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COMMI11'47EE ON FEDERAL, STAS AND LOCAL GOVTmNMENTS 

M1nutea or Meeting - Pe~ruary 3, 1971 

)-

The fifth meeting or the Committee '-'fl Pedex-c1. State e.nd 
Local Governments waa held on Pebnar:r l, 1971 at 3;00 P.M. 

Oommittf!e m•mbers preaent1 Jamee I. 01baon 

Also preeent weres 

Floyd Lamb, Senator 
Boyd f!lann1ng, Senat~r 
Grover &wallow, A••emblyman 

Wal"'ren L. Mon.1toe 
Carl P. Dodge 
St.an Orakulieh 
LH Walker 
Chie Hecht 

Jan MacBehe~n, League ot Women Voters 
Pola P~&t, League ot: Women Voters 
Howai-4 Barrett, State Budget Di:reotor 
William kancock, 'State Planning ac>ard 
Keith lf)lipplc, 
t.n,arlee. funk, White Pine County 
N. K. Si.mdN4, County Commiaaioner, White Pine 
Farrell <hale.- White 1'11\le County 
M. K. Stewart, Alall'to, N'evada 
J .. P. Wbitemoi-e, White Pine County, City Oouneilman 
Eli Evuovitt• Whit• Pine County Olet'"k 
Gurtio.lh-ebne~, Lintolneounty Road Conuniaaton 
Phil Garter Lund, Hov•t:ta 
tee ~••• St«te .O.partment or .Asr1ou,lture 
Fred Dreseler. State Board or Agr1oultu.t11t 
Cbarltus . Bre1,. State Board or Agricultut"e 

·Ray Knialer 
James T. McNe•l1 
Ira H. Kent, Nevada State Cattlem• n•a Aasooiation 
non V•st, L:.tnoolri County 
Ray ~got, White Pine county 
John Bawden, State Highway Engineer 
V1laon MoG-owan., S'.M,te Cotltroll•r 
Jame. a Th<>mpaon! Deputy Attlorntt1 General 
Julian Smith, .P$puty Attorne;, General 
Oai-yl CapW"N>.• M•vada Motor Transport Aasoo1at1on 
Robert F. Gtd.nn, Nevada MotoP 'b-anaport Asaooiation 

Press repreHnta.tive.e 
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Chairman Gibson called the meeting to order at 3tGO P.M. 
Several billa were before the eomm1ttee tor consideration. 

SJR-7 Proposes to increase state debt 11m1t. 

Mr. Howard Barrett, State Budget Director, and Mr. Bill Hancook 1 
State Planning Board, ••r• a•ked to appear before the committee 
and give some background 1ntorma.t1on conoerning this bill. 

Mr. Barrett te&titied that the present 11 debt allowanee for 
the etate will Yi•ld $20,650,00-0 t>su)ed on the evaluation to 
be oer-t1f1ed tor the ct.U"ttcutt year. Ot that amount the bonds 
outstanding amo~nt to tll,304,ooo. In addition there 1s a 
ttecent opinion tl'lat the leaae-:pUJ"chaae agr,eement. covering the 
State lntplo113ent Seeurity bu1141ng and the N.I.c. building 
have to be included 1n the debt allowance, and this amount• 
to $!,059,301,. The ,,ate wil.1 redeem $340,,000 ot bond• thie 
year, leaving a balance uncommitted on July 2, 1971 or $4,631,699. 
He further teatit1ed that the etate evaluation is growing at 
the rate of approximately 9S p•r year. 

Mr. Hanoook testified that the capital improvement• autho~1aed 
1n the period ot 1951 to 1971 total $80,203,609. On the average• 
appropriation• from tbe general fund by bonds na.s been 
t12,ooo,ooo per b1enntn. Th1• year the e.1:eou.tive recommendations 
total 7¼ million dollal"a out ot initial requests or t62.ooo,ooo, 
an<l tirat priority items or $18,941,00Q,. 

