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Election Committee Minutes 
April 15, 1975 

Members Present: 

Members Absent: 

Guests: 

Assembly 

Tuesday, 8:00 a.m. 
Room 336 

Mr. Demers 
Mr. Chaney 
Mr. Heaney 
Mr. Vergiels 
Mrs. Wagner 

Mr. Sena (Excused Absence) 
Mr. Young (Excused Absence) 

Representing: 

Mineral County TV, #1 
Secretary of State 
Washoe County 
Attorney General 

156 

Everett Vaughn 
William Swackhamer 
David Howard 
Donald Klasic 
Stanton Colton 
Patrick Murphy 
Keith Ashworth 

Election Department, Clark County 
Assemblyman 
Assemblyman, Speaker of the Assembly 

Mr. Demers called the meeting to order at 8:15 a.m. He announced 
the first order of business would be A.B. 507. 

Mr. Vaughn stated that he was against this bilr. He stated that 
the same question had come up in 1962 in Mineral County. In Mineral 
County he stated that television was an important source of entertainment, 
and can be considered as the main entertainment. He felt that the 
voters should have a say as to who is on the board. Mr. Vaughn stated 
that his salary was $25. per month. He also stated that the television 
operated in the black and was never in the red. $12. per year is 
appropriated in taxes from each voter to maintain the television equip
ment, throughout the county. He stated that there are 5 members on 
this board. He felt the word television should be eliminated from 
the bill. Mr. Heaney asked if he spent much money getting elected. 
He stated that he spent no money to get elected. 

Mr. Swackhamer gave a short statement as to how this bill came into 
being. Out of some meeting with the County· Clerks came several suggestions 
The Clerks felt that it made the elections futile with too many names 
on the ballot. 

Mr. Demers felt that the way the bill is written, these people can either 
be appointed or elected. 

Mr. Howard stated that the bill was written to keep the ballot from 
being too long, but he felt the bill would not really change anything. 

Mr. Demers announced the next order of business would be A.B. 508 
which makes various changes in state election laws . 

Mr. Howard stated this bill was generated because of the circumstance 
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of the statewide recount. He stated that Section 7, page 2 is one 
of the most significant parts of the bill. He also said he felt it 
is important that officials do not have to go to courts in order to 
get opinions. The bill also requires that a candidate demand the 
recount. 

Mrs. Wagner asked what is considered as a distinguishing mark on a 
ballot. It was stated that people should be instructed on distinguishing 
marks when they are doing a recount. 

Mr. Swackhamer felt that there should be a broader examination of 
Section 7 of the Bill. 

Mr. Heaney inquired whether a recount meant with a computer or with 
a hand recount. Mr. Swackhamer stated it meant with a hand recount. 
Mr. Demers stated another bill would cover this point and possibly 
it should not be discussed at this time. 

Mr. Heaney stated that the reason he brought this up was because of 
a number of ink spots that were on the votes in the Reid-Laxalt race. 
He suggested an amendment to read good faith for the words reasonable 
man. 

Mr. Demers stated the next order of business would be A.B. 520. He 
stated the reason for this bill was brought up by Assemblyman Roy 
Young. Mr. Young earlier stated that ballots were being turned in 
as late as three days after the election. Mr. Howard said that they 
had experience a little trouble with a precinct 110 miles away, but 
really no great problem. 

Mr. Demers stated the next order of business would be A.B. 521. This 
bill authorizes write-in candidates at primary and general elections. 

Mr. Heaney stated that this bill was brought up at the suggestion of 
Mr. Klasic of the Attorney General's Office. He stated he also dis
cussed this bill with Mr. Colton. 

Mr. Klasic stated this bill was related to the Lubin-Parrish decision. 
This is the case of an indigent candidate of the people not coming 
through with a filing fee. In California, you must pay a filing fee. 
The Supreme Court said this was unconstitutional to demand a fee if 
a person cannot afford to pay. In Nevada, we require any candidate 
to pay $5. filing fee. Mr. Klasic felt that we should make write-ins 
permissible. 

Mr. Klasic said other stated had not done much along these lines. Mr. 
Demers stated that in many states if a person wishes to run, he must 
attain a certain number (100 or so names) in a petition. 

Mr. Colton stated in California, some candidates must pay 1% of their 
annual salary in order to file for election. In the Parrish case, it 
states only if you cannot afford it. 

dmayabb
Asm
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Mr. Colton stated that there were no practical problems as far as 
he was concerned with a write-in candidate. However, he felt that 
the bill was too minimal and is written too loosely. The way the 
bill is now, needs more work. 

Mr. Howard stated that he received a letter 
Phoenix and Mr. Colton indicated that there 
write in votes. Mr. Howard stated that the 
mendous amount of weight on electionrnight. 
registrar has said that 80% of their time is 
in candidates. 

from the registrar in 
were no problems with 
press carried a tre-

He stated that the 
spent counting write-

Mr. Smith stated that he was against the write-in vote. He stated 
that there is a deadline for filing a candidacy. He said that the 
voter must be given a chance to know who the candidate is. For, 
if you are going to eliminate the filing fee, there must be some 
safeguards. 

Mr. Demers stated the next order of business would be A.B. 542. 
This bill calls for the provision of voters' pamphlets. 

Mr. Murphy passed out the State of Washington's voter pamphlet which 
will be included in the minutes. 

Mr. Murphy stated that the pamphlet defines what the voter will be 
voting for as well as a description of the candidates. It also 
has a provision for an absentee ballot. Mr. Murphy stated that the 
Committee might consider deleting Section 10 through 16. He stated 
he hoped the Committee would pass this bill and send it along to the 
Ways and Means Committee. This pamphlet would allow voters to know 
more specifically what they are voting for. The candidate pays $200. 
for a full page ad of himself; $100 for half a page; and $50 for a 
quarter of a page. 

Mr. Murphy stated that this pamphlet had been very successful in 
Oregon and Washington. These are used only in the general elections. 
Mr. Chaney inquired as to the cost of the pamphlet. Mr. Murphy said 
it could run between twelve to twenty-five thousand dollars. Part 
of that expense would be in mailing. He stated this would not conflict 
with the sample ballot. 

Mr. Colton stated that on page 8, lines 4 and 5 could be deleted. The 
cost of bulk mailing was discussed which could be $15. a thousand or 
6 1/10¢ for the bulk rate. 

Mr. Demers stated that the bill should be sent out as it is to Ways 
and Means as they will probably delete much of it. Mr. Vergiels felt 
the bill should be pared down before going to Ways and Means. 

Mr. Ashworth suggested that if there are any amendments, the committee 
should have them put in now, and have it in perfect form before it is 
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The meeting was adjourned at 9:35 a.m. Mr. Demers announced the 
meeting would continue at 12:45 p.m. on this same day. 

The meeting was called to order at 12:55 by Mr. Demers. The same 
members were present at this meeting with Mr. Sena and Mr. Young agsent. 

Mr. Demers stated the first order of business would be A.B. 570. 

