
MINUTES OF THE  
SENATE COMMITTEE ON LEGISLATIVE OPERATIONS AND ELECTIONS 

 
Seventy-fifth Session 

May 7, 2009 
 
The Senate Committee on Legislative Operations and Elections was called to 
order by Chair Joyce Woodhouse at 1:36 p.m. on Thursday, May 7, 2009, in 
Room 2149 of the Legislative Building, Carson City, Nevada. The meeting was 
videoconferenced to the Grant Sawyer State Office Building, Room 4412, 
555 East Washington Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada. Exhibit A is the Agenda. 
Exhibit B is the Attendance Roster. All exhibits are available and on file in the 
Research Library of the Legislative Counsel Bureau. 
 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT: 
 
Senator Joyce Woodhouse, Chair 
Senator Bernice Mathews, Vice Chair 
Senator Valerie Wiener 
Senator John J. Lee 
Senator William J. Raggio 
Senator Warren B. Hardy II 
 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS ABSENT 
 
Senator Barbara K. Cegavske (Excused) 
 
GUEST LEGISLATORS PRESENT: 
 
Assemblywoman Debbie Smith, Assembly District No. 30 
 
STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT: 
 
Pepper Sturm, Committee Policy Analyst 
Karen Johansen, Committee Secretary 
 
OTHERS PRESENT: 
 
Barry Fadem, President, National Popular Vote 
Gail Tuzzolo, AFL-CIO 
Trent England 
Tara Ross 
Janine Hansen, Nevada Eagle Forum 

http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Session/75th2009/Exhibits/Senate/LA/SLA1066A.pdf�
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Session/75th2009/Exhibits/AttendanceRosterGeneric.pdf�


Senate Committee on Legislative Operations and Elections 
May 7, 2009 
Page 2 
 
Dennis Johnson 
Rebecca Gasca, Public Advocate, American Civil Liberties Union of Nevada 
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CHAIR WOODHOUSE: 
We have pulled Assembly Concurrent Resolution 19 for today, and it will be 
rescheduled for next week. 
 
ASSEMBLY CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 19 Directs the Legislative Commission 

to conduct an interim study of the requirements for reapportionment and 
redistricting. (BDR R-1281) 

 
We will open with the work session on Assembly Bill (A.B.) 79. 
 
ASSEMBLY BILL 79 (1st Reprint): Revises provisions concerning city elections. 

(BDR 24-486) 
 
PEPPER STURM:  
I have provided a handout on Assembly Bill 79 (Exhibit C). Assembly Bill 79 
authorizes the governing body of a city to conduct a city election entirely by 
mail if the election is a special election, the election involves only one ward or 
the election involves a single office or ballot question. The bill provides that, 
under certain circumstances, if one candidate receives more than a majority of 
the votes cast in a primary election, he or she will be declared elected and no 
race will be held for that office in the general election. Assembly Bill 79 revises 
provisions governing absentee ballots so that, with limited exceptions, any 
registered voter may vote an absent ballot. The measure requires that if a city or 
city clerk maintains an Internet Website, the clerk shall post tabulated election 
results on the Internet as soon as possible after an election and must post the 
results in a conspicuous place on the outside of the counting facility, courthouse 
or city hall no later than the start of business on the day following an election.  
 
 SENATOR LEE MOVED TO DO PASS A.B. 79. 
 
 SENATOR WIENER SECONDED THE MOTION. 
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 THE MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 

***** 
 
CHAIR WOODHOUSE: 
We will open the hearing on A.B. 413.  
 
ASSEMBLY BILL 413: Enacts the Agreement Among the States to Elect the 
 President by National Popular Vote. (BDR 24-822) 
 
BARRY FADEM (President, National Popular Vote): 
The National Popular Vote (NPV) is a nonprofit group pushing a proposal that 
we guarantee the President of the United States be elected by the national 
popular vote. I have provided a handout for your reference (Exhibit D). 
Whichever presidential candidate wins the most votes in all 50 states would be 
elected President. As of today, five states have enacted this proposal, including 
the states of Hawaii, Illinois, New Jersey and Maryland. Two weeks ago, the 
Governor of Washington State signed the bill. The bill passed 27 legislative 
chambers in 17 states. Since 1950, the Gallup Poll has shown that more than 
70 percent of American voters want the President elected by the national 
popular vote. Every state polled since the conclusion of the 2008 election, 
including Nevada at 72 percent of voters, want the national popular vote. 
 
