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MEMBERS PRESENT: Chairman Dini

Vice Chairman Schofield

Mr. Craddock

Mr. DuBois

Mr. Jeffrey

Mr. May (Excused)

Mr. Mello

Mr. Nicholas

Mr. Polish

Mr. Prengaman

Mr. Redelsperger
MEMBERS ABSENT: Mr. Mello (Excused)
GUESTS: Mr. John Hawkins, Nev. State School Boards

Mr. Will Keating, Public Employees Retirement Sys.
Ms. Nadine Nelson, Concerned Citizen

Ms. Linda Melillo, Concerned Citizen

Mr. Bryce Wilson, Nev. Assn. of Counties
Mr. Bill Bowden, Citizen

Ms. Carol Eck, Citizen

Mr. Erik Beyer, Assemblyman

Ms. Cecilia Colling, Concerned Citizen
Mr. Ken Haller, Domocratic Party

Mr. Shay McClay, Democratic Party

Mr. Ed Greer, Clark Co. School Dist.

Mr. Dick Wright, WCSD

Mr. Joe Crowley, President, UNR

Ms. Karen Hayes, Assemblyman

Chairman Dini called the meeting to order at 8:04 A.M., with a
quorum present. The first bill we will consider this morning

will be AB-216 and the primary sponsor is Assemblyman Steve Coulter,
District 27 in Reno. He testified against the bill and a copy

of his testimony is attached hereto as EXHIBIT A and made a part

of these minutes. A copy of his amendment 1s attached as EXHIBIT B.

Mr. Eric Beyer, Assemblyman, District 24 testified against the
bill. He spoke of the new high school being constructed in Reno
which is being named after a current member of the Washoe County
School Board, Dr. McQueen. We are not opposed to the name, parti-
cularly, but we are opposed to the ramifications and the nicknames
that will be used in connection with the name as respects our
students. The Washoe County School District is one of the few
districts in the country that name their high schools after people.
We resent the lack of public input from the people who will
eventually go to that high school. The decision for the name was
made by the school board, somewhat secretive, and there was no
public notice given to the people that they were going to name that
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high school. The same thing occurred with the naming of the
international airport. There was no public notice given to

the naming of that airport, and yet people felt they should
have had some input. Let me reiterate that there is no problem
with Dr. McQueen; he is a great contributor to the community
of Washoe County, but the various derivitives of the name has
caused great concern. I am in strong support of this legisla-
tion with the amendment and am here on behalf of some 14,000
people who reside in my area. I have found no support for

this new name for that new high school. I speak on behalf of
my constituents and I would appreciate your favorable considera-
tion of this bill.

Mr. Craddock asked if the school had already been named.

Mr. Beyer answered that it had been, but it would not be occupied
until the fall of 1982. Under the amendment presented by

Mr. Coulter, the name could be changed. The school is currently
under construction.

Ms. Nadine Nelson testified in favor of AB-216 and hoped that

it would be retroactive so that buildings not yet in use could

be renamed by some other method, preferably by the people most
interested in them. Her testimony is attached hereto as EXHIBIT C
and made a part of these minutes.

Ms. Linda Melillo, also a resident of northwest Reno, testified
in favor of the bill because she has seen what happens when a
group of people with the authority to name new schools allow
their personal egos to become more important than the feelings

of their constituents. The Washoe County School Board would not
listen to any suggestions made to them, such as contests among
students, names that deal with locations, have historical value,
or would honor someone other than the school board. The name of
the new high school had been selected as long as two years ago
and it was apparent that no one could change their minds. When
requested to name a school for someone else, the school board
went so far as to try to rename an old established school, rather
than give up a new school whose name, of course, was reserved for
one of themselves. I hope this bill passes so that practices
such as these can be eliminated.

Ms. Carol Eck, a resident of northwest Reno, testified in favor
of the bill. Her testimony is attached hereto as EXHIBIT D and
made a part of these minutes. She presented copies of the bill
with signatures of residents in favor of the bill affixed thereon.
These are attached hereto as EXHIBIT E, and made a part of these
minutes.

