MINUTES OF THE
MEETING OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE
ON TRANSPORTATION

SIXTY-FIRST SESSION
NEVADA STATE LEGISLATURE
February 17, 1981

The Senate Committee on Transportation was called to order by
Chairman Richard E. Blakemore, at 2:08 p.m., Tuesday, February
17, 1981, in Room 131 of the Legislative Building in Carson
City, Nevada. Exhibit A is the Meeting Agenda. Exhibit B is
the Attendance Roster.

COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT:

Senator Richard E. Blakemore, Chairman
Senator William Hernstadt, Vice Chairman
Senator Joe Neal

Senator Lawrence Jacobsen

Senator Clifford E. McCorkle

Senator Wilbur Faiss

Senator James H. Bilbray

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT:

Fred Weldon, Senior Research Analyst
Kelly R. Torvik, Committee Secretary

SENATE BILL NO. 83

Murray Cohen from the Nevada Food and Beverage Association

spoke in opposition to the bill. (See Exhibit C). He did

agree that something must be done to get the drunk driver off
the road. Mr. Cohen felt that Senate Bill 83 did not address
the problem. He did not feel that legislation which did address
the problem could be developed during the 1981 Legislative
Session. He suggested that a sub-committee study the possibli-
ties.

Senator Bilbray asked if the comparison of the amount of acci-
dents in Massachusetts to the amount in Nevada, which was sited
in Mr. Cohen's testimony, was established on a per capita basis.
Mr. Cohen stated that it was not. He pointed out that New
Hampshire, which has a slightly larger population than Nevada,
has no penalties attached to its driving under the influence laws
(DUI) laws and had nearly half of the fatalties that Nevada

had in 1978. Senator Bilbray noted that Nevada has many more
driving miles than New Hampshire.
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Mr. Cohen stated that he has not seen any statistics that
prove that stiffer penalties will reduce accidents.

In Mr. Cohen's testimony he suggested that off-duty police
officers be hired to drive the drunk home as an alternative
method of getting the drunk driver off of the roads. Senator
McCorkle did not feel that such an alternative would be a

solution to the DUI problem. Senator McCorkle stated that
gstiffer penalties are the only solution.

Senator Bilbray suggested that a tax be levied directly on
each bottle of liquor sold to finance Mr. Cohen's proposal.
Mr. Cohen asked how the state anticipated financing the
increased number of offenders who would be incarcerated.
Senator Bilbray stated that perhaps a beverage tax could be
approved to finance increased prison and jail population.

Mr. Cohen stated that passage of Senate Bill 83 would lead to
a five to ten percent reduction of patrons in taverns. This
reduction could lead to the closing of many such businesses.
Mr. Cohen felt that the bill must be accompanied by strict
enforcement for it to be effective.

Senator Faiss asked Mr. Cohen if he considered that most of
the liquor establishments in the state were open 24 hours when
compiling his statistics. Mr. Cohen stated that he had not.
The only relationship made was between the stiffness of the
penalties and the number of traffic accidents that occurred in
those states.

Mr. Cohen said that because there are few mass transit systems
in the state people are going to drink and drive, regardless of
the law. Senator Hernstadt pointed out that because of the
serious penalties for the first offense DUI the offender would
think twice before driving drunk again. Mr. Cohen did not agree.

Senator McCorkle felt that Mr. Cohen was contradictory. If
tavern business would decrease five to ten percent then the
drunk driver would be kept off the road to a certain degree.
Mr. Cohen did not agree.

Ms. Estelle Latona, a victim of a drunk driver, spoke in opposi-
tion to the bill. She noted that most of the cases sited at

the February 3rd meeting were results of repeat offenders. She
stated that lack of enforcement is the major problem with present
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law regarding DUI. She stated that Senate Bill 83, if approved,
would decrease revenues from the liquor tax tremendously. Ms.
Latona did support the section in the bill which provides for
physical labor. She felt that the bill was unconstitutional
because it takes away the discretion of the judge and jury.

She also stated that the bill was aimed at the social drinker.

Senator Neal asked Ms. Latona, as a tavern owner, what responsi-
bility she felt for patrons who frequent her establishment and
get drunk. Ms. Latona stated that she would not serve the
obvious drunk. She said that there is a problem though because
some people do not become obviously drunk.

