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CHAIR SCHNEIDER: 
We will open the hearing on Senate Bill (S.B.) 312. 
 
SENATE BILL 312: Revises provisions governing uninsured motorists. (BDR 43-

286) 
 
SENATOR BERNICE MATHEWS (Washoe County Senatorial District No. 1): 
I bet if I polled everyone here, all of you would have had some kind of incident 
with an uninsured motorist. Your insurance immediately went up because that 
person who was the cause had no insurance. I have three constituents who had 
incidents with uninsured motorists and a member of their family or a close 
friend was killed. This brings to the forefront concerns about not having 
insurance. In two of those instances, the uninsured motorists were convicted of 
driving under the influence. 
 
All of that compounded to focus on what was on the books, to see if it could be 
improved and resulted in this bill. Look in section 1, subsection 3, lines 31 to 
38 where the time has been compressed to help. I did not know it at the time of 
preparing the bill, but in checking further, I found out the Nevada Department of 
Motor Vehicles (DMV) has a program they are working on to streamline this 
process. 
 
SENATOR WARREN B. HARDY II (Clark County Senatorial District No. 12): 
We need to do everything we can to verify that drivers have insurance, and 
when people allow their insurance to lapse, there ought to be tough penalties 
for doing that intentionally. 
 
I had a situation last year that I dealt with. As I told friends and family about my 
circumstance, I was amazed at the number of people who said something 
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similar happened to them. What did surprise me about my circumstance was 
that there was no appeal process. 
 
What happened is my two daughters moved to Utah to attend school and took 
their cars that were registered in Nevada. From a conversation with friends at 
their school, they discovered automobile insurance is cheaper in Utah. As a 
result, both girls changed their automobile insurance to Utah insurance, which 
the agents were happy to do and receive payment. Several months later, 
I received a letter from the DMV that one of my daughters’ registration was 
going to be suspended because they cannot verify insurance. The letter provides 
a Webpage address to verify the information. I went on that page, entered the 
insurance policy number and all other requested information and hit send. Within 
minutes, I received an e-mail saying “verification confirmation.” I heard nothing 
further and quit thinking about it. I did not dig further to discover there is a law 
that if a vehicle is registered in Nevada, it has to be insured in Nevada. I know 
that now, but initially there was nothing to indicate that. 
 
I did express these concerns to DMV, and in their new program, they are 
addressing those issues. There will be better notification that DMV will try to 
verify your insurance, not “verification confirmation.” It will also have other 
features to better inform the public. 
 
To finish the story, I thought I was done when the e-mail saying “verification 
confirmation” came back. A couple of months later there was notification that 
my daughter’s automobile registration was suspended. I called about the notice 
and that is when I found out it had to be Nevada insurance if it is a Nevada 
registration. I went down to pay the fine of $250, and I have no objection to 
that fee as it should be a stiff penalty. I asked at DMV how to appeal the fine, 
as I can clearly demonstrate the car never lacked insurance. I had a letter from 
the insurance agent verifying the car was never uninsured. I was told there is no 
appeal process. 
 
Incidentally, the same experience was duplicated by my oldest daughter. She 
called to say she tried to register her car online and it was kicking it back saying 
it cannot be registered. In the kickback, it never said it could not be registered 
because of suspension of registration, but when I called DMV that was what 
I was told. Immediately I called my daughter to ask if she had also switched her 
insurance. She said yes, because she thought it was a good idea. This cost me 
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another $250, and I did not ask about an appeal because I knew by then there 
was no appeal. 
 
I addressed all the issues with DMV, and it looks like they will develop a 
process that is better for notifying in the process that is not a verification that 
you are okay; but we are going to do further research. They are working on a 
real-time notification. 
 
I am proposing there be an appeal process under certain circumstances. I do not 
want the system tied up by people who obviously allowed their insurance to 
lapse. In situations like mine where the car was never uninsured, there ought to 
be an opportunity to appeal. I think due process is required through an appeal 
process. 
 
SENATOR CEGAVSKE: 
I received an e-mail from Farmers Insurance telling me the other House has a 
similar bill, Assembly Bill (A.B.) 21, with some other features. 
 
