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Present: Lowman, F. Young, Howard, Ashworth, Prince
and Valentine

Excused: Kean

Chairman Lowman convened the meetine of the Transportation
Committee with representatives of various companies and organ-
izations present to testify on bills S.B. 327, A.B. 539, 6393,
730, 734 and 768 at 10:40 a.m. in Room 240.

S.B. 327 - Regulates outdoor advertisine adjacent to interstate .

and primary highway systems.
Chairman Lowman called for proponents of S.B. 327.

John Bawden, Richard Edwards, William Raymond, Alonzo J. Clavton,
Calvin C. Berge and Pudy M. Subia were present.

John Bawden spoke about the Federal-Aid Hichway Act of 1870 and
presented a letter to Governor O'Callachan from John A. Volne,
U.S. Secretarv of Transportation, along with FTHWA No*ice dated
February 17, 1371. (See attached.) Becaucse of these, he said,
it has become necessary to nropose legislation so the Nenartment
of liighways can comply and enter into an agreement with the
Secretary of Transportation regardins the federal billboard act.

Valentine asked how nmany states were complyvins,
Bawden advised him that there were 21 states to date.
Howard asked if there was a time limit.

Bawden said that thev don't want to start anvthing with state
funds if they do not have the federal funds to sunnlement them.
The federal funds involve approxinmately $20-25 million. He did
not know how much would be available to the State of MNevada.

Wayne Tetrault, Department of Motor Vehicles, said that the
Department supported and urged passage of S.B. 327. ‘e said
that the billboards could become hazardous. It would benefit
the motoring p»ublic and help cut down accident rates if thev
are removed. ’

Chairman Lowman then called for opponents of S.B. 327.

Larry Braddocl, Braddock Outdoor Advertising, Bill Morris, Counsel,
Ron Reiger, Jim Walsh, Paul Woodell, Jack Cobb, Ed Southerland,
Jerry Smith and Larry Palmer were present.

Braddock said he was representing the Nevada State Sicn Association.
He said that thz oross volume of this Association was $18-20 million
annually and that he belioved 51u~15 million of this is 1in serious
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jeopardy with this bill. He said that there will be a loss of
$14 million of which $3 million would be the State's responsi-
bility and the rest the Federal Government's responsibilitv.
They do, however, believe in reasonable coéontrols.

Morris read a letter from Coneressman John C. Xluczynski, ¥.C.
(See attached.) Ile then discussed the Hichwav Beautification
Commission, the 10% vpenalty in federal hichway funds for states
not complying and the states complving with the Act of Congress.
The Secretary of State decides if a state is in compliance. Fe
further stated that the 10% monies that would be utilized by the
Government is $6,230,000 for the entire Tlnited States to acauires
these signs. Three-fourths of $13-14 million will be paid by

the Federal Government. The rest will be paid from the state.
The State of Nevada does not know what figure will be apportioned
to the State. He said that the Faderal Government could not give
them any assurance nor did the State have $3.4 million to acquire
these signs. He felt two things were needed, the establishment
of criteria to go into the asreement and, until the Tederal
Government can assure the State of Hevada that they can fund the
taking down of these signs, then that legislation should not be
made effective. He advised that the Secreta»ry has had the
authoritv to imnose the 12% penaltv since Januarv 1. 1962, but
has not done so. He submitted a proposed amendment to this bill.
(See attached.) He felt that this bill will have meaning only
when the Federal Government gives it meaning.

Valentine asked about the number of states that have entered into
agreements. He was advised that 14 states had entered into agree-
ments instead of 21 states as previouslv mentioned. This was also
in the letter from Kluczynski of March 3, 1971.

Valentine wanted Mr. Morris' opinion on Sub-Section 2, Page 5,
lines 29-33, ' :

Discussion then resulted.

Bawden said he had received a letter from Mr. Turner, Yashington,
D.C., that stated 21 states have entered into agreement with the
Federal Government. The other states haven't complied because

of the lack of federal funds. He said that the estimate of 312
million for removine signs is not true. He said tha® this is
being taken care of by thz TFederal Government on federally-owned
lands. Their estimate was about $2-4 million to remove signs.

Morris said he stood corrected on these estimates. He then read
Title 43 - Public Lands: Interior regulations pertainine to
issuance of special land permits. He said that this apnlies

to 85% of public land domain. He advised that a billboard cannot
be located within 660 feet of the highwav. (See attached.) He
asked why we should pass restrictive legislation until the Federal
Government has complied and given us restrictions that we can

live byv.
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Carl Berge, Federal Higshway Administration, said that he

endorsed what the Highway Department said. The proposed bill

is acceptable with tne Federal Highway Administration as drafted.
The penalty would be for the states that have not comnlied with
the act. He said that thev have to be met six months before the
year they are apportioned. They have to be met by Januarv 1, 19873.
Apportionment in December 1972. This is for the fiscal vear 1974,
This is the need to get enabling legislation. :

-

Prince left at this point.

Jerry Smith, Sun Outdoor Advertising, discussed the 10% penaltv
and the amount of money it 1s going to cost the state to rerove
boards if they start assisting now. There is a vreriod between
13585~1968 that the state has to pick up entirely. He said to
keep in mind tihe money to implement the bill.

John Romero, Advertising Manager for the Sahara Hotel in Las-
Vegas, advised that Mevada is a tourist state. One wav to at-
tract the tourist is by outdoor advertising. He said he thought
this is a very important part of the state's economy and was
against any legislation that would cut this.

Ken 0'Connell, from the Las Vegas Chamber of Commerce, spoke in
the same vein. : '

Morris submitted a copy of the Federal Act and referred to the
last page regarding the time schedule, the 19% penalty, the 60~
day notice of a hearing and the 45 days from that hearing in which
the state has a right to a court hearing.

Prince returned and Ashworth arrived. Howard left at this noint.

A.B. 730 - Requires installation and annual inspection of fire
extinguishers in all motor vehicles, mobile homes, motorboats,
houses, and other dwelling units.

Chairman Lowman called for proponents of the bhill.

Mrs. Gail Perry, home owner and taxpaver from Washoe County, said
that if this bill is passed the Fire Marshal could come into her
home and tell her what she needed in the way of fire extinguishers
or fire eguipment. She was very much against this. She thought
it should be left up to the kind of protection by each individual.
She also stated that there would have to be a training progranm

for the use of the extinguishers.

Dick Bast, State Fire Marshal, said that it's an impossible bill
from the public standpoint and from his standnoint. This is a
selling promotion on safety nrevention devices.

Valentine advised that it would cost approximately St 1/2 million.
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just to place fire extinguishers in automobiles in the State
of HNevada.

Bill Fitzpatrick, Department of Motor Vehicles, said that they
take no stand. They have no objection.

A.B. 633 - Revises definitions relating to vehicles licensing
and registration and to traffic laws.