Senator Neal asked if bartenders should be supplied with a
chart which would determine when a person is drunk. Ms. Latona
did not feel that would be a good solution because the amount
of alcohol a person can consume before getting drunk varies
from person to person.

Ms. Latona pointed out that a person who drinks two or three
drinks per day always has alcohol in their system. She stated
that a small amount of alcohol can put them over the .10 level.
Senator Neal noted that the blood alcohol level depends directly
upon how long the test was taken after liquor had been consumed.
He stated that the dissipation rate of alcohol is one ounce per
hour. Ms. Latona did not agree.

Senator Hernstadt suggested that breath alcohol level test equip-
ment be placed in the taverns to allow the patrons to test them-
selves before driving. Ms. Latona felt that this was a good
idea but cost of the equipment may prohibit tavern owners to

supply the equipment.

In regard to Ms. Latona's statement of the bill taking the dis-
cretion away from the judge and jury, Senator McCorkle pointed
out that the bill only mandated minimum sentences and fines.

Ms. Latona stated that because the bill prohibits plea bargaining
and suspended sentencing it was taking away the discretion of

the judge and jury.

Mr. Ed Anderson testified in opposition to the bill. He felt
that it penalized the small tavern owner while the large casino
owner should be punished for serving free drinks to patrons.

He suggested that the committee meet with the large casino
owners to work out a bill that is fair to all. He did not feel
that there is equity under the law.
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Senator Faiss questioned if the establishement that supplied

the liquor should be responsible for the DUI. Mr. Anderson gstated
that California had proved that such an approach did not worﬁ.

Senator Hernstadt pointed out that he had been told at the
February 3rd meeting that the tourists that were given free
drinks to induce gaming were not the major DUI offender.

Senator McCorkle stated that he had not received any communi-
cation from casino operators in regard to Senate Bill 83. He
has also received support of the bill from representatives of
the liquor industry.

Mr. Bill Montgomery from the Teamsters Local 533 also spoke in
opposition to the bill. He was concerned that because of the
severe penalties of the first offense people would lose their
transportation which is necessary for them to make a living.

He stated that this could lead to social problems because the
community will have to support the families of those who have
lost their license and therefore their job for a first offense
DUI conviction. He felt an amendment is necessary to allow

a work license on the first offense. Mr. Montgomery stated that
there is a possibility that the officer giving the blood

alcohol level test could alter the results and there would be
no--check on him. He also felt that the wealthy and influential
could avoid the penalties which are mandated in the bill. BHe
asked the committee the ramifications of requiring jail sentences
for young inexperienced drivers.

Senator McCorkle pointed out that the law was intended to be

amended to state that after three years the DUI charge will be drop-
ped from a driver's record. He explained that the committee

is hearing testimony in order to determine what amendments

need to be made. He suggested that if the legislation would

effect the jobs of teamsters then there must be a need for the
legislation. Mr. Montgomery stated that the teamsters have one

of the safest driving records.

Senator Faiss asked if raising the fines would deter the drunk
driver. Mr. Montgomery felt that would be effective. He also
stated that work programs are effective but allows the driver

to keep his job. Senator Faiss stated that cases tried in North
Las Vegas had received large fines and have not repeated the
offense.
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Mr. Montgomery stated that this DUI is a national problem and
the public attitude accepts drinking and driving. He also
noted that people in the rural counties could not surrive such
legislation.

Mr. James Rice, Teamsters Local 631, was also concerned about
the minimum penalties for the first offense. He did feel that
it is essential to have stiffer penalties for the habitual
DUI.

Senator Jacobsen asked what should be done with the first
offender who causes an accident or fatality. Mr. Rice felt
that decision should be left to the judge hearing the case.
Senator Bilbray believed that an accident related DUI is
provided for under a statute other than 484.379.

Senator McCorkle asked Mr. Rice if his union would accept the
bill if it were amended to allow the first offender driving
privileges. Mr. Rice stated that the union is divided but as
an individual he believed that would be reasonable.

