MINUTES OF THE
MEETING OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE
ON TRANSPORTATION

SIXTY-FIRST SESSION
NEVADA STATE LEGISLATURE
April 30, 1981

The Senate Committee on Transportation was called to order by
Chairman Richard E. Blakemore, at 2:03 p.m., Thursday, April 30,
1981, in Room 323 of the Legislative Building, 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 i

Senator Lawrence E. Jacobsen

Senator Wilbur Faiss

Senator Clifford E. McCorkle

Senator James H. Bilbray

STAFF MEMBER PRESENT:

Kelly R. Torvik, Committee Secretary

SENATE BILL NO. 588

Colonel Pete Zadra, Chief, Nevada Highway Patrol submitted
information to the committee regarding the bill. (See Exhibit
C.)

Senator Neal stated that he would support the bill if there
was an amendment attached to the bill stating that the funds
could not be used for the purchase of speed guns. Colonel
Zadra stated that purchases are controlled by the budget. He
did not believe that there were any speed guns proposed in
the current year's special fund budget.

Senator Hernstadt asked how the special fund was utilized.
Colonel Zadra explained that the fund was created several

" years ago as a means of providing for supplemental troopers.

The fund covers everything for 90 of the troopers in the patrol.

Senator Hernstadt noted that there would be enough money to

amend the bill to provide that lights be required on the top
of 90 patrol cars.
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Senator Blakemore asked where the effective date appeared in the
bill. Colonel Zadra stated that the bill was written for a
period of two years. However, the patrol only needs it for 18
months, which would be effective January 1, 1982. Chairman
Blakemore questioned if it would be necessary to have an effec-
tive date within the bill.

Mr. Daryl Capurro, representing the Nevada Motor Transport
Association, noted that, if approved, the bill would conflict
with Senate Bill No. 262 and Senate Bill No. 477.

ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 422

Mr. Mike Cool, representing the City of Las Vegas, presented

the committee with information regarding the bill. (See Exhibit
D). He noted that under current statutes, if the city does not

generate the notice to appear within 20 days after the citation

is issued, the violator is not required to pay the citation.

Chairman Blakemore noted that Reno operates under the same
statute and does not have a problem generating notices. Mr.
Cool stated that Reno does not issue as many parking citations
as Las Vegas and Reno may have a different data processing
system. He stated that Las Vegas is unable to generate the
notices because of problems in its data processing system

and the magnitude of citations issued.

Senator Neal asked how many notices were generated per month.
Mr. Cool stated that the computer only compiles a monthly list.
Therefore, no notices had been recently issued. He said that
there had been problems with the constitutency because they
had rushed the notices through and warrants had been mailed to
constituents who had paid their citations. Instead of mailing
out warrants on paid citations they began to take their time
in order to be accurate.

Senator Neal asked if they could reprogram the computer to
print a list of unpaid citations more often than once per month.
Mr. Cool said that the computer people could not meet the ten
day deadline after a violator had not come in within ten days

after the issuance and paid the citation.

Senator Hernstadt noted that if the public knew that the
payment of parking citations could not be enforced, now one
would pay the citations voluntarily. Mr. Cool stated that a
newspaper article had brought up that point and the county ex-
perienced a definite drop in revenues.
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Senator Neal noted. that only 20 percent of the citations are
going unpaid. However, the city is asking for a 66 percent
increase in time to issue the notices. Mr. Cool felt that the
point was that there were citations which had been issued which
go unpaid and payment cannot be enforced.

Senator Neal noted that the revenues collected for parking fines
would not be subject to the revenue caps in the tax package.
There could be an increase in citations issued in order to
compensate for financing that had been capped. Mr. Cool stated
that to increase the number of citations issued there would have
to be an increase in the work force which issued the citations
and the city was not in a financial position to do that. Senator
Hernstadt felt that the work force issuing citations was very
efficient. Mr. Cool noted that the number of parking meters is
actually being reduced in the future.

Chairman Blakemore asked if lLas Vegas used the envelope system
similiar to the one used in Reno. Mr. Cool stated that Las
Vegas does use an envelope system. Chairman Blakemore noted
that the system works well in Reno.

Senator Neal felt that the parking fines were looked upon as
a revenue measure. Mr. Cool stated that there are a lot of
parking citations issued which generate a great deal of money.

Senator Jacobsen asked if the unpaid accounts were ever written
off. Mr. Cool stated that the auditors have written accounts
off the books which have not been voluntarily paid. There is

a record kept of the unpaid accounts. However, names are not
kept in those records.