Richard Herz, Chief, Registration Division, said this bill was
“primarily to add to and change certain definitions in regard
to motor vehicle registration that was passed with A.B. 629.

Assemblyman Darrell Dreyer explained the bill.

~Young moved to indefinitely postpone, Valentine seconded and
1t was unanimously agreed.

Leonard Yinkelman, Internal Auditor for the Denartment of

Motor Vehicles, said there was, a definition of husbhandry in
A.B. 693 and he cannot find it in A.B. 623. On Pasc 3, line 19,

and in Chapter u484 defining it and makinz it consistant. Page 2,
line 2, we are defining highwav and trying to make it consistant
with other chapters that we are involved in. In A.B. 693, line 11,
"motor vehicle" is trying to make things consistant in the other
chapters.

Valentine asked about "truck" on the bottom of Page 1.

-

Winkelman said it should be "motortruck" instead of "truck”.

Bob Guinn, Nevada Automobile Dealers Association, referred to
the language on Page 2. e read Chapter 482, He said it is

one thing to have a highway whers you are talking about traffic,
but it may be another in requirements on registration. Defini-
tion starting on line 14 should be conformed and on 19 regarding
husbandry. (Chapter 484 involves lights and brakes.) He said
he would like to work with the Department to clean this up.

Valentine was assigned to help.

.B. 533 - Revises definitions of "street" and "hichwav" in law
governing drivers' licenses and schools.

Assemblyman Hal Smith said someone from the Highway Denartment
or the Denartment of Motor Vehiecles had a lot of BDMR's and was
askinz scmeone to put them in.

Howard Hill, Director, Department of Motor Vehicles, said it
wasn't their bill.
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No other comments were made.
Ashworth returned.

A.B. 734 - Permits coopberative agreements for improvement of
rural roads.

Assemblyman Tim Hafen said this resulted because he had had

some discussions with the Highwav Department and his board of
county commissioners. He then described the bill. He submitted a
pronosal to amend sub-section 2 of Section 2 which reads: 'which
are in the state hichway system". It is an enabling thing. Roads
applied to federal-aid system. You cannot justify bringine it up
to federal standards in that area and this concent would be that
the state could participate with the state or county to get some
things done on rural roads. It would improve a lot of roads at

a low cost. It would do away with a lot of maintenance for

county roads. It could be done at a minimal cost comparatively
speaking. ’

Young asked if we didn't have the authoritv to do this now.

Bawden said they have entered into cooperative agreements with
counties. He didn't know if they had the right or not. He
supports the bill. No objections.

Valentine moved to do pass as amended, Prince seconded and it
was unanimously agreed.

A.B. 734 - Young moved to do pass, Ashworth seconded and it
was unanimously passed.

A.B. 768 - Removes deposit requirement in mileace licensing of
motor carriers. Chairman Lowman callsd for proponents of the bill,

Winston Richards, Motor Carrier Division, and Walter Scott, Tax
Adninistrater of the Motor Carrier Division, Department of “otor
Vehicles, were present.

Richards gave his testimony and statements. (See attached.)
Chairman Lowman called for opponents of the bill.

Robert Guinn, Nevada Transport Association, advised that they
were opposed to make this change. He then demonstrated on the
blackboard and discussed history in regard to the matter. He
advised that prior to 1955 they had in the State of Nevada a

dual fixed fee system on commercial vehicles and that on a truck
or trailer there was a fee of 50¢ per 100 1bs. of weight plus

a second fixed fece running to several hundred dollars per vehicle.
This involved orivate carrier as well as for hire carriers. Thev
required two fees from everyone. Thev collected the flat fee
from all other vehicles. On a tractor trailer vehicle it would


dmayabb
Asm


Assembly

Transportation Committee Minutes
March 25, 1971 - Page 6

run up to $650. He said that all fixed annual fees should be
prorated by the percentace of fleet miles traveled throughout
the state. This came out of the Gearheart Oregon Meetino re-
Fardins reciprocity. He saild that California was going to ‘
cancel reciprocity with us. So, they went to the Transportation
Committees of the Senate and Assembly and met with a similar
committee in California and came up with a Reciprocity Comnact.
This means that a vehicle can be based in Nevada and cet by

with just prorating in other states. He also stated that no
carrier should pay on no more or no less than 100% of hig
operation. The carrier would have to nav his prorata share

in all the states. He exnlained that becausz of the recuirement
for the down payment, no carrier naid less than 100%. Also,
that some carriers did not use up their initial deposit and as

a result, there was a substantial balance each year. He thousht
that there was an excess of $45,000 on the books last year.

Richards said this was erroneous and that $13,000 was nrobablvy
the most excess monies they have ever had on the books. After
a two-year period, this would be reduced to zero.

Guinn also stated his concern that if the down pavment require=-
ment were eliminated there would be a loss of revenue.

Richards said that if the other operators do not pay, they would
not be able to keep up with other administrative costs. When
they don't get the money, a tax increase would be needed to make
up for this.

Ashworth fe2lt it is an accounting problem.

Guinn described the accounting fees - the optional mileage tax,
rezistration fee, privilece tax, service charge, hishway patrol
service charge, etc. He felt that there were several ways this
could be done. He did not feel that the card had to be mailed
out every month.

Ashworth said that they have to tell Richards the number of
miles traveled.

Richards said they have to keep track of it by computer.

Ashworth asked if they keep a record of this every day, if they
could notify people or companies when their monies are gone, and
then send them another card.

Richards advised that each supplemental ficure had to be done.
Guinn felt that they could mail twelve cards early in the year
showineg previous total miles this month, then the person could
make out his tax returns, etc. Tt could also show the advanced
deposits this month, ete. Instead of balanc¢ine every month,
Guinn suggested balancing this in the month of December. Or,
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submit it in December instead of twelve months a vear. Further,
he suggested a place to show what has been paid durine the vear,
ete. He said that there are about 2,500-3,000 accounts costine
aohrox1mately 25¢ a copy each month. He said this meant thousands
of dollars in clerical help and postage. It was suggested that
there be a minimum for each account at the beginning of the vear
and then this amount reduced each month by 1/12 on an initial
“amount that is non-refundable. In addition, this would nick up
some money. One nroblem with Nevada Central Lines, charter bus
service, is that it is a small bus line and would be hurt if this
bill is passed.

Ashworth asked about internal problems.

Guinn felt that there should be chanses in procedure rather than
in the law. He felt that $120 at the start of the yecar might be
a zood figure to start with.

Ashwuorth was assigned to work with Guinn and Richards 'and the
Fiscal Anaylst, if needed, on this bill.

The hearing was adjourned at 12:45 p.m.

A.B. 665 - was indefinitely postroned earlier. Valentine said
that they were goins to have a new bill drawn up but the bill
drafter felt it would be better if this could be amended by the
committee,

Valentine moved to rescind the action nreviously taken, Youns
seconded and it was unanimously agreed.