Mr. Claude Evens from the AFL-CIO testified on the ramifica-
tions of the strict penalties for a first offense DUI. He
stated that he was not supporting drunk driving but a digtinction
must be made between the social and habitual drinker. He

also asked the committee to amend the bill to allow for a work
permit on the first offense. He felt if the judges weren't
enforcing the current laws that the judges should be replaced.

He did not feel that legislation should mandate the penalties.

Senator McCorkle asked Mr. Evens if he would support the bill if
it were amended to allow for driving permits on the first offense.
Mr. Evens stated that it would much more acceptable with such

an amendment.

Dennis Belcourt spoke in opposition to Senate Bill 83. He did
not feel it was the right approach in order to deter DUI offenses.
He stated that certainty of punishment and strict enforcement were
necessary to deter the drunk driver. He felt that public educa-
tion was also necessary to get the drunk driver off the road.

Mr. Belcourt felt that the bill gives too much discretion to the
arresting officer and prosecuting attorney. Two additional points
that Mr. Belcourt made in opposition to the bill were costs of
incarceration and the ramifications of prison life.
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Mr. John Barriage was opposed to the legislation. He didn't
feel that the bill addressed the DUI problem. He referred to
the statistic that two of every seven DUI arrests are convicted.
He believed that statistic was very inaccurate. He also noted
that upon a second offense a driver may refuse to take the
blood alcochol test in order to avoid more severe penalties.

He felt that funding should be directed towards enforcement.

He suggested that a beverage tax be applied towards

increased enforcement and awareness.

Mr. Robert Keck, Chairman of the Board of Directors of the Las
Vegas Restraunt and Tavern Owners Association and President
of the Nevada Food and Beverage Asgociation, asked why his
associations were not notified or asked to participate in the
drafting of the bill. He noted that the National Licensed
Beverage Assocation manual stated that most accidents that
cause death are due to a first offender DUI. Mr. Keck felt
that education is an effective solution to the DUI problem.

He suggested that stringent fines are not imposed until the
second offense DUI. He noted that 50 percent of the whiskey
sold in the state is for home consumption. Mr. Keck told the
committee he would like to help them come up with a more feasible
form of legislation to deter the DUI.

Senator Hernstadt suggested that Mr. Keck's associations work
with media to develop public services messages in a campaign
to stop drunk driving. Mr. Keck stated that public service
massages are currently being broadcast in the Las Vegas area
addressing the problem. He suggested that DUI penalties

be reduced on the first offense and increased on the second.

Mrs. Ray Ceccarelli stated that Senate Bill 83 was drafted with
the input of citizens, law enforcement agencies, rehabilitation
agencies, legislators, attorneys. She asked the committee not
to allow the DUI offender to be protected any longer.

Ms. Judy Garnett from the Churchill Council on Alcohol and

Drugs supported that bill with one exception. She noted that

on the second offense the bill mandates treatment by a certified
physician. Historically, physicians do not the alcoholic's
disease, only the symptoms. She suggested that certified sub-
stance abuse counselors be included in this section. She stated
that penalties will most likely not help the alcoholic. She
suggested that treatment be offered on the third offense as well
as the second. She believed that present laws are good enough
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to force the drunk driver off the road. She supported industry
getting involved in a program to treat employees for alcoholism.
She felt that the threat of an alcoholic losing his job would
force him to face his problems. She stated that the courts
that require rehabilitation to an offender are not following

up on the cases and requiring attendance.

Senator Hernstadt stated that the DUI is not taken seriously
until there is a fatality. He questioned how the public can

be made aware that it is a serious problem. Ms. Garnett stated
that money would be required to increase public awareness.
Senator Blakemore noted that there is a bill in the legislature
that would direct more money to rehabilitation.

Ms. Garnett stated that even though an alcoholic will not admit
he has a disease rehabilitation programs still have a positive
effect.

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at
4:20 p.m.

Respectfully submitted by:
L

elly B. Torvi

APPROVED:
- e
na r . Blakemore
Chairman

Dated:% , 1981
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EXHIBIT A
SENATE AGENDA
COMMITTEE MEETINGS
Committee on _ Trangportation , Room 323 .

Day _Tuesgdav » Date _February 17 , Time _2:00

S. B. 83--Increases punishment for driving under influence
of intoxicants.

S. B. 84--Increases maximum speed limit on Nevada highways.

S. B. 85--Excludes certain convictions for speeding from demerit
points system and prohibits insurance rate increase therefor.