ASSEMBLY BILL 21: Revises provisions governing the verification of motor 

vehicle liability insurance policies by the Department of Motor Vehicles. 
(BDR 43-437) 

 
Something similar happened to my son. It was a convoluted way to get back 
around it. We had to go to our insurance company and to the DMV. My son 
was with the same insurance company when he switched his vehicle insurance 
not knowing it automatically switches the state. 
 
SENATOR HARDY: 
That is exactly the same situation that happened to my daughters. It was no 
one’s fault. 
 
MARTHA BARNES (Administrator, Division of Central Services and Records, 

Department of Motor Vehicles): 
A couple of years ago, I was at an American Association of Motor Vehicle 
Administrators conference where vendors display the technology. I was 
impressed with one of the vendors who showed real-time insurance verification. 
We talked with that vendor several times about what they could do for DMV. 
What the software does instead of DMV waiting for the insurance companies to 
send the information and us uploading it to our system, DMV can go get that 
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information. Many of these companies have web services. What we have to do 
is change our whole program because we are used to receiving information, and 
now we want to go get it. We want to go to the insurance companies’ web 
services and verify that insurance. Whenever a transaction is done, it will be 
done behind the scenes. When you come in to do a renewal, DMV will know 
immediately that your insurance is active. We think this is a much better way of 
doing it because right now when an insurance company sends us that 
information, we have it on our record until they send us something that changes 
that. We would like to be able to verify that information each time we have a 
transaction done in the DMV. 
 
We put in A.B. 21 to change the statute that has the requirements for reporting 
to DMV. We took out all those requirements that they have to send that 
information to DMV. Our initial thought was to set it up so that we could do it 
with a vendor. Then when we looked at it further, we decided if we did this 
ourselves, we could save a lot of money. It was going to be $1 million to 
implement the program with the vendor, and almost 80 percent of the work 
was going to be done on-site. Looking at that, we would save $700,000 a year. 
We are in the process with a couple of the programs already set up for the 
smaller insurance companies to report to DMV. We are looking at getting it fully 
implemented by February 2010. There is an effective date on S.B. 312 of 
July 1, 2009. We would like to incorporate that into what we are already doing 
and move that effective date to February 1, 2010. 
 
SENATOR MATHEWS: 
We have already spoken to each other about moving the effective date, and 
I have no problem with doing that. After listening to this, perhaps we would 
want to incorporate my bill because of simple changes. If it is agreeable to the 
DMV, the changes to the dates are on lines 31 through 38 on page 2 and 
include the effective date. Now this would cover everything I had in mind and 
would simplify it because having two different bills is not the way to go. As 
long as it is covered, I do not have any problem with whose name is on the bill. 
 
MS. BARNES: 
We accept that. 
 
CHAIR SCHNEIDER: 
Where is A.B. 21 right now? 
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MS. BARNES: 
It has been passed out of the Assembly Committee on Transportation at this 
time and should be on its way to the Assembly Floor. 
 
SENATOR MATHEWS: 
We would need to make simple amendments when A.B. 21 comes to this 
Committee. I will watch for the bill. I want to be sure we can combine the bills. 
 
SCOTT YOUNG (Committee Policy Analyst): 
“As long as A.B. 21 passes the Assembly and comes here, we can certainly 
make the changes that you have requested in your bill and put them in 
A.B. 21.” 
 
SENATOR NOLAN: 
I believe you said the program DMV is building would also have the ability to 
cross-reference and give us real-time information about vehicle registration as 
well. I am wondering if that is a component in what you are doing or if we could 
mutate it, because that has been the ongoing problem for the past 20 years to 
get people to register their vehicles. Also, when you talk about real time, is this 
real time that a law enforcement officer would access via their terminal to 
locate and find that information right now? 
 
MS. BARNES: 
Yes, it is an issue that courts would have access. When we met with the 
Nevada Highway Patrol (NHP) to find out if they could do anything to make the 
changes along with what we were doing, they did not have funds or 
programmers to put towards this issue. We determined we already provide that 
information on the registration that the courts and law enforcement have access 
to. We are not going to change that; it is going to be better information. 
 
SENATOR NOLAN: 
If an officer is following a vehicle or sees one parked in a residential area—they 
run license plates all the time routinely checking things—and it looks like 
someone is living in Nevada but still has California plates, can the officer access 
that information through his terminal to verify if that person is a resident of 
Nevada and should be registered here? 
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MS. BARNES: 
What we are looking at is insurance. The only thing we can tie that to is 
registration already in our system; so this would be for Nevada only. 
 