Senator Bilbray noted that the courts only remind the traffic
violators that they have unpaid parking citations, rather than
escorting parking violators, who are appearing in court on a
traffic violation, to the desk and having them pay their cita-
tion. He asked if the city had tried to work with the courts
to have traffic violators pay their parking citations. Mr.
Cool stated that the judges have determined individually
whether they will request a traffic violator to pay his park-
ing citations.

Mr. Cool stated that the violators do not consider the fine

to be expensive. The violators do not like to go to the office
and pay the fine. Senator Hernstadt noted that if a violator
had six $15 parking citations it could become very expensive.
That would be serious revenue for the city.
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Senator Faiss asked if passage of the bill would actually help
the city with its delinquent fine collection. Mr. Cool stated
that it would allow the city to legally force payment of cita-
tions because it would be able to take the time to be accurate
and issue the notices to appear in sufficient time.

Mr. Bill Curran, representing the Clark County District Attor-
ney's Office, stated his support for Assembly Bill No. 422.

He noted that the bill would apply to all parking offenses.

He stated that the county's largest problem is with parking
violations at the airport. He said that there were repeat
offenders who continually took advantage of the fact that the
parking fines were not being enforced.

Senator Neal asked how a violator is forced to pay a parking
citation. Mr. Curran supposed that a violator could be held
in contempt of court if he refused to acknowledge a warrant
issued because of his failure to pay a parking citation.

Senator Bilbray noted that when a driver is stopped for a traf-
fic violation and the officer discovers that there is a warrant
for a parking violation that the officer would arrest the driver
and put him in jail if he did not pay the citation. Mr. Curran
noted that a bench warrant would have to be issued for a driver
to be arrested. The bill would give the city enough time to
issue the bench warrants.

Senator Hernstadt stated that a notice to appear has only been
required for the past two or four years. He said that the
problem that the city had could be solved by the city mailing
everyone who received a parking violation a notice to appear
with a notation to disregard the notice if the citation had
been paid. Senator Bilbray noted that would be expensive to
the city.

Chairman Blakemore asked why the bill originally asked for 90
days rather than 60 days to issue the notice to appear. Mr.
Cool stated that 90 days would allow the city to make two
computer runs, one per month. He said that the city could
work with 60 days which would only allow it one computer

run to send out the notices.

Mr. Virgil Anderson, representing AAA, stated that the bill
would be a benefit to the public because o0f the extensive
tourist trade in the state. He noted that several travel
clubs, including AAA, have a traffic citation appearance
service for the members. Because of the length of travel and
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the time that is involved the 60 days would provide for an ap-
pearance to clear the tourist's record. He stated that most
of the tourists do want the citation cleared from the records.

Chairman Blakemore asked how parking citations can be enforced
on rental automobiles since the citations are issued to the
automobile and not the driver. Senator Hernstadt noted that
the rental parking violations are not enforceable anywhere in
the country.

Senator Hernstadt pointed out that legislation in the past had
proposed that the lessor be responsible to pay the citation and
the lessor can pursue the driver for the cost of the citation.
The lessors had stated that they would have to raise the price
of automobile rentals if they were held responsible. Mr.
Anderson felt that was a valid argument.

SENATE BILL NO. 589

Senator Bilbray spoke in support of the bill, which would estab-
lish a mass transit commission in the counties that so desired.
The regional transit commission would be the governing body in
those counties. They would be funded by a return to the county
of 25 percent of their revenue deposited into the General Fund
which was derived from the entertainment tax. The bill would
benefit Washoe County and Clark County. He stated that Clark
County was in dire need for an adequate mass transit system.

He noted that because of the recent increase in the sales tax

it would not be advisable to fund a mass transit commission
through an additional sales tax. The county would only be
receiving 25 percent of the monies deposited by that same county.
He said that the members of the Regional Transportation Com-
mission in Las Vegas and the county representatives supported
the bill 100 percent.

Senator Hernstadt stated that Douglas County may need to have
those funds available for mass transit in the Lake Tahoe area.

Senator Faiss asked how much money the bill would generate.
Senator Hernstadt noted that the bill had a fiscal note.

Senator Bilbray said that it would generate $4 million for Clark
County since Clark County pays 74 percent of the total entertain-
ment tax.

