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MEMBERS PRESENT: Chairman Stewart
Vice Chairman Sader -
Mr. Thompson
Ms. Foley
Mr. Beyer
Mr. Price
Mr. Chaney
Mr. Malone
Mrs. Cafferata
Ms. Ham
Mr. Banner

MEMBERS ABSENT: None

GUESTS PRESENT: A.A, Campos, Department of Parole and
Probation

Vice Chairman Sader called the meeting to order at 8:10 a.m.,
as Mr. Stewart had a previous appointment and was therefore
late for the meeting. Mr. Sader stated the Committee would
hear testimony on SB 254 first.

SB_254: Makes various provisions for discharge from
: parole and probation.

Mr. Campos, of the Department of Parole and Probation, testified
on this bill. 1In reply to a question from Mr. Sader, he said

he could not identify all those who testified at the Senate
hearing on this bill, but he could state that there had bee

no final opposition to it. :

Mr. Campos then went on to outline the substantive changes of
SB 254,

Section 2, subsection 3 gives the Parole Board the authority
to, in effect, take a person off of paper--the intent of the
bill in its entirety is to reduce paperwork, without having
any other effect on anyone or anything.

Mr. Campos explained that, at present, when a man goes before
the Parole Board and has another, consecutive term to serve,

if the Board so desires, they can parole that person to the
second term. This means that throughout his second term the
Parole and Probation Department must track this person because
technically he is on parole, even though he is in the
institution. This process takes about 10 hours a week, because
about 20% of the prison population is under that particular
category. S
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Mr. Sader asked Mr. Campos to explain to the Committee the
difference between concurrent terms and consecutive terms.

Mr. Campos said that if a person receives two separate terms,

for example one for burglary and one for robbery, he may

come to prison with those terms running concurrently, which means
they both run simultaneously, or the court may order that he
serve one and then when he is through with that one serve the
second one. The law also provides that the Parole Board can
parole him from one term to another, under consecutive terms.

"Mr. Campos went on to note that this, in fact, is what SB 254
addresses: that authority that the Parole Board has to parole

a person to the second term results in a great amount of paper-
work for the Parole and Probation Department, to no one's benefit.
This bill simply asks that, rather than have the authority to
parole a person to the second term--although it is requested

that this authority be retained--the Parole Board also have

the power to simply discharge the person to that second term,

if the second term is of equal or of greater length than the
first one.

Mr. Malone asked what the difference between such individuals
being on '‘and off the Parole and Probation Department rolls was.
(:) Mr. Campos said there is no difference, because if the inmate
EE misbehaves in the institution, there are other sanctions which
can be taken against him--i.e., loss of statutory good time
| credits, prosecutlon of new criminal charges, etc. Also, since the
second. term is of equal or greater length, he automatically would
have a longer term of parole coming out on a second sentence.

Mr. Campos said the second part of SB-254 asks just about the
same thing, except the person is doiling time in another state

in this case. He explained that Nevada will parole a person

to another jurisdiction that has criminal charges against him.
Thus, he may only have a two year parole term here, but he may-
be paroled to a Texas sentence of 25 years; again, for that two
year parole period the Parole and Probation Department must
keep track of him, at least on paper. This includes every time
Texas might transfer the person from one institution to another,
etc. Thus, it is only a paper case, nothing else.

Mr. Campos pointed out that this ability to discharge a person
to the second term would be optional for the Board, because

they might have a case or a specific instance where they would
want to keep track of the person for one reason or another. This
bill simply gives the Board that option.

In reply to Mr. Malone, it was explained that even if the second

term were shortened for some reason, in order to get out of

prison the individual would either have to be pardoned or

paroled, and in the latter case he would return to the Parole

and Probation Department's rolls. '
1649
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Mr. Campos summarized by stating the Parole and Probation
Department is currently maintaining files that mean absolutely
nothing; SB 254 would permit the Department to get rid of these
files. .

There was no further testimony on this bill, so Mr. Sader moved
on to SB 255.

SB 255: Revises certain provisions concerning violation of
parole and probation.

-Mr. Campos, of the Department of Parole and Probation, also

testified on this bill. He explained that section 1, subsection 2
simply clarifies existing law which indicates that if an
individual is under the control of the Parole and Probation
Department and commits another crime, and is in county jail
awaiting prosecution on that crime, he cannot receive county jail
credits because he is already receiving those credits on the
sentence for which he is under the Department's jurisdiction.

The law requires that if he commits a crime while he is under

the Department's jurisdiction, any new term has to be consecutive;
therefore, he cannot receive credit on a subsequent term.

Mr. Campos went on to explain that, because the wording of the
current law is rather vague, there are some judges in Nevada
who do not understand it and continually give credit for county
jail time inappropriately. This bill would clarify the current
law for these judges.

Mr. Campos said the next major change in the bill is contained
in section 2, subsections 3 and 4, and section 3, subsection 3,
both of which say the same thing except one section deals with
probationers while the latter section applies to parolees.

Mr. Campos said these sections do 2 things. He went on to give

some background to these changes: In 1974 a Supreme Court decision
came out which mandated that there be preliminary inquiries for
parole and probation violators; these are much the same as
preliminary hearings in criminal cases, except they do not have

to be presided over by a judicial officer. In passing laws to
coincide with that Supreme Court order, one of the stipulations
contained in Nevada law was that the Department had to take action
against an individual within 15 days of his arrest. (The

Supreme Court said within a reasonable time, the Legislature

felt 15 days to be a reasonable time, so it was included in the
Nevada law.) The Department considered the 15 days to mean 15

days in custody; what they didn't foresee was that this would

be interpreted literally as 15 days, regardless of whether or

not the individual was in custody. Thus, if action was not taken
within 15 days, the courts or the Parole Board would throw the

case out. In many instances, however, it is to everyone's

benefit, including the defendant's, to wait until new criminal
charges are adjudicated, etc. before taking some type of action .
against them; however, when this is done, the Department loses 1630
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Mr. Campos said that the changes in these sections simply indicate
that the 15 days still applies, unless the probationer

is released from confinement, or the order that he be held is
withdrawn. This results in extending the time within which

the preliminary hearing can be held. He added that there is no
time limit placed on this, because the Supreme Court order already
requires it be within a reasonable amount of time; hence, the
Department would prefer to leave it up to the courts to decide
whether or not their action was reasonable, or if they unduly
delayed the hearing.