Valentine noved to amend and do pass, Young seconded and it was
unanimously agreed.

Discussion took place on_A.B. 388 and amendments presented by
the Chairman.

Ashworth moved to make the percentages 13% and 87%, Howard
seconded and it was unanimously agreed. It was also acreed to
make 1t effective on passage and anproval. Valentine noved

to amend and do pass, Ashworth seconded and 1t was unanimously
passed as amnended.

%2:8. 327 - Valentine moved do pass. Discussion then teok nlace.
Iouns said we are faced with it; it is only a matter of when.

We should at least be sure that any signs erected from this time
on should not be pald for by these funds. Valentine said that
this act should serve as a notice on the peopnle that this ics

what is coine to hapnen. This shows that the people are required
if thev put them up thev have to somedav take them down. Section
12 is effective. WYe only take them down when the monev is avail-
able. , Ashvuorth-use their languarse but make effective unon nassase
and approval. Discussion then took place. Young-it will prevent

'
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anyone's building a sign? Valentine-I can't assure vyou of that.
They will have to tear it down and bill them for the costs.
Valentine moved to do pass without amendment, Youne seconded
and it was unanimously passed without the amendment by 4-2 with
Lownan and Ashworth voting no and announcing a minority report.

The neeting was adjournad at 1:00 p.m.

cr
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February 4, 1971

Honorable D. H. 0'Callaghan
Governor of kevada
Carson City, Nevada 89701

Dear Governor 0'Callaghan:

As you may already know, the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1970,
signed by the President on December 31, resumes azuthorizations
for ¥Fiscal Years 1971, 1972, and 1973 to implement the Highway
Beautification Act of 1965, particularly in the areas of bill-
board control and Junhsard;control The 1965 Act requires,

as a condition precedent to partilcipation in the program., an
agreenent between the State and the Federal government iwhich
will establish the terms of controlling the size, spacine,

and lighting of roadside billboards. Lacking such an arrce-
ment, the statute requires me to reduce the regular Federal-
ald highway apportionment to your State by 10 percent. The
imposition of such a penalty has been temporarily deferred

by me and my predecessor (acting in accord with provisions

of the statute) pending the necessary Congressional authoriza-
tion of monles by which the Federali-covernment could carry

out its part of the agreement. The 1870 Act authorizes the
required funding in limited amounts and therefore -- in
accordance with the Act -- I am 1ifting the moratorium which
has been in effect for about 3 years.

In a number of States, legislative action i1s necessary for
the State to qualify itself to execute the agreement referred
to above. I call this to your attention now in order that
you may arrange for passage during the current leglslative
gsession if such is needed in your case.

I intend to take a strong and nersonal interest in the
Highway Beautification Program, particularly as it relates
to billboards. I urge you to move forward with me 1in making
thils propgram not only a success of it%elf but also a model
of Pederal-%tate cooner°tion. . Fl

I have aoled Peder 1 hipnway Aaminis trator Pr%npiv'C. Turner
to issue additional instructional information hnich your
State will ruceivp shortly. -

. .
:',; Sl [ A

i (¥ ; P s S

Vi i R

P Sincerely,“"

J%QﬂnAh.VGm}pe

ce:
state Highway Director 1/
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As you know, the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1970, which was approved by
the President on December 31, 1970, contains authorizations for
appropriations for the Highway Beautification Program for fiscal

years 1971 through 1973. Also, although a number of amendments to the
Highway Beautification Act of 1965 were proposed prior to or during
Congressional consideration of the 1970 Act, the 1965 Act was left
intact.

The Secretary has expressed considerable personal interest in highway
beautification. The Secretary's feeling and intentions were recently
made known to the governors of the various States in personal letters
to them, a copy of which is attached herewith. It should be obvious to
all that the Secretary and the Department intend to insist upon a
vigorous, effective Highway Beautification Program. In the light of
. this, the following actions are being taken or will be instituted in
the immediate future:

ot

State Legislation

A number of States have not yet enacted the necessary compliance laws
relating to Titles I and II of the Highway Beautification Act of 1965.
In other States, laws passed in response to the Act have been found to
be deficient in one or more respects. We are ready to provide technical
assistance in both situations concerning the drafting of appropriate
State legislation, either original or amendatory.

Funds

As has been noted, the 1970 Act authorizes substantial appropriations
for highway beautification. At the present time, however, we are
operating under a limitation on obligations of $8.5 million. A Notice
concerning distribution of this limit was issued on February 2, 1971.

- more -

ol

_ DISTRIBUTION: Headquarters
. Regions )

Divisions



Outdoor Advertising Control Agreements ~}%

During the restudy of the Highway Beautification Program and considera-
tion of the 1970 Act by the Congress, we put off negotiations leading to
additional outdoor advertising control agreements. We are now prepared
to resume such negotiations. When negotiations were suspended,

21 States had executed agreements. Copies of each agreement have been
distributed. Also, Federal Highway Administration representatives have
met with State officials in each State on one or more occasions during
which acceptable outdoor advertising control criteria were discussed.
Our position on the agreements should be quite clear from these past
negotiations and the executed agreements and, for that reason, we feel
that completion of this phase of the outdoor advertising control program
should proceed without any undue delay.

The 1970 Act provides for a Highway Beautification Commission which will
study the Highway Beautification Program with regard to:

1. éxisting statutes and regulations,
2. policies and practices of State and Federal agencies,
3. existing and future controls necessary,

4. problems relating to on-premise signs and signs essential
to the motoring public,

5. financing and funding, and

6. recommending modification or additions to laws, implementa-
tion policies and practices or demonstration programs.

The establishment of the Commission should not be considered an indication
that any extensive change in the basic Program will be made in the near
future. Senator Randolph, in reporting the results of the House-Senate
conference on the 1970 Act, said this about the Commission:

"The conferees stress that creation of the Commission should in
_no way delay the implementation of the existing beautification
program This desire is underlined by the three year authoriza-
tion in the bill."

Ure
F. C. TuTner
Federal Highway Administrator

Attachment
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‘I" P CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES

Y . House of Representatives

Washington, D.C.

March 3, 1971

Honorable Harry Comer
State Representative
State House

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania

Dedr Mr., Comer:

With reference to your inquiry to the Committee on Public Works, and in
particular my intention concerning certain sections of the 1970 Federal
Aid Highway Act, please be advised that in the enactment of this legis-
lation Congress, covering that section dealing with highway beautifica-
tion, specifically under Section 123 thereof, established a Highway
Beautification Commission,

You are familiar with the details of the background of this commission

and how it is to operate, It is my understanding that shortly the Chair-
man of the full committee on the House side will name the House members

to the commission, and shortly thereafter I anticipate the Senate will
follow suit and the President, in turn, will name his members, This com-
mission will then be an active, operating one and will have a year in which
to fully study all the facets of the highway beautification program and
report back to the commission,

It is my belief that on the basis of this Committee's recommendation, we

in the Congress of the United States, will finally be able to untangle

the many facets of the beautification program and enact into legislation

a meaningful law that will take care of, not only the beautification program,
but the proper operation and continuance of a full scale and necessary
outdoor advertising industry,. .