S. B. 196--Excludes certain convictions for speeding from system
of demerit points and revises certain related penalties.
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GOOD AFTERNOON GENTLEMEN, I AM MURRAY COHEN SPEAKING ON BEHALF OF THE NEVADA
FOOD AND BEVERAGE ASSOCIATION. SINCE OUR LAST MEETING, I HAVE HAD AN OPPORTUNITY
TO DO SOME INDEPENDENT RESEARCH AND I BELIEVE THE PACTS I HAVE UNCOVERED WILL

HAVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT UPON YOUR DECISION AS IT RELATES TO S.B. 83.

i. FROM PREVIOUS TESTIMONY, WE LEARNED THAT 25 STATES FOLLOW THE UNIFORM VEHICLE
CODE IN AUTHORIZING A MAXIMUM ONE YEAR CONFINEMENT. 14 STATES HAVE A MAXIMUM
CONFINEMENT PERIOD IN EXCESS OF ONE YEAR. ACCORDING TO THE NATIONAL Sm
COUNCIL, IN 1978, ONLY & OF THOSE STATES HAD FEWER TRAFFIC FATALITIES THAN THE
STATE OF NEVADA. THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE WHICH HAS DELETED ALL PENALTIES

FROM THEIR DRUNK DRIVING LAWS HAD ONLY 171 TRAFFIC FATALITIES FROM ALL CAUSES.

2. AGAIN, ACCORDING TO THE NATIONAL SAFETY COUNCIL, WE MUST CONCLUDE THAT 21
OF THE ABOVE MENTIONED STATES HAD MORE FATALITIES THAN NEVADA: AND, TEE STATE
OF MASSACHUSETTS, WITH A TWO YEAR MAXIMUM JAIL SENTENCE HAD ALMOST THREE TIMES AS

MANY TRAFFIC FATALITIES.

3. NO STATE WHICH HAS LAWS HARSHER THAN THE UNIFORM VEHICLE CODE HAD FEWER FATALITIES

THAN NEVADA.

4. THE 1978 STATE OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SUMMARY OF ALL VEHICLE
ACCIDENTS ENCOMPASSING PROPERTY DAMAGE, INJURY ACCIDENTS AND FATAL ACCIDENTS CON-
CLUDED THAT D.U.I.'S ACCOUNTED FOR ONLY 7.6% OF THE TOTAL WHILE 16.65% WAS DUE

TO EXCESS SPEED AND FAILURES TO YIELD ACCOUNTED FOR AN ADDITIONAL 23.55Z.
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PAGE TWO

O S. AGAIN, AT THE LAST HEARING, ACCORDING TO THE DEPARTMENT OF LAW ENFORCEMENT
ASSISTANCE THERE WERE 13,812 D.U.I. ARRESTS IN THE STATE OF NEVADA IN 1978.
FROM MY EXPERIENCE AS A BAR OWNER, I WOULD CONSERVATIVELY ESTIMATE THE NUMBER
WHO GOT AWAY WAS PROBABLY 10 TIMES THAT FIGURE. SO THAT ON A CONSERVATIVE
ESTIMATE, THERE WERE PROBABLY 138,120 PEOPLE HBO QUALIFY UNDER EXISTING LAWS OF
DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF ALCOHOL. SINCE THERE WERE IN 1978 - 121 DRIVING
FATALITIES WHERE THE PRESENCE OF ALCOHOL WAS IN THE BLOOD, WE MUST CONCLUDE THAT
LESS THAN 12 OF DRINKING DEIVERS ARE INVOLVED IN VEHICULAR FATALITIES.