He t'u.rther etated that eomatruttt1on oostt .are incr-easing at the 
rate of about 11:C per reav; that the capital program to-r tb• 
last b1enn1wn totalled $19,50o.ooo, and that the l~pat: area 
of unmet needs are tor the untini•hed Me•ada state oftiee 
bu1ldinga in Clark, Vaohoe and Or•b1 oot.:m•1•a and tae11it1ea 
tor the Department or Healuh and W:elf'are, 

M:r. Hanooclc al&o pointed out that the Nvenue bond market has 
been very nigh and they have been forced to sell close to the 
7% 11a1tat1on, oonaequently tbe7 have had to reduoe their 
ten& from a normal 20 or JO yeua down to around 15 years 
1n ordel" to ull those bond•• 11\lis creates a problem fl'"Om a 
oonstPuct1on atan4po1nt fl-om two aide• -- one ie the li•1ta
t1on of' general obligation bond money and the other 1s the 
increase in construction oosta. 

Mr. Hancock then r•terr~u.t to •capital Improvement Program• 
achedulea. He said the University waa at the top ot the li&t 
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with the prlaon aJ:l(l be-alth and welfare agencies next in line, 
The University has u11et 62.9J ot all capital improvement& 
trom '57 to '71, health and welfare, ll.lS, the state in 
general (all •tale agencies in state of'rice construction) 
12.91, the prison, 8.11. Under ?r1or1t:, One the Un:tveJ1tstt1 
has dJ'topped to 151• health and weltare, 17%, state general, 
t5 !C. Under Priority Two the On1vera1ty goea back to 6s•. 
Ml-. »urett &aid that be would recommend. the le;l•latve allow 
$2,000,000 out or the park improvement bond•• and that the 
leg1ala.tw-e ba• to authorize the sale or the 'bonds. 

ftite, J'u MaoSobern, representing the League ot Women Voters 
lYo Jlou.14.eJ- City, gave a etatement ot their poa1t1oa re
ga1'41ng tbia 1>111 (eopv attached.) 

Retu1Ns eonaent ot ownty oommtasion,Ps betore 
iu,,natr,uct.1on or state highway 1n countiea. 

Senator Manning ••p1e.1ned tbat: be had lnt:r0d1.1ee4 tbia bill 
at the request or th• oitia«uia or Clllient• and Plocn., Nevada. 

Mr. John Bawden, State Highway Engiuer, tettitud beto~• the 
eommittee :regarding tb1e blll. He et&ted that tlle philosophy 
b$blnd tb1• blll W11h N#JUJ()t to the iU.ghway Department was 
coop•~ati:ng wit-h the county eoalaaioner• a.nd local otf'1c1als. 
He felt it vas dea1rable·legte1-t1.on. '?he main thing at 
stake her• is who makes the deoi,ton with respect to the 
p,r-1Jlary i,,ou.tes Wb1eh are 1ntegl'lllted and connect a •1•t•m ot 
highways thrOugbout the a,t;.ate, which 1• for the good ot the 
state as a whole. If tMa bill pa,uutd, the v•to power would 
be veo1Je4 in the county. 

Mr. kwd•n pointed. out that w-e abould reoo;nize the ted•Pal 
pa:rtieipatS.on in the. prima•r eyatem to the extent ot 901 
federal, and 101 ataie. 'l'M~• u1 be ao1te ram1t1cat1orts with 
respect ~o any put1oular aection of' th1& route that would 
not receive approval, ao there ia a good possibility that 
one aeotion ooald not be ~oved. Th• federal government 
might not then p•ov14e tunda tor any oonatruotton on the 
re,aa.1n1ng ••ot1a0ns .. 

