program is stricter than what EPA requires.  Since 1991 over 33 miles of graveled 
roads have been paved, saving over 2,000 tons per year of PM10 emissions.  The Clark County 
Department of Public Works has recently been authorized to pave 50 miles of road this calendar year, 
using funds from a fiscal year-end balance. 
 
Most credits are now obtained by direct paving projects.  The public or private parties who pave a road 
can sell the credits for about $400 per ton.  Alternatively, a person can pay the Health District $629 per 
ton.  As described below in item 10, we recommend deletion of another option of paying the District for 
a credit of one ton per year for seven years. 

 
ix) Formula For Calculators PM10 Reduction  

The addition of this formula change will more accurately estimate the PM10 reductions from 
road paving.  At Subsection 12.4.5, where road paving projects are described as an option for 
stationary source emission reduction credit options, delete the credit provisions for paving per 
one mile of road.  Replace the language with a formula that determines the credit based on 
actual traffic count and silt content.  (Currently, paving a one mile road with a count of 125-249 
trips per day receives a credit of 34 tons per year for seven years.)  These changes will both 
clarify and make more accurate the determination of credits for paving roads of various lengths, 
traffic counts and silt content.  The main purpose is to recognize credits for paving low traffic 
count roads and those with higher (than normal) silt contents. 

 
x) Deletion of the Seven Year Credit Payment 

This proposed change will delete one of the options for earning credits.  At 12.4.5.3, delete the 
seven year credit option for payments to the Health District.  The specified credit price for a 
seven year credit of one ton per year is $2,288 this equals $330 per ton.  The private credit 
price is now above the seven year credit price.  Since private projects to earn credits (wherein 
parties pave roads and earn the credits) shall be encouraged, this provision should be removed 
from the regulations as it underestimates the actual price of paving.  If not deleted, the District 
price could undercut the private market price. This change will enhance and increase the 
fairness with which projects get credit. 

 
xi) Add a new subsection 12.4.6 entitled AEmission Reduction Credit Banking and Trading@ which 

clarifies the use of such terms.  Language is similar to 12.4.5 (industrial improvement credits).   
The banking and trading idea is based upon EPA requirements for offset programs.  Therefore, 
it is based on authority through the Clean Air Act.  This will apply to all emission reduction 
credits through the central banking under control of the District. 

 
Robert Hall, of the Nevada Environmental Coalition, expressed concern on the road situation 
being a very small component of the PM10 problem but allows people to pay to reduce offset 
emissions. 
 
Member Kenny asked Mr. Naylor with all of the unpaved roads in the Valley, if he was aware of 
enough dollars in all of the local budgets to cover the cost of paving gravel roads. 
 
Mr. Naylor stated, it would take possibly 30 or 40 million dollars to pave the roads in the Valley 
and he was not aware of availability of such funds for paving. 
 
Rick Neilson, representing Citizens Alert, asked if it was required under the Clean Air Act that 
emission reduction credits be federally enforceable and if the language needed to be included 
in this section. 
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Mr. Naylor answered that major stationary sources that have to have offsets need credits that 
are federally enforceable.   Road paving credits are not federally enforceable sources.  Section 
58 addresses credits that are deemed to be federally enforceable.  A major source cannot be 
built in the Valley because there are no credits available for a major stationary source to locate 
in the community. 

There being no further comment, Member Brown moved to approve Items #9-11 of the proposed 
regulations.  Motion was seconded by Member Ravitch and carried unanimously. 

 
xii) Air Quality Modeling Clarification 

At 12.5 (Air Quality Models), for clarification, add the words “or Management” to 12.5.1.1 as 
follows:  “Any new or Modifying Stationary Source located in the PSD or Management area that 
triggers the Emission threshold listed pursuant to subsection 12.2.” 

 
Michael Naylor said certain sources are required to do air quality modeling.  This is a correction 
and clean up language. 
Chairman Colquitt asked for public testimony.  There was no response. 