‘An additional change in these sections is a result of the watering

down of the original Supreme Court decision; the Court ruled
that a preliminary inquiry is not necessary if the individual
has been convicted of a new offense--the conviction of a new
offense is prima facie evidence of a parole or probation
violation and therefore the person is not entitled to a
Preliminary hearing. He is still entitled to a court hearing
or to a parole revocation hearing, but not to this preliminary
hearing.

Mr. Campos said this will result in a big savings to the Department,
since about 1/3 of their cases fall under this category. He added
that these sections are right in line with recent case law.

Finally, regarding section 3, subsection 4, Mr. Campos explained
that the last time this section of the law was addressed was
back when the lay Parole Board still existed. This Board met
twice a year, thus the law said that when a parole violator was
returned to prison, he would appear before the next meeting of
the Parole Board. This was reasonable, since the Board only

met twice a year. The Parole Board meets on a daily basis now,
making it impractical to require the person appear before the
very next meeting of the Board. In the first place, when the
person gets back to prison, you must give that person the
opportunity to prepare a defense--notice, read them their rights,
notify them of the time of the hearing, etc. In the Supreme
Court decision referred to earlier, it was stated 60 days was

a reasonable period of time prior to appearing before the

Board, thus it was included in this section of SB 255. He

added that,most cases will be heard within 30 days of their
return, but for those few that may either miss one meeting, or
require longer for the preparation of their case, etc. it was
felt 60 days was satisfactory to the State of Nevada, and was
within the Supreme Court guidelines.

As there was no further testimony on SB 255, Mr. Sader declared
the public hearing on this bill closed.

SB 307: Removes requirement for presentence report in
certain cases.

Mr. Campos stated this bill had not been requested by the 1631
Department of Parole and Probation, however it does pertain
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to the Department so he felt he should address it. He explained
the bill had been introduced on behalf of a Las Vegas judge, and
that what it proposes is, if a person does not want a presentence
report, and the court concurs that it is not necessary, then

the person can waive the preparation of a presentence report.

It also provides that if a sentence is fixed by jury (such as

in most murder cases), since the judge does not have any choice
in the matter anyway, a presentence report would not be prepared.

Mr. Campos said that he could not see anything wrong with this
bill, and it would save the Department some time. He did point
‘out, however, that the reason a presentence report was originally
mandated in all cases was because there were so many people who
managed to squeak through the initial part of the system--
prosecution, plea negotiation, etc.~-without, in a lot of cases,
the people knowing with whom they were dealing, or what they
really had; it even got to the point where they did not have the
correct 1dent1ty of the individual. Thus, Mr. Campos expressed
some fear that ina few instances of plea negotiations, sentencing,
etc. some people could slip by; but he added that he did not
think the occurrence of this would be significant. He therefore
had no objections to SB 307.

SB 356: Changes provisions relating to dishonorable

(:) discharges from probation.
Mr. Campos went on to testify on thls bill. He explained that
under the old language, if a person's term of probation expired
while the person's whereabouts were unknown and an arrest
warrant had been issued for the person, then that person would
be given a dishonorable discharge from probation. He noted
that if a person absconds, or is otherwise in violation of his
probation, and a warrant is issued, then that effectively stops
the person's time from running;i.e., he does not get credit
towards his probationary term while he is on absconder status.
Thus, theoretically, it is impossible for a person to expire
his probation term if he is an absconder or fugitive. Nevertheless,
Mr. Campos said the courts have been somewhat lenient in this
matter, and have gone ahead and discharged these people. He
explained this is necessary, or the number of files on people
who haven't been heard of for years would be unwieldy.

Mr. Campos noted that there are people, however, whom the
Parole and Probation Department may not want to dlscharge- it
may be evident to those who know the individual that he is
remaining a fugitive as long as the Probation Department has
a case against him--i.e., he is still on probationary status
and considered an absconder--but as soon as he is discharged
from probation and the Department no longer has jurisdiction
(:) over him he will be back in the state raising heck again.

Thus, SB 356 changes that portion stating these individuals
"SHALL BE ISSUED a dishonorable discharge" to indicate they 1632

(Committee Minutes)
A Form 70 0 <>




- —
’
3
PN

Minutes of the Nevada State Legislature
Assembly Committee on__. JUDICIARY

Date:.... . Wednesday, 29 April 1981
Page: 6

"MAY BE GIVEN" one. In this way the courts are not required
to discharge these individuals, it is their option to do so
or not, depending upon the circumstances.

In reply to several questions concerning dishonorable discharges
and their implications, Mr. Campos explained the following:

Basically, the individual loses two main rights upon conviction:
the right to vote and the right to hold public office. Addition-
ally, the individual could face problems with certain licensing
laws, etc.

An honorable discharge from probation is supposed to relieve
the individual of all civil liabilities of that crime; i.e.,
he can again vote and hold public office, ‘etc.

A dishonorable discharge carries none of the above restorative
rights with it; i.e., the individual is off probation but still
cannot vote, or hold public office, etc.

If a dishonorable discharge is not given by the courts, then
the case is kept active and the Parole and Probation Department
can use this against the individual if he returns to the state.

(:) If the person is on absconder status and is discharged, or has
i his conviction reversed, or is pardoned, etc., there is no
way of notifying him of this action.

In summary, SB 356 simply gives the court the option of
discharging an individual from probation or not discharging
him, at its own discretion, depending on the circumstances,
rather than requiring that the court discharge him.

As there was no further testimony on this bill, Mr. Sader closed

the public hearing and went on to hear SB 354.

SB 354: Exempts department of parole and probation from
requirements of Nevada Administrative Procedure Act.

Mr. Campos again was the only witness to testify on this bill.

He began by giving the Committee some history on the relation

of the Department of Parole and Probation to the Nevada

Administrative Procedure Act. He explained that the Department

was originally exempt from the Act, while they were under the

Parole Board. .The State Board of Parole Commissioners is

still exempt from the Act. (See section 1, subsection 1(g).)

