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ASSEMBLY TRANSPORTATION COMMIT.TEE MINUTE-S 
April 24, 1975 

Members Present: 

Members Absent: 
Guests: 

Chairman Glover,. 
Mr. Howard 
Mr. Dini 
Mrs. Hayes 
Mr. Dreyer 
Mr. Jacobsen 
Mr. May 

None 
(See. attached Shee_t)' : 

Chairman Glover called the meeting to order;:-.a.1;:., 4; 10 :r;i\m. He 
an_nounced the purpose of the meeting was tff. try and ,,i;e~qlv.ie '\' 
the. problems arising with A.B. 596. 

A. B. 596 Provides additional circumstance fo'.r'.'perrtlissible 
passing of stopped school bus. ;·, 

Jim Lambert, Nevada Highway Patrol, spoke .firs-E fqr'.the 
bill. He stated that we have a complex problem of· ·enforcement 
of this statute and something must be done. He said lb~m·-' 
the Attorney General's opinion 395 south is $1:;il],c)bon~j~i{req. 
a single roadway highway because there is no. pb:ysicaL'.'.~ar.*Jer 
dividing the different directions of traff.ic., · aria ,un,~er th~ 
present statute all traffic is required to stop .fo;r a· sc,booL 
bus unloading children in both directions. · He · s,aid Jll~re 
is also a problem of rear end accidents because Qf the moderate 
high speed zones and the numerous amountr.of ·traff ie QI) 395 .•.. 
He said there is also a problem with the Washoe County District 
Attorney Is office because they have interpreted that a,nj ,' 
painted line constitutes a divider. Consequen·tfly, 2n.y, 11igh~ay in 
Nevada would be considered a divided highway,\beaause .o:f .the:.• 
painted CE?nter line. Lambert said we must do orre·· Qf :tl::ur~e thirtgs 
to solve these problems: 1. correct the languc1:ge · irf J:he present 
statutes to accommodate t_he picking up and deliveri'tlg,_ of schQQ;l, 
children on the highways; 2. Direct the Dept of Ed~~ation to 
discontinue this practice, particularly in th,e. rriuJ tJ::-.J,,ane . .-express 
type highways; or 3. provide some safety: .,zone';: for . the school 
buses to pull out of the traffic to pick up;·ahd disc::harge the 
passengers. He said as long as this is the s,:ta.~~t,~' ·and they 
have the opinion from the Attorney General, ·hi.s>,:dept will enforce 
this law. · : ·· 
Mr. Dreyer asked if there were any signs po,!:>:ted along bhe highway 
indicating school bus stops? Lambert said nb therei.-Mer~:L{J.iO 
specific school bus stop areas designated ,il.:on:g:the_'r1igpwii1.Y-:,He 
indicated that; part of the solution. m;;i.ghf. be that:.tjle D~~'lt ·0£·.· · 
Education have t.heir buses stop at are'a"s~ not ;;:1:hn 1lt'foi ma.in·. 
highway,;:.: but ·on acaess ,roads • ., t > , •. 1 ir"'.-"'.1. · ~. \, t\ 
Judge Beemer, Reno Justiee Co~i:~l.} ~;•was' tt'et:Il.ext speaker~ C He 
first requested that Chairman Glover read a,:i~tt.et ;from Judge 
Minor who' .nas· been handl_ir,,.,g, ;thl~": t1:-af f'rlic ~ c,9urt pa:seg .fqr :the . 
past 2·"Yrs. i · .(S.ee •attacqed lett,e:t) -)Ie ar:~t> agsJZ~ed J>ii"t:ly:yudge · · · 
Minor's statements that children should not be,'on th~ /busy . · 

" ' ')':. 
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They should be let off elsewbere. He said he had requested 
that Larry Hicks do a survey as to the number of-children 
that had to cross the highway on 395 south. it use to be 
there were three children that had to cross, but now there are 
none. He said we are developing many hard. feelings to out of 
state residents who get cited for this. He stated again:that 
the only solution is to get the children off the·highway. 

Richard Davenport, representing the District Attorney of. 
Washoe county was the next speaker. He stated that he has 
been in the area and with the DA's office just a short time, 
but just driving _{rom Reno to Carson on his way to.testify 
he said he would~~hink he would be required~to·stop for a 
school bus if he were going in the opposite :direction be.qause 
the road is so wide on highway 3~5. · He again state.d the' 
education dept should do something about getting the buses 
to stop off the main highway. · 

Mr. Jacobsen stq.ted that he didn't tl+ink we. were facing.the 
issue. He said people should be watching the rQ~d.s, and· -if 
they see these children.they should think to stop. 

