November 29, 2022
Reno County Courthouse
Hut chi nson, Kansas

The Board of Reno County Comm ssioners held an agenda
session with Chairman Daniel Friesen, Conm ssioner Ron Hirst,
and Comm ssioner Ron Sellers, County Adm nistrator Randy
Parti ngton, County Counsel or Patrick Hoffman, and M nutes C erk
C ndy Martin, present.

The neeting began with the Pledge of Allegiance foll owed by
a short sectarian prayer led by Senior Mnister Kevin Quffey,
Crossroads Christian Church.

StartUp Hutch Director Jackson  Swearer t hanked M.
Partington for inviting himto participate in the focus group by
Nako related to entrepreneurship. He said they hosted the Youth
Entrepreneurship Challenge |ast week and had three Reno County
schools, (grades 9 through 12) Haven, Pretty Prairie, and
Buhl er, where Haven’s Hi gh School team won the challenge with a
presentation on a business for a secondhand shopping website.
They will be representing Reno County at the Statew de
Entrepreneurship Challenge at Kansas State University later in
April 2023. StartUp Hutch will be running an 8-week class in
the spring of 2023 for $300 called G owing Rural Business. He
invited comm ssioners and the public to a cone and go retirenent
party for Dave Dukart formerly the Director of the Quest Center
between 1:00 p.m and 4:00 p.m, Wdnesday Decenber 7th, 2022.

There was an executive session added to the agenda for an
attorney/client privileged matter. At 9:10 a.m M. Friesen
motioned to adjourn into executive session to the Human
Resources conference room with the County Counselor Patrick
Hof f man and County Admi nistrator Randy Partington, to discuss
|l egal nmatters protected by attorney client privilege, returning
to the open neeting with no action taken in the comm ssion
chanmbers at 9:20 a.m M. Sellers seconded the notion. The
nmoti on was approved by a roll call vote of 3-0.

The neeting was called back to order and reconvened with
M. Sellers notioning, seconded by M. Hirst to approve the
Consent Agenda consisting of items 6A through 6E. M. Hirst
amended the notion to include the resolution nunbers #2022-27
and 2022-28; includes the Accounts Payabl e Ledger for clains
payabl e on Decenber 2nd, 2022, totaling $600, 325. 72; approval of
BOCC mi nutes for Septenber 27th, COctober 11th, Novenber 1st, and



Novenber 17th, 2022 General Canvass; approval to declare a 2006
Chevrol et Malibu VIN#1GLZT51826F257921 with 144,000 mles and a
2006 Chevrol et Mlibu VIN#1GLZS51F96F148857 with 90,245 miles as
surplus to be auctioned on Purple Wave and aut hori ze County

Adm ni strator Randy Partington to sign the titles once the
vehi cl es are sold; approve resolution #2022-27; A RESOLUTI ON
ESTABLI SH NG A RENO COUNTY ROAD AND BRI DGE SPECI AL MACHI NERY
FUND (K. S. A 68-141g); approve resol ution #2022-28; A RESOLUTI ON
REAFFI RVATI ON OF THE SPECI AL H GHWAY | MPROVEMENT FUND; as
presented by staff.

M. Sellers asked for clarification of item 6D and E on why
we need the new machi ne fund.

County Adm ni strator Randy Partington replied that the
statute for the reaffirmation fund allows for equi pnent
machi nery, and speci al highway projects. 1In the past it has al
been for highways but after discussing with staff it was deci ded
in the future it would be better to have a separate reserve fund
for the machinery and equi pment that was separate fromthe
actual hi ghway projects.

M. Sellers asked if approved what nonies go into these two
funds. M. Partington said up to 25 percent of the overall road
and bridge funds budget can be transferred if not spent, into
the reserve funds. It can be used for capital projects or
equi pnent that is needed but not budgeted or has a shortage for
a budgeted item Money can be transferred in Decenber by
resolution that hasn’t been spent. M. Partington explai ned why
this fund woul d be useful to Public Wbrks.

M. Sellers stated you could do this with any budget w thin
the county then. M. Hoffrman replied that the statute does not
all ow for everything within other budgets. The funds woul d be
used for equi pnent that went over the budgeted amount or had an
extended delivery date. He said this would give the county sone
flexibility on those pieces of equipnent.

The notion was approved by a roll call vote of 3-0.

7A. County Planner Mark Vonachen gave a sunmary of Pl anning
Case #2022-05 zoned R 1 a request for a six-lot subdivision.
This is the first subdivision in ten years and the first new one
since the new regul ations went into effect. Planning Board
approved the final plat for the Renw ck Subdivision requested by
Ni chol as and Danielle Adans to establish a six-lot subdivision
on approxi mately 30-acres of land |located in the Northwest



gquarter of Section 17 of T26S, RAWIin Sumer Township. The
parcels are | ocated on the south side of E. Silver Lake Road,
approxi mately 600 feet east of the intersection of E. Silver
Lake Road and S. WIlison Road. Staff also approved the plat.

| f approved today the applicant can go forward with submtting a
road i nprovenent plan and review by a third-party engi neer, then
get a cost to do that road. Wen finished the final plat would
conme back to the comm ssioners for review, if approved at that
time the final plat would be signed and filed with the Register
of Deeds. The applicant is responsible for all costs so there
IS no cost to the county.