In 1977 the Department was taken out from under the Parole

Board, and it was simply an oversight on the part of the new

Department that this proposal was not submitted then. He

C{:) added that the Parole Board does not really need to be exempt

¥ i from the act, since they publish all their rules anyway, and
that it was because of the Department coming under the Board
that they were originally exempted. . 1633
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Mr. Campos explained that the Department needs the immunity
because its policy and procedures refer to how the Department
treats clients; i.e., what the Department is mandated to do

under certain specific situations. He cited the example of their
gun policy, which states firearms are only used in the protection
of life--either their own or someone else's; thus, if someone

is attempting to escape while they are attempting to effect an
arrest, they will not fire on that individual. The implications
of this becoming public knowledge are obvious.

Mr. Campos added that the Department's internal policies and
procedures do not affect the average citizen, only convicted
persons.

As an aside, Mr. Campos said that it has been his Department's
experience that no one really knows what the Act requires, because
it is so vaguely written, and different offices interpret it
differently. He suggested it be reviewed, and that the language
be clarified.

In reply to Mr. Sader, it was noted that the problem with coming
under the Act is two-fold: 1) the disclosure of certain policies
and procedures and 2) the frustration resulting from the confusion
generated in going through the process required.

Mr. Campos added that those agencies exempt from the Act are
of a type similar to the Department: the prison, gaming, etc.

Mr. .Price requested a copy of the Department's rules, in order
to be able to better judge the matter. Mr. Campos agreed to
supply a copy of the last set of rules, since the newest ones
are currently at the printer's. He stated there would be little
difference between the two. '

As there was no further testimony on this bill, Mr. Sader closed
the public hearing on SB 354. -

Mrs. Foley then asked if the Committee could consider AB 488.
AB 488: 1Increases penalty for abduction of child.

In reply to Ms. Foley's question'as to the status of this bill,
Mr. Sader explained that there is an amendment currently being
prepared to include the prohibition against people who are
custodial parents and hiding or keeplng the child from the non-
custodial parent, an abuse that is just as prevalent, He

said he would return the bill to the Committee as soon as the
amendment was completed.

AB 250: Forbids probation or suspension of sentence for
persons convicted of burglary.

During the discussion of this bill, it was noted that the last 1634
sentence of subsection 2 did not really state what the original - :
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intent had been. As written, the bill could prevent a first-
offender who was convicted of several counts of burglary at

one time from being released on probation. The intent had
been to prevent repeat-offenders from getting out on probation.
It was agreed the bill should be amended to indicate the

fact that it is only those individuals who have appeared before
a judge once, be it for one or more counts of burglary, been
given a second chance, and then repeated the crime who should
be denied probation or suspension of sentence.

Mrs. Cafferata moved AMEND AB 250 as noted above, seconded by
Mr. Sader, and passed unanimously.

It was agreed Ms. Ham would request'the amendment from the
bill drafters and return with it to the Committee.

AB 227: Requires arrested person to pay costs of positive
test for alcohol or controlled substance.

Mrs. Cafferata said she had an amendment to this bill (EXHIBIT A)
which states the individual cannot be charged for the test for
alcohol or controlled substances unless convicted. She also
provided the Committee with the following figures: total

(:> arrests for DUI were 6,387, 85% of which were convicted.

s Mrs. Cafferata noted that this charge would be an administrative
court cost fee, not a fine; thus it would not go into the
School Fund, but directly to the enforcement agencies to
reimburse them for the cost of the test.

Mrs. Cafferata moved AMEND AND DO PASS AB 227, seconded by
Mr. Beyer and passed unanimously, with Mr. Chaney and Mr. Banner
absent at the time of the vote.

AB 240: Provides for use of foreign standard of "felony"
in defining certain offenses for purposes of .
registration of convicted felons.

Mr. Sader noted that the Committee had already voted to amend

and do pass this bill; he simply wanted the Committee to see

the language used in the amendment prior to reporting it out

of Committee. He said that the way the bill now reads is that

if a person is convicted of a felony in this state that person

must register as an ex-felon; if a person is convicted of any

crime which is-.a felony in another state, that person must

register; and if a person is convicted of a crime which is not

a felony in another state, but which is punishable by imprisonment

for one year or more, that person must register as an ex-felon.

This latter requirement covers those states which call things
(:) considered to be a felony in Nevada something else; e.g., crimes
i of the first, second or third offense; heinous demeanors; etc.

There were no objections to these amendments by the Committee.

- 1630
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AB 253: Provides penalties for interrupting emergency
radio communications.

Mr. Malone explained that he had this entire bill reviewed by
both the REACT people as well as by an expert from the City
Attorney's Office in Las Vegas. The result is Amendment 626
(EXHIBIT B). What this amendment does is give the definition
of when the person has intentionally interfered with such a
transmission.

In reply to an earlier question concerning a "bleed over", which
can easily occur involuntarily, it was noted that since it

was not done "intentionally, knowingly or with criminal
negligence®" it is not a crime.

The officer of the Las Vegas Metro Police Department who acts
as the liaison between the Department and the REACT people
also supports this amendment, according to Mr. Malone, who
spoke with him.

Regarding the amendment on page 1, line 11, originally

this was going to actually name the emergency channel--usually

channel 9--but Mr. Malone said he was advised not to specify

the channel in this bill, since any channel can be used in an
(:) emergency. Thus, if channel 9 is inoperative for some reason,
any other channel can be used and would be covered by this bill.

Regarding the possibility of separate penalties for first and
subsequent offenses, it was felt that since there are provisions
in the bill for both a misdemeanor and for a prison sentence,
depending on whether or not bodily injury was involved, there
was really no need for going into penalties for flrst and
subsequent offenses.

Mr. Sader moved AMEND AB 253 as noted in Amendment 626, seconded

by Mr. Beyer and passed unanimously, with Mr. Thompson, -
Mr. Price, Mr. Chaney and Mr. Banner absent at the time of the
vote.

Mr. Sader then moved DO PASS AB 253 AS AMENDED, seconded by
Mrs. Cafferata and passed unanimously, with Mr. Thompson,

Mr. Price, Mr. Chaney and Mr. Banner absent at the time of the
vote.

SB 254: Makes. various provisions for discharge from
parole and probation.