I will not belabor with you the problems we have faced in the committee over
the years since beautification has first been considered by the Congress.
But is is interesting to point out that today, some six years after the
passage of the original legislation, only 14 states have been able to

comply with the law, It is obvious that there is a need for this commis~
sion and a need for a full scale investigation of all the facts.
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As I have stated above, when this happens then I believe we will move
finally to a proper beautification act. I am concerned, as many of us are,
with the proper implementation of a beautification program., But I believe
the record quite clearly points out the need for the proper functioning
and use of this commission.

It is my understanding that the Department of Transportation at the present
time is advising the states that if they do not move to conform with the
existing highway beautification law, then the ten percent penalty cutting
off highway funds which is in the law will be invoked,.

The Department of Transportation is surely within its rights in taking
this position; however, I believe DOT is ignoring the purpose and intent
of Congress in creating the Highway Beautification Commission,

We are extremely serious about this commission and intend to see that it
operates, I would therefore hope that in light of the position taken by
the Congress, in view of the fact that there is a limitation on the amount
of funds that actually can be made available to implement the program at
this time, and in view of the fact that when we did fund the program for
the fiscal years contained in the Act, we did so for the purpose of pro-
tecting the rights of those states which had already decided to conform

to the Act, and not to provide for a full scale implementation of the
program until the Commission had submitted its report.

In view of the foregoing, I would thus hope that DOT would recognize the
immediate situation, support the purposes of the Commission and, working
jointly with the Commission, a year from now, all of us -~ the Executive,
the Congress and the interested parties -- can finally resolve this prob-
lem,

With warmest regards, I am

Sincerely yours,

/s/ John C. Kluczynski, N.C
JCK/xc



- SO A SLATIIIG, RiTeis 4 VeAITILI NS ol Gnn siblied Ol V“UH‘. LAV W ,
AT AT & Mt ALa, B TIRWY A N ITY TUT - 2T )
PAL R o TRT ol RET Y N TV Wy FEYYER R AR-TIL TN VL B R . .
e A, Yew, 1AM € TRV L ARD, NW, . ﬁ,r . — ‘
WEPIN e ) Gmas WAL (Y ORI T TR PYRTN Y r I3 ('( et D )
Feare wa, CLAMK P4 Pagry AL NGEL, tOWA ) onG sg cr tl)e ‘I“Q fh D Iatzs .
A0 SO P, oA, e M Ne) O, WY, L "
RARMN D L A, CALKE, PR RN I oc
aera o T g e, . Fouge of Representatives
VAVIO M. HENOY A0, B.E, £OR P ALY P s maCii 1OV, ANl -
AAY ROWINTS, Tya, T G emE Gk &, ML T B, O . Neain 2103, Rarburn Wouse e Uudbmg .
JhMTE RED, W, va, I A ITT IR S ¥ S A . . e - Ve s
CaasaNd § baawams W, 1Oss . IXARY, N T ¢ oL, waghn\g(oﬁ. D'q. R A\ S
QLTSN W, ARNE Ay v UALS, CoHrAaLLl TrcCmns, &0 o M .
PATRICR T Carrsay, LA, AAmAS BARTA, TEmR, B 0 '.u'"“ Anva Gusw 20 24 64T
NouEmT & P, ~ . P ,
Orumad W, COLLINE. Nk . X . ) .
TE™a aONCALIO, WYO. K Ma rch 3 . l(" i .. .
RCR BLWN. Ay AN R . . .
MIRE MECOTar |, ALK, : . . . . ] .
CHan fa P MaNuTL, N Y, . \ . .
L el ¥ ETANTIS, 1O : - * »
POAA ABLVS, = V. . . . . »
» - B
MICHABY J MLV AN, VI # COUmArL +
LLUPL & Sivand T natai e COMIL TANY ¢ . . ~
. [FAR L ENLER AL NN =L 0 LTSN L . R
QAe, K LnwanTT, Ja , CONIULYANE - » . : .
PR ACY S AND FAGGRAME . ‘. " )
CLIP COP W, (P HELD, MINUSITY COniRE S - R
.

© Nt Y L. OBTRITAA, ADMIETRATON

onerable harry Comer -
tate Repregentalive ‘ ‘ . .
Stace ilouse ’ ’
liacrisebura, Pennsylvania

Dear Mr. Comer:
With rererence to vour inquiry ln the Comaittee on Mubliie¢ works, and in

patticular my i{ntention concerning rertain seetions ot the 1970 Federal
Aid Highwav Act, please bDe advised that in che enactnwent of -this legis=-

~lation Congress, covering that section dealing wi* 1 :ighwav beautifica=-

tion, specifically under Sectioan 123 ciereof, e¢stab.isaed a tighway
Seautification Commission., '

-

You are familiar with the detaiis of the backyround f this commission

and how it {s to cperate. [t §s my understanoxng that short.y the Chaier=
man of the full committee on the House side will name the louse members

to the commission, and shortly thereafter 1 anticipate the Senate will
foliow suit and tne President, la turn. wil! name his members. This com~
mission will then be an active, operating one aad will lave a year in w hich
to fulily stuav all the facets of the hipiawav beautification prograan &nd
report back to the commission.

o,

It is wy Velief that on the Lasis ol this (omms® tee's recommendation, weo

ia the Congress of the United 3tates, will finauly be anle to uatangic

the mony {acets of the beautification prob.em and ennac wato legislation

a meaningful law that will take care of, nor oniv tue Leauti{fication pro-
STST, DUl the proper operation aad continuuace ol a full scale and necessary
outcoor advertising Lindustry. '

[}

I will not belabur witih you the prabiers we have Faned in the committee over
the years since beautiiicdtion has first bean cousidered by the Congresse
tut it is lateresting Lo point oul thet touay, some six years after the

]

pas3age of the orizinal legisiaticn, oniy i4 states have been able o .
compiy wiilh the law. * It s obviousn thal taere is o nead for this comais=

sion and & nead for a full ecale inventigationa of ail the facts.

.t
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A5 I have stated above, whea this happens then 1 believe we will move
firnally to a proper beautification act. I am concerned, as many of us ave,
with the proper implementation of a beautification program. bBut I believe:
the record quite clearly points out the need fcr the proper functioning
and use of this commission.

It {s wy understanding that the Department of Transportation at the present
time {s advising the gstates that if they do not move to confora with the
existing highway begutification law, then the ten percent penalty cutcing
of{ highway funds which is in the law will be invoked.