Ms. Cecilia Colling, a Sparks resident, who indicated that her
children will be going to school. I think it is really unfortunate
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that we have to pass legislation to force people to conduct
themselves properly. In an eight-year period, eight schools
have been named after people that have been on the school board.
I just think that that's tacky. It is the ultimate in egotism.
I have been involved in political campaigns and walk door to
door and I have had people mention that to me many times; you
see it in the newspaper and Washoe County people are really
upset about it.

Mr. Ken Haller, indicated that there is another bill in to not
allow balloting in buildings that have names of people who are
on the ballot, which I think has some merit. The fact that
someone does have a name on a building does lend of credibility
to that person, whether they are a good person or not. I can
even go to another extent, years ago, Proctor Hug, Sr. was
elected to the Senate in Nevada with no problem whatsoever
because almost everyone in Reno had seen his name on a report
card over the last twenty years at that time. It didn't really
matter that his name was put on a building. But, I think there
are some other people who have their names on buildings that

are very shortly going to be running for public office. I think
it is kind of an unfair advantage. Aside from the political
thing, let me tell you about an incident that happened to me.

Re a small school in Baltimore that was known as Public School
No. 9, there was a small church across the street with a sign
that read: Here lies buried Edgar Allen Poe. I think they
missed a great chance in Baltimore to name a school after him,
rather than Public School No. 9. Naming a building as a political
situation is reprehensible.

Mr Dini said: Don't you think that one of the reasons that
buildings are named after living politicians is to honor him for
having done a good job. This is probably a small rewards that
he had, probably the only reward he would ever get.

Mr. Haller said that one of the reasons this bill came up is
because of dissatisfaction over a politician, Nancy Gomes was

a politician and also a school board member. Her career on the
school board, it would accurate to say that she was swimming
upstream and that she was not giving the same consideration when

a building was named as some of the members because of their
political situation. That's the kind of thing this bill addresses.
Personally, I think that naming buildings after people is perhaps
not all that important.

Mr. Bill Bowden, a member of the Washoe County School Trustees,
stated he had an amendment to this bill similar to the one that
Mr. Coulter proposes. I am in favor of the amendment vs. the bill
for the simple reason that I hate to see us put in a position
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where we must delete the word 'living'. I do feel that a

terrible conflict of interest exists, whether deserving or
otherwise, where we can name these buildings. However, I hate

to see the power taken away for us. I do think, though, if

you are a current member, there is a definite conflict of interest.
Once they are retired out of the system and for those who have
put many years in either the field of education or our community,

I think each case should be considered on its merit.

Mr. John Hawkins, Nevada State School Boards Association, spoke
in opposition to the bill in its present form, not considering
the amendment that has been suggested here. The reason for the
opposition is that the school trustees in the state of Nevada
feel very firmly and very strongly in regards to local autonomy
and in matters of this nature, we feel that if citizens have
complaints they should take them to the local boards and have
them resolved at that particular level. If a bill like this is
passed, it could affect a school district other than Washoe
County School District. 1In Carson City, we have five schools
that have been named after individuals. The schools were named
at the time the persons were living, although they had retired
from active participation as educators. We feel that the bill
in its present form would not allow the naming of a single
school that we named after these individuals. It would not
serve a worthy purpose because if you wait until a person is
dead, if they live long enough, there are not very many friends
around to really cherish that honor and certainly if the person
is gone, he or she has no opportunity to enjoy the benefits
that might be derived in having a school or building named
after them. The amendments that have suggested would certainly
counter the arguments that I have presents.