Mr. Stewart questioned the wording in section 3, wondering if
it clearly stated the intent of the bill. He noted that the
(:) original request was to allow a prisoner who had received a
conviction in another state which would require a prison term
of equal or greater length to the one he was serving here to
be turned over to that state. The way the bill is worded, however,
if the original term here is, for example, for fiwe years; the 16 3¢
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convict serves three years, and has two remaining; the term in
the other state is for four years--in actuality it would be
preferable to have the person go to the other state, since the
time remaining on his sentence here is less than the time he
would have to serve in the other state. However, the prison
term of the other state is less than the original sentence
given here, so under SB 254 as presently written the person
could not be sent to the other state. Mr. Stewart suggested
having the bill amended to include those instances when the
remaining sentence is less than the sentence of the other state.

Mr. Stewart moved AMEND SB 254 as noted above, seconded by
Mr. Sader and passed unanimously, with Mr. Thompson, Mr. Price,
Mr. Chaney and Mr. Malone absent at the time of the vote.

Mr. Sader then moved DO PASS SB 254 AS AMENDED, seconded by
Mrs. Cafferata and passed unanimously, with Mr. Thompson,

Mr. Price, Mr. Chaney and Mr. Malone absent at the time of the
vote.

SB 255: Revises certain provisions concerning violation
of parole and probation.

Chairman Stewart noted he wished to discuss some of the

language which was eliminated from lines 8 and 9 with the

bill drafter, and said he would return the bill to the Committee
once he had done this.

SB 307: Removes requirement for presentence report in
certain cases.

Mr. Sader moved DO PASS SB 307, seconded by Mr. Beyer and
passed unanimously, with Mr. Thompson, Mr. Chaney and Mr. Malone
absent at the time of the vote.

SB 356: Changes provisions relating to dishonorable discharges-
from probation.

Mr§. Cafferata moved DO PASS SB 356, seconded by Ms. Ham and
passed unanimously, with Mr. Thompson, Mr. Chaney and Mr. Malone
absent at the time of the vote.

AB 418: Increases maximum fines for misdemeanors and
gross misdemeanors.

Mr. Stewart noted that this bill would not affect where a person
would go, it will not have a detrimental financial impact upon
any entity, in fact the most it can do is benefit them because
it lets the judges impose a larger fine.

It was pointed out that this bill should be amended to include
the cities. The Committee agreed this should be done.

Finally, there was a discussion concerning the amounts invglved.
(Committes Minntes)
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Mr. Stewart felt a jump from $1,000 to $5,000 for gross mis-
demeanors, and from $500 to $2,500 for misdemeanors to be a
little extreme. He suggested lesser amounts.

Mr. Sader said he agreed with Mr. Stewart because Justice Courts
and Municipal Courts are designed to be courts of the people,

and petty offenses are the reason for this. If we get away

from the concept of petty offenses and start imposing huge,
substantial fines, more and more people will feel it necessary

to have an attorney represent them and there will be a lessening
of the feeling among the people that they can represent themselves.
This is one of the reasons petty courts are differentiated from
district courts. .

Mr. Sader went on to note that what the Committee must actually
consider is the policy question of how far away from the concept
of a court of the people they want to go; i.e., at what point
are you going to scare the public into thinking they have to
have a lawyer present--after all, $2,500 is a lot of money.

Mr. Sader said he agreed with the concept of the bill: $500 is
not enough. He suggested the Committee consider an amount
~ around the halfway point; i.e., $2,500 for gross misdemeanors
(:> and $1,200 for misdemeanors.

------ Mr. Sader moved AMEND AB 418 to include the cities, and to change
the fines to $1,200 for a misdemeanor and $3,000 for a gross

t misdemeanor, seconded by Mrs. Cafferata and passed unanimously,

with Mr. Thompson and Mr. Chaney absent at the time of the vote.

Mr. Sader then moved DO PASS AB 418 AS AMENDED, seconded by
Ms. Foley and passed unanimously, with Mr. Thompson and
Mr. Chaney absent at the time of the vote.

Chairman Stewart then noted that he had a request for a
Committee introduction. He explained that a few days earlier -
the Committee had sponsored two trial lawyer bills and one
defense attorney bill; this is the second defense attorney bill.

In reply to the argument that it was extremely late in the
session to be introducing bills, Mr. Stewart noted it was
already drafted, and he had introduced the trial lawyer bills,
therefore, he would appreciate the Committee backing the
introduction of this defense attorney bill.

Mr. Malone movéed THE COMMITTEE INTRODUCE BDR 57-162§§ seconded
by Mr. Stewart and passed unanimously, with Mr. Chaney and
Mr. Thompson absent at the time of the vote.

®
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AB 447: Revises procedures for providing compensation to
certain victims of crimes.

Mr. Price distributed copies of Amendment 560 to AB 447
(EXHIBIT C), explaining it covered almost all the changes
discussed earlier by the Committee.

It was noted that the amendment to section 14, page 5, line 18
was an attempt to assure the individual would receive swift aid,
while at the same time guaranteeing the fund would be reimbursed
when other agencies finally paid out the monies they had awarded
to the individual. This would help prevent the total depletion
of the fund for AB 447. An example.cited was that of State Aid
to the Medically Indigent (SAMI) funds, which often are not paid
for a year or more following the incident.

Mr. Sader suggested a notice provision regarding the requirement
to reimburse the fund for awards received from other sources
also be included in this section.

Additional amendments suggested included the exclusion of
traffic violations from the funding.process and adding a prov151on
returning unused monies to the General Fund at the end of a
(:) specific period of time. Finally, it was suggested that the
u bill be amended per Amendment 560 and then returned to Committee
b for a final review and possible addition of other amendments.

Mrs. Cafferata was also tasked with obtaining data concerning
the «fiscal impact of Amendment 560 upon the counties.

Mr. Price moved AMEND AB 447 PER AMENDMENT 560, seconded by
Mrs. Cafferata and passed unanimously, with Mr. Thompson,

Ms. Foley, Mr. Chaney, Mr. Malone and Mr. Banner absent at the
time of the vote.

As there was no further business, Chairman Stewart adjourned
the meeting at 10:20 a.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Porrisble /3. Hlafir~

Pamela B. Sleeper
Assembly Attache

1639
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ADDENDUM

AB 488: 1Increases penalty for abduction of child.

