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A quorum being present, Chairman Price called the meeting to
order on May 16, 1981 in room 214 of the Legislative Building.
The purpose of the meeting was a work session to take action
on bills previously heard. S S it bk

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Assemblyman Price, Chairman
Assemblyman Polish, Vice Chairman
Assemblyman Beyer

Assemblyman DuBois

Assemblyman Glover

Assemblyman Mello

Assemblyman Prengaman

Assemblyman Schofield

Assemblyman Westall

MEIMBERS ABSENT:

None

Mr. Price began the meeting by stating that there have been some
questions raised on the constitutionality of AB 338 as imposing

a special tax for mass transit. He added that he has asked David
Stankow, Deputy Legislative Counsel, to speak on this bill.

Mr. Stankow stated that the constitution of the State of Nevada
provides under Article IX, Section 1 that the legislative author-
ity -of this state shall be vested in the Senate and Assembly. It
makes no exceptions. There are provisions for initiatives from
the people and for the people to require referendums. The sales
tax was a referendum measure. The people requested a referendum
on it and passed it by referendum and therefore to amend the
sales tax it must go to the people. Any other matter for which
they have not requested a referendum "you may not" because the
power is vested in the Senate and Assembly. = °

In answer to Mr. Mello's question regarding whether the 5 3/4%
should have gone to the people, Mr. Stankow stated that it was
not necessary because the sales tax is 2% and it has not been
changed in this session. 1In order to raise the 2% you must go

to the people. The City-County Relief Tax and the Local School
Support Tax are not referendum measures and they are similar to
sales tax only in that they are collected along with it and then
distributed. He continued that it was not necessarily true that
that they absolutely may not go to the people of a county to ask
them whether a tax shall be imposed by the county. The legislature
may be law authorize a county to collect an additional tax by
enacting an ordinance and they may make the ordinance conditional
upon a vote of the people. That the legislature may do because
in adopting the authorization to enact the ordinance they have
not adopted a law which would have to go to the people to confirm.
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Mr. Stankow continued by stating that legislature may require
that a vote of the people be taken to make the ordinance effective.
He stated that they may not require a vote of the people to make

= the- statute generally effective. -

Mr. Stankow stated he was not sure whether the counties have the
power to ask the people what AB 338 addresses. He stated that

if the legislature were to reguire that they go to a vote of the people
they would have to do so as the legislature may impose any reason-
able conditions on an ordinance.

Mr. Mello ingquired if the counties could put it as a referendum,
and Mr. Stankow stated that he was not sure but that it might be.
He stated that on the state level and with the people's relation-
ship with the legislature, the people are the only ones that can
command a referendum, the legislature may not. Clark County could
be told to hold a referendum and that they may hold a referendum.

Mr. Daryl Capurro statec that this was the same device that was
used last session in allowing the RTCs to go before the people.
Frank Daykin at that time stated that the state had no right to
initiate a referendum but the counties did. The legislature could
provide that the county could by ordinance provide this if they

. went to the vote of the people.

Mr. Mello stated that he wondered how anyone could sit here on

this panel and be concerned with allowing counties the option to
either impose this tax or put it on a referendum when the legis-
lature did not put the 5 3/4% sales tax to the vote of the people.
He stated that he felt this was basically the same thing.

Mr. Price referred Mr. Stankow to page 1 on AB 338, line 1l and
inquired if they could amend this so that the county commissioners
could either impose this at their desire without a vote of the
people or enact an ordinance contingent upon a vote of the people.
Mr. Stankow replied in the affirmative stating that the legislature
could do that. >

Mr. Mello inquired if it would be possible to place an amount
for the two counties interested in it. Mr. Stankow stated that
they could place language that it could not exceed a set amount
but that they could not place individual amounts for the two
different areas.

Mr. Beyer inquired if the terms public transit system and public
mass transit system were interchangeable. Mr. Stankow replied
that public transit system is defined and that the other term
was acceptable and they were being used interchangeably without
any problem.

Mr. Price presented amendment 905 which is attached to these minutes
as Exhibit A and which makes this allowable without a vote of the
people.
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Mr. Price asked Jerry Hall, Washoe Regional Transport Commission,
if they had addressed the questions raised about definition of
sales tax.

Mr. Hall stated that this particular bill was structured after the
City-County Relief Tax and makes reference to the School Support '
Tax. This is why it didn't provide for a vote of the people be-
cause those two taxes do not recuire a vote. In addition the
School Support Tax also provides all of the many exemptions that
would not be taxed under this bill, and the other bills.

Mr. Price stated that the retailers were concerned with the lang-
uvage of line 20 and Mr. Kall was going to check to see if that
language should be changed as there seemed to be some confusion.
Mr. Hall stated that he has discussed this with Mr. Stankow and
he indicated that based on the way this legislation is drafted

in making reference to the City-County Relief Tax and School
Support Tax that the statement indicatinc levies on sales and

use would not be reguired. The intent zhat had been expressed

to Mr. Stankow is that it should be charged to provide that it
would be a sales and use tax.

Mr. Mello inquired if Washoe County would need no more than a 1/4%
and Mr. Hall stated that based on current projections he would '
not feel that they would need more than the 1/4% or even the full
1/4% over the next two years. He stated that the only assurance
that he could give to the committee would be that he could not
imagine the Board of Commissioners increasing it above what the
need really would be and the needs are based upon the availability
of capital equipment. This dictates in large part the operating
expenses and this is the major part of their operating budget.
Without the capital expense and capital egquipment that operating
expense will not continue to rise over the 1/4%.

Mr. Price stated that they wanted to make sure that the tax would
be imposed in the same manner as the City-County Relief Tax and
that there would be no difference. To this end he read the part
of AB 369 which deals with this tax. The language appeared to
be-the same as found in that bill. '

Mr. Capurro stated that he felt that this ties back to chapter 372
which is the sales and use tax act. AB 338 refers to chapter 374.
He stated that they were not satisfied that the language does what
it is suppose to do and that it should be tied down to the provi-
sions of chapter 372.

Mr. Hall stated that the proposed amendment discussed with Mr.
Stankow would have extended the language in 338 but that Mr. Stan-
kow felt that additional language was not necessary in this bill.
The School Support Tax bill has followup language which states
that it is not the intent of the bill to impose the tax upon the
retailers but that tax can be passed on to the consumer.

