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MINUTES OF THE
MEETING OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE
ON TRANSPORTATION

SIXTY-FIRST SESSION
NEVADA STATE LEGISLATURE
May 21, 1981

The Senate Committee on Transportation was called to order by
Chairman Richard E. Blakemore, at 2:02 P.m., on Thursday, May
21, 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

Senator Lawrence E. Jacobsen

Senator Wilbur Faiss

Senator James H. Bilbray

COMMITTEE MEMBER ABSENT:

Senator Clifford E. McCorkle

GUEST LEGISLATORS:

Assemblyman Robert Robinson
Assemblyman Robert Price

STAFF MEMBER PRESENT:

Kelly R. Torvik, Committee Secretary

ASSEMBLY JOINT RESéLUTION NO. 46

Assemblyman Robinson spoke in support of the bill. He stated
there would be a reduction in the federal funding for AMTRAK.
The remaining funds would be used to maintain AMTRAK systems
in the eastern portion of the United States at the expense

of the lines in the West. He noted the heaviest travelled
AMTRAK routes are from San Diego to Seattle and San Francisco
to Chicago. He said the trains are operating at full capacity.
Japan subsidizes its passenger rail lines at a rate of $13
for each $1 earned in fares. The rail system is an energy
conserving vehicle. Many people are restricted to travel by
rail for medical reasons. He noted the California Legislature
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had a very similar resolution. 'The purpose of the resolution
is to ask the Federal Government to give the western portion

of the United States a fair share of the monies which are being
funded for AMTRAK. He noted the AMTRAK line stops in Sparks,
Lovelock, Winnemucca, Battle Mountain, Elko and Wendover. The
railroad is necessary for intrastate travel and should receive
some support. The AMTRAK line which goes into Las Vegas from
Los Angeles brings in a large number of tourists.

Senator Hernstadt did not feel the resolution conveyed the
request that the budgeted amount be dispersed evenly through-
out the United States. He felt the language implied Nevada
was asking that the budget be enlarged to include the western
states. He suggested the language be clarified. Assemblyman
Robinson had no objections to an amendment.

Chairman Blakemore asked if it had been verified AMTRAK will
cover 50 percent of its expenses by fares three years before
the time set by Congress for it to do so. Assemblyman Robinson
stated it had been verified. AMTRAK will be increasing its
rates in progressive amounts as long as the trains remain at
full capacity. Railroad travel is not very expensive.

Senator Bilbray asked what would happen to the route from Los
Angeles to Salt Lake City since it had potential of making a
profit. Assemblyman Robinson explained unless Congress dis-
perses the budgeted funds equally among the states the route
could be closed.

Assemblyman Robinson noted air traffic is decreasing while
rail travel is the only form of transportation which is show-
ing a drastic increase in passenger travel. He felt more
people would be using rail travel. The trains have dining
facilities and are very comfortable. Assemblyman Robinson
submitted information regarding rail travel to the committee.
(See Exhibit C).

ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 179

Assemblyman Price explained the bill was selected by the
Assembly in an attempt to answer the constitutional question
which has been raised in regard to the Taxicab Authority (T.A.).
It was decided to tie the area which the T.A. would serve to
the number of taxicabs in the county. This was dealt with on
page one of the bill. On page two is a change in the language
dealing with centralized communications. That change was
suggested by the industry and agreed on by the T.A. On page
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three there is an additional regulation imposed on taxicab
drivers. It states the driver shall not leave the key in an
unattended taxicab. The language on page four, commencing on
line eleven gives the T.A. administrator the authority to
suspend a driver's permit if a driver is found under the
influence of drugs or alcohol. The change commencing on line
36 deals with the problem of failure to appear before the T.A.
Assemblyman Price stated the bill would be important for the
continuation of the T.A.

Senator Bilbray asked the number of votes the bill received in
the Assembly. Assemblyman Price stated the bill received
unanimous approval in committee and on the floor of the Assembly.

Senator Hernstadt asked Mr. Price if he had any notice from
Mr. Daykin, Legislative Counsel, stating the constitutionality
of Assembly Bill No. 179. Assemblyman Price stated he spoke
with the bill drafters and, in their opinion, the bill would
be constitutional.

Assemblyman Price stated the Assembly Committee on Transportatioh
was unanimously opposed to any legislation which would give the
T.A. jurisdiction in the northern portion of the state.

Senator Hernstadt asked if there were any provisions in the
bill regarding the age of a taxicab. Assemblyman Price ex-
plained the original version of the bill had a provision
limiting the age of a taxicab to three years. That provision
was amended out of the bill because of opposition from the
industry.

Mr. Harvey Whittemore, an attorney representing Baker and Drake
Company, felt the constitutionality of the T.A. would be up-
held in court. He stated the figures "nine certificate holders"
and "four hundred taxicabs" were derived from the fact there
were approximately that number of certificates and taxicabs
which were outstanding at the time the T.A. was established.

Senator Bilbray stated the figures were established on the
premise that a commission could adequately handle 9 certificate
holders and 400 taxicabs. The figures had nothing to do with
populations. '

Mr. Whittemore pointed out he was addressing the needs and
problems of a particular community with respect to the T.A.
The legislature made the determination 9 certificate holders
and 400 taxicabs would be better dealt with by a commission.
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That was the policy reason for the language on page one of the
bill. He voiced his support for the bill. The bill addressed
the best procedure to solve the constitutional question of the
TQA.

Mr. Jim Avance, Administrator, Taxicab Authority, said he
received two verbal opinions stating the jurisdiction of the T.A.
based upon the number of certificates and taxicabs would be
unconstitutional. He proposed an amendment to the bill. (See
Exhibit D). The amendment would give the T.A. jurisdiction in
every county and the power to establish appropriate regulations
in each county. In regard to the number of taxicabs as stated
on line seven, page one, Mr. Avance explained that under a su-
preme court decision the T.A. must re-examine the method of
allocation and must decide, prior to May 25, 1981, what method
of allocation will be used. The T.A. will not reach a decision.

Senator Hernstadt asked if the supreme court decision took into
account the possible passage of Senate Bill No. 399, which
establishes a method of allocation. Mr. Avance stated the

T.A. is waiting to find out if the legislature is going to
instruct it how to allocate. It is also waiting to receive
more information regarding allocations.

Senator Neal asked what were the objections to the T.A. having
statewide jurisdiction. Mr. Avance stated the Reno area does
not want to be regulated by the T.A. They are currently
regulated by the Public Service Commission (P.S.C.). He noted
the P.S.C. is going to loose its inspectors and unless the T.A.
is given jurisdiction the Motor Carrier Division will be
enforcing the P.S.C. regulations. Reno companies are con-
cerned about the degree of enforcement the T.A. holds over.
certificate holders and drivers in Clark County. They are
concerned the T.A. would place an allocation order on the
amount of taxicabs to be operated in Reno, However, the T.A.
has no intention of doing that.

Senator Neal asked how many of the taxicab companies which
operate in Reno are also regulated in Clark County. Mr.
Avance stated the Whittlesea Company, the largest in Reno, is
the only company in both Reno and Clark County.

Mr. Avance noted that effective May 26, 1981 there will only
be 357 taxicabs operating on the streets of Clark County. This
is becuase the last 48 taxicabs which were allocated will come
off of the road by supreme court order. This reduction will
would make the bill ineffective because the T.A. would only
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be allowed to exist in a county with 400 or more taxicabs. The
Clark County taxicab companies would then come under the juris-
diction of the P.S.C. The effective allocation order in 1969,
when the legislature decided to create the T.A. was 274 taxicabs.
If the committee chooses to base the T.A. jurisidiction on the
number of taxicabs, he suggesed the 400 taxicab minimum be
changed to 274. This would give the T.A. something which could
be substantiated in court based on the 1969 P.S.C. allocation
order.

Mr. Avance proposed another amendment to the bill. (See Exhibit
E). This would eliminate the requirement of a hearing when
the granttee pleads guilty and waives his rights to a hearing.