Judge Beemer indicated that many many people test;.i~ying in 
his court say they did not see the bus stopped, .or \f. they 
did, they could not make a safe stop in the time they had, 
even driving at th~ normal traffic speed. '" 

Mr. Dreyer and Mr. Jacobsen indicated they could not believe 
this. 
Mr. Jacobsen ·asked after the highway patrol.has i,ssued a ·citation":-_ 
does the court have the perogative to ignore. the· ci.tat-i.9:n· 

Judge Beemer said his court would not proceed with the citation· 
or fine without a formal complaint from the district attor_ney' s • 
office. He gave a little information of how a person reaches 
his court. First, one night a week.traffic court is held. 300-
500 persons are scheduled to attend. Maybe 10 ...... 25% o~ those make 
ah appearance while the others just _plea guil t;.y to the- cii,;tation. 
and pay the fine and sign the appearance waiver. If a:person 
appears and pleas not guilty, the citing officer is notified. 
The officer must then take the citation to the DA' s office _and 
get a trial date set for the of fender. Then it is up to,.the 
DA whether he will issue on the citation and ·set a tric;tl' date. 
This is the DA's perogative, and hetnay just dismiss the .case. 

Mr. Howard asked how many stops must a·· school bus make an 
highway 395 south. Mr. Lambert• in¢li¢a'ted probably a.bout 10 
south bound. Kurt Svare, Washoe Co School .District, said many 
of these stops ane on the .main highWi%:Y beca:µs.e ,there· is no other 
place for the bus to pull off to· stop. ·· 

Jim Menath, Nev. Dept. E.ducation, said when we'.;.s,ta,rt: talking 
about stopping buses off' the main highway .t~:~#_-e are problems 
with private property rights, insurance, ''isafet_y factor.~, etc. 

' •,!,: 
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Bob List, the state Attorney Gener.al, spoke next. ~e 
gave to the committee a copy of his opinion interp;i:-:~,t:;i.i:ig'' ··• 
this law (see attached) and ,ti:ien explained it to th,e • 
Committee. · He said there is .an honest dif.ference o.f • 1 , 

opinion between ·attorneys, but he felt his was.-cor~e:c:,p •. ,,' '· 
He suggested getting rid of the ambign.Q;lli§_...,. term "separat(;:; 
roadway" and, use· the term "di v;i.ded highways". . :+•: 

Mr. Dreyer ask about California. Mr. Lambert- s·aidi they . 
are constructing concrete dividers but in somep!abes-they 
still have lines. Bill Shewan .from the highway dept Js.aiq. 
double yellow lines in Calif. is not ¢onsidered a divid~fl 

.. ,, .. ·,, 

highway. .,1, :,,,-. 

Mr. List stated maybe another impetus for getting this·. 
cleared up is the fact that ·we have be.en very•• s.uccessful 
as far as accid~nts where these left 'turn li:1-nes exist.· c1nd ·· 
maybe sometime this idea will be expanded i:ntp ,.other par-l:.s 
of the state. He said there are two reasons why we.~hould. 
require a truly divided highway before allow'i-ng uninter.rupted 
traffic in the other direction: 1. If tl1ere is 'no '·divlsio'n, 
a child might come across the road, and 2 there i~' .~ 0-qfia'.nge· · 
a vehicle might go out of control and cross the·roadl" H~ \· 
also said there is a varying..r.seandcirdc be0,aµs~,J?:t.h'e Jc~.,~t~~,".s.eot.ion 
from Reno to Steamboat is much wider than. it :ts: from'.S'te.amboa-1:;: ·· 
to the W,inter' s .. Ranch. . .. .·, . . ~- . . . . 
Mr. Jacobsen asked if he felt the Highway Patrol should ,c;:owt.i;11u-e 
to cite. Eis t answered yes. JacobseJ;J. asked if thet State: ,:/ •:: 
would be liable in case of a chifld's death or would Washoe Co. 
under the present ,.condi tioni:_;. , Lis·t :;;~nswe~ea' if the ·H.:j..ghw·~y .,, 
Patrol decided td s'to,p issuiri.g,';c_j..t4tf.ons be,ca~sJ~ ,thei"DA wou1ci 
not prosecute, and if a child were hurt or:· killed·, the11 .. the 
State could be · he:ld· Lkahl:e. ,. · ,; . , ,, 

~ ,._ ;. \ ,? 'it :. .. 