(Committee Mloutes)
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Mr. Capurro inquire about the specific exemption for motor fuel;

to which Mr. Hall explained that this is referenced in the City-

County Relief Tax and School Support Tax and therefore why refer-
ence it here. Mr. Capurro felt that it ought to be specifically

mentioned in this chapter.

Mr. Beyer stated that he would be opposed to allowing the option
for the county and would rather see it mandatory that they go

to a vote of the people. Ee added that he resented subsidizing
a transportation system that is not paying for itself. He felt
that the people have expressed themselves very vocally in that
they do not want to pay any more for these services; however he
would have no problem with taking it to the vote of the people.

Mr. Prengaman stated that he felt it was necessary for them to
look beyond their individual districts but to look at a county-
wide problem. He added that the bond issues that have failed
were probably due to the unfavorable climate of that time. He
added that with the raising of the various taxes on motcr vehicles,
fuels, licenses, etc. that using buses would become much nmore
attractive.

Mr. Price interrupted the discussion of this bill at this time
in order to vote on another bill before some of the members would
have to leave for other engagements.

AB 71

Copies of amendment 838 were distributed and Mr. Price explained
that this language was agreed upon by the Insurance Commissioner
as well as others interested. This is identical in . language
to the Insurance Commissioner's model privacy act. Exhibit B

Mrs. Westall moved for "amend and do pass" with amendment 838.
Mr. Polish seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously
with Mr. Glover nét voting because of conflict of interest.

>

AB 69

Copies of amendment no. 847 were distributed. Mr. Price stated
that a subcommittee worked on this consisting of Mr. Prengaman

and Mrs. Westall. This amendment is a compromize and that it
requires the Insurance Commissioner to develop a shopper's guide
and allows the division to come up with their own methods and
criteria in developing it. Distribution will be to state agencies,
libraries, and public places. It would still list the top five
and the low five companies. Exhibit C.

Mrs. Westall moved for "amend and do pass" with amendment 847

and Mr. Polish seconded the motion. The motion carried with
Mr. DuBois and Mr. Beyer voting against the motion.

(Committee Minutes)
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Copies of amendment 848 were distributed. Mr. Price stated that
this would amend out everything on page 2 with the exception of
section 4. The only thing retained deals with the criteria

the insurance companies have which are not filed or approved

by the Insurance Commissioner at the present time. Exhibit D.

Mrs. Westall moved "amend and do pass" with amendment 848 and
to remove the existing conflict and Mr. Prengaman seconded the
motion. The motion carried unanimously.

AB 338

Mr. Mello stated that Sparks is behind and cannot afford to pay
to the Mass Transit fund and the only way they are going to be
able to afford this is to go to this tyre of concept of allowing
ar either or option cf the County Cormissioners. Ee pointed

out that he felt it was a matter if the:r believed in a mass
transit system or not. He stated that the County Commissioners
are also elected by the people and that he feels that sometimes
legislators forget this and feel that they are the only ones that
have the responsibility to represent the people of this state.

Mr. Mello moved to "amend and do pass" AB 338 using the amendment
905 and further amended to provide an either or option. Mr.
Prengaman seconded the motion. A roll call vote was taken

with the motion failing on a vote of 4-5. Those voting in

favor were Mr. Mello, Mr. Prengaman, Mrs. Westall, and Mr. Price.
Those opposed were Mr. Beyer, Mr. DuBois, Mr. Glover, Mr. Scho. -
field and Mr. Polish.

Mr. Prengman stated that he felt the issue was so important to
the citizens of Washoe County he would ask that no other action
be taken on this bill until Monday.

AB 238 i

Amendment 757 was distributed. Mr. Price stated this amendment
would require regulation in an area if there was only one company
but if there were more the industry would be deregulated. Exhibit E.

Mr. Polish moved to "amend and do pass" with amendment 757 and
Mr. Glover seconded the motion. The motion passed with Mr. Preng-
aman opposed to the motion and Mrs. Westall absent at this time.

AB 337

Copies of amendment 854 were distributeé. Mr. Price pointed out
this would allow for minibuses upon proper application. It would
allow the company to own all or part of the fleet, to lease them
out, have an owner-operator lease, etc. All the regulations

and authority would be under the TCA which would make this a

Clark County biil. ©Exhibit F. —
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Mr. Capurro inquired what had been done about the definition of
small bus. He stated that the present definition would apply to
all buses. It was felt that perhaps a number of passengers should
be included. - '

Darrell Dreyer stated that he understood Mr. Avance of the TCA
really doesn't want this responsibility.

Mr. DuBois stated that he felt that it was a very creative answer
to the mass transit problem.

Mr. Price stated that the PSC is adamantly opposed to this system
and most big transportation systems are opposed to it and simply
do not want to try it. He stated that he felt that it would be
the answer to many transit problems found in NLV.

Mr. DuBcis moved to "amend and do pass" using amendment 854 and
Iix. Schcileld seconded the motion. The motion passeé on a roll
call vote with 6-2. Voting in favor were Mr. DuBois, Mr. Mello,
Mr. Prengaman, Mr. Schofield, Mr. Polish and Mr. Price. Voting
against were Mr. Beyer and Mr. Glover. Mrs. Westall was absent.

Mr. Price stated that he felt the definition could be handled on
- the Senate side if necessary.

SB 52

A copy of a proposed amendment was distributed (Exhibit G)..
Mr. Glover explained that this would put the fine for excess
weight on a graduating scale.

Mr. Glover moved for "amend and do pass" and Mr. Polish seconded
the motion.

Under discussion, Mr. Mello questioned why the lower end of the
scale fine had been lowered. Mr. Glover stated that this was
because it really wasn't aimed at the guy who was just barely
over the weight limits. He cited the example of coming over the
mountains, a truck could pick up enough enough snow to put him
over the limit. The higher level of weigcht is where the damage

is really done to the road. He explained that the amencdment was
developed by DMV, Darryl Carpurro, and himself and that all groups
were in agreement with it. This would match or exceed the Oregon
plan and it is a reasonable compromize.

The motion carried unanimously with Mrs. Westall absent.

AB 67

Mr. Glover moved to "indefinitely postpone"” and Mr. Beyer seconded
the motion. The motion carried unanimously with Mrs. Westall
absent.

(Committes Mioutes) oV
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SB 262
Mr. Glover moved to "do pass" and Mr. Polish seconded the motion.

Mr. Mello inquired how much of this increase would go directly
to improvement of the highways.