Mr. Zel Lowman, representing four taxicab companies in Las
Vegas, voiced his support for the bill. He supported any
reasonable bill which would maintain the T.A. in Clark County
because of the need for the T.A. in Clark County. He preferred
legislation which would give the T.A. statewide jurisdiction.
However, if the committee felt the constitutional question of
the T.A. could be addressed by the passage of Assembly Bill No.
179 he would support the amendments suggested by Mr. Avance
which would lower the minimum number of taxicabs and allow

the grantee to waive his right to a hearing when he pleads
guilty.

Mr. Jim Bell, President, Whittlesea Blue Cab in Southern Nevada,
voiced his support for the first reprint of the bill. He noted
the 400 figure referred to 400 registered taxicabs as opposed
to 400 allocated taxicabs.

Senator Neal asked the difference between an allocated taxicab
and a registered taxicab. Mr. Bell explaind the certificate
holder would be allocated a specific amount of medallions. To
keep those medallions on the road he would have many more
registered taxicabs.

Senator Hernstadt noted the language of the bill simply states
"four hundred taxicabs being operated by certificate holders."
He felt the language would be construed as 400 medallions be-

cause of the lack of the phrase "registered but medallion not

attached." Mr. Bell agreed.

Chairman Blakemore asked if it would be appropriate to state
on line seven, page one, "270 or more medallions allocated."”
Mr. Bell noted the term medallions had been omitted because
medallions are only used in southern Nevada.
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Mr. Whittemore stated referring to registered taxicabs would
be the correct method of defining the number of taxicabs. The
term operated could be amended for clarification. He said the
intent of the bill was to cover registered taxicabs. It was
estimated there were 400 registered taxicabs in 1969.

Mr. Bell stated it would cost his company $150,000 per year
to support the T.A. in northern Nevada. That cost would be
passed onto the public in the form of rate increases.

Senator Neal asked what was the difference in the rates charged
in Reno and Las Vegas. Mr. Bell stated the initial fee is
almost the same. However, the mileage fee in Las Vegas is
twice the mileage fee in Reno.

Senator Neal did not feel there would be a big affect on the
taxicab companies to give the T.A. statewide jurisdiction.

Senator Hernstadt asked the amount of money that taxicab
patrons would save if the T.A. were abolished in Clark County.
Mr. Bell stated patrons would save $.10 per one-fifth mile.
Senator Hernstadt felt such a decrease in costs should be a
consideration.

Mr. Whittemore pointed out his company's experience had deter-
mined there were difference classifications of customers in
Washoe and Clark Counties. 1In Washoe County 70 percent of the
trips were made by residents. 1In Clark County 90 percent of
the trips were made by tourists. Mr. Whittemore said all taxi-
cab companies are unified in that they do not want the T.A.

to have jurisdiction in Washoe County.

Senator Hernstadt asked Mr. Hale Bennett, Chief, Registration
Division, Department of Motor Vehicles, if the computer used

by the department had the information to determine the number
of registered taxicabs in Las Vegas during 1969. Mr. Bennett
stated the computer did not have that information.

ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 238

Mr. Whittemore, representing Reno Armored Transport, explained
the bill would exempt armored trucks from certain requirements.
He suggested an amendment to the bill. (See Exhibit F).

Chairman Blakemore asked if the amendment was offered in the
Assembly. Mr. Whittemore stated it was not offered in the Assembly.
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Mr. Whittemore explained the references in the bill require
identification of the trucks and payment of all state license
fees. The trucks would be exempted from all other requirements.

Mr. John Clark, representing the Public Service Commission,
stated the commission had no strong opposition to the biil.
However, as a matter of policy, he felt there were other motor
carriers which should be deregulated, such as dump truck car-
riers and agricultural carriers. He supported Mr. Whittemore's
amendment.

Mr. Daryl Capurro, Managing Director, Nevada Motor Transport
Association, stated he opposed Assembly Bill No. 238. However,
if the bill were approved the amendments suggested by Mr.
Whittemore would be appropriate. Mr. Capurro explained the
armored truck industry is a monopolistic enterpise. He felt
the deregulations in other states should be studied before
deregulation takes place in Nevada. He noted the was no
deregulation at the federal level. However, there was re-
regulation. He cited a case where a state initiated a full
deregulation of intrastate activities. 1In that case the large
carriers had a big advantage over the small carriers. Mr.
Capurro did not feel there would be a great deal of competi-
tion because of the difficult requirements of an armored truck
company.

Mr. Whittemore stated there were many competitors waiting to
enter the industry.

ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 636

Mr. Bennett stated because of reapportionment it would be
necessary for the department to provide two sets of license
plates for the congressmen. Current law limits the department
to issuing one set of license vlates for the congressman.

Senator Hernstadt asked why the bill eliminated the use of
the letters M.C. Mr. Bennett explained the letters M.C.
could refer to senators as well as congressmen. Most states
designate the members of the House of Representatives with
the letters H.R.

Senator Hernstadt asked how it is determined who is the senior
between two freshmen congressmen. Senator Bilbray stated such
a determination is made by the Congress by reference to the
prior service of those congressmen.
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ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 109

Ms. Sharon Alcamo, Chief, Driver's License Division, Department
of Motor Vehicles, and Mr. Jerry DeForest, Safety Responsibility
Officer, Driver's License Division, appeared to clear up mis-
understandings regarding the provisions of the bill. (See
Exhibit G.)

Ms. Alcamo explained the bill contains nine separate pieces

of legislation. Two pieces of legislation deal with every
driver in the state and mandatory insurance. The first piece
of legislation being the definition of registered owner place-
ment in the Safety Responsibility Act. The second piece

of legislation would be the suggestion that driving and regis-
tration privileges be suspended for not maintaining liability
insurance coverage. The other seven sections deal with the
seven percent of the population who qualify under the Safety
Responsibility Act. Ms. Alcamo explained there is confusion

as to the intent of the Safety Responsiblity Act because within
the act there is the requirement that every motorist carry
liability insurance. However, the majority of the act addres-
ses the situation where someone is in an accident, at fault and
does not have insurance coverage. It gives the department
leverage to see that a person will pay for the damages sus-
tained in an accident.

Senator Neal asked if there was a need for a financial respon-
sibility section since there are already provisions in the law
which mandate the driver to have liability insurance. Ms.
Alcamo stated there would not be a need for a financial re-
sponsibility section if everyone had liability insurance
coverage.

Senator Neal noted financial responsiblity was in effect when
there were no provisions requiring mandatory insurance. Ms.
Alcamo stated according to a department survey 13 to 17 percent
of the drivers are uninsured. Under the financial responsi-
bility section the department can suspend a driver's license,
suspend a vehicle registration and they can require the driver
to submit a security deposit if financial responsibility is
not maintained. The department does not have those abilities
under the mandatory insurance law.

Mr. Barton Jacka, Director, Department of Motor Vehicles,

noted that all states have financial responsibility sections
to take care of the individuals who do not carry insurance.
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Some states also have mandatory insurance laws. The financial
responsibility section assists the department in recovering
damages or assisting the victim of an individual who does not
carry insurance.

Chairman Blakemore asked why there was a need to change the
time in which a hearing can be requested. Mr. DeForest ex-
plained when the department receives a completed SR-1 form
it must send the form to the other party involved. The other
party is allowed 30 days to resubmit the form to the depart-
ment. The bill requests the 30 days be reduced to 15 days so
the department can process the suspensions more efficiently.

Senator Neal noted the time in which a person can request a
hearing would be cut in half, while the time in which the depart-
ment cant take action after an accident would be doubled. Ms.
Alcamo felt the time in which a hearing can be requested was
sufficient. However, the department needs more time in which

it can force a gquilty party to pay for damages. At the pre-
sent time the department is forced to return the security
deposit after one year.

Senator Neal asked if the department paid interest on the
security deposit. Ms. Alcamo stated the deposit is submitted
to the state treasurer not the department.

Senator Hernstadt asked the amount of the deposit. Mr. DeForest
explained the deposit can range from $500 to $10,000.

