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 Health Division, Department of Health and Human Services  
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CHAIR WOODHOUSE: 
We will start the agenda with Senate Bill (S.B.) 371. 
 
SENATE BILL 371: Makes various changes relating to interim studies and 

statutory committees of the Legislature. (BDR 17-952) 
 
SENATOR RANDOLPH TOWNSEND (Washoe County Senatorial District No. 4): 
I am here with the Director of the Legislative Counsel Bureau, Lorne Malkiewich. 
How we manage ourselves during the interim in terms of efficacy and how we 
give the taxpayer the best return for their dollar while we manage ourselves to 
be more efficient is significant. Senate Bill 371 deals with the interim and how 
we manage our committees. Mr. Malkiewich will go through specific dates, 
budgets, the review and changes. Page 7, section 8, subsection 2 states, 
“Except as otherwise provided by specific statute, the staff of the Legislative 
Counsel Bureau shall not serve as primary administrative or professional staff for 
a committee unless the chairman of the committee is required by statute or 
resolution to be a Legislator.” It can be difficult providing staff for interim 
committee meetings. 
 
During session, a number of session hires are needed for assistance. The best 
professionals are hired to supplement professionals on staff, assisting with the 
workload. During the interim, when constituents call for help, there is a 
substantial reduction of staff to provide resources. It is difficult to manage 
multiple staff with different functions. Section 8 of S.B. 371 was directed to 
give leadership, the Legislative Commission and committee chairs an 
opportunity to have staff if necessary.  
 
LORNE J. MALKIEWICH (Director, Legislative Counsel Bureau): 
A handout was distributed (Exhibit C) regarding proposed interim studies. During 
the Seventy-fourth Session, we looked at changing the way we did statutory 
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committees and interim studies. It was too big, and we decided to look at it 
during the interim through the Legislative Commission. A bill passed that made 
changes and recommended studies to the Legislative Commission and the 
Legislative Committee on Health Care. The Committee was asked to consult 
with the Director during the interim. In late June 2008, during the first interim 
special session, the second meeting of the Committee consulted with the 
Director. The Committee made recommendations regarding interim studies and 
statutory committees during the interim. We now have reduced budgets and 
increased workloads. Diminishing resources and increasing complexity in work 
volume for the Legislature will still be issues when the budget crisis has passed.  
 
In the future, the Legislature needs to make better use of the interim, the staff’s 
resources and time. The best way to accomplish this is to plan for the bills, 
resolutions and studies. I encourage making decisions in advance about staff 
resources and planning interim goals. Senate Bill 371 gives flexibility. Planning 
and flexibility must be emphasized. We must plan where to allocate resources. 
Senate Bill 371 proposes a middle ground, giving more authority to the 
Legislative Commission. The Commission would have the ability to look at 
various budgets and committees, deciding where resources need to go. The 
handout, Exhibit C, shows measures before the Legislature and proposed interim 
studies for 2009 and 2011. New statutory committees, or a change regarding 
statutory committees, is on page 2. Sometimes three interim studies are 
passed, then at the end of session, a problem bill cannot be resolved and it 
becomes a study. Next thing you know, the three studies per House become 
nine or ten. We had ten measures listed under interim studies one session. 
Senate Bill 371 gives the Commission greater authority over interim and 
statutory committees. Different committees on the bill, such as the Legislative 
Committee on Health Care and the Legislative Committee on Education, are 
amended so their budgets and work programs will be reviewed by the 
Commission. The Legislative Commission can direct committees to address 
issues and allocate budget resources. 
 
Limiting the duration of interim and statutory committees is the second change 
in the bill. In general, statutory committees are amended to start in November 
and end in August. The general section on the Legislative Commission states 
any interim studies the Commission creates begin in January and end by the end 
of June. This corresponds to their deadline for requesting legislation. The 
Legislative Commission has authority allowing committees to run longer. The 
assignment of staff to nonlegislative committees is the third change. If agreed 
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with, this will be a general matter in all legislation because there is an exception 
unless otherwise provided by statute. Statute says the Fiscal Analysis Division 
staffs the Economic Forum, even though no Legislators are on the Forum. 
 