On Tuesday, 5 May 1981 a brief meeting of the Committee was
held on the floor of the Assembly. At this meeting Mr. Malone
moved DO PASS AB 488 AS AMENDED, seconded by Mr. Thompson and

passed, with Mrs. Cafferata voting against. All members were
present at the time of the vote.

1610
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DATE: Wednesday, 29 April 1981

SUBJECT: AB 250: Forbids probation or suspension of
sentence for persons convicted of burglary.

-

MOTION:
DO PASS AMEND XX INDEFINITELY POSTPONE
RECONSIDER

MOVED BY: MRS. CAFFERATA SECONDED BY: MR. SADER
AMENDMENT :

Language to the effect that only those individuals who
have appeared before a judge once, be it for one or more
counts of burglary, been given a second chance, and then
repeated the crime who should be denied probation or
suspension of sentence.

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:
AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:

MOTION AMEND AMEND

VOTE: YES: NO YES NO YES NO
Thompson _ X - - : -
Foley X - - . - -
Beyer X - - - - .
Price X - —_ —_— —
Sader X - —_— — - - -
Stewart X - - -
Chaney X . - - - .
Malone X - —_— —_—
Cafferata_X . - -
Ham X - —_— —_— —
Banner X — . —_— —_— —
TALLY: 11 0 . —_— —_— —_
ORIGINAL MOTION:- Passed _ XX Defeated Withdrawn
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
ATTACHED TO MINUTES OF Assembly Judiciary Committee

Wednesday, 29 April 1981
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1 61st NEVADA LEGISLATURE

. ASSEMBLY JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
LEGISLATION ACTION

£;> DATE: Wednesday, 29 April 1981

SUBJECT: AB 227: Requires arrested person to pay costs of
positive test for alcohol or controlled

substance.
MOTION:
DO PASS AMEND INDEFINITELY POSTPONE
RECONSIDER AMEND AND DO PASS XX
MOVED BY: MRS, CAFFERATA SECONDED BY: MR, BEYER
AMENDMENT:

Amendment 375 to AB 227. (See EXHIBIT 'A.)

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:
AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:

-

) MOTION AMEND AMEND
VOTE: E

Thompson
Foley
Beyer
Price
Sader
Stewart
Chaney ABS
Malone
Cafferata
Ham X
Banner ABSENT

TALLY: _9 0

ORIGINAL MOTION: Passed XX Defeated Withdrawn

AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
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At ATTACHED TO MINUTES OF Assembly Judiciary Committee
Wednesday, 29 April 1981
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§lst NEVADA LEGISLATURE

ASSEMBLY JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
' LEGISLATION ACTION .

DATE: Wednesday, 29 April 1981

SUBJECT: AB 253: Provides penalties for interrupting emergency
radio communications.

MOTION:
DO PASS AMEND _xx INDEFINITELY POSTPONE
RECONSIDER )
MOVED BY: MR, SADER SECONDED BY: MR, BEYER '
AMENDMENT :

Amendment 626 to AB 253. (See EXHIBIT B.)

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:
AMENDMENT:
MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:

MOT.ION AMEND AMEND
VOTE: YES® NO YES NO YES NO
Thompson ABSENT ___ _ : —-
Foley X - - - - _
Beyer X — - - - -
Price ABSENT ___ —_— _ —_— —_
Sader ). & — —_— —_ _— —
Stewart X —_ —_— _— —— —
Chaney ABSENT ___ - —_— —— —_—
Malone X - — _ _ —
Cafferata_X _ — _
Ham X —_— — —_— — —
Banner ABSENT _ _ —_— —_ —_— —
TALLY: _1 0 - - - _
ORIGINAL HOTION;- Passed _ XX Defeated Withdrawn
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
ATTACHED TO MINUTES OF Assembly Judiciary Committee

Wednesday, 29 April 1981
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6lst NEVADA LEGISLATURE
ASSEMBLY JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
LEGISLATION ACTION

DATE: Wednesday, 29 April 1981

SUBJECT: AB 253: Provides penalties for interrupting emergency
radio communications.

MOTION:

DO PASS AMEND INDEFINITELY POSTPONE

RECONSIDER DO PASS AS AMENDED XX

MOVED BY: MR. SADER SECONDED BY: MRS. CAFFERATA
AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:

AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:

? MOTION AMEND AMEND
VOTE: YES NO YES NO YES NO
Thompson ABSENT ___ —_— —_ —_
Foley _X — - - - -
Beyer X — - - - -
Price ABSENT ___ — -  — —
Sader X - - - - —
Stewart X — A -
Chaney ABSENT ___ —_— —_—
Malone X - _ _ =
Cafferata_Xx _ - —
Han X — —_— —_— P
Banner ABSENT ___ - - - -
TALLY: 7 0 - .
ORIGINAL MOTION: - Passed XX Defeated Withdrawn
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
ATTACHED TO MINUTES OF e

Wednesday, 29 April 1981
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61lst NEVADA LEGISLATURE

ASSEMBLY JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
~__ _LEGISLATION ACTION

.t

O DATE: Wednesday, 29 April 1981

SUBJECT: SB 254: Makes various provisions for discharge
from parole and probation.

MOTION:
DO PASS AMEND XX INDEFINITELY POSTPONE
RECONSIDER
MOVED BY: MR. STEWART SECONDED BY: MR, SADER '
AMENDMENT:

Section 3, subsection 1l(b) should be amended to read:
"...term which is equal to or greater than the remaining
term..."

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:
AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:

) MOTION
VOTE: YES NO

Thompson ABSENT
Foley
Beyer
Price A
Sader

Stewart _ X
Chaney ABSENT
Malone ABSENT
Cafferata_X
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Ham X

Banner X

TALLY: 7 — -
ORIGINAL MOTION:: Passed XX Defeated Withdrawn
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED

ATTACHED TO MINUTES OF _Assembly Judiciary Committee
Wednesday, 29 April 1981
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61st NEVADA LEGISLATURE
ASSEMBLY JUDICIARY COMMITTEE

LEGISLATION ACTION %
DATE: Wednesday, 29 April 1981
SUBJECT: SB 254: Makes various provisions for discharge

from parole and probation.

