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MINUTES OF THE MEETING 
OF THE 

ASSEMBLY COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 
 

Seventy-Ninth Session 
May 18, 2017 

 
The Committee on Transportation was called to order by Chairman Richard Carrillo at 
3:29 p.m. on Thursday, May 18, 2017, in Room 3143 of the Legislative Building, 401 South 
Carson Street, Carson City, Nevada.  The meeting was videoconferenced to Room 4406 of 
the Grant Sawyer State Office Building, 555 East Washington Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada.  
Copies of the minutes, including the Agenda (Exhibit A), the Attendance Roster (Exhibit B), 
and other substantive exhibits, are available and on file in the Research Library of the 
Legislative Counsel Bureau and on the Nevada Legislature's website at 
www.leg.state.nv.us/App/NELIS/REL/79th2017. 
 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT: 

 
Assemblyman Richard Carrillo, Chairman 
Assemblywoman Ellen B. Spiegel, Vice Chairwoman 
Assemblywoman Shannon Bilbray-Axelrod 
Assemblyman John Ellison 
Assemblyman Ozzie Fumo 
Assemblyman Richard McArthur 
Assemblywoman Daniele Monroe-Moreno 
Assemblyman Michael C. Sprinkle 
Assemblyman Justin Watkins 
Assemblyman Jim Wheeler 
Assemblywoman Melissa Woodbury 

 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS ABSENT: 
 

None 
 
GUEST LEGISLATORS PRESENT: 
 

None 
 
STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT: 
 

Jann Stinnesbeck, Committee Policy Analyst 
Darcy Johnson, Committee Counsel 
Joan Waldock, Committee Secretary 
Trinity Thom, Committee Assistant 

 

http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Session/79th2017/Exhibits/Assembly/TRANS/ATRANS1159A.pdf
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Session/79th2017/Exhibits/AttendanceRosterGeneric.pdf
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OTHERS PRESENT: 
 

Jon Sasser, Statewide Advocacy Coordinator, Washoe Legal Services; and 
representing Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada 

 
Chairman Carrillo: 
[Roll was called.  Committee protocols and rules were explained.]  Before I open the work 
session with Senate Bill 37, I want to remind you that this is not a rehearing of the bills. 
 
Senate Bill 37:  Makes various changes relating to the issuance and renewal of license 

plates which commemorate the 150th anniversary of Nevada's admission into the 
Union. (BDR 43-232) 

 
Jann Stinnesbeck, Committee Policy Analyst: 
Senate Bill 37 was heard in this Committee on May 16, 2017.  [He read from the work 
session document (Exhibit C).]  Senate Bill 37 makes various changes relating to the 
issuance and renewal of license plates commemorating the 150th anniversary of Nevada’s 
admission into the Union.  The bill clarifies that the Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) 
may no longer issue this commemorative license plate.  The bill also removes the prohibition 
on the DMV to charge the $20 fee for renewal of the commemorative license plates after 
October 31, 2016, and it requires the money to be divided equally between the Division of 
Museums and History of the Department of Tourism and Cultural Affairs, and the Division 
of State Parks of the State Department of Conservation and Natural Resources for 
educational and preservation projects.  There are no amendments on this bill. 
 
Chairman Carrillo: 
Do I have a motion? 
 

ASSEMBLYWOMAN SPIEGEL MOVED TO DO PASS SENATE BILL 37. 
 
ASSEMBLYMAN SPRINKLE SECONDED THE MOTION. 
 

Is there any discussion on the motion?  [There was none.] 
 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 

Assemblyman Ellison will take the floor statement. 
 
Senate Bill 308 (1st Reprint):  Revises provisions relating to motor vehicle insurance. 

(BDR 43-938) 
 
Jann Stinnesbeck, Committee Policy Analyst: 
Senate Bill 308 (1st Reprint) was heard in this Committee on May 9, 2017.  [He read from 
the work session document (Exhibit D).]  It revises provisions relating to motor vehicle 

https://www.leg.state.nv.us/App/NELIS/REL/79th2017/Bill/4649/Overview/
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Session/79th2017/Exhibits/Assembly/TRANS/ATRANS1159C.pdf
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/App/NELIS/REL/79th2017/Bill/5284/Overview/
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Session/79th2017/Exhibits/Assembly/TRANS/ATRANS1159D.pdf
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insurance.  The bill increases the minimum amount of coverage that must be provided by 
a policy of motor vehicle insurance.  Specifically: 
 

• For bodily injury to or death of one person in any one crash, the minimum amount is 
increased from $15,000 to $25,000; 

 
• For bodily injury to or death of two or more persons in any one crash, the minimum 

amount is increased from $30,000 to $50,000; and 
 

• For injury to or destruction of property of others in any one crash, the minimum 
amount is increased from $10,000 to $20,000. 

 
There are currently no amendments to this bill. 
 
Chairman Carrillo: 
Do I have a motion? 
 

ASSEMBLYWOMAN SPIEGEL MADE A MOTION TO DO PASS 
SENATE BILL 308 (1ST REPRINT). 
 