6. THIS STATISTIC IS CONSIDERABLY LESS THAN THOSE PRODUCED BY THE NATIONAL

SAFETY COUNCIL RELATING TO SEX, AGE, HIGHWAY CONDITIONS AND OTHER FACTORS.

| 7. THE LAST HEARING I STATED THAT THERE WAS NO PROOF PRESENTED AS TO THE

| O EFFECTIVENESS OF MORE STRINGENT D.U.I. LAWS. SINCE THAT TIME, AN INTERESTED

‘ OUTSIDER HAS COME UP WITH SOME OVERWHELMING FACTS. THE SUNDAY FDITION, FEB. 8,

| 1981, OF THE NEVADA APPEAL DEVOTED TWO THIRDS OF PAGE A-6 TO A LETTER FROM MR. JIM
GARRETT OF CARSON CITY. MR. GARRETT MAKES THE FOLLOWING OBSERVATION BASED UPON
THE STUDIES OF MCBAY IN 1972 AND PERRICE, ETAL, 1971; "THE STUDIES ON ALCQHOL
USE AND TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS HAS OVER THE YEARS CONSISTENTLY PRODUCED THE CONCLUSION
THAT APPROXIMATELY HALF OF THE TRAFFIC DEATHS OCCURRING ON OUR HIGHWAYS HAVE IN-
VOLVED DRINKING DRIVERS. THESE STUDIES DO NOT CONCLUDE THAT THE FATALITIES WERE
DUE ENTIRELY TO DRUNK DRIVERS..." FURTHER, MR. GARRETT BASING HIS CONCLUSIONS ON
THE STUDIES MADE BY PERRINE, ETAL, 1971 AND BRENNER AND SELZER, 1969, CONCLUDES
"BAC LEVELS BELOW .10 PERCENT HAVE BEEN SHOWN BY EPIDEMIOLOGICAL STUDY, NOT TO

HAVE A SIGNIFICANT CASUAL (SIC) RELATIONSHIP TO CRASH INVOLVEMENT (ZYLMAN, 1972)
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8. THE ENTIRE THRUST OF S.B. 83 IS TO THE ASSUMPTION THAT MASSIVE ARRESTS AND

PAGE THREE

STIFFER PENALTIES WILL ALLEVIATE THE PROBLEM OF TRAFFIC FATALITIES DUE TO D.U.I'S.
AGAIN, WITH REFERNECE TO MR. GARRETT'S LETTER; "$88 MILLION WERE SPENT IN CON-
CENTRATED ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION PROGRAMS IN 29 AREAS OF THE UNITED STATES IN AN
EFFORT TO COMBAT THE DRINKING/DRIVING PROBLEM, THE SUBSEQUENT EVALUATION OF THAT
EFFORT (ZABOR, 1974) REFUTES ANY CLAIM FOR SUCCESS. . TO BE SPECIFIC, "THE
AUTHORS OF THE OFFICIAL EVALUATION REPORT (U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTAI‘ION,
1974) WERE CORRECT; THERE WAS NO EVIDENCE OF A POSITIVE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
ALCOHOL-RELATED ARREST ACTIVITY AND A DECREASE IN NIGHTTIME FATAL CRASHES."

(SEE ZYLMAN, ALCOHOL, DRUGS AND TRAFFIC SAFETY-PROCEEDINGS OF THE SIXTH INTER-
NATIONAL CONFERENCE ON ALCOHOL, DRUGS AND TRAFFIC SAFETY, 1974).

9. ALTHOUGH, THE CASE HISTORIES PRESENTED AT THE LAST HEARING TENDED TO INDICATE
THAT THE KILLER DRIVER WAS A MULTIPLE OFFENDER, MR. GARRETT OFFERS PROOF TO THE
CONTRARY. CITING THE STUDIES OF PLEZ AND SCHUMAN IN 1973, PLEZ, ET AL, IN 1975,
ZYLMAN, IN 1973, FILKINS ET AL, IN 1970 AND PERRINE ET AL IN 1971; "THE VAST
MAJORITY OF THOSE APPEARING IN COURT TO FACE A CHARGE OF D.U.I. ARE MORE LIKELY TO
EXPERIENCE LOW SPEED REAR END COLLISIONS, SIDESWIPES AND CLIPPING OF PARKED CARS.
THE'KILLER'DRIVER ON THE OTHER HAND IS MORE LIKELY TO KILL WHILE DRIVING AT HIGH
SPEED". HE ALSO APPEARS TO BE LESS LIKELY TO HAVE A RECORD OF PRIOR ARRESTS AND

FEWER PRIOR COLLISIONS THAN THE TYPICAL D.U.I. DEFENDANT."