If a bill is passed that states Legislative Counsel Bureau shall staff this 
committee, then we will. To have control of the planning and resources, we 
need to make a conscious decision where to assign staff, look at the overall 
budget impact and determine what is appropriate. An example in S.B. 390 is 
coming up later in the agenda; the fiscal note says to not put a number on cost 
but decide if adjustments need to be made in staffing at the end of session. 
Because of other committees, control with staffing needs to be maintained. 
 
The Advisory Commission on the Administration of Justice has 37 meetings this 
interim between the Committee and its Subcommittee. The Legislative Counsel 
Bureau staffs the Committee with contract secretaries, an attorney and an 
employee from the Legal Division. Statutorily, that Committee should be staffed 
by the Attorney General’s Office. If a committee asks for help, it will be 
provided. Hiring session contract secretaries to staff committees in this era of 
diminishing resources and increasing workloads is not affordable. I encourage 
planning in advance for the interim, planning the issues and staffing levels 
needed while giving the Legislative Commission authority to make changes. The 
economy was not expected to take the turn it did during the past interim, and 
the ability to adjust to changing circumstances is required. Senate Bill 371 is 
one approach to accomplish this. 
 
SENATOR LEE: 
Senate Bill 375 is highlighted on the Proposed Interim Studies, Exhibit C. 
 
SENATE BILL 375: Establishes the Nevada Advisory Commission on 
Intergovernmental Relations. (BDR 19-1160) 
 
The goal of the Government Affairs Commission is to work together, planning 
accomplishments, then come to the Legislature early, saving time and money. If 
S.B. 375 passes, that would be great. Are you telling me if I want to do 
S.B. 375 myself, I will have to locate a room, ask people to come together 
without statutory requirement and have no executive support? Is that correct? 
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MR. MALKIEWICH: 
That is not what I am saying. If the Legislature chooses to pass every bill on 
this list and the remaining staff of the Legislative Counsel Bureau is me and 
Pepper Sturm, we will provide staff for you. We will do the best we can. With 
limited resources, committees will work more efficiently by planning in advance. 
The idea is to plan staffing needs and priorities, making sure they match 
expenditures. Budgets are about priorities. Resources should be allocated for the 
top needs. The Legislative Counsel Bureau will provide help if it is needed. 
However, if we are required to staff committees with limited resources, we will 
not be able to do the best job. We prefer doing excellent work. 
 
SENATOR LEE: 
It appears that if this bill passes, a chair may be more responsible for his own 
personal work based on the current budget issue. Is this a good point? 
 
MR. MALKIEWICH: 
Requiring chairs to do more work is not the intention. Generally, the cost is 
appropriated for the Legislators, and the Legislative Counsel Bureau provides the 
rest. That would remain the same. Senate Bill 371 would change the Legislative  
Commission’s ability to direct resources where they are needed the most.  
 
SENATOR LEE: 
Because I have not been involved with the Legislative Commission, I do not 
value it as much as someone who has. What if a committee chair was allotted 
$15,000 for a study, the money is used or it reverts to a committee that needs 
it? This way, plans could be made without the Legislative Commission deciding 
what is important. The Commission does not know what I want to accomplish. 
Allowing a chair a bankroll to work on issues would be a better request.  
 