MOTION:

DO PASS AMEND INDEFINITELY POSTPONE

RECONSIDER DO PASS AS AMENDED XX

MOVED BY: MR. SADER SECONDED BY: MRS. CAFFERATA
AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:
AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:

"MOTION AMEND AMEND

VOTE: YES: NO YES NO YES NO
Thompson ABSENT _ _ -
Foley _X - - - - -
Beyer X - - — - -
Price ABSENT ___ — — .
Sader X - - - - - -
Stewart X - - -
Chaney ABSENT _ S -
Malone ABSENT _ _ — -
Cafferata_X - —_ -
Ham X - — —_— _ —
Banner X - — —_
TALLY: 7 0 _ -
ORIGINAL MOTION: Passed XX Defeated Withdrawn
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED

ATTACHED TO MINUTES OF Assembly Judiciary Committee
Wednesday, 29 April 1981
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: 3 6lst NEVADA LEGISLATURE
. ASSEMBLY JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
LEGISLATION ACTION

W
v

O DATE: Wednesday, 29 April 1981

SUBJECT: SB 307: Removes requirement for presentence
report in certain cases.

%4

MOTION:
DO PASS XX AMEND INDEFINITELY POSTPONE
RECONSIDER

MOVED BY: MR. SADER SECONDED BY: _MR. BEYER
AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:
AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:

“MOTION AMEND AMEND
VOTE: YES' NO NO

Thompson ABSENT

Foley X
Beyer X
Price X
Sader X
Stewart _X
Chaney ABSENT __
Malone ABSENT _ _
Cafferata_X
Hanm X
Banner _X

TALLY: 8
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ORIGINAL MOTION: Passed X Defeated Withdrawn

AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED

ATTACHED TO MINUTES OF Assembly Judiciary Committee -,
Wednesday, 29 April 1981 Ak
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6lst NEVADA LEGISLATURE

ASSEMBLY JUDICIARY

LEGISLATION ACTION

COMMITTEE

DATE: Wednesday, 29 April 1981

SUBJECT: SB 356:

Changes provisions relating to dishonorable

discharges from probation.

MOTION:
DO PASS

X  AMEND ___

RECONSIDER

MOVED BY:
AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY:
AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY:

MRS. CAFFERATA

INDEFINITELY

SECONDED BY:

SECONDED BY:

SECONDED BY:

POSTPONE

MS. HAM

© 7 - MOTION

VOTE: YES

Thompson ABSENT

Foley
Beyer
Price
Sader
Stewart

e pe e

el ETET

Chaney ABSENT
Malone ABSENT

Cafferata_X
Ham
Banner

TALLY:

> b

N0

AMEND
No

|r<
(]
(7]
ERERENEEEN

AMEND

to
[72]
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ORIGINAL MOTION:

AMENDED & PASSED
AMENDED & PASSED

Passed _xx  Defeated

Withdrawn

AMENDED & DEFEATED

AMENDED & DEFEATED

ATTACHED TO MINUTES OF

o

Wednesday, 29 April 1981
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6lst NEVADA LEGISLATURE
ASSEMBLY JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
LEGISLATION ACTION »

DATE: Wednesday, 29 April 1981

SUBJECT: AB 418: Increases maximum fines for misdemeanors
and gross misdemeanors.

MOTION:
DO PASS AMEND XX INDEFINITELY POSTPONE
RECONSIDER .
MOVED BY: MR, SADER SECONDED BY: _MRS, CAFFERATA _
AMENDMENT:

1) Includé the cities

2) Change the fines to $1,200 for a misdemeanor and
$3,000 for a gross misdemeanor.

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:
AMENDMENT:
MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:

- MOTION AMEND AMEND
VOTE: YES- NO YES NO YES NO
Thompson ABSENT ___ —_ J— _
Foley _X - - _ - -
Beyer X _ - - - _
Price X — —_— —_— —
Sader X — - _ - _
Stewart X — - —
Chaney ABSENT ___ S —_— — —_
Malone X —_ —_ —
Cafferata_X - - _
Ham X _ - — —_ —
Banner X _ - _ - -
TALLY: 9 0 _ —
ORIGINAL MOTION: Passed XX Defeated Withdrawn
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
ATTACHED TO MINUTES OF Assembly Judiciary Committee

Wednesday, 29 April 1981
1649
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61st NEVADA LEGISLATURE

ASSEMBLY JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
LEGISLATION ACTION

DATE: Wednesday, 29 April 1981

SUBJECT: AB 418: Increases maximum fines for misdemeanors
and gross misdemeanors.

MOTION:

DO PASS AMEND INDEFINITELY POSTPONE

RECONSIDER DO PASS AS AMENDED XX

MOVED BY: MR. SADER SECONDED BY: MS. FOLEY
AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:

AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:

Y 7 - MOTION AMEND AMEND
VOTE: YES NO YES NO YES NO
Thompson ABSENT — _ =
Foley X - -
Beyer _X - -
Price X - -
Sader X- _ - -
Stewart X - - -
Chaney ABSENT — _
Malone X _ _ -
Cafferata_X - _ -
Ham X — - —_—
Banner X — - _
TALLY: 9 0 _ —
ORIGINAL MOTION: Passed _ XX Defeated Withdrawn
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
ATTACHED TO MINUTES OF Assembl e

Wednesday, 29 April 1981
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61st NEVADA LEGISLATURE
ASSEMBLY JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
LEGISLATION ACTION

DATE: Wednesday, 29 April 1981

SUBJECT: AB 447: Revises procedures for providing compensation
to certain victims of crimes.

MOTION:
DO PASS AMEND XX INDEFINITELY POSTPONE
RECONSIDER

MOVED BY: MR. PRICE SECONDED BY: MRS, CAFFERATA
AMENDMENT :

Amendment 560 to AB 447. (See EXHIBIT C.)

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:
AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:

~  MOTION AMEND AMEND
VOTE: YES NO NO

Thompson ABSENT
Foley ABSENT
Beyer
Price
Sader
Stewart _ X
Chaney ABSENT
Malone ABSENT
Cafferata_X
Han X
Banner ABSENT

TALLY: 6 0
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ORIGINAL MOTION: Passed xx Defeated Withdrawn
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED

AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED

ATTACHED TO MINUTES OF Assembly Judiciary Committee
Wednesday, 29 April 1981




61st NEVADA LEGISLATURE
ASSEMBLY JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
LEGISLATION ACTION -

: ADDENDUM TO MINUTES OF
DATE: Wednesday, 29 April 1981 (Vote taken on Tuesday, 5 May 1981)

SUBJECT: AB 488: Increases penalty for abduction of child.