Senator Hernstadt asked if the state treasurer should be re-
guired to invest the deposit in order to earn interest. Chair-
man Blakemore noted the deposit is placed with the state trea-
surer for the aggrieved party to make a claim against. There
could be a question as to who has the right to the interest,
the aggrieved party or the depositor. Ms. Alcamo stated a
similiar question was asked at the Assembly hearings. It

was discovered the interest earned from security deposits was
retained by the state.

Senator Hernstadt asked if it was fair that the state retain
the interest. Ms. Alcamo pointed out that the depositors have
not been willing in the past to pay for damages. She felt it
would be administratively difficult to allow the claimant to
retain the interest. Senator Hernstadt suggested the state
be allowed to retain the interest to cover administrative
expenses.
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Chairman Blakemore asked what factor determined financial re-
sponsibility is to be maintained for three years. Mr. DeForest
stated a three year period is uniform throughout the states.

Senator Neal noted the registration period for a vehicle, at
which time the driver supplies proof of insurance, is one year.
He questioned why the term for maintaining financial responsi-
bility is not for one year also. Mr. DeForest noted there are
loopholes in the method of proof of insurance. This is be-
cause the proof of insurance can be submitted when the vehicle
is being registered. However, the insurance can then be cancel-
led and the department would not be aware of the cancellation.
He noted a certificate of financial responsibility is filed
with the department and if for any reasons that financial re-
sponsibility is cancelled the department is notified of the
cancellation.

Senator Neal pointed out the cancellation could be due to the
closure of an insurance company. Mr. DeForest explained the
certificate specifically states the driver will be insured
until the certificate is cancelled. The department gives the
person who is required to maintain financial responsibility

30 days after a cancellation to obtain insurance before action
will be taken against driving or registration privileges.

Chairman Blakemore noted he had two proposed amendments to

the bill. (See Exhibits H and 1I). Mr. DeForest explained it
was necessary to raise the property damage minimum to $350

in order to avoid a conflict with NRS Chapter 484. The other
amendment, concerning the estimate of repairs, was necessary
in order to include qualified insurance adjusters employed

by the insurance carriers and qualified motor vehicle physical
damage appraisers.

Senator Neal asked what the Safetv Responsibility Act covers
in regard to property damage and bodily injury. Mr. DeForest
explained the Safety Responsibiiity Act covers any accident
where there is property damage in excess of $250 and/or bodily
injury.

Mr. Jacka stated the Safety Responsibility Act is very compli-
cated. He was amazed the act has be neglected as long as it
has been in existance. This was the first opportunity the
department, under his direction, had to study the act to make
it a very stong and effective law.
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Mr. Jacka noted Assembly Bill No. 600 would alleviate many
concerns regarding mandatory insurance. Once a vehicle is
registered the owner provides proof of insurance. Thereafter,
the insurance company would only have to provide the owner
with a proof of insurance card. The department would have the
capability to do a random sampling of 10 percent of the regis~-
trants to see they are properly insured.

ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 73

Mr. Jacka reiterated his testimony of April 21, 1981 regarding
his need for the bill. He noted he would have to secure the
permission of the Budget Division, Personnel Division and the
Interim Finance Committee or the Finance Committee in order to
eliminate any management positions in an effort to consolidate
divisions.

Senator Hernstadt asked the amount of money the bill could
save. Mr. Jacka estimated the bill could save $70,000 to
$80,000 per year in salaries and related costs.

Senator Neal noted the director is only obligated to maintain
five divisions and a sixth division can be created at the
discretion of the director. Mr. Jacka stood corrected.
However, he has to maintain those five divisions under the
statute which specifies the names and duties of those divi-
sions. He stated he was making an effort, through attrition,
to streamline the department operations. An effort to narrow
the span of control so the department would be more responsive
and effective.

Senator Jacobsen asked if the department conducted any inter-
departmental meetings to discuss methods of better serving
the public. Mr. Jacka stated staff meetings are held every
two weeks and suggestions are taken into consideration. He
said by conducting meetings the department had developed some
cost saving procedures.

Senator Jacobsen asked if there were a consolidation made
within the department located in Carson City would that
consolidation affect the operations in Las Vegas. Mr. Jacka
explained the Las Vegas operation is simply units of the
divisions that are headquartered in Carson City. Every
division is represented in Las Vegas with the exception. of
the Automation and Highway Safety divisions. The deputy
director has line authority to insure the units operate
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according to the dictates of the department as well as the
division chiefs' policies. Mr. Jacka noted it was the result
of staff meetings that many of the public waiting lines were
decreased. )

ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 46 (See Exhibit J)

Senator Hernstadt moved that the resolution receive an
amend and do pass recommendation with an amendment which
would make it clear the legislature was asking the

Federal Government to disperse the amount which is budgeted
for AMTRAK pro rata among the states, as opposed to fa-
voring one geographical area. The words "our fair share”
would be used in the amendment.

Senator Bilbray seconded the motion.

The motion passed. (Senator Jacobsen voted "no"; Senator
McCorkle was absent for the vote).

ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 238 (See Exhibit K)

Senator Hernstadt moved that the bill receive an amend
and do pass recommendation with the amendment suggested
by Mr. Whittemore.

Senator Neal seconded the motion.

The motion passed. (Senator Faiss abstained; Senator
Jacobsen voted "no"; Senator McCorkle was absent for the
vote) .

ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 636 (See Exhibit L)

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

Senator Bilbray seconded the motion.

The motion passed. (Senator McCorkle was absent for
the vote).

ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 109

Senator Hernstadt moved that the bill receive an amend
and do pass recommendation with the two amendments
suggested by the department.
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Senator Bilbray seconded the motion.

Senator Neal asked the committee not to vote on the bill until
he had a chance to review the amendments.

Senator Bilbray withdrew his second of the motion.
Senator Hernstadt withdrew his motion.

ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 73

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

Senator Neal asked that the committee not vote on the bill
until he had a chance to review it.

Senator Hernstadt withdrew his motion.
Chairman Blakemore stated action would be taken on both

Assembly Bill No. 109 and Assembly Bill No. 73 at the May
24, 1981 meeting.

SENATE BILL NO. 552

Senator Neal moved the bill be indefinitely postponed.
Senator Bilbray seconded the motion.

The motion passed. (Senator McCorkle was absent for
the vote).

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at
4:05 p.m.

Respectfully submitted by:

K¢lly R. Torvik

APPROVED:
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EXHIBIT A

SENATE AGENDA
COMMITTEE MEETINGS
Committee on Transportation » Room 323 ..
Day Thursday , Date. May 21, 1981 , Time 2:00 p.m.

A. J. R. No. 46--Urges Congress to continue support of AMTRAK
at adequate level to maintain nationwide service.

A. B. No. l179--Makes various changes in provision regarding
regulation of taxicabs.

A. B. No. 238--Exempts armored trucks from various regulations
" pertaining to motor vehicle carriers.

A. B. No. 636--Revises statutory provision for special license
plates for Congressmen.
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ATTENTION: e
PASSENGERS, RAIL ADVOCATES

AND YOU, THE TAXPAYER!

JOIN WITH US TO HALT THE DEMISE OF OUR PASSENGER TRAINS

RALLY & DEDER.
O STRATTON

WEDNESDAY - NOON APRIL 29th

EMBARCADERO PLAZA
FOOT OF MARKET STREET

DI

Q‘CNSORED BY D.A.R.T. (DEMAND ADE%ISJATE RAIL TRAVEL) AN ORGANIZATION
OF COMMUNITY GROUPS, RAIL ADVOCATES, SENIOR GROUPS, RAILWAY PASSENGERS
AND RAILWAY LABOR, TO COINCIDE WITH A RAIL LABOR MARCH ON WASHINGTOgBS
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1. PROPOSED CUTBACKS. The Reagan Administration is proposing
budget cuts that would eliminate virtually all U.S. rail
passenger service with the exception of a remnant in the
Northeast. California, and 95% of the nation's major cities .

