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NOTICE OF MEETING AND AGENDA

5:30 p.m.

1. Roll Call and Determination of Quorum.

2. Pledge of Allegiance.
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3. Public Comment.

Comment heard under this item will be limited to three (3) minutes per person and may pertain to matters 

both on and off the Board agenda. Unused time may not be allocated to other speakers. Comments are to 

be made to the Board as a whole. Virtual Public Comment may be taken when facilities are available.

A speaker's viewpoint will not be restricted; however, reasonable restrictions may be imposed upon the 

time, place, and manner of speech. Irrelevant statements, unduly repetitious statements, and personal 

attacks that would objectively antagonize or incite others are examples of speech that may be reasonably 

limited. 

This Board carries out the business of Northern Nevada Public Health and its citizens during its meetings. 

The presiding officer may order a person to be removed if the person's conduct or statements disrupt the 

order or safety of the meeting. Warnings about disruptive conduct or comments may or may not be given 

prior to removal.

Furthermore, certain disruptions of a public meeting are criminal acts as defined under NRS 208.090 and/or 

NRS 203.119, which may result in prosecution in appropriate cases.

4. Approval of Agenda. (FOR POSSIBLE ACTION)

Approval of Draft Minutes for September 4, 2025 - (FOR POSSIBLE ACTION)5.

09-04-2025_SWS_Draft_Minutes.docxAttachments:

PUBLIC HEARING: To determine whether to recommend approval to the District Board of Health for a 

variance to Section 040.030, allowing for a reduced lot size for a second parcel map on a lot created 

after October 23, 2001, Parcel 038-280-67, 430 River Pines, Washoe County, NV (FOR POSSIBLE 

ACTION)

Staff Representative: David Kelly

6.

Staff Report 430 River Pines 038-280-67.pdf

430RiverPinesDrCookVarianceApplicationPacket.pdf

Attachments:
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https://washoe-nv.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=35851ced-a2f9-48d1-af20-b6e2af1412c7.docx
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https://washoe-nv.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=8bb7bd18-10a2-4426-9895-506056f7d70a.pdf
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7. Public Comment.

Comment heard under this item will be limited to three (3) minutes per person and may pertain to matters 

both on and off the Board agenda. Unused time may not be allocated to other speakers. Comments are to 

be made to the Board as a whole. Virtual Public Comment may be taken when facilities are available.

A speaker's viewpoint will not be restricted; however, reasonable restrictions may be imposed upon the 

time, place, and manner of speech. Irrelevant statements, unduly repetitious statements, and personal 

attacks that would objectively antagonize or incite others are examples of speech that may be reasonably 

limited. 

This Board carries out the business of Northern Nevada Public Health and its citizens during its meetings. 

The presiding officer may order a person to be removed if the person's conduct or statements disrupt the 

order or safety of the meeting. Warnings about disruptive conduct or comments may or may not be given 

prior to removal.

Furthermore, certain disruptions of a public meeting are criminal acts as defined under NRS 208.090 and/or 

NRS 203.119, which may result in prosecution in appropriate cases.

8. Adjournment.
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NOTE: Items on this agenda may be taken out of order, combined with other items, removed from the agenda, or 

moved to the agenda of a later meeting. The Consent section is a single agenda item and is considered as a block 

and will not be read aloud. Items on this agenda may also be moved to or from the consent section. Items not 

voted on in the Consent section may also be voted on in a separate block or blocks. Items designated for a 

specified time will not be heard prior to the stated time, but may be heard later. There will be only one period of 

public comment on any block vote. Any public comment made during that period may pertain to any of the items 

being voted on in the block, but there will not be separate public comment periods for each item within the block.

Location. This meeting will be held at the physical location designated on this agenda, but one or more of the 

Board Members and/or Staff may attend and participate by a remote technology system. Members of the public 

wishing to attend the meeting may do so at the designated physical location or may otherwise participate as 

stated in the Public Comment section. The Chair or their designee will make reasonable efforts to ensure that 

members of the public body and members of the public present at the physical location can hear or observe each 

member attending by remote technology system, and each member of the public body in attendance can 

participate in the meeting.