 
Member Ferraro moved for approval of Item #12 of the proposed amendments.  Motion was 
seconded by Member Ravitch and carried unanimously. 

 
xiii) Hydrogen Sulfide Monitoring 

Staff is proposing to amend the pre and post-construction monitoring regulations for sources of 
hydrogen sulfide (12.5.5.1).  The concept is that a “true” major stationary source which released 
hydrogen sulfide would be required to do pre-construction monitoring before they receive their 
Authority To Construct.  Major stationary sources are power plants, petroleum refineries or a 
large cement plant.  We have not had one apply to build in the Las Vegas Valley for several 
years.   Major sources would have to do nine (9) months of monitoring if their hydrogen sulfide 
was above 2/10ths of a microgram per cubic meter of air.  Unfortunately, under the current rules 
we have that level for many types of stationary sources.  So, the goal of the regulations is to 
distinguish the rules for major stationary sources from other stationary  sources. 

 
The terms major and non-major generally refer to emission thresholds for PM10, SO2,     VOC, 
NOx CO and Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAP).  Non-major sources would not be     required to 
do pre-construction monitoring as now stipulated.   Two new “satellite” treatment facilities and 
expansion projects at the main Las Vegas and Clark County facilities will all trigger post-
construction monitoring.  The District already operates monitors at Desert Rose Golf Course 
and Desert Inn Mobile Estates in the eastern valley.  (As a temporary project, the District is 
installing a hydrogen sulfide monitor at the closed Sunrise Mountain Landfill.) 
 
Chairman Colqutt asked if any member of the public wished to speak.  There was no response. 

 
Member Ferraro moved for approval of Item #13 of the proposed amendments.  Motion was 
seconded by Member Kenny and carried unanimously. 

 
xiv) Repeal of Section 15  

Mr. Naylor remarked that Item #14 is the Repeal of Section 15 which was the predecessor of 
Section 12. 
 
Section 12 is being sent to EPA to replace Section 15 in the State Implementation Plan which is 
obsolete.  EPA will continue to recognize Section 15 until they accept and approve Section 12.  
Upon Board of Health adoption, these regulations will be transmitted to EPA, processed in 
Section 12 as our State Implementation Plan Rules and EPA will no longer recognize Section 
15.  EPA has reviewed all the contents of these proposed regulation amendments and they 
have given full approval by the District’s EPA  contact In San Francisco. 
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Chairman Colquitt asked if any member from the public wished to be heard.   
 
Rick Neilson asked how long has it been since Section 12 was submitted to EPA.  Also, he 
noted that there have been ongoing federal Notice of Violations based on the SIP for several 
local companies in the past year. 
 
Mr. Naylor explained that Section 12 had been submitted approximately a year ago.  A few 
months ago, EPA pointed out some deficiencies.  Therefore, part of what Staff is requesting is 
language that EPA has requested the District to take care of.  Most of the federal Notice of 
Violations that have been issued are related to bookkeeping issues out of the federal rules and 
not related to SIP or our rules.  
 
Robert Hall, representing Nevada Environmental Coalition, expressed concern with EPA and 
asked the Board to reconsider adopting the regulations. 
 

There being no further comment, Member Kenny moved for approval of Item #14.  Motion was 
seconded by Member Brown and carried unanimously. 

 
xv) Commencing Construction 

EPA asks that Section 12 include the statement: “No stationary source shall commence 
construction unless it has met all requirements of the rule to which it is subject, except where 
the rule allows that compliance with a specific requirement may be achieved by a later date.” 
This requirement is incorporated at subsection 12.8.4.4. 

 
Michael Naylor explained that the District’s EPA contact requested that the above sentence be 
placed into regulations.  The EPA wants to make sure that during construction of a source that 
the source is installing Best Available Control Technology. 
 
Chairman Colquitt asked if any member of the public wished to be heard. 
 
Rick Neilson, of Citizens Alert, requested that his written comments be admitted to the records 
(Appendix I). 
 
Robert Hall, representing Nevada Environmental Coalition asked that his comments also be 
admitted into the record (Appendix II). 
 

There being no further testimony, Member Kenny moved for approval of Item #15.  The motion was 
seconded by Member Crowley and carried unanimously. 

 
iii) Amend the “Quick Glance Requirements” corresponding to suggested changes.   

Previous brief discussion by the Board concerning the appropriateness of approving the Quick 
Glance Requirements before addressing the remaining proposed amendments, decided that 
this item would be voted on after the rest of the recommendations have been approved. 

 
Chairman Colquitt asked Michael Naylor for clarification that Item #3 was an abbreviated 
summary of the regulations that have been discussed.  Mr. Naylor stated that was correct.   

 
Chairman Colquitt asked if any member of the public wished to speak on this item. 