SENATOR MATHEWS: 
Texas is using this, too. I gathered information during research, and that is what 
their law enforcement is doing now. They have at their fingertips the real-time 
access to insurance information on any given vehicle and/or the driver. I had 
understood that is what would happen for us in Nevada. 
 
MS. BARNES: 
For clarification, this information is based on the vendor. The vendor may have 
access to all the states. We are doing it because the insurance is just for those 
Nevada registrations. That is what we are looking at. 
 
SENATOR CARLTON: 
I am assuming you are talking about the e-verify program? 
 
MS. BARNES: 
The vendor we were discussing was VeriSol. There are a number of different 
ones out there. 
 
SENATOR CARLTON: 
With that and Senator Mathew’s proposal, I am trying to figure out how the 
two fit together with this 15- to 20-days notification. It is going to be 
instantaneous. If we find all this out, does the 15 or 20 days really work, or do 
you want it to do something else? 
 
SENATOR MATHEWS: 
When this bill was submitted, that was the only thing because I did not know 
the DMV was doing this. When I finally contacted the people who deal with 
insurance and registration every day, then I found out about all the other things. 
I suggest we discuss that in the amendment, and if the dates are not needed, it 
would not be part of the amendment. 
 
SENATOR CARLTON: 
This system does not deal with Nevada driver’s licenses. Is it vehicle 
registration and insurance? 
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MS. BARNES: 
That is correct. We are looking at improving the current system. Since I have 
been in this position, I cannot count the number of complaints received about 
the system. One of the primary things is to make it a better system, and we 
think this program is going to do it; what Senator Mathews has changed is the 
notification process, and we do that now. If we do not have your correct 
insurance—say you are with State Farm and we query State Farm, but we do 
not get a confirmation back—DMV will send you a notice asking you to provide 
your new insurance information because you may have changed, and we do not 
have that information. The DMV is going to notify you, and what 
Senator Mathew’s bill does is change the number of days for the notification 
cards. We are going to notify you and ask you to provide us with your new 
information, so we can query and confirm it. 
 
SENATOR CARLTON: 
I understand that. My situation happens to be an insurance policy in that the 
company I deal with will only put four cars on one policy. We got hit on the 
fifth car. That was on a separate policy. The DMV did not realize the car was 
registered, just not on that multi-policy, but on a separate policy. They did not 
look deep enough to find the separate policy. 
 
MS. BARNES: 
The system will change that because we are requiring the name of the 
insurance company as well as the policy numbers. That should take care of your 
situation. 
 
SENATOR CARLTON: 
Is there any way driver’s license numbers can also be included to help deal with 
the registration problem? 
 
MS. BARNES: 
When we first started this process, that was not something we looked at. 
However, we can take a look to see if there is some way to tie it together. 
Basically, what we are looking at is if we have a registration, indicating we have 
your record in the system, that is what we will use to go out and query to make 
sure there is insurance for that particular vehicle. That is the scope of the 
project right now. If we need to look further, we can do that, but it would 
probably extend the project further. 
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SENATOR LEE: 
Ms. Barnes, on the Assembly bill coming forth, I have received complaints from 
my insurance agent saying they tried to call when somebody gets this form and 
calls their agent asking what is wrong. I have insurance when I get this letter 
from DMV, and the agent says they will take care of it. They call the number to 
get through to DMV and cannot solve the problem. They do not get return calls. 
Is this going to solve that problem where the agent can have access to work 
with you, so they can take care of their customers? 
 
MS. BARNES:  
That is one of the things we took into account. We are going to have a way for 
a customer to go on the Internet to provide that information to us, and the 
agent can do the same thing. 
 
CHAIR SCHNEIDER: 
Do you have the money for that program? 
 
MS. BARNES: 
We went to the Interim Finance Committee in September and got the authority. 
 
CHAIR SCHNEIDER: 
That amount was $750,000? 
 
MS. BARNES: 
For the Committee’s information, the insurance verification program is a 
self-funded program. 
 
CHAIR SCHNEIDER: 
Committee, Mr. Young just pulled up A.B. 21, and it was passed out of the 
Assembly Committee on Transportation. It was amended and do passed on 
March 17. Perhaps we should look at it in work session, amend it into 
Senator Mathew’s bill and then send it over. We do not know what is going to 
happen to that bill; it may not come over here, it could die. Is that alright with 
you, Senator Mathews? 
 