Senator McCorkle asked which was higher priority, mass transit
or education. Senator Bilbray felt that both were top priorities.
He stated that he would be willing to ask the Senate Committee
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on Finance to prepare a study and give the county only $1 million
to start a mass transit program if other monies were needed for
education. A full scale system could be postponed until the next
biennium, as long as the county was guaranteed that it would have
the monies the next biennium. Senator McCorkle felt that if the
program were funded the monies would come out of education funds.

Senator Hernstadt stated that there is a possibility that federal
funding for matching funds will be eliminated in the next two or
three years. Therefore, if the county was planning on using the

funds to purchase buses those purchases should be made immediately

because if it waits there may not be any funds to match from the
federal level. Senator Bilbray stated that would have to be
determined by the Senate Committee on Finance. There would be
no money available this biennium.

Senator Hernstadt stated that, as cointroducer of the bill,
there is definitely a need for mass transportation in the state.

Senator Bilbray felt that the people of Clark County would be
willing to wait two years if they knew that the program would
begin in two years.

Senator Neal stated that he understood the Senate Committee

on Finance was considering a proposal to appropriate $800,000

to purchase buses for lease to private enterprise at $1 per year.
Senator McCorkle stated that it was being considered by the
Senate Committee on Finance.

Senator Jacobsen asked if there was any movement by the county

to put together a mass transit plan. Senator Bilbray stated that
the Regional Transportation Commission had been working on a plan
for quite a while. It needs approximately $1 million to start
the program. That includes the proposed $800,000 before the
Senate Committee on Finance to purchase buses. He stated that

he was going to ask the Senate Committee on Finance for $1 mil-
lion to get started and a guarantee that in 1983 the county

would receive 25 percent of its entertainment tax to support

the system.

Senator Jacobsen questioned if a monorail system would be more
appropriate than a bus system. Senator Bilbray stated that a
monorail system, as had been proposed in the past, would run from
the airport to downtown and a bus system could be the only type
of program feeding into a monorail system. He noted that years
ago it was estimated to cost $100 million to build a monorail
system. He stated that because the status of the art had in-
creased it would probably not cost much more that $100 million
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to build-a monorail system today. He felt that in the long run
the city would need a monorail system. However, a monorail sys-
tem would probably not be part of the mass transit plan proposed
in the bill. Outside funding would be necessary for a monorail
system, such as private enterprise. He could not see the state
spending $100 million for a monorail system in Las Vegas.

Senator Jacobsen noted that he and Senator Gibson had been
informed by President Reagan that there would be no federal funds
for mass transit in the line of construction.

Mr. Darrell Dreyer, representing Las Vegas Tranist, stated that
his company had no problem with the bill. He felt that it may
not be wise to have a population limitation in the bill. Senator
Bilbray did not feel that there had to be a population limitation.

Senator Hernstadt asked if the Las Vegas Transit knew anything
about a cut in federal monies for mass transportation. Mr.
Dreyer stated that his company had heard nothing definitive
about a cut in mass transportation monies.

Mr. Bill Madigan, representing Carson City, voiced his support

of the bill. Carson City would like to develop a bus transpor-
tation service in the future for Carson City and the surrounding
areas in conjuction with surrounding counties. He noted that the
Department of Transportation did a study in 1979 which was a
very good plan encompassing Carson City and its surrounding area.
However, the funds were not available then and funds are not
available today.

Ms. Peggy Twedt, representing the League of Women Voters, spoke
in support of the bill. She stated that a mass transit system
would be valuable and a service that both Washoe County and
Clark County need. She felt that transportation should be
looked upon as a service that does cost money to provide.

SENATE BILL NO. 379 (See Exhibit E)

Chairman Blakemore noted that he had a proposed amendment from
Mr. Mervin J. Flanders. (See Exhibit F.) Senator McCorkle
questioned if the language should be "and when yielding a right-
of-way come to a full stop." He felt that such language as Mr.
Flanders suggested would require that the driver come to a full
stop even when the driver is not yielding.

Senator Neal stated that the term yield, in its definition,

requires that a driver give way to the particular person or
vehicle that it is approaching.
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Mr. Anderson suggested that the wording "when necessary" be
inserted after the words "come to a full stop" in the proposed
amendment.

Chairman Blakemore stated that he would get a legal definition
when he requested the amendment to be printed. He understood
Senator McCorkle's concern and would see that it was provided
for in the amendment.

Senator Hernstadt moved that the bill receive an amend and
do pass recommendation with Mr. Flander's amendment.

Senator Faiss seconded the motion.
The motion passed unanimously.