Al Stone, Director, Department of Transportation, stateé %+hat
the entire increase would go towards the preservation of existing
systemsof highway.

Mr. Mello inquired what the rational was for raising motorcycles as

‘much as the bill proposes. Mr. Stone stated from national data

they determined that Nevada's fee was extremely low and that it
was presently fifth from the bottom. He stated that it was the
heavier vehicles that do the most damage and that they were
trying to not have an excessive increase on any vehicle.

Mr. Price inquired where the state would stand after the increase,
to which Mr. Stone replied about 15th from the bottom. Mr. Stone
pointed out along this same line, that light passenger veihicles
were at the bottom, heavy passenger weight cars were at the
bottom, etc.

Darryl Capurro stated that SB 477 has an additional three million
dollars in motor carrier area which is on top of this. There is
a three bill package; the gas tax bill, registration bill and

SB 477. The rates that are in this bill have to be _taken in con-
text with what the overall increase will be. A small pickup pays
$25.00.presently while a large cadillac pays $5.50. Trucks pay
on the basis of weight from that point on. All three bills
should be considered as a part of a complete package which will
effect vehicles.

Hale Bennetf,DMV, stated that there are a number of bases for
charging registration fees. Age of vehicle, weight of vehicle,
value and a fix fee; or some combination of all four of these. -
They go from a low of $5.50, which this state has, to a high of
$79.00 in the District of Columbia. If this state goes to $12.00
we will be 15th from the bottom. When considering truck fees,
they felt that a lot of light weight trucks are currently used

as a recreation or transportation and not to haul things, but just
as a passenger car is used. However, these trucks pay a lot more
than a passenger car does. He stated that larger trucks would
have a fair size increase when coupled with the other fee
increases that are currently being contemplated.

The motion carried unanimously with Mrs. Westall absent at this
point.

(Committee Minutes)
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SB 459

A memo from the Department of Transportation was distributed to
the committee. A copy of this memo is attached to these minutes
as Exhibit H. .
Mr. Stone explained that the fees found in the memo were basically
what is curren*ly beinc charged by the State of California.

He stated that he still felt that it would be better if the

fees were not tied down by the statute.

Mr. Mello inquired if these fees would be placed into the
" department's regulations, to which Mr. Stone stated that they
would be adopted by regulation.

Mr. Price stated he had an amendment that deals with abandonment
and how they dispose o0f excess property. He stated that the
wnéerstandinc woaléd ke that the bill would not include the fees
put that the Serarimen:t would move towards adoption of the fees
proposed by regulation.

Mr. Glover moved Zor "amend and do pass" and Mr. Polish seconded

the motion. The motion carried with Mrs. Westall and Mr. Beyer
absent at this time.

As there was no further testimony to be heard oxr action to be
taken, Chairman Price adjourned the meeting.

Respectfully submitted,

Sandee Gagnier,
Assembly Attache

T
C.
&
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O ASSEMBLY O

AGENDA FOR COMMITTEE ON...TRANSPORTATION
SATURDAY . UPON

Date. MAY 16, 1981 Time..ADJOURNMENRoom... 214

Bills or Resolutions , > Counsel
to be coasidered . Subject requested®

. t
THIS AGENDA CANCELS AND SUPERSEDES THE PREVIOUS AGENDA FOR THIS DATE

WORK SESSION
AB 69 Prescribes duties for commissioner of insurance.

AB 70 Imposes duties on insurers in relation to rates
and coverage for motor vehicle insurance.

AB 71 Limits disclosure of information by insurers,
agents and organizations which support the
business of insurance.

AB 238 Exempts armored trucks from various regulatiohs .
pertaining to motor vehicle carriers.

AB 239 Provides money for drivers' education and makes
certain other changes relating to drivers'
licenses.

AB 326 Changes wording of signs indicating speed limits
for school zones.

AB 337 Provides for regulation of small buses by taxicab
authority.

AB 338 Authorizes counties to impose tax for support of

public transportation.

SB 52 Establishes schedule of fines for overloaded
vehicles.
SB 262 Increases certain fees for registetring and

licensing motor vehicles.

SB 459 Kllows fee for inspection of encroachments and
devices used for outdoor advertising.

SB 528 Revises definition of moped.

*Please do not ask for counsel unless necessary.
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O ASSEMBLY O

AGENDA FOR COMMITTEE ON....TRANSPORTATION

...............

SATURDAY UPON

Dawe MAY 16, 1981 _ Time ADJOURNMENTRoom 214

Bills or Resolutions #
to be considered : " Subject

WORK SESSION

bbb bbE

SB 52
SB 262
SB 459
SB 528

*Please do not ask for counsel unless necessary.
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- EXETBIT A

1981 REGULAR SESSION (61st)

.o

ASSEMBLY ACTION ! SENATE ACTION Assembly AMENDMENT BLANK
Adopted | Adopted. . - AMENDMENTS to..___ ASSembly
st Qg | Lost e O : ~—Joint— -
Date: Date: o = Bill No........338 ~ResotutiorNor==:
itial: Injdal: ] '
Zoncurred in O ' Concurred in’ = ' BDR. 32-1483
Not concurred in = ° Notconcurred in - ] .
Date: Dae: Proposed by...SCTEmiziee on Transpertation
=idal; Inizal:

Amendment NO 905

Amend secticn 1, pace ., Line 2, Iy Zeleting "I 4o 13," and inser=-

S Sl
"2 o 14,".
Amend sec. 4, page 1, line 20, afier "rate cf" by inserting:

"not more than",

Amend sec. 9, page 3, line 6, by €eleting "county; and" and insert-
ing:
"county if the system is included ir a regiocral t:anspogtation plan
adopted by the regional transportatior commission; and”.