 
Member Kenny moved for approval on Item #3.  Motion was seconded by Member Ravitch and 
carried unanimously. 
 

Chairman Colquitt closed the public hearing. 
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Member Kenny moved for approval of Memorandum #07-98, Proposed Amendments to Section 0 
(Definitions) and Section 12 (Pre-construction Review For New or Modified Stationary Sources) and 
Deletion of Section 15 (Source Registration):  Urban Forestry Program in Boulder City, Road Paving 
Credits, Hydrogen Sulfide Monitoring, and Corrections.  Motion was seconded by Member Ravitch and 
carried unanimously. 

 
Member Kenny explained that Members Smith and Reese (who had to leave early) asked that 
discussion on the “Status of Developing Cleaner Gasoline Regulations” be tabled until the May 28, 
1998 Board of Health Meeting as they would like to be a part of the discussion. 
 
Chairman Colquitt tabled the following items for the May 28, 1998 Board of Health Meeting and 
remarked that the following items were very important an in the interest of time to allow the items to 
heard properly and to allow adequate time to be presented, responded to and public comment: 

 
* Memorandum #08-98 - Air Pollution Control Division Emission Reduction Data Base & 
Overview 
* Special Procedure Audit Report  
* Status of Developing Cleaner Gasoline Regulations  

 
 
Chairman Colquitt asked Staff to only provide the Chief Health Officer’s Report this month.  Also, she 
apologized for any citizens who was in attendance for a variance request.  In the future Variance will be 
taken prior to and placed on the agenda ahead of long public hearings. 
 

2. Variance Request - To Install an Individual Sewage Disposal System (ISDS) on Property Within 
400 ft. Of a Public Sewer Line Served by a Public Water System.  Petitioner: Calvin Lang 

 
Chairman Colquitt opened the public hearing. 

 
Clare Schmutz remarked that Mr. Calvin Lang, owner, is requesting a Variance to construct an 
individual sewage disposal system (ISDS) on property that is within four hundred feet (400') of a 
public sewer line.  The lot, served by a public water supply, is 24,829 sq. ft. in size and is located off 
Fogg Street near Stewart Avenue.  Legal Description:  SW3NE3, Sec. 34, T20S, R62E, Lot 2 of 
Parcel Map File 50, Page 17, APN 140-34-601-003, Clark County, Nevada.   
 
Section IV.4(b) of the District=s Regulations Governing Individual Sewage Disposal Systems & 
Liquid Waste Management requires hookup to public sewer when it is available within four hundred 
feet (400') of the nearest property line and can be accessed by a gravity flow line. 
 
The Lang’s property (a portion of two four-lot parcel maps developed in 1986) is Lot #2, one lot off 
Fogg Street where the public sewer line is located.  To serve the Lang=s property, the public sewer 
line would have to be extended across Fogg Street 210' to the Lang=s property line and past their 
property line by 10' making a total distance of 360' of sewer line.  Five of the eight lots in the parcel 
maps are developed and have septic systems.  At this time, two of the lots are adjacent to Fogg 
Street where the sewer line is located.  One residence is located beyond the 400' requirement to 
connect.  Two of the residences now served by septic systems were granted Variances in 1993 and 
1996. 
 
Three estimates have been obtained regarding costs to extend the public sewer line to serve the 
Lang’s property.  The low bid was $16,612.00 which did not include traffic control or encroachment 
permit, and the high bid was $22,600.00 which did not include engineering and inspection fees.  It is 
estimated that an ISDS can be installed for a total of $2,550.00. 
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The Clark County Sanitation District has stated that it would not object to a septic system on Mr. 
Lang’s Fogg Street property if deemed appropriate by the Health District. 
 
Staff does not feel that the granting of this Variance will create a public health problem and would 
recommend approval with the following conditions: 
 
1. The system be installed to comply with all other requirements of the District Board of Health 

Regulations Governing Individual Sewage Disposal Systems & Liquid Waste Management.  
2. Construction of the ISDS must be commenced within one (1) year of the date hereof.  If the 

construction has not been commenced within that period of time, this Variance shall expire and 
be of no further force and effect, unless application is made for an extension of time prior to the 
expiration date by the Applicant or the Applicant’s successor(s) in interest. 