Mr. Swackhamer spoke and said he would first like to address himself 
to A.B. 542. He stated that he had contacted Washington, Oregon and 
California to get opinions on the pamphlet. He stated that Governor 
Jerry Brown had come up with a good idea of getting a political writer 
(an out of state person) to write out the bill, resolutions etc. that 
are to be considered in laymans language. Mr. Swackhamer stated he 
had a person who could do this type of writing in California and his 
name is George Murphy of the legislative council in California. 

Mr. Swackhamer stated that part of the problem with A.B. 570 was that 
a candidate could come in and file to run for the supreme court although 
he did not necessarily have to run against someone else. Mr. Demers 

- asked if the candidates should run at large. Mr. Swackhamer said,,"no". 

• 

There was considerable discussion on the amendments of this bill, 
concerning Section 3, 4 and 5. On page 4, line 19, it was agreed to 
change third to read second. It was pointed out by Mr. Colton that 
he had encountered some difficulty with relatives running against 
each other in Bunkerville. 

On page 3, line 23, Mr. Heaney inquired what the term certificate of 
candidacy meant. It was explained that independent candidates files 
for a certificate of candidacy. Mr. Swackhamer stated that fhe filing 
would be different because the signatures the independent must get might 
be challenged. Mr. Swackhamer stated the independent paid the same 
filing fee as any other candidate. 

Mr. Swackhamer stated that Section 6 was requested by the County 
Clerks. 

Mr. Colton stated he would like to see some of the present precincts 
combined, especially for a presidential election. In Section 6, line 
7, Mr. Heaney suggested that the word shall be changed to may. Mr. 
Demers asked Mr. Colton if he preferred different wording and he stated, 
"no". He stated what he mainly was interested in was combining precincts 
into districts. 

Mr. Swackhamer stated he would like some authority to interpret the 
laws but at the same time, he did not want dictorial power. Presently, 
he stated there were too many people interpreting for candidates as 

dmayabb
Asm



.. 

• 

Elections Committee 
April 15, 1975 

-5-

to filing fees; whether they file or not etc. 

Mr. Demers felt that the Committee should refer back to A.B. 294 
and use the same wording as to the Secretary of States' powers. 
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Mr. Swackhamer stated that there are constantly things coming up 
that are not covered by the law and they are having to continually 
go to court to interpret the law. Mr. Swackhamer stated that on 
page 6; line 5, the clerks had requested this.· Mr. Swackhamer 
stated that Section 12 was given for uniformity. 

In Section 13, it was agreed that the word punchboard should be 
changed to punchcard. On lines 39 and 42, the days should be changed 
to 25 days. 

Mr. Swackhamer stated that page 7, line 45 was very important and 
he felt that the Committee should not rush through this bill. Mr. 
Swackhamer stated there had been some difficulty with a request 
for two recounts (Harry Reid and BeverlyJHarrell). Mr. Swackhamer 
stated that they had to call off one recount. He also stated it would 
make sense to pro-rate the cost of the recount. 

Mr. Colton stated that the rejection of the ballot does not mean the 
entire ballot. It was agreed that Section 19, line 25 should have 
some other language. 

The meeting adjourned at 1:40 p.m. Mr. Demers stated the Committee 
would meet again tomorrow ,{April 16), Wednesday at 12: 45 p.m. 

All members of the Committee were present on Wednesday at 12:45 for 
a continued meeting. 

A discussion was held on A.B. 570 and its amendments. Mr. Demers 
stated he would present the amended bill to the bill drafters and 
then bring it back for the Committee's approval. 

A.B. 507. A motion was made to pass by Mr. Young and seconded by Mr,.: 
Heaney. All members of the Committee voted "no" except Mr. Young and 
Mr. Heaney. The bill was "killed". A motion was made by Mr. Heaney 
and seconded by Mr. Young to reconsider the bill as amended. All 
members voted unanimously for the bill as amended. A motion was 
made by Mrs. Wagner and seconded by Mr. Sena to pass the bill as 
amended. 

A.B. 508. A motion was made to pass as amendeq by Mr. Sena and seconded 
by Mr. Heaney. All members voted unanimously for the bill. 

A.B. 520. A motion was made to indefinitely postpone this bill by Mr. 
Demers, and seconded by Mrs. Wagner. Meeting adjourned at 1:35 p.m . 

Attachments as requested: Al!, 542 fa) 
by Committee members. PrJ'R t./ (2) 

fl/¼11 
/1~41 
fl~21 
frtJS20 

Respectful½'~b~~t"t7d, 

t,,-{ijf.{~ar'f~ Secretary 

dmayabb
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HEARING • 155 

ELECTIONS 
COMMIITEE ON ............................................................................................... -

April 15, 1975 . 8:00 A.M. R 336 
Date .......................................... TIDle .............................. oom .............................. . 

Bill or Resolution 
to be considered 

A. B. 507 

A. B. 508 

A. B. 520 

A. B. 521 

A. B. 542 

A. B. 570 

Subject 

Requires County Commissioners to provide for 
appointment instead of election of board of 
trustees of any general improvement district 
furnishing television or water facilities. 

Makes various changes in state election laws. 

Requires delivery of ballots to county clerk 
by midnight. 

Authorizes write in candidates at primary 
and general elections. 

Provides for voter pamphlet. 

Revises provisions relating to elections. 

ACTION TAKEN AT 4/8/75 MEETING 

/A.B. 

yA.B. 

j/'A.B. 

VA.B. 

V A.B. 

VACR 

vAJR 

416 

434 

458 

467 

499 

41 

19 

amend and do pass 

amend and do pass 

tabled due to provisions in 
amendment to A.B. 294. 

do pass 

tabled due to· provisions in 
amendment to A.B. 294. 

do pass 

held pending clarification. 

,xhib,h o.+- u.A o+- rninlAk.s iN-l"'-de: 

A6 54).; (J) 
A1R- 4 (i) 
M .5J.I 

A~zl-1 
II~ .:l.4 
f/65)0 
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ASSEMBLYMA.N 

DISTRICT No. 28, RENO 

100 N. ARLINGTON AVE. 
RENO, NEVA.DA 89501 

Nevada Legislature 
FIFTY-EIGHTH SESSION 

April 3, 1'175 

A. B. 542 FACT SHEET 

An act relating to elections; providing for the production and distri
bution of a voters' pamphlet; 

The voters' pamphlet shall contain: 
The condensation of each measure to be voted upon statewide. 
The entire text of all measures to be voted upon statewide at the 
general election. 

Photographs, biographical data and statements of the candidates 
including U.S. Senate, U.S. Representative, Governor, Lt. Governor, 
Secretary of State, State Treasurer, State Controller, Attorney 
General, State Senator, State Assemblyman and Justice of the State 
Supreme Court candidates. 

A voting checklist. 
An application form for a general election absentee ballot. 

ESTIMATED COST would be $12,500 to $25,000. (Two fiscal notes will 
be drafted.) 

This pamphlet was designed after the State of Washington's voter 
pamphlet. It has been modified for Nevada. 

COMMENTS 

Probably the most important facet is that it will include proposed 
contitutional amendments as well as referendum. It will include a 
statement for, a rebuttal to that statement, a statement against, 
and a rebuttal to that statement. 