.
PRI U I s R T ST e TS N T e

The Department of Transportation is surely within its vights {n taking
this position; however, I believe DOT 1is ignoring the purpose and intent
of Conaress in creating the Highway Beautification Cowzission.

ERmTAT

h

L)
oy

We are extremely serious about tihis commission and intend to see that {t
operatus. T woulid therefore hope that in light of the position taken bv
the Congress, in view of the fact that tucre i3 a limication on the amount
of funcs that actually . can be made availlahje to implement the program at
this time, and in view of the facst that when we did fund the program for
the fiscal ycars contained in the Act, we did so !‘or the purpose of pro=
tecting the rights of these states wiich had alrecady decided to conform

to the Act, and not to provide for 4 full scale implementation of the
progrem untii the Commission had submitted its reporc.

P

In view of the foregoing, I would thus hope tuat X7 wou'd recugnize the
imnediate situation, suppert the purposes of the Commission and, working

Jointly with the Commission, a yvear {rom now, all of us =-- the Executive,

the Congress and the intercsted parties =- aan finally resolve this prob- . |

- lea. .o

e
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With varwest regarde, 1 am °

Siacerv.v your~
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SCi/re ' . e"' !
. 13 v

N e LT IRy P 2 R O R T
el N LN . . . ‘e *,

.
.
R

.y

e
Py

.
S
e
h ‘.
T .
Ceats 2
Ne mgtas proa, ta, -

-t

EE

P

e .


dmayabb
Original


BILL MORRIS

SECTION 22 1s hereby amended by deleting the words "upon
passage and approval,” and by adding thereto the following:
"when the federal government appropriates and apportions
sufficient money to carry out the provisions of Section 15
and upon completion of the report of the President's Highway
Beautification Commission and the adoption by the Secretary

of Transportation of the Commission's recommendation."
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Chapter ll—Burcav of Land Manuga- ;

meni, Department of the Interior

SUBCHAPTIR d-—LAND RISOURCE
MANAGEMENT (2600)

{Circulnr No. 2200)

PART 2920—SPECIAL LAND USE "'
PERMIT

Subpart 2921—Advertising Displays .

LaimiTaTIiONS ON CONSTRUCTION AND
DPROCEDUNRES FOR IREMOVAL

Subpart 2021 aof Chapter IT of Title 43
of the Code of TFederal Regulations is
amended as follows:

1. A new §2521.0-6 is ndded to rcad
as follows:

§$2921.0~6 DPolicy.

(2) No permits will be Issued for lands
within ”g)xts-o.w:ay witliin €60 fect of
the cdge of the righis-of-way of the Na-
tional System of Inwerstaie and Dofense
Highways (Intersicte System) and the
primary system (title 23, United States
Code), or for displars whnich would be

. visible fromi such airhways.

[¢:)) De“““:,s {or advertising displays
ont other arecs will be issucd only for

displays zdvertising . acuvities. on _or

within 50 fcet of the property where tie

display is locnted.

{¢) Natural beauty: Neotwithstanding
any oti:cr provision of this subpait, no
permi

© will be issued for the creciion ang ©

maintenance of any advertising cisplay °

vhich would be incoasistent with na-
tional programs for the preservation of
naiural beauty.

2. Scelion 2921.2 is amended to read
as follows:
§2921.2 [Ideatification of displays.
Zach advertising dlsplay erccied or
micinizined under a pu'xm., issued pur-
suant Lo the requlations ¢f thais subpars,
m‘.sy. for conveaient icentification, have

he serial number of such permit ma.rked
or painted thercon.

3. New §§ 2021.3 and 2521.4 are added
to read as rollows:

o TEEEE TE

i
!
§
i
i
t
1
1

§2921.3 Removal of ndvcr‘umnr' dis-
plays.

{(a) Terminated permits. Wlthin 20
days after the revocation or expiration
of any permit for an adrertising display,
the pormittec shall completely remove
the display {rom the property. If the
permittee falls to 50 remcve the display,
the authorized ¢fhcer will remove it ad
ithe expense of permitiece and may dis-
pose of it in any monner decmed an-
propriate withoutl any obilgation wioati-
ever wo tnc permitice. ‘

) Unautherized  displeys.  Tao
authorized cficer wiil remove any siver-
tising display p;‘.cw oix pusiic lancs
without a permit. in the event thal the
JAddentity of the perscn who erected th
isplay is indicated on the display, t.:
au‘..hO"xzc\. officer wiil give the person 30
days to completely remove the display.
if the dispiay is not removed within that
time, the authorized odicer will remove
and dispose of it in any manner deemed

s

)m(v

appropriate.
§2921.4 Rcacwal of permits.

No permtit for any advertising display
shali be rencwed uniess the display meets
the requirements of the regulations in
this part.

Warter J. Kitxsr,
Secretary of the Interior,
Novewazr 25, 1890.

[PR. Doc. T0-16522: Itiled, Lo 8, 19’10
8:47 a..m.l
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Public Law 89-285
Octuber 22, 196$ AN ACT

5. 20 . ‘ ) .
{ 84} To provide for sceule development and rond Leautification of the Federal-ald
highway systems,

AT

Be it enacted by the Senate and IHouse of L. prescntatives of the

alihway Bewuti- Uinited States of America in Congress ussembled,
ication Act of

1965.
TITLE I

72 Stat. 904, Qyc, 101, Section 131 of title 23, United &tates Code, is revised to
read as follows:

“§ 131. Control of outdoor advertising

“(a) The Congress hereby finds and declares that the erection and
maintenance of outdoor ml)vertising signs, displays, and devices in
areas adjacent to the Interstate Systemn and the primary system should
be controlled in order to protect the public investment in such high-
ways, to promote the safety and recreational value of public travel,
and to preserve natural beauty.

“(b) Federal-aid highway fundsapportioned on or afier January 1,
1968, to any State which the Secretary determines has not nade
provision for effective control of the erection and maintenance along
the Interstate System and the primary system of outdoor advertising
signs, displays, and devices which are within six hundred and sixty
feet of the neavest edge of the right-of-way and visible {rom the main
traveled way of the system, shall be reduced by amounts equal to 10 per
. centum of (f\e amounts which would otherwise be apportioned to such

72 Stat. 889. State under section 104 of this title, until such time as such State shall

provide for such effective control. Any amount which is withheld

. . from apportioninent to any State hereunder shall be reapportioned to

) . the other States. Whenever he deternines it to be mn the public ,
s interest, the Seeretary may suspend, for such periods as he deemns : .
necessary, the upplication of this subsection to a State.