~ would have no Amtrak service. - - - n

_ 2. RIDERSHIP. Amtrak_ is _attracting more riders every day. In - .=
© 1980 ridership was up 12% over 1978, despite a 13% cut in
its route system in 1979. More than half of Amtrak's 21
million passengers rode on thé long-haul routes. the cutbacks..
would end. ST :

-

3. PERFORMANCE. Amtrak pow carries 20% of the passengers in those
markets it serves and its service is getting better and more
dependable each day. .

4, ENERGY. Trains areﬁgére energyiefficient than cars or planes.
5. SAFETY. Rail is rated as the safest form of passenger transport.

‘-6.;§N¥IR§NH§N$.:Tfaihs\cauée less pollution than. cars and buses. .

3 7. COST BENEPIT. sidies form less than 4% of the federal
(:) transportation budget, but serve an Tmportant and growing seg-
ment of the public. : "

8. POTENTIAL. Passenger rail service holds the promise of growing
into the most fuel efficient, convenient form of public inter-
city travel available. Its potertial has been demonstrated in
Western Europe, Japan, and other countries. Destroy Amtrak
today and we'll never see tha* potential rezlized.

8. IMPLOYMENT. 38,000 employees and their families depend on
Amtrak for work. The proposed cuts would eliminate 22,000 jobs.
This woulé further reduce the number of contributors to an
already shaky Railroad Retirement System, jeopardizing the
pensions of present and future retirees. Moreover, the employees
left jobless would place new cemends on government unemployment
assistance programs.

10. SURSIDY, All forme of transpprtztiqn are subsidized In the

past 20 vea was. i ST biilion

Our California representatives will be voting on the proposed
budget cuts. Give them your opinion c/o U.S. Senate or U.S. House
of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 20510.

Sen. Alan Cranston (D) X Con. Tony Coelho (D-Merced)

Sen. S.I. Hayakawa (R) Con. Eugene Chappie (R-No. Cal.)
Con. John L. Burton (D-Marin/S.F.) Con. Robert Matsui (D-Sacramento)
Con. Phillip Burton (D-S.F.) Con. Norman Mineta (D-San Jose)
Con. Ron Dellums (D-East Bay) Con. George Miller (D-Martinez)
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ANTRAK FACTS

Hlational Railroad Passenger Cornoration
400 North Capitol St., N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20001

.(202) 383-3860

SETTING THE RECOPD STRAIGHT
ABOUT THE DEMAND FOR RAITL PASSENGER SERVICE

THE SITUATION: Amtrak President Alan S. Boyd:

“In the midst of a heated debate over whether or not this country
needs a nationwide rail passenger system, it is important for the
.public to understand that Amtrak is experiencing unprecedented demand
for rail passenger service, Anyone not aware of this situation
simply hasn't tried to make a reservation recently,”

FACT: 1In the month of March, typically 2 Jow ridership month,
at least 6,100 .persons had to stand on Amtrak trains due
to crowded conditions. Amtrak's problem isn't having
enough passengers to fill its seats, it's having enough
equipment to satisfy the demand for those seats,

FACT: -As of April 1,-ajl-coach and/or sleeping accommodations
“had been completely sold out - on a total of 645 trains
operating between April and September. With the excep-
tion of 22, all of these trains operate outside the
Northeast Corridor, (MNote: Most trains in the Northe
east Corridor do not require reservations.)

FACT: As of April 1, almost 13,500 persons had been placed
on waiting lists at Amtrak's reservations centers,in
the event that more space becomes available. One
reservations center has receivec more than 2,000
waiting list requests for space on Mew York-Florida
trains for a ten-day period 2lone.

FACT: Systemwide, over 40 percent of Amtrak's coach seats
on reserved trains are booked two weeks in advance.
Over a third of all such seats are already booked
through Easter., Over two-thirds of all overnight
accommodations are already booked through Easter as
well, Amtrak's busy season, the summer, will see
much higher advanced booking levels.

FACT: In the month of January, a low ridership month, both

(:) the Chicago-Seattle Empire Builder and the Seattle-

Los Angeles Coast Starlight carried an average of

more than 600 persons per train., Amtrak's two Florida

tr2zins handled an average of more than 1,700 passengers

daily during the same period. 8?0

(over)
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Even though Amtrak's five reservations centers handled

a8 record 22 million calls in fiscal year 1980, they

cannct handle all the requests for information and
reservations they receive daily. 1In this fiscal year alone,
the call volume has increased by an average of 7.3 percent,

modernization of these reservations offices to help them
cope with the increasing volume o€ calls,

Although the number of complaints concerning Amtrak
service has dronped 40 nercent systemwide, and as much

8ctually increased in FY81 over the previous year,

In Auqust 1980, more than 400,000 persons were denfed
snace on Amtrak's Chicago-Los Angeles, Chicago-San
Francisco and Los Angeles-Seattle routes due to sold
out conditions. ~Almost 340,000 persons were denied
Space on these same trains the month before.

During peak travel pe?iods, Amtrak could easily fi1
the seats on another 300 rail cars.

Cornorate Communications
Anril 1981
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Amend the bill as a whole by renumbering section 1 as section 13
and by adding new sections designated sections 1 through 12, preceding
section 1, to read as follows:

“Section 1. NRS 706.036 is hereby amended to read as follows:

s
706. 036 g *Common motor car-
rier’’ means any person Or operator who holds himsell cut o the pud-
lic as willing to transport by vehicle from piace to piace, either upon
fixed route or on-call operations. passengers or property. including 2

cemmon motor carrier of passencers, and a2 common mOtor cazrier of

property . [, and] The term does rot include a taxicab aotor

carrier.
Sec. 2. NRS 706.041 is herebyv amended to read as fcllows:
706.041 “"Ccommon motor carzier of passengers” meang any perscn

or operator, [including] ccher than (—1

[—l taxicad mctor Jarrier. who holds himself out (0 the pudblic
as willing to transpor: oy vehicle from place to place, either upon fixed
route or on-call operai-ons, passengers or passengers and light express
for all who may choose 10 empioy hum.

Sec. 3. NRS 70€.15. if hereby amended tc read as fcllows:
706.181 1. It is hereby declared to be the purpose and policy
of the legislature in enacting this chapter:

(a} [Except to the extent otherwise provided in ¥RS 706.38l to

706.885, iaclusive, 2] To <——|

L—conlcr upon the commission the power and-
authority ané to make it the Suty of the commission (O supervise and
reguiate COMMON and cORLract motor carriers anc brokers. and (O reg-
ulate for liceasing purposes private motor carners of property when
used for private commercial enterprises on the highways of this state,
and to :onfer upon the department the po-mﬁnd authoritvfto iicense
all motor carmers. 30 as to relieve the existing and all future undue

Journal * . 89;
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Ameundment No. $30 to. Assembly Bill No 179 (BDRSG-323 )le 2

burdens on (such] the highways arising by reason of the use of
{such) the highways by vehicles in & gainful occupation thereon;

(b) To provide for reascnable compensation for the use of [such]
highways in (such) gainful occupations, and enable the State of
Nevada, by a [utilization] use of the license fees, to provide
more fully for the proper construction, maintenance and repalr
[thereof,] of the hichwavs and thereby protect the ﬁ

l— safety and weifare of the traveling and shipping public 1 their use of
the highways: and

(c) To provide for fair and imparual reguisuon. to promote safe,

sdequate. economical and efficient service and foster sound economic

conditions in MOLOT ransporialion. and (o encournge the establishment

and maintenance of reascnable charges for [suck) motor transporta-
tion services, without unjust discriminations, unédue preferences

or advantages, or unfair or destzuctive ccmpetitive practices.

2. All of the provisions of this chapter [shall] mst be admin-
istered and enforced with a view to carrying out the declaration
of pelicy contained ia subsection L.