Mr. Joe Crowley, President of the University of Nevada, Reno,
stated that he was here to testify against the bill in its
original form without respect to the amendments that have been
discussed so far. I have discussed the bill with Bob Cashell,
Chairman of the Board and he has indicated that the sentiments
I express this morning would be shared by him. The Board, as a
whole, has not taken a stand on this particular bill, although
I think it would be fair to say that in its present form, the
Board would oppose it. I have also discussed it with Pat
Goodhall, the President of UNLV, and his sentiments, again, are
similar to mine. Our concern basically is if the bill in its
present form were to pass, most of the buildings that are named
on the UNR campus and UNLV campus could not have been so were
the legislation to have been in existence at the time of naming
them. We are in the habit of naming buildings more after living
people, I guess, than dead one, and principally for the reason
that those people have made substantial contributions to the
University and not just financial contributions.
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Mr. Dini asked if he had any opposition to the amendment.

Mr. Crowley indicated he had discussed briefly Mr. Coulter's
amendment with him yesterday. I think the Board's major
concern was with the problem I have discussed and not with
the amendment. I would not want to speak pro or con on the
amendment, but, personally, I don't have any problem with it.

Mr. Ed Greer, Clark County School District, stated that he
felt it was unfortunate that it is felt necessary to create a
bill to respond to what I think is a local responsibility.

In representing Clark County School District, I think there is
a very important aspect to local decisions in this matter

and that would be that these days when the kids don't have
many models to look at, we ought to be able at a local level
make those types of decisions. If you do have some that are
improperly made, I think that the majority are well named.
The amendment would remove a lot of the concerns, but I still
think this should be left in the hands of the local boards.

Mr. Craddock asked how should people respond.

Mr. Greer answered that that is what the local boards are for.
If the local board is not perceptive enough to respond to the
community, then that local board member should be removed by
the proper process. That is what your whole system is for.

I don't think this type of issue - if you try to correct a
weakness of a member or a board by state statute - should come
before the Legislature. That's a danger. I really feel that
we should try to avoid that as much as possible.

Mr. May stated that apparently it is not an issue in Clark
County. I do sympathize with what you are trying to do in
naming buildings after deserving people still living. I am
also aware that quite often people of great wealth will make a
donation to a university or public edifice solely because

they can secure a pledge to have a wing or a department or some
portion of that building named after them. A possible alterna-
tive may be to have this committee introduce a resolution
directed to the various school districts in the state, if that
is where the problem exists, and attempt to establish either

a committee of some type or a name selection committee or
indicate perhaps that the Legislature would prefer that they

do not name, but to put this set in cement as a statute which
would apply not only in northwest Reno, but in all other areas,
I am a little bit reluctant to go that far at this moment.

Mr. Dick Wright, representing the Washoe County School District,
stated that he and the district support Mr. Hawkins statement
about local autonomy. He introduced Mrs. Kay Loudon, a member
of the Washoe County School District Trustees who testified
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she was one of two new members who oppose the naming of
schools, as is the current practice, after persons currently
serving in the district. I do, however, oppose the current
bill and amendment for two reasons: (1) It will change not
only the name of the one northwest school, but of three other
schools currently under construction. Those schools are
McQueen, Deitrickson, Lentz and Palmer, (2) I believe that the
naming of all future schools should be left to a committee
selected from the community in which that school is situated.
I would have no problem with their selection of a person who
was either living, dead or retired. I would not like to see
them restricted in their choice.

This will conclude the testimony on AB-216. Five minute recess.

Vice Chairman Schofield called the meeting back to order at 9:05
A.M. We are now going to hear testimony on AB-248.

Mrs. Karen Hayes stated that the bill would make legislators
eligible to fall under the state employees' health insurance
plan, costing the state nothing, because we would be paying
into it ourselves. This is relatively common in other states.
Mr. Gagnier does have an amendment to the bill that he would
like to make. There are some legislators who are self-employed
that do not have the availability of group insurance.

Mr. May asked what the premiums would be.

Mr. Gagnier answered that the premiums would be $67.00 per month
for the employee and $54.00 per month for the first dependent
and $35.00 for other dependents.

Mrs. Hayes stated that it is much cheaper than private plans,
plus the coverage is much better. The coverage is optional.
There is no coverage after you are out of office, although you
do have conversion privileges.