The statewide ballot issues are probably the most important items 
on the ballot. However we find a tremendous dropoff in the number 
of those who vote for U.S. Senator, for example, and those who vote 
on constitutional amendments. Part of the problem is that the average 
person does not understand the ballot issues as they are complex and 
they do not receive a great deal of public attention. Hopefully, a 
better informed voter will feel more confident in voting on constitutiona 
amendments than previously. 

By placing statewide candidates in the pamphlet with a photograph, bio-· 
graphical information, and personal statement by the candidate we can 
provide an opportunity for each voter to study the candidates in some 
depth at D,eir convenience. (The voters' pamphlet would be in addition 
to the current sample ballot.) 
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Page Two 
A. B. 542 Fact Sheet 
From Assemblyman Murphy 
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It will also allow a candidate in the election to get good coverage 
with a minimal expense. And at a time when the public has indicated 
a desire to remove the heavy use of money in campaigns by individuals, 
this voters' pamphlet could be a good alternative. 
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STATE OF NEVADA 

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
SUPREME COURT BUILDING 

CARSON CITY 81i17O1 

f-1.J,/<;.y 

ROBERT LIST 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 

April 15, 1975 

., 

Honorable Robert E. Heaney 
Nevada State Assemblyman 
Nevada Legislature 
Carson City, Nevada 89701 

Dear Mr. Heaney: 

You 
4 proposes to 
Constitution. 
vides, in its 

have stated that Assembly Joint Resolution No. 
amend Article 2, Section 9 of the Nevada 

This constitutional provision currently pro
pertinent parts: 

"Every public officer in the State of 
Nevada is subject, as herein provided, 
to recall from office by the regis
tered voters of the state, or of the 
county, district, or municipality, from 
which he was elected. For this purpose 
a number of registered voters not less than 
twenty-five per cent (25%) of the number 
who actually voted in the state or in the 
county, district or municipality electing 
said officer, at the preceding general 
election, shall file their petition, in 
the manner herein provided .... " 

Assembly Joint Resolution No. 4 would amend Article 2, 
Section 9 of the Nevada Constitution to read as follows: 

"Every public officer in the State of 
Nevada is subject, as herein provided, 
to recall from office by the regis
tered voters of the state, or of the 
county, district, or municipality, from 
which he was elected. For this purpose 
a number of registered voters not less than 
twenty-five per cent (25%) of the number 
who actually voted in the state or in the 
county, district or municipality electing 
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such officer, at the last preceding state
wide general election:-sflall file their 
petition, in the manner herein provided 
.... " (Underlining indicates new words) 

164 

The most significant change in this amendment is the addition 
of the word "statewide" before the words "general election". 

You have requested advice on two (2) questions 
dealing with Article 2, Section 9 of the Nevada Constitution. 
The first question relates to the meaning of the words 
"general election". You wish to know whether this term 
refers to the statewide November election or whether it 
applies to the particular election at which state, county, 
district or municipal officials are specifically elected. 
In the case of municipalities, for example, this election 
takes place on a different date from the November statewide 
general election. In other words, you wish to know whether 
the addition of the word "statewide" to Article 2, Section 9 
of the Nevada Constitution by Assembly Joint Resolution No. 
4 merely clarifies the term "general election" or whether it 
creates a new standard for identifying the number of people 
needed to sign a recall petition. 

Article 2, Section 9 of the Nevada Constitution 
has been previously amended only once before. This con
stitutional provision originally read as follows: 

"Every public officer in the State of 
Nevada is subject, as herein provided, 
to recall from office. by the qualified 
electors of the state, or of the county, 
district, or municipality, from which 
he was elected. For this purpose, 
not less than twenty-five per cent (25%) 
of the qualified electors who vote in 
the state or in the county, district, 
or municipality electing said officer, 
at the preceding election, for justice 
of the suerem:e court, shall file their 
petition in the manner herein provided 

" (emphasis added) 

The means of determining the number of persons 
needed to sign a recall petition was, therefore, tied to the 
election of a supreme court justice. The reason for choosing 
the office of justice of the supreme court for this purpose 
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was because, in 1912 when Article 2, Section 9 was added to 
the Constitution, this office was the only state office to 
which a candidate was elected every two (2) years. See 
Attorney General's Opinion No. 4 of January 13, 1917. As 
can be seen, it was the intent of the Legislature which 
originally proposed Article 2, Section 9, to determine the 
number of names on a recall petition by referring to the 
statewide November election. This was the only election at 
which a justice of the supreme court could be chosen. 

In 1970, however, Article 2, Section 9, was amended 
into its present form. The words "qualified electors" were 
changed to read "registered voters'' and the words "at the 
preceding election, for justice of the supreme court" were 
changed to read "at the preceding general election11

• The 
hearings in the Assembly Judiciary Committee, when this 
proposed amendment was introduced in 1967, indicate that the 
amendment was sponsored by the Legislative Counsel Bureau. 
The Bureau was concerned only with changing the words "qualified 
electors" to the words "registered voters''. Mr. Russ McDonald 
of the Bureau explained that several Nevada Supreme Court 
cases had ruled that a qualified elector did not necessarily 
mean a registered voter. Therefore, it would be difficult, 
if not impossible, to determine how many qualified electors 
there were in the state for the purposes of determining how 
many names were necessary on the recall petition since there 
was no listing of all qualified electors. On the other 
hand, registered voters were listed on voter-registration 
rolls and therefore, he urged that the Nevada Constitution 
should be amended to tie recall petitions to the number of 
registered voters. The Assembly Judiciary Committee, how-
ever, also decided that it would drop the words "for justice 
of the supreme court" from the constitutional provision. It 
would then add the word "general" to the words "at the 
preceding election" in order to differentiate between a 
primary and a general election. See Minutes of the Assembly 
Committee on the Judiciary, 54th Session, February 8, 1967, 
attached hereto. 

When the Assembly Judiciary Committee's amendment 
was voted upon in the Assembly on. j' ebruary 10, 1967, the 
chairman of the committee, Mr. Wocffter, made the following 
comments on the Assembly floor, which was recorded and is 
currently stored with the State Archives: 
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~ 
"The original bill, "said Mr. WooJter, 11 

was requested by the Legislative Counsel 
to clarify the law regarding the recall 
of public officers in the constitution. 
When it was introduced in the com
mittee, we suggested two' changes which 
Mr. McDonald agreed would be an improve
ment upon the bill. The first is to add 
'general' to the word 'election' so that 
we know which election we're talking 
about. The second is to delete the 
words 'justices of the supreme court' 
so that we are talking about the 
total vote cast in each election". 
(emphasis supplied) 

1GC 

This reasoning was further explained on the 
Assembly floor during the next session of the Legislature 
when this proposed amendment had been reintroduced. On 
February 13, 1969, as the recorded floor debate now stored 
with the State Archives shows, Mr. Kean explained the pro
posed amendment prior to the vote on the amendment in the 
following words: 

"The bill basically refers to those 
people who can sign a petition for 
the recall of a public officer .... 
It used to read as 'qualified elector'. 
A 'qualified elector' is a rather 
nebulous term and it is rather hard 
to distinguish who 'qualified electors' 
are. Worse than that, it's harder to · 
say how many 'qualified electors' there 
are. In order to make the term more 
specific, we are asking that the public 
concur with us to changing to a more 
specific way and to ... referring to 
those who actually voted in the last 
election ... those who can count 
and we can determine exactly .... 