Sec. 4. NRS 706.496 is hereby amended toc read as follows:
706.496 {i. The payments] The fee for the [licenses of the
following vehicles shall te made in accerdance with the following

schedule of fees:
Each taxicab........... Geeceesssttsscesssstsnane ceecs $25
Each] license of each tow car with an unladened
weight of 9,000 pecunds or moZ@[.ceccceeccacanene o 5¢
2. Such fees shalll :is $50. The Zee must be reduced by one-~half

for vehicles licensed af=er July 1 of a vear.
Sec. S. YNRS 7(6.50€ .s hereby amended tc read as follows:

706.506 1. Excer' ay dtne~wise provided in NRS T06.01) to “06.°91. mnclu-
sive. the license ‘ees ‘or vehcles shall be as follows:

Lasaemes weignt Pee
5,00} pounds 0 anc including 6,000 s0uNdS oo S48
6.001 pounds to anc irciuding 7.000 pound e . T2
T.001 pounds 10 and including 8.00C p d 9
8.001 pounds :0 anc :ncluding 9.000 pounds .o 126

AS Porm 1b (Assradwent Blank) L s . 3
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Uniagensd weght Pee
7,001 pounds to and including 8.000 pounds 399
8.001 pounds to and including 9.000 pountds e 126
9.001 pounds (o and including 10,000 poudds oo . 153
10,001 peunds to and including 11.000 poundse e 180
11,001 pounds 10 and including 12.000 pounds oo 207
12.00} pounds to and including 13.000 pounds oo, 234
13,001 pounds to and including 14.000 pouRES e . 261
14.001 pounds (0 and including 15,000 poundse oo 288
15.001 pounds to and including 16.000 pounds oo, J1S
16.001 pounds (0 and including 17,000 pOUBUS emmeeee. 342
17.001 pounds (o and including 18.000 poundse . 369
18.001 pounds to and including 19.000 pounds. 396
19,001 pounds 10 and including 20,000 pounds 42
20,001 pounds and over 450

2. For the purposes of this section each vehicie, including 3 trailer
and sematrailer, must be coasidered a separate vehicle. but no license is
required for converter gear dollies. Notwithsianding any other provi-
sions of NRS 706.011 to 706.791, inclusive. the aumber of twrailers t0
be licensed in conjuncuon with & motor vehicle i the maximum oum-
ber t0 be towed by that motor vehicle.

3. The uniadened weaight fee of vehicies carrying permanently
mounted equipment. including but 0ot limited w ready-mix concrete
vehictes, illing vehicies and nimilar classes of vehicies specificaily
designated by the deparument. must be determined by using 3 weight
equivalent 0 70 percent of the iotal weight of such vemicies. fully
equpped but exclusive of load.

4. Except for the license fes provided for in subsection 6. the
license fee imposed by this sechon must be reduced one-tweilth,
rounded 10 the nearest doilar. for each month which has eiapsed sunce
the beginning of the calendar year.

3. Shouid any vehicie within the terms of this chapter be changed
in any respect after tt 15 weighed. which change increases its uniadened
weight. the department may require another weighing of the vehicls
and additnoaal fees paid on u.

€. (Except as otherwise provided in NRS 706.496, the] Tke

operator of any motor vecie weighing 5.000 pounds or less. including staton
wagons. which vehucle 13 used primarily for the transportation of prop-
erty, may pay a fec of $15 for an Wdentifying device. and the depart-
ment shail 'ssue an :dentifying device of the same type as is wssued to
vehicles whicn are requured to pay the fees under this section.

Sec. 6. NRS 706.52. is hereby amended to read as fcllows:
706.521 1. Except as provided in subsection 6, any person,
including but not limited to operators of [taxicabs and of] tow

cars with ap unladened weight of 9,000 pounds or more, [has the

option,] may in liev ¢f causing aé—j

‘—«hidc 10 be licensec under NRS "06.01! to T06.791. inclusive. of
applying for a 3f.nour temporary license t0 be issued forthwith upon
payment of 8 fee ecual to § percent of the license fee provided in NRS
°06.506. rouncec :7¢ to the nearest doflar. The mimmum fee for the
48-hour tempeorary acense may not be less than $6 per vehicle nor more
than $30 per comonation of vehicies.

2. A 48-hour temporary license suthorizes operauon over the Righ-

Fhana

e ways of this state for 3 penod of not more than 48 consecutive hours.
o {.‘_’ 3. Any person who has elected to pav license fees exclusively under
T this section and who has complied witn the provisions of NRS “06.266
L shall. upon applicauon to the department in such form and Jetmi as
51 ¥ the department may require. be issued a proper identfving device. The
<. fee for each device is SC.

4. Lpon reguest. the department shall allow credit {or the period
for which the licenses were purchased if the appircant is licensed under
the provisions of NRS 706.496 to 706.516, inclusive. within 60 days
after the purchase of the first license within a licenning year. -

&, No person may operate under the provisions of this section for
more than 10 2ays after (he first ssuance of a 48-nour temporary
license during a calendar vear uniess that person has recerved permis-
sion 10 operate tn :his siate pursuant to the provisions of NRS 706.266.

6. The provisions of :his section do not apply 1o operators of drive-
awav-iowaway convov vehicles.

834
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Amendment No. 930 % Assembly Bill No. =79 (BDR. $8-323 )Pﬁ'ﬁ 4

Sec. 7. NRS 706.88l1 is hereby amended to read as follows:
706.8811 As used in NRS [706.881] 706.8811 to 706.885, inclu~

sive, unless tht context otherwise requires. the words and terms dafined
in NRS 706.8812 to 706.8817, inclusive. have the meanings ascribed to
them in those sections.

Sec. 8. NRS 706.88123 is hexeby amended to read as follows:

706.8813 € Certificaie hoider” means
a person who holds a current ceruficate of public convenience and
necessity which _was issued for the operation of 3 axicao business
Erithm the county by:
The pubiic service commussion of Nevada prior toJuly 1. 1969)

July 1‘ 1981, :
and which has not been traasferred. revoked or suspended by the taxi-

cab authority, the public service commission of MNevada or by opers-
ton of law; or

2. The wmuicab suthority and which has not been transferred.
revoked or suspended by the taxicadb authonty or by operanion of law.

Sec. 9. NRS 706.8818 is hereby amended to read as fcllows:

706.8818 l. A aucad authority, coasisting of five members appointed by the
governor, 18 heredy created. No member may serve for more than 6
years. No more than three members may be members of the same
polincal party, and no eiected oflicer of the swite Or any poiiticat subd-
division 13 eligible [0r appointment.

2. Each member of the taxicab authority is entitled (0 receive as
compensation $40 for each day actually empioved on work of the
authority, and reimbursement for necessarv travel and per diem
expenses 1n the manner provided by law.

3. The taxicab authority shall mai=eai=z its drincipal office

in Clark Countv, Nevada.

4. The taxicab authority may adopt appropriate reculations for
the administration ané enforcement of NRS [706.881] 706.8811 to
706.88%, inclusive, and as it may deexm necessacy, for the conduct
of the taxicab business and the gqualificaticns of and the issuance
of permits to taxicab drivers, not inconsistent with the provisions
of NRS [706.88l) 706.88.1 to 706.885, imclusive. The reculations

may include &ifferert z=-avisions to allow for differences amonc

the counties cf the st2te. Local law enforcement agencies andé the

Nevada hichway patro., Jpon request ¢f the taxicad autherity, may
assist in enforcing the provisions of NRS [706.881] 706.88l1 to
706.885, inclusive, and regulations adorted tucsuant thereto.

[4.} 5. Except to the extent of azy inconsistency with the pro-
visions of NRS [706.881] 706.8811 tc 706.88S, iaclusive, every
regulation and crde: issued~é———-—1 -

!—by the public service commission of Nevada remains effective in 2
county to which those seciions apply untii mocifiec or “escingec by the
taxicad authority. and shall be enforcec by :he :axicab autnonty.