Mr. Gagnier, Executive Director, State Employees Association,
stated that when legislators leave their regular jobs to come
to the sessions, they lose their group insurance. The waiting
period would be waived in this bill so that there would be
lapse in coverage, they would be covered immediately when they
assumed office in January. Section 4, starting with Line 31
of the second page, indicates that a state employee who quits
or is terminated does not have the right to keep this insurance.
They can convert it to an individual program with the same
carrier. If they retire, they do have the right to keep it.
The same provisions that apply to the state employees should
apply to legislators. The amendments to accomplish that would
be very simple: (1) By adding the language in subsection 2 of
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Section 4, where it says 'upon retirement from the service of
the state or legislature', and then omit subsection 3.

Mr. Bob Barengo, Speaker of the Assembly, stated that he is
in favor of the bill.

Ms. Peggy Westall testified that she also was in favor of the
bill.

This concluded testimony on AB-248.

Vice Chairman Schofield asked for discussion and testimony on
SB-41 - Requires hearings on adoption of county ordinances.

Mr. Tom Wickson, editor and general manager of the Record Courier
which is the weekly newspaper of record for Douglas County, and
member of the board of directors of the Nevada State Press
Association. He testified in favor of SB-41. Two years ago,
the Legislature imposed the same conditions on the cities and
we feel that the residents of the rural counties ought to be
accorded the same courtesy; that is, they to have a right to be
noticed through the newspaper of general circulation in the
county that an ordinance is going to be heard. This bill would
provide for that notice and also for a brief summary of the
ordinance. It also mandates a public hearing and I think this
will go a toward stilling some of the complaints that we get
from our readers that sometimes ordinances are run by them
with notice. This, of course, isn't really true, but there is
a general feeling among some members of the public that their
local government tries to put something over on them from time
to time. The Nevada State Press Association, its board of
d%rectzrs and, certainly, the newspaper I represent is in favor
of _SB-41.

Mr. Mello asked what the impact on local governments would be,
fiscally. Mr. Pete Kelly answered: fairly minimal.

Mr. Craddock noted that along with the public's right to know,
there is some press responsibility to inform.

Mr. Wickson answered that you can't mandate that newspapers
cover news specifically the way you want it covered, with
precisely the amount of information that you feel is necessary
to inform the public. We use the legal notices as news sources
and we rewrite in news form many of the legal notices that appear
in our paper, to give the public one more shot at finding out
just what is going on. This bill requires prior publication.
It would say to the county residents that the county is going
to consider an ordinance and that a public hearing will be held
and the date, and a brief summary of the ordinance. The cities
are now required to do this as a result of a law you passed two
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years. It did not, however, apply to counties. That is what
this bill does, as I understand it.

Mr. Schofield indicated that he would like to research the
fiscal impact.

Mr. Pete Kelly, representing the Nevada Press Association,
testified in favor of SB-41. The cities are now required to
do exactly that the counties would be required to do under
this bill. The bill was amended in the Senate to include

the three working day requirement to comply with the open
meeting law. About two years ago, they did amend the printing
laws. It used to be that cities had to, when they published
an ordinance, publish it in its entirety. We agreed with the
people in the munical end of it that there was no reason to
publish the ordinances in their entirety because most people
reading them would not understand them, anyway. So the
agreement was made to publish them by title with a summary

of the ordinance. That is what they are attempting to do
here at the county level. I would urge you to look favorably
upon this bill.

Mr. Mello asked Mr. Kelly if he had testified before the Senate.
Did they discuss fiscal impact?

Mr. Kelly answered that there was no mention of it because it
is a county matter and there is no fiscal impact on the state.

Mr. Bryce Wilson, Nevada Association of Counties, testified

that he would say that there is no real county problem with this
bill. I am speaking for the small counties, with two exceptions.
(1) Not every county has a newspaper published in it. I would,
therefore, recommend that the last word in Line 16 be changed
from 'and' to 'or'. This is on Page 1. That would have the
significance of putting the notice in a newspaper that is circu-
lated in that county. (2) It is conceivable that there could be
more than one public hearing concerning an ordinance. I would,
therefore, suggest that on Line 20, the word 'final' could be
inserted between the third and fourth words. It would then read:
The board shall adopt or reject the ordinance or the ordinance as
amended within thirty days after date of the close of the final
public hearing.

