
 
 
 
 
 
 

NEVADA LEGISLATURE’S 
COMMITTEE TO CONSULT WITH THE DIRECTOR 

(Nevada Revised Statutes 218E.225) 
 

SUMMARY MINUTES AND ACTION REPORT 
 

The first meeting of the Nevada Legislature’s Committee to Consult with the Director was held 
on Tuesday, July 1, 2014, at 3 p.m. in Room 4401 of the Grant Sawyer State Office Building, 
555 East Washington Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada.  The meeting was videoconferenced to 
Room 4100 of the Legislative Building, 401 South Carson Street, Carson City, Nevada.  
A copy of this set of “Summary Minutes and Action Report,” including the “Meeting Notice 
and Agenda” (Exhibit A) and other substantive exhibits, is available on the Nevada 
Legislature’s website at http://www.leg.state.nv.us/interim/77th2013/committee/.  In addition, 
copies of the audio or video record are available through the Legislative Counsel Bureau’s 
Publications Office (e-mail:  publications@lcb.state.nv.us; telephone:  775/684-6835). 
 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT IN CARSON CITY: 
 

Senator James A. Settelmeyer 
Assemblyman Richard (Skip) Daly 
Assemblyman Pat Hickey 
Assemblyman Randy Kirner 

 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT IN LAS VEGAS: 
 

Assemblywoman Irene Bustamante Adams, Chair 
Senator Moises (Mo) Denis 
Senator Ben Kieckhefer 
Senator David R. Parks 
Senator Tick Segerblom 
Assemblyman Paul Anderson 
Assemblywoman Lucy Flores 
Assemblyman Tyrone Thompson 

 
COMMITTEE MEMBER ABSENT: 
 

Senator Michael Roberson 
Senator Debbie Smith 
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LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL BUREAU STAFF PRESENT: 
 

Richard S. Combs, Director, Legislative Counsel Bureau (LCB) 
Brenda J. Erdoes, Legislative Counsel, Legal Division 
Donald O. Williams, Director, Research Division 
Carol M. Stonefield, Managing Principal Policy Analyst, Research Division 
Marjorie Paslov Thomas, Principal Research Analyst, Research Division 
Sylvia Wiese, Secretary, Director’s Office, Administrative Division 
Gayle Nadeau, Senior Research Secretary, Research Division 
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OPENING REMARKS 
 

• Assemblywoman Irene Bustamante Adams, Chair, offered welcoming remarks for the 
first meeting of the Committee to Consult with the Director for the 2013-2014 Interim.  
Chair Bustamante Adams discussed the duties of the Committee and the protocol for the 
meeting.  The Chair noted the primary function of the Committee is to receive reports 
on the efforts being made to prepare for the upcoming legislative session and to provide 
feedback to the Director of the Legislative Counsel Bureau.   

 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

• Chair Bustamante Adams called for public comment; however, no testimony was 
presented. 

 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE DECEMBER 20, 2012, MEETING 
 

• The Committee APPROVED THE FOLLOWING ACTION: 
 

SENATOR TICK SEGERBLOM MADE A MOTION TO APPROVE 
THE  MINUTES OF THE DECEMBER 20, 2012, MEETING HELD 
IN  LAS VEGAS, NEVADA.  THE MOTION WAS SECONDED BY 
SENATOR  MOISES (MO) DENIS AND PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Senator Kiekhefer was absent for the vote. 

 
REVIEW OF PLANS FOR THE TRAINING PROGRAM FOR NEW LEGISLATORS 
REQUIRED PURSUANT TO NEVADA REVISED STATUTES (NRS) 218A.285 
 

• Richard S. Combs, Director, LCB, provided an overview of the statutory requirement 
of a training program for new legislators each session pursuant to NRS 218A.285, and 
he referenced a copy (Exhibit B) of this statute.  He explained the Research Division of 
LCB is in charge of creating the new legislator draft training schedule and agenda.   
 
Director Combs noted the priority for the training program is to ensure it benefits new 
legislators.  With this goal in mind, he shared that the Research Division staff were 
diligent prior to and during the 2013 Session’s new legislator training program, using 
evaluation forms (Exhibit C) to acquire feedback from the new legislators on the 
various components of the program. 
 