835
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A 4 t No. 930 1. Assembly _Bill No 179 (BDR. £8-3213 )pap S

Sec. 10. NRS 706.8819 is hereby amended to read as follows:

706.8819 The taxicad authority shall coaduct hearings and make final

decisions in the {ollowing maiters:

1. Applications t0 adjust, alter or change the rates. charges or fares
for wxicab service:

2. Applications for certificates of public convenience and necessity
1o operate a taxicad service:

3. Applications regquesting authority t0 transfer any exisung author-
&mhnymotmuonwwamm

4. Applications to change the total sumber of ailocated taxicabs in

(@ coumry to which NRS 706.881 1o 706.88S, inctusive. appiy.] each
countv. h——
ettt —

Sec. 11. NRS 706.8821 is hereby amended to read as follows:
706.8821 1. The administrator [shall be! is responsible for
the control and regulation of the taxicab {industry in any county
to which YRS 706.881 to 706.885, inclusive, apply and for the
adninistration of NRS 706.881 to 706.885, inclusive.) business

in this state.

2. The s¢munsiraror shail appoint:
m\:)g:cmnmm“amilmmm or is not 30 quali-

(b.) Such other empioyees 23 may be necessary t0 enaole the admuus-
trator property 10 perform his official functions.

3. Those empioyees designated as:

(a) Taxicab field investigators [shall bej are peace oflicers.

(b) Adrport controcl officers [shall be] are peace officers only
when on duty at the airpeort.

Sec. 12. NRS 706.8324 is hereby amended tc read as follows:

706.8824 i. Whenever circumstances require establishment of
2 system of allocaticns or a change in (the allocations existing
on July 1, 1969, or aftervard established,] existinc allocations,
the taxicab autherity shall allocate the number of taxicabs among
the certificate holders in [any county to which NRS 706.881 to

706.885, inclusive, apg.-.) & countv.

2. la ge.ermn g the allocation of :axicaps 3s set ‘or:h in subsec-
uon 1. the rav.cat authority shall consider:

(8) The neeas 3f -esidents of the area served by the certificate hoid-
ers:

(b) The neecs of the tounsts of the area served by the certificate
holders:

(€) The intetests, wellare. coavenience. necessity and well-being of
the public at .arge n the area served by the certificate nolders; and

(d) Aay other factors which the admimstrator considers necessary
and proper for determining the allocation. *

Amend sectiorn 1, page 1, line 2, by deleting "706.881" and inser:-
ing: ’
*[706.881] 706.86il1".

AS Form 19 :Amendment Binsk) " o EBf}(;
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Amendment No 930 . Assembly Bill No 179 (BDR $8-323 )M‘

Amend section 1, page 1, line 18, by deleting “must” and inserting:
*which is attributable to a county must® and after "holders® by
inserting:

“of the countv”.

Amend the bill as a whole by renumbering sections 2 and 3 as
sections 16 and 17 ané by adding new sections designated sections 14
and 15, following section 1, to read as follows:

"Sec. l4. NRS 706.8826 i3 hereby amended tc read as follows:

706.8826 1. The board of county ccaomissioners of [any county
in which there is in effect a taxicab allocaticn order of a taxicab
autherity,] each countv, and the governing body of each city
(within any such county,] shall deposit with the state trsasurer

to the credit of the taxicab auvthority funé all of the taxi revenue
which is received frem the taxicab industry operating in [such] the
county anéd city, respectively.

2. For the purpose of calculating thke amount cue to the state
under subsection 1, the tax revenue ¢f 2 county does not include
any amcunt which represents a payment Zcr the use of county facil-
ities or proverty.

3. [Any] Etach certificate holder [who is subject to an alloca-
tion order of the taxical authority] shall pay tc the taxicad
authoricty $100 per year fcr each taxicab {that the taxicab
authority has allocated :c the certificate holder] which he
overates and 10 cents per <rip for each ccmpensable trip of each
such taxicab, which may te addeé to the meter charge. The money
80 received by the taxicab authority mus: be paid tc the state
treasurer for depcsit in the state sreasury tc the credit of the
taxicab authoricy fund.

Sec. 15. NRS 706.8827 is hereby arsncded tc read as fcllows:

706.8827 i. A person shall not engage ir the taxicadb business
unless te:

(a) Holds a certificate of public cornvenience and necessity from
the public service ccmmission of Nevada issved [zrior to July 1,
1969,) before July 1, 1981, which has not been transferrec, revoked

or suspended bv the taxicak aunthority: cr

837
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Amendment No. 930 mhsunbly Bill No. 179 (BDR_ $8-323 ) Page. 7

4. The taxicadb aﬁthozity may attach to the exercise of the rights
granted by (such] the certificates any terms and conditions [as] which

in its judgment the public interest may reguire.

5. The taxicab authority may dispense with the hearing oc the
applicanon if. upon the expirauon of the ume fixed 1 the aouce of the
hearing, 0o protest agains the granung of the certificate has been filed
by or oa behalf of any persoa.

with the taxicad authority covenng the same type of service and over
e same route O routes Or in the same territory far which the cerufi-
cate of public convenience and necessity was demsed except after the
expiration of 180 days from the date the certificate was denred. *

~
Amend sec. 3, pace 2, by deleting line 25 and inserting:
*patch facilities] at all times. The facilities:

1. May be maintained individually or in cooperation with other )

gertificats holders.

2. Must be principallv encaced in cemmunicatior by radio with
the taxicabs ¢f the certificate holéder or hclders.®

Amsnd the bill as a3 whole by renumbering secticns 4 through 7 as
sections 19 through 22 and by adding a2 new section designated

section 18, following section 3, to reald as folliows:

¢
+
-~
-

"Sec. 18. NRS 706.8833 is hereby amended to read as follows:

706.8833 1. The color scheme. nsigne and cruising light design of each wxi-
csb shall conform (o those approved for the ceruficate holder dy che
adminstrator pursuant to reguistions of the taxicad authornty

2. The admumistractor, defore he approves the color scheme, insigne

Fx3

g N
x
! x

"

B3
1

P

or cruisinglicht design of the taxicabs of a certificate holder [,]

in anv area of the szizte, shall {insure] ensure that the color

scheme, insicne and couising l1ight desicn of cne certificate holder
are readily 2istinguishabie from the color [scheme, insigne]

schemes, insicnia and cuising light designs cf other certificate

holders [.]} operating in the same area of the state.”

Amend sec. 7, page 4, line 14, by deleting "706.881" and inserting
“[706.881) 706.881l1".

AS$ Form 1b (Amsendment Blsnk) L 898
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amendment No.... 939, .0 Assemblv Bill No...:79.....(BDR..£8=322. ) Page. 8.

Amend sec. 7, page 4, line 22, by deleting "706.881" and inserting
“(706.881) 706.88ll".

Amend sec. 7, page 4, line 26, by deleting "706.881" and inserting
*(706.881) 706.8811".

Amend the bill as a wheole by adding new sections designated
sections 23 and 24, following secticn 7, to read as follows:

"Sec. 23. NRS 268.097 is hereby amended to read as follows:

268.097 1. Notwithstanding the srovisions of any local,
special or general law, after {July 1, 1963,] July 1, 1981, the
governing body of any inccrporated cicty in this state, wvhether

incorporated by general cr special act, or otherwise, {shall have]
has no power [or authority] ¢o supervise or regulate any taxicab
notor carrier [as defined in NRS 706.126] whe is under the super-
vision and requlatiocrn of the [public service cocmmission of Nevadal]
taxicab authoritv pursuant to law.

2. (Nothing contained in subsection . shall be construed to)

Subsection 1 does not prohibit the goveraning body of any incerporatzad

city in this state, whether incorporated by general or special ace,
or otherwise, from fixing, imposing anéd collecting a license tax
on and from [such] a taxicab motor carrier for revenue purposes
only.

Sec. 24. NRS 706.126, ~26.471 and 706.881 are hereby repealed.”

Amend the title cf the -:il on the first line, before “making”
by inserting:

"transferring rec:lation 0f all taxicadbs from the public

service ccnmisgicn ¢f Nevada tc the taxicab autheoricy;”.