Two reasons the voters strongly favor a national popular vote is that every four 
years, two-thirds of the country is left out of the presidential election. Nevada 
got lucky in 2008 and participated as a battleground state which brought 
candidates and the presidential campaign to Nevada. In 2008, 99 percent of the 
money was spent in 15 states, and two-thirds of that was spent in 6 states. It 
is a gamble every four years whether a state is going to be a battleground state. 
The public feels that every vote should be equal and every vote should count. 
 
The second reason for the proposal is four times in our presidential election 
history, the popular vote winner did not become the President of the 
United States. In every other election conducted in the country, the candidate 
receiving the most votes wins. That is a cornerstone of the American tradition 
in the United States and around the world. Yet, for the most important election 
in the world, that rule is not followed. Voters around the country feel a strong 
need to do this. 
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Our proposal is based on two provisions of the Constitution of the United States 
of America. One of the criticisms we hear is this is an end run around the 
U.S. Constitution. The founding fathers gave the states, specifically the 
legislatures, the right to decide how to award electoral votes on a state-by-state 
basis. That is a power granted to the states. The founding fathers also gave the 
states the right to enter into interstate compacts. I know all of you have had the 
chance to vote on Nevada entering interstate compacts at some point. Those 
two provisions allow us to accomplish national popular vote by state action.  
 
GAIL TUZZOLO (AFL-CIO): 
Our members are in favor of A.B. 413. The bottom line is they want their votes 
to count. The bill does not affect the primary presidential campaign or negate 
our caucus which is one of the first in the Country. That system, which includes 
different important groups such as labor, does not change. But as soon as the 
primary process is over, we are not that important. We want our members to 
believe their votes count. In the early 1900s, the voter turnout was 25 percent 
to 35 percent. In the last Las Vegas City Council election, the turnout was less 
than 10 percent. When people think their vote counts, it has a big impact on 
how elections are viewed. I am passionate about initiatives having a level 
playing field. This system will make fraud difficult and allow everyone’s vote to 
count. When the field is not level, there can be fraud in the process, whether it 
is the Association of Community Organizations for Reform Now, or someone 
changing ballots in an election. This system will prevent fraud from happening.  
 
SENATOR LEE: 
I saw there was a fiscal note, but I am not seeing one now. The note itself 
apparently says there is no fiscal note. Do you know? 
 
CHAIR WOODHOUSE: 
I do not have one either. We will double-check that. 
 
TRENT ENGLAND: 
I am here on my own behalf from the State of Washington to talk about an 
important national issue. I am the Director of the Citizenship and Governance 
Center at the Evergreen Freedom Foundation from Olympia, Washington. 
Washington State recently enacted this measure. Our legislators are being 
chided by newspapers including the Seattle Times for doing this without a great 
deal of public comment, discussion and deliberation. I am reminded of 
James Madison reading a trunkload of books that Thomas Jefferson sent him 
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from Paris before he sat down to deliberate over matters like this. I hope all of 
you will take this as seriously as it deserves. Ecology is understood in 
Washington State as a good metaphor. We are told that if important factors are 
changed in an ecological system, the system will reorder itself. It will go from 
one equilibrium to another equilibrium. I was fortunate to have a great deal of 
time to study this issue over the last year. The number of systems in politics 
affected by the Electoral College is surprising. The two-party system exists 
largely because of the Electoral College.  
 
The United States is a uniquely moderate and stable country. Much of that 
comes from the Electoral College; it forces us to focus on swing states. Every 
four years, our entire national political system focuses on the most evenly 
divided, the most perfectly balanced states, and our presidential candidates 
along with the national parties work to win votes from the center of the center 
states. This is healthy and what we should be talking about. Because of the 
history of its chairman, National Popular Vote is focused on process. Process is 
important, but what matters most are outcomes.  
 
Grover Cleveland is cited as an example of a failed election. The Democratic 
Party was insured it would stop refighting the Civil War when he won the 
popular vote and lost the Electoral College. He got 70 percent to 80 percent in a 
few deep Southern states, winning the popular vote. Grover Cleveland was 
forced to go back to the drawing board and put together a national coalition and 
win some Northern states. Because of the Electoral College, he was able to win 
the Presidency, and the Democratic Party was on its way to becoming a civil 
rights coalition. If you do away with this system, you will reorder our politics, 
and I hope we will all consider what that will look like. 
 
