
 

 

AGENDA 

 

Washoe County Home Consortium 

Technical Review Committee 

Hybrid Meeting 

 

Tuesday February 10, 2026 at 9:30 AM 

Reno City Hall, 7th Floor Caucus Room 

1 E. First Street Reno, NV, 89501 

 

Members

Chohnny Sousa 

Truckee Meadows Regional Planning, Technical Staff, Chair  

Amy Jones 

City of Sparks, Technical Staff, Vice Chair 

Monica Kirch 

City of Reno, Technical Staff 

Catrina Peters 

Washoe County, Technical Staff 

 

 

Donna DiCarlo 

At-Large Representative 

T Tran 

Sparks Citizen Representative 

Vacant 

Reno Citizen Representative 

Ross Kinson 

Washoe County Citizen Representative 

 

 

Public Notice 

This agenda has been physically posted in compliance with NRS 241 (notice of meetings) at Reno City Hall – 1 

East First Street. In addition, this agenda has been electronically posted in compliance with NRS 241 at 

http://www.reno.gov, and NRS 232 at https://notice.nv.gov/. To obtain further documentation regarding posting, 

please contact the City Clerk’s Office at (775) 334-2030 or cityclerk@reno.gov.  

 

Members of the Board/Commission/Committee may participate in this meeting using the zoom video conference 

platform. 

 

Members of the public may participate in the meeting by registering through the below zoom link which will 

provide the meeting ID number and call-in phone number.  

 

Virtual link: https://shorturl.at/XJlrU  

In Person: One East First Street, 7th floor Caucus Conference Room 

 

You can also join the meeting by typing zoom.us/join into your computer browser and entering the Webinar ID: 

864 5389 7898. NOTE: This option will require a computer with audio and video capabilities. Alternatively, you 

can join the meeting by telephone only by dialing 1-669-444-9171, entering the Webinar ID: 864 5389 7898, and 

pressing #. 

Accommodations 

Reasonable efforts will be made to assist and accommodate individuals with disabilities attending the meeting. 

Please contact the City Clerk’s Office at (775) 334-2030 at least 48 hours in advance so that arrangements can be 

made.  

Supporting Materials 

Staff reports and supporting material for the meeting are available by contacting Elaine Wiseman at (775) 334-

2578, wisemane@reno.gov and on the City’s website at Reno.Gov. Pursuant to NRS 241, supporting material is 

made available to the general public at the same time it is provided to the public body. 

http://www.reno.gov/
https://notice.nv.gov/
mailto:cityclerk@reno.gov
https://shorturl.at/XJlrU
mailto:wisemane@reno.gov


 

 

Order of Business 

The presiding officer shall determine the order of the agenda and all questions of parliamentary procedure at the 

meeting. Items on the agenda may be taken out of order. The public body may combine two or more agenda items 

for consideration; remove an item from the agenda; or delay discussion relating to an item on the agenda at any 

time. See NRS 241. Items scheduled to be heard at a specific time will be heard no earlier than the stated time but 

may be heard later.  

Public Comment 

In-Person 

A person wishing to address the public body shall submit a “Request to Speak” form to the presiding officer.  

Public comment, whether on items listed on the agenda or general public comment, is limited to three (3) minutes 

per person. Unused time may not be reserved by the speaker, nor allocated to another speaker. No action may be 

taken on a matter raised under general public comment until the matter is included on an agenda as an item on 

which action may be taken. The presiding officer may prohibit comment if the content of comments is a topic that 

is not relevant to, or within the authority of, the public body, or if the content is willfully disruptive of the meeting 

by being irrelevant, repetitious, slanderous, offensive, inflammatory, irrational, or amounting to personal attacks or 

interfering with the rights of other speakers. Any person making willfully disruptive remarks while addressing the 

public body or while attending the meeting may be removed from the room by the presiding officer, see, NRS 241 

and the person may be barred from further audience before the public body during that session. See, Nevada 

Attorney General Opinion No. 00-047 (April 27, 2001); Nevada Open Meeting Law Manual, § 8.05. 

Examples of disruptive conduct include, without limitation, yelling, stamping of feet, whistles, applause, heckling, 

name calling, use of profanity, personal attacks, physical intimidation, threatening use of physical force, assault, 

battery, or any other acts intended to impede the meeting or infringe on the rights of the public body or meeting 

participants. 