Additionally, Director Combs said Senate and Assembly leadership is expecting the 
Committee to Consult with the Director, under its statutory purview, to assist in 
preparing for the 2015 Legislative Session, such as by reviewing the proposed training 
schedule (Exhibit D) for new legislators.  He said the draft schedule will be reviewed 
by the Committee during the meeting and again for possible approval at its next 
meeting.  The proposed schedule and agenda will then be presented to leadership for 

http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114B.pdf
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114C.pdf
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114D.pdf
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final approval prior to the start of the training program, which will begin after the 
November 2014 General Election.  
 

• Carol M. Stonefield, Managing Principal Policy Analyst, Research Division, LCB, 
began her review of the training program for new legislators by noting the Research 
Division coordinates the program.  She called attention to two documents provided to 
the Committee titled “Program Evaluation Summary 2012-2013 New Legislator 
Presession Orientation and Training Programs” (Exhibit C) and “Presession Training 
Program for New Legislators:  2015” (Exhibit D).  
 
Ms. Stonefield explained the presession training program (PTP) is divided into 
three phases: 
 
(1) Orientation—includes an introduction to the legislature; the role as a legislator; 

preliminary activities for new legislators, such as, having their portraits taken, 
attending to paperwork with the LCB Accounting Unit, laptop issuance by the 
Information Technology Services Unit, submitting bill draft requests (BDRs) to 
the Legal Davison, and visiting the Research Division and its analysts, as well as 
the Constituent Services Unit (CSU); and proposed for the 2014-2015 PTP is 
providing additional time for new legislators to secure housing. 
  

(2) Policy Briefings (a.k.a. Issue Briefs)—these focus on “hot topics” (i.e., issues 
likely to be important in the upcoming session). 
 

(3) Academy—an introduction to the entire legislative process, as well as identifying 
groups the legislators will come in contact with such as lobbyists and the media.  

 
Continuing, Ms. Stonefield discussed the entries in the evaluation summary in detail 
beginning with Phase I (Orientation) day one, day two, and day three.  She pointed out 
that the last column, “Suggestions,” includes entries that may be relevant for the 
Committee’s consideration as it works to finalize its input for the 2015 Session’s 
presession training program agenda that will be approved by leadership.  Also of note, 
Ms. Stonefield shared a suggestion that it would be more efficient to allow new 
legislators to sign up to attend individual legislator activities prior to the first day of the 
PTP. 
 
Concluding this portion of her presentation, Ms. Stonefield shared that some 
participants suggested that the PTP could be accomplished in two days instead of 
three, while others indicated that more time was needed.   
 

• Marjorie Paslov Thomas, Principal Research Analyst, Research Division, LCB, 
addressed the issue briefs on page 4 of the program evaluation summary (Exhibit C).  
Ms. Paslov Thomas pointed out Phase II (Policy Briefings) was held over two days, 
and new to the 2012-2013 New Legislator Presession Orientation and Training Program 
that was well received from evaluation feedback was a “Meet and Greet” luncheon with 

http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114C.pdf
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114D.pdf
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114C.pdf
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Executive Branch representatives.  Concluding, Ms. Paslov Thomas said the majority 
of feedback was that more interesting topics would have been preferred and, therefore, 
the Committee may want to keep this in mind and offer suggestions for topics that 
would be important to new legislators for the 2015 Session.  
 

• Ms. Stonefield provided an extensive review of the evaluations for Phase III (Academy) 
by calling attention to some of the less well-received activities and noting those 
activities that were of greater interest and enjoyed by the attendees.  Of particular 
interest to many of the new legislators was the NELIS program training, with many 
suggesting more time should have been spent on this training and requesting individual 
follow-up sessions.    
 
Continuing, Ms. Stonefield discussed the proposed agenda titled “Presession Training 
Program for New Legislators: 2015” (Exhibit D).  Given there was a suggestion to 
condense the training program, she said it would be possible to move some of the 
activities on the morning of day three to the afternoon of day two.  However, 
Ms. Stonefield pointed out doing so may limit time for meetings with the 
Legal  Division for BDR activities or for visits with CSU, but the new legislators would 
have all of day three to complete personal matters or leave for home if finished.   
 

• Assemblyman Hickey inquired whether there was less attendance at orientation sessions 
toward the end, and if so, whether shortening the length of sessions would provide 
additional time for new legislators to attend to personal matters such as looking for 
housing.   
 

• Ms. Stonefield responded that she did not recall any decline in attendees at the end of 
the PTP; however, the length of the Program could be adjusted.   
 