ALL OF THE ABOVE, GENTLEMEN, DOES NOT ELIMINATE THE FACT THAT A TRUE PROBLEM EXISTS.
IT DOES PROVE THAT S.B. 83 IS NOT TEE PROPER SOLUTION. IF WE ARE GOING TO COMBINE
VENGEANCE FOR PAST OFFENSES WITH THE SINCERE DESIRE TO PREVENT FUTURE OFFENSES,

WE ARE DOOMED TO FAILURE. THERE IS NOTHING WE CAN DO ABOUT AVENGING PAST INJUSTICES;
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THERE IS CERTAINLY SOMETHING WE CAN DO TO PREVENT FUTURE CATASTROPHIES. THE KEY

PAGE FOUR

IS TO THE "DRUNK" DRIVER OFF THE ROAD. I SUGGEST THE STATE FUND LOCALLY
CONTROLLED PROGRAMS TO EMPLOY OFF DUTY POLICE OR SHERIFF'S DEPUTIES IN TWO

MAN UNITS (WEARING CIVILIAN CLOTHES, USING UNMARKED VEHICLES) TO COURTEOUSLY
“DRIVE THE DRUNK HOME". THE IMMEDIATE EFFECT OF THIS PROGRAM WOULD BE, (1)

TO PROVIDE MOONLIGHTING OPPORTUNITIES TO MEMBERS OF OUR COMMUNITY WHOSE DEDI-
CATION IS UNSURPASSED YET WHO ARE CONSISTﬁNTLY UNDERPAID; (2) SIGNIFICANTLY REDUCE
THE NUMBER OF FATALITIES AS WELL AS PROPERTY DAMAGES AND OTHER INJURIES ASSOCIATED
WITH D.U.I.'S; (3) REDUCE INSURANCE RATES AS A RESULT OF FEWER ACCIDENTS; AND

(4) RELEASE OUR POLICE FORCES TO DO OTHER MORE IMPORTANT THINGS.

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO PRESENT THESE FACTS ON BEHALF OF THE INDUSTRY

. WHICH IS OF MAJOR IMPORTANCE TO THE WELL BEING OF THE STATE OF NEVADA.
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STATE

ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLORADO
CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE
FLORIDA
GEORGIA
HAWAII
IDABRO
ILLINOIS
INDIANA
I0WA
KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA

MISSIPPI

MISSOURI

QZLOP@ FROM THE STATISTICS PRINTED IN

THE 1979 NATIONAL SAFETY COUNCIL SURVEY

1ST OFFENSE MAX. PENALTIES

1978 MOTOR VEHICLES TRAFFIC

PRISON FINE DEATHS ~ NO. OF FATALITIES
1 YEAR 1,000 1169
1 YEAR 1,000 127
6 MONTHS 300 1026
30 DAYS 500 571
6 MONTHS 500 5296
1 YEAR 1,000 713
6 MONTHS 500 456
6 MONTHS 1,000 126
6 MONTHS 500 2305

- - 1490

1 YEAR 1,000 195
6 MONTHS 300 330
1 YEAR 1,000 2166
6 MONTHS 500 1310
1 YEAR 1,000 650
1 YEAR 500 572
- 500 893

6 MONTHS 400 1092
90 DAYS 1,000 235
1 YEAR 1,000 728
2 YEARS 1,000 855
90 DAYS 100 2076
90 DAYS 100 980
1 YEAR 1,000 784
3 MONTHS 50 1213
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PAGE TWO
STATE

NEBRASKA
NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
RORTH DAKOTA
OHIO

OKLAHOMA
'OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING

DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA

O

1ST OFFENSE MAX. PENALTIES

O

1978 MOTOR VEHICLES TRAFFIC

DEATHS - NO. OF FATALITIES

PRISON FINE

6 MONTH 500 271
3 MONTHS 100 350
- - 312
DELETED PENALTIES 171
3 MONTHS 500 1157
90 DAYS 200 661
1 YEAR 500 2525
6 MONTHS 500 1510
30 DAYS 100 185
6 MONTHS 1,000 2048
1 YEAR 300 920
1 YEAR 1,000 721
3 YEARS 100 2137
1 YEAR 500 108
30 DAYS 100 898
90 DAYS 300 194
1 YEAR 500 1252
2 YEARS 500 3970
6 MONTHS 299 374
1 YEAR 125 127
6 MONTHS 1,009 1080
1 YEAR 500 1004
6 MONTHS 500 467
- = 998
30 DAYS 100 241
6 MONTHS 500 51
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A PREPARED BY
STATE OF NEVADA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPGRTATION -

. PLANNING SURVEY DIVlSlDN

IN COOPERATION R

+ oo +-AND
THE FEDERAL HIGHKAY Aommsramou

‘SAFETY SECTION . . "

.

NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF HDTOR VEHI_CLES
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Tnder the Uniform Vehicle Code, a persoz convicted of driving
under the influence may be izprisoned for not less tian ten daye
20T more than cre year on a first convictioz, and for not less tzan
S0 days nor =ore than one year on any subtseguent conviction.

Twenty-five states follow the Unifor= Veaicle Code in autkor-
izing a caxirum one-year confizement. Fourieen states have a cax-
imum period of confinemen®t for driving while under tke influexce
cf greater than one year. Twelve states, includirg levada, have a
maximum period of ccafinement of less then orze year,

A2RESTS AND CCRVICTICNS

The Depar+zent of Law Znforcement Assistance incdicates trhat
there weze 13,812 DUI ar~ests in 1678. T:he departicent oxly skows
2,704 chargsd with the offezsge and ¢88 Zfound gulity ¢ the ZTUI-
charge. Mr. Jozrn Compston, with the Depaximent of law Zunfoce-
rert Assistance, advises that the reporting of abtout 4,90C-3,C0CO

"DTT cases "falls tetween the cracxs" eact jear, Tre Tepartzmexznt
J B

oé gotor Vehicles can account for 9,274 IJUI convictisrs during
1978.

According to the couxt clexk's cffice in Waskoe County,
the 2OUI corvictions there in 1678 resulted iz $15¢,¢22,
Clazk Coun+ty during 1978, the court clezk estimates that tweo-
thirds of their "IUI" convictions ave reduced to reckless drive
ing ard that if the recain one-third receive a Jine it weulsd
prcbhably e no more than $150.CC.

FLZA 2ARGAINING

According to an article in the Jevada Azpeali December 22, 1980,
barning plea targaining does "not" bog down the courts. Alasxa
has banzed plea bargaining, however, it is still allowed in all
the otkher states. A study funded by tte National Izstitute of
Justice, said that the state's experinent with piea ba:gainins
which began in 1675 contradicted the views cf most pecpie that
defendants would not plead guilly ceausing 2 huge tacklog o2
cou>t cases. "Court processes éid not bog down," tke study said.
Although there was a big increase in the trial rate--97 percent
in Anchorage, for example--the caseload did.not becoze unmanzgeadle.
?etendants continued to plead guilty at atout the same rate as be-

ocre.
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I.

II.

~ III.
O

Iv.

-Fatality Identification

Persons Ejectéd From Vehicle - 99

. FATAL ANALYSIS

216
250

Fafal Accidents -
Persons Killed -

) up
féta]ities are d0h

72.0%

‘a. Male - 180

b. Female - 70 28.0%
c. Resident - 179  71.6%
‘d. Non-Resident - 70 28 0%

The Non-Residents were from° .

KT

Ca]ifbrnia-s ’ wasnington--l

Fﬂorid;-ez . oo Serminy--1.
: ‘1dahg-=1 f Unknown--1
Oregon-z : i
* Taipan--1 |
“Ytah—d b
Persons Wearing Seatbelts -9 4.4%
48.8%

Responsible Driver Identification

. Mal - 167 77.3%
;. ?;NSIe - 48 22.2%

" -Resident lgg ;2’2;

. h-Resid t - . )
d- Jgn-Regiasnt - 1.0%

Responsib]e Driver Nearfng Seatbelts - 13
Responsible Driver Ejected . -73

)

January-September 1978

. Under 16 -22

16-20 - 45
21-24  -48
25-34  -44
Under 16 - 2
16-20 - 45
21-24  -45
25-34 . -45
7.7%
43.2% -

Collision Type
62.0%

48-19.2%over the same period of 1977

. Age

8.8%
18.0%
19.2%

- 17.6%

>
[o]
®

;