Amena sec. ¢, page 3, line 7, by Zeleting "Perform” and inserting
"Provide for cr perform". )

Amend the bill as a whole by adding a new';;ction desigrnated sec-
tion 14, following section 13, to read as follows: : -

"Sec. l4. A public transportation system may, in’ addition to pro-
viding local “ransportaticr within a county, previde:

1. Services to assist commuters who érive in communicating wish
others to share rides;

2. Transpertation for elderly rerscns and the Landicapped;

3. Parking for the convenience of passengers on the system; and

4. sStaticns and other necessary facilities to ensure the comfort

né safety of passengers.”

fo: E&E | 16
LCB File ~ Q3Q>~3
— Journal
Engrossment
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- ! EXHIBIT B
!
1981 REGULAR SESSION (61st)
ASSEMBLY ACTION  SENATE ACTION Assenbly AMENDMENT BLANK
S Adopted O Adopted—~ ~™- AMENDMENTS to.... ASsembly  —--- .
Lost o Lost 0 3¢ iRf—
Date: Date: . Bill No........ 71 Resctotor-Nom——
Initial: Inidal: ' - : .
Corcarred in 2  Cencurred in = BDR S7sil )
Not concurred ia — Not soncurred in -
ate: Date: Propesed by..xETR:Itee on Transsorzasics
Inigaj: © Inital:

Amepdment NO = 838

-

Aserc sec. I, rcage 1, zv deleting L.ne LI, ané Lnsezzing:

"she insured cerscrn;".

Arend sec. 2, sace 1, ty deieting lize 17 an insezrzing:

"which the insured person furnished.”

Amend sec. 5, pace 2, line 4, by deleting the period and insezting:

, including a broker."

.

Amend sec. 6, page 2, by deleting lines 5 throuch 8 and inserting:

"Sec. 6. “Ingured person® means a ratuvral serson who

. l. In the case of proverstv or casua.tv insurance is a oass
22008 48 8 Dast,

£Sesent or provosed named insured cor heolder ef a certificate;

2. _In the case cf life, healzh cr disarility insurance is a

past, present cr srovosed orincital irgured cT holder of a cesti-

3. ls a past, present or orooosed solizsvholder:;

v

4. Is an acplicant or has applied fzr imsurance in tre sast;

S. Is cr hag heen a claimant: er

§. Plerived, derives cr will derive ccverace under a policv e#

nsurance cr certificaze tc which secsticns 2 =¢ 26, inclusive, c?

this 2ct acplv.”

Amend sec. 11, page 2, line 30, :y Zeleting "covernmens cr insurer,”

and inserzing:

"covernment, insurer or derscn whe ig reculated mursuant %0 the Fair

-

Credis Repersinc Re=, 1% %,S5.C. -361'¢',”

- ’ - b -"l
Te: E&T éjd‘
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Bil v/ Drafied by.. .....2G%:smc. ............Date S-i-%1
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Amezdment No...838._____t0._388emblY._Bil No...7X...._..(BDR.S7=1} ) Page....2

Amend the bill as a whole by adding new secticas designated sec-
tions 11.3 and 1l1.5, following sectiocn 1ll, to read.as follows:

"Sec. 11.3. 1. Sections 2 to 26, inclusive, of thisg act apaly.

$3 _insurers, acenzs and suppertisnc orcanizations which:

(8) In the case of lifs, hea.=h or disability insurance:

‘{1) Collect, receive or maintain information in connecticn with

insurance transactions with insured cersons who are residents cf =hig

state: or

(2) E=ncace in insurance transactions with insured persons who

are residents ¢f zhis state.

.2} In wne zase =

"
(}]
"
(1]
14
©®
"
o
<
O
T
0
to
“
d
)
(B3
03
.
)
H]
7]
F
\
]
4 ]
0
(1]

(1) Ccllec=, receive ¢r maintain information in connectien wies

o

insuTAnce tIransacticns ianvolvinc telicies, contracts or cerzificates

of insurance delivered, issued fcr delivery or renewed in this stase:

I

(2) Engage in insurance transactions 1nvolvinq'policies. con-

tracts or cectificates of insurance delivered, issued for delivery

or renewed in this state.

2. The richts cranted bv sections 2 to 26, inclusive, of this act

exzend to natural pa-sons whe are residents of this gtate and:

ia) Are subfects ¢f infcrmaticn ccilected, received cr maintained

-
in connecticn with insurance transactions: or

{b) Seek to encace in insurance transactiorns relating to life,

tealth or disabilicy insurance, cr transacticnsg relating to policies

¢ sropertv ¢r casualty insurance delivered, to bde delivered c:

cenewed in this stace.

2¥;ﬁy‘f/h cerson is a resident of this state if his last krown-mailing

address, as shown in the records cf the insurer, agent ¢r surper+<irg

inszisution, is _oczted in this state.

3. The przcvisions of sections 2 tc 26, inclusive, c¢f this act éo

not apply to:

{a! Insurance relating %o a tusiness or profession; or

(5} Infcrmaticn cc..ected from sublic rececrds in the custady cf

a2 ztvernmenta. agency and maintained by an insurer fcr the purocese

2I iLnsuring the title ¢ rezl triterTy. %

: ‘ cobo

AS Form !b (Amendment Biznk) LAY




Amendment No 838 - p Assenbly Bill No. 71 (BDR 57=-11 )Page 3

aa

Sec. 11.3. When he is acting to administer and enforce the pro-

R vigsions of sections 2 to 26, inclusive, of this ace, the ccomissioner

mav examine the records of a supporting crcanization in Nevada or

e_sewvhere in the same =anner as he ls erscwered =z exa=ine %

- e s

records of ingsurers bv this code.”

Amend sec. 12, page 2, lines 42 and 43, by deleting "arcslicant and

sclicvholder” and insex<ti:ng:

"insured person”.

Amend sec. 12, page 2, by deleting line 50 and inserzing:

"akan the insured zerscn.”

Anend sec. 12, sage 2, .ine s, fefcre 'secscns' oy Lnserzing

"s_asses cr =voes ci”.

Amend sec. 12, cage 3, line 5, vy Zelezing ".3" and Ilnserzainc

ﬂal.

amend sec. 12, page 3, line ll, by deleting "agrlicant or volicy-

holder” and inserting:

*iasured derson”.

Amené sec. 12, page 3, line 16, by deleting "2 terscn who has been

pzcrosed for coverage” and inserting:

o

L ,

"an insuvred perscn”.

)

df
1

T Amend sec. 12, page 3, :v inserting Lezweer linres 22 and 23:

' ,-‘:

s *3. In lieu of the nctice crescribed bv:Subsection 1, an insurer
Boor, .

&0 o> acent may provide an abbreviated nctice irnforming the insured

erson that:

(a) ©Perscnal informaticn nay be ccllected fzcm perscns cther <han

an wnsureé versen;

(b} Anv informazion czllected by the insurer or agens nmay in

cer=2in circumstances te disclosed 2z third serscnsg withcur auther

za<ion frem the sub<ect or insured perscen:

(¢} ~The insured verscn has a richt to inscect the inforration an

cerrect any errsrs which he maintaing ace included; arnd

-

(&) The insurer or acent is recuired to furnish a full nctice

recuired by subseczion I if it is zecuested by the insured tersen.”