• Director Combs shared that he met with Ms. Stonefield and Ms. Paslov Thomas, and 
they discussed the possibility of ending the training earlier on the third day to achieve a 
balance of adequate training time to personal time.  He said another option would be to 
limit the afternoon periods on the first two days but schedule additional content in the 
afternoon on those days, leaving the third day for new legislators to deal with personal 
matters.  Director Combs stressed, though, that crucial information is covered during 
the mornings and afternoons of the three-day PTP, so therein lies the dilemma of 
whether or not to shorten the time frame for conveying necessary information to the 
new legislators.    

 
• Ms. Stonefield pointed out that last session’s orientation was held after Thanksgiving, 

which allowed less time for new legislators to attend to personal matters than 
had the PTP been scheduled the week immediately following the election, as it was 
for  the  2010-2011 PTP.  Therefore, the proposed time frame for the orientation 
phase  of the 2014-2015 PTP is November 12, 13, and 14—the week following the 
2014 General Election.   
 

http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114D.pdf
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• Assemblywoman Flores noted the majority of the comments on the evaluation summary 
from last session’s PTP asked for additional training time in the various sessions rather 
than less time.  Therefore, she asked about the number of the respondents who 
suggested shortening the PTP to two days.   
 

• Ms. Stonefield responded there were only one or two attendees who suggested less 
time, while the majority of respondents asked for more time on certain subject areas.  
However, she shared, for the orientation phase in November of 2012, there were 
requests for assistance in locating housing and for more time to complete personal 
matters.   
 

• Assemblywoman Flores offered support for keeping Phase I of the PTP at three days 
and for scheduling it the week after the general election.  She opined that if a more 
efficient PTP can be achieved by holding the orientation portion sooner, new legislators 
would be able to take care of personal matters relative to their schedules.   
 

• Ms. Paslov Thomas discussed Phase II of the proposed agenda for the upcoming PTP.  
She noted the suggestion is to cover the briefings over two separate weeks, addressing 
one specific issue in depth in the mornings and two selected issues for approximately 
one and a half hours each in the afternoons.   
 

• Ms. Stonefield covered Phase III of the proposed agenda, which is suggested for 
January 14, 15, and 16.  The focus of the first day’s training in the morning would be a 
presentation by the Legal Division on the Nevada Constitution—addressing the rights 
and responsibilities of the legislators, the checks and balances among the three branches 
of government, et cetera, and NELIS training.   
 
Ms. Stonefield said the traditional legislative reception is suggested for Thursday, 
January 15, if the decision is made to host this reception as part of the activities for the 
2015 PTP.  Previous invitees have been Nevada’s Governor and his senior staff; 
members of the Nevada Supreme Court; the heads of the various State agencies, 
including the Board of Regents for the Nevada System of Higher Education.  
Ms. Stonefield pointed out that the reception offers an opportunity for the freshmen 
legislators to meet members of the other branches of Nevada State government.   
 

Phase I — Orientation Discussion: 
 

• Assemblyman Anderson remarked on his experience as a new legislator and the value 
of the presession orientation program.  He expressed support for the suggestion to 
allow new legislators to sign up to attend individual legislator activities prior to the 
first day of the PTP, which he averred would allow new legislators more flexibility in 
planning their personal time during the PTP’s orientation phase.   
 

• Assemblyman Thompson commented that his orientation was handled by Director 
Combs due to his beginning as a legislator after the start of the 2013 Session; however, 
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he said the proposed agenda (Exhibit D) for the upcoming PTP looks thorough, and 
after assessing it, there are areas of interest that he would like to review prior to the 
start of the 2015 Legislative Session.   
 

• Senator Denis remarked he supports the proposed agenda; however, he commented that 
perhaps a Saturday might be factored into the schedule to enable those with conflicting 
work schedules to take less time off from their employment.   
 

• Ms. Stonefield responded that a Saturday session was not discussed, but it could be 
incorporated into the schedule at the direction of leadership.   
 

• Senator Denis shared he knew of one new legislator who missed a portion of the 
training because he had to work, which is why he was suggesting a Saturday session.   
 

• Director Combs confirmed that a Saturday session is possible, but while a weekend day 
may be beneficial to some attendees, it could be negative to others.  He also pointed out 
that holding a Saturday session may cause concern because of the necessity to pay 
overtime for LCB staff and possibly other State employees.   
 