1.0%
20.8%
20.8%
20.8%

35-44 - 31 12
45-54 - 26 10
55-64 - 19 7
65 up - 16 6

35-44 -27
45-54 -22
55-64 -17
65 up -12

12.5%
10.2x
7.9
5.6%

(e W, 3 .:.:fb1; o7 Jo2ls).
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a. Single-Vehicle - 134
b. HMultiple-Vehicle - 82 38.0%
c. Pedestrian .=-,.20 9.3%
d. Motorcycle - 23 -10.7%
e. Pedecycles - 4 1.9%
Moped - 2 1.0%
Animal - 1 1.0%
Location
a. Carson City 7 3.2% 4 NHP 3 CCSO
b. Churchill 7 3.2% NHP
c. Clark 95 44.0¢ 38 NHP 44 LVM 6 NLV 3 HPD 3 BCPO 1 NPS
"d. Douglas = 4 1.9% 3 NHP 1 BIA
e. Elko 16 7.4% 13 NHP 2 ECSO 1 BIA
f. Esmeralda 2 1.0% NHP
g. . Eureka 1 1.0% NHP
h. Humboldt 8 3.7% 7 NHP 1 HCSO
i. Lander . 2 1.0% 1 NHP 1 LCSO
J. Lincoln 2 - 1.0% NHP
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1978 STATEWIDE TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS
MAJOR CONTRIBUTING FACTORS IN 1978 STATEWIDE TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS

1st CONTRIBUTING FACTOR IN 1978
STATEWIDE TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS

INATTENTIVE DRIVING IN IMPROPER MANNER 4.9%

DRIVING
8.9%

IMPROPER LANE CHANGE 4.0%

P IMPROPER TURN 3.9%

_— IMPROPER BACKING 3.9%

FOLLOWING TOO CLOSE
8.5%

..— IMPROPER PASSING 3.4%

EXCESSIVE SPEED 4- DEFECTIVE VEMICLE 2.9%

16.6% = NON-DESIGNATED TRAVEL LANE 2.9%

™~ FATIGUED DRIVER 1.7%

UL RUCAL ) NON— CONTACT VEHICLE 1.4%
T:f;::::,, THAT e \\ IMPROPER START FROM PARKED POSITION 1.2%
90.5% OF THE ACCIDENTS \ WRONG SIDE OF ROADWAY 1.1%
IN NEVADA, DURING 1878, HIT & RUN 0.9%
RESULTED FROM DRIVER ERROR.
2nd CONTRIBUTING FACTOR IN 1978
STATEWIDE TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS
/ OTHER 7.3%

/EXC&SSWE SPEED S.8%

/DRIVING IN IMPROPER MANNER 4.4%

-« FAILURE TO YIELD 3.7%

INATTENTIVE DRIVING
62.8%

— IMPROPER TURN 3.5%

FOLLOWING TO CLOSE 3.4%

- NON-DESIGNATED TRAVEL LANE 3.3%
=~ HIT & RUN 2.7%

\\ BAD WEATHER 1.3%
\ WRONG SIDE OF ROADWAY 1.2%
DUJ. 05%

A SECONDARY
CONTRIBUTING FACTOR
OF INATTENTIVE DRIVING
WAS PRESENT IN 62.8% OF THE
TOTAL ACCIDENTS IN 1978,




FATIGUED
DRIVER
7.8%

EXCESSIVE SPEED
22.1%

1978 FATAL TRAFFIC ACCIDENT REPORT

O

CONTRIBUTING FACTOR IN 1978 FATAL TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS

OTHER
FAILURE 5.5%
TO YIELD

7.4%

INATTENTIVE DRIVING 52%

WRONG SIDE OF ROADWAY 3.7%

IMPROPER ACTION
ON PEDALCYCLE 1.9%

UNKNOWN 1.8%
IMPROPER PASSING 1.5%

< IMPROPER LANE CHANGE 1.
/ < DEFECTIVE VEHICLE 1.1%

= HIT AND RUN 1.1%

D‘u.l.
34.3%

THE ABOVE GRAPH SHOWS ONLY THE PRIMARY
CONTRIBUTING FACTORS INVOLYED IN THE 271

STATEWIDE FATAL TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS
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