"We are also changing the reference to 
drop the justices of the supreme court 
and the number of voters voting for. 
Now .let me explain that. Many times 
the justice of the supreme court is a 
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noncontroversial election. There may 
be only one man running and many 
people will not vote for that office 
because it is a non-contested office. 
Therefore, we are asking the public to 
agree with us again in changing it to 
a specific number, to be more 
representative of the number of people 
who vote. That would be the number who 
actually voted. And I ask for your 
aye vote on this resolution." 

As was earlier stated, Article 2, Section 9 of the 
Nevada Constitution originally tied the question of determining 
the number of persons necessary to sign a recall petition to 
the statewide November election. It seems clear from the 
above legislative history of the 1970 amendment to Article 
2, Section 9, that it was not the intent of the Legislature, 
by dropping the words "for justice of the supreme court", to 
change this means of determining the number of persons 
necessary to sign a recall petition from the statewide 
November election to whatever election that a state, county, 
district or municipal officer was elected. It was felt that 
not all the persons who voted at a statewide November election 
voted in the supreme court justice race. To eliminate this 
problem and to insure that all the people who voted at the 
statewide November election were counted for the purpose of 
determining a recall petition, in other words, the total 
vote cast, the words "justice of the supreme court" were 
dropped from Article 2, Section 9, and the word "general1

' 

was added to that section. 

Accordingly, it is the opinion of this office that 
the term "general election", as used in Article 2, Section 9 
of the Nevada Constitution, means the November statewide 
election. Therefore, Assembly Joint Resolution No. 4, by 
adding the word "statewide" to the words "general election" 
does not change the number of persons needed for a recall 
petition, but merely clarifies the actual meaning of Article 
2, Section 9. 

Your second question, regarding Article 2, Section 
9 of the Nevada Constitution, refers to the words "For this 
purpose a number of registered voters not less. than twenty
five percent (25%) of the number who actually voted in the 
state, county, district or municipality electing said officer, 
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at the preceding general election, shall file their petition 
in the manner herein provided .... ". You.wish to know 
whether this means that a recall petition should contain the 
names of not less than twenty-five percent (25%) of the 
registered voters who actually voted in the state or in the 
county, district or municipality for the officer being 
recalled, or whether it means that the recall petition 
should contain the names of the number equal to twenty-five 
percent (25%) of the registered voters within the state or 
in the county, district, or municipality who voted at the 
last preceding general election. 

. The legislativ~Jhistory, as reflected in the 
recorded words of Mr. WooJter and Mr. Kean quoted above, 
clearly indicate that the legislative intent was to tie 
recall petitions to the total number of persons who voted at 
the last preceding general election and not merely to those 
who voted for a particular official at that election. Thus, s~ . Yir. Woo...,ter was quoted on February 10, 1967, as saying on 
the Assembly floor, "The second [reason] is to delete the 
words 'justices of the supreme court 1 · so that we are talking 
about the total vote cast in each election."· Mr. Kean 
stated, in his recorded cmmnents on the Assembly floor on 
February 13, 1969, "Therefore, we are asking the .public to 
agree with us again in changi:ng it [Article 2, Section 9] to 
a specific number, to be more representative of the number 
of people who vote. That would be the number who actually 
voted." 

Accordingly, it is the opinion of this office that 
Article 2, Section 9 of the Nevada Constitution requires 
that a recall petition should contain the names of not less 
than twenty-five percent (25%) of the registered voters 
within the state or in the county, district, or municipality 
affected who voted at the last preceding statewide general 
election. · 

DK:rmf 

Sincerely, 

ROBERT LIST 
At torn General 

By: 
Donald Klasic 
Deputy Attorney General 
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Meetins co.::~2nced at 9:15 A.~. 

Torvinea, Schouwei~er 

to ~~alifications 

?ar2i o:1e am2ni=ent, hecaus2 ic did not ?arallel so2e of c~e Supre~e Co~rt cases. 
T~.2 p:i..-0::,le::1 is C-1.0;-l G.o yo:.i :-::.2.2.2.-c.:--e 1:-;ho is 2.. ½_:.:ali£ied elec:~or -:-:i."'..2:1 )"OJ. g2t c::e:. of 
t~ese petitions? You auto~atically go ~o r2;iscer2~ ro~!s hu= ~2.ybe the n~=e teas 
r..ot c.;.:i?ear oa t':::e rolls a:ii y2c the -pe-:s0:1 is a c;_:..:2.lified elector h2.vir..g ;::2.:: .:c.11 
the rec;_uire~ents, sue~ as length of resi~ar..ce, etc. Ho~eve=, t~e fact t~at yo;.: 
are a regiscered voter d.oes sean that you are a ~ualified elector. T~e Co~scitutio~ 
is t:agrC-4~at ical <~i1d ~ot clear on t:~is pv~::::. If you use the t-:orG.s 11 ~i'"'iat ,roceC. i:: 
the last election11 it .::s.l<::es this require:-:..ec1.c clear. 

- }:r. ~il0recr',t suggested. using "geaeral election11
• 

• 

Mr. XcDonall ~entioned thac in many cases the prinary election is not considered. an 
ele:tio~,. If the co:;;r.,ittee is going to t2.:<::2 fr.e Justice of t:1.2 Su:-ire~e Co;.:.:::c OLt 2:1d 
substi..::ute so;:r:eching else t:7.ey .c:ay r,eed to cl2.:::ify it ~:iit:e. a bit. Tc..e "ge:-:eral 
electio~• see~ed to Xr. McDo~ald to be the best solutio~. 

:.-:r. Sr.-1ack;J.c..~.:2.~ sa.icl t~2..t :_~ \•le cha:-.;e t:-' .. e v ... o~cdi-c!.g fro:-1 11 q~ 3.11.z-1.cc_ elec~ors:• t·l--~ 2:-e. 
diminishing the nu~ber th2.c could be co~~:ec. Would 25% st:ill be a proper fi~;.:.re? 
Mr. Xc~oaald said that figLrc should still be all right. 

}Ir. Lm-r.nan said that a ge~erz.1. election in a c_icy is not necessarily tne sc:...-::.e as a 
general election in the cou:-:ty. Will cher2 be a problem here? 

r-,;:L Vooster said we hav2 h2.d suggestio,1s £or a~.:2:1:.l:-:ient which 1;-1::>uld be to del;:;te "t:;.e. 
Justice of t::he Supreme Cou:::t 11 2.nd substitute "general election11 

Mr. Hilhrecht moved 
a Do ?ass. 

that t;:e bill be a~en~ed according to the suggestions 

Motion passed unanimously 

Propo~es constitutional a~end~cnc to allov new courts to be ere.aced by l~w. 

:-:::. ~-.7oos~:e:.- :>z:i.O. t:-:.at t~c c:u2stioa on t~1i_~; is \·.<-L,2t:-.2r oi:- not tl1is pro?osec <-~~(:::'..C.:-..:~::t 
WGL:1G U.l I <)·, . .r ~i1.2 lc:.;islc1cu~2 to \•li~l1~:...~C1".: ~-~'2 .Ju.-cis(:~ction U.L the Jistri.cc. Co~:.-cc. 