SENATE BILL NO. 397 (See Exhibit G)

Chairman Blakemore stated that the committee needed an amendment
to establish who would perform the inspection because the Depart-
ment of Motor Vehicles was not capable of verforming the inspec-
tion. Mr. Jim Avance suggested that the bill be amended by
deleting "annual" on line three of the bill because the Taxicab
Authority inspects more often than once per year. The amendment
should also delete "by" on line four and all of line five. By
deleting that language the Taxicab Authority could perform the
inspection.

Senator Bilbray moved that the previous action on the bill
be rescinded.

Senator Hernstadt seconded the motion.
The motion passed unanimously.

%* % %

Senator Neal moved that the bill receive an amend and do
pass recommendation with Mr. Avance's amendment.

Senator Bilbray seconded the motion.

The motion passed unanimously.
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SENATE BILL NO. 589 (See Exhibit H)

Senator Bilbray moved that the bill receive an amend and
do pass recommendation with a rereferral to the Senate
Committee on Finance. The amendment would delete the
population limitation within the bill.

Senator Jacobsen seconded the motion.
The motion passed unanimously.

ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 422 (See Exhibit I)

Senator Hernstadt moved that the bill receive a do pass
recommendation.

Senator Bilbray seconded the motion.
The motion passed unanimously.

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at
3:12 p.m.

Respectfully submitted by:

Ke)Yly R Togvik

APPROVED:
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SENATE AGENDA

EXHIBIT A

COMMITTEE MEETINGS

Committee on Transportation ., Room " 323

Day Thursday , Date April 30, 1981 , Time 2:00

S. B. No. 588--Increases additional fee for registration of
motor vehicle which is accounted for in highway patrol special
fund. .

S. B. No. 589--Provides authority for establishment of mass
transit commission in certain counties.

A. B. No. 422--Extends time for issuance of notice to appear
on citation for unlawful parking.
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Go.crnor

ROBERT LIST STATE QF NEVADA S. BARTON JACKA

Director

EXHIBIT C
DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR VEHICLES

£55 WRIGHT Way
CARSON CITY. NEVADA 89711

April 30, 1981

T0: Senate Transportation Committee

FROM: Colonel Peter J. Zadra
Chief, Nevada Highway Patrol

SUBJECT: INCREASE IN HIGHWAY PATROL SPECIAL FEE

The Department of Motor Vehicles with approval of the State Budget Director,
proposed to increase the Highway Patrol Special Fee from $3.00 to $4.00. Ve
submit the following comments and estimated funding and expenditure projections
for your information. :

The Department has researched previous executive budget recommendations, copies
of which are attached, and determined that over a period of four previous fiscal
years, FY 76, 77, 78, 79; an amount of $693,146 dollars was transferred from
the Highway Patrol Special Budget Account (4707) to the Highway Patrol Budget
Account (4713) as partial support for the appropriated budget. Had these funds
been carried forward in the Highway Patrol Special Budget Account each year,

the fund would have been solvent for the 82/83 biennium.

The recommended budget for Highway Patrol Special (4707) currently being consid-
ered by the legislature reflects the Department's request to increase the pre-
sent $3.00 fee to $4.00 effective July 1, 1981.

Estimated Funding and Expenditure Projection:

CURRENT .STATUS $3.00 FEE

FY 80/81 FY 81/82 FY 82/83

Estimated Balance Forward 1,431,934 1,193,823 248,684
Estimated Receipts 2,400,000 2,485,000 2,735,000
Total 3,831,934 3,678,823 2,983,684
Estimated Expense 2,638,111 3,430,139 . 3,654,985
Estimated Balance Forward 1,193,823 248,684 (671,301)
deficit
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April 30, 1981

Following is an alternative to the Department's present request. Under this

alternative the estimated reserve for balance forward will not be substantial
enough to support any possible salary and operating cost increases beyond the
82/83 biennium if the present complement of troopers is allowed to remain at

90 positions.

INCREASE PRESENT $3.00 FEE TO $4.00 FOR 18 MONTHS - EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, 1982

Fy 81/82 FY 82/83
Estimated Balance Forward 1,193,823 662,850
Estimated Receipts 2,899,166 3,646,666
Total 4,082,989 4,309,516
Estimated Expense 3,420,139 3,654,985
Estimated Balance Forward 662,850 654,531
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AGENCY BALANCE

Progras Statement

The Hovada Highway Patrol Special Fund 1s sugported as set forth im Ne-
vads Reviscd Statutes 482.480., The authorized personnel total 70 pa-
trolcen, The goals end responsibilites are identical and supportive to
thase expressed in the reguler Highway Patrol budget narrative.