SENATOR TOWNSEND: 
I have addressed that multiple times. I recommend this body eliminate all interim 
standing committees as well as study committees. Things change in two years. 
Studies come as a result of the inability to bring consensus and pass a bill, and 
it turns into a study. In a year, issues may come up that are more important. 
Allow chairs to meet between four to six weeks like a committee with all 
committee members attending. Most Senators do not want to sit on committees 
during the interim. The Assembly has the opposite problem, with more people 
than slots. I recommend committee chairs and their members meet and decide 
the issues on a monthly average. Doing it this way is less expensive than having 
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standing committees. We have had standing committees for 30 years. The 
issues do not have the intensity they used to have. I no longer chair a 
committee but was assigned by Leadership to come up with a new travel policy. 
It made me unpopular explaining not every travel invitation could be accepted. 
Our travel budget was out of control. I review every meeting and how many 
hours are met, then approach the chairs of the interim committees and explain if 
there is not enough time, do not meet. It is the public’s time and the public’s 
money. We try to find ways to be efficient and manage this process in the 
interim. We are limited on time, and many things do not get done. More work is 
required in the interim. Mr. Malkiewich is trying to help us get our work done in 
the interim. 
 
MR. MALKIEWICH: 
This is entirely your choice, and this is one middle option. There is a huge 
spectrum of options. I am concerned about money for this interim. There are a 
variety of ways to have committee meetings and provide staff. What are we 
going to do, and what staff resources do we need to provide? 
Senator Townsend mentioned it would not be on top of the statutory 
committees, it would be in lieu of them. The only way to make this work is for 
the committees you currently have to go away. Otherwise, you are just adding 
dollars and meetings. Cost and staffing issues need to be addressed.  
 
CHAIR WOODHOUSE: 
We will close the hearing on S.B. 371 and next go to the presentation on the 
Advisory Committee on Participatory Democracy (ACPD).- 
 
JULIANA ORMSBY (Advisory Committee on Participatory Democracy): 
The Senate and the Assembly have recognized today as Democracy Day. We 
will be referring to the Committee as ACPD to shorten the presentation. A full 
report (Exhibit D, original is on file in the Research Library) has been distributed, 
and we will provide a brief history and overview. We are a bipartisan group. We 
have members from the business community, education leaders, gaming 
industry members, youth activists and other concerned citizens from around the 
State. The ACPD motto is 70/70 referring to voter registration approaching 
70 percent of those eligible to register and 70 percent of those registered 
turning out to vote. We far exceeded our goal. We had a business liaison 
working group responsible for businesses to further engage their voters. We 
worked with local chambers of commerce, and a youth liaison working group 
worked with the Nevada Youth Legislative Issues Forum. We also worked on 
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the National Student/Parent Mock Election and school outreach across the 
State. We are very interested in the 2010 Census and working on further 
engaging Nevadans in the participatory process.  
 
JUDITH SIMPSON (Advisory Committee on Participatory Democracy): 
The ACPD was created in 1987 during the bicentennial of the Constitution. 
When the bicentennial was over, it appeared our efforts were going to die. We 
began to work on keeping ACPD alive. The ACPD became real with legislative 
support in 2003 and was assigned to the Secretary of State. Senator Wiener 
and Senator Woodhouse have worked closely with citizens to encourage them 
to participate.  

CHUCK ALVEY (Vice Chair, Advisory Committee on Participatory Democracy): 
I was honored to serve on ACPD and involve the business community. We had 
seven applications for grants and worked on making the grants better by 
challenging them to reach groups outreached for voter registration. The College 
of Southern Nevada was of particular interest, using Internet social-networking 
technologies to reach a younger audience, encouraging them to vote. 

MS. SIMPSON:  
I am also the Executive Director of the Foundation for Relevant Education about 
the Law, or Project REAL as it is known in Las Vegas. It is an honor to receive 
the Jean Ford Democracy Award. We look at who has contributed to help 
people of our State become more involved citizens. Our recipients are incredible 
people. Senator Valerie Wiener has devoted considerable time and energy to 
working with the Youth Forum. Daniel Wong has volunteered to coach kids 
between 300 and 400 hours a year for the We the People: The Citizen and the 
Constitution program. Stephanie Hartman has worked tirelessly with 
Senator Wiener, Julianna Ormsby and me teaching seventh graders why they 
should be law-abiding citizens. Kenya Pierce is an amazing young woman in 
Las Vegas. This is not a casual award that happens easily. The award has 
significant meaning to the recipients. It is an honor. 
 