 

Virtual 

No action may be taken on a matter raised under general public comment until the matter is included on a 

subsequent agenda as an action item.  

 

Pursuant to NRS 241, those wishing to submit public comment may do so through the online public comment form 

found at Reno.Gov/PublicComment, by sending an email to cityclerk@reno.gov, or at the meeting during virtual 

public comment. Public comment is limited to three (3) minutes per person.  
 

 

A. Introductory Items 

A.1 Call To Order/Roll Call  

A.2 Public Comment – This item is for either public comment on any action item or for any 

general public comment and is limited to no more than three (3) minutes for each 

commentator. 

A.3 Approval of the Agenda (For Possible Action) – February 10, 2026 

A.4 Approval of  the Minutes (For Possible Action) – August 12, 2025, September 9, 2025, 

and October 14, 2025 

B. Business Items 



 

 

B.1 1st Public Hearing: Applicant presentation, discussion, and review of applications for 

2026/2027 HOME and Affordable Housing Trust Fund grant funding. (For Discussion 

Only) 

C. Technical Review Committee Items and Announcements - Limited to items that do not appear 

elsewhere on the agenda. No action may be taken on this item.   

D. Staff Technical Support Update - Staff may provide an update on projects, funding or other 

programmatic issues (For Discussion Only) 

E. Future Agenda Items - Discussion of items for future agendas. No action may be taken on this 

item. 

F. Public Comment - This item is for either public comment on any action item or for any general 

public comment and is limited to no more than three (3) minutes for each commentator.  

G. Adjournment (For Possible Action) 





























 

 

AGENDA 

 

Washoe County Home Consortium 

Technical Review Committee 

Hybrid Meeting 

 

Tuesday October 14, 2025, at 9:30 AM 

Reno City Hall, 7th Floor Caucus Room 

1 E. First Street Reno, NV, 89501 

 

Members

Chohnny Sousa 

Truckee Meadows Regional Planning, Technical Staff, Chair  

Amy Jones 

City of Sparks, Technical Staff, Vice Chair 

Monica Kirch 

City of Reno, Technical Staff 

Catrina Peters 

Washoe County, Technical Staff 

 

 

Donna DiCarlo 

At-Large Representative 

T Tran 

Sparks Citizen Representative 

Vacant 

Reno Citizen Representative 

Ross Kinson 

Washoe County Citizen Representative 

 

 

Public Notice 

This agenda has been physically posted in compliance with NRS 241 (notice of meetings) at Reno City Hall – 1 

East First Street. In addition, this agenda has been electronically posted in compliance with NRS 241 at 

http://www.reno.gov, and NRS 232 at https://notice.nv.gov/. To obtain further documentation regarding posting, 

please contact the City Clerk’s Office at (775) 334-2030 or cityclerk@reno.gov.  

 

Members of the Board/Commission/Committee may participate in this meeting using the zoom video conference 

platform. 

 

Members of the public may participate in the meeting by registering through the below zoom link which will 

provide the meeting ID number and call-in phone number.  

 

Virtual link: https://shorturl.at/P0KWR  
In Person: One East First Street, 7th floor Caucus Conference Room 

 

You can also join the meeting by typing zoom.us/join into your computer browser and entering the Webinar ID: 

830 0487 0805. NOTE: This option will require a computer with audio and video capabilities. Alternatively, you 

can join the meeting by telephone only by dialing 1-669-444-9171, entering the Webinar ID: 830 0487 0805, and 

pressing #. 

Accommodations 

Reasonable efforts will be made to assist and accommodate individuals with disabilities attending the meeting. 

Please contact the City Clerk’s Office at (775) 334-2030 at least 48 hours in advance so that arrangements can be 

made.  

Supporting Materials 

Staff reports and supporting material for the meeting are available by contacting Elaine Wiseman at (775) 334-

2578, wisemane@reno.gov and on the City’s website at Reno.Gov. Pursuant to NRS 241, supporting material is 

made available to the general public at the same time it is provided to the public body. 

http://www.reno.gov/
https://notice.nv.gov/
mailto:cityclerk@reno.gov
https://shorturl.at/P0KWR
mailto:wisemane@reno.gov


 

 

Order of Business 

The presiding officer shall determine the order of the agenda and all questions of parliamentary procedure at the 

meeting. Items on the agenda may be taken out of order. The public body may combine two or more agenda items 

for consideration; remove an item from the agenda; or delay discussion relating to an item on the agenda at any 

time. See NRS 241. Items scheduled to be heard at a specific time will be heard no earlier than the stated time but 

may be heard later.  