~. Sawden then Nt•rNd .to the •sunnyaide• situation where 
they did not reoe1ve pe-rm1aa1on trom too county oomm1as1one:ra 
ot Linooln Count, to oon.tJtruct the highway on the proposed 
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route.. It waa indicated that although Linooln county would 
not use the1r eeoonaary fimde on this highway, White Pine 
Count1 had eatd that they would pledge their fund.a to th:1a 
u••• An inJunction ha.a been issued pending a hearing in 
the Supreme Court ontbe 12th ot P•wua.ll'y• 1971, which baa 
stopped the o0Jft))let1on or the- remaining 60 miles or highway 
tbl-ough Lin~oln oount7. Oona1d•rabl• tundo nave alr•ady 
been apent on the oonstruotlon ot this higbvar to the Sunny-
aide aNJ&. Accordina to Mr, Bawden tho Lincoln County 
Oommisaloners nave :tteqaeeted that conrdderation t>e given to 
oonatruction or th1& road down Rainbov Canyon. wh1th 1• a 
aecondaJ-r route. 

Jib,.- 811 Evaaov10, Cou.nty Clerk from. White Pine County, 
appeiwed beto:re the oouitt•• to, speak aaa!n&t the paeeap 
ot th1a lestal.at1on. He pc;d.nt•d out tc tbe committee tbat 
Wblte Pine Oount7 and Slko OountJ have been wor,,:ttng tor the 
"Sunnytrd.de Shorteut• airuu:, 19511 through tour sucice11u,1ve 
admiaiet~atioaa. Do~u•nts or tho public hearing• held 1n 
regard to this matter are available ttwough the State Highway 
Depa:rtment. Mr. lvtutcY1o read a letter written t.9 the ed1~or. 
of tbe looal paper in Ely, Nevada on Ootober 5th> 1970. which 
be t•lt generally expres•e• the attitude or the people living 
1n Elko and White Pine counties. 

The committee heai-d a441t1onal teGtimony on thia matter fltom 
Mr. N. K. s~nd~•d, County Oom1sa1one~ from White Pin• County. 
Mr. M. K. Stewut·ot Alamo1 Mr. Jnea Wh1tmore• from White 
Pine County• Mr. Ray Ergot,. Sec~et.1u.-y to the Central Laber 
Oounoil of White t'1n• County, and Mr. Phil Carter f'rom Lund, 
Nevada. wno all apok.e in oppotJ1t1on to th1a leg1slat1on. 

(Reoees) 

Removes eJteo~tive dir.etol!' and dtvieion du-ectol'a 
ot state department or a~1cult\l.N trom claas1t1e4 
ae:rvioe. 

Sena.toi- J'Amb spoke on tbia bill ata.ting that he felt these two 
partt:toular :,oaition• ebould be pvt under th4t unelaa•.1Cied aer
vtoe. Thie would enable the chi.et e:1eout1v• ot our state to 
Pemova them trom tbe$.l' joba it he t•lt it was neotuuuu•y -
proaentlr th1• 1a 1mpoa•1.ble • and tbia 14 the whole pdpose 
of this bill.. There are very few, it amr, other department 
heads in the atate that are under the claaaitied aervioe at 
the PN•ent time. 
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For clarit1cat1on purpose$, Chairman Gibson pointed out 
that the way this bill is drawn the change wQUld require the 
exeuct1 ve director to be appoint.ed and be responsible to the 
board in the unolaaeitied service. and then the division 
direetora would be appointed b:, the &xeoutive director with 
th.e ap.proval of the board. This retaina the resp0,naib111ty 
or tbe board tor the executive directoi-. · 

Mt-. Oreaaler, member or the State Board ot Agriculture stated 
that l:Wt would recommend aga1nat the paaaage or this btil at 
th1a time without further investigation. 

MP. Julian Smith, Deputy Attorney General, repre&enting the 
State Department or Agt-1culture and the State Board or Api• 
culture, stated that ne reviewed the bill and felt that it 
would accomplish no wortbwbil• ends 1 but wottld have a negative 
erreet on the etr•ot1veneae or the state D~partm•nt or Agt-1-
tultu:re in the runotion that they are oba~ged with b;, the 
atatutes. 

