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,JUDICIARY C0~-2-IT'I'TEE 
57th 1:sTEVADA ASS:S'-~3LY SESSIO?T 

APRIL 12, 1973 

The meeting was callee. to order by ?-~. Keith Hayes, Chairman. 

;,rr;;;-.JBERS PRESENT: 

?IEr-IBERS ABS:S?JT: 

GUESTS PRESE~JT: 

MESSRS: H1!YES, BAR..'S~JC'-0, GLOVER, TORVINE?-T, HUFF, FRY, 
Lom1&~, HICKSY, ?.!~D MISS FOOTE. 

NONE 

see attached 

Col. Larrbert testified in behalf of A,B, 943. He stated that the 
basic purpose of this bill is to try and clarify so~e of the problems 
in the traffic code. There were some ommission and language· in the 
Uni for!'l. Vehicle Code adopted in 10 l'.39. In Section f5 on Pane 1 r __ h,,~re 
are so:i-n.e amendments on "right of way", this is a section \~hich was 
objected to by AF.A and col. Lambert presented a list of prepared 
amendments. These should remove the objections. 

71r. Torvinen cornrtented that these ar":enclT'.lents will restore the presumJ?tion 
o-f innocence. 

:-lr. ~Jircril Anr,erson. renresentinq 1".T•-'-'\ s 3.id that the ar-tendments ,,iould 
be an improvement, but a ?Olicy decision is in order. An im9lication 
in this bill is that it woula remove any obligation on the part of 
the driver of a ve~icle makinq a left han~ turn on a thru street to 
exercise caution or to yield. This should be attende<l. 

:-ir. Hann if in testified on A. B. 779 a:cid S. B. 3 85 which are siI"1ilar bills. 
S.B. 385 has had several minor amen~~ents and is at this tiMe in more 
polished form than A.B. 779. At Present the only reason for revokina 
or snspendincr a work permit is cheating. The premise behind these 
two bills is that there are several other reasons that should be crrounds 
for revocation or suspension of a work per:rrti t. Jl.s the aamblincr industDJ 
has increased the original concern tl-iat an employee might cheat the 
public has expanded to the ~:mpioyee who cheats the house. It has become 
a highly organized operation. ·we feel this legislation is necessary 
and the only difference in these bills is that S.B. 385 already has 
been arnendea. 

Mr. Hannifin also spoke in favor of S.B. 547 saying that it made 
the handlino of certain problems more 9ractical • 

Mr. Bill Adams, Assistant City Manager of Las '!eqas, said that they 
would like to go on record as being in favor of the amended version of 
S.B. 385. 
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Mr. Les Kofoed stated that these bills (S.3. 385 & A.B. 779) are 
necessary tools and the control board needs them to continue the 
fine job they are doing in this area . 

Teen Patterson from Las Vegas, and a free lance shorthand reporter 
addressed the Committee in favor of A.B. 929. This bill is sinilar 
to one passed in California to set up and establish 9rocedures for 
certifying shorthand reporters. There ~vould be a once a vear 
examination. He called Committee attention to specific instances 
of incompetency and gross error in the area of shorthand reporting. 
He s_aid this could be conducted without dipping into the tax payers 
till. Shorthand reporters should be certified and this would be 
a barometer by which attorneys especially could judge competence. 

Mr. Torvinen asked what the provi•sions would be for those presently 
engaged in shorthand reporting in the state. 

Mr. Patterson said that it would grandfather them in. This has been 
tl1e topic for several debates, but after passage it would allow for 
immediate administrative control so that if someone was not doing the 
job it could be handled. There are also provisions for re9iprocity. 

Mr. R. Tuttle, a freelance shorthand reporter from Reno said there are 
1 only two thinqs this bill attemots to do. t. Protect the public and 

2. Protect ou~selves. This will upgrade the quality of re~ortinq. 

Mr. Roy Woofter, Clark County District Attorney, s:ooke in favor of 
S.B. 461. He stated that there is a need to comoensate for the loss 
of private practice otherwise there is likely to-be a mass exodus of 
deputies. He said th.at he had already requested the Cou.:1ty Coni1c,issioners 
to eliQinate deputies private practice and raise their salaries 
approximately 25%. 