3. The Applicant and his successor(s) in interest shall abide by all local governmental regulations 
requiring connection to community sewage systems.  Use of the ISDS shall be discontinued and 
the structure it serves shall be connected to any community sewage system constructed in the 
future at Applicant=s property line when the owners are notified and legally required to do so. 

 
Member Cyphers asked Mr. & Mrs. Lang if they agreed with Staff’s conditions.  Mr. & Mrs. Lang 
stated “Yes”.   
 
There being no further testimony, Chairman Colquitt closed the public hearing. 

 
Member Brown moved for approval of the Variance Request finding that there are circumstance or 
conditions which are unique to the applicant that do not generally affect other persons subject to the 
regulations.  Also, that make compliance with the regulation unduly burdensome; and cause a hardship 
to and abridge a substantial property right of the applicant.  Granting the Extension of Variance is 
necessary to render substantial justice to the applicant and enable him to preserve and enjoy his 
property right; and will not be detrimental or pose a danger to public health and safety.   Motion was 
seconded by Member Crowley and carried unanimously. 

 
3. Request for Extension of a Variance - To Install an Individual Sewage Disposal System (ISDS) in 

Laughlin (Southpoint), Nevada.  Petitioner -- Harold B. Williams, American Legion Post #60 
 

Chairman Colquitt opened the public hearing. 
 
Clare Schmutz explained that Mr. Harold B. Williams and Richard Springston, on behalf of 
American Legion Post #60, is requesting an extension to the Variance granted to the Post by the 
Board of Health on May 22, 1997, to install an individual sewage disposal system (ISDS) on Desert 
Road east of Needles Highway.  Legal description:  E2SW3SW3, Sec. 15, T32S, R66E, Laughlin, 
Clark County, Nevada. 
 
The property is 219,786 sq. ft. in size and is served by a public water system.  It is a five-acre 
parcel leased from the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and will be developed into a Club 
House for the American Legion Post #60. 
 
The Clark County Sanitation District maintains a public sewer line approximately 4,000 ft. to the 
east of the property on Desert Road.  Cost to connect to the public sewer is between $90,000.00 
and $100,000.00.  The Colorado River is also located 11,700 ft. east of the property. 
 
The American Legion Post #60 is requesting a one-year extension because, as stated in the 
attached letter, problems existed with BLM and Clark County Public Works approvals that have only 
recently been resolved. 
 
Staff recommended approval of this request for a Variance extension with the following conditions: 



1. The system be installed to comply with all other requirements of the District Board of Health 
Regulations Governing Individual Sewage Disposal Systems and Liquid Waste Management. 

2. After the Post facilities are completed, no additions will be made without the approval of the 
Health District. 

3. Construction of the ISDS must be commenced within one (1) year of the date hereof.  If the 
construction has not been commenced within that period of time, this Variance shall expire and 
be of no further force and effect, unless application is made for an extension of time prior to the 
expiration date by the Applicant or the Applicant’s successor(s) in interest. 

4. The Applicant and his successor(s) in interest shall abide by all local governmental regulations 
requiring connection to community sewage systems.  Use of the ISDS shall be discontinued and 
the structure it serves shall be connected to any community sewage system when gravity flow is 
available at the Applicant’s property line when the owners are notified and legally required to do 
so. 

 
Chairman Colquitt asked Mr. Springston on behalf of American Legion Post #60, if he was aware of 
and agreed with the conditions.  Mr. Springston stated “Yes.”  
 
There being no further testimony. Chairman Colquitt closed the public hearing. 

 
Member Ferraro moved for approval of the Request for Extension of a Variance finding that there are 
circumstance or conditions which are unique to the applicant that do not generally affect other persons 
subject to the regulations.  Also, that make compliance with the regulation unduly burdensome; and 
cause a hardship to and abridge a substantial property right of the applicant.  Granting the Extension of 
Variance is necessary to render substantial justice to the applicant and enable him to preserve and 
enjoy his property right; and will not be detrimental or pose a danger to public health and safety.  The 
motion was seconded by Member Crowley and carried unanimously. 

 
 
III. REPORT/DISCUSSION/POSSIBLE ACTION: 

1. Petition #14-98 - Conceptual Approval of Three Projects Recommended By the Particulate Matter 
(PM10) Emissions Control Research Advisory Committee 

 
Lori Wohletz, representing the PM10 Oversight Committee briefly shared with Board Members an 
overview of the three proposals. 
 