Accessibility. Northern Nevada Public Health, in compliance with Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights Act and Title II of 

the Americans with Disabilities Act, will make its public meetings accessible to members of the public. For limited 

English proficient and hearing-impaired individuals, the Wordly application is available to members of the public 

attending the meeting in person. Persons who require special accommodations or assistance in attending this 

meeting may contact Northern Nevada Public Health at least two working days before the meeting, if possible, by 

dialing 775-328-2415.

Public Transportation. Public transportation is available to this meeting site. For eligible RTC ACCESS reservations 

call (775) 348-5438 or visit: https://www.rtcwashoe.com/public-transportation/.

Public Comment. Public comment is welcomed during public comment periods and is limited to 3 minutes per 

person per public comment period. Unused time may not be allocated to other speakers. A speaker’s viewpoint 

will not be restricted; however, reasonable restrictions may be imposed upon the time, place, and manner of 

speech. Irrelevant statements, unduly repetitious statements, and personal attacks that would objectively 

antagonize or incite others are examples of speech that may be reasonably limited. All comments are to be 

directed to the Board as a whole.

During the general public comment periods at the beginning and end of the meeting, speakers may address any 

matter either on or off the agenda. Items voted on in the Consent section or in a separate block or blocks, shall 

have a single public comment period per block, and public comment will only be heard about the specific items 

being considered by the Commission in the block. For the remainder of the agenda, during items designated “for 

possible action” that are considered individually, public comment will only be heard about the specific item being 

considered by the Board. Members of the public who wish to share documents or make a brief presentation within 

their public comment period must provide ten (10) printed copies of each document. Please note that USB drives 

or any other digital media will not be accepted due to the risk of introducing viruses or malicious code, which could 
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potentially compromise the County’s systems.

Members of the public may also submit comments by mail to NNPH at 1001 E. Ninth St., Reno, NV 89512. NNPH 

will make reasonable efforts to include all such comments received by 4:00 pm one working day prior to the 

meeting in the record. Mail will not be read by the Clerk but will be entered into the record.

Forum Restrictions and Orderly Conduct of Business. This Board carries out the business of Northern Nevada 

Public Health and its citizens during its meetings. The presiding officer may order a person to be removed if the 

person’s conduct or statements disrupt the order or safety of the meeting. Warnings about disruptive conduct or 

comments may or may not be given prior to removal.

Responses to Public Comments. The Board may only deliberate or take action on matters that have been properly 

labeled “FOR POSSIBLE ACTION” and listed on a properly noticed Agenda. While the Open Meeting Law allows 

discussion of public comments by members of the Board, responses to matters not listed on the agenda could 

become deliberation without notice to the public. To avoid this situation and ensure the public has proper notice 

of all matters, members may choose not to respond to the public comments, except to correct factual 

inaccuracies, ask for staff to provide information, or ask that the matter be listed on a future agenda for 

consideration.

Posting the Notice. Pursuant to NRS 241.020, the Agenda for the District Board of Health has been posted as 

required at the following locations: Washoe County Administrative Building (1001 E. 9th Street, Bldg A), Northern 

Nevada Public Health (1001 E. 9th St., Building B), https://www.nnph.org, https://notice.nv.gov

Although no longer required under NRS 241.020, the agenda has also been physically posted at the following 

locations: Sparks City Hall (431 Prater Way, Sparks) and Downtown Reno Library (301 S. Center St., Reno)

Support documentation for the items on the agenda provided to this Board, is available to members of the public 

at Northern Nevada Public Health located at 1001 E. 9 th Street, in Reno, Nevada. Ms. Sue Hopkins, Recording 

Secretary to the Sewage, Wastewater & Sanitation Advisory Board may also be reached by telephone at (775) 

328-2684 or by email at smhopkins@NNPH.org. Supporting materials are also available at the Northern Nevada 

Public Health Website https://www.NNPH.org pursuant to the requirements of NRS 241.020.
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P. 775-328-2400 

1001 E Ninth St. Bldg. B 

Reno, NV 89512 

NNPH.org 

 

SEWAGE, WASTEWATER, AND SANITATION (SWS)  
HEARING ADVISORY BOARD 

MEETING MINUTES 
Members Thursday, September 4, 2025 
Matthew Buehler, Chair 5:30 p.m. 
Kenneth Lund 
John Adams 

Washoe County Administration Complex, 
Building B 

Chad Carnes, P.E. 
Robert Sweeney, REHS 

Health District South Conference Room 

Matt Smith- Alternate 1001 East Ninth Street 
Julianne Zotter, P.E.- Alternate Reno, NV 