There was tu.rther eomm1t.1Hte tttscuaaion regarding this, b111. 
It wa• po1nt•d out that the Executive Director serves at tho 
pleaaure ot the Board, but th• leg1sl.atun seta the salary. 
Senator Dodge stated that th& Secreta:r1 .or tbe Dairy Oommtsaion 
and the D1reotor ot the Nevada State L1bnry are both under 
th• claee1t1ed serv1oe. Mr. Charle$ P'rey1 member of the 
Sta,:te Board of Agrieultu.re. said that they had m•t as a board 
on February 2nd• and the oppcu1ition to thir, bill was uun1mous. 

Chail'man Gibson then stated t 'bat the eomm1ttee would take this 
bill under further advisement. 

Amend, Local Gove~ment Eiaployee .... Managem.en~ Relations 
Act to provide procedure to .etay ,utm11sa.1on or rict-
f1nding • provide• cu:>mplementu-y proooliur.:e cono•rni.ng 
reemployment. ot public acbool tea.chers, 

0ha.1 :: n Gibson road tbe p~posed aQndmenta to thia hill, 
whioh\ re prepare<tatter the February 2i,d meeting. Senator 
Dodge • - · · ated • rurtner amendment 4dding languag• to the 
effect t , 1f the executed contract shall be returned within 
10 daya and it it ia not retu,rned within 10 d-.ys 1 the school 
board may commence reon1tment · tor replaoenntnt!! 
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Senator Dodge was asked to have this amendment drawn up 
and then the bill would again come before the committee 
for further oonsideration. 

There being no further bua1neas, the meeting was adJoumed. 

Respectfully &ubm1tted• 

Mary lean 'foiia:I, 
Committee Secretary 
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'LEAGUE OF WOMEN V~ER· NEVADA 
February 3, 1971 • /-
STATEMENT TO THE NEVADA STATE SENATE COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL, STATE & LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 

re - SJR 7, Proposal to Increase Debt Limit 

I am Mrs. Janet MacEachern, representing the League of Women Voters of Nevada. As 
you on this committee are well awaret the people voted down the amendment increllsing 
the debt limit in November 1968. In the 1969 session we appeared be.fore the Assembly 
Taxation Committee in support of AJR 39, which provided for state borrowing outside 
the debt 1imi t. 

Now you are again considering a resolution which duplicates the amendment proposed 
in •68. The League will again support the proposal as acompromise measure, if this 
is the best the Legislature can offer. We would have liked to see some of the recom
mendations made in 1969 incorporated at this time. We believe, also, that the Legis
lalure should be given full responsibility in the framing of public debt in the best 
interests of the State. Toward that end we support removing constitutional dobt 
limitations and making those limitations statutory. The Federal Constitution is the 
precedent for this, and some states have recognized the fallacy of a constitutional 
debt limitation. In actuality, the Legislature may NCM borrow ANY amount, at a price. 
The statute passed in 1969 to set up a Nevada Building Authority is an excellent ex
ample of how to circumvent the constitutional debt limitation. There are other states 
who have gone this route, who boast of "no public debt", when in fact they are obli
gated for millions of dollars via the authority, non-gp:aranteed revenue bonding, and 
lease-purchase agreement methods. All these circumventions are more costly than 
full-faith and credit debt, and the public remains blissfully ignorant of the true 
status of its state public debt. We postpone real solutions to our problems by set
ting up corporations for special purposes to permit non-guaranteed borrowing nt 
higher rates. 

Here in Nevada the Supreme Cpurt declared the Nevada Authority invalid, and now we 
must again try to find a way to fund the capital improvements Nevada so desperately 
needs. 

Restrictive covenants come about through popular distrust of legislators, thus con
stitutional restrictions on taxes or debts are easy to sell to the public. Our task, 
then, is to remind the voters of this State that~ elected the legislators, that 
to deny fiscal responsibility to those legislators is to mistrust their own judgment. 