,£ . 

Mr. Dreyer asked why don't we put signs up on,395 Sg:u.th. 
Li,st said that o/ou,I:<:i .. be ~OUijl('.l, ;:!0 ,.})}00 11<;rlt,ars::.'r~?f locatibI'.i( 
and the numbe~ of, s;i..gJ1s .. migbt increase ever:1-yte·il,::. J\le said 
he would rather see the '.tourists hot and ·i;:,ay a ""fine/' and ~ven 
have a few rear-end co.).lisions,. but let' 9 make _-t:.he :geopl:'.e','. st9p 
for the school buses. Mr. Dreyer. said:·the:tn0hey is·~ort:.h it.· 
not to lose a child' s life.· · ' · ·· 
Mr. List also stated that he felt the vaguen~ss 
has lead the DA to the opposite opinion that he 

of ·/t'he. st'aiute 
has' rea.che.d ... 

Mr. Menath, Nevada State Dept of Education, stated that.his 
dept is trying to eliminate the stoping of school bu~es as 
much as possible. He· said sometimes the road CC)ndit,ions are 
such that it is impracti.ca·l £or a bus to pull off· the ro'§!.<;l~ 
Look at all the bad weather problems in that Pleasant_ Val;J.;:ey .. , 
area. Sometimes· it is jus·t hard for a bi~g .. hu·i( to .en-t:.er a. · 
highway at a 90 degree angle so the driver can see we'll,·no 
matter where it pulled of£. He. said thi-s com:rnittee ,w;i..l;l-,hav:.e ·· 
to consider the eventual construction of 3 lane roadw~ys with:; 
center turning ianes. He .stated again, also, that he,would 
like to see the committee work for a National uniform schodi.: ,· 
bus stop law. 

,·,t-_-_-,-·, 
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Dick White,. Director of transportation, Clark Co school 
district presented his possible solutions to the problem. 
(see attached) . He said we can not make a. law just for one 

. -- section of highway that would not be compatible with the 
highways throughout the rest of the' state. Discussion 
was held .. on. one of his ideas of reducing the width of the 
median strips to make the highway appear more_ normal in 
size. Jacob~en asked what is the widest point of _the 
roadway. Mr. Shewan answered 120 - 130 feet. He said it 
was wide enough to mak~ two parking ·1anes and still a turn 
lane •. 
Mr. Gene Phelps said changing the lines could be done on· 
_the highway but it_ wouldrestrict the ability of the road 
to carry traffic,. and that was the reason the road was 
made like it is now. 

Mr •. aoward suggested ta~ing out the wording "_separated 
-11,ighway" and inserting· "divided highway"· 

·Mr. Glover.asked the representative from the Highway 
Safety office if there were any funds available to use to 
look into this problem. 

· Mr.· . Wayne Tetraui t said there was no money that he knew of 
but possible they could do a _long time period study if 
the committee wanted to wait. He indicated that there might 
be some money in the highway dept 200 series· to be used 
for placeme.nt;of ·,some signs . 

.r-,:iss Debra Sheltra also· said she wou:J..d like to see this _ 
statut_e removed. She would like to see the Dept of Education 
provide various stops off the inain highway to drop off 
children. She indicated sometimes it is hard to even see a 
stopped bus if.a big truck is passing you or•if the weather 
is .bad or if the sun is in the driver's eyes so he can not 
see well. Then the driver might make too fast a stop and 
cause a rear-end collision or another to car to start skidding. 

• She said we've got to think of the safety of all drivers and · 
the kidA in_the cars besidei the children in the buses. 

As there was no other testimony, Mr. Glover thanked the guests 
for coming arid declared a recess. 

After the recess Mr. Howard moved to: amend,and Pass A.B. 596 
and it was second.ea by Mr. Dreyer. The motion was unaminous. 
The , .. amendment would be to· delete "separate roadways" line 
10 and 11 and insert "divided highway" and to delete any of 
the new language .in italics; Mr. Dreyer also suggested that 
the Committee write a letter to the Washoe County School 
District to begin looking for some turnouts off the main 
highway of 395 South. The meeting was adjourned at 6: 00 p.-m. 
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LEGISLATION TO BE CONSIDERED: 

--~\·t\J3 S-9~(-P---~-~~~~~~=~~-,O'r--
PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY 

Only those persons who have registered below will be permitted to speak. 
All persons wishing to present testimony will please sigh in below, 
statin~r their nEs.ue, who they represent, and '.-ihether they wish to 
speak £or or against the matter to be considered by the committee. 