______________________________________________________________________________ 
5:30 p.m. 
1. *Roll Call and Determination of Quorum 

The following members and staff were present: 
Members present: Matthew Buehler 
 Kenneth Lund 

John Adams  
 Julianne Zotter, P.E.- Alternate 
 Robert Sweeney 

Chad Carnes, P.E.- Recused  
 

  
Staff present: David Kelly 

Latricia Lord 
DDA Herb Kaplan 

 
 

     Members absent: Matt Smith – Alternate 
    
2. *Pledge of Allegiance 
Those present pledged allegiance to the flag. 
3. *Public Comment 
As no public comment was presented, the public comment period was closed.  
4. Approval of Agenda – September 4, 2025  
Mr. Adams moved to approve the agenda of the September 4, 2025, Sewage, Wastewater, and 
Sanitation (SWS) Board regular meeting. Second by Mr. Lund, motion approved unanimously. 
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5.   Approval of Draft Minutes – January 20, 2025 
 
Mr. Lund moved to approve the minutes of the March 6, 2025, Sewage, Wastewater, and Sanitation 
Board regular meeting. Second by Mr. Adams.  Motion approved by all members except for Mr. 
Sweeney, who abstained. 
6. Election of New Board Chair – (For possible action) 
Mr. Buehler asked the rest of the Board if there was anyone interested in being chair.  When no 
other Board members responded, he indicated that he felt that Mr. Lund would be a good chair and 
he would like to nominate him.  Mr. Lund asked if anyone else was interested in the position and 
when none responded, accepted the nomination.  The Board voted unanimously to make Mr. Lund 
the chair.  DDA Mr. Kaplan indicated that the change would be effective next Board meeting. 
7. Public Hearing – to determine whether to recommend an amended approval to the District 

Board of Health for a variance for APN 087-044-17, from sections 100.025, Table 3 and 
100.100, Table 4 of the Northern Nevada Public Health Regulations Governing Sewage, 
Wastewater, and Sanitation. A variance was previously granted, with conditions, by the Board 
of Health on March 27, 2025, based on the recommendation of the SWS Board, to allow 
installation of a Mode 3 Orenco AX20 treatment system with an Orenco GeoFlow subsurface 
drip. The variance also included reduced setbacks from impervious soils and high seasonal 
ground water.  Subsequent to the approval of the Board of Health, representatives requested 
the following modifications to the approved variance: 1) Reduce cover over the top of drip line 
to 1’ from 2’, 2) changing the pea gravel bedding for the drip line to crushed rock, and 3) 
reducing the size of the system from 4,428 square feet to 1,488 square feet. – (For possible 
action) 
Staff Representative:  David Kelly 

Mr. Kelly reviewed the staff report, indicating that staff felt the amendments were not an issue 
and gave a short review of the request and how it had come about.  He indicated that the primary 
reason that staff felt it important to require an amendment process was due to the fact that actual 
septic design had already been approved as part of the variance process.  He acknowledged that 
minor changes to a design during construction would not necessarily trigger this process, but 
with the large change in how the system was sized, staff felt that it was appropriate to have the 
Board review the amendment request.  
 
Mr. Buehler asked that if in general there would be any impact to public health based on the 
requested changes.  Mr. Kelly said no, the treatment system was the same, which means that the 
quality of effluent and potential impact to groundwater would be the same.   
 