If you in the legislature sincerely believe that it is fiscally sound to raise the 
debt limit, you must get out and educate your constituents to that effect. Most can
didates for office are peculiarly reluctant to take a public stand on this amendment 
dmrl.ng their campaigns. The llN cannot fight your battle alone~ 

As the state chairman the past 4 years of a League study of Nevada's finances, I can 
tell you we have completed a study showing the need for a change in our public debt 
policy. We will furnish this committee with information we have gathered and some 
alternative suggestions for a sound public debt policy if it is interested.. I am 
sorry this cannot be included in this statement as the files are in Boulder City and 
we first learned of this hearing Monday. Suffice to say at this time that students 
of public debt and state fiscal policy maintain that a debt limitation, if there is 
to be one, is financially sound up to 10% of a state's valuation--certainly 'J% is a 
conservative figure to use in Nevada. 

A statement of our position on Nevada state Public Debt, reached in April 1968, is 
attached. 

Thank you for the opportunity to appear before this committee. 
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,. _STATE PUSLIC DEBT Position: Ue support public borrowing by the State for 
capital improvements, defined emergencies or disasters. However, we believe 
the Sta:e Legislature should be made fully responsible for structuring state 
public debt in the best interest of the State, issuing of full faith and credit 
or revenue bonds as best serves the purpose, controlling borrowing by statutes 
designating the amount, purpose, and means for repayw.ent. In order to accom
plish this, the Lt-JV recommends the follet·Jing constitutional amendments: 

a) Remove constitutional debt limitations, and make debt limitation statutory. 
b) Remove constitutional specific tax requirement for fundinq debt repayment 

and authorize legislature to name the sources for repayment of debt. 
c) ChanQe the constitutional requirement for repayment of puhlic debt in 

20 years fror.1 passage of law to a more liberal period. \ 
d) Add a statement denying the State the pm,,er to repudiate any legitimate 

deb_t. 
The League will support selected interim steps toward the above goals. 

Comment: We urge introduction of a bill which will begin the process of amending 
the Constitution regarding public debt limitation. As you can see from our 
position above, we would favor repealing any constitutional limitation, but W©ll 
support interim steps toward this goal. Since the last Session, as you know, 
the Building Authority created by the l969 Legislature has been declared uncon
stitutional, further emphasizing the need for revision of the State Constitution 
if capital improvement needs are to be met. 

VI. MEVADA STATE PARK SYSTF1 Position: He support a well-rounded State Park 
System of high quality, adequately financed, coordinated with the other 
land agencies operating in this field. 

- Co111ment: ·we ·were active?,y involved -tn iuorking for pa.ssage of Quest-ion #9 on 
Novembe1' 3 and pleased to find Nevadans favoring issuance of $5 million in 
general obligation bonds for acquisition of n~w state parkZands. flith in-

-

'.,':-•,;.· 'increased funding this last biennium., the State Parks System has been ab le to 
make substantial improvements in existing parks, such as Valley of Fire and 
Lake Tahoe State Park. Even more must be done to keep pace with the recreation 
needs of Nevadans'"as ·well as our growing nwnber of visitors. Expansion of 
tourism, particularly family recreation opportunities, will be greatly enhanced 
through continuing development of our State Parks. 

VII. NEVADA STATE LEGISLATURE Position: tJe support i:nod~rn.i.zing measures which will: 
a) Maintain its apportionment on a current population basis 
b) Streamline its internal legislative processes 
c) Reduce its concern over purely local matters 

Specifically, He support some form of automatic apportionment, sub-dis-
tricting large popu1ation a.reas, annual sessions. , ··:r~: .'';. ... · 

Comment: In spite of the defeat of Question #5 on November J, we still feel 
strongly that annual sessions are badly needed in this fast-growing state. We 
would suppor•t a bill i,;hich would again begin the process of OJ71ending the Con
stitution to allow for annual sessions, but recomnend that it be coupled with 
a continuing citizen education program to properly tell the reasons why this 
action would enable the Legislature to be more effective in responding to the 
needs of the people. 