The University of Nevada Las Vegas is proposing to perform a study of different types of dust 
suppressants and also the suppressants will be compared to plain water and bare earth as a 
background.  Hopefully all the studies will begin and end approximately within the next 6 to 9 
months. 
 
The second study will be a wind tunnel whereby a natural wind tunnel will be set upon on each of 
the different types of dust supressant and then try to quantify how much emissions are coming from 
each site.  From this study the Committee should be able to come up with a list of effective dust 
suppresants that could be handed out.  To date only $32,000 of the $300,000 available to the 
Committee. 
 
Member Kenny added that she served on the Conservation District and met with Clark County Staff 
regarding this particular project.  Approximately a year and half ago a project was started with the 
Conservation District regarding allergen trees and plant life.  The concept was to talk about how the 
community go into both public and private right-of-ways and areas and remove those allergen trees 
and plants that are still in the community and replace them with drought tolerant ones.  During the 
discussion of this particular project in this one-mile radius, I asked if we could integrate that concept 
into this program.  Initially, we are just going to do this in Clark County.  However, because the wind 
blows these allergens into other areas in the Valley, we would have to have a group participation.  
The Committee would like to expand the scope of this to include an analysis of this area and how it 
could be applicable to the community as a whole.  The project for the entire detailed comprehensive 
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plan has already been drafted, edited, and reviewed by the Clark County Comprehensive Planning 
Staff.  She suggested that the Board go ahead approve of this portion and perhaps on the next 
agenda review the comprehensive study which will review the additional costs for the project.   
 
Discussion followed by the Board concerning bringing the study to the May Board meeting as an 
alternative option.    
 
Lori Wohletz remarked that the third proposal was also by the University of Nevada Las Vegas to try 
a water spray system (a large piece of construction equipment) to see how effective it would be in 
keeping down fugitive dust. 
 

Member Ferraro moved to approve the three proposed concepts.  Motion was seconded by Member 
Crowley and carried unanimously.   

 
A report will be presented by the Committee next month.  The report will perhaps cover an update 
on the current track out study being performed down on “F” street on the “spaghetti bowl” 
construction.  Also, three (3) additional proposals are currently being reviewed by the committee 
and will hopefully be presented at the May Board of Health meeting. 

 
2. Petition #16-98 - Proposed New Classification for Specification for Graphic Art Specialist To Be 

Placed on Schedule 14 (Salary Range $24,111.36 to $33,650.04) 
 

David Rowles remarked that Staff has outlined a need to make a modification on the proposed 
classification.  There is no additional cost as there is funding for this position in the current budget. 

 
Member Ferraro moved for approval of Petition #16-98, Proposed New Classification for Specification 
for Graphic Art Specialist To Be Placed on Schedule 14 (Salary Range $24,111.36 to $33,650.04).  
Motion was seconded by Member Ravitch and carried unanimously.         

 
3. Presentation by Will Cates Re: Letter from the Clean Air Task Force II 

Will Cates, of Clark County Comprehensive Planning remarked that on March 17, 1998, the Board 
of County Commissioners adopted resolutions on construction activities and aggregrate processing 
facilities which call for the following:  

 
With respect to Construction Activities, draft amendments to the Districts AAir Pollution Control 
Regulation to require phasing of construction projects to limit the extent of disturbed areas and 
schedule public hearings to allow for public review and comment. 
 
In regards to Aggregate Processing Facilities, that draft amendments to the District’s “Air Pollution 
Control Regulation” to provide for 2.0% moisture content requirement in production material and 
that public hearings be scheduled for public review and comment. 
 
These issues have been discussed with Mr. Naylor and we both agree that the draft amendments 
can be prepared for review by the Board at the May meeting and schedule public hearings on the 
amendments for the July Board meeting. 
 
Discussion with reference to performance bonds followed. 
 
Member Kincaid remarked that anytime there is a problem with air pollution there is a problem with 
the cost and availability of water in this Valley.  She suggested that when considering a air pollution 
regulation, that Health District Staff review it with the Staff of the Las Vegas Valley Water Authority 
in order to determine how it will impact the community and perhaps mitigate the expense. 