MOTION:

DO PASS AMEND INDEFINITELY POSTPONE

RECONSIDER DO PASS AS AMENDED XX .

MOVED BY: _MR. MALONE SECONDED BY: _MR. THOMPSON
AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:
AMENDMENT:

MOVED BY: SECONDED BY:

" - MOTION AMEND AMEND

VOTE: YES® NO YES NO YES NO
Thompson X - — .
Foley X - - _ . _
Beyer X — - _ - —
Price X - _ _
Sader X - - _ _
Stewart X — - .
Chaney X — - — - —
Malone X - - _
Cafferata X _ _
Ham X - - _ - -
Banner X - — -
TALLY: 10 1 _ _
ORIGINAL MOTION: Passed _XX Defeated Withdrawn
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED
AMENDED & PASSED AMENDED & DEFEATED

ATTACHED TO MINUTES OF Agssembly Judiciary Committee
Wednesday, 29 April 1981
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C EXHIBIT A

1981 REGULAR SESSION (61st)

ASSEMBLY ACTION ' SENATE ACTION | Asgexbly. AMENDMENT BLANK
Adopted O Adopted O | AMENDMENTS tw.__ Assembly
Do 7 Do Bl BN 20 e
Coneutred in O Consurredin O | BDR.....40-629
ggfef‘mm 8 g::;onm 0, Proposed by......Committee on Judiciary
Inidal: ‘. Inidal: ‘ """"""""""
Ameadment N 375
Amend section 1, page 1, by deleting lines 4 through 7 and ingerting:
"fa) Has been given a ctest which has revealed:".
Amend section 1, page 1, line 1l af<«er "add:f.c*::'~ by delaeting the
comma and inserting "; and
(b) EHas been ccnvicted of a crime, an element cf which is
intoxication or being under the influence of or addicted t5 a con-
trolled substance,”.
Amend section 1, page 1, line 15, after “found” by ‘inserting
"and who was convicted”.
Amend the title of the bill on the second line by deietinq
- L “an arrested” and inserting "a"; and on the third line
by deleting "found;" and inserting "found and who is
convicted of a related crime;".
To: E&E )
Tt APR 9181
e osement Driedby....... 39428 e Dt 3229281 1553
t(a) re .

Assembly Judiciary Committee
Wednesday, 29 April 1981
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EXHIBIT B

1981 REGULAR SESSION (61st)

ASSEMBLY ACTION = SENATE ACTION | ...Assembly AMENDMENT BLANK
f
Adopted 0O | Adopted G | AMENDMENTS to...... . Assexbly
Date: Date: Bill No.......233 ResolutiorNe=_.._. .
Initial: | Initiak T
Concurred in O ' Concurred in O BDR 16-1169 :
2$xcnncnnedin im ggrcnncunedin c Assenbl Mal
ate: i te: Proposed Ss yman one
Inidal; Initial: i
Amendmeat NO 626

Amend section 1, page 1, line 1ll, by deleting "within the citizerns

band,” and inserting:

*agsicned o the citizens' radio service,”

Amend section 1, page 1, by inserting below line 17:

"4. A verson is cresuzmed to have intenticnallv, knecwinclv or

with c=iminal neclicence interrupted, irmeded o iaterfered with

a transmission if he:

(a) Interrupted, impeded or interfered with the transmission cf

a communication on a channel which wags dedicated to use for emes-

cencv comxunications; oz

(5) Overated ecuipment capable, by itself or with a linear
amslifier, of producinc rower which exceeds limits set bv a secu-

lation of the Federal Ccrmunications Commission.®

Tc: E&E
LCB File
Journal

Eagrossmeat s
Bill v Drafted by ..=$:8%S_ ... Dat. 5722=E1

[§]
wn
il

Assembly Judiciary Committee
Wednesday, 29 April 1981
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ASSEMBLY ACTION =~ SENATE ACTION

- EXHIBIT C
) 1981 REGULAR SESSION (61st)
Assenbly

! Assembly

AMENDMENT BLANK

O AMENDMENTS .
i —fomt—

To:

Amendment }i?

Assembly Jlti'c’iiciary Committee
Wednesday, 29 April 1981 .

560 )

Amend the :kill as a whole Ly deleting sections 1 through 3 aed
izserting a new section dasignated secticn 1, sreceding sec=icn 4,
te cead as fcllcws:

*"Secs=izn 1. NRS 217.010 is hereby amended to read as follows:

217.010 It is the policy of =his state =0 (ancourage the csctera-
c2icn a=d assistancs of the publlic iz law enfcrcsment and ¢ prImots

the prblic welfare.] crovide assistance :=> Tersons wko avs victins

2 viclent crimes or the susvivors of victims ¢f violent czises.”

Anend tke bill as a2 whole by reaumbering secticns 4 through 21
as sections 2 thwrough 19.
Anend sec. 9, page 3, line 4, by deleting “hearing”® and insezting:
® [hearing] ccmpensation”.
Amend sec. 9, page 3, by deleting line §, aznd insertiag:
*who zust [be licensed to practice law in :hi{ state, to ceaduct
investiga=-", .
Azead sec. 9, page 3, by delexzizg line 12 and inserting:

"priate.] :kave had cesponsible and successful adminisecative expes

ziexcs. Sack compensation cf2icer is entitled to recsive waces of

$50 cer Rour spent in performing his duties, but nct more than $220

cer dav, azd is entitled to a subsistsnce allowance and rei=burse-

=ent fcr =savel extenses as previded for stats officers and e=slov-

ees."”
Amend sec. 9, page 3, line 13, by delezizg "Eearinc® and iaserst-

l:q "Camzensaticn”.

E&E

LCB File
Journal Vs
Eagrossment

2§:s=¢
Drafted by
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Amend sec. 9, page 3, line 17, by deleting “Eearing” and insers-
ing:
“Cezmensation”.