We will carefully follow all bills relating to reapportionrrzr,,nt of the 
Legislature and support a further sub-districting of large population areas. 

We urge that the Report on Legislative Techniques prepared for the l969 
Legislative Corrmiasion be om:efuUy studied and any of its recommendations 
for s·freOJr1lining procedures be implemented. 
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SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 7____:_sENATOR.S GIBSO , 
BROWN, LAMB, HUG, HARRIS, YOUNG, HECHT, POZZI 
AND DRAKULICH 

JANUARY 26, 1971 
---0-

Referred to Committee on Federal, State and Local Governments 

SUMMARY-Proposes to increase state debt limit. (BDR .C-617) 

EXPLANATION-Matter in Italics is new; matter in brackets [ ] is 
material to be omitted. 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION-Proposing to amend section 3 of article 9 ; 
of the constitution of the State of Nevada, relating to state indebtedness, byft 
increasing the maximum allowance for the state public debt to 3 percent of~ 
the state's assessed valutation; and by providing a flexible method of deter
mining such valuation. 

1 Resolved by the Senate and Assembly of the State of Nevada, jqintly, 
2 That section 3 of article 9 of the constitution of the State of Nevada be 

f-

3 amended to read as follows: . . 
4 Sec. 3. The state may contract public debts; but such debts shali 
5 never, in the aggregate, exclusive of interest, exceed the sum of [oriel . 
6 three percent' of the assessed valuation of the state, as [shown by the · 
7 reports of the cbunty assessors to the state Cbntroller,] determined ~Y the ·. 
8 state controller in the manner provided by law, except for the purpose of 
9 defraying extraordinary expenses, as hereinafter mentioned. Every such 

10 debt shall be authorized by law for some purpose or purposes, to be 
11 distinctly specified therein; and every such law shall provide for levying 
12 an annual tax sufficient to pay the interest semiannually, and the principal ·• 
13 within twenty years from the passage of such law, and shall specially 

· 14 appropriate the proceeds of said taxes to the payment of said principa.I 
15- and interest; and such appropriation shall not be repealed nor the tru!:~ 
i6 .\ postponed or diminished until the principal and interest of said • debts . . 
17 shall have been wholly paid. Every contract of indebtedness entered :into · 
18 or, assumed by or on behalf of the state, when all its debts and liabilities .• 
19 amount to said sum before mentioned, shall be void and of no effect, · · ·· 
20 except in cases of money borrowed to repel invasion, suppress insurrec-
21 tioµ., defend the state in time of war, or, if hostilities be threatened, pro-
22 vide for the public defense. . . 
28 -' . - 'The state, notwithstanding the foregc>ing limitations may, pursuant 
24 to authority of the legislature; make_,and enterinto aµy and all contracts. 

·. ' 