“(c) Itfective control means that after Januavy 1, 1968, such signs,
displays, and devices shall, puisuant to this section, be limited to .
(1) divectional and other official signs and notices, which signs and
notices shall include, but not be limited to, signs and notices pertaining :
to natural wonders, scenic and historical attractions, which are rcquireﬁ :
or authorized by Jaw, which shall conform to national standards hereb
authorized to {Lo. promulgated by the Secretary herecunder, which
standards shall contain provisions concerning the lighting, size, num-
ber, and spacing of signs, and sach otlier rvequirements as may be
appropriate to im&)lonmnt this section, (2) signs, displays, and devices
advertising the sale or lease of property upon which they are located,

e 5.2 o A s pdh et P S s i S

LT TPUNPRS,

e g

and (3) signs, displays, and devices advertising activities conducted
on the propcrt,Iy on which they are located. :
“(d) In order to promote the reasonable, orderly and effective dis- :

play of outdoor advertising while remaining consistent. with the pur-
poses of this section, signs, displays, and devices whose size, lighting
and spacing, consistent with customary use is to_be determined by
agreement between the several States and the Secretary, may be ' )
erected and maintained within six hundred and sixty feet of the
Tearest edge of the right-of-way” within areas adjacent to the Inter-
state and primary systems which are zoned industrial or coramereiul
under authority of State law, or in unzoned commercial or industrial
aveas as may be determined by agreement between the several States
and the Sceretary. The States shall have {ull authority under their
-own zoning laws to zone areas for commercial or industrial puiposes,
and the actions of the States in this regard will be aceepted for the

.
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~q STAT. ] PUBLIC 1AW 89-285-0CT. 22, 1965 {

!
purposes of this Act. Nothing il[ this subseetion shall apply to sizns,
displays, and deviees referred to in elinses (2) and (3) of subuestion
(¢) of this seetion. e

“(e) Any sign, display, or devieo Jawfully in existence alonwe the
Interstate Systen or the Federal-aid primary system on Septembidr 1,
1965, which does not conform to this seetion hall not be requived 1o he
removed until July 1, 1970, Any other sign, display, or devieo Tuw-
fully erected which does not conform to this section shall not be
required to be remnoved until the end of the fifth year after it hecomes
nonconforming. - . ,

“(f) ‘The Secretary shally in consultation with the States, provide
within the rights-of-way for areas at appropriate distances from inter-
changes on the Interstate System, on \\'H\ic.h sigms, displays, and devices
riving speetfic information in the interest of the traveling public may
w erecled and maintained.  Such signs shall conform to national
standards to be promulgated by the Secretary. 1_

“(er) Just compensation shall be paid upon the removal of the fol-
lowing outdoor a(ll\'ert.ising sigms, displays, and devices— :

“(1) those Jawfully in existence on the date of enactment of
this subsection, ;

“(2) those lawfully on any highway made a part of the inter-
state or primary system ou or after the date of enactinent of this
subsection and before January 1, 1968, and 1

“(3) those lawfully erected on or after January 1, 1968.

The Federal shave of such compensation shall be 75 per centuin. Such
compensation shall be paid for the following:

“(A) The taking from the owner of such sign, display, or
device of all right, title, leaschold, and interest in such sign, dis-
play, or device; and

“(B) The taking from the owner of the real property on which
the sign, disvlay, or device is located. of the right to erect and
maintain such signs, displays, and devices thereon,

“(h) Al public lands or reservations of the United States which
are adjacent to any portion of the Interstate System and the primary
system shall be eontrolled in accordance with the provisions of this
section and the national standards promulgated by the Secretary.

“(1) In order to provide information in the specific interest of the
traveling publie, the State highway departments are authorized to
maintain maps and to permit informational divectories and advertising
pamphlets to be made available at, safety rest aveas. Subject to the
approval of the Secretary, a State may also establish information cen-
ters at safety rest areas for the purpose of in{orming the public
of places of interest within the State and providing such other
information as a State may consider desirable.

“(j) Any State hizhway department which has, under this section
as in effect on June 30, 1963, entered into an agreement with the Secre-
tary to control the erection and maintenance of outdoor advertising
signs, displays, and devices in areas adjacent to the Interstate System
shall be entitled to receive the bonus payments as set forth in the
agreement, but no such Siate highway department shall be entitied
to such payments unless the State maintains the control required under
such agreement or the control required by this section, whichever con-
trolis stricter.  Such paymentsshall be paid only from appropriations
made to carry out this section.  The provisions of this subsection shall
not be construed to exempt any State from controlling outdoor adver-
tising as otherwise provided in this section.

. “(k) Nothing in this section shall prohibit a State from establish-
ing standards linposing stricter limitations with respect to signs, dis-
plays, and devices on the Federal-aid highway systems than those
established under this section. .

4
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1030 PUBLIC LAW §9-285-0C'L. 22, 1965 (79 StaT.

Notice of final “(1) Not less than sixty days before making a final determination
determination. ¢4 withhold funds from a State under subsection (b) of this scetion,
or to do so under subsection (b) of section 136, or with respect to
failing to agree as to the size, lighting, and spacing of signs, displays,
and devices or as to unzoned commercial or industrial areas in which
sigms, displays, and devices may be erected and maintained under
subsection ((?) of this section, or with respect to failure to approve
under subsection (g) of section 136, the Secretary shall give written
notice to the State of his proposed determination and a statement of
the reasons therefor, and during such period shall give the State an
“opportunity for a hearing on such determination, Following such
hearing the Secretary shall issue a written order setting forth his
final determination and shall furnish a copy of such order to the
State. Within forty-five days of receipt ofysuch order, the State
may appeal such order to any United States district court for such
State, and upon the filing of such appeal such order shall be stayed
until final judgment has been entered on such appeal. Summons
may be served at any place in the United States. The court shall
have jurisdiction to aflirm the determination of the Secerctary or to
set it aside, in whole or in part. The judgment of the court shall
be subject to review by the United States court of appeals for the
circuit in which the State is located and to the Supreme Court of the
United States upon certiorvari or certification as provided in title 28,
62 stat. 928.  United States Code, section 1254. If any part of an apportionment
to a State is withheld by the Sccretary under subsection (b) of this
_ soction or subsection (b) of section 136, the amount so withheld shall
+- 7 not be reapportioned to the other States as long as a suit brought by
such State under this subsection is pending. Such amount shall
remain available for apportionment in accordance with the final judg-
S - ment and this subsection. Funds withheld from apportionment and
a7 »subsequently apportioned or reapportioned under this section shall be
T P availl):?l)]e for expenditnre for three full fiscal years after the date of
o S0 such apportionment or reapporiionment as the case may be.
Appropriation. *“(m) There is authorized to-be appropriated to carry out the pro-
) ' visions of this section; out’'of any money in the Treasury not other-
. wise appropriated, not to exceed 320,000,000 for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1966, and not to exceed $20,000,000 for the fiscal year ending
70 Stat, 397, June 30, 1967. No part of the Highway Trust Fund shall'{)c available
23 USC 120 mote. tg carry out this section.” : :
Skc. 102. The table of scctions of chapter 1 of title 23 of the United
States Code is amended by striking out : :
*131. Arecas adjacent to the Intergtate System.”
and inserting in lieu thereof

“131. Control of outdoor advertising.”