Mr. Adams asked to go through each of the amendment requests.  Mr. Kelly explained each 
request.  The 2/3 size reduction was similar to what was allowed for a sand filter, and while this 
was not a sand filter, the effluent was considered as clean or cleaner than that coming from a 
filter so it was felt that the system did not need to be oversized despite slow percolation rates.  
This had been confirmed by Orenco representatives and the design engineer was in agreement.  
The drip line being placed into crushed rock versus pea gravel was requested and Orenco had 
also indicated that was not an issue.  Lastly, that cover over the drop line be reduced from 2’ to 
1’ – Mr. Kelly explained that he believed that design feature had come about from a concern 
with regards to freezing, but again, Orenco representatives had claimed it was non-issue and the 
system had been used in much colder climates without problems.  Mr. Adams commented that in 
his experience, 1’ of soil is plenty and crushed rock is normal.   
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Mr. Adams did note the dramatic change in the sizing and Mr. Lund asked what had changed in 
the analysis to account for that.  Mr. Carnes (design engineer) came up to answer questions.  He 
reviewed each of the three amendment requests.  First, that the reduced cover was not only 
because of other situations where it had been used and also because the system drained out after 
dosing and so no water stayed in the piping.  He was comfortable that 1’ was sufficient cover.  
The second amendment was the crushed rock versus pea gravel.  Mr. Carnes said that he had 
originally thought that drip line was similar to irrigation line and very fragile but upon inspection 
of actual product, realized how strong it was and was no longer concerned with using crushed 
rock – the pea gravel would just be an extra non-needed expense.  In relation to the sizing, Mr. 
Carnes stated that he had not incorporated a 2/3 reduction as allowed for sand filters but when 
they calculated the cost of all fill needed at the larger size, it turned out to be prohibitive.  The 
property owner had found some very good fill at a reasonable price, and after discussion with 
Orenco and NNPH, he had calculated that even with the 2/3 reduction the system could take 
2,800 gallons a day.  Mr. Lund asked if the bottom line was that the effluent would stay where it 
should and Mr. Carnes said yes, 2,800 gallons a day was a safety margin of 2.8 over the design 
volume of 1,000 gallons a day.   
 
Mr. Sweeney stated that the value of drip is creating unsaturated flow and if there was timed 
dosing.  Mr. Carnes said that the timing can be adjusted at the panel.  Mr. Sweeney asked if the 
lines could be flushed and Mr. Carnes, after confirming with Orenco, responded in the positive.  
Mr. Sweeney asked if they were using Geoflow and Mr. Carnes confirmed. 
 
Ms. Zotter asked if any testing had been done on the fill material that the owners had found.  
After Mr. Carnes said no, she asked if was going to in order to make sure that it was suitable and   
Mr. Carnes said yes. 
 
Mr. Sweeney opined to the board that variances such as this were important to help bring in new 
technologies to the jurisdiction. 
 
Mr. Lund to approve the amendments to the variance.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Adams.  
Motion passed unanimously.   
 
Mr. Buehler closed the public hearing. 
Motion 
Motion made by Mr. Lund “Move to present to the District Board of Health a recommendation for 
approval of amendments to Variance Case # H25-0001VARI (Benedickt) to allow the reduction 
in dispersal field sizing, the reduction in cover over the drip line from 2’ to 1’, and the change of 
pea gravel drip line bedding material to crushed rock.” 

Second by Mr. Adams.  Motion passed unanimously.  Mr. Buehler closed the public hearing. 
9. *Public Comment 

As there were no public comment requests, closed the public comment period. 
10. Adjournment –  

At 6:40 p.m., Mr. Buehler adjourned the meeting. 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
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Staff Report 

Board Meeting Date: March 5, 2026 
 
TO:  Sewage, Wastewater, and Sanitation Hearing Advisory Board 
FROM: David Kelly, Environmental Health Specialist Supervisor 

775-846-6623, dakelly@nnph.org  
SUBJECT: Variance Case H26-0001VARI; Variance to Section 040.030, allowing for a reduced lot 

size for a second parcel map on a lot created after October 23, 2001, Parcel 038-280-67, 
430 River Pines, Washoe County, NV.   

 