It woul~ not be ?Ossible to sec up a 
there were 2lrea~y 0~2. The legislatu~e ?revicusly s~i~ced 

~ CC -- ~~-~c..-L:.~,~ t~n li~.,.~t~~1.·ons of t~e Co~sticut~O~ CO ~G;-:.,_:: Q.._:1,c_;_- 1i..~ .. L u.._._ .._. • - 1.1.- --· .... .._.,.._ 
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REGISTRAR OF VOTERS DAVID L;HOWARD 
REGISTRAR 

P. 0. BOX ~:&,c • 

11130 
RENO, NEVADA~ 

89510 

785-4194 

R-8.5J-I 

Nevada State Assembly 
Election Committee 
58th Session 
Carson City, Nevada 

Dear Sirs: 

March 25, 1975 

Attached find a copy of a letter from James H. Shumway, 
Deputy Director of Elections for Maricopa County, Arizona 
indicating his county's disenchantment-with the "write-in" 
provisions of the Arizona Election code. 

It's quite explicit that "write-in" voting is a tremendous 
administrative burden to election officials and consequently an 
inordinate and unnecessary fiscal burden for the taxpayers. 

A legislation provision for "write-in" voting in the State 
of Nevada will result in: 

1. A drastic increase in election costs (5-15% of 
total election budget is not unrealistic); 

2. A disappointing increase in election night 
processing time much to the chagrin of candidates, 
news media and the general public; and 

3. Complicating a relatively simple election code, 
notwithstanding its archaic structure. 

It has been argued that certain legal action will result if 
provisions for write-in voting are ignored. My humble experience 
with legal action concerning elections indicates that anything is 
possible but few things certain. 

I urge you to dismiss any legislation providing for write-in 
voting for the State of Nevada. 

David L. Howard, Registrar 
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102 County Administ(ation Bldg. 111 S. 3rd Avenue. Phoenix, Arizona 85003 

DAVID J, NICOL., DIREC:"l'OR · . JAMES H, SHUMWAY, DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

.. March 20, 1975 

'RECEIVED 
Mr. Dave Howard 
Registrar'of Vote~s 

MAR 24 9 sg AH •75 

Washoe County ., 
I· P.O. Box 11130 .. · 

Reno, Nevada 89510. 

Dear Mr. Howard: 
/ 

In reply to our recent telephone conversation regarding write-in voting I am enclo
sing excerpts from our Arizona Revised Statutes and in this correspondence will 
explain Maricopa County's experience with punch card voting and the write-in yote. 

Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S.) 16-1025 requires that an electronic voting system. 
allow for the elector to vote for any person of his choice whether or not he be 

anominated as a candidate. A.R.S. 16-551 and 16-571 are restrictive in nature as 
Wto validity of the write-in and number of votes required, respectively. The 

most recent addition to A.R.S. is 16-301.01 which causes the prospective wri~e-in 
candidate to file a paper of intent on the Friday before the election. · 

In ·order to comply with write-in provisions referenced above the following 
sequence .of events have been established in Maricopa County. 

I 

1. Provide filing papers to political parties and individuals and receiv~\, 
such filings when presented or mailed to Election office. · \ \'; 

2. Compile list of write-in candidates by precinct to distribute to 
appropriate election board (write-in tally board). 

3. Instruct the ballot inspection boards in· the procedure for determining 
an overvote when a write-in is received and see that the board.performs 
this function el~ction night as the ballots are received.· 

4. Instruct as many boards as deemed necessary to function as write-in 
Tally Boards, using the verified list compiled in (2.) above. 

5. Manually combine the Tally of write-ins to the computer generated tally.,_. 

6. Provide for the breaking of ties in the tally because usually a small vote 
takes p'lace among· write-ins and ties are prevalent. 

7. Check each tally of write-ins to insure they meet the criterion established 
in A.R.S. 16-571 which requires that candidates must receive a specified 
number.of votes. 

j 
t 
l 



,.. ,. • • 
I you see Dave, the write~in process is very demanding in both time and personnel. 

e have found that if we could eliminate the write~in checking at the ballot 
inspection board we could cut down the number of boards required by around 20%. 
At present we use 65 boards. The most important factor in obtaining efficient 
ballot tally is _the through-put time of our processing boards and the elimination 
of the write-in feature in Arizona would substantially enhance our current 
procedures. 

If I can be of further help to you in explaining the write-in feature of an 
election system please call anytime. It's a pleasure to share our experiences 
with fellow election officials and I'm·sure it can only benefit those we serve, 
the general public.· 1 

ENCL. 
:ms/cs 

·e 

' 

• 1 ,· 

• I 

i 
i 

'\' 
,··:..:•. 

Sincerely, 

0,L~ 
~~ H. Shumway 

Deputy Director of Elections. 

• I 

I 
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ROBERT E. HEANEY 
AssEMDLYMAN 

WASHOE: COUNTY, Pl STRICT No, 26 

COMMITTE:ES 

MEMBER 

JUDICIARY 

ELECTIONS 

• 

-
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to STATE STREET, su:rE 302 
RENO, N;;VADA 89501 

Nevada Legislature 

Mr. Don Klassic 

FIFTY-EIGHTH SESSION 

April 14, 1975 

Deputy Attorney General 
Attorney General Central Office 
Supreme Court Building 
Carson City, NV 89701 

Re: A.J.R. 4 - Recall of Public Officers 

Dear Don: 

Pursuant to our conversation last week, the 
Assembly Elections Com.~ittee would very much appreciate 
your assistance in resolving the question asked in the 
copy of the accompanying letter to Perry Burnett. 

173 

Unfortunately, Legislative Counsel has not found the 
time to answer the question. The question, simply stated, 
is whether by the addition of "statewide", are we changing 
the number of persons needed for a recall petition or merely 
clarifying what was intended when the Constitutional 
provision for recall was enacted? 

Inasmuch as I understand through conversation with 
Judge Hayes that you have done research in this area of 
inquiry, but your testimony does not appear in the Committee's 
minutes for February 11, we respectfully request the benefit 
of your opinion. 

If you could have an opinion for us before our next 
Elections Committee meeting, April 22, it shall be of great 
assistance. Thank you. 

cl 
Enc 

Sincerely, 

Robert E. Heaney 

cc: Robert List, Attorney General 
Daniel J. Demers, Chairman 
Assembly Election Committee 
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The movie industry had its ~ual bash last 
night to present Oscar awards for everything 
from top acting, directing and film work, to sing
ing, song writing and -costume design - even one 
for "snowing" the public with a thing called a 
documentary. What a travesty dn use of the word. 

The co-producer of the alleged documentary 
on Vietnam proudly announced that "on the eve 
· of the liberation of Vietnam" he was happy to 
read a telegram from a North Vietnamese dele
gate to __ the Paris peace ~nf~nee thanking 
"friends in America" for their support -of the 
~'liberation" movement. ,, . 

Axis Sally and Tokyo Rose were just about 
30 years ahead of their time or they, too, might 
have been nominated for Oscars by "friends in, 

America" who thrive on ''new direction" no mat
ter where it might lead us. 