Amend sec. 9, page 3, by deleting line 18, and inserting:

“(a) Conduct an investigation to determine the eligibility of

the applicant for aid, including bdut not limiced to:

(1) Compiiiaq bills Z-cm phvsicians who have :reated the

victia fer his iajury:

{2) Cbtaining fxem the victim a signed affidavit indicating

the amount of any wages allecedly lost because of the injury; aad

(3) Reviewing repor+<s cf peaca officers and stazements of

witnesses."
Amend sec. 9, page 3, by inser=zing below line 22:

“4. IZ an attecrmey adzistced %0 pracsice law in this stats has

Seen appcintad as a cocxrpensation cfficer, ke skall not retresent or

otherwise assist a clainant for ccmcensaticn with any matter =elaz-

ing to the circumstances which have or may cesult, directly cz iadiz-

ectly, in a clain.”

Anend sec. 10, page 3, line 317, by deleting "hearinc” axd
inserting:
“comransation”®.

Anend sec. 10, page 3, line 40, by deleting "hearing” and insert-
ing: ~

Amend sec. ll, page 4, line 7, by deletizg "its] hearing o2%icezr”
and inserting: -
"its hearing] ccmpensaticn officer”.

Amend sec. 11, page 4, iline 10, by deletizg “heazing” azd iasert-
ing:
“ccmoensation”.

Amend sec. ll, page ¢, line 20, by deletizg “its] hearin
.0f2icexr” and inse=ting:

*its hearing] cczmoensation cfficaz”.

AS Porm 1b (Amesament Blank) ' an.ftEit—




Amend sec. ll, page 4, line 23, by deleting "its] hearing officex”
and inserting:
*i+ss hearing] comcensation cfficez”.

Amend sec. ll, page &, line 26, by deleting "hearing” and insert-
iag:
"cexpensation”.

Amend sec. 12, page ¢, line 36, by deleting "keaczing” and insexs-
ing:
"cextensation“.

Amend sec. 13, page 4, lize 45, by daleting °(bcard] Leazi=g cf2i-
cer” and inserting: )

“Soaxd”.

Amend sec. 14, page 3, line 5, by deleting *[toacd] heasizc of2fi-
cer” and icserting:
"tcard”.

Anend sec. 14, page 5, by deleting lines 13 and 14, and L:se:ting:;
*offense giving rise to the apgplication.] I£ the claizant has

recsived anv amount on account of his injuries or the death of

anotker frcm:”.

Amend sec. 14, page 5, line 18, by deleting "assistance.” and

iaserting:
"agsistance,
~)&E“gz4 the board shall reduce the award cf ccmrensaticn bv that amount. Anv

& those sources which is cblicated to cav anv amount aftar the

awaz2 of ccomrersaticn shall cav the board anv amcunt ¢f ceacensacica

which has “een vaid to the claimant and cav the remaiader of the

azouns due 45 the clainans."

Axend sec. 15, page 5, line 23, by deleting "[board] hearinc ¢ffi-
car” and inserting:
"Loard”.

Azend sec. 15, rpage S, line 24, bv deleting “bcasd =av crder the“.

Arend sec. 15, sace 5, line 138, bv deleting "[bcaxd] Leasing
gfficer” and inseztizg:

*toazza”.

AS Form (b \Ameodment Blaak) Lo -5
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Amend sec. 13, page 5, line 41, by deleting "[board] hearing
officez” and inserting: ) )
“board”.

Amend sec. 16, page 6, line 6, by deleting “"hearing” and insert-

"compensatican”.

Azend sec. i, page 6, by deleting lines 7 and 8, and inser<ing:
"60-cay limization.”.

amand sec. 17, page 6, lize 28, by deleting "teaszing” and iasert-
izg:
"ceavensatiea”.

Anend sec. 20, page 7, line 6, bty deleting "emergency :»d." and
insazting:

" [emergency fund.! fund f5r the comoensation of vissims of srimes,

which is berstv created. Monev in she fund must be disbursed on

the oxdar ¢£ ske bcard in the same Tarner as ciher clains acainst

the stats ace Daid.”

Anend the bill as a whole by adding three new sections, dasignated
sections 20 through 22, fZollowiag section 21, to read as “cllows:

“Sec. 20. NRS 178.518 is hezeby amended to read as fcllcews:

178.518 Mcney ccllected pursuant to NRS 178.506 to 1738.516€,
inclusive, [is to] must be paid over to the [county treasurar.]

gs=ate treasurer for deposit in the fund for comcensasicn ¢f victims

of crixmes.
Sec. 21, NRS 179A.090 is hereby amended to read as fallcws:

179A.090 Nec agency of criminal justice in Nevada which has 1 cooperative agres.
ment with a repository of Nevada records of crirminal history may lis-
seminate any record of crimunal history which inciudes nformauon
2bout a felony or 3 gross misdemeanor without first making inquiry of
the repository of Nevada recoras of criminal history. to obdbtin the
most current and compilete information availgble, unless:

“l. The informauon is te=ded for a purpose in the admintstration of
cnminal justice for which ume 18 essenual. and e cepository of
Nevada rezords of cnminal dustory is not ible to respond withun the
required time: -

2. The (ull information requested and to be disseminated relates to
specific facts or incideats whica are wiiin the direct knowiledge of an
officer, ageat or emplovee of the agency which disseminates the infor-
matona:

3. The full informaucn requesied and 10 be disserminated was
received as part of a summary of rezords of criminal history (rom :he
Nevada rezords of couminal history informanion repository withia 30
days before the information i3 dissemnated;

AS Form 1b iAmendment Stank) Lo
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Amendment No_. 360 1o A888mbly pippo 447 (BpR 167698 )pyg S
4. The statuts, exesutive order. court rule or court order under
which the information is to be disseminated refers oaly to inf ion
which is in the flles of the agency which makes the dissemination: {OT)
3. The information requested and to be disseminated is for the
express purpose of research, evaluation or stadstical activities to be
based upon information mainained in the (lles of the ageacy or sgen-
cies from which the information is sought [.] ; or
§. The informaticn is recuested by a compensation officer of
the state bcazd cf examiners cursuant to NRS 217.090.
R —————— = SRR et S e -0
Sec. 22. NRS 217.190 is herzeby repealed.”
AS Form 1D (Amesamam Blank) N D
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