Public Comment 

In-Person 

A person wishing to address the public body shall submit a “Request to Speak” form to the presiding officer.  

Public comment, whether on items listed on the agenda or general public comment, is limited to three (3) minutes 

per person. Unused time may not be reserved by the speaker, nor allocated to another speaker. No action may be 

taken on a matter raised under general public comment until the matter is included on an agenda as an item on 

which action may be taken. The presiding officer may prohibit comment if the content of comments is a topic that 

is not relevant to, or within the authority of, the public body, or if the content is willfully disruptive of the meeting 

by being irrelevant, repetitious, slanderous, offensive, inflammatory, irrational, or amounting to personal attacks or 

interfering with the rights of other speakers. Any person making willfully disruptive remarks while addressing the 

public body or while attending the meeting may be removed from the room by the presiding officer, see, NRS 241 

and the person may be barred from further audience before the public body during that session. See, Nevada 

Attorney General Opinion No. 00-047 (April 27, 2001); Nevada Open Meeting Law Manual, § 8.05. 

Examples of disruptive conduct include, without limitation, yelling, stamping of feet, whistles, applause, heckling, 

name calling, use of profanity, personal attacks, physical intimidation, threatening use of physical force, assault, 

battery, or any other acts intended to impede the meeting or infringe on the rights of the public body or meeting 

participants. 

 

Virtual 

No action may be taken on a matter raised under general public comment until the matter is included on a 

subsequent agenda as an action item.  

 

Pursuant to NRS 241, those wishing to submit public comment may do so through the online public comment form 

found at Reno.Gov/PublicComment, by sending an email to cityclerk@reno.gov, or at the meeting during virtual 

public comment. Public comment is limited to three (3) minutes per person.  
 

 

A. Introductory Items 

A.1 Call To Order/Roll Call  

Member Sousa called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. 

Present: Sousa, Casey for Amy, Kirch, DiCarlo, Tran 

Absent: Peters, Kinson 

A.2 Public Comment – This item is for either public comment on any action item or for any 

general public comment and is limited to no more than three (3) minutes for each 

commentator. 

No public comment. 

A.3 Approval of the Agenda (For Possible Action) – October 14, 2025 



 

 

Kirch motioned to approve the agenda, Tran second. The motion carried unanimously with 

members Kinson and Peters absent. 

B. Business Items 

B.1 Discussion, Review, and Possible Approval of the Updated Washoe County HOME 

Consortium Funding Priorities (For Possible Action) 

 

Elaine explained that in the meeting packet there is a red line version and a clean version 

showing the WCHC funding priorities and updated general language. She explained that 

after the packet was distributed, member Jones sent over additional information that needs 

to be entered into the public record. Her concern was having the green energy requirements 

in the funding priorities.  

Casey, sitting in for Amy Jones, explained that with their CDBG grant funds, HUD is 

considering rescinding the green building and efficiency standards and that the WCHC 

funding priory may conflict with the administration’s executive order to remove similar 

language from all HUD grants, including HOME. Kirch added that this is a funding 

priority, not a requirement so the language shouldn’t conflict with HUD grant agreements. 

Elaine explained that the language should be kept in the funding priorities and that WCHC 

staff has the discretion to amend the language if there’s a HUD directive, without needing 

TRC members to vote. Kirch explained that with different administrations, priorities 

change, and that adding language or removing language continuously does not make much 

sense. She also reiterated that it’s a funding priority but not a requirement. Sousa and Tran 

agreed.  

Ross Kinison joined the meeting at 9:07 a.m. 

Kinison stated that he agrees with the language in the draft for the labor agreement funding 

priority. Sousa asked if labor agreements are required for the HOME Program. Elaine 

explained that only if there are 12 or more HOME units, Davis-Bacon is triggered, but 

most projects stay at 11 or under. She also added that for recipients of Home Means 

Nevada Initiative, the Nevada Housing Division is requiring Davis-Bacon or something 

similar. Elaine further explained that Kinison’s idea was to broaden the funding priority to 

include language regarding use of union labor and a commitment to fair labor practices. 