SUMMARY 
This staff report summarizes the Environmental Health Services Division’s (EHS) review of the 
submitted variance application for your decision to recommend or deny approval to the District Board 
of Health (DBOH) a variance for APN 038-280-67, owned by the Cook 2011 Family Trust.  The variance 
requests a reduction in the minimum lot size for second parcel maps on lots created after October 23, 
2001, from 5 acres to 1 acre and 1.71 acres.  A groundwater study was conducted and advanced treatment 
septic systems are proposed for the new lots to demonstrate that the two smaller lots will not have a 
greater impact on water quality than the original parcel size.   
Previous Action 
There has been no previous action with this variance request.  The applicant currently has applied for a 
parcel map with the City of Reno Development Services Department (Planning), PAR24-00023.  That 
parcel map application was put on hold pending the resolution of the septic variance process that is the 
subject of the request.  If the variance application is approved, the parcel map will continue through the 
process and eventual creation of the new parcels.  Documents regarding the status of that process are 
included in the variance packet. 
Background 
The Northern Nevada Public Health (NNPH) Regulations Governing Sewage, Wastewater, and 
Sanitation (regulations) requires a minimum acreage of 5 acres for any second or subsequent parcel map 
from an original parcel created after October 23, 2001.  The subject parcel was created in May of 2019, 
with 2.71 acres, and therefore would not have sufficient acreage for a second parcel map.  The regulations 
allow the Health Authority to allow a smaller lot size, provided that an applicant can demonstrate that 
adequate measures have been taken to ensure the smaller lot size will not have a greater impact to 
groundwater quality than the 5-acre lot size.  All such decisions require approval by the Sewage, 
Wastewater, and Sanitation Hearing Board and District Board of Health through the variance procedure. 
The applicant consulted with NNPH staff prior to applying for the variance and the general approach 
was agreed to.  NNPH required that they look at overall impact to groundwater quality and how to address 
the simple fact that having two septic systems will impact groundwater quality less than one; some sort 
of mitigation would be needed regardless of any groundwater study findings.   
A study was performed by Confluence Water Resources (CWR), utilizing guidance from the State of 
Nevada Bureau of Water Pollution Control (BWPC) that was developed to determine appropriate septic 
density for an area without degradation to groundwater.  Total nitrogen contamination is the primary 
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contaminant of concern in regard to septic system discharges.  The study uses several conservative 
parameters for sewage discharge from septic systems and drinking water standards for acceptable 
contamination allowance.  The model essentially looks at what will reach the aquifer based on discharge 
volume and the dilution factor of precipitation.  CWR utilized a Truckee Meadow Water Authority Verdi 
Groundwater Model Report to provide data on recharge from precipitation.  The CWR study adjusted 
the model to account for reduced precipitation volume due to developed, impervious surfaces and the 
clay layers that reduced the ability for recharge from precipitation.  Based on their findings, the proposed 
acreage can meet the requirement to not have a greater impact on groundwater provided that a 
denitrification system is utilized. 
The study utilized assumptions on existing groundwater quality from the BWPC methodology.  No 
actual sampling was conducted.  However, staff did review water quality from nearby public water 
systems which are required to do annual testing of groundwater for nitrates.  All systems in proximity to 
the site showed either no detected nitrate levels or levels well below the BWPC assumption level of 5 
mg/L, indicating that the assumption is a fair model.  Staff also looked at soil profiles in the area, and 
while surface level percolation tests are very fast, requiring a greater separation to groundwater, the soil 
profiles presented in well logs indicate slower soils below the saturated soil profile, indicating that 
additional and better soil treatment will occur before groundwater is encountered.  This validates the 
BWPC model assumption of reduction of contaminates from soil capture.  In summary, NNPH staff 
determined that the assumptions in the model seemed appropriate and felt that the study provided was a 
fair representation of the potential impacts to groundwater. 
New technology within the septic industry has advanced a lot over the years.  NNPH regulations, recently 
adopted, allow for use of NSF certified septic systems.  Denitrification systems, certified to NSF 245, 
require a minimum of 50% reduction in total nitrogen from residential septic systems of 1,500 gallons 
or less.  Many newer systems achieve a higher level of reduction.    Though nitrogen is the primary 
contaminant of concern, any system certified to an NSF 245 standard must also meet the NSF 40, which 
ensures reductions in other contaminants like biochemical oxygen demand, total suspended solids, and 
pH.  The study provided by CWR indicates that utilizing an NSF 245 system, along with naturally 
occurring precipitation, will yield an equal or lesser degree of contamination from two septic systems 
serving the two proposed parcel, than from a single standard system on the original parcel.   
These types of advanced treatment systems do require routine maintenance, and staff recognize that 
NNPH will not have direct oversight to ensure that maintenance occurs as needed; in order to have 
confidence that the system will be maintained as needed, staff has drafted a few recommended 
conditions if the Board decides to approve the variance.  The conditions are provided for the Board 
below, and as always, the Board may request additional conditions as they see fit.  These types of 
systems are effective and becoming increasingly common and there are a few already in service 
within Washoe County.  While the applicant has specified two specific models that meet the NSF 
245 certification, there may be others that have met that certification and the variance request is not 
specific to single technology or brand, unless the Board wishes to make it a condition of approval.     
Findings of Fact 
The Board must consider the following when making a recommendation on this variance to the DBOH:  

1. Will the proposed variance result in contamination of water to the extent it cannot be used 
for its existing or expected use? 
 