AS Ferm 1b (Ampendmest Blank)




‘ EXHIBIT E

e . F—

k) Obey -all ‘provisions ‘and restrictions of his employer’s certificate
convenience and necessi
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and after a hearing, [had therefor,] penal-

to- a maximum amount of $500 or suspend or revoke
certificate, peruntorhoensegramedbyxto:him.respeo-

of NRS 706.881- to 706.885
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permitting any employee
of NRS 706.881 to 706885 inclusxve, or amy [mle

ion of the taxicab authority or administrator.
3. When a driver or certificate holder fails to appear ar the time and
lace stated in the notice for the hearing, the administrator shall enter

finding of default. Upon a findine of default, the admblis!raor may
or revoke the license permit or certificate of the person who
failed to appear and impose the penalties provided in this chavter. For
good cause shown. the administrator may set aside a finding of default
anz proceed with the hearing. be
Any person who operates or permits a taxicab to operated
in passenger service without a certificate of public convenience and
dneeessny issued pursuant to NRS 706.8827, is guilty of a gross mis-
emeanor.
T4.] 3. The conviction of a person pursuant to subsection 1 does

i

) )
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e (c) The Grantee may plead guilty and wave his right to
a hearing.
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(REPRINTED WITH ADOPTED AMENDMENTS)

g resTrepRINT - A.B.238
%‘
ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 2338-—COMMITTEE ON

TRANSPORTATION

FEBRUARY 25, 1981
) , . .
Referred to Committee on Transportation _
SUMMARY-Exempts armored trocks from various pertaining
to motor vehicle carriers. (BDR ) .

FISCAL NOTE: Effect on Local Goverament: No.
Effect on the State or on Industrial lnsurance: No.

= .
mnn-—lﬁubmhmmhm( ] b material to be omined

AN ACT relating to motor vehicle carriers; exempting armored trucks from cer-
Win provisions regulating other such carriers; 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. Qaptzr?%ofNRSishuebyamendedbyadding
thereto a new section which shall read as follows:

1. Except for the provisions section 4 of NRS 706.171, and
NRS 706.281f 706.457, 706.458fand NRS 706.48] to 706.631, inclu-
sivey and as o ise provided in this section ne of the provisions of
NRS 706.011 10 706.791, inclusive, apply to any person, firm or cor-
poration providing specialized motor carrier service by armored truck
o lransport money or other valuable commodities within this sate.

2. The provisions of NRS 706.311 10 706.371, inclusive, apply to
persons, firms and corporations providing specialized motor carrier
service by armored truck 10 transport money or other valuable commodi-
ties within this siate only if there is not more than one such entity provid-
ing that service in the area which is served by thas entity.

& As used in this section, “armored truck” a vehicle whose
carrying capacity, is one ton or more and which has a specially constructed
bullet-resistant body, including specialix constructed windshields and
window glass. .

EXHIBIT F
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EXHIBIT G

DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR VEHICLES
555 WRIGHT Way

CARSON CITY, NEVADA 89711
DRIVER'S LICENSE DIVISION
(702) 885-5360

TO0: ENATE NSPORTATION COMMITTEE
&R
FROM: RRY OREST

AFETY RESPONSIBILITY OFFICER, DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR VEHICLES
SUBJECT:  EXPLANATION OF AB109

May 21, 1981

I. INTRODUCTION

For the purposes of introduction, NRS 485 deals with the Safety Responsibility

(:) Act. Except for the requirement that 1iability, insurance coverage is required
to be maintained on all motor vehicles required to be registered in this state,
the Act only affects approximately 7% of the driving population. Because it
deals with liability insurance, the Act is o“ten confused with the Mandatory
Insurance Law which is administered by the Registration Division. Briefly,
mandatory insurance requires all individuals registering a vehicle to have and
maintain a 1iability insurance policy on the vehicle.

The Safety Responsibility Act applies only to those individuals who meet the
following criteria:
1. Involved in an accident wherein there is damage in excess of $250.
At fault in causing the accident. '
3. The vehicle being driven is not covered by a liability insurance
policy.

Consequently, the suggested revisions in the law pertain only to the small
percentage of Nevada drivers (approximately 7%) who meet the above require-
ments.

AB109 is Department initiated and sponsored bill. The purpose is to eliminate

contradictions contained within and to make NRS 485 conform to the Statute of
Limitations concerning tort claims.
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This bill deals with nine (9) separate changes. They are as follows:

1.

Il.

I1I.

Iv.

LIABILITY INSURANCE COVERAGE (Page 1, Lines 6-13)

again be suspended.

DEFINITION OF PEGISTERED OWNER (Page 1, Lines 3-5,
Page 2, Lines 30-32)

The Mandatory Insurance Law requires that the registered owner
maintain liability insurance coverage on a motor vehicle. The
current Safety Responsiblity law is inconsistent with this re-
quirement because it does not specify which owner, either regis-
tered or legal, has the responsibility for maintaining insurance.
By including the definition of "Registered Owner", the problem
will be corrected.

DRIVING AND REGISTRATION PRIVILEGES SUSPENDED FOR NOT MAINTAINING A

This recommended change would help to enforce the mandatory
insurance law. It allows the Division to suspend the driving and
registration privileges of anyone convicted of violating NRS 485.185
je. driving without insurance. In addition, it would require the

- individual whose license and registration was suspended for this

reason to obtain and file, with the Division, proof that his vehicle
is covered with 1iability insurance. This proof is required before:
the person can reinstate his license and registration. It must be
maintained for three (3) years from the date of reinstatement.

If he fails to do so, his driving and registration privileges will

CHANGE TRIAL DE NOVO TO JUDICIAL REVIEW OF DECISIONS (Page 2, Lines 11-14,
Page 6. Line 4)

This change allows any person aggr1eved by a decision of the Department
to file a petition for a judicial review of the decision in any District -
Court throughout the State. It eliminates a trial de novo which is a
new trial. At this point a trial ce novo is considered unnecessary be-
cause the aggrieved party has already received due process through the
Departmental proceedings.

CHANGE SAFETY REsPONSIBILITY LIMIT FROM $250 TO $350 (Page 2, Lines 20-50)

(Note: An amendment not contained in this bill has been
submitted changing the damage amount from $250 to
$350 in NRS 484.229. to make it cons1stent with
this proposed change. )

For an accident to fall under the jurisdiction of the Safety Responsibility
Act, it must result in property damage in excess of $350, which will enable
the Division to more efficiéntly process the major accidents by eliminating
a large percentage of minor accidents. )
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VII.

VIII.

o O

ESTIMATE OF REPAIRS TO BE ATTACHED TO SR-1 FORM (Page 2, Lines 21-23)

(Note: An amendment not contained in this bill has been
submitted expanding on those people who are
eligible to submit estimates.)

This change requires the person submitting a Driver's Report of Accident
(SR-1 Form) to attach an estimate of the cost for repairing the vehicle.
This will provide a factual amount of damage to the Department. Pre-
sently, the amount of damage is simply an estimate made by the person
involved in the accident.

PROOF TO BE FILED IN NEVADA AND THE FORMER STATE (Page 2, Lines 40-45)

This Section deals only with those driver's moving to Nevada whose
driver's license was suspended or revoked in the state from which they
are moving. Before moving to Nevada, the license was reinstated under
the condition that he maintain insurance coverage for a specified period
of time. If this coverage is not maintained, his license would be
resuspended. 8

Before a person can be licensed in Nevada, he must have a clear driving
record from the State from which he is moving. In those instances, where
proof is required to maintain a clear driving record, Nevada has no way
of knowing if the policy is still in.effect and if the person is con-
tinuing to meet the reinstatement conditions.

This proposed change requires this person to file proof in Nevada for the
same period of time. Consequently, the Division will be notified if the
policy is cancelled and will resuspend the license.

TIME TO REQUEST A HEARING (Page 3, Lines 44-45)

It is necessary to reduce the number of days a person has to request a
hearing from 30 to 15 days to efficiently process suspension orders.

CHANGE ONE YEAR LIMITATION TO T+0 YEARS (Page 4,-Line 40,
Page 5, Lines 7,8,25-27,
36-38, and 46)

These proposed changes enable NRS 485 to conform to the Statute of
Limitations concerning tort claims. In addition, the contradictions
contained in Section 12 and Section 13 are eliminated by adding the
wording “"whichever period is longer". An outline of these changes is
as follows:

. Suspension action taken under authority of 485.190 to

remain in effect until 2 years has elapsed following the
date of the accident.
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Suspension action taken under authority of 485.230 to
remain in.effect for 1 year from the date of default,
or 2 years following the date of the accident, which-
ever is greater.