1

TITLE II
23 USC 101 ot Sec. 201. Chapter 1 of title 23, United States Code, is amended to
¢ add at the end thercof the following new section: :

“§136. Control of junkyards .

“(a) The Congress hereby finds and declares that the establishment
and use and maintenance of junkyards in areas adjacent to the Inter-
state System and the primary system should be controlled in order to
protect the public investment in such highways, to promote the safety
and recreational value of public travel, and to preserve natural beauty.

Apportioned “(b) Federal-aid highway funds apportioned on or after Jannary 1,

ods. withhold" 1968, to any State which the Secretary determines has not made pro-
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SPECIAL (USE) FUELANDMILEAGE TAX RETURN
Senp REMITTANCE ANp ONE COPY Of TAX RETURN
To:  DEPT. OF MOTOR VEHICLES
MOTOR CARRIER DIVISION
555 WRIGHT WAY
CARSON CITY, NV. 89701

-

JCE KRLCYCRIC JDIVE FUK FINDIRULCTIVIND
£

X

CONTROL Tax ReTurN For
NumBER DUt IN MAIL By
MILEAGE TAX
1. ACCUMULATED
MILES $ 3. ADVANCE DEPOSIT
2. THIS MONTHS $ L VIEACE Be
MILES $ 5. BALANCE
SPECIAL (USE) FUEL TAX
e $ 9. SPECIAL FUEL TAX
MILES $ 10. CREDITS
7. AVERAGE M.P.G. [§ 11. PAY ‘DR ORTAKE 'CR’
8. TAXABLE GALLONS| ¢ 12. SPECIAL FUEL TAX DUE

PREPARED BY :

TR X .

ACTUAL TAX REMITTANCE

PR

. MILEAGE TAX

. SPECIAL FUEL TAX

. PENALTY

. INTEREST

. TOTAL DUE




IMPORTANT

GENERAL INFORMATION

The Mileage Tox Section is to be filled in only by those operators

licensed for Mileage Tax, and does NOT apply to those who have pur-
chased Annual Unlodened Waeight Licenses or One Trip Licenses.

The Special Fuel Tax Section applies to ALL vehicles operated or

propelled by Special Fuel (diesel, butane, propane).

Listing of individual trips is not required; however, detailed

resords of your trucking business must be kept for examination by
o departmental auditor.

Upon discontinuance of operations, return your carrier plates

ard/or cab cards and mork the last tax return ‘FINAL'.

DR :==DEBIT: additional amount dve.
CR=CREDIT: deduct from amount due.

MILEAGE TAX (ltemns 1-5).

MILEAGE TAX (ltens 1-5):

~ 1. DO NOT FiLl IN.

i

For all POWER ynitmiles in excess of 2,000,000 _ _ _ _ . 01

_ .tz

2. Nevoda miles, for milsage tax, for month of this tax retyrn.
3. DO NOT FItL IN.
4. Mileage Tax based on following schedule:

For the first 75,000 POWER unit miles of travel _ . — _$.025 per mile
For the next 175,000 POWER unit milesof travel . _ . 02 permile
For the next 750,000 POWER unit miles of travel « — — — . 015 per mile
For the next 1,000,000 POWER vnit miles of travel . _ . _ | 0125 per mile

per mile

e

FOLLOW INSTRUCTIONS CAREFULLY

IMPORTANT

5. Subtract Mileage Tox {ltem 4) from Adv. Deposit {Item 3) and
show as balance (item 5).
MILEAGE TAX CREDITS NOT APPLICABLE TO SPECIAL FUEL TAX.

SPECIAL (USE) FUEL TAX (Hems 6-12).

6. Special Fuel Miles for month of this tax return.

7. Average mifes-per-gallon (to 3 decimal places).

8. Net taxable galions {to nearest gallon). Ifem 6 divided by Item 7.

9. Special fuel tax. Gallons (item 8) X .06 cents.

10. Enter charges or credits. Attach copies or photostats of sales invoices
or statements to support credit cloimed.

11. DO NOT FILL IN..

12. Enter Special Fuel Tax resulting from combining ltems 9, 10, & 11.
SPECIAL FUEL TAX CREDITS NOT APPLICABLE TO MILEAGE TAX.

ACTUAL TAX REMITTANCE (ltems 13-17):

13. Mileage Tax from Item 5 if due and paycble.
14, Special Fuel Tax from ltem 12 if due and payable.

15. Penalty and interest for the previous month's tax return that was
post - marked later than the  due date.
16 PENALTY-10% of Fue! Tax.
. INTEREST-1% of Fue! Tax for each month late.
17. Total due. ltems 13+ 14+15+16.




WINSTON RICHARDS

Transportation 51
March 25, 1971 '
A. B, 768

The Department of Motor Vehicles is in favor of a do-pass of Assembly
Bill 768 regarding the elimination of the advance mileage deposit for
commercial motor carriers licensing on a mileage license method.

Proponents --
Winston W. Richards, Chief, Motor Carrier Division, Department of

Motor Vehicles.

Walter P. Scott, Tax Administrator, Motor Carrier Division, Department
of Motor Vehicles.

1. Richards presented a monthly unladened weight fee table indicating
the amount of advance deposit on vehicles with 1% and 10% and it
also indicated the number of miles necessary to be operated at
2%5¢ in order to deplete the advance deposit.

2. An audit report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1966 by the
Legislative Counsel Bureau, Robert E. Bruce, Acting Fiscal Analyst.

3. A chart of total number and percentage of carriers operating on
mileage licensing.

a. Total mileage tax collected and miles operated for the
year 1970:

$1,956,694.00
107,252,541 miles

b. A special (use) fuel and mileage tax return for which the
advance deposit is recorded.

Each of the above was discussed in part.

The Motor Carrier Division, at present time, has eight (8) auditors,
which spend a portion of their time over a two-year period in an
attempt to deplete any possible advance deposit for which mileage miles
were incorrectly reported or computed and also extensive time field
auditing Nevada mileage percentages which are meaningless.

The department feels there would be no loss of revenue if the mileage
advance deposit were eliminated.

The minimum advance deposit, at present‘time, is 2¢ per vehicle. The
maximum possible being $450.00 (Nevada resident operating 99.9% of

miles in the State of Nevada).



2
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It was pointed out to the committee that there are a total of 1,936
carriers licensed on mileage. 1,494 of which are less than 10% mileage
percentage operating in the State of Nevada.

Thousands of supplemental applications are processed over the year.
Each supplemental generates an additional advance deposit, many of
which are less than a $1.00 requiring auditing and key punching in
order to be carried to the tax return.

The department requires a faithful performance bond which is sufficient
to guard against losses--maximum $5,000.00.