Sub-Account Explanations

In=State Travel - The amoyunt recommended vill provide for per diem and
travel for special finservice training seseions and routine ' in-state
travel, tncluding patrol and court appearances.

Orarating - Except those expenditure arcas that can be directly releted
to patrolsen funded within this account, the asrunts recommended in the
opecrating catogories represent 46.4X of the regular Highway Patrol op-
erating category. That porcentage is derived from the number of patrol-
wen 10 this account (70) as they relate to the total aumber of author-
fzed, cocmigsioned persvnnel (151) as epecified fn NRS 481.145.

Vebiclg Operatlon = The smount recosmended is based oa actual anounts
spent in 1975-76 plus moderate inflacionary increases.

* Date of Hearing

Clothing and Uniform Allowance - The swmount vecomcnded provides (or
woderate inflationary increases in commissioned personncl’s uniform
coats.

Equipment

. |
Automobiles - The amount recommended provides for 20 replacement putiol
cars in each fiscal year.

Other Equipmeat - The amount recommended provides for replacemcnt of ar-
ticles that are lost, stolen, or wornout.

Transfer to Highway Patrol ~ The smount recoumended o be transferced,

fron the Highway Patrol Special Account sllows for adminisirative over-
head costs and equipeant purchases (except outomobiles) uscd by the en-
tire Patrol but generally charged to the appropriated eccouut.

ho Testified

.Data Budget Closed




IHGUWAY PATROL - Continued

new dispatch consoles, radlo scanners, amergency backup generator for Carson
City, rader test cquipment, dual trace oscilliscopes, and a telephone channel
switch.

Communications Board Asscssment - The amount rccommended provides payment
To the Communications Doard Tor fifty-eight microwave channel ends utilized
by the llighway Patrol.

llighway Patrol Vehiclcs - The amounts recommended provide for thirty replace-
menl Highway Palrol vehicles and ncw vehicles for the Tactical Oflicers in
fiscal year 1979-80. In fiscal year 1980-81, the recommendation provides for
thirty replaceracnt vehicles snd an additional snow cat for use In getting to
remote mountaintop communication sites with the required repair equipment.

General Fund SCOPE  Assessment - The rccommendation provides for the
otimstcd amounl required by user State egencles, not including Nighway Patrol,
for thelr percentage uso of the Las Vegas dctropolitan Police Department's
SCOPE System (Criminal Justice Data Information System). -

* Hichway Patrol SCOPE Adsessment - The rocommendation provides for the

- 246 ~

estimated amount required by the Highway Patrol for Its percentage use of the
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's SCOPE System.

Vehicle Replacement - Scif-lnsured - In [iscal yecar 1978-79, due to rising
Tnsurance costs, the llighway Palrol undertook a’program of sclf-insurance for
llighway Patrol vchicles and dropped collision Insurance being carried on the
cars, It is recommcnded tho program be continued.

Switcher Operation - The rccommended amount provides for those anticipated
cosls ol operaling ihe high speed communication swileher (adcitionnl tapes, data
processing costs, contract payments, line charges, cte.). This had previowly
been paid partiy by the State end partly by users. [t {3 recommended the
General Fund pay all -operating costs with each user paying for its shars of the
usc of the Las Vcgas Metropotiten Police Department's SCOPE System (the data
base for crimlnal justico activitles).
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EXHIBIT D

The City of Las Vegas has been experiencing a problem with
our processing of unpain parking citations. AB 422 is proposed
to assist the City by extending the time for the issuance of a
notice to appear on a parking citation.

Currently, the City issues approximately 400 parking
tickets a day; the person ticketed has ten days in which to
pay the $2.00, $4.00 or $10.00 fine determined by the nature
of the parking violation. If the ticket is not paid within
the ten days, the fines are increased to a maximum of $15.00.

Currently, NRS 484.810 allows the City to issue a bench
warrant for a parking violation only after:

l. A notice to appear concerning the violation is
mailed to the person receiving the citation by
lst class mail with 20 days after original issue.

2. the person does not appeal within 20 days after the
date of the notice.