V U V 

There are many members of the 1975 session of 
the Nevada State Legislature who were not around 
away back in 1971 when the session approved Assem
bly Concurrent Resolution No. 20 directing the Legis
lative Commission to study the election laws of the 
state and to report back to the 1973 session. 

Under the able direction of Assemblyman Darrel!l 
..., ... ·eyer (presently speaker pro tema>ore of the lower 
house), the study was conducted and parti_cipating in 
sessions held in Reno and Las Vegas were members of 
both houses along with t;hen Secretary of State John 
Koontz, a number of county election officials, and pub
lic representatives. 

The differences of opinion were many and varied 
on proposed changes, but the comiroittee did hammer 
out some recomJmendations and Dreyer duly made his ' 
report to the 57th session. Unfortunately, some of 
the legislators who worked hard on the study were 
not back in 1973 (by direction cxf the voters), there 
wei,-e new faces in some of the county courthouses, and 
ilhe makeup of the legislature had changed consider
a:bly. 

Many of the new legislators (and some of the old 
ones) had fixed and firm opinions of their awn, study 
or no study. As us.ual, there were some amendments 
to the election laws approved, but the laws wer~ not 
necessarily improved. So, at this 1975 session, there 
has been introduced ACR 24 which "Directs Legis-1 
lative Commission to study the state election laws 
and to make a report of the results of the study with, _ 
ri:ieommendations for proposed legislation to the next 

gJ~r ·se$,SiOn of ·the Leg:Lslatqre." 

W,,.tbh'".r:rl]Jb,t be a good'iiffa; ~·xF,....... the resent ,,c-·, . . "·. ·- .. ' ' ,. ' . : •' . ' ,, ' p 
sessiqij/: •~~: ~ kill <>t sensil'Jly tllme:tid most of.ttl) 
bills introduced tllis year to malte cbang,es in the ~e'c
tion laws, because, if some of them slip 'through there :r 
wiU be more confusion at the next genera{ electlion N 

' ~ 
(and next recQunt) than ever before. The number of -:J 

lbills pertaining to elections are coming from all direc- <;.t: 

tions and, quite understandaJbly, some totaHy contra-
dict others. Among these are: , 

Assembly Bill 508 proposes ceritain amendments 
designed to clarify disputable points in existing law,. 
induding recount procedure. But the new definition~ • 
''Recount" means a retabulation of ballots cast in any 
primary or general election in the same manner as 
such ballots were originally tabul-ated. 

Good grief, having witnessed the nit~picking in 
the Laxalt-Cannon recount and later in the Reid-Lax
alt recount, some "official ~11-Qervers" wQuld demand i 
that every contest from TJ'. S. Seriat~r to constable be I 
retabulated, as a delaying tactic ind also to run up the 
cost on the candidate seeking the recount. ,Some
where in that definition the "recount" should be re
stricted to the particular race (or races) for which the 
recount is being held. 

.Another section of AB 508 seeks to spell out 
whether a ballot bearing a "distinguishing mark" 
should be rejected. So far, so good, but along comes 
AB 521 which wo,uld permit "write-in" voting in Ne
vada. Anyone want to argue with a criminologist or 
a bank teller that a person's hand writing is not a, 

"distinguishing m,ark ?" 
Not mentioned in AB 521 is how the poll and tally 

books are to be made -up, to, provide space (an unknown 
quamtity) for recording the vote given one or 521 
write-in candidates. Or what the counting board is 
supposed to do n it cannot decipher the name of the 
person for whom a ''write-in" vote was cast. This is 
one bill tha,t should be directed to a "study" group. 

. We don't know whether AB 520 was offered as a 
gag, but it has a "Cinderella" theme by requiring 
that aH election materials including VOTED BALLOTS 
and tally books, be returned to the county clerk ''by 
midnight of election day." Someone should offer an 
am'endment to that biU restricting the number of 
voters who can vote on e'lection day to "a safe mini
mum to insure that all ballots will be counted pri6r ,to 
midnight." AB 520 shouldn't require any further 
''study." 

One bill that does need a great dea:l of study - i 

and cost research - is Assembly Bill 542 which bears i 
the simple summary: "Provides for voters' pamphlet." 
This is a gimm,ick that was "sold" in some other states 
to '4better inform" the voting public about the "ques
tions" that appear on the ba'Hot (usually proposed 
amendments to the state constitution). 

California went for this pitch a· few years back 
and now it is stuck with an unlbelievable waste oif tax
payers money. In. the 1974 general election, 'the 

( Continued on Page 4) 
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• J A·SPER 
(Oonttnued from Page l) , - . 

"'pamphlet" to ""ex:pl.ain"' 17 questio!l$ : on 1ithe ·· pallot 
compriSed 94 pages (page size 9xl2)~ .. &Ji.~~Q()tli the 
.book size and wording woU'ld make an income, tax re
turn and iastruet~n: booklet seem simple by compari
son. The cost for printing 11 ¾ million copies'amount
•ed to $900,000; trucking charges to ea<;h co.unty seat 
were no small item, a.nd 'the counties got. stuck for the 
postage to mail a copy to every voter.. . -. 

Not oiµy does AB 542 seek to burqen us with the 
California confusion~ ~ut in addit~on tQ J~:q1?jE:¢~ng the 
voters to all the P1'9 &1J.d con arg.um~Iits: on ball<;>t ques- I 

tons~ it ~rovi·d· e8 ~o. r. ~hi.• S add.ed ~g'-p~easl;U13··· ' :~. ; . I 
·. 'II~ ~M/8 ~ th. offQ of. United ·states ~to,; ~ 

....-,tatfve In c::on,...., gov,emor, lieutenant governor, .ecre
tary · of ,state, state treasurer, state controller, attorney general, 
state tenator, state a~yman and lustlce. o,f_ ~- supreme 
court may Ale with the secretary of state .a writt9ri state,nant 
advocating his c:endidac:y accompanied by biograph~ data and 
a photograph not more than 5 years old and of• size arid qualPty 
Hie secretary of state deems suitable for reprocluctlor, In the 
voters' pamphlet/' 

Candidates for U. S. Senator, Ct:m.gressman and 
Governor can praise themselves up to a limit of 400 
words and get a full page in the pe.m_phlet for $200. 
For a:11 other offices the candidates are limited to 200 i 

words ·and pay- $100 for a hatf page. At today•~ prices 
for printing, postage, addressing and maiiing services, ' 
we're s.ure every candidate would accept a:bargmn like ,; 
that. . · I, · 

An article in Monday nrorni.ng's Reno Journal pre- i1 
sented AB 542 in favorable light and noted the cost -1 

of providing every voter with a ''catalog1' ·would be 1: 
between $12,500 to $25,000. Someone )1~d better ;, 
check the cost of newsprint, the cost, of laQ<>r: in the ·: 
state printing office, and the cost of postage, even at 1 

bulk rate. 1 

',, ' , ,1. '1, '.' i" 

Also in the Journal st.ory was the· sta~ent the J 

. voter would still receive a s&ll:Jl)le ballot prior:to e1ec- ; 
tion. Not according to the very· last ·sentence in AB 
542 which states: · · · · 

• : ' ' i ' : I' ~ 

''The ~ling of $Hl'lple ballots to voters .la. not, required 
when the voters' pamphfet Is maled to them as provided in Sec-
tion 18 of this act." · · 

Yea, iD.<ieedy, there is a need for~ W>,Qf()~h study 
.of tti.e _'election laws, and · espeeially. ;~; .m~ures 
which ~re. t,tlng. offered fiLS M'W' ek!let!tn, ~-( . 