Reply: The variance is proposing to require NSF 245 certified septic treatment systems for 
each parcel.  These types of systems will provide comparable treatment to a sand filter 
system – better treatment when it comes to nitrate reduction. Provided that the conditions 
of approval are met and routine maintenance is performed, the system should function as 



intended and the effluent discharge to groundwater should be clean or cleaner than a sand 
filter.  Therefore, it should not pose an increased threat to groundwater contamination. 

2. Will the proposed variance pose a threat to public health? 

Reply: There are two primary ways that sewage can pose a threat to public health, direct 
exposure and groundwater contamination in areas with domestic wells.  Sewage discharged 
underground should not allow for direct exposure as long as the field functions, the same as 
any onsite sewage disposal system.  As indicated in question #1, the system should also not 
cause a groundwater contamination issue as long as the system is maintained and functions 
properly.  All other setbacks and design to regulatory requirements designed to be protective 
of public health will be met. 

3. Are there other reasonable alternatives? 

Reply: No.  NNPH regulations require that any second or subsequent parcel map from an 
original parcel created after October 23, 2001, have a minimum parcel size of 5 acres.  The only 
exception to this is demonstration that the smaller lots will not have a greater impact on 
groundwater quality than the single larger lot, that the proposed measures meet the satisfaction 
of Health Authority staff, and go through the variance process as we are today.  NNPH staff are 
comfortable with the provided groundwater impact study and a requirement of NSF 245 
treatment systems as a way to ensure no greater impact to groundwater quality.   

Conditions of Approval 
EHS staff are recommending the following conditions of approval: 

1. The variance, with all conditions of approval, must be recorded to each new parcel, with 
language that does not allow for the removal without NNPH approval or connection to 
municipal sewer. 

2. A maintenance contract is required with periodic monitoring for the NSF 245 approved 
wastewater treatment system.  After the initial system check and maintenance, a minimum 
of annual maintenance and certification is required with all maintenance records kept for a 
minimum of 5 years.  Records must be made available to NNPH upon request.   

3. All instances of system non-function must be reported to NNPH for review and repaired 
immediately.  In the event of failure to maintain or lack of system function, NNPH may 
require sampling and/or impose restrictions on the property based on the functionality of 
the treatment system, up to and including additional repair. 

Recommendation 

Staff recommends the Sewage, Wastewater and Sanitation (SWS) Hearing Board support the presented 
Variance Case # H26-0001VARI(Cook) to allow the proposed parceling of 430 Rive Pines, APN 038-
280-67, with parcels smaller than 5 acres but  no smaller than 1 acre, provided an certified NSF 245 
advanced treatment system is utilized for the septic system for each parcel. 
Possible Motion 
Should the SWS Hearing Board wish to approve the variance application, the three possible motions 
would be:  

1. “Move to present to the District Board of Health a recommendation for approval of Variance 
Case # H26-0001VARI(Cook) to allow the proposed parceling of 430 Rive Pines, APN 038-



280-67, with parcels smaller than 5 acres but  no smaller than 1 acre, provided an certified 
NSF 245 advanced treatment system is utilized for the septic system for each parcel, 
including all recommended conditions.”; OR 

2. “Move to present to the District Board of Health a recommendation for approval of Variance 
Case # H26-0001VARI(Cook) to allow the proposed parceling of 430 Rive Pines, APN 038-
280-67, with parcels smaller than 5 acres but  no smaller than 1 acre, provided an certified 
NSF 245 advanced treatment system is utilized for the septic system for each parcel, without 
conditions.”; OR 

3. “Move to present to the District Board of Health a recommendation for approval of Variance 
Case # H26-0001VARI (Cook) to allow the proposed parceling of 430 Rive Pines, APN 
038-280-67, with parcels smaller than 5 acres but  no smaller than 1 acre, provided an 
certified NSF 245 advanced treatment system is utilized for the septic system for each 
parcel, with the following conditions (if the Board wishes to impose conditions, they would 
list them here).” 

The SWS Board may also formulate their own motion or request additional information from the 
applicant if desired. 
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