SENATOR MATHEWS: 
Just one of them passing is fine with me, and the DMV said it was alright with 
them. We have to get it out of here. 
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CHAIR SCHNEIDER: 
We will do that. We will look at both bills in work session. 
 
SENATOR TOWNSEND: 
I am not sure this is practical, but perhaps it is helpful. Everyone who registers a 
car in Nevada receives a license plate, and they also receive a sticker. The plate 
stays on the vehicle, but a sticker is issued every year when the vehicle is 
reregistered to show you have paid the appropriate fees, and there is a place on 
the license plate to put the sticker. Why or why not receive from the insurance 
company, like the card for your car, the same type of sticker for your insurance 
to help law enforcement know that car is insured and registered? 
 
CHUCK CALLAWAY, SERGEANT (Intergovernmental Services, Las Vegas 

Metropolitan Police Department): 
On the surface that sounds like a good idea, but from a law enforcement 
standpoint, insurance policies expire in a matter of several months. Some people 
buy their insurance by the month or every couple of months. If issued a sticker 
and your policy expires in a couple of months, would you have to get a new 
sticker or would there be a sticker on your car when, in fact, your policy had 
expired? Another situation we run into with the registration stickers is people 
steal stickers off plates and put them on others. Or they counterfeit the sticker 
by creating one using a computer and color printer that from a distance look 
real. On the surface, that sounds like a good idea to have an insurance sticker 
on your plate, but we would run into logistical problems in keeping track of 
whether the policy is current and whether or not the sticker is stolen or forged. 
 
SENATOR TOWNSEND: 
I respect what you are saying. I brought that up because it is one thing for law 
enforcement looking at suspicious vehicles or expired registration tags, and 
another thing to verify insurance; they would have to stop and look. That is the 
reason for the idea. What is the penalty for forging or stealing a registration tag? 
 
SGT. CALLAWAY: 
It would depend on whether you were in the city or county. In the city, it would 
be a no-bail ticket which means the judge would determine the fine upon being 
found guilty. In the county, if you were cited for a fictitious plate, I am not sure, 
but it could be a $100 fine. I could find out the exact figure. 
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SENATOR TOWNSEND: 
It is one thing to cheat on your taxes; it is another thing to use the law to avoid 
taxes. This is cheating on your taxes, and that is a felony with the 
Internal Revenue Service. Why is there only a $100 fine? If you are going to 
forge or steal a document to avoid taxes, that is a serious offense. We are 
trying to help you while at the same time collecting what is duly owed the 
State; that is a travesty. 
 
SGT. CALLAWAY: 
I am speculating, but from working patrol for many years, commonly what 
people are cited for on fictitious plates is they may own a Toyota and sell that 
car before the registration expires. They then buy a Ford and take the plates 
from the Toyota to put on the Ford because they do not want to reregister the 
car. Often they are stopped for having fictitious plates on the vehicle. That may 
be the reason why, even though they may own the plates that belonged to a 
vehicle they previously owned, they did not take the steps to go to the DMV to 
have those plates transferred to the new vehicle. In the field, the officer will 
often cite them for fictitious plates or sometimes for unlawful transfer of plates. 
That may be the reason why those fines are low. I may not be accurate in the 
amount and will find out the exact figure. 
 
SENATOR TOWNSEND: 
That excuse is like the dog ate my homework. You know the rules. There are a 
number of people on this Committee and a number of our constitutional officers 
who have tried over time to collect the money that is duly owed the State. You 
may wonder why we have deficits; if we let people not pay their taxes or the 
appropriate financial responsibilities, you are going to have these problems.  
 
MICHAEL GEESER (Media/Government Relations, California State Automobile 

Association; AAA Nevada): 
We worked hand in hand with the DMV on the amendments on the Assembly 
side for A.B. 21. We think the bill is going to be great for everyone including the 
insurance industry and the people who move to Nevada and are unaware they 
have to get Nevada-based insurance. That is a premium tax that goes back to 
the State. When these people are not getting insurance in Nevada, that is 
money the State is missing out on. Anecdotally, on the day of the bill, I went to 
our local AAA Nevada office to find out how big this problem is with people 
who did not know they had to have Nevada-based insurance and then get a 
$250 fine. The person I needed to speak with was on the phone with someone 
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who had just been fined. When the agent finally got off the phone, she 
commented that this happens every day. This was just in Carson City, so 
I know it happens in every AAA office around the State. This is a big problem, 
and this legislation will help. 
 