 
CHAIR WOODHOUSE: 
I am aware of the great job you do. It should be recognized the work with ACPD 
reaches many areas, making a great opportunity for students as well as adults 
to get involved. 
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We will move to S.B. 390. 
 
SENATE BILL 390: Directs the Legislative Commission to provide for a study 

concerning the long-term care of certain persons in this State. (BDR S-
786) 

 
MARSHEILAH LYONS (Principal Research Analyst, Legislative Division): 
Senate Bill 390 is a result of work by the Legislative Committee on Health Care. 
During the interim in March 2008, the Committee heard from District 
Judge Doherty regarding a long-standing problem relating to health care. Not 
having long-term health care options for seniors in Nevada who have dementia, 
Alzheimer’s disease and traumatic brain injury has been a problem. You have my 
written summary (Exhibit E) before you. Senate Bill 390 asks the staff of the 
Legislative Counsel Bureau to review several programs in existence and how 
they may be enhanced to provide greater services to more seniors in Nevada.  
Most of the programs are managed through the Aging Services Division. The 
Community Options Program for the Elderly, the Community Home-Based 
Initiatives Program and the Waiver for the Elderly in Adult Residential Care 
Program are designed to assist seniors with placement in residential facilities or 
to enable seniors to remain in their homes with support.  
 
The next part of the program relates to looking at the feasibility and the fiscal 
impact of changing a definition in State statute. Seniors with dementia are 
excluded from accessing mental health services, which is a specific exclusion in 
State statute. Recommendations were made to the Health Care Committee to 
remove the exclusion. The issue came up for the first time in 2003 with the 
Legislative Committee on Health Care. Large fiscal notes were associated with 
making the change in the past. The standard of care for patients with dementia, 
Alzheimer’s disease and mental illness were very different in 2003. 
Senate Bill 390 looks at the feasibility of developing an assertive community 
treatment program. This is a team of people who help stabilize seniors in an 
emergency service who require transfer to a long-term care facility. Other parts 
of the bill relate to the facility outreach and community integration services 
program in the Division of Health Care Financing and Policy.  
 
The feasibility of increasing enrollment in the Nevada Caregiver Support Center 
at the University of Nevada, Reno, is also addressed. This is a specific program 
honored by a national senior advocacy group for the work they do allowing 
seniors to stay in their homes and providing caregiver training for individuals 
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who are taking care of seniors at home. The last part of S.B. 390 says after the 
Legislative Counsel Bureau has conducted the study, they will work together 
with the Department of Health and Human Services as well as other interested 
parties. They will report the results of the study and any recommendations to 
the Legislative Commission and to the Legislative Committee on Health Care on 
or before June 30.  
 
CONNIE MCMULLEN (Strategic Plan Accountability Committee for Senior Citizens): 
I am in support of S.B. 390. Its goals are a priority of the Second Judicial 
District of Washoe County. The Task Force on Out-of-State Placements and 
Guardianships has worked for several years to find placement for people with 
dementia and other forms of mental illness who cannot find care in Nevada. The 
Task Force supports alternative options for treatments that may be provided in 
the form of waiver services and community-based care settings. The Task Force 
supports development of an assertive community treatment program to assist 
seniors suffering from dementia and mental illness who cannot receive 
community support or long-term treatment. The treatment does not exist in 
northern Nevada and seniors are forced out of state, sometimes as far away as 
Massachusetts. Often people are traumatized in the move, and this is a problem 
for families and caregivers. As chair of this Committee for senior citizens, 
whose goals include elimination of out-of-state placements of the elderly 
afflicted by Alzheimer’s disease, I support the concept of S.B. 390 and favor a 
study on behalf of Nevada seniors living in the State. 
 