TARA ROSS: 
I am an author of a book called Enlightened Democracy: The Case for the 
Electoral College. Assembly Bill 413 would severely undermine and eliminate the 
Electoral College. There are many difficulties with this proposal. Some of them 
are logistical; some of them are philosophical. Mr. England has addressed many 
of the reasons why the Electoral College provides a great benefit to our society. 
I have outlined those in the testimony that I have submitted to you (Exhibit E). I 
have also distributed a handout prepared by Robert Hardaway regarding NPV’s 
supporters of Founder John Koza (Exhibit F). The compact contemplated by 
A.B. 413 would require participating states to award their electors to the 
candidate who wins the largest national popular vote total. Note that it says the 
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“largest” total. It is not looking for a majority winner. It is not even looking for a 
minimum plurality. A candidate could win with only 15 percent of votes 
nationwide. But it gets worse. Under this scheme, Nevada could be forced to 
award its entire slate of electors to a candidate who was not on the Nevada 
ballot. What if voters in New York and Massachusetts throw all their weight 
behind one regional candidate? That person may not be on the ballot in Nevada, 
but all five electors in Nevada would be given to that Northeastern regional 
candidate. 
 
Nevada probably did not nominate a slate of electors for a candidate who was 
not on its ballot, but do not worry. The NPV’s compact allows the winning 
presidential candidate from New York to designate its own electors. He may 
designate New Yorkers to represent Nevada in the presidential election. He 
would not want a faithless Nevada elector to vote for the person the Nevada 
voters supported. States have different criteria for what triggers a recount 
within their borders. These differences could cause a host of problems. What if 
the national totals are close—close enough to warrant a recount—but a recount 
cannot be conducted because the margins in individual states were not close? 
Or perhaps recounts are conducted, but only in two or three states, each with a 
different idea of how to count a hanging chad. Perhaps a fourth state would see 
what is going on and choose to conduct a recount that its statutes previously 
deemed optional. Maybe this fourth state has a different definition of “hanging 
chad” and its sole goal is to counteract the efforts of the other states.  
 
Such a state of affairs invites chaos, litigation and confusion every election 
year. What if such problems caused one state to pull out of the compact in 
violation of its terms? How would compliance be enforced? How much litigation 
would ensue before the presidential election could be resolved? I do not mean to 
minimize philosophical problems by not addressing them right now. The issues I 
have addressed need to be highlighted.  
 
JANINE HANSEN (Nevada Eagle Forum): 
Assembly Bill 413 would make Nevada a presidential zero. Right now, we have 
meaning because they want our electoral votes. Because we are a small 
population state, we would essentially be ignored. In the great compromise that 
formed our Constitution, there was a compromise between the small and the 
large states. The reason we have a Senate representative of states with each 
state having two Senators and a House of Representatives based on population 
was a result of that great compromise. This same formula is what designed the 
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Electoral College. The Electoral College is important to maintain the liberty and 
the integrity of our Constitution. This is an attempt to circumvent the 
Constitution. As few as 11 or 15 or 20 states could go into this compromise 
between the states and determine how to elect a President. But we would never 
have a constitutional amendment which requires 38 states to change the 
Constitution. That would be ignored by this particular proposal. The stability our 
founding fathers provided is important. With the Electoral College, you must win 
a variety of states representing people in regions throughout the Country. There 
is a consensus coming together, not just one idea or one faction or a few states 
in a regional area that contain a lot of population. The Electoral College 
reinforces that all Americans are represented, not just a single faction. Nevada 
could have a presidential candidate with the majority of votes; if it was not the 
same as the national popular vote winner, the votes would be co-opted and our 
electors would be forced to vote for a candidate Nevada did not choose. I have 
never voted for a candidate and had the vote turned into a vote for someone 
else. That is what could happen with the proposal of A.B. 413. We hope you 
will take the time to consider this. Our national president, Phyllis Schlafly, has 
written about this several times. I have provided a handout for your 
reference (Exhibit G). Make sure Nevada maintains its importance and do not 
turn Nevada into a presidential zero. 
 
DENNIS JOHNSON: 
I am a resident of Carson City. I represent myself, my family and our votes. I 
have provided a copy of my written testimony (Exhibit H). Nevada’s vote should 
count; win or lose, Nevada should have the right to express its opinion. It 
should not be dictated by New York, Chicago or Los Angeles. A national vote 
contest that ends up like the fiasco in Minnesota for their Senators is an 
embarrassment to our electoral process. I choose and prefer to be a citizen of 
the State of Nevada, not a subject of New York, Chicago and Los Angeles. 
Please vote no on A.B. 413. 
 