• Senator Denis asserted he is looking at ways to ensure attendance by new legislators 
who may have such scheduling conflicts and suggested getting feedback regarding 
holding a Saturday session from legislators who were newly elected in November 
of 2012.   
 

• Assemblyman Thompson asked whether it had ever been considered to combine the 
orientation and policy briefings into a “boot camp” week prior to the holidays and then 
proceed with the academy in January.   
 

• Donald O. Williams, Director, Research Division, LCB, responded that, in past 
training sessions, the policy briefings were included in the regular training program, 
but feedback indicated there was insufficient time to provide adequate information on 
briefing subjects when incorporated with the rest of the training program.  He noted, 
though, that the briefings could be included in the regular PTP if that is the direction 
from leadership.   
 

• Senator Denis inquired about whether the new legislators were surveyed after having 
gone through the 2013 Session for feedback on how well the PTP prepared them for 
the session.   
 

• Ms. Stonefield responded that a post-session evaluation from new legislators has not 
been done in the past, but she said there is mid-session training provided around the 
time bills pass from one house to the other informing the new legislators on what to 
expect for these deadlines.  She noted there is an end-of-session training where 
feedback is sought.   Ms. Stonefield remarked that post-session evaluations of how the 
PTP and session trainings helped, or could have been improved, is a good suggestion.   

http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114D.pdf
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• Senator Denis further suggested asking last session’s new legislators to provide 
feedback at the present time on how the PTP and session training helped them during 
the 2013 Session.   
 

• Senator Settelmeyer asked whether video of the previous PTP was available to allow 
individuals who may have missed a training session or phase the opportunity to view 
those portions of the training.   
 

• Ms. Stonefield responded training sessions were recorded, and they are available for 
viewing.   
 

• Senator Kieckhefer inquired when BDR training would be covered, because new 
legislators would want to begin working on their BDRs soon after the election in order 
to have them finalized before the start of session.   
 

• Director Combs said new legislators are encouraged to sign up to meet with their 
respective bill drafting advisors on the first day of the three-day PTP to begin the 
process of having their BDRs drafted by the Legal Division.  Additionally, another 
purpose of proposing the PTP a week after the general election is to enable the 
Legal Division to move forward with the task of drafting BDRs in a timely manner.   
 

Phase II — Policy Briefing Discussion: 
 

• Assemblyman Kirner inquired whether covering the budget is part of the policy 
briefings in relation to the initial budget from the 2013 Session and the final budget that 
was approved during the session.   
 

• Ms. Paslov Thomas responded there has not been a specific briefing on the budget 
as  described by Assemblyman Kirner, but that perspective could be added to the 
upcoming PTP.   
 

• Assemblyman Kirner explained, since only a few legislators serve on the money 
committees, by offering a review of last session’s initial budget and final budget to all 
the freshmen legislators during the PTP, it would serve to educate them on bills that 
come forward with a fiscal impact and also highlight aspects of the past budget relative 
to budget challenges that may be encountered in the future.   
 

• Ms. Stonefield responded the budget has not been a topic for review in past PTPs, but 
it could be added as a policy briefing subject.  She also noted returning legislators may 
attend any of the policy briefings.   
 

• Assemblyman Kirner clarified his suggestion would be for a more general overview of 
the budget to share with new legislators what percentages go to the various funding 
segments of State government, such as education and health and human services.   
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• Director Combs suggested that if it is determined an overview of the budget would not 
be appropriate during the policy briefing phase of the PTP and because the 
Fiscal  Analysis Division of LCB does have two presentations during the training 
program, it could provide a higher level overview of budget basics during one of the 
Division’s presentations.   
 

• Assemblyman Kirner acknowledged the suggestion by Director Combs would address 
his concern for having the budget as an important topic for the freshmen legislators’ 
training.   
 

Phase III — Academy Discussion: 
 

• Senator Denis inquired about the proposed time frame for Phase III and whether it 
would be the week before the Governor’s State of the State.   
 

• Ms. Stonefield affirmed staff was recommending Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday 
before the Governor’s address on Monday, January 19, 2015, for the academy portion 
of the PTP.  She noted that the Nevada Constitution provides that the State of the State 
not be later than two weeks prior to the start of the legislative session; however, the 
Governor could schedule his address prior to the two-week deadline.   
 