FRANCES M. DOHERTY (District Judge, Department 12, Second Judicial District): 
We see trends—case by case in guardianship court—where we decide who will 
be attending to the needs of disabled persons. This exposed me to a challenge 
primarily seen with elderly people suffering from cognitive challenges associated 
with dementia, Alzheimer’s disease or behavioral disorders. Time and time 
again, we see reports from guardians who were hundreds and sometimes 
thousands of miles away from their wards. Even though they were Nevada 
residents who spent most of their lives in Nevada, when they became unable to 
be cared for at home, their only option was to go out of state to a nursing home 
that would accept their advanced challenges. We have nursing homes in Nevada 
and a higher rate of pay for nursing homes that will accept residents with 
challenges. However, there are two issues. There are not enough beds, and 
there is not a good business reason to take a behaviorally challenged person 
rather than a person who is not as challenging. 
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We see people like Curtis, who started a case in 2005. He lived alone in his 
home for 35 years. He was elderly but took care of himself. At some point, he 
was unable to take care of himself and came to the attention of the public on an 
emergency basis. The emergency brought him to a hospital that treats 
appropriately acute care persons. He was temporarily transferred to an interim 
facility and then moved to Utah. Within two months of the beginning and 
ending of this episode, and within two weeks of the transfer, Curtis died. The 
court tried to determine what we did wrong, and we tried to determine what we 
could do better. We saw how a rational decision was made every step of the 
way in Curtis’s case. There were no beds in Nevada; the closest beds were in 
Utah, and so Curtis went to Utah. The guardian and family are here, the 
familiarity and smell of sage are here, but Curtis is in Utah, and he died. Many 
Nevadans have this experience. Many families lose their elderly and disabled to 
states and nursing homes that are willing to take those persons because we are 
not. We are good at caring for our elderly in Nevada but not good enough to 
care for all of them all of the time. In January 2006, a Task Force was created 
in Curtis’s order. We asked Ernie Nielson of Senior Legal Services, the Aging 
Services Division, the nursing home industry and others to strategize. We 
researched, collaborated and brainstormed, asked for updated reports, identified 
cases to monitor and proposed changes. We need to take care of our elderly. 
Other states do it, and we can do it. We need to be more diverse, identify 
group-home options for seniors and ways our seniors can stay in their homes. 
 
We must recognize Medicaid nursing home payments are the most expensive 
payment for care in the home. We know about transfer trauma, and we know 
what we are doing to our elderly. We know disorientation diminishes the value 
of life. All these options were discussed over the years in various committees. 
Nevada does not have money to come up with new programs. I guarantee we 
are not talking about new money. We are talking about reallocation of existing 
resources to support longer lives for our elderly, permanent stability and 
dignified care for our relatives, citizens and ourselves. We need your support. 
You could not find a more committed group or more support from the people 
involved in the issues. Any semblance of a study you give us will have a 
substantive result; save money for Nevada and treat our elderly with dignity and 
respect. I hope you consider S.B. 390 with seriousness. 
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ERNIE NIELSON (Washoe County Senior Law Project): 
Senate Bill 390 is being requested to raise this issue to a higher level. 
Reasonable solutions should not cost more money. I endorse this bill and ask 
that you consider it. 
 
MARLA MCDADE WILLIAMS (Chief, Bureau of Health Care Quality and Compliance, 
 Health Division, Department of Health and Human Services):  
In the fall of 2008, we convened on behalf of the Bureau with a group 
consisting of my staff, representatives of the Division of Health Care Financing 
and Policy, the nursing home industry, the Aging Services Division, and other 
advocates for seniors in Nevada. We called ourselves the Restraint Free Nevada 
Campaign and posted our notes on our Website. We address all the issues that 
go toward caring for people who have dementia, Alzheimer’s disease or other 
cognitive disorders that create disincentives for the industry to care for these 
patients. We have talked about chemically restraining patients. They are 
medicated to the point they can be easily cared for, which is not appropriate. It 
breaks down to training issues for caregivers, whether the setting is an 
individual home caring for two people or a group home or a nursing home. We 
will continue to work on the issues. 
 