CHAIR SCHNEIDER: 
We will close the hearing on S.B. 312 and open the hearing on S.B. 249. 
 
SENATE BILL 249: Revises provisions relating to the medical professionals who 

may issue a health certificate to a person applying for employment as a 
taxicab driver. (BDR 58-120) 

 
SENATOR NOLAN: 
This bill is to codify in practice what is happening in the real world. Currently, 
cab drivers have to provide an annual health certificate to their employer. That 
is a check-off form that a physician would do, but the common practice is that 
most physician’s offices in these industrial medical groups and clinics have 
physician extenders who perform the physical. This bill would allow the 
signature of those physician extenders, licensed physician’s assistants (PA) or a 
nurse practitioner, to suffice since they are the ones who provided the physical. 
The other part is if the physician extenders are not able to sign, a lot of times 
on a weekend or late at night when the practitioners are in the office performing 
these physicals, the driver would have to come back whenever the physician 
was in the office to initial all the physicals. This bill makes things easier on the 
cab drivers. 
 
SENATOR CARLTON: 
The physicians still have to sign off because these other professions are all 
directly supervised by a physician. Would the physician’s signature still be at the 
bottom? 
 
SENATOR NOLAN: 
No. Physician extenders sign in a lot of situations, especially on health-care 
physicals. You will find the same situation in school sports where a lot of times 
it is nurse practitioners or PAs who are doing the physicals. As I understand, the 
only thing that kept the physician extenders from signing these certificates was 
because it is called a “physician’s certificate.” This would allow a nurse 
practitioner or a PA to sign off on these forms. 
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SENATOR CARLTON: 
Would these forms ever be seen by a physician? 
 
SENATOR NOLAN: 
No, not on these. Physician extenders would still have to function and operate 
under a physician’s license. These are Federal Drug Administration prescribed 
forms that are a checklist for when you do the cough, muscle tone, blood 
pressure, pulse, respiration, urine analysis, etc. 
 
SENATOR CARLTON: 
When you work under a physician’s direction, it would seem to me … I am 
trying to figure out the right term. 
 
CHAIR SCHNEIDER: 
Perhaps I can help. I know in rural areas in many states nurse practitioners are 
actually the health-care provider in a lot of small towns. They do work for a 
clinic under a regular medical doctor or doctor of osteopathy. They are writing 
prescriptions and providing the health care because there is a shortage of 
doctors. This bill is not addressing the full-blown physical where the health-care 
provider is looking for cancer or something like that; they are checking that 
people are reasonably healthy and can operate a vehicle. I do not see a problem 
with this arrangement. 
 
RANDELL S. HYNES (United Taxicab Drivers Corporation): 
I have sat in a clinic at 4 a.m. needing a health certificate to renew my permit 
the next morning. Both times when I was at a clinic, I was fortunate enough 
that a doctor was present to sign off. There are situations for a cab driver 
where a doctor was not available. I appreciate the bill as a positive change. 
 
CHAIR SCHNEIDER: 
How many total taxicab drivers are there in Las Vegas? 
 
MR. HYNES: 
They need about 6,000 a night to keep the cabs going. 
 
CHAIR SCHNEIDER: 
That is quite an effort to get that many drivers. They work all shifts, and when 
they get off a shift at midnight, they will go to a clinic. 
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MR. HYNES: 
Exactly. I get off at 3 a.m., and there were a couple of times I needed to be at 
the Taxicab Authority that same morning. Most taxi drivers work five 12-hour 
days, and it is convenient to have a couple of 24-hour clinics. If a doctor is not 
there, it would be great if they could get signed off right away. 
 
MATT NICHOLS (Committee Counsel): 

For the record, to address Senator Carlton’s concerns; the Federal 
Motor Carrier regulations specifically authorize the other 
practitioners to conduct these examinations. One of the 
requirements of the federal regulation is that the medical examiner, 
which is the term that is used in the federal reg, the one who 
conducts the physical, has to sign and date the form. So, there’s 
not really any leeway there. It is the actual medical professional 
that conducts the examination that has to sign the form. So, just 
tracking the federal regulations at that point. 