1:1.:: J, ~o r~'inen pc•ir1 tdC out thn.t: t{1e e f fec-=.i ve 
T>,2r2,.c::~, if the County Commissioners have 
tha 73' legislature coulf. 

c1ate of this 
no:: acted by 

l.3 7al.a/S, 
ti:T:e 

Mr. l,llen Bray, Chief Crir:i.inal depu:ty attorney for the City Attorney"s 
Office in Las Veqas testified on S .B. 4 61. The >Iayor and four Co. 
Com...rnissioners of Las \'egas are in favor of allo·wing pri va. te practice 
for the City Attorney and his de9uties, including them in this bill 
would be contrary to their wishes. The City Attorney only makes 
$19,000 per year which is gross undercornpensation for the job. We feel 
that the Las Vegas City Attorney should not be included in this bill. 

Jim Thompson representing the Attorney General's Office said that they 
are really not opposed to this bill if a salary increase is ineluded. 
The current raises range from 2 to 10% which is really not con~idered 
meaningful. 

Mr. Larry Hicks, Chief Criminal Deputy for the Washoe County DA's Office, 
talked in support of S,B. 461 which seems to be in the best interest of 
the County and the State. rt is also very im9~rtant to have compensating 
increases. He aaid that the feeling in th~ir office is that city attorne1 
and their deputies be included, ')ecause since all of these public offices 
dr'=!w from the same pool for employerrtent ana would othen..,ise create an 
unfair advantage. 

dmayabb
AsmJud



• 

-

• 

Pl\GE TE?£E J\2 RIL 12 , 19 7 3 :, '-:,'7 

~ir. Woofter re-appeared to sneak in favor of S.B. 262, the wire tao bill. 
It chanqes our statute to con forn ·with the federal statute. It even 
strenqthens this since an illeaal tap is a felony. It chances the 
consent consideration to only one consenting party. 

fie stated that he would also like to cor.:::ient on the death p,~nal ty bill r 

S.B. 545. In discussinq this bill with Bob :qose, Washoe County DA, 
there are stronq reservations coacerninq Section 5, Paqe 3, sub-section 
d. This is too all encompassing. ;,1r. H.icks and Mr. Thompson joined 
in this discussion. This bill would imply that every time in the past 
'.vhen a jury gave a life sentence they were wronq. If they followed 
the law as it is presented in this bill they would be imposing the 
death penalty in a vast majority 9f murder cases so if they felt 
that a person would get death they would be very likely to chanqe 
1st to 2nd degree verdict. It was felt that S.B. 545 should be 
expandea along the lines of A.B. 265 The senate has said in this bill 
that all murder can be capitol murder. This will probably run afoul 
accordina to the court guidlines. A.B. 265 also has leaislative findings 
which is an aid to the court. Under S.B. 545 only capitol murders could 
be denied bail and this should extend to other murders too accordin~ to 
Mr. Torvinen's conversation with a judge. The opinions of these three 
gentlemen seemed to be in accord with A.B. 265, but it was oointed out 
that S.B. 545 is further alona the way and has a better cha~ce of 
nassaqe. Mr. Hayes asked if Mr. Baren(ro, Mr. Hickey, and ~!r. Torvinen can 
qet toqether with Mr. Hicks, Mr. Thomi::,son, and 1·1r. Woofter anr work 
out the necessarv ELTT\endrnents and report back to Committee. This was 
agreed upon. It was felt that A.B. 265 could be incorporated into 
S.B. 545. Mr. Hayes said that he has talked 1>1ith members of the Senate 
and thev have conceced that they will agree with reasonahle amendments. 

Mr. Stzrn •;Jarren, representina ~ievada Bell, snoke to the Cm:i.mi ttee 
concerninn S.B. 262. ~e sun~ested soMe amendments to t~is ~i,1 (see 
cl+:.t:=i.chec') In the s,::ction of juc~_ic.::.al superv:Lsion r,1r. 1varren. asked 
"-' ,_ • f= • t-} ' • 1 ' 1 · +-. 1 · ' . l ' '-'1a1.. a gooc. _ai __ 1 re.Liance ,Jy a DLn~lC U-1. ity ne 1.nc udea. 

?Ir. ,Jim Thonmson told the Committ.2e that S.B. 262 brings Nevada law 
into line with federal statutes and that our present law is unconstitution 
;:e also said that Nevada had a wire tap statute; 11 years before there 
was fe~era1 reaulati0n. 