TIM TETZ (Executive Director, Office of Veterans’ Services): 
We have a guardianship aspect to our agency. At one point we were taking care 
of 40 veterans deemed by standards from the U.S. Department of Veterans 
Affairs (VA) as mentally incompetent and unable to take care of themselves. 
When I took this job three years ago, I was surprised to learn over five of these 
veterans were located outside of Nevada, yet we were taking care of their day-
to-day finances and needs. I asked why is this happening and was advised it 
was because their needs could not be met in Nevada. We are getting out of the 
business of guardianships, but in the last six months, two of the remaining 
veterans were sent to Idaho and Utah. Nevada was not capable of caring for 
them. Bringing one out-of-state patient from Arkansas to Nevada is costing 
$17,000. The VA paid for his long-term care for dementia, and they are bending 
rules so he can return to Nevada for the final years of his life. 
 
The VA does not have the facilities in Reno or Las Vegas to take care of these 
patients. One-third of the 180 beds in Las Vegas are in the highly successful 
dementia and Alzheimer’s disease unit. This unit has the highest capacity with 
people waiting for beds. For the veterans and nursing home business, there is a 
mantra of cultural change—to change the way we look at long-term care. No 
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one wants to go into a nursing home. Senate Bill 390 addresses this by finding 
ways to give the care needed and not take people out of their home or send 
them to alternate places. There are over 75,000 veterans within 75 miles of 
Reno with no place to stay. We looked at veterans’ home models in the Nation 
and found a project called the GreenHouse model. The idea is to create a home 
with a skilled-nurse environment. Veterans have their own bedrooms and 
bathrooms and live in a 3,000-square-foot home with ten roommates. They 
choose their menus and when to eat. They can go to their kitchen whenever 
they want. We are also planning an adult day health care. It is an opportunity to 
take care of senior veterans during the day so they can stay at home longer. 
Their health lasts longer, and they will have more time with their family. 
Veterans’ Services support S.B. 390 and asks for your support for senior 
veterans in Nevada. 
 
CHAIR WOODHOUSE: 
We will close the hearing on S.B. 390. We have pulled S.B. 370 from the 
agenda and will be hearing it at another meeting date.  

SENATE BILL 370: Makes various changes relating to the legislative process. 
 (BDR 17-1030) 

We will open the hearing on Senate Concurrent Resolution (S.C.R.) 19. 
 
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 19: Directs the Legislative Commission to 

appoint a committee to conduct an interim study relating to the 
production and use of energy in the State. (BDR R-1235) 

 
SENATOR RAGGIO: 
I presented two requests for resolutions. 
 
CHAIR WOODHOUSE: 
I have a resolution request (Exhibit F) for the Dandy-Walker Syndrome.  
 
SENATOR RAGGIO: 
Blanca Cardenas requested a proclamation for a commemorative month with 
respect to Dandy-Walker Syndrome and Hydrocephalus Awareness. I submit it is 
worthy of a resolution and suggest the Committee go on record as requesting a 
resolution for this purpose. 
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 SENATOR RAGGIO MOVED TO INITIATE A RESOLUTION PROCLAIMING 

THE MONTH OF MAY TO BE DANDY-WALKER SYNDROME AND 
HYDROCEPHALUS AWARENESS MONTH. 

 
 SENATOR HARDY SECONDED THE MOTION. 
 
 THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 

***** 
 

CHAIR WOODHOUSE: 
We have copies of the second resolution (Exhibit G) from Senator Raggio.  
 
SENATOR RAGGIO: 
Greg Ferraro of the Ferraro Group requested a resolution honoring former 
Nevada State Climatologist John James. John James’s son is former 
Senator Mark James. John James was a State Climatologist for 23 years and a 
military cartographer. He died as a result of Parkinson’s disease in 2007. I 
recommend we request a resolution honoring his service as Nevada State 
Climatologist.  
 