AS Form 1D (Ameodment Blank) ’ a%




Ameadmest No 838 +s ASSembly _Bill No 7 (BDR. $7=11 ) Page 4

Amend sec. 12, page 3, line 23, by deleting "3." and inserting
"L o - B .

Azend the bili as a whole by deleting section 12 anéd adding a
new section desigrnated secticn 12, fsllcwing secticn 12, tc rsead

as follcws:

"sec. 3. 12 A rotice recuired kv section 12 cf this act zus>

- . )

ty

e civen ncs later cthan the time gvecified fcor that tvoe cf nctice

s

in _subsecticns 2 to S, inclusive, of this section.

2. If the notice relates =c an acolication for insurance, it muse

be civen n=c later <han:

& ebg me

z2a =2..2v =z cer<ifizaze, .f terssnal Lnf:zr-

mazion has ceen ansd s %2 ke =25lleczed onlv from the insured smer-s

-odom ot

' At the <ime che ssolscticn c¢f cersera. infcrmacion is kecurn,

12 <he infzrmation is intended %o ke collected from anv

erscrn _otter

than the insured cterson.

3. If <he notice relazes to renewal of a oolicv, it must be

===

civen no latexr than the date of the renewal. Yo notice is recuired

[y

£:

{a) Nozice which meets the recuirements of section 12 c¢f &hi

act has teen civen within 24 months befcre the date cf the renewal:

—eo

ané

(%} Perscnal infcrmaticn has been and ig to be ccllected crnlv

£-cm the insured zerscn.

e e

4, If =re notice relates =0 reinstatemen: of 2 pelicy cor a chanc

v

in benefizs under 2 Dolisv, is must be civen ne later than the =in

at which =-e recuess fzr -he re.nszacemen= - chance s received :c5v

+he insurer. Nc rotice is recuired if personal infcrmation has lteern

and ig =z te collaected cnlv frem she insvred verson.

€, If =-e nctice relazes =5 & =¢cllicv cf -rcvertv cr casualsiw

insurance, it muss ke given within 2 business davs af:zer the ccverace

ig bound, whether the notice relates to an apolicaticn, renewal,

ceingtatexent or change in teneficts.”

607
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Amendment No...838 to...Asgeably Bill No.... 1. (BDR..57:12 ) Page.....S

Amend sec. 14, page 3, by deleting lide_dj_and inserting:

"Sec 14. Each insured persen”. -
Amend sec. 14, ;age_a,llinq 48, by deleting "insurance and".

Amend sec. 1%,

‘u

ace 4, line 12, before "terscn" :y insersziag
“insured”.
Amend sec. 16, zace 4, line 38, af+ter "basis" by insertinec:
S 28s=s" oY g

"which is fcundes ucen specific !‘aformatisn which ‘s avaiilakle for

inspection bv the commissioner,”

Amend sec. 17, pace 4, line 44 before "person” by inserting

"insured”,

n

Amend sec. .7, tace ¢, line i

, zefcre "cersen’ Iy Lasersis

3]
[t]

"insured".

Amend sec. 17, sace 4, l:ine i2, tefore "tersch” sy inser=ing
"irnsured"”.

Amend sec. 18, page 5, by deleting line 28 anéd inserting:

“tion, or that the disclosure is necessarv tc protect itself acainst

fraud.”

Amend sec. 18, pace 5, line 43, by deleting "if no serson® and
inserting:
s

(a, No cerson”.

Amend sec. 18, page S5, by inserting betweén lines 4% and 46:

"(b} All reccrds and materials which identifv zarticular rersornrs

are returned or destroved.”

.

Amend sec. 19, pace 6§, line 43, by deleting "execuzed,” and insers-

ing:

*received bv the insurer, acen: or sucper+tinc srcanization,".

Amend sec. .9, pace 6, lines 46 and 47, =y celezing "dase =n whic?

~he form cr s+<aterern= was executed,” and insertine:

"effective date ¢f =he volicv,".

Amend sec. 20, re

(1]

e 7, line 27, after “other than” by ingexting
"an agent or”.

Amend sec, 2C, cage 7, line 4C, by deleting "a cerscn® arnd inserxs-

co8

AS Form 1b (Amecdment Blaok) ' il =
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Ameadment No......838____ 10 Assembly BinNo..J2.....(BDR....57723 ) Page. 5. _

Amend sac. 21, page 7, line 42, by deleting "a cerson” and insers-
ing:

"ar insured person”.

Amend sec. 12, page 8, lines 3£ axd 37, v deletinc "a rersca”
anéd inserting:

“an insured person”.

Amend sec. 22, pace 8, by inse:;::q below _ine 49: -

"{c) Information which is privileced and which relates to sus-

pected criminal activiiv on the vart ¢f an insured verson."”

amend sec. 24, pace 9, by deleting line 2€ and iiserting:

"Sec. -4. Zach izsurer Ir acent who 1S rasscrsisle far sne =

meze cf the foilowing, which are act adverse underwritinc decie

sicng, shall crovide the acplicans =T solicvheldler wizh =k

scecific reason or reascns for the action:”

imend sec. 24, page 9, by deleting _ines 47 through 49 and insert-
ing:

"standard risks."

hmend sec. 26, page 10, line 7, tefore "Anv" by inserting "1."
Amend sec. 26, page 10, by inserting belcw line 9:

"2. 'I¢ the commissicrer finds that an insurer, acent or sSupport-

ing orcanizaticn has vic.ated anv =rovisicn of secziens t0 26,

-
inclusive, ¢cf thisg act, he mav, af=er civiic reascnakle nctize and

helding a hearsing, crder him to cease and desist from encaging in

the violaticn, and may, in his discretion, crder cre c¢r kcth of

the following:

{a) I2 the perscr knew cr reassraz.v shculd have kncwn that he

was in vio.aticn, pavment of an administrative peralsy of not meTe

than §1,000 Zor each act or vic.atizn, kut not mcre than an aggre-

cate peral:ty o2 $.0,0C0. IZ the terscn was an agent, “he Tenaltv

may nct be more than §S30 for each act or viclatien.