MR. FADEM: 
Every reform occurring in this Country regarding how we elect the President 
started with the states, as the founding fathers intended. In 1789, only 
five states permitted their voters to vote for President. You will not find any 
language in the Constitution that gives you the right to vote for President. That 
right comes from the states. By 1880, all the states had given their voters the 
right to vote for President. That came about as a result of state action. In 1869, 
Wyoming was the first state to grant women the right to vote. By 1919, when 
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the Nineteenth Amendment was passed by Congress, 30 out of the 48 states 
had granted women the right to vote. The founding fathers gave the states the 
power to decide how and who should be allowed to vote in a presidential 
election. What we are proposing is in keeping with the reforms that have 
changed how we allow people to vote for President. 
 
For the last 24 years, out of the 13 small states, 6 have been red and 6 have 
been blue. The only battleground state among the small states is 
New Hampshire. That is why 12 out of the 13 small states have not seen a 
presidential candidate or a presidential ad in 24 years. They are a poster child 
for the abuses of the current system. Hawaii was one of the first states to join 
the compact, and we have had legislative houses pass it in Maine, Rhode Island, 
Connecticut and Delaware. The voters and the legislators in the small states 
understand they are the most disadvantaged states under the current system. 
Every vote cast for President should count equally. The voters want two things 
on Election Day when they are watching the national popular vote totals run 
across the TV screen that night. They want to know their votes counted and 
whichever candidate received the most votes in all 50 states will be elected 
President.  
 
SENATOR LEE: 
I read an interesting piece from the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) of 
Nevada. Ms. Gasca, would you mind going over the note you sent? I did not 
understand it. 
 
REBECCA GASCA (Public Advocate, American Civil Liberties Union of Nevada): 
We sent a memo to all members of the Senate Committee about our position on 
A.B. 413. While the ACLU shares the values and goals of the NPV organization, 
we do not think this bill is the way to effectively reach the NPV goals. Our 
concerns stem from the lack of a threshold. From a national perspective, the 
ACLU believes a winning candidate should reach a minimum threshold in order 
to garner all the electoral votes from all the states. The ACLU believes the 
threshold should not be less then 40 percent. As you heard earlier, there could 
be a case in which a candidate gets 30 percent of the vote. Under this bill all 
the electoral votes would automatically be assigned to that person. There may 
be a time when there is a strong third party. On a national popular level, this bill 
would negate the role of a third party in a strong finish because there is no 
threshold. The third-party candidate would never have a chance at gaining 
electoral votes.  
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CHAIR WOODHOUSE: 
Assembly Bill 413 will be brought up later this Session in a work session. We 
will now close the hearing on A.B. 413 and move on to A.B. 463. 
 
ASSEMBLY BILL 463 (1st Reprint): Restricts a department, division or other 

agency of this State from employing a person as a consultant. (BDR 23-
1057) 

 
ASSEMBLYWOMAN DEBBIE SMITH (Assembly District No. 30): 
Assembly Bill 463 requires the Interim Finance Committee (IFC) to approve a 
contract with a consultant before an agency can hire the consultant if the 
consultant is a current employee of the State, if the consultant is a former 
employee of the State and less than a year has expired since the employee has 
left State service, or if the contract is for more than two years. Contracting with 
a former employee during the one-year, cooling-off period is only allowed if the 
IFC determines that no other employees can provide the service, there is a 
critical labor shortage, or there is a short-term need or unusual economic 
circumstance. Agencies must report hiring former employees as consultants 
even after the cooling-off period. The bill provides that the use of consultants 
and temporary employment services by State agencies must be pursuant to 
rules of open competitive bidding and requires agencies to report the use of 
consultants and temporary employment services as a part of the budget 
process. This bill also requires school districts, Nevada System of Higher 
Education boards and commissions to report their use of consultants. The bill 
outlines the pieces of information they would report. The Legislative Auditor 
would be required to conduct an audit of the use of consultants by State 
agencies and report the results of the audit before the beginning of the 
2011 Session. How money is spent needs to be accountable and transparent.  
 