• Senator Denis explained his concern would be to avoid any overlap of events that could 
interfere with caucus meetings.   
 

• Ms. Stonefield stated the controlling factor is when the Governor schedules his State of 
the State, but  the training would be calendared around his address.   
 

• Senator Kieckhefer, noting the constitutional deadline, asked for confirmation that the 
Governor’s State of the State address for 2015 would fall on Monday, January 19.   
 

• Director Combs confirmed Senator Kieckhefer’s calculation, and he also pointed out 
that January 19 is the Martin Luther King Jr. holiday.   
 

OVERVIEW OF THE NEW DEADLINES APPLICABLE TO THE SUBMISSION AND 
DRAFTING OF LEGISLATIVE MEASURES AND THE NEW LIMITS ON THE 
NUMBER OF LEGISLATIVE MEASURES THAT CERTAIN PERSONS AND 
ENTITIES MAY REQUEST FOR DRAFTING (ASSEMBLY BILL 412 OF THE 
2013 SESSION) 
 

• Richard S. Combs, Director, LCB, provided an overview of the new deadlines 
applicable to the submission and drafting of legislative measures and the new limits on 
the number of measures (Exhibit E) allowed by certain persons and entities with the 
passage of Assembly Bill 412 (Chapter 509, Statutes of Nevada 2013).  Highlights of 
his overview included: 
 

http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114E.pdf
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o First Deadline — Legislator BDR deadline moved from September 1 to August 1; 
Assembly BDRs reduced from 6 to 4 and Senate BDRs reduced from 12 to 8 for 
this deadline.  The details deadline for the BDRs submitted by August 1 was moved 
from December 1 to November 1. 
 

o Second Deadline — Legislator BDR deadline is still December 10 and the number 
of BDRs for the Assembly (5 BDRs) and Senate (10 BDRs) did not change.  
The details deadline was moved from January 15 to January 1. 
 

o Third Deadline — Legislator BDR deadline was in the Joint Standing Rules; 
however, with the passage of A.B. 412 of the 2013 Session, the deadline is now in 
NRS.  The third deadline is the same as it was for the 2013 Legislative Session, 
which is between the start of session  and  before 5 p.m. on the eighth day of 
session.   
 
Assembly Members were allowed 2 BDRs during this period; they are now limited 
to 1 BDR.  Senate Members could request 4 BDRs last session, and that number is 
reduced to 2 for the 2015 Session.  
 

o Freshmen Legislators First Deadline — Remains December 10.  Assembly 
Members continue to have 5 BDRs for this deadline and Sentors continue to have 
10 BDRs. 
 

o Freshmen Legislators Second Deadline — Remains by 5 p.m. on the eighth day of 
session.  Assembly Members, BDRs were reduced from 2 to 1 and Senate 
Members’ BDRs were reduced from 4 to 2. 

 
o Legislative Commission BDRs — Reduced from 15 to 10 for the 2015 Session. 

 
Director Combs summarized other BDR changes relative to other branches of Nevada 
government.  (See page 2 of Exhibit E for details.)   

 
REVIEW OF 120-DAY CALENDAR FOR THE 2015 SESSION AND ITEMS FOR 
CONSIDERATION IN REVISING OR ADDING TO THE CALENDAR 
 

• Richard S. Combs, Director, LCB, called attention to the draft 120-Day Calendar for 
the 2015 Legislative Session (Exhibit F).  He shared that one of the main 
responsibilities of the Committee to Consult with the Director is to approve the 
Calendar so that it can be posted on the Nevada Legislature’s website for planning 
purposes by the public and legislators.  He noted the deadlines listed on the Calendar 
are approved in the Joint Standing Rules for each session, so it is possible they could be 
changed at the beginning of the 2015 Session when the Joint Rules are approved. 
 
Director Combs mentioned the draft Calendar has only a few changes from 
the 120-Day Calendar for the 2013 Session, with the only significant change being the 

http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114E.pdf
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114F.pdf
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deadline for the Economic Forum Report (EFR).  He noted the EFR basically initiates 
many of the  final budget closing actions that are identified on the draft Calendar for the 
2015 Session.  
 
Director Combs pointed out the changes to the BDR deadlines were to reduce the 
number of measures that are introduced in the houses during session and to impose 
strict statutory deadlines for receiving details of the BDRs so that more measures would 
be ready for hearing by the committees at the beginning of session rather than having 
the committees rush to hear bills in order to meet the deadlines toward the end of 
session, which may also prevent the need for a special session. 
 