There was discussion about newspapers not being published in
the particular county in which an ordinance was being heard.
There is a district court ruling (1965) that a newspaper does
not have to be physically printed in the county where it is
considered published.
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Mr. Dini suggested the following language: Or if there is
no newspaper in that county - or a newspaper having circulation
in that county.

Mr. Kelly stated that when the bill was heard on the Senate side,
Chairman Gibson said that they would not like to get into
clarifying this. Because this has been going around a long time.

Mr. Wickson made the following word amendment: "Or if there is
none, "

Mr. Ross Culbertson, Nevada Home Builders Association, was partially
in favor of SB-4l1. He submitted a letter from the Nevada Home
Builders Association in which they oppose the three working day
notice. They feel it is totally inadequate for reasonable review
and preparation of testimony. They recommend the following
amendment on Page 1, Line 17, changing the wording from three
working days to fifteen working days. The letter is attached

hereto as EXHIBIT F. We are in support of the meat of the bill
where the public should be noticed.

Mr. Dan Fitzgerald, representing Clark County, testified that
they support the bill as it is with the minor changes suggested
by Mr. Wilson. When the three working day requirement was
discussed in the Senate, several district attorneys testified
to change it from one week to three working days so that there
is no overlap confusion in the publication of hearings.

This concluded testimony on SB-41.

The next bill to be discussed is SB-113. Mr. Will Keating
spoke in support of the bill. His testimony is attached hereto
as EXHIBIT G and is made a part of these minutes. Mr. Keating
is Assistant Executive Officer of the Public Employees Retire-
ment System of Nevada. The bill was prepared to make technical
corrections to NRS 286.300, 286.3005 and 286.310 dealing with
purchase of service.

This concluded testimony on SB-113.

Chairman Dini called a five-minute recess at 10:00 A.M. He
reconvened the meeting at 10:10 A.M.

Mr. Dini asked for action of the committee on SB-113. Mr. Jeffrey
moved a DO PASS. Mr. Nicholas seconded. Motion carried.

On SB-41, Mr. Nicholas moved to AMEND AND DO PASS, seconded by
Mr. Jeffrey. Motion carried.
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Mr. Dini stated that no action would be taken on AB-216 today.

On AB-248, Mr. Jeffrey moved to AMEND AND DO PASS, with
Mr. Schofield seconding. This added the word 'legislature'
regarding Section 4, subsection 2. Motion carried.

Mr. Dini stated that yesterday AB-181 was discussed and there
was confusion in clarifying the language about the longevity
pay. I think we should repeal Section 2 and repeal on the 957%
law because we did not get testimony on that, and clarify the
language on the longevity. Mr. Schofield moved an AMEND AND
DO PASS on AB-18l. Mr. Craddock seconded. Motion carried.

Mr. Dini suggested that the committee study AB-216 and the
consequences in each respective committee district.

Mr. Mello reported on the Consumer Advocacy subcommittee's
activities. He indicated he was waiting for the reprint of
the bill so the subcommittee could meet tomorrow morning.

Mr. Dini reminded the committee that next week would be a
three-day week. Meeting adjourned at 10:25 A.M.

Respectfully submitted,
t;{uCLEfe Hill

Assembly Attache
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itial: Initial: OPIIEE B et
i Sesenmersessorsenceseseeisssassasmmmessasersesenas
Amendment N© 206

Conflicts with Amendment No. 207.

Amend section 1, page 1, by deleting lines 3 and 4 and
inserting: '

"No public building or other public structure, other than

.’ ‘a street or road, which is put to the use for which it was

built on or after the effective date of this act, may be

named after:

1. An elected federal or state officer or officer of a

local government or district; or

2. An employee of the. federal, state or any local govern-

ment. or district,
j,wg)\,who is holding any public office or is employed by any govern-

ment or public entity in any capacity."
Amend the bill as a whole by adding a new section to be

designated section 2, following section 1, to read as follows:

"sec. 2. This act shall become effective upon passage and

. approval."