{5) Suspension cr sevecation ¢f =he perscn's license c¢r cercifi-

cate of auvchority if he knew or reascnably should have known tha<s

e was Iin vieclazica.

)
C.
e

AS Form 1d (Anendmeot Blaok! LA - <5




Amendment No.... 835 __to A338™1Y pinno. 7l (BDR_57=3i....)Page...]

] » 3. Any cerson who violates a cease and desist crder cf the

—— e e -~ .- commiggioner issued_rcursnant t2 thig section is svh<ect, aftex .. i -

_notice and hearinc a=zc upcn order of the ccrmissicner, to one c¢r

- )

beth of the follcwine:

(a) Pavment cf an acéministrative cena’:v of net zcze +:an $%,05¢C

—on

Scr each violasicr. £

{2) Suscensicrn or revecakicn 0f <he lizense ¢r cer<ificate of

authoritv.

4. An order of the commissicrer made cu=suant to =his secticn is

a final oxder in 2 ccntes<ed cz2se.”

;mend sec. 17, rage LI, l.ne LI, &y Zelsting “l3:il.' and inses<wins
fmend the o111 2s 2 whele oy adding 2 new sectizr Zesicrnaced as
section 28, fcllcwinc secticn 27, %0 reaé as follcws:

"Sec. 28, This act shall beccme effective cn Suly 1, 1982."

AS Form 15 'Amendment Blask) ’ "0
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EXHIBIT C

1981 REGULAR SESSION (61st)

ASSEMBLY ACTION ' SENATE ACTION Assembly AMENDMENT BLANK

Adopted” = Adopied ~ = "AMENDMENTS to........ 28SeEEIY oo e
Lot - ——3i Lot - 3 _ —igint

Dae: Date: : Bill No () “Fesetstiondlo

oncurred o "2 7 Concurred in — BDR. 579 R
Not soncursed in —  Not concurred in - .
Date: Date: D:raposed by SOMEIttee om TIRnSpoITATLIT L
Ipitial: Inigal: ) )

Amendment N9 847

Anend the Bill as a whole By Zelacing secticn 1 and by renumzering
cec=ions 2 and I as sec=wizms L =2 2.

Amernd sec. 3, page 2, Sy Zelecing lines Il anrd 30 and insertin

“exmensive anéd five least axpersgive insurers, usine a metncé <2

determination developed bv the ccrmisgsioner:®.

Amend sec. 3, page 2, line 34, by deleting “and”.
Amend sec. 3, page 2, by inserting between lines 34 and 2S:

*"(d) A list of all insurers which offer auvtomobile insurance in

Yevada:; and”.
Amend sec. 3, page 2, lime 35, by deletixng *(2)" and ingezting " e'".

Amernd sec. 3, page 2, Sy inserting betweern lines 35S and 26:

M "mte guide to “rices of autcmobile ins:-ance may not be more than

v
sne sheet of paper which is nct =cre zhan B:7/2 inches bv 1l inches
in gsize."

Amend sec. 3, page 2, line 37, by deleting "cuarter, and deliver®
and inserting "year."

Amend sec. 3, sage 2, :y deleting line e B

Amend sec. 3, page 2, by deleting lizes 42 ané 43 and inserting:
"rurchasers of automobile insurarnce.

4. The commissioner shall trovide 28T the distributiecr cf cthe
quide to prices of automecbile insurance and the guvile for zhe curcnase
of automobile inmsurance, a8t nc $tst <O +%e users, throuch t=e Zepar:z-‘

amend the bill as a whcle by de_ezing secticn 4.

vy {
o
To: E&E =
~C3Fie
Jeerma.
Ezgrossment
— Bl Drafred by
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1981 REGULAR SESSION (61st)

EXRIBIT D

ASSEMBLY ACTION = SENATE ACTION Assembly AMENDMENT BLANK
Adopted T Adopted — AMENDMENTS 0 Assembly .
Lost T | Lost- m =feiar—

Date: Date: : - Bill No B T ot S S

Inigal: Initial:

Coccurred in T  Concurred in = BDR.....2llzse

.:'o: concurred in —  Not concurred in - . )

Date: Date: Proposed by..G2TMiztee on Tramscersasisno

Inigal: Initial:
Resolves conflict with Senate 3ill No. 12¢€.

Amendment N°© 848 2
Makes substantive changes.
Arend secticrn L. zage L, Line I, =y Zelesing "oz chagter I3t

= s XRS,".

Amend <he :=ill as a whole -y deleting secticn 3 and Sy renumieriag
secticng S and & as sections 3 and 4.

Amend sec. 2, page 2, by deleting line 2 arnd inserting:
“a new section which shall read as follows:".

Amend sec. 4, page 2, line 20 by deleting "Sec. 4."

Amend sec. 6, page 2, line 30 by deleting "4 and 5" ané inserting
"2 and 3".

Amend sec. 6, page 2, line 32 Dy deleting e remaining sections”®
ané inserting "Section l°¥.

Taw ZXE =
TC3 e G720
Joumnai v~
Engrossment a0

—sil Drafted by.. .28 ™ Date..... 5= 78
{iar WA The
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EXHIBIT E

1981 REGULAR SESSION (61st)

ASSEMBLY ACTION SENATE ACTION Assembly AMENDMENT BLANK

T S #Lg:;vtedf“‘f““f-*-—:*"-:yaumm-.----~ = AMENDMENTS .. R R Y LT T
= Lost = : s

Date: Date: Bill No 238 ResoterorNer. e
Inizal: + Inidal:

Concurred in — Cogcurred in = BDR. 38=2233

Not concurred in — Noctccreurred in = : SE

Cate: Daze: Propesed by.Committee 22 . lzanspestasicn.....
HILETR , Zaal

Amendment N© 737 Replaces Amendmernt No. 741.

Amend tne :ill as 2 wncle v delezing seczicns . ané 2 and inger<-

‘Secsion L. Zhapcer °

£ -
v -

it
e
1]
L[]
'
in
)
o
"
(1]
Iy
2]
o
9
n
(1]
n
ty
<

adding tnerec:c
4 new secticn which shall read as fs5l.ows:

1. ZIxcept for the previsicns of subsection 4 of NRS 706.171, aned’

£ NRS 70€.282, 706.457, 77€.458 and NRS 706.481 to 706.631, inclu-

sive, and 2s otherwise croviied in this section, none of the provi-

sicns of NRS 706.011 to 706.791, inclusive, apply to any person,

: fizm or ccrroraticn providing specialized motor carrier service by

armored tIuck to transcert mcney ¢r cther valuable commodities

within this state.