.;· ~- '." '-i 
~~~~ ) 

dmayabb
Text Box
2

dmayabb
bill in library



-

- I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
1'8 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

• • 

.,U f'f . ,:_: ·" . '"\· 1. • 

SENA TE BILL NO. 28-SENATOR MANNING 

JANUARY 21, 1971 
----0-

Referred to Committee on Federal, State and Local Governments 

SUMMARY-Requires consent of county commissioners before construction of 
state highway in counties. Fiscal Note: No. (BDR 35-360) 

EXPLANATION-Matter in Italics is new; matter in brackets [ ] is 
material to be omitted. 

AN ACT relating to highways; requiring consent of the board of county conunls-. 
, sioners of a county befpre state highways are constructed in such county· and 

providing other matters properly relating thereto. ' 

The People of the State of Nevada, represented in Senate and Assembly 
do enact as follows: · ' 

SECTION l. NRS 408.285 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
408.285 1. The highways which are constructed,· reconstructed 

improved and maintained .by the department in accordance With th~ 
provisions of this chapter shall be state highways, and the department 
shall be charged with the responsibility of such construction, reconstruc
tion, improvement and maintenance, provided: 

(a) That the funds available to the state through the Acts of Congress 
described in NRS 408.245 or any other federal acts may be used therefor· 
and ' 

(b) That when such federal funds are made available under federal 
acts authorizing the use of federal funds to build roads · in the national 
forests, the board is authorized to set aside for that purpose and to 
expend highway funds on state highways built by the Federal Govern. 
ment . 

. 2. The depa1:tnient shall_ not construct any prima7 and secondary 
highway funded m whole or m part by federal funds without the consent 
of the board of county commissioners of the county in which such high. 
way is to be constructed. 

3. For department administrative purposes all highways not already 
or hereafter designated and assign~d route numbers by the -legislature 
may be selected, designated and assigned route numbers by the engineer 

[3.] 4. All roads connecting state parks with state or county high~ 
ways or city streets, where the title thereto is in the state, are parts of the 

:t .. :f:'I~ 
·,:> 
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S.B.30 

SENATE BILt NO. 30~ENATORS LAM}B · AND GIBSON 

JANUARY 25, 1971 

Referred to '0>~ttee o~ Federal, Suite and Local Goverorhe11ts · 

SUMMARY ...,.-Removes e.xec'utive director and division ~irectors of state departs ' 
· 1p.erit <>f agriculture from dassifi~ service. Fiscal Note: No, . . (BDR 50-913) 

·"EXPLANATION-,-Mattet .in ltal{CY is newi matter in br~ckets £. J is . 
. . ••, material lO be_ tmutled. i . . : . 

. . , , ,, . . ' ' 

AN ACT placing the exec1.1tive directbr and the division . directors of the si.a~ 
•·. . department · of agriculture i1;t ,the unclassified se~ice of the state; . and .· providing 

other matters 'properly relatmg thereto. , . . · .. ·· .: .. ·• · / · 

The l't!Ople of the State of N evada, r.e;re$~nted in ,Senate and Assembly, 
do enact as follows: . . . ... 

1 SECTION .1. NRS 284:140 is her~by IU11endedto read as follows; 
2 284; 140 The un.classified seroce of the Sta~ of Nevada shall)~ com- .. 
3 prisaj, of, positions llel_d by -state ofli~~ , or . employees ip. the executiv~ 
.4 , ~a11JI1ent-0~ the state gove~np1.s foQows! . .. ·. . , : _ . . . , . ; . ·· 
5 · L .. · .· Pe~ns chosen by election or appQintinent to fill an elective •6flice. 
6 . . 2, .fyiernbers of bo~rds and;rommissjons, and,heads of department, . 
7, 11gencies and itlstitutions required bylaw tQ be'appointed. . · · . . .• . 
8 3. At the disc~tion of the elective officer or head of each-department, 
9 agency.or institution, ._one de,pnty ~d on~ chief ~istant in such depa;rt-