Amend the title of the bill on the second line by deleting
"living persons;” and inserting "serving public officers

and employees;".
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MR. CHAIRMAN AND MEHNBERS OF THE COMMITTEE:
FOR THE RECORD, MY NAME IS CAROL ECK AND I LIVE AT 1980 KINGS
ROW IN NORTHWEST RENO.

I APPRECIATE THE OPPORTUNITY TO APPRAR BEFORE YOQU TODAY AND

T MHAVE 2 CHILDREL swWHO wiLlL
VOICE MY SUPPORT FOR AB 216. BERATTEODING v R MEW 14164 Schox

THERE ARE MANY RESIDENTS WHO SUPPORT THIS BILL WHO WERE NOT
ABLE TO BE HERE TODAY. SOME OF THEWM HAVE INDICATED THEIR

SUPPORT BY SIGNING COPIES OF THE BILL AND I PRESENT THOSE COPIES
TO YOU POR THE RECORD.

I JUST WANT TO SAY THAT IT OFFENDS ME TO SEE STONE AND MORTAR
BUILDINGS BUILT AT TAXPAYERS EXPENSE WHICH MEMORIAILIZE LIVING
PERSONS SOME OF WHICH ARE STILL SERVING ON THE PUBLIC BODIES
THAT CAUSED THE BUILDINGS TO BE BUILT.

© 870
Exivlort D



A.B. 216

ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 216—ASSEMBLYMEN COULTER,
PRENGAMAN, RUSK, SADER, BEYER AND WESTALL

FEBRUARY 24, 1981
————
Referred to Committee on Government Affairs

SUMMARY—Prohibits naming of certain public works
after living persons. (BDR 28-981)

FISCAL NOTE: Effect on Local Government: No.
Effect on the State or on Industrial Insurance: No.

ExpraNaTiON—Matter in italics is new; matter in brackets [ ] is material to be omitted.

AN ACT relating to public works; prohibiting the naming of certain public works
after living persons; and providing other matters properly relating thereto.

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

SECTION 1. Chapter 338 of NRS is hereby amended by adding
thereto a new section which shall read as follows:

No public building or other public structure except a street or road
may be named after a living person.
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A.B. 216
ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 216—ASSEMBLYMEN COULTER,
PRENGAMAN, RUSK, SADER, BEYER AND WESTALL
FEBRUARY 24, 1981
P S
Referred to Committee on Government Affairs
SUMMARY—Prohibits naming of certain public works
after living persons. (BDR 28-981)
FISCAL NOTE: Effect on Local Government: No.
Effect on the State or on Industrial Insurance: No.
EXPLANATION—Matter in falics is new; matter in brackets [ ] is material to be omitted.
—————ﬁ
AN ACT relating to public works; prohibiting the naming of certain public works
after living persons; and providing other matters properly relating thereto.
The People of the State of Nevada, represented in Senate and Assembly,
do enact as follows:
1 SECTION 1. Chapter 338 of NRS is hereby amended by adding
9 thereto a new section which shall read as follows:
3 No public building or other public structure except a street or road
4 may be named after a living person.
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A.B. 216
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ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 216—ASSEMBLYMEN COULTER, %
' PRENGAMAN, RUSK, SADER, BEYER AND WESTALL -_

FEBRUARY 24, 1981

— s

Retened to Committee on Government Affairs /

WY—MMUM of certain
after living persons. (BDR 28-981) _
) FISCAL NOTRB: Effect on Local Government: No. : b 0
Effect on the State or on Industrial Insurance: No. e i

<>
Exrtanamon—3stier in fralics is now; matter In brackets [ ) i» materia] to be omitted.
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after living persons; and m\ddms other matters properly relating thereto.
 The Paople of the State of Nevada, represented in Senate and Assembly, - |
do enact as follows: |

SectioN 1. Chapter 338 of NRS is amended
thereto a new wt:tionpwhk:hshallmadasfollovirah‘mby by adding
Nopubucbulldlnsorotherpubucnmurcexceptamaormd
may be named after a living person.
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March 11, 1981

To Whom It May Concern:

We are residents of Northwest Reno and will have children attending the
new McGueen High School. We understand there is an Assembly Bill 216
before committee regarding naming buildings. We are supporting bill
216 and Brik Byers, representative of the Northwest.