Also please sign below if you wish just to observe and listen. 

WISH 'IO SPEA: 
REPRESENTING GUEST 



RICHARD C. MINOR 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE 
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Mr. Alan H. Glover 
Assemblyman 
230 So. Iris Street 
Carson City, Nevada 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE 
RENO TOWNSHIP 

DEPARTMENT 2 

WASHOE COUNTY COURT HOUSE 

RENO, NEVADA 

89505 

April 23, 1975 

ADDRESS CORRESPONDENCE TO 
P. 0. BOX 2173 

In re: Passing of School Bus from Opposi1eDirection on Highway 395 South 

Dear Mr. Glover: 

Being unable to attend the hearing scheduled for April 24, 1975, at 4:00 p. m. , 
I am submitting this letter for the record. 

From a legal standpoint, I am in complete accord with the opinion issued in 
October 1973 by District Attorney Larry Hicks. 

I am of the opinion that the removal of the "islands" on South Virginia (395) 
several years ago did not change the character of that road from a divided highway 
to an undivided highway. 

For the past two years I have heard practically all traffic citation cases involv
ing citations for violations, and citations involving accidents, relating to the problem 
of requiring vehicles to stop on the opposite side of this road when a school bus is 
stopped across this 6-lane highway. 

At least six to eight accidents were caused by a vehicle traveling at the legal 
rate of 45 or 55 MPH ( depending upon the area) making a sudden stop to comply with 
the law and being struck from the rear by one or more vehicles. 

I do not believe that any children are presently discharged or picked up under 
circumstances which require them to cross this highway while the bus sits there with 
lights flashing. If this is the practice, then I believe good judgment and the safety of 
the children and the public, demands that the practice be stopped • 
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To permit children to cross this busy highway whether the law required traffic 
to stop or not, gives no assurance that the motorist can or will be able to stop in time. 
My sole concern is the saf'ety of the children and the motorists who travel this busy 
highway. 

It is my belief that the present situation is creating more accidents than it prevents, 
and that the children should not be required under any circumstances to cross this busy 
highway. 

RCM/bf 

Ve!Zyyour~ 
7-..lt ~ 

RIC RD C. MINOR 
Justice of the Peace 
Department No. 2 



ti_·. 

STATE OF NEVADA 

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
SUPREME COURT BUILC)ING 

ROBERT LIST 
ATTORNEY GENERAi. 

OPINION NO. 162 

Mr. Howard Hill, Director 
Department of Motor Vehicles 
555 Wright Way 
Carson City, Nevada 89701 

Dear Mr. Hill: 

CARSON CITY 89701 

March 5, 1974 

Traffic Laws--Driver of motor vehicle 
approaching a stopped school bus disp!ayinq 
flashing red light must stop his vehicle unless 
he is traveling on a separate roadway of a 
divided highway_, i.e. one separated by a 
physical barrier which impedes crossover of 
traffic. Painted lines on road surface do not 
create a separate roadway or divided highway. 

In your letter of December 31, 1973, you requested the opinion of this office 
on the following: 

QUESTIONS 

1. What is the meaning of the term "separate roadwa~s" as that term is used 
in NRS 484. 357 (2)? 

2. Is the driver of a motor vehicle required to bring his vehicle to a com
plete stop when he is approaching from the opposite direction or otherwise meeting 
a stopped school bus, which is displaying a flashing red light and is receiving or 
discharging children, if the roadway upon 'which the vehicle and school bus are 
traveling contains a center left turn lane or other painted median? 
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FACTS 

The Nevada Highway Department recently reconstructed Highway U.S. 395 
from the Reno city limits to Steamboat, Nevada, by creating a new center lane in this 
four-lane highway. This new center lane is restricted in use to the making of left 
turns onto and off U. S. 395. The new center lane replaced what had been a smal I 
concrete median strip over which vehicle traffic was not practical. 

From Steamboat to the Winter's Ranch area the highway has some left turn 
storage lanes, an occasional center lane for left turns and various painted medians of 
varying widths. 

As the result of the recent changes in lane configuration on this stretch of 
U. S. 395, some question has arisen as to the applicability of the Nevada School Bus 
Stop Law, NRS 484. 357. 