' • ~' 1'' ' ,, ' : ,\ 
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• WM. D, SWACKHAMER 
SECRETARY OF STATE 

STATE OF NEVADA 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

• 

-

• 

• CARSON CITY, NEVADA 89701 

April 7, 1975 

Honorable Daniel J. Demers, Chairman 
Assembly Elections Committee 
Legislative Building 
Carson City, Nevada 89701 

Dear Mr. Demers, 

In reply to your letter of April 2, we have on this 
date, prepared the enclosed letter for the subject 
candidates, which was mailed with noted enclosures. 

I should like to observe that on October 7th and on 
December 6th, we forwarded to the Attorney General 
a list of all the candidates who were not in compli
ance, but did not forward a list of single county 
filings to the appropiate District Attorneys. 

Sincerely, 

i .. ':fo JL 5' 
W ,k•, . .a~..i::,£ /43-~ 

Wm. D. Swackhamer lL 
Secretary of State · 

WDS:brc 
Encl • 

(MRS,) BOBBIE HOWARD 
CHIEF D1:PUTY 

RUSSEi. W, BUTTON 
Dl!PUTY 



WM.D.SWACKHAMER 
SECRETARY OF STATE 

STATE OF NEVADA 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
(MRS.) EOBBIE HOWARD 

CHIEF DEPUTY 

• 

-

• 

Dear Candidate: 

CA_RSON CITY, NEVADA 89701 

April 4, 1975 

Please find enclosed a copy of ACR 41, which requires 
this office to notify enforcement officials of the 
names of legislative candidates who failed to file 
the required reports for the last election. 

Our records indicate that you did not report for the: 

1974 Primary Election------------• 
1974 General Election------------• 

As the resolution sets April 15th as the date we must 
make this report, we are enclosing a blank reporting 
form for your convenience if you would wish to meet 
this deadline. 

We trust this will be of help to you. 

Sincerely, 

Wm. D. Swackhamer 
Secretary of State 

WDS:brc 
Encl • 

RUSSEL W. BUTTON 
DEPUTY 



• //Cl<-~/ 

• Candidate Name District Number Certified No . 
1 1,s 

Mr. .Mark S. Miller ' Churchill & 
3970 Edwards Lane Pershing Co. #37 
Fallon, Nevada 89406 General # 125245 

Mr. Dan Hockenberger Washoe, #31 
643 Pine Meadows Drive, #2 Primary 
Sparks, Nevada 89431 # 125246 

Mr. William N. Denton Washoe, #26 
1690 Radcliff Drive General 
Reno, Nevada 89502 # 125247 

Ms. Joni M. Wassell Clark, #15 
2894 Karen Avenue, Apt. 3 General 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109 # 125249 

Ms. Doris V. Winger Clark, #14 
448 North Clayton Street General 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89110 # 125250 

Mr. Arnold D. McIntosh Clark, #13 
6080 Harrison Drive Primary 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109 # 125251 - Mr. Nicholas A. Costanza Clark, #9 
1622 Phillips Avenue Primary 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89105 # 125252 

Mr. Derreld A. Hallenbeck Clark, #6 
1215 Las Vegas Blvd., North General 
Space 11 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 # 125253 

Mr. Albert L. Dunn Clark, #6 :. 
413 Adams Avenue Primary and 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 General # 125254 

Mr. Paul L. Spiel, III Clark, #2 
1600 Durell Lane General 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 # 125255 

Mr. John Shipp Clark, #1 
5405 Auborn Avenue General 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89108 # 125256 

Mr. Ian Stevens Western Nevada 
P. o. Box 128 Senatorial 
Silver City, Nevada 89428 General # 125257 • Mr. Earl Swift Clark, #6 
1516 McGuire Street Primary 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 # 125260 
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APRIL 4-6 
-U.S.W.A. Sub-Dist. 2 Educa

tion Conference, Pokagon 
State Park, Angola, Indiana 

APRIL 11-13 
-L.C.L.A.A. 1st National Con

Yention, Airport Mariana Ho
tel, Albuquerque, N. M. 

MPRIL 13-14 
w-c.O.P.E. Leadership Confer~ 

cucc, r"ic!;;: -:::vng;:-c.ss Hotel, 
Chicago, Illinois 

APRIL 24-25 
-67th Annual Indiana Pipe 

Trades Convention, Executive 
Inn, Evansville, Indiana 

APRIL 26-27 
-!30th Semi-Annual Typo

Mailer Conference, Holiday 
Inn, Terre Haute, Indiana 

MAY 10 
-Delaware County CLC 

Awards Dinner, Steelworkers 
Hall, Muncie, Indiana 

MAY 15-16 
-Indiana State AFL-CIO Ex

ecutiYe Board Meeting 
-Joint Meeting of Executive 

Board and CLC Presidents, 
Ramada Inn, Greenwood, In
diana 

MAY 16-18 
-Randolph Institute Confer

ence, Baltimore Hilton, Bal
timore, :Maryland 

MAY 16-17 
-U.S.W.A. Sub-Dist. 1 Legis

lative & Education Confer
ence, Pokagon State Park, 

.• Angola, Indiana 
.A Y 22-24 

-State Convention, Carpenters 
and Joiners, Executive Inn, 
Evansville, Indiana 

MAY 23-25 
-AFL-CIO Region #1, Six 

POSTCARD REGISTRATION ... IT WORKS 
Voter registration by -where postcard registra- last comparable off-year." 

postcard has been tried- tion has been adopted il- The increase in registered 
and it works. In every state lustrates the effectiveness voters during 1974 was the 
where the procedure has of the method in enrolling largest such increase since 
been adopted, it has pro- greater numbers of voters. 1962. 
duced more registrants and Minnesota now has the In Maryland, a county 
more participants on elec- most advanced registration option system of registra
tion day. The experience procedures. There, registra- tion by mail was operative 
has !?roved CO~E's Ion~- tion forms may be obtained in 1974 in five areas en
standmg conte~tion ~hat if at public buildings or dis-
t~~ laws make it_ e:isier f?r I tributed by civic groups, compassing 62 percent of 
citizens to participate. rn labor groups and political the state's population. Two 
larger numbers, they will. organizations. The forms addiLiorrn.l counties were 