The Motor Carrier Division could give the motor carrier tax payers
much better service regarding the monthly reporting requirements
for miteage tax and special fuel if the advance deposit was eliminated.

There are no agreements with other states with respect to third
structure (mileage tax) motor carrier licensing. The only agreements
are in regard to prorate registration.

The advance mileage deposit is nothing more than an accounting
night mare.



%3 VONTIHLY UNLADEN WRICHT FEE TABIE WINSTON RICHARDS
48 HOUR TEMPORARY LICENSE COST
UHIADE. D ||L8 HOUR JAT TEB VAR PR MY JUﬁE JULY | AUG SEET CCT OV TEC

VEIGHT TEMLIC || 12/12) 11/12 | 10/12] 9/12 g/i2l 7/12 6/12 5/12 L/12 3a2 | 2/12 ] 1/12
Up to 5,000 |i3 6,00 $15.00 | $13.75 | $12.50] $11.25 | $10.00 | $ 8.751 $ T.50 | & 6.25 $ 5.001 % 3.751$2.50 |$21.25
5,0C1 - 6,000{] 6.00 45,00 h1.2s5 37.50 33.751] 20.001i 26.25 22,50 18.75 15.00 | 11.25 7.50 3.75
6,001 - 7,000|] 6.00 72,00 ] 66.00 60.00] 5L.0 48,00 | L2.00 36,00 30,00 2Lk,00| 18.00{ 12.00 6.00
7,001 ~ 8,oooi 6.00 99,00 | 90.75 g2.50, 7h.25| 66.00| 57.75 L9, 50 .25 33.001 2h.751 16.50 8.25
8,001 - 9,000} 6.C0 126.00 | 115.50 | 105.00| 9k.50| 84.00| 73.50 £3.00 52. 50 42,00 31.° 21.00 | 10.50
9,001 -10,000, 8.0 }} 153.00 1ko0.25 | 127.50] 114.75 | 102.C0 | ©9.25 76.50 63.75 51,00 38.2 25.50 | 12.75
10,001 -11,000]| ¢« 9.00 180.00 | 165.00 | 150.C0! 135.00 | 120,00 | 105.00 | 90.00 | 75.00 60.00 | u45.00| 30.00 | 15.00
11,001 ;12,000 10.00 207.00 | 189.75 | 172.50| 155.25 | 138.00 | 120.75 | 103.50 | 86.25 69.00 ! 51.75] 34.50 | 17.25
12,001 -13,000{ 12.00 234,00 | 224,50 | 195.00{ 175.50 | 156.00 | 136.50 | 117.00 97.50 78.C0 ] 53.50 ] 39.00 | 19.50
13,001 -14,000(] 13.00 201.00 | 239.25 | 217.50{195.75 | 174.C0 | 152.25 | 130.5G | 108.75 87.c0| 65.25| k3,501 21.75
-ih,001 -15,000{] 1%.00 288,00 | 264,00 | 240,00{ 216,00 | 162.00 | 168.00 | 1hk,00 | 120.00 $6.C0 | 72.00] L3.00 | 2k.00
15,001 -16,000( 16.00 315.00 | 288,75 | 262.50] 236.25 | 210,00 | 183.75| 157.50 | 131.25 | 105.C0{ 7T8.751 52.50 | 26.25
16,001 -17,000 17.00 342,00 | 313.50 | 285.00 256,50 | 228.00 | 199.50 | 171.00 | 12,50 | 11k.00| 85.50| 57.06 1 28,30
:;?ggl -18,000]| 18.00 369.00 1 338.25 | 307.50] 276.75 2&6.60 215.25| 184,50 | 153.75 | 123.00| 92.25] 61.50{ 30.75
18,001 ~19,00 ngéo,oo 396.00| 363.00 | 330.00! 297.00 26%.65w 231.00 | 198,00 | 165.00 132.00| 99.¢0| 66.00 1 33.00
'1;,001 -eo,ooo‘ 21.00 423,00 387.75 | 352.50] 317.25| 282.¢c0 | 2h6, 751 211,50 | 176.25 | 141.00| 105.75 70.50 | 25.25
20,001 & over < 23.00 ‘ 450,00 412.50 | 375.00| 337.50 { 300.00 '562.50 225.C0 | 187.50 | 150.00| 112.5¢ 75.00 | 37.30

o ADD $3 PSC lvspecrion Fee aw Pouer UNET:
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CARRIERS OPERATING ON MILEAGE TAX
Under 1% 1% 2% 3-5% 6-107% 11-20% 21-30% 31-40% 41-50% 51-100% TOTAL
446 279 181 337 251 217 87 51 30 57 1936
23.03% 14.41% 9.34% 17.40% 12.96% 11.20% 4.49% 2.63% 1.54% 2.94% 100%

MILEAGE TAX FOR 1970 CONSISTED OF:
107,252,541 MILES &
$ 1,956,694.00
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7. Advance Deposit Reguired for Mileage License

In order to qualify for a mileage license under the provisions
of NRS 706.550, subsection 2, paragraph (b), an operator must
annueally make an advance deposit. The-deposit ig applied against
the monthly fee due and is not <efundable if not entirely used up
during the year. The advance deposit causes a number of problems
in the administration of this chapter.

(a) In calculating the znnual fees due for licensing, most
of the operators make errors and the largest percentage of these
are attributable to the advance deposit. This necessitates advising
the licensee of the proper fees due and either billing an additional
- amount or issuving a refund application. |

(b) A marginal operator or a licensee that has lost a portion
of his previous year's deposit will be reluctant to pvt up a l
deposit to properly relicense. This could result in a loss of
revenue besides causing enforcement problems. |

(c} The biggest problem with the advance deposit arises with
the monthly tax returns. The amount of remaininé deposit must be
shown on the monthly returns so that the licensee knows when his
deposit is exhausted and he must start paying the fees due. Timely
returns are received as of the 30th of the month and the department

has to deposit the funds received, check the returns for accuracy,
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determine which returns have not been received, prepare new returns
showing the new advance deposit balances and error corrections,
and then mail the returns to the licensees, all within as few as

six work days. Since the returns are mailed two wesks or less
before they are due back, most returns arrive at the same time.
All of this causes about two weeks of peak workload and a two-week
slack period. '

It is recommended that the Legislature consider-repealing the
advance depesit reguirement for the following reasons:

{a} The Jepartment reguires a falthful performance beond which
is sufficient to guard against ordinary losses.

(b) It would reduce the number of errors made on annual
license applications with a resultant decrease in employee efforts
during this busy period.

(c) It could induce more operators to become legally licensed,
thereby reducing‘problems in field enforcement.

(d) Monthly returns could be mailed about the 1lst of each
month and would come béck more evenly distributed throughout the
the month, decreas;ng the peak work.period.

(e} Records 6f hundreds of advance deposits would nof have

to be maintained.