 SENATOR RAGGIO MOVED TO INITIATE A RESOLUTION 
 HONORING THE LIFE AND WORK OF STATE CLIMATOLOGIST 
 JOHN JAMES. 
 
 SENATOR HARDY SECONDED THE MOTION. 
   
 THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 

***** 
 

SENATOR MICHAEL A. SCHNEIDER (Clark County Senatorial District No. 11): 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 19 resolves that the Legislative Commission 
appoint a committee composed of members from both Houses which will 
conduct a study on energy in the interim. Following a multifaceted review of 
energy in Nevada, this committee shall submit its findings to the Nevada 
Legislature during its Seventy-sixth Session. Given the importance energy plays 
in the fabric of the economy and the daily lives of all Nevadans, energy use and 
its procurement must be front and center.  
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Senate Concurrent Resolution 19 recognizes this and the unavoidable reality 
that as a legislative body, we need to put forth legislation that continues to 
address this issue and is forward-looking for next Session, discerning issues 
further down the road in subsequent sessions. The issue of energy is too big to 
be considered by a committee or commission already tasked with diverse and 
challenging agendas. With the appointment of a committee by the Legislative 
Commission to solely study the diverse and arduous energy sector, the 
Legislature can have energy studied after June 1 and give this sector the 
scrutiny and care due its nature in the years to come. 
 
I chair the Senate Committee on Energy, Infrastructure and Transportation, and 
fortunately, Senator Townsend has worked on these issues with me for 
18 years. We understand the issues fully. Senator Townsend will be leaving the 
end of this Session, and I will be leaving the end of next Session. Five people on 
the Committee do not know anything about energy. As we move into the green 
energy field, what will Nevada do without the decades of knowledge the senior 
Legislators have promoting renewable energy? It is important something is put 
together so knowledge goes forward. It takes more than a 120-day session to 
groom and teach new Legislatures.  
 
JANINE HANSEN (Nevada Eagle Forum): 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 19 talks about an interim study relating to the 
production and use of energy and how fundamental it is to our economy. It is 
important for economic growth in the rural communities. Pursuing renewable 
energy and new energy techniques is expensive. This resolution does not 
address the exploration and utilization of our current resources, including oil. In 
eastern Nevada during 1967 to 1974, Gulf Oil Corporation explored oil in the 
north-northwest region of McGill. Areas were found that would produce 
3,000 barrels of oil a day, which is 50 percent more than any well in the 
United States. Texaco proved a field 15 miles south of Wells in Snow Water 
Lake and Clover Valley. The estimated potential of oil in this area exceeds that 
of Bakersfield, California, which is still producing. Nevada has done nothing to 
develop that resource. If a refinery were built in that area, we would create jobs 
and stimulate the economy in Nevada. Aramco could be encouraged by Nevada 
to pursue this. Assembly Speaker Barbara E. Buckley has a resolution that talks 
about retrieving land in Nevada for alternative energy. There is no reason 
91 percent of the land in Nevada should be controlled by the federal 
government. It is important the Legislature is aware of this resource in eastern 
Nevada.  
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SUSAN FISHER (Solar Millennium): 
We are in the early working stages of putting in a 250-megawatt solar facility in 
southern Nevada. It is crucial you have the brain trust developed by the 
Legislature over the years to have a study group during the interim. We have 
many resources in the State and look forward to being a resource to an interim 
study. 
 
CHAIR WOODHOUSE: 
We will close the hearing on S.C.R. 19. Seeing no further testifiers, the meeting 
is adjourned at 2:56 p.m. 
 
 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED: 
 
 
 

  
Karen Johansen, 
Committee Secretary 

 
 
APPROVED BY: 
 
 
 
  
Senator Joyce Woodhouse, Chair 
 
 
DATE:  
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