Thank you for your consideration of this Assembly Bill.
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P.0. Box 5397

Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 &7<z/a///

S§ate Association Members

So. Nevada HBA

Barry Becker, President
Builders Assn. of No. Nevada

Greg Reddicks, President
Carson City Bldrs. Assn.

Ted Jones, President

March 9, 1981

Chairman Joe Dini and Honorable
menbers of the Assembly Government
Affairs Committee

Legislative Building

Carson City, Nevada 89701

RE: SB41 (First reprint as amended)
Dear Chairman Dini:

3::2Nevada Home Builders Association wishes to express its concern to your committee
tive to the proposed ordinance time frame contained in SB4l as amended.

The public provides its input on ordinances at the time of public hearing. It can and
has been denied public input at other than the public hearing.

We strongly feel 3 working days notice of a public hearing is totally inadequate for
reasonable review and preparation of testimony.

During the past 2 years members of our 3 organizations have been dealing with proposed
ordinances of increasing length and complexity. As examples, we have provided input on
ordinances and codes dealing with business license fees, local impact taxes, sewer

and water fees, building codes, floodplain management, grading and drainage, off-site
improvements and park fees varying from 25 to as high as 225 pages of new material.

Additionally, we frequently find more than one ordinance introduced which requires
review at a subsequent hearing as well as compounded by ordinances from several other
entities at the same time.

Therefore, we would propose the following amendment to SB4l:
Page 1 - Line 17
Change 3 working days to 15 working days.
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Home Builders Association

P.0. Box 5397
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102

We sincerely appreciate your consideration of our position on SB41 and
hope you will assist the public's ability to provide a voice in the

local ordinances which affect their personal lives, environment,
businesses and futures.

Very truly yours,

ack Stuhmer
resident

(::j/esp Irene Porter

Executive Director

Nevada Home Builders Association
So. Nevada Home Builder Association
Builders Association of Northern Nevada
Carson City Builders Association

- Barry Becker, President
- Greg Reddicks, President
~ Ted Jones, President

Affiliated with NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF HOME BUILDERS OF THE UNITED STATES

883




VERNON BENNETT STATE OF NEVADA

ExegcuTive OrrFICER RETIREMENT BOARD

DARREL R. DAINES
CMAIRMAN

SAM A. PALAZZOLO
VICE CHAIRMAN

WILL KEATING
O ABSISTANT EXECUTIVE OFFICER

WILLIS A. DEISS
PEGGY GLOVER
BOYD D. MANNING

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTEM MARGIE MEYERS
693 WEST NYE LANE UL S L)
CARSON CITY, NEVADA 89701
TELEPHONE (702) 885-4200

TESTIMONY PROVIDED TO THE ASSEMBLY GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
REGARDING SENATE BILL 113 ON MARCH 12, 1981

I am Will Keating, Assistant Executive Officer of the Public Employees
Retirement System of Nevada.

The Retirement System supports SB 113. SB 113 was prepared by the Legis-
lative Counsel to make technical corrections to NRS 286.300, 286.3005 and
286.310. These sections deal with purchase of service. As presently
drafted, NRS 286.300(6) provides one method of calculating the cost to
purchase service at time of retirement and NRS 286.3005(2 provides a dif-
ferent formula. SB 113 will eliminate this conflict and not provide any
substantive changes in the law.

(::) We urge your favorable consideration of SB 113 as written.

We will be pleased to answer any questions which the Committee may have.
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