Allows for security deposited to be applicable to the
payment of a judgment began not later than 2 years after
the date of the accident or within 1 year after the date
of deposit, whichever period is longer.

Allows the security deposited to be returned 2 years after
the date of the accident or 1 year from the date of deposit,
whichever period is longer.

Allows the Division to take action within 2 years after the
date of the accident.

IX. PROOF_OF FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY (Page 5, Lines 17-18)

This section pertains to the person whose license was suspended for

. default of a payment agreement. As a condition of the license and
registration reinstatement, he is required to maintain a Certificate
of Insurance for 3 years.

This change would allow the Division to resuspend the driving and regis-

(:) tration privileges if the insurance was cancelled. Presently, proof is
required and if not maintained, the Division does not have the authority
to issue another suspension order.
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EXHIBIT H

DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR VEHICLES
555 WRIGHT WaY

CARSON CITY. NEVADA 8971
DRIVER'S LICENSE DIVISION
(702) 885-5360

May 12, 1981

10: ENATE. TRANSPQRTATION COMMITTEE MEMBERS
FROM: |DEFOREST, "SAFETY RESPONSIBILITY OFFICER
RIVER'S LICENSE DIVISION

SUBJECT:  AB109

<:> The suggested amendment for AB102 is as folloys:

484.229.1 - "The driver of a vehicle which is in any manner
involved in an accident, resulting in bodily' injury to or
death of any person or total damage tc any vehicle or item
of property to an apparent extent ¢ [$250) $350 or more,
shall, within 10 days after such accicent, forward a written
report of such accident to the department of motor vehicles”.
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DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR VEHICLES
555 WRIGHT Way

CARSON CITY, NEVADA 89711_
DRIVER'S LICENSE DIVISION
(702) 885-5360

May 14, 1981

TO: "SENATE TRANSPORTATION
COMMITTEE.MEHBERS .
‘. : m
FROM: JERRY DEFOREST, SAFETY RESPONSIEILITY OFFICER

DPRIVER'S LICENSE DIVISION
SUBJECT: AMENDMENT TO AB109

The suggested amendment is as follows:

1. Section 485.150. 1, page 2 lines 21 thru 23:

1.

Except as provided in subsection 2, the operator
of every motor vehicle whick is in any manner in-
volved in an accident within this state, in which
any person is killed or injured or in which dam-
age to the property of any one person, inciuding
himself, in excess of [$2537 $350 is sustained,
shall within 10 days after [such] that accident
report the matter in writing to the division.

In cases involving damage ¢c 2 motor vehicle, the
operator shall attach to ire accident report an

[itemized] estimate of rerzirs or a total Joss

statement from an establisned repair garage or an

insurance acjuster emclcved by an insurance carrier
icensed to do business ir this state or licensed

in accordance with NRS 68Z A or 2 motor vehicle
hysical damage appraiser iicersed under the pro-

visions of NRS 684 B.

S. BARTON JACKA
Director

EXHIBIT I

f_————/
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ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 46—
COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE

May 15, 1981
N ——— ' .
Referred to Committee on Commerce

SUMMARY—--U Congress to coatinue support of AMTRAK at adequate
l’st.:;‘uum'uam nationwide service. (BDR 2089) -

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

<> )
BxrranaTion~-Matter in fralics is new; matter in brackets [ ) is material to be omitted.

ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION—Urging Congress to continue ﬂnmal
port of AMTRAK at a level adequate to maintain nationwide rail pamenger
service.

WHEREAS, le passenger service in Nevada has been iencing a
dramatic renaissance from its near extinction in the late 1960’s; and

WHEREAS, More than 185,000 people used trains of the National Rail-
road Passenger Cog)oratmn to travel in Nevada in 1980; and

WHERERAS, The National Railroad Passenger Corporanon (AMTRAK)
is steadily increasing its rates to recover a greater percentage of its costs
from its passengers; and

WHEREAS, AMTRAK expects to cover 50 percent of its expenses by
fares 3 years before the time set by Congress for it to do so; and

WHEREAS, The national administration proposes a fiscal year budget of
$613,000,000, which will be sufficient to provide passenger service only
on the East Coast and

WHEREAS, AMTRAK roposes that for a total budget of $835,-
000,000, only $240,000, more than that recommended by the Presi-
dent of the United Stat&s it can continue to operate the complete
natiopal system, including those routes in Nevada in which this state has
a vital interest; now, therefore, be it
Thies&l;ed :é’] the A;seiemgy and S&naxéo of the s“fufh of ISVevtggas jointly,

legislature urges the Congress of the Uni tatesto

continue its financial support of AMTRAK at a level which is ad
tomamtamvntalpasengersemmmal]partsofthecounuy,and
further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be prepared and transmitted
forthwith by the legxslauve counsel to the Vice President of the United
States as presiding officer of the Senate, to the Speaker of the House of

EXHIBIT J
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ives and to all members of the Nevada congressional delega-_

tion; and be it further

Resolved, That this resolution shall become-effective upon passage and

-

e
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EXHIBIT K

- (REPRINTED WITH ADOPTED AMENDMENTS)

FIRST REPRINT A.B. 238

ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 238—COMMITTEE ON
) TRANSPORTATION

FEBRUARY 25, 1981

—_—
Referred to Committee on Transportation
SUMMARY-—Exempts armored trucks from various pertaining
; to motor vehicle carriers. (BDR 58-923)

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

<
BaxrwanaTine—)iatter in ttalics i» new; matter in brackes | ]bmwum

ANACInlaﬁnstomrvehidemniem.umingamedm&omw-
tain provisions regulating other such carriers; and providing other matters
properly relating thereto.

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

SectioN 1. Chapter 706 of NRS is hereby amended by adding
thereto a new section which shall read as follows:

1. Except for the provisions of subsection 4 of NRS 706.171, and of
NRS 706.281, 706.457, 706.458 and NRS 706.481 to 706.631, inclu-
sive, and as otherwise provided in this section, none of the provisions of
NRS 706.011 to 706.791, inclusive, apply to arny person, firm or cor-
poration providing specialized motor carrier service by armored truck
to transport money or other valuable commodities within this state.

2. The provisions of NRS 706.311 to 706.371, inclusive, apply 1o
persons, firms and corporations providing specialized motor carrier
service by armored truck to transport money or other valuable commodi-
ties within this state only if there is not more than one such entity provid-
ing that service in the area which is served by that entity.

3. As used in this section, “armored truck” means a vehicle whose
carrying capacity is one ton or more and which has a specially constructed
bullet-resistant body, including specially constructed windshields and
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EXHIBIT L

A.B. 636

ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 636—COMMITTEE ON
TRANSPORTATION

May 7, 1981

—— —
Referred to Committee on Transportation

WY—RMWMMMWM
_ for Congressmen. (BDR 43-2005)
FISCAL NOTE: Effect 6n Local Government: No.
Effect on the State or on Industrial Insurance: No.

iz
. Exmanarson-—idiatier to tealfcy fo now; matter in beeckets { ) i material to be omiited,

AN ACT - ¥ th
SCTreuin nlhﬁuof registration of v%glthhznm.gymw
matters properly relating thereto. .

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

SBcTION 1. NRS 482.370 is hereby amended to read as follows:
482.370 1. The department shall furnish to each United States Sen-
tative] a special license plate or plates sh on the
SS. 1, mdzecaseofthesemorSenator,“US 2,” in
theeaseofthejnmot[Senawr.and“MCl mthecaseofthekepre—
seatative.] Senator.
2. Thedepartment shall furm:h to United States Representative: suit-
lydutirwveplaza
The department shall issue [the licenses described to the United
Staws Senators and Representative] plates under thusecnon on the pay-
ment of the license fees as authorized by law.
SEC. 2. 'I'hlsacts‘hallbeoomeeﬁectwenponpassagcandapproval

®
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