2. The grovisions cf NRS 786,311 to 706.37%1, inclusive, apely te

pezscns, 2izxs and cocrperaticns providine specialized motor carrier

service by armcred touck =0 transport money or other valuable cém-

modities within this staze cnly i? shere is not mote than one such

-

viding trhat service in the area which 5s served -y shaz

3. As used in this sec=icn, "armcred track” means a vehicle

whese casrying caracity ig <ne ien cr more and which has a sge-

cla.ly ccnsiructed bulles-resistant Bedy, including specially

constructed windshields and windew class.”

Amend the title cf <ie bill on the first line by delesing "+<he”

Te: E&E :
_C3 5.
Sommmal
Zogressmenty/ cS:sme
Bl Drafted by........ .00
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- : EXHIBIT F
1981 REGULAR SESSION (61st)

| 7 ASSEMBLY ACTION ' SENATE ACTION Asgsembly AMENDMENT BLANK
| I Adopted . T Adopted 00 AMENDMENTS 10 BESRTELY s
Lost T Let 7T "3 Joint 2 =
Date: Date: Bill No........337.......... eResolution-No.
Initial: Inizal:
Concurred in 3  Cezcurred in =~ BDR.....58=21678
Not concurred in Z  Noetconcurred in -
Date: Dats: Proposed by..Committee on Tranmsssztatisn
Lk Inizal: =izal:
{
Amendment N9 854
B
: srend secti:in I, race I, sy Zeleting lires 2 enéd 2 ani .nsersing:

"<herets <he :trcvisizcns set forth as sections 1.2 and 1.5 cf =ais

Sec, 1.3. 1. "Small bus”™ means a motor vehicle which is

designed c¢r con="

Amend the kill as a whole by adding a new section designated
gsection 1.5, following section 1, to read as follows:

"Sec. 1.5. l. A ceftificate holder for a small bus business

may:

(a) Lease small tuses from, or contract with, érivers who swn

small buses:

{(») Emplov drivers tc orerate buses which"he owns or leases

cem cthers; o7

>

(¢} Carzry on his business using both of the means of ownership

set fcrth in paracraphs (a] and (b).

2., A Zriver may te:

(2) An exployee cf a certificate holder, whether or not he owns

2 sxzall bug and if re does, whether or not it is leased %o +he

certificate ~oléer;

(b) An independent contractor, whether or not the certract

incl:des <he -ease 0f a srall rtus which he owns.

Ty E&Z
LCB*rle
v l"ﬁﬂ.
L 1o S
Ergrossment
gt ne., Cmafafl"
Bil v Drafted by........=0S:sme .Date..=2578% .
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Amendment No.....854 __to. ASsembly BillNo....337.. . (BDR..58:1678.  )Page.. 2

3. The administrator shall adopt regulations governing the

— - — ———

provisions £0 be included in leases 0f small buses and contracts

between certificate holders and drivers."”

Amend sec. 22, page 8, line 29, by deleting the period and
inserting:

"or tc enter into contracts with certificate holders to act as

érivers of small buses."

Amend sec. 3, page 2, line 3, by deleting "1" and inserting
"1.3%.




& o EXHIBIT G

O_ . | ) _ S. B. 52 AMENDMENTS

oo —hmen& Section 1, Page Two, by deleting lines 12 to-15, inclusive, and inserte - —-

ing the following provisions therefore:

l to 1,500 ........ 0000000080608 0A0030000C ceerecnsnnsees$l0.00
1,501 t0 2,500 coevenenn. ceeeessses.. 1 cent per pound of excess weight
2,501 to 5,000 .ceviencinenancnnncens 2 cents per pound of excess weight
5,001 to 7,500 cecceeccenen cecsssesss 4 cents per pound of excess weight
7,501 to 10,000 .cccceecrnnnsassessos & cents per pound of excess weight
10,001 and abOVe ..cccccevcevocsscccs 8 cents per pound of excess weight

v

abheg

Of
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o STRTE OF NEVADR
~ DEPRARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

1263 SOUTH STEWART STREET
CARSON CITY, NEVADA 88712

May 7, 1981

MEMORANDUM FOR MEMBERS OF THE
ASSEMBLY TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE

= “FHANSPURIATION BOARD

ROBERT LIST, Govornol. Chairman
RICHARD M. BRYAN, Altorncy Geners!
WILSON McGOWAN, Siaie Conturotler

EXHIBIT H

i
\m REPLY REFER 10

S. B. 459

1n resconse to the cavmittee's inauiry, S. B. 250, establishing fees for

the process’ng of encroacnment nermits anc iecreasinc t-e SCOPe of the fees

currently charged for outccor advertising sign permits,

tion of the Governor's Manzcement Task Force based on t

Department of Transportation.

stems frcm & recommenca-
hat group's study of the

§. B. 459 proposes to amend two existing statutes, NRS 408.423 which

requires that an encroachment permit be obtained prior to placement of non-
highway-re]ated improvements within State highway rights of way, and NRS 410.400

which currently allows the Department to administrative

1y establish a sign permit

fee sufficient to defray the costs for processing and issuing sign permits. The

)

. Task Force noted that the Department js -incurring 3 significant cost. (about

$175,000 in 1980 for 637 encroachment permits jssued and about $177,000 in 1979

for 711 encroachment pennwtslissued) jn reviewing, jssuing and inspecting encroach

ment permit jnstallations of non-highway improvements from which no incomé is
derived. It will be notec that while the number of encroachment permits jssued
in 1980 declined about 10% from the number issued in 1979, the costs incurred in
1980 versus 1978 delined only about 1%. This differential is attributed to the
Department's jncreasing operating cOSts primarily due to general iqﬁ1ationary

trends.

>

In orcer 10 accommodate the Task Force recommendatiob, the Dépariment of
Transportation js proposing, under the amencment to NRS 408,423, to be authorizec

to assess fees for the review, processing, jssuance an

d inspection of encroach-

ment permits and facilities placed thereunder. 1t is the intent of the Departimel

to recover only jts costs incurred as if reflected in S.