 
CHAIR SCHNEIDER: 
We will close the hearing on S.B. 249. If the Committee is comfortable, this 
should be a fairly easy bill to consider. 
 

SENATOR TOWNSEND MOVED TO DO PASS S.B. 249. 
 
SENATOR CEGAVSKE SECONDED THE MOTION. 
 
THE MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.  

 
***** 

 
CHAIR SCHNEIDER: 
We will now open the hearing on S.B. 251. 
 
SENATE BILL 251: Revises certain provisions governing tow cars. (BDR 43-

1115) 
 
SENATOR NOLAN: 
Last Session, as our discussion evolved during the Senate Committee on 
Transportation and Homeland Security hearings on funding for our highway 
programs, one of the things we realized is that while we are in a bad situation—
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we are in a worse situation now with the roads to highways funding—we need 
to start to look at creative ways to open and best utilize the capacity of the 
streets and highways we have. Some of you will remember the discussions we 
had regarding the amount of time highway lanes are closed as a result of major 
accidents. We had the same discussion when discussing the primary seat-belt 
bill in this Committee, which is going to help that situation if we even get a 
hearing in the other House on that bill. Part of our direction with the NHP was 
to help find a way to take that average of four-hour time limit on cleaning up 
major accidents on our highways to see how best to reduce that time. I give a 
lot of credit to Col. Perry and his team, because they took that to heart right 
away and assembled a task force to develop a team called Traffic Incident 
Management System. All the stakeholders who respond to major accidents: law 
enforcement, fire personnel, coroners, investigators, tow companies and 
Nevada Department of Transportation workers who repair the road got together. 
They had federal funding available to help look at how to best reduce the 
amount of on-scene time with traffic accidents. What they came up with was 
outstanding and received a number of federal grants to purchase new 
investigative equipment. An incredible program was implemented. Part of the 
recommendations was to get tow trucks on to the scene of accidents sooner. 
When there is a major accident, traffic can back up for miles. Part of the delay 
in getting the vehicles off the highways for cleanup is the ability for the tow 
trucks and large wreckers, especially in a major accident involving a large rig, to 
get through traffic to get to the accident sooner. I contacted the Legislative 
Counsel Bureau and told them what I wanted to do; what they provided was 
based on my direction exactly, which is this bill. It has a few nuances needing 
adjusting, and Mr. Geeser has made a couple of proposed amendments 
(Exhibit C). 
 
MR. GEESER: 
This bill boils down to protecting our tow truck drivers who are on the side of 
the road every day handling accidents in this State. The way the law is currently 
written in Nevada, there is a move-over law that says if possible the motorist 
must get into the next lane when they come upon an emergency vehicle with its 
lights flashing. That law does not encompass tow trucks, and we think it 
should. When a motorist comes upon a tow truck with its lights flashing on the 
scene of a traffic hazard or accident, that motorist, if possible, should try to 
move over. That is how this bill boils down. A couple of amendments have been 
brought forward to clean up the language to make it more understandable. 
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The first amendment is language taken from California in an attempt to marry 
the two states since our tow trucks often work in the Sierras along the state 
line close to the California border. What California law has in its language is, “an 
extreme or unusual traffic hazard.” I would like to substitute that wording for 
“accident” because we are not always on the scene of an accident. A flat tire or 
overheated car does not constitute an accident, but it does constitute a traffic 
hazard. If the Committee were willing, I would be open to narrowing that down 
to “traffic hazard,” making it more simple. I want to point out that specific 
language comes from California law. 
 
The second amendment is to delete section 2 of S.B. 251, which is what law 
enforcement and AAA Nevada agreed upon before the hearing. It was never our 
intent to have tow trucks put on their lights to make cars yield for them to get 
to the scene of an accident. Clearly, as law enforcement can attest, that could 
actually help move accidents along and get roads cleared, but that is not what 
we aimed to do. What we want to do is protect our drivers, which is to allow 
motorists, if possible, to move over when they come upon a tow truck with 
flashing lights. For all the stakeholders to agree, it seemed that deleting 
section 2 would be the easiest way to move forward. 
 
SENATOR NOLAN: 
I asked the Legal Division to look at this definition to see how it comports with 
the Nevada Revised Statutes (NRS). To help us out, we could amend that 
language a little. 
 