The problem is that after the original ten days the City all
for payment of the citation, there are only 10 remaining days for
the City to generate a "notice to appear" on those citations stil
unpaid. City records for fiscal year 1979-1980 showed that ap-
proximately 80% of the tickets are paid within the original
ten days. This leaves an average of 80 tickets unpaid for each
daily issue of 400 parking citations. This would require the
Cities' Data Processing Department to generate daily listing of
unpaid tickets to meet the requirements of the current statute.

By amending the law to allow 60 days for the processing and
mailing of a notice to appear, the City would exercise a more
cost-effective approach to parking citations bench warrants;
in lieu of daily notices, a monthly listing could be compiled,
checked for accuracy, paid versus unpaid citations, and mailed to
the person ticketed.

We would appreciate your support on this matter and I would
be happy to try and answer any gquestions you may have.

ows
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S.B.379

SENATE BILL NO. 379—SENATORS FORD, BLAKEMORE,
WAGNER, DON ASHWORTH, MCCORKLE AND BILBRAY

MAaRrCH9, 1981

—————
Referred to Committee on Transportation

SUMMARY—Strengthens provisions for protection of blind persons .
in traffic. (BDR 43-1118) ]
FISCAL NOTE: Effect on Local Government: No.
Effect on the State or on Industrial Insurance: No.

I
Brruanamsos—ddatier tn folics & new; matter in brackets [ } is material to be omitted.

ANACl'mlam'- wuhdwionsmm;mvhionsforthewonof
such persons in traffic; previding a pensity; and providing other matters prop-
erly relating thereto. :

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

SECTION 1.. Chapter 484 of NRS is hereby amended by adding
thereto a new section which shall read as follows: -

1. Any driver of a vehicle who approaches or encounters a blind per-
son on foot using a guide dog or carrying a cane or walking stick white
in color, or white tipped with red,-shall come to a full stop and take such
precautions before proceeding as may be necessary to avoid accident or
injury to the blind person.

2. Any person who violates subsection 1 shall be punished by impris-
onment in the county jail for not more than 6 months or by a fine of not
less than $100 nor more than $500, or both fine and imprisonment.

SEC. 2. NRS 484.325 is hereby amended to read as follows:

484.325 ﬂE.] Except as provided in NRS 484.327 [, when] and
section 1 of act: ! . : : .

1. When official traffic-control devices are not in place or not in oper-
ation the driver of a vehicle shall yield the right of way, slowing down or
stopping if need be 5o to yield, to a pedestrian crossing the highway within
a crosswalk when the pedestrian is upon the half of the highway upon
wilgcelll the vetlllllede is travelin oforthwlllne:hthe pedesttx,uean is ing so
closely from the opposite e highway as to be in danger.

2. [Nag A ian shall not suddenly leave a curb or other place
of safety .or run into the of a vehicle which is so close that
it is impossible for the driver to yield.

3.. Whenever a vehicle is stopped at a marked crosswalk or at an

EXHIBIT E
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afptoadlmg from the rear shall not overtake and pass such stopped vehi-

4. Whenever signals exhibiting the words “Walk” or “Don't Walk”
are in place, such signals [shall] must indicate as follows:

(a) While the “Walk” indication is illuminated, pedestrians facing the
siﬁmaypmdamthe ighway in the direction of the si and
L J must be given the right way by the drivers of all vehicles.

(b) While the “Don’t Walk” indication is illuminated, either steady or

ashing, a pedestrian shall not start to cross the highway in the direction
of the s:gal, but any pedestrian who has partially completed his crossing
during “Walk” indication shall proceed to a sidewalk, or to a safety
zone if one is provided. -

(c) Whenever the word “Wait” still appears in a signal, [such} the
indication has the same meaning as assigned in this section to the “Don’t
Walg" indication.

(d) Whenever a signal system provides a signal phase for the st ing
of all vehicular traffic and the exclusive movement of pedaq'iang?g'nd

intersection offering the shortest route within the boundaries of the inter-
section when the “Walk” indication is exhibited, and when signals and
other official traffic-control devices direct pedestrian movement in [such}
the manner [asT] provided in this section and in NRS 484.283.

SEC. 3. NRS 484.327 is hereby amended to read as follows:

484.327. Except as provided in section | of this act:

1. Every pedestrian crossing a highway at any point other than
within a marked crosswalk or within an unmarked crosswalk at an inter-
section shall yield the right of way to all vehicles upon the highway.

2. Any pedestrian crossing a highway at a point where a pedestrian
tunnel or overhead pedestrian crossing has been provided shall yield the
right of way to all vehicles upon the highway.

d‘33. adjacent intetsectiogsauat which official ltrat!ic-control
vices are in operation pedestrians shall not cross at any place except in
a marked crosswalk.