One issue is the general use of contracting consultants for services with little 
oversight. Consultants may be contracted for too long and too much money. 
The State Controller testified in the Assembly that we have had contracts with 
consultants for nine straight years. A contract recently signed by an agency is 
for $6 million over four years. I am concerned about the obligations and length 
of time. After much discussion, the decision was made for two years. Another 
issue is thoroughly vetting the process on how outside consultants are used. 
Hiring back retired employees also needs to be addressed. People retire, form a 
limited liability company, then come back to work. It can be a revolving door, 
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leaving work one week and coming back the next. I have received e-mails from 
concerned people, began to look into this and found it was happening on a 
regular basis. There is a backdoor way of using a temporary agency. Someone 
retires, then signs up with a temporary agency and is hired back. 
Assembly Bill 463 makes provisions preventing that from occurring. I have 
heartburn when someone goes back to work at a school or a State office as a 
consultant, draws retirement and makes more money than the person they work 
with. It is not a logical or responsible way to manage our budget. A provision of 
the bill is seeing budget expenditures of an agency. There is no downside to this 
concept. It is good fiscal accounting and not erroneous. Agencies may be 
required to do more work gathering information and thoroughly vetting the 
process of hiring employees. It is good accountability and transparent. We have 
a situation that has run amok and needs to be looked at. It protects our budget, 
our taxpayers and our existing employees. I am open to technical change 
recommendations from agencies. Assembly Bill 463 gives the Legislature the 
opportunity to control the process and spend our taxpayer dollars wisely.  
 
SENATOR LEE: 
On page 3, line 19 says the Nevada System of Higher Education does not apply. 
What is the thought behind that? 
 
ASSEMBLYWOMAN SMITH: 
Much like the school districts, we do not control the Higher Education budget. 
They operate very differently, employing people on a contract basis. It seemed 
logical they would be considered the same as the school districts. After one 
reporting period, another Legislative Session may want to look at their report. 
The top of page 3, line 1 addresses the competitive bidding process for 
consultants and temporary employment services. I need to talk with Legal 
Division regarding the temporary employment services. Our legal counsel 
advised we are not requiring agencies to bid for services. We pay a lot of fees 
for using those services. Bidding to provide the service makes sense. In many 
cases, individual consultants do not go through the bidding process because we 
have different rules. If that is a problem, we will clarify it in an amendment.  
 
SENATOR RAGGIO: 
That was my question. I noticed a change from the initial bill. Requiring open 
competitive bidding may defeat and delay obtaining essential contract services 
from a person who has special skills. 
 



Senate Committee on Legislative Operations and Elections 
May 7, 2009 
Page 11 
 
ASSEMBLYWOMAN SMITH: 
We have thoroughly looked at that and know there are many sole source issues. 
I am comfortable with the bidding process and purchasing. We want the 
temporary employment services bid. That is a highly charged political issue.  
 
SENATOR RAGGIO: 
As I understand the bill, there are three instances where this would come into 
play. One is if the person is a current employee. Does this apply only to the 
State? Would it apply if a person with special skills was a current employee and 
needed by another department or agency? Would it apply to a former employee 
if termination of employment was less than one year, or if the contract was for 
more than one year? 
 
ASSEMBLYWOMAN SMITH: 
Yes, in all those circumstances they can come to the Interim Finance Committee 
(IFC) for approval. There is always an opportunity for approval, but it needs to 
come as a request and an explanation for the need. 
 
SENATOR RAGGIO: 
I am sure unforeseen circumstances will come up. There are retired people with 
special skills you would want available for a contract. If they were out less than 
a year, IFC would have to make a finding that the services could not be 
provided by another employee or because of a critical labor shortage. The 
catchall is a “short-term need” or “unusual economic circumstance.” We had 
one the other day involving a person from the Agency for Nuclear Projects who 
could care less whether he was going to be retained on a contract, but his 
services were extremely important. We all agreed his services were extremely 
important; I do not want this bill to be construed to not accommodate this kind 
of situation. 
 
ASSEMBLYWOMAN SMITH: 
You are right; there will be circumstances that are unforeseen. The bill provides 
plenty of relief for that. There may be a couple of amendments offered today 
we can consider. 
 
SENATOR MATHEWS: 
I have seen the same person coming back to the table three times from different 
agencies. How can a retired person keep coming back as an expert in so many 
areas, getting paid three checks from the State? Who does this person know in 
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the State that he can get contract after contract with multiple departments? It 
concerns me and does not look good. Assembly Bill 463 will capture this 
situation. 
 