B. 459. Legislative

authorization to assess fees as proposed will »rectify the current gituation wher
in highway users' taxes now subsidize the Department's costs incurred in control
1ing placement of non-highway related encroachments, primarily utility facilitie

'3

driveways, sidewalks, and drainage facilities within State highway rights of way

The Department of Transportation has developed 3 proposed fee schedule f«

encroachment permits which is delineated as follows:
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Hemorandhm.for'Members of the : = o - ..
Assembly Transportation Committee

May 7, 1981

Page two

Categpries ;3 Description .. ' ' ,-. Amount
I Underground installations, including but not limited $200.00

to telephgne, gas, sewer, electric and water lines,
storm drains, traffic signal aspurtenances, television
cables, street light circuits.

II Aerial installations, including but not l1imited to 100.00°
electrical and telephone lines, televisicn cables,
fire alarm cables.

IT1 HighWay access approach or.drivéwéy for single family 50.00 \
residence or rural, low-density use.

v Highway access aptroach or drivesay for commercial 100.00
traffic, inc'udes two cpenings.

Vv Permits related to subcivision or larce commercial 400.00
developments including but not 1imitea to roadway
widening, turning lanes, acceleration/deceleration
lanes, curb, gutter, sidewalk, drainage structures, -
approaches, street 1ights, traffic signals, adjustment
of roadway safety features. !

vr- Miscellaneous, including but not Timited to chain 50.00
: installers, bike paths, awnings, fences. Any permit,
regardless of category, requiring an abnormally great
amount of engineering or inspection would be charged
on-actual cost.

Local governmental entities and other State agencies,
when working on their own systems and not performing
work necessitated by or on behalf of a2 new development,
would be exempted from fees.

By applying the proposed fee schedule to the.encroachment permits actually
jssued during 1979 and 1980, we find that we would have generated a permit-related
income of $114,200 in 1979 to offset our cost of $177,000 and 1980 revenues of
$106,290 to offset our costs of $175,000. We have deliberately set our fee
schedule somewhat low, primarily to insure that we are not overcharging for the
services rendered. In reviewing our past costs incurred, we found that the over-
head account against which our costs were charged 21so reflected costs in processing
other types of transportation permits and nonrelated charges. Ve have since estab-
lished a separate cost account against which-encroachment permit costs are to be
levied. This will enable more accurate and efficient analysis of costs than was
previously possible. Additionally, we did nat want to set a fee that was prohibi-
tively high for the Category I permits, those relating to minor driveways, as half
of the permits we issue relate to these more minor encroachments. We are concerned
that a higher than prososed fee wou'c enct.rzge conssruction of residential and
rural approaches with no perm 1 &t & .

| - 678
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Memorandum for Members of the - . . e
Assembly Transportation Committee

May 7, 1981

Page three

- Although we understand the concern of the Assembly Transportation Committee
over allowing-the -Department to administratively-establish fees, we believe that
protection is provided from excess fees in both S. B. 459, which would enable the
Department of Transportation to only recover its actual cqst, and in the regulatory
" process that must be observed to adopt any fee structure.  Any regulations promul -

gated to establish fees must be presented for revies to the Legislative Counsel
Bureau, must be subjected to pubiic review and comments at public hearings, and
perhaps most importantly, must be approved by the Transportation Board of Directors
comprised of the Governor, the Attorney General, and the State Controller. We
have not found that this process provides a blank cneck for everything we propose.

Several of the Assembly Transportation Committee members questioned the
different methods of fee assessment for encroachment permits used in other juris-
dictions. . Our research shows that many different methods are used with the
California Department of Transpor:zation charging a <lat $47.00 processing fee,

Plus actual cost fc~ erginee~ing znc inscection z°r2. We believe tha= their syste~
woulc penalize those processing e-croachments sore cistance from our district
offices due to the extreme travel! time tnat woulc be charged to perform inspectiors.
The Washington State Department ¢° Transportation and Highways has for years used

a graduated fee schedule similar to that which we propose. Many local entities
assess a fee as they would for a building permit based upon a percentage of the
construction cost. Given all of the varied methods of assessment available, we
believe that our proposed fee schedule is the most simple, least costly method to
administer and provides a substantial measure of equity.

Regarding the proposed change to NRS 410.400 incorporated in S. B. 459, the
current statute allows the Department of Transportation to administratively establis
a permit fee for outdoor advertising signs. Current provisions only allow the fee
to be assessed to defray costs of processing and issuing permits, not the additional
costs of periodic inspection and surveillance of the 2,000 miles of Interstate and
Primary highways that must be patrolled to locate and remove illegally erected signs
Although Federal funds are availanle and participate in 75% of the Department of
Transportation's cost in purchasing and removing illegally erected and maintained
signs that are nonconforming, review and removal of illegal signs occurs under the
State's police power and does not qualify for federal participation. :

While our current $8.00 per sign znnual perrit fee generates an income of
$4,888.00 per year (611 signs are under permit), our annual cost in maintaining
compliance with State and Federal law is about $30,000.00. Failure to comply
with the Federal law and regulations would invite federal sanction in the form
of withdrawal of 10% of our annyal Federal-aid highWay apportionment.

Here again, we are requesting an amendment to the existing law allowing us
to increase our sign permit to not only recover the cost of processing and issuance
of sign permits, but also to recover the costs of our overall sign program main-
tenance. An increase in the annual sign permit fee from $8.00 to $50.00 would be
required. We are also requesting that we be allowed to continue to establish the
fee by regulation, since over the long term, we fully expect our operational costs
to become lower as remaining nonconforming signs are removed, reducing our enforce-
ment problems, anc &s more cenfor~inz sicns are .77 t, increasing cur fee base.
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Memorandum for Members of the _ =
Assembly Transportation Committee '

May 7, 1981

Page four

~ The Assembly Transportation Committee expressed concern that the

Department of Transportation would abuse the authority to administratively

establish fees. -We believe that allowing fees to be established administratively
* has certain advantages over statutorily setting fees, particularly in terms of
flexibility, and trat important and significant safeguards exist to prevent abuse
of any administrative -authority granted. Not only does the Department of Trans-
portation have to scrupulously follow the Administrative Procedures Act in promul-
gating regulations, and also gain the approval of its elected Board of Directors,
but the Department is also subject to the review of this Legislature every two
years. Any apparent abuses of our administrative authority would undoubtedly
receive the attention of this body, which would prescribe the proper corrective
altion. :

Your favorazle considera%ticn of S, 8. 459, as crafted, is reovested,

Sincerely,

AES:jn

80