There was a di scussion by the Board on the road cost and
use of a third-party engineering for future consideration so
t hey asked to have that taken back to the Planning Board to see
if the extra step costing the applicant nore expense could be
el i m nat ed.

M. Friesen referred to one itemregarding a letter froma
party claimng to represent the neighbors in the area. Shel by
Hendri ckson voiced his concerns in the letter and objected to
t he housi ng subdivision. M. Vonachen stated the public had
anple tinme to express comments in the public hearing opening it
up to five mnutes or nore and stated that sonme submtted
petitions against it and other docunentation. The chairman
allowed all to coment and the Pl anni ng Board made
recomendati ons and the same public hearing was allowed during
the final plat. M. Hoffrman briefed the Board on the process
and policy for other coments that have been revi ewed by the
Pl anni ng Board on | and zoned residential if it neets the
engi neering requirenments. The process in Reno County is to use
the Planning Board to del egate the fact-finding gathering data
and make a recomendation to create a record for the conm ssion.
There is a policy in place that states if there is new evidence
that has to come to light after the Planning Board has nmade a
recomendation, that the county conm ssion could | ook at this
new i nformati on, however you are not encouraged to redo the work
the Planning Board did. 1In his opinion this letter did not
qualify as new information, so he recomended the Board foll ow
policy and not enter the letter into evidence for that reason.

M. Friesen asked for a notion since staff recomended the
request be denied. M. Sellers noved, seconded by M. Hirst, to
deny the request for public comment due to the reasons staff has
indicated and in their opinion there is no new evidence
presented at this tinme. The notion was approved by a roll cal
vote of 3-0.



M. H rst noved, seconded by M. Friesen, to approve the
Pl anni ng Case #2022-05 with two conditions, 1) submt a new
final plat with any requested changes by the Pl anning
Comm ssion. M. Vonachen stated there were no requested changes
and they just did not strike that condition, 2) was to provide a
copy of state and federal permts as they becane available, it
should remain as a condition, as recomended by the Pl anning
Conmm ssi on. M. Friesen appreciated the corments and the work
of the Pl anning Board, and he said we shoul d support new
devel opnment in the county, and he appreciated the growh factor
with new investnents. The notion was approved by a roll cal
vote of 3-0.

7B. M. Friesen started the discussion to appoint a Reno
County Public Health Oficer and Consultant to the County Health
Oficer. He would like to discuss what is the process
requirenents to find the appropriate person for this position.

M. Hirst made conments on policies which he thought had to
be conprom sed on parts concerning the Covid period of tinme. He
said the health officer worked well with neetings and
di scussions regarding the mandates from the state so that
process worked good for conprom ses.

M. Friesen clarified the position of health officer serves
the pleasure of the county health board they do not report to
the county adm nistrator. The Health Board was conprised of
the three current Conmi ssioners.

M. Hoffman stated K S. A statute 65-201 had been on the
books for decades it was an energency statute for the unknown
unknowns before 2020. He said it was good to have clear |ines of
authority for who the health officer and consultant is. The
statute 65-201 had a nodification after 2020 clarifying that the
health officer’s controversial decisions can only be nade wth
the Board of Health approval, and it is clear that the health
officer reports directly to the Board of Health. The health
officer reports to the Board of Health and they can replace that
officer and can be overridden in an energency situation. The
Board of Health would call a special neeting where the decision
to undo or let stand could be determ ned by the Board of Health.
M. Sellers agreed with M. Hirst that the health officer did a
good job and he wanted to continue with the same process we had
bef or e.



M. Hrst nade a notion, seconded by M. Sellers, to
appoint Karen Hamersmith as the Reno County Health Oficer
effective Novenmber 29, 2022. M. Friesen wanted to know how
they could discuss a personnel issue. M. Hoffrman replied for
di scussion of personnel they would need to go into an executive
sessi on. M. Hrst and M. Sellers did not see the need but
agreed to go into executive session for this matter.

At 10:03 a.m M. Friesen notioned to adjourn into an
executive session wth the County Counselor and County
Adm nistrator to discuss personnel matters of non-el ected
enpl oyees and returned to open session at 10:12 a.m M. Sellers
seconded the notion. The notion was approved by a roll call
vote of 3-0.