Concluding his remarks, Director Combs shared that a few members have suggested  
that exempt bills should come out of the money committees sooner and that either a 
deadline for exempt bills be imposed or that exempt bills should die if they are not out 
of the first house money committees by a certain date.   

 
OVERVIEW OF PROCESS FOR ADMINISTERING THE LEGISLATIVE EVENTS 
CALENDAR FOR LEGISLATIVE SESSIONS 
 

• Susan Furlong, Chief Clerk of the Assembly, provided an overview of the Legislative 
Events Calendar and began her presentation with a brief background on the history of 
the calendar.  She noted the purpose of the Legislative Events Calendar is to provide a 
listing of social and educational activities that take place during the legislative session.  
Chief Clerk Furlong said she would discuss the types of activities that are scheduled on 
the calendar and review the process for approving the three primary types of requests 
received to be placed on the calendar.   
 
Highlights of the Chief Clerk’s overview regarding internal events: 
 
o Primary types of events fall into two categories—internal and external.  Internal 

events require permission for the use of legislative space or approval of leadership 
in the case of “special days.”  External events are functions that legislators 
are  invited to attend offsite and, over which, the Legislature has no control.  
The external events are entered on the Legislative Events Calendar as a courtesy so 
that the legislative body may have all the particulars of such events. 
 

o Requests for “special days” to be held at the Legislature require the approval of 
both houses.  Generally, only one “special day” is approved per day during the 
legislative session. 
 

o Activities that occur in the Legislative Building often occur in Room 3100.  
Requests to host events in this room are submitted via a Nevada Legislature online 
“events” calendar, and sometimes these requests are in conjunction with a “special 
day.”  When such events are requested, the appropriateness of the use for 
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legislative space is usually confirmed by contacting the organization to ensure all 
the details are recorded correctly. 
 

o There is a notation on the calendar for two or three days each month during session 
that states “3100 Not Available.”  Those dates have been set aside for leadership 
of  either house for events that need to be scheduled at the last minute.  
If  Room  3100 is booked when a legislator needs it, the member can go to 
leadership and ask for permission to use Room 3100.   

 
Highlights of the Chief Clerk’s overview regarding external events: 
 
o As noted earlier, offsite (external) events are listed on the Legislative Events 

Calendar as a courtesy by the group making the request, and they do not require 
approval by the Legislature.  If a conflict is noticed, the Assembly staff notifies the 
group and encourages them to select another day.  However, it is not uncommon, 
especially as the deadlines approach in March and April during session, for multiple 
external events to take place on the same day because the entities hosting the events 
want an opportunity to have an audience with legislators. 

 
In conclusion, Chief Clerk Furlong pointed out other types of events listed on the 
calendar are the State of the State and Congressional addresses to both the Senate and 
the Assembly.   
 

• Senator Parks asked whether there is a written process and timelines for requesting 
activities for listing on the Legislative Events Calendar.  He called attention to the 
inconvenience experienced by persons who travel to Carson City for an event and, 
because of a conflicting event or the busyness of the legislators’ schedules, the persons 
perceived they were either ignored or were not given a fair amount of time with the 
legislator(s). 
   

• Senator Denis queried if there is a posted disclaimer informing those who book an 
event that another event may be scheduled that could impact the previously scheduled 
event.   
 

• Chief Clerk Furlong said there is a disclaimer on the website that states “All dates and 
times requested are on a first-come, first-served basis.”   
 

• Senator Denis also inquired whether legislators’ activities are noted on the calendar so 
groups would know their events may not be attended by the legislators because of 
previous commitments.   
 

• Chief Clerk Furlong responded the legislators’ activities are posted on the Legislative 
Events Calendar, and the Assembly staff informs the group(s) booking an event that 
there could be a conflict for attendance by legislators.  She pointed out that most of the 
people who schedule Room 3100 are groups that return each session.   
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• Chair Bustamante Adams asked whether there is a reply time frame, for example 

48 hours, so the entities would have sufficient time to plan their events.  
She  additionally inquired about the timeliness of communication between the Assembly 
and the Senate when a request would require the approval of both houses.    
 