The challenge now is to must be mailed by the reg- added in January, 1975, 
make postcard registration istrant at least 20 days extending . registration . by 
a national law. The Con- prior to an election. A post- mail to a total of 85 per
gress is expected to get to card is returned to the cent of Maryland's popula
it this year. Last year, the voter, giving the address of tion. In 1974, in the city of 
proposal-by Sen. Gale Mc- the polling place and othe.r Baltimore and in Mont
Gee (D.-Wyo.)-passed the election information. Gov. gomery County, the new 
Senate but was beaten in Wendell Anderson has said procedure increased regis
the House by just six that safeguards against tration by 500 percent. The 
votes. Many of the new- fraud are as effective un- average volume in Balti
comers elected in Novern- der the new system as they more was about 500 regis
ber replaced foes of the bill were under the old law, and trants a month prior to 
and can be expected to sup- no case of suspected fraud mail registration and ~.500 
port it. has been reported. Regis- a nnnth after the new law 

The performance of post- tration _in Minneapolis in- wen-r.- into effect. The 
card registration at the creased m 1974 by about 10 moPthly volume in Mont
state level makes a com- percent over comparable gomery ('')unty increased 
pelling case for adoption as previous election years. from 300 . c;oo. 
a national law. In New Jersey, where a Mail re.\: --~•.tion has 

Increased registration in similar registration . ,w eliminated t~ . _essity for 
three states _ Minnesota was enacted, the govern\li•'d hiring large· i:: .:, · to try, 
Maryland and New Jersey office _has reported. that "in: not. always sue · _· i lly, to 

the six-week period that i>g1~ter the hu:. · . mbers 
State Meeting, Indianapolis, the law was in effect prior of · · ispective 1: . :,· \f who 
Indiana to the close of registration hist, ,ally croy;i,:- :·~ary-

JUNE 18-2l for the general election, lanct · vstratioi~ .,. _; ices on 
-Midwest Labor Press Confer- 135,935 persons registered the bst day before the 

ence, Northern Michigan Uni- l f 
versity, Marquette, Michigan to vote and more than c ose o registration. In 

JULY 28 _ AUG. 1 75,000 by mail. This repre- Montgomery County the 
sents a three-fold increase cost of additional personnel 
over the number of regis- was $34,000 in 1972, com
trations in all of 1970, the pared with $13,000 in 1974. 

-Indiana State AFL-CIO Sum
mer School, Indiana Univer
sity, Bloomington, Indiana 
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ALEXANDRIA N. METSCHER 
NYE COUNTY CLERK 

CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK 

OFFICE OF 

dV ye County C.Le'tk 
NYE COUNTY 

TONOPAH. NEVADA 89049 

8 April 1975 

CODDDittee on Elections 
Assembly-Hevada 
Carson City, Nv 89701 

RE: Assembly Bill No. 520 

Dear CODDDittee: 

This is a protest to this bill in adding the 
phrase "delivered to the county clerk by midnight 
of election day". 

As we are not yet into computerizing our 
election, that phrase will cause a hardship on 
our election boards. The counting of several 
hundred ballots manually takes some time. 

Also, some of the precincts are some miles 
from the courthouse where the clerk's office is 
situated; at 55 miles an hour, it would take 
several hours for the ballots, pollbooks, tally 
lists and election board register to be returned 
to the county clerk by midnight of election day. 

So I objec:Jthe Bill #520 

Very truly yours, 

~;~~ 
Alexandria N. Metscher 
Nye County Clerk 

1.80 
OFFICE PHONE 

482-3330 

P, o. Box 1031 
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ALEXANDRIA N. METSCHER 

COUNTY CLERK 

AND EX-OFFICIO CLERK OF 

THE BOARD 

&taril nf Otnun:tg Otnmmts.aintttr.a 

Nyt <ttnuuty 

ANDREW M. EASON 

ROBERT H. CORNELL 

ROBERT H. RUUD 

.Pr.ti.SJ- 0 

STATE OF NEVADA 

PHONE 482-3330 P. 0. Box 1031 

TONOPAH, 89049 

April 8, 1975 

Honorable Daniel J. Demers 
Chairman, Committee on Elections 
Assembly Chamber 
Legislative Building 
Carson City, Nevada 89701 

Re: A. B. 520 

Dear Mr. Demers: 

The Board of Nye County Commissioners is unalterably 
opposed to the passage of A. B. 520, introduced by the Assembly 
Committee on Elections on April 2, 1975. 

This bill, if enacted, would be impossible to execute 
in Nye County. For example, the Pahrump precincts, two in 
number, are located 170 miles from the county seat. At the 
present time, both of these precincts are near the 400-voter 
limit which, we understand, may now be increased to 600 voters. 
The transportation of these ballots from the Pahrump precincts 
to Tonopah would in itself require more than three hours and, 
since the voting hours are now to be extended to 7:00 p.m., you 
can appreciate that less than two hours would be allowed for 
counting all of the ballots and executing the other requirements 
imposed by law. In the rural counties where paper ballots are 
still in use, the counting of the ballots is seldom completed 
by midnight. To add this requirement would result in a further 
delay in announcing the results because it would be impossible 
to complete the counting, and, for this reason, the counting 
would have to be completed in the County Clerk's office upon 
the arrival of the ballots thus disrupting the entire elective 
process. 

For the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully re
quested that this proposed legislation be defeated. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BOARD OF NYE COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

AME/rt 

By: q~~~ _ __.;;;. .... A...:n..f.d,,;,.rr;;;;.e...;w'--...:M..::.'--E-a'""s-o_n_,.......,c=h-a-1,..1 r_m_a_n __ _ 

cc: Assemblyman Don A. Moody 
Senator Richard E. Blakemore 
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OFFICE OF THE 

STANTON B. COLTON 
Registrar ~'c~\~~,o, ~\ "\\ ~~'c.~~ 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

400 Las Vegas Boulevard South Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 Telephone (702) 382-4982 

Assanblyman Dan Demers 
Legislative Building 
Carson city, Nevada 89701 

Dear Dan: 

April 5, 1975 

I have just completed reading Assembly Bill 542. The initial 
intention of the voter pamphlet, as I presented to Jean Ford 
before the beginning of the 57th session, was extensibly to 
provide information, clear-cut information, for the voter 
in dealing with Constitutional Amendments, and the proposi
tions that appear on the ballot. The addition of an 
absentee ballot request form would seem appropriate if 
the voter pamphlet is mailed out sufficiently in advance 
of the election. 

As the proposed law presently reads, final distribution of 
the voter pamphlet would not have to occur until ten days 
prior to the election. As you are already aware, absentee 
voting ends seven days before the election, therefore, the 
date for mailing out the voter pamphlet should be established 
so that the pamphlet is sent out no later than thirty days 
prior to the election. 

I further believe that Sections 10 through 16 of the bill, 
and anyother information relating to those sections, should 
be removed from this proposed legislation. The justification 
for that request is that the Secretary of State would have 
to prepare too many different voter pamphlets to accommodate 
the various districts throughout the state. 

Section 18, subsection 3, on line 50, the word "may" should 
be changed to "shall". I believe it is the intent of the 
law, as proposed, that the state shall cover the entire cost 
of publication and mail distribution to the voters. The 
word "may", therefore, clouds the possibility of the county 
being reimbursed for the mailing cost. 

Lastly, Page 8, the new subsection 3 of section 23, should 
be deleted. At no time should a voter pamphlet take the 
place of a sample ballot unless the voter pamphlet is 
infact a sample ballot itself . 

~Y• 

STANTON B. COLTON 
Registrar of voters 