ANALYSIS 

Paragraph 1 of NRS 484. 357 requires the driver of any vehicle upon a highway, 
street or road, when meeting or overtaking, from either direction, any stopped school 
bus which is displaying flashing red lights and which is receiving or discharging 
school children to bring his vehicle to a complete stop unti I the flashing red lights 
on the school bus cease operation. 

Paragraph 2 of the statute contains two (2) exceptions from the stopping 
requirement, only the first of which is relevant to this opinion: 

"The driver of a vehicle upon a highway, street or road with 
separate roadways need not stop upon meeting or passing a school 
bus which is upon the other roadway. 11 {emphasis added) 

Research by this office has failed to uncover any reported decision inter
preting the term "separate roadways". However, the term "separate" has been judicially 
defined to mean "unconnected <;>r divided from" {Halpin v. Collis Company, 243 F. 2d 
698, 701 {8th Cir. 1957)) or "distinct, apart from, not united or associated" {Kolb v. 
P!u.~~i:_-s_!_i~!_!n_s_~!:"~!:1<:.~_<;:_~~pa~_y_ oI__America, 170 F. Supp. 97, 99 (D.Ky. 1959);-S~:;;;;
v._J:~we!!, 189 F.2d 172, 174 (10th Cir. 1951)) . 



. ., 

Mr. Howard Hill, Di rector 
Department of Motor Vehicles 
Ma1~ch 5, 1974 
Page Three 

These definitions of 11 separate11 imply that the "separate 1roadways11 mentioned 
in NRS 484. 357 (2) must be physically apa,t from one another, dilstinct and not united 
or joined in any way. Where traffic lanes are divided one from the other by mere 
painted lines upon the pavement surface, it is the opinion of this office that the form 
of physical separation contemplated by the term 11 separate roadways" is not present. 

Rather we believe the term "separate roadways" contemplates a situation in
volving a "divided highway" as that term is defined in NRS Ll84. 048: 

11 
••• a highway divided into two or more roadways by means of a 

physical barrier or dividing section, constructed so as to impede the 
conflid of vehicular traffic traveling in opposite directions . 11 

This conclusion is supported by an examination of the policy reasons behind 
enactment of a school bus stop law. The Virginia Supreme Cow-t of Appeals in the 
case of Carlton v. Martin, 168 S. E. 348 (Va. 1933) describes the policy behind such 
a statute as foi lows: 

11This section discloses an intent on the part of the General Assembly 
to provide a safe place for school children in and around standing 
school buses and to require increased vigilance of automobile drivers 
while passing a bus discharging or taking on school children. If the 
statute which expresses that legislative policy is to be given any effect 
at all, it means that school children, while being discharged or 
boarding a standing school bus in the highway, have a priority over 
drivers of automobiles." 

"A school bus, while discharging or taking on school children, is a 
warning of danger to automobile drivers. They are afforded, by its 
very presence, know ledge that sma II children may run across the road 
in front of their approaching automobile .... 11 

In addition, NRS 484. 357 {2) is in substantial conformity with Section 11-706 {d) 
of the Uniform Vehicle Code. ihe UVC is a product of the National Committee on Uniform 
Traffic Laws and Ordinances and is regularly compiled by the !iational Committee's 
Director, Edward F. Kearney, Esq. 
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Mr. Kearney in an undated monograph "Rules of the Road", received by 
the Nevada State Law Library in September 1973, declares at page 16: 

11You are not required to stop for a school bus that is on a different 
roadway of a divided highway . 11 

As Mr. Kearney is draftsman for the Code upon which most of our traffic 
law is based, we believe his interpretation of Section 11-706(d} of the Uniform 
Vehicle Code is entitled to great weight in attempting to understand the meaning of 
the term "separate roadways" a\s it appears in both the UVC and our own Nevada law. 

Any other interpretation of NRS 484. 357 (2) would tend to emasculate the 
statute and the protection it is intended to offer to our school children who must get 
on and off school buses on our busy highways, streets and roads. 

CONCLUSIONS 

1. The term "separate roadways", as that term is used in the Nevada 
School Bus Stop Law, is synonymous with the term "divided highway" as defined in 
NRS 484.048, i.e. two roads separated by a physical barrier or dividing section con
structed so as to impede the crossover of vehicular traffic from one roadway to the 
other. 