4. A pedestrian shall not cross an intersection diagonally unless
authorized by official traffic-control devices, : -

S. When authorized to cross diagonally, pedestrians shall cross ont
in accordance with the official traffic-control devices pertaining to su
crossing movements. :

SEC.4. NRS 426.510 s hereby amended to read as follows:

426.510 1. No person, except [those] a person wholly or partially
blind, [shall]mayusea;uidedogorcarryoruscon any street, high-
way, or in any other public place a cane or walking stick which is white
in color, or white tipped with red.

2. Any pedestrian who is not wholly or partially blind [, or any
driver of a vehicle,J who approaches or comes in contact with a

wholly or partially blind using a guide dog or carrying a cane or walking
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stick white in color, or white tipped with red, shall immediately come to
fullstopandtakesuchprecaunonsbefore ing as may be neces-
. A2y perean otbe this s pesee? e, holly o parially blind

i person an @ person wholly or partially blind:
.'(a)Who[shallnse.]m.agni.dedpgor'[carry]cam‘esacaneor

i

this section; [or]

(b) Who [shall failJ fails to heed the a of a person using a
gmde%gtcarrym such a cane as is descri by this section; [or]

- (¢) [shaﬂfaﬂ]lailstocometoastopnponapproachingor
cominginconmwithapersonsousingagtﬁdedogorsocarryingmch
a cane or walking stick; or

coming to a stop,
as provided for in this section, is guilty of a misdemeanor.
4. Thigsectiondoesnotapplytoanysigptpdpttsonwhousesaguide

i sti_cksuchasnsdesmbedmthm:ecnon,contmrytqtheprovi-
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STA?JN:VADA
DEFARTMENT OF HUMAN RESOURCES

o B v s Ky A g e (N T

‘EBb FROST. ADMINISTRATOR

RALPH R. DISIBIO, ED.D.. Diagcron

REHABILITATION DIVISION
BUReAU OF SERvices TO THE BLIND
KiNxKEAD BUILDING. SIXTH FLooOR
SOS EasT KinG STREEY
StarE CarPIroL ComrLex
CARSON CITY. NEVADA 89710 - March 31, 1981

Senator Richard Blakemore, Chairman
Senate Transportation Committee
Legislative Buil

Carson City, NV 89710

Dear Senator:

As requested at the hearing on S.B. 379 on March 24, 1981, I
am submitting the following substitute language for Section 1 of
the bill: _

- ;Section 1. Chapter 484 of NRS is hereby amended by adding e

" thereto a new section which shall read as follows:

1. Ablindpersonusingaguidedogorcanyingacaneor
walking stick, white in color or white tipped with red, has
the right-of-way when entering upon or when on a street,
highway, or roadway of this state. Any driver of a vehicle
who approaches or encounters a blind person using a guide
~dog or carrying a cane or walking stick white in color or
white tipped with red, who is entering uwon or is on a street,
highway, or roadway shall yield the right-of-way to the blind
person, came to a full stop, and take such precautions before

- proceedingasmybenecessarytoavoidaccidmtorinjuryt_o
the blind person.

If I can be of further assistance to the committee, please
contact me at 885-4444. .

%elx.\ _ 2=

Mervin J. Flander, Chief
Bureau of Services to the Blind

cc: Senator Jean Ford
MJF: emv

EXHIBIT F



OO0 I D O O DD 4

EXHIBIT G

S.B. 397
SENATE BILL NO. 397—COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION
MazrcH 11, 1981
—————

Referred to Committee on Transportation

SUMMARY—Limits use of taxicabs by standards of safety instead
of by age. (BDR 58-1045)
FISCAL NOTE: Effect on Local Government: No.
Effect on the State or on Industrial Insurance: No.

= .
MAMmhmhmmth( ] is material to be omitted.

AN ACT relating to taxicabs; limiting their use by standards of safety instead of
by age; and providing other matters properly relating thereto.

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

SECTION 1. NRS 706.8834 is hereby amended to read as follows:

706.8834 1. A certificate holder shall not permit a vehicle to be
used as a taxicab if [its age exceeds 4 years.] at its annual safety inspec-
tion the vehicle is declared to be in an unsafe mechanical condition by
a qualified safety inspector of the department of motor vehicles.

2. Any replacement or supplement vehicle which a certificate holder

ires for use as a taxicab : ) must:
a) Be new; or
(b) Register not more than 10,000 miles on the odometer.