ASSEMBLYWOMAN SMITH: 
You are absolutely correct. I have received a lot of information from employees 
during this process. I do not have an axe to grind, but this is one area that 
needs to be looked at. If we keep bringing back retirees, we are not bringing up 
other people to take their place. We are not training or relying on the labor pool 
available. Providing the opportunity to current employees is equally important so 
we have a wealth of experience. There will always be extenuating 
circumstances, such as Senator Raggio mentioned with the Nuclear Projects 
Agency regulatory group. We are culminating an important lawsuit, and that 
person has vast knowledge that is needed. However, in most circumstances, 
people behind the retirees should be brought in rather than relying on those 
going out the door. 
 
DENNIS MALLOY (Chief of Staff, Carson City Office, American Federation of State, 
 County and Municipal Employees Local 4041): 
We support A.B. 463. When this bill was heard in the Assembly Committee on 
Government Affairs, the numbers were staggering about how much money we 
are wasting on consultants. This bill will allow the safeguards that need to be in 
place to catch the wasteful spending going on in the consulting business with 
the State. 
 
SAMANTHA STONE (Nevada Taxpayers Association): 
The taxpayers agree with Assemblywoman Smith that this concept makes 
sense. It adds a measure of transparency to an area where there is the potential 
for conflict.  
 
MICHAEL J. WILLDEN (Director, Department of Health and Human Services): 
I have two concerns and provided a mock-up for the Committee (Exhibit I).  
One, the State Controller testified there were 400 State employees who have 
consulting contracts. I asked for the list of those who were Health and Human 
Services employees. I was shocked to see what people were describing as a 
consultant. That is my concern. We have State employees who are foster 
parents; they are listed on the consultant list. We have State employees who 
are caring for severely disabled individuals; they are on the consultant list. We 
have a State employee who sings at the Tin Cup Tea; he is on the consulting 
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list. Those are not consultants. I want to make sure that I understand the 
definition of a consultant. I agree you should not be a current State employee 
and a consultant. I found four people on the list who may have a potential 
conflict. The second issue is about former State employees. This might be a 
time we want to bring back former employees. When we had the 
hepatitis C crisis, we were short 14 surveyors. I had to find surveyors rapidly. 
Where is the first place you are going to look? Where people have done it 
before. You do not hire and train surveyors quickly. 
 
SENATOR RAGGIO: 
I want to interrupt him for a moment because it is an important point. The bill 
provides for that in a critical labor shortage, but what you are pointing out is 
you need them tomorrow or the next day. How does this bill get around that? 
Would you have to go to IFC and have a meeting when you do not have time? 
 
MR. WILLDEN: 
I suggested an amendment allowing us to hire people on a short 90- to 120-day 
term for a crisis situation. Then I would not have a problem going to IFC and 
getting the approval. If we have to wait eight to ten weeks for approval, the 
disaster will be over. 
 
SENATOR RAGGIO: 
Is it realistic to think someone will come on board when they might be let go 
when the IFC committee meets? 
 
MR. WILLDEN: 
The situations I am describing have been short term. The hepatitis C crisis was 
short term. My two concerns are: we need the opportunity to bring people in on 
a short-term basis and I need to know what a consultant is. 
 
ASSEMBLYWOMAN SMITH: 
Mr. Willden and I have been talking throughout this process. He has the perfect 
example of where we need technical adjustment. These people will still fit the 
criterion mentioned in the bill, but a provision will be needed for an emergency 
situation. 
 
SUSAN MARTINOVICH (Director, Nevada Department of Transportation): 
The Department does support the efforts of Assemblywoman Smith and the 
intent. Our concern is on timing and expertise. The Department utilizes many 
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millions of dollars worth of consultants for large major projects when we do not 
have the expertise or time. We would offer a friendly amendment that would 
exclude professional engineers. Of our 1,800 employees, approximately 100 to 
120 are professional engineers. We are going to lose a large majority of our 
staff in the next five to ten years. The engineering fields are not keeping up 
with the people to backfill. When engineers retire, they are hired by large 
consulting firms that are selected by quality. We consider the quality of having 
someone understand transportation and expertise issues to give us a product for 
the State. We will be working with the Assemblywoman to incorporate an 
amendment that would exclude professional engineers.  
 
CHAIR WOODHOUSE: 
Assembly Bill 463 will come back before the Committee next week in a work 
session. We will close the hearing on A.B. 463. This meeting is adjourned at 
3:34 p.m. 
 
 
           RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED: 
 
 
 

  
Karen Johansen, 
Committee Secretary 

 
 
APPROVED BY: 
 
 
 
  
Senator Joyce Woodhouse, Chair 
 
 
DATE:  
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