Member Kenny moved that the Air Pollution Control Staff in coordination with staff from the Department 
of Comprehensive Planning and the Southern Nevada Water Authority draft amendments to the 
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Districts Air Pollution Control regulations for Construction Activities and Aggregate Processing Facilities 
for review by the Board of Health at the May 28, 1998 Board of Health Meeting.  Also, that public 
hearing on the proposed amendments be schedule for the July Board of Health meeting.  Motion was 
seconded by Member Ferraro and carried unanimously. 

 
4. Petition #20-98 - Proposed Accelerated Hiring Rate (Schedule 26, Step 7 - $54,629.12 annually) 

and $750 Moving Allowance for the Newly Hired Epidemiologist 
 

Dr. Kwalick explained that this individual was the only qualifier for the position that was advertised 
several months ago.  Dr. Bell is currently the Bureau Chief of Epidemiology for the city of Houston 
Texas.  She has been there approximately 7 years and earning approximately $65,000 a year.  
Therefore, Staff is asking for an accelerated hiring rate as it is difficult to recruit for this position.  
Also, it is requested that she receive a moving allowance of $750 to cover relocation cost to Las 
Vegas.  She has accepted the position and anticipates beginning on June 1, 1998. 

 
Member Kenny moved for approval of Petition #20-98, Proposed Accelerated Hiring Rate (Schedule 26, 
Step 7 - $54,629.12 annually) and $750 Moving Allowance for the Newly Hired Epidemiologist.  Motion 
was seconded by Member Crowley and carried unanimously. 

 
5. Memorandum #09-98 - Proposed Chief Health Officer Successor Contract 

 
David Rowles commented that pursuant to direction of the Board a five-year contract with Donald S. 
Kwalick, MD, MPH to succeed Dr. Ravenholt has been developed.  The contract reflects terms 
negotiated and recommended by the Board Committee.  Dr. Kwalick has accepted the contract.   

 
Member Ferraro moved for approval of the Chief Health Officer Successor Contract.  Motion was 
seconded by Member Brown and carried unanimously. 

 
 
IV. HEALTH OFFICER & STAFF REPORTS 

Dr Ravenholt gave the Board of Health Members and update on the Sunrise Landfill.  He recounted 
some concerns he had with County staff working on the project and he stressed the need to get a 
resolution to the landfill situation soon. 

 
Michael Naylor remarked that this is the largest stationary source in the Valley 

 
Chairman Colquitt asked that Staff only provide the Health Officer Report at this time.  She tabled the 
following items for the May 28, 1998 Board of Health Meeting: 

 
Administration 
* Memorandum #08-98 - Air Pollution Control Division Emission Reduction Data Base & Overview - 
TABLED 
* Special Procedure Audit Report- TABLED 
 
Air Pollution Control  
* Status of Developing Cleaner Gasoline Regulations - TABLED 
 
Clinics & Nursing 
Environmental Health 
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V. CITIZENS PARTICIPATION 

Items raised under this portion of the Agenda cannot be acted upon by the Board of Health until the 
notice provisions of Nevada's Open Meeting Law have been complied with. Therefore, any action on 
such items will have to be considered at a later meeting.  

 
Chairman Colquitt submitted written comments by Mary Shope-Wiles into the record. 

 
 
VI. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS        DULY NOTED 

1. Financial Data  
2. Emergency Medical Services Advisory Board Meeting Minutes and Annotated Agenda, 03/04/98  
3. Listing of Food Establishments in Plan Review for the Period of 03/01/98 - 03/31/98Environmental 

Health Division  
4. Air Pollution Control Monthly Report (Air Quality, Enforcement Activity and Permitting), 03/98  
5. Air Pollution Control Hearing Officer, 04/14/98 & Air Pollution Control Hearing Board 04/09/98 & 

Minutes 02/12/98 
6. Air Pollution Control Particulate Matter (PM10) Emission Control Research Advisory Committee 

Minutes, 03/13/98 
7. Henderson Landfill Draft Community Relations Plan 
8. Centers for Disease Control Trip Report: Outbreak of Salmonella Enteritidis 
9. Letter of Acceptance by Rose Bell, Epidemiologist  
10. Letters of Appreciation  

 
 
VII. ADJOURNMENT 

There being no further business to come before the Chairman Colquitt adjourned the meeting at 10:20 
11:15 a.m.  

 
 
SUBMITTED FOR BOARD APPROVAL 
 
 
 
______________________________________ 
Donald S. Kwalick, MD, Chief Health Officer 
Executive Secretary 
 
/mlg 
 