Kirch asked if there’s a correlation between this funding priority and the San Francisco 

Federal Home Loan Bank and Infrastructure Bank. Kinison explained that the language use 

in this funding priority has some overlap with those two banks. He also added that this 

shouldn’t deter developers. Kirch mentioned that most projects use finance layering, so 

they could already be doing this. Sousa reiterated that this is a funding priority as opposed 

to a requirement. Tran questioned if this could be redundant with Davis-Bacon and that the 

language in the funding priority as is, is very vague. Kirch agreed. She suggested that 

projects who don’t agree to fair labor practices would not have a contractor license. Tran 

agreed. Tran is not sure where this would fit into the funding priorities. Kirch mentioned 

that the bullet points in the funding priority are more concrete. Kinison clarified that as the 

funding priority is written, he is comfortable with it. He also added that if it were up to 

him, he would expand it. Kirch and Tran are indifferent. Sousa asked staff if previous 



 

 

projects have met this requirement. Elaine said no. Sousa said she is comfortable with 

leaving it as a priority.  

Casey, sitting in for Amy Jones, shared additional comments regarding the tiering levels. 

Jones would like to know if there needs to be level I and II funding priorities, or if they 

should be just kept as a funding priority without the levels. She also asked if the supportive 

services would apply to only the HOME units or for the whole project. Elaine explained 

that it would only apply to the HOME units. Casey explained that the supportive services 

language should specify that it only applies to the HOME units. Tran explained that this 

only applies to the HOME units. Elaine agreed. Kirch asked if there are projects where the 

supportive services only apply to the HOME units. Tran and Sousa said no. Elaine 

explained that this funding priority came from Washoe County and that the intent was a 

level I funding priority but that the language should be changed to align with the NRS 

supportive services language. Elaine also explained that in the past computer classes were 

seen as supportive services, so this language is more concrete. 

Casey, sitting in for Amy Jones, also shared that Jones had some language changes for the 

project accessibility funding priority. She would like to see the language changed to half a 

mile to transit and a half mile to 2 or 3 essential community services – changing “should” 

to “must.” Sousa explained that it makes sense to add Jones’ requested language to the 

funding priorities.  

Peters was able to join the meeting briefly and submitted a chat due to microphone issues. 

Peters said she is good if the language includes that the supportive services funding 

priority only includes the HOME units because there may be higher AMI units that may be 

blended into the project that may not need supportive services.  

Casey, sitting in for Amy Jones, also shared that Jones and the City of Sparks would like to 

remove tiering and have all of the funding priorities levelled. Kirch added that the two 

levels help with the ranking process. Sousa added that these are funding priorities, not 

requirements and that no applicant is precluded from applying. Elaine explained that the 

funding priorities with the two levels are helpful when identifying what the TRC prioritizes 

such as HOME units at 40% AMI. Tran added that during previous competitive funding 

rounds, the tiering was very helpful in reviewing applicants. Sousa agreed and supports the 

two levels for the funding priorities.  

Sousa read a comment on behalf of Peters: Catrina wants to thank the City of Reno staff 

for all their hard work, to take the feedback from the committee and incorporate it into the 

proposed draft for the HOME consortium funding priorities. Managing a program of this 

scale and complexity is a substantial undertaking and they have an excellent job 

continuously improving the program to best meet the needs of the community, while 

taking into consideration this current extreme environment, which makes building 

affordable housing difficult. I also want to thank my fellow committee members for their 

thoughtful and respectful discussion on the funding priorities, and how to weave these 

factors together to get more units built.  

Sousa motioned to approve the draft of the WCHC funding priorities. Kirch Second.  

 



 

 

C. Technical Review Committee Items and Announcements - Limited to items that do not appear 

elsewhere on the agenda. No action may be taken on this item.   

 

Tran asked about the TRC board vacancy. Elaine explained that there is only one person who has 

applied. The City of Reno council will need to vote for the Reno Citizen representative. Tran 

mentioned that she is aware of someone she personally knows that applied. Julie Henderson is going 

to check on the status of applicants.  