2. Since mere painted lines on a road surface do not create "separate road
ways" or a "divided highway", a driver of any vehicle on a roadway such as that 
represented by Highway U. S. 395 from the Reno city limits to the Winter's Ranch area 
must obey the command of NRS 484. 357 (1) and bring his vehicle to a complete stop, 
whenever he meets or overtakes, from either direction, any school bus which is stopped 
for the purpose of receiving or discharging school children and is simultaneously dis
playing a flashing red light. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ROBERT LIST 
Attorney General 

By~~fj~ 
Deputy Attorney General 
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CLARK COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89121 

Apri I 23, 1975 

The Honorable Chairman 
Committee on Transportation 
Nevada Legislature 
Carson City, Nevada 

RE: A. B. 596 

"" l 
BOARD OF SCHOOL TRusi'il:~' 

Mr. Earl A. Evans, .Ir., President 

Mrs. Helen C. Cannon, Vice President 

Mr. Glen C. Taylor, Clerk 

Dr. Clare W. Woodbury, Member 

Mrs. B. Bernice Moten, Member 

Mrs. Connie Larsen, Member 

Dr. Herman Van Betten, Member 

Dr. Kenny C. Guinn, Superintendent 

Thank you for your I etter dated Apri I 18, 1975 in which you gave notice of a 
hearing on A. B. 596, scheduled for April 24, 1975 at 4:00 p.m. 

Since this Bill is of concern to the Clark County School District, I plan to attend 
the hearing. ' 

At the same time it is my hope that the Committee on Transportation wil I accept the 
accompanying rationale in relation to the disadvantages and hazards to students 
embodied in A.B. 596 as written. 

Realizing that it is easy to critize an effort without being constructive, I am sub
mitting proposed alternatives which the Committee may want to consider as possible 
solutions to the problem that exists on Route 596 between Reno Carson City. 

RCW/lb 
Attach • 

R. C. White 
Director of Transportation 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 
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Identifying the Problem 

A section of Highway 395 between Reno and Carson City creates a problem for 

the reason that the roadway is inordinately wide. 

The striped median is also exceptionally wide. These conditions result in a mis

understanding on the part of some motorists, who because of the very wide roadway, 

get the impression that they are not required to stop when approaching a school bus 

from the front, which is in the process of loading or unloading students, with the red 

warning lights of the bus activated. 

Possible Solutions for the Committee on Transportation to Consider 

1. Because of the uniqueness of this section of road, in that it is excessively wide, 

and the motorists do not know whether they should stop or not, when meeting a school 

bus which is picking up or discharging students, apply the following plan. 

/ Install sign along both sides of the roadway at selected intervals, which state 

11 Stop when school buses are loading 11
, or 11 Stop when school bus red lights flash". 

2. Have an 11 0n site 11 meeting with the Highway Department and the Highway Patrol, 

to study the problem, and to consider as a possible solution, the restriping of the 

roadway in the following manner. 

Narrow the median to a normal dimension to which motorists are accustomed. 

Reduce the width of the travel lanes on both sides of the roadway by: 

Painting a continuous white stripe to designate a parking lane next to the 

shoulder on both sides of the roadway • 

This wi II have the effect of reducing the width of the travel lanes, and give the 

motorists the impression of a normal highway. 
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This should eliminate their confusion that now exists due to the excessive highway 

width and the median width. 

Important Considerations 

An isolated roadway problem should not be cause for amending a law that has State

wide implications. 

There are many roadway and traffic problems which require special attention--without 

the need to alter regulations which affect all roadway or traffic conditions. 

These special problems should be dealt with in a special way. 

Of Special Con~ 

The present law requiring vehicles to stop when overtaking a school bus or approaching 

it from the front, when the red I ights on the bus are flashing (except where there is 

a physical barrier in the median), is a very effective law. 

-2-

This law has worked so well that in all the time students have been transported, not one 

fatality in, or in close proximity to the bus, has occurred. 

With such results in the p~otection of students, the present law must be close to perfection. 

A change in the law, which would leave to the motorist the interpretation of the kind 

of roadway he is traveling on, and the decision of whether or not to stop when meeting 

a school bus with flashing red lights, could result in a catastrophe. 

There is no way for the bus driver to be sure that the student is not going to dart across 

the road when he/she alights from the bus • 
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The present law guards against that possibility, and protects the lives of students . 

Assessment of the effectiveness of the present law, in protecting the school children 

of Nevada, is an empirica/ ev?luation--not just theory. 

-3-