MATT NICHOLS (Committee Counsel): 
“If the Committee would look at section 5 on page 3, existing language in NRS 
uses the term ‘an unusual traffic hazard.’ So, I think we can adapt that existing 
term and just replace ‘accident’ in section 1 with ‘unusual traffic hazard.’” 
 
SENATOR NOLAN: 
So, we would eliminate just the words “an extreme,” which would probably be 
encompassed under “an unusual traffic hazard.” 
 
SENATOR CARLTON: 
If I come upon a tow truck on the side of the road and I do not move over, I can 
be fined for this or receive a moving violation. What would that be under? 
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CHRISTOPHER PERRY, COLONEL (Chief, Nevada Highway Patrol): 
That would be under the existing statute that is the move-left statute—I am not 
familiar with the number—that encompasses emergency vehicles on the side of 
the road. It is the same that provides for our protection alongside the road when 
we are conducting traffic stops or investigations. 
 
MR. NICHOLS: 

For the record, Senator Carlton. The penalty for the violation is in 
section 3 of the bill, page 3, lines 28 and 29. The person who 
violates this is guilty of a misdemeanor. So, it is more than just a 
moving traffic violation. It is the exact same protection that is 
afforded to peace officers. 

 
SENATOR NOLAN: 
I remember about eight or ten years ago there seemed to be a rash of accidents 
involving emergency service personnel, ambulances, fire fighters and law 
enforcement, where people not only did not yield, but they were also actually 
running into the scene of the accidents, injuring the emergency workers on the 
scene. A lot of times these people are under the influence. There are a lot of 
ways to cite them. I am sure we can look it up to find out when that law went 
into statute. It followed a rash of serious injuries as a result of people failing to 
yield when they came on an accident and actually tried to take advantage of the 
situation. Some traffic did not slow down. When others moved over, some 
others used the empty lane to speed up. 
 
PAUL ENOS (Chief Executive Office, Nevada Motor Transport Association): 
We are in support of S.B. 251 in an effort to promote highway safety. 
 
MR. CALLAWAY: 
We support the bill with the proposed amendment to delete section 2. 
 
To address Senator Townsend’s question; I have been informed that the fine for 
a fictitious plate in Clark County is currently $500. 
 
SENATOR ALLISON COPENING (Clark County Senatorial District No. 6): 
You have my written testimony in front of you (Exhibit D). The amendments 
I am proposing do not pertain directly to this bill, but it is a similar subject 
matter (Exhibit E). 
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COL. PERRY: 
The NHP is in support of S.B. 251. We had made a mistake early in this fiscal 
year and issued amber-light permits to a group of organizations that did not 
qualify under NRS 484.579. We did the right thing by refunding their money 
and telling them we could not permit them to have an amber light by statute. 
This bill is the fix for that issue. We are in agreement with Senator Copening 
that these vehicles do need to be equipped with yellow lights. It is a safety 
issue. 
 
SENATOR CEGAVSKE: 
For clarification, are the flashing lights used when the vehicle is moving slowly 
or at all times? 
 
COL. PERRY: 
It could be either/or, if the security people are patrolling an area below a posted 
speed limit. This bill especially works well for those who are patrolling places 
like Sun City in Las Vegas where it is technically a public road; however, they 
are contracted to maintain security in the area. The amber lights would make it 
safer for them to drive below the posted speed limit or if they are on a 
stationary patrol in a parking lot of a commercial area they are responsible for, it 
would give warning to people around them. 
 
SENATOR CEGAVSKE: 
But is this not while they are driving at a normal rate of speed? 
 
COL. PERRY: 
If they are driving at a normal rate of speed, there would be no need for them to 
have their flashing lights on. 
 
CHAIR SCHNEIDER: 
Mr. Nichols, we should have you look at the wording of the amendment to fit 
existing law, then bring it back to a work session with the bill. 
 
SENATOR CARLTON: 
I have Mr. Young looking up the misdemeanor because I know this is a regular 
misdemeanor and not a gross misdemeanor. I would like to know what type of 
penalty this actually is because it seems this would be a moving violation ticket 
rather than a misdemeanor. I understood why misdemeanor was put in 
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previously; but as far as a tow truck driver changing a tire, does that go up to 
the degree of a misdemeanor? 
 
CHAIR SCHNEIDER: 
This bill is going to work session, so we will get the answer at that time. If 
there is nothing further, we will adjourn at 9:22 a.m. 
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