Sousa commented that the housing dashboard looks great. Elaine added that the housing needs 

assessment is also on the www.reno.gov/housing website. Kirch added that this is the foundation and 

that more information will be added throughout time. Sousa said it is very useful, especially for 

planners.  

D. Staff Technical Support Update - Staff may provide an update on projects, funding or other 

programmatic issues (For Discussion Only) 

Elaine mentioned that director’s meeting is next week. They will vote on the funding priorities. 

Julie added that November 3, the HOME application will open and it close on January 2, 2026. 

Staff will begin reviewing the applicants on the week of January 5, 2026. Elaine mentioned that 

the November and December TRC meetings will be canceled.  

E. Future Agenda Items - Discussion of items for future agendas. No action may be taken on this 

item. 

None 

F. Public Comment - This item is for either public comment on any action item or for any general 

public comment and is limited to no more than three (3) minutes for each commentator.  

None 

G. Adjournment (For Possible Action) 

Sousa adjourned the meeting at 10:06 a.m. 

http://www.reno.gov/housing










Washoe County HOME Consortium 
1st Public Hearing

February 10, 2026



Washoe County HOME Consortium Estimated Funding

2026/2027

Federal HOME Allocation available for AHMLP (estimated)

CHDO Rollover (2023)

Total:

$2,381,865

$244,149

$2,626,014

Nevada State HOME Allocation (estimated): $279,000

Program Income (estimated): $713,000

Total Estimated for Development Projects: $3,618,014

Min. CHDO set aside (FY25 & FY26): $412,746

Nevada Affordable Housing Trust Funds (estimated): $768,045



Tenant Based Rental Assistance Program

City of Reno Rental & Deposit Assistance $768,045 
(or full amount allocated by the State)

Rental & Security Deposit Assistance

For Washoe County Residents (≤60% AMI)

Nevada Residency Required (2+ years)

Rental Unit Inspection Required

Financial Hardship Documentation Required

FY 25/26

1,010 

Households 

Served



New Construction Applications

Projects Requested HOME Funds

Summit Heights Senior Apartments 
(Greenstreet)

$1,000,000

The Reserve at Sparks 
(Northern Nevada Community Housing)

$1,417,298

Reno Avenue Project 
(Reno Housing Authority)

$1,200,000

Total requested: $3,617,298

Estimated amount available: $3,618,014



Project Presentations



Discussion



Project Comparison
Summit Heights The Reserve at Sparks Reno Avenue Project

Total Request $1,000,000 1,417,298 $1,200,000

Total Units

42

(70 Units Total)

(Studios & 1-BR)

40 

(All 1-BR)

42

(1 and 2 BR units)

Total Estimated Project Cost $25,114,196 $15,196,235 $18,430,531

# of HOME Units & 

Composition

6

5 one-BR@30% and 1 one-BR@50%  

7

5 one-BR@60%  and 2 one-BR@50%

6

3 one-BR@50% and 3 two-BR@30%

All Units Composition 10@30%; 31@50%; 29@60%
At or below 60%

38@60%; 2@50%

22@30%           

20@50%

Affordability Period 50 Years 50 Years 50 Years

Loan Terms

Soft note, payable out of residual cash flow, set at 

1% simple interest, beginning in year 16, 

amortizing over a 40-year period.

Loan to be amortized over the length of the 

affordability period, at 3% interest with equal 

monthly payments, not to exceed 25% of cash flow.

RHA plans to begin repayments in Year 1 subject to available 

cash flow, with 1% interest.

Site Control Yes Yes Yes

Projected Construction Start 

Date
4/1/2026 5/1/2027 4/1/2027

Projected Project Completion 

Date
9/1/2027 5/1/2028 9/1/2028

Funding Priorities Met

Level 1: AMI. One or more green components have 

been met. 

Level 2: Accessible and will have a 50-year 

affordability period.

Level 1: Will provide supportive services as defined 

in NRS 319.600 and will contain green energy. 

Level 2: 50-year affordability period.

Level 1: Avg rent is at or below 40%. Project contains one or 

more green components. 

Level 2: Accessible and near public transportation options, 

within a half a mile. 50 years of affordability.

Will Project Move Forward if 

not Funded in full?
No Yes No

Property Management 

Company
Weststates

NNCH 

(Themselves)

RHA 

(Themselves)



THANK YOU
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