>IEE'I'INr; ADJOURNED 

dmayabb
AsmJud
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484.317 - Proposed Amendments - Sec. 6 
484.319 - Proposed Amendments - Sec. 7 

Sec. 6. NRS 484.317 is hereby amended 
A!J tv 

to read as foll~o~w~·s~:.__--

484.317 The driver of a vehicle within an intersection intending to 

turn to the left shall yield the right of way to any vehicle [which 

has approached or is] approaching from the opposite direction which 

is within the intersection or so close thereto as to constitute an 

immediate hazard. [, but such driver, having so yielded and having 

given a signal when and as required, may make such left turn and the 

drivers of all other vehicles approaching the intersection from the 

opposite direction shall yield the right of way to the vehicle making 

the left turn.] 

Sec. 7. NRS 484.319 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

484.319 [l. Where proper signs have been erected, the driver of a 

vehicle shali stop or yield at the entrance to a through highway and 

shall yield the right of way to other vehicles which have entered the 

intersection from such through highway or which are approaching so 

closely on such through highway as to constitute an immediate hazard, 

but such driver having so yielded may proceed and the drivers of 

all other vehicles approaching the intersection on such through high­

way shall yield the right of way to the vehicles so proceeding into 

or across the through highway.] Except when traffic is being con­

trolled by a police officer or a traffic-control signal: 

1. When proper signs have been erected, the driver of a vehicle shall 

stop or yield at a clearly marked stop line or, if there is none, 

before entering the crosswalk on the near side of the intersection or, 

if there is none, then at the point nearest the intersection where 

the driver has a view of approaching traffic on the through highway. 

After having stopped or, in the event of a yield sign, slowed or 

stopped, the driver shall yield the right of way to other vehicles 

which have entered the intersection from such through highway or which 

are approaching so closely on such through highway as to constitute 

an immediate hazard during the time such driver is moving across or 

within the intersection. 
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484.319 - Amendment - Sec. 7 (cont.) 

2. The driver of a vehicle shall stop in obedience to a stop sign or 

yield in compliance ~ith a yield sign [at], in compliance with the 

manner prescribed in subsection 1, pri~r to entering an intersection 

if a stop sign or a yield sign is erected at one or more entrances 

thereto although not a part of a through highway and shall proceed 

cautiously, yielding to vehicles not so obligated to stop or yield 

and which are within the intersection or approaching so closely as to 

constitute an immediate hazard during the time such driver is moving 

across or within the intersection. 

-✓ 



ASSEMBLY 

AGENDA FOR COH.NITTEE ON ,JUDI JUDICIARY 

• DateTHuRSDAY APRIL 12'I'ime 2: 0 0 P~1 Room 24 () 

Bills or Resolutions 
to be considered 

A.B. 779 1.-

A.B. 929 

AB. ·313 

s.c.R. 21 

S.B. 385 

• S.B • .450 

S.B. 461 

S.B. 547 

• 

Subject 

-------

Counsel 
requested"'" 

INCREASES AUTHORITY OF NEVADA GAJ,U:~1G COMMISSION TO 
REVOKE GAMING EMPLOYEES" WORK PERtlITS. 

ESTABLISHES CERTIFIED SHOB,TH.A:-TD REPORTERS BOARD l\1-JD 
PROVIDES FOR EY.AMPTATION Pu~D LICENSI~G OF SHORTHAfTD 
REPORTERS. 

SPECIFICALLY PROHIBITS. CONVERSION OF RENTED OR LEASED 
MOTOR "VEHICLES. 

SUGGESTS AN AMENDMENT Tp A.'J ILLUSTRATIVE FORM IN THE 
NEVADA RULES.OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. 

INCREASES AUTHORITY OF NEVADA GAlvff'TG COMMISSION· TO 
REVOKE GAMING EMPLOYEES ' ~·70R.T{ PEPJUTS • 

. 
PEPMITS COURT TO ALLOW JURT TO SEPAPATE. AFTER IT 
RETIRES TO DELIBERATE. 

PROHIBITS PRIVATE PRACTICE OF LAW BY DEPUTY ATTORNEYS 
GENERAL AND CERTAIN D' STRICT ATTOR'JEYS, PUBLIC DEFENDER! 

"AND THEIR DEPUTIES. 
. . I 

P~PMITS Ng1JADA GA.MING COMNISSim-1 ·TO EXE~!PT BA.i."'1KS FROM 
GAMING LICENSING P--EQUIREMENTS UNDER CERTAIN -cIRCUMSTANCl 

*Please do not ask for counsel unless necessary. 