M. Friesen continued discussion on the item above and he
spoke about three new conmm ssioners and wondered if this is the
appropriate time. M. Sellers said this is the appropriate tine
to do the decision since it had been several nonths, and the
future commi ssion can change county policies as they see fit.
M. Hrst added since we act as the Board of Health the new
comm ssioners could bring this subject up at a future date. M.
Fri esen questioned whether there was a job description for the
health officer. M. Partington replied that KDHE (Kansas
Departnent of Health and Environnment) had a description but was
not sure if Reno County had a separate one. M. Hoffman stated
he was focused on the statutory requirenent of 65-201 that
requires the county to identify the person to the health

officer. M. Friesen inquired about the wage for this position,
M. Partington replied that it paid $600 a nonth. M. Friesen
i nqui red about a resolution. M. Hoffman stated it did not

require a resolution, but he stated that it should be in the
notion and in the m nutes.

M. Sellers called for the question. The notion was
approved by a roll call vote of 3-0.

M. Friesen asked for a roll call on the previous notion;
M. Hrst nmade a notion, seconded by M. Sellers, to appoint
Karen Hanmersmith as the Reno County Health O ficer. The notion
was approved by a roll <call vote of 2-1 with M. Friesen
opposed.

M. Friesen explained why he voted no on the health officer
not i on. He felt they should not vote yet because it should
i nclude the new comm ssioners and other discussions. H's vote



was not a reflection on the individual or her job in the Health
Depart nent .

M. Hof fman expl ained the medical consultant in statute 65-
201 situation. He would like to have in a notion and mnutes to
identify who would be the physician of record in role of
consultant to the health officer.

Heal th Departnent Director Karla N chols explained, what is
the working relationship between the health officer/health
departnent and consul tant. She expl ained consultants were used
for different issues however they have used Dr. Scott Pauly in
matters concerning statute 65-201. They use his services every
couple of weeks via text nessages and neetings if needed.
Oiginally there were three people on the Board of Advisers to
the Health O ficer, Dr. Johnson who was now gone, Dr. Pauly, and
Dr. Degner. Dr. Pauly is the primary contact consultant. She
said the nedical personnel have a group neeting nonthly to keep
everyone in the loop from Hutchinson Hospital, Prairie Star, and
Hut chinson Cinic, those that were involved with COVID issues.
M. Hoffrman said concerning statute 65-201 the goal is to reset
and clarify who the health departnent’s contact consultant is
goi ng forward.

After a discussion on information not provided currently
regarding the consultant for the health officer. M. Sellers
noved, seconded by M. Hrst, to approve appointing Dr. Scott
Pauly as Medical Consultant effective Novenber 29, 2022. The
notion was approved by a roll call vote of 2-1 with M. Friesen
opposed.

M. Partington asked if there were any questions on nonthly
reports in the agenda packet. M. Sellers nmade coments on sone
of the reports. M. Partington rem nded the Board they had a
joint GCty/County neeting and setting up an agenda wth various
i tens. M. Hrst wuld be attending Quad County neeting in
Newt on on Decenber 12th, 2022.

M. Hirst gave condol ences to Megan Cottschal k- Hanmersm th
and famly on the loss of her husband and noted that she is a
menber of the Heal th Departnent.

M. Friesen questioned the Accounts Payable process for
approvals through Panda Doc. M. Hoffman reached out to
auditors to see what can be done.



At 10:40 a.m M. Friesen noved, seconded by M. Hrst, to
adjourn to the Human Resources Conference Room for an executive
session wth County Counselor, County Admnistrator, County
District Attorney Tom Stanton, and Human Resource Director Hel en
Foster to discuss personnel matters of non-elected personnel,
and to return to open session at 10:55 a.m wth no action
taken. The notion was approved by roll call vote of 3-0.

At 10:55 a.m the neeting recessed for five m nutes.

The neeting reconvened wth all Comm ssioners, County
Adm ni strat or Randy  Parti ngton, County  Counsel or Pat ri ck
Hof f man, and M nutes Clerk G ndy Martin, present.

At 11:00 a.m M. Friesen noved, seconded by M. Hirst, to
adjourn into executive session with the County Counselor M.
Patrick Hoffman and County Admi nistrator Randy Partington, and
Human Resources Director Helen Foster to discuss legal matters
protected by attorney client privilege, and to return to open
meeting in the comm ssion chanbers until 11:15 a.m The notion
was approved by a roll call vote of 3-0.

At 11:15 a.m M. Friesen noved, seconded by M. Sellers,
to adjourn for an executive session with County Counselor, and
Human Resource Director Helen Foster to discuss personnel
matters of non-el ected personnel, and to return to open session
at 11:35 a.m wth no action taken. The notion was approved by
roll call vote of 3-0.

At 11:35 a.m M. Friesen noved, seconded by M. Sellers,
to extend the executive session for the sane subject matter and
justification for an additional 10 mnutes until 11:45 a.m The
nmoti on passed unani nously by 3-0 vote.

At 11:47 a.m M. Friesen adjourned the neeting with M.
Sell ers seconding until 9:00 a.m Tuesday, Decenber 13, 2022.

Appr oved:

Chair, Board of Reno County Comm ssioners
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