• Chief Clerk Furlong responded there is not a specific time frame, but the Assembly 
staff monitors the mailbox all day, which means the applicants should have a reply 
within a couple of days after their requests.  Responding to the communication between 
the houses, she said the Assembly keeps a “tickler file” of anything sent to the 
Senate to ensure the timeliness of notification of approvals and booking of events on 
the calendar.    

 
DISCUSSION OF POSSIBLE AGENDA ITEMS FOR FUTURE MEETINGS AND 
POTENTIAL FUTURE MEETING DATES 
 

• Chair Bustamante Adams said if the Committee has any questions regarding the training 
program or other feedback for the 120-Day Calendar prior to the Committee’s next 
meeting, contact either her or Director Combs, because the proposed agenda and 
session calendar will be on the next meeting’s agenda for Committee action.  
 
Additionally, the Chair mentioned the e-mail she sent to Committee members asking for 
their feedback on items they would like to have posted on the Committee’s agendas, 
and she thanked those members who provided feedback.  She pointed out that some of 
the issues would be addressed specifically by the respective house or by the respective 
leadership, but if there are issues Director Combs can address, she requested the 
members contact him so those items may be placed on the next meeting’s agenda.  
 
In the meantime, the Chair said she would contact the members who provided feedback 
to her e-mail and let them know if their requests would be the responsibility of the 
house or leadership, or could be addressed by the Committee.   
 

• Assemblyman Hickey reminded the Chair of his request on behalf of the Republican 
Assembly Caucus for additional office space for staff.   
 

• Chair Bustamante Adams confirmed that she has the Republican Assembly Caucus 
request noted for discussion with Assemblywoman Marilyn Kirkpatrick, Speaker of the 
Assembly, to confirm whether it is an item for leadership or whether it should be 
considered otherwise.   
 

• Senator Segerblom commented on a proposal he previously discussed with 
Chair  Bustamante Adams to have attachés work for the legislators as opposed to 
working for the Chief Clerk of the Assembly or the Secretary of the Senate.   
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• Chair Bustamante Adams responded she would let Senator Segerblom know in what 
manner his proposal should be addressed.   
 

Concluding the meeting, Chair Bustamante Adams, after a brief discussion of 
possible  dates, announced the Committee’s next meeting would be held on Tuesday, 
August 26, 2014, at 3 p.m.            

 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

• Chair Bustamante Adams called for public comment; however, no testimony was 
presented.   
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ADJOURNMENT 
 

There being no further business to come before the Committee, the meeting was adjourned 
at 4:36 p.m. 

 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
  
Gayle Nadeau 
Senior Research Secretary 
 
 
  
Richard S. Combs 
Director 

 
 
APPROVED BY: 
 
 
  
Assemblywoman Irene Bustamante Adams, Chair 
 
Date:    
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LIST OF EXHIBITS 
 
Exhibit A is the “Meeting Notice and Agenda,” provided by Richard S. Combs, Director, 
Legislative Counsel Bureau (LCB). 
 
Exhibit B is a copy of Nevada Revised Statutes 218A.280 and 218A.285 relative to 
“Training,” provided by Richard S. Combs, Director, LCB. 
 
Exhibit C is a document titled “Program Evaluation Summary 2012-2013 New Legislator 
Presession Orientation and Training Programs,” provided by Carol M. Stonefield, Managing 
Principal Policy Analyst, Research Division, LCB, and Marjorie Paslov Thomas, Principal 
Research Analyst, Research Division, LCB. 
 
Exhibit D is a document titled “Presession Training Program for New Legislators:  2015,” 
provided by Carol M. Stonefield, Managing Principal Policy Analyst, Research Division, 
LCB, and Marjorie Paslov Thomas, Principal Research Analyst, Research Division, LCB. 
 
Exhibit E is a document titled “Number of Legislative Measures That May Be Requested for 
Drafting, by Entity,” provided by Richard S. Combs, Director, LCB.  
 
Exhibit F is a document titled “State of Nevada 2015 Legislative Session 120-Day Calendar,” 
submitted by Richard S. Combs, Director, Legislative Counsel Bureau (LCB). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

This set of “Minutes of the Committee to Consult with the Director” is an informational 
service. Exhibits in electronic format may not be complete. Copies of the complete exhibits 
are on file in the Director’s Office of the Legislative Counsel Bureau, Carson City, Nevada. 

http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114A.pdf
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114B.pdf
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114C.pdf
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114D.pdf
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114E.pdf
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Interim/77th2013/Exhibits/Director/E070114F.pdf