®
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S. B. 589

K-

SENATE BILL NO.589—SENATORS BILBRAY; FAISS, DON
ASHWORTH, CLOSE, HERNSTADT, FORD, ECHOLS AND
NEAL

APRIL 22, 1981
m— ———

Referred to Committee on Transportation

SIMMARY—vaﬁmthyﬁormbﬁaMotmmmin
certain counties. (BDR 58-1002)

FISCAL NOTE: Effect on Local Government: No.
ial Insurance: Yes.

Effect on the State or on Industrial
“<TE

*

Mpm—umhmhu';mhm[ ] b material to be omitted,

“_ﬁ-_—_——'———__———____——

ANACl‘uhﬁngtomwm' ; authorizing the establishment of mass transit |
issi amhoﬁtytoop:ntergsbml

and vesting in the commission the

mmm?bm transportation iating of the casi
0; : casino en
iug other maners properiy

tax for this purpose; and providi

relating thereto.

The People of the State of Nevada, represented in Senate and Assembly,

do enact as follows:

SECTION 1. Chapm7lOofNRSisherebyamendedbyadding

thereto a pew section which shall read as follows:

1. In any county having a population of 25,000 or more, the board
of county commissioners may by ordinance create a mass transit com-
mission if a regional transportation commission has not been created in
that county. In counties which have established a regional transportation
commission pursuant to NRS 373.030, the board of county commissioners
:haﬂdaigmethacomiﬁonmthemmtrauitagmcyfar!hacoumy.

2. A mass transit commission must be composed of five members to
be appointed by the board. The initial members must be selected within
30 days after passage of the ordinance creating the commission and shall
serve until the next-ensuing December 31 of an even-mumbered year.

Their successors shall serve for terms of 2 years.

for any unexpired term.

Vacancies must be filled

3. The ordinance creating a mass transit commission must provide

for its organization and meetings.

SEC. 2. NRS 706.401 is hereby amended to read as follows:
706.401 An incorporated city, county for] , regional transportation
commissionormmtmnsi:commissionxsnotrequiredtoobtaina

certificate of public convenience and necessity

to operate a system of

EXHIBIT H
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1 A regional transportation commission-or @ mass transit com-
mission may ‘establish [or] and operate a system of bus 3

isting of regular routes and fixed schedules to serve the blic.

SEC.4. NRS 463.404 is amended to read as follows:

- 463.404 1. The tax imposed by NRS 463.401 [sball] must be paid
intheformofreuﬁttaneespayabletotheNevadagamingeommission.
The commission shall transmit the payment to the state treasurer to be
deposited to the credit of the general fund.

2. Tlpe:tatetrmer:hallpayermthestategenemlfundzomck
board of county commissioners, which has provided that a transit system
inlhcirooumybe.vofwded,ﬁpacmxofthcmdepodtedinthe
State fund which was derived from the tax imposed by NRS
463.401 in their respective caunties 1o be used for-the planning, construc-
tion, administration, peration and maintenance of a system of bus
transportation 1o serve the public. Each board of county commissioners
shall establish a separate account into which the money received pursuant
to this subsection must be deposited.

3. Rdnndsofmerroneouslycoueaedmaybemade,upontbe
approvalofdnecommision,asotherdaimsagainstthestatempaid.

®
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FIRST REPRINT A.B.422
ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 422—COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY
' APRIL 2. 1981
—————
Referred to Committee on Judiciary

SUMMARY—Extends time for issuance of notice to on
citation for unlawful parking. (BDR 43-1205'

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

<>
Boranavson—idstter in &alics i now; matter in brackets [ ] is materisl to be omitted.

ANAcrrdndngtomhwlnlparkinsmdingthcﬁmefathehmmqa

mwmmndmmmmmmpﬁym

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

SECTION 1. NRS 484.810 is hereby amended to read as follows:
484.810 When a traffic citation for a parking violation has been
issued identifying by license number a vehicle registered to a who
has not [personally] signed the citation, a bench warrant shall] may
not be issued for that person for failure to appear before the court unless:
1. A notice to appear concerning the violation is first sent to [such
ghepersox‘xlbyﬁrstdaasmaﬂwithin[zmwdaysafmthecitaﬁonu
issued; an
2. The person does not appear within 20 days after the date of the
notice or the notice to appear is returned with a report that it cannot be
delivered.
®

EXHIBIT 1
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