10· ment, age11cy or institution, - .. . , .. • , ' , . .. · , ,, , ·•.· 
11 4 . . · All employees ill'lhe office .of the governqr anclall persons required .· 
12 by la~ to be appc,inre,4 by the governor or J\eads.-of c~epartments or 
13' agencies appoint~ py 1!1-e governor()r py ~ar:ds.: _ • , .. , _ _ ·. . 
14 .· : .· ~. . · All . etPployees other : than · clencal • m th_e office of pie ;~ttomey 
15 ge11eralrequip::d by law to be,appginted ,by the attorney ge11era,l, .• · · , . i . 
16 . . ·6. , Oflicer,s lµld Qiembers ,of the teacliing ~ta,fI ~d_the agric:ultural 
17 extension· depariment arid experiment · station ,•~ . of the· Univ:ersjty qf 
18 Neyada System, pr any other state lll:5tifution of leariili:ig,, and student 
i9 employees of such .institutions; but custodial, clerical . or maintenatj~ 
.20: emplqyees,of.~uch instit~tions,.sh_allbe in the classified ~rvi~. The boa.rd 
21 of regents · shall assist the chief in ·· . carrying·. qut _ t)le .prpvisions qf tbis 
-~,2: c,v~p~~r applicabl~ to ~e University of Nevada Systeni: . , · · · · 
23 ..-< .. , 7,, • .. · Officers and membe~ of the Neyada National Gtjard, - , .• .. ., , . __ .,.-.. . . . r. .. , ... , . . . . . .. ... . . . 

..• -~ ·~ -- ---- "' '"' y···, • ;-- ·-o·-----~ ---- · • . 
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SENATE BILL NO. 68-COMMITTEE ON FEl)ERAL 
STATE .AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS . ·- . ) . • . 

JANUARY 2~, 1971 . 

·.· Referred to C9mmittee on Federal, Stat~ and Local Governments 

SUMMARY -:Arilends Locai Governinent Employee-Manag~ment . RelatiotW Act tQ 
J provide, pr~re to stay submission offactfuiding; provides complementary 
' procedure .concerning • reemployment .of ·. public school teachers . . Fis ote: 

:ioNo . . (BDR ,23-1008) . . .. ·· . 

. ~ .. 

EXPL~~ArioN"'-Matter lit 1Ia11d- 1i! ilewi !hatter In brackets f l,IB 
, , material to l~•Onutted.,. 

;.Ji: j\CT,~~emling th!l Local Ooveryunent 'E!llplqyee-Management Relations Act 
·· .to estalilisll a p rocedure to st;i.y submission of factfuiding in disputes betw~ . 

parties to · negotiation· fu . years when the legislature meets; :pfovidiiig comple
mentary procedures with respect to . ill~ · i~mployn\ent of public· school teachers 

.. represented.by recognized emploY,ee.orgarlizatiom; and providing otJl.er matte~. 
. . .. proPyrlY i:elaPJ1gJ4itreJo, ' 

Thi J>iopte oi Jhe .. State of Nevai/a, represt~.t~d in . Senate . a~ A ssernbly, 
~. · '. do ehact as follow$.:.' · , ''. · 
·t ' ' ' 

i i ,) SE.cnmfJ. ~ $ 2~8,200 if.hereby MJ.en4ed fo ~ead asfollows: 
. ,2 :·., 288.200 L. If.M the expiration .qf:75 .da~s from the .da~ of service 

1 . ,3< ofl,the n,o~ce :fe,<JUif¢cl ~y ~'R,,S 288,,180,:the pitrt~e~ _hav¢ not 1;each~ 
4 agreement, the mediator is discharged of his responsibility, and the ~es 
5 shall submit their dispute to a Jactfinding · panel. Within' 5 days, the local · 
6 govef1J!Derit employer shall select one ineoiber of the panel, ilnd the .. · 
7 employ~ organization or organizations shall select one membe-1;. The 
8 members so selected shall select the third member, or if wi~ 5/ da.ys 
9 they fail to do so; the board shall select him. within 5 days th~re¢ter; · 

10 TQe third member shall act as chairman; · · 
11 2. The local government employer shall pay one-half of the costs of< 
12 factfinding, and the employee organization or organizations shall pay one-
13 half. . . . 1 . ·. 

14 3. The factfinding panel shall report its findings and .recommenda:ti9ns 
15 to the parties" to the dispute with;in 25 days after its selection is · complete. _ 
16 These findings are not binding upon the parties, but jf within 5 · days after. 
17 the panel has. so ,reported the parties have not reached an agreement, . th~ · 
18 panel shall make its findings publk · . . . · ' 

}, 
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