ASSEMBLYMAN WATKINS SECONDED THE MOTION. 
 

Is there any discussion on the motion?  [There was none.] 
 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 

Assemblyman Watkins will take the floor statement. 
 
Senate Bill 350 (2nd Reprint):  Revises provisions governing the installation and use of 

certain technology devices in a motor vehicle. (BDR 52-575) 
 
Jann Stinnesbeck, Committee Policy Analyst: 
Senate Bill 350 (2nd Reprint) revises provisions governing the installation and use of certain 
technology devices in a motor vehicle.  [He read from the work session document 
(Exhibit E).]  It was heard in this Committee on May 11, 2017.  The bill prohibits creditors or 
long-term lessors of motor vehicles from installing or requiring the installation of technology 
devices that record the location of a motor vehicle or technology devices that can remotely 
disable a motor vehicle unless the consumer who has purchased or leased the motor vehicle 
is given written notice or agrees in writing to such installation.  The measure provides for 
certain requirements and restrictions on the use of such technology devices.  Further, the bill 
imposes certain requirements and restrictions on certain persons who manufacture or provide 
such technology devices, install such devices, or possess or obtain data from such devices.  
A violation of the provisions in the bill is a deceptive trade practice. 
 

https://www.leg.state.nv.us/App/NELIS/REL/79th2017/Bill/5377/Overview/
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Session/79th2017/Exhibits/Assembly/TRANS/ATRANS1159E.pdf
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There are four amendments to this bill.  The first was brought forward by 
Assemblywoman Spiegel and provides that electronic tracking devices or starter interruption 
devices are the responsibility of the entity requiring installation and any maintenance, up to 
and including replacement, is their burden as well as damage to the vehicle caused by the 
devices.   
 
The next amendment was brought forward by the Nevada Credit Union League.  It revises 
requirements for the agreement between consumer and creditor or long-term lessor 
concerning the use of the starter interruption technology. 
 
The next amendment was brought forward by Lisa Foster, Foster Consulting.  It exempts 
certain insurers from the restrictions on the use of telemetry data. 
 
The last amendment on this bill was brought forward by Alfredo T. Alonso, representing 
Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers.  It clarifies that an affiliate of the manufacturer does 
not have to be "wholly owned." 
 
There are three attachments to this bill that you can find in the work session document.  
Assemblywoman Spiegel's amendment was only in conceptual form and is summarized here 
on the bill page. 
 
Chairman Carrillo:  
I now understand why there are so many people here; I think all of them have amendments to 
the bill.  Some Committee members need clarification on the amendments.  This is not 
a rehearing of the bill, but for clarification of the amendments that have been added. 
 
Assemblywoman Bilbray-Axelrod: 
I am looking at the credit union amendment. 
 
Jon Sasser, Statewide Advocacy Coordinator, Washoe Legal Services; and representing 

Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada: 
The proponent of the amendment is not here, but I will do my best to address your question. 
 
Assemblywoman Bilbray-Axelrod: 
What does the amendment do?  Does the sponsor consider these friendly amendments? 
 
Jon Sasser:  
Yes, the sponsor does.  I am looking at the first amendment in the package. 
 
Assemblywoman Bilbray-Axelrod: 
Yes, the one from the credit unions. 
 
Jon Sasser: 
There are two changes in this amendment.  The first is in Section 28, subsection 2, 
paragraph (g), starting on line 24.  This paragraph deals with a situation in which a vehicle 
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has been turned off.  In the case of an emergency, the credit unions want to limit the number 
of times a vehicle can be turned back on to [not less than] two times, each for a minimum of 
24 hours in any payment cycle.  If you were making monthly payments, you could do it twice 
within one month if there is a genuine emergency. 
 
The second of their amendments deals with whether there can be a charge for the device.  
If a person wanted to keep the device after repayment of the loan, he would have to pay 
for it.   
 
Assemblywoman Bilbray-Axelrod:  
Is this sponsor considering these friendly amendments? 
 
Jon Sasser: 
Yes.  These were agreed to in the Senate, but did not come out in the draft the way the credit 
unions wanted.  We agreed to take care of the changes in the Assembly. 
 
Assemblyman Ellison:  
In Section 28, subsection 1, an explanation is given.  The portion I have a question about 
is starting on line 11, ". . . must not use, install or require to be installed in the motor 
vehicle . . . ."  Would you please explain that? 
 
Jon Sasser: 
It basically says you cannot require the device to be installed unless the consumer agrees in 
writing, and it goes through the requirements in paragraphs (a) and (b).  You cannot say that 
the device must be installed unless I, as the consumer, agree to it. 
 
Assemblyman Ellison:  
Could the loan be denied at that point in time? 
 
Jon Sasser: 
Dealers would have many options.  They could deny the loan; they could say they will not 
loan on an expensive car but, based on the consumer's credit, would be willing to loan on 
a less expensive car; or they could charge a higher interest rate.  These parties have the 
freedom to contract over whatever terms they can agree upon.  They would bargain, at that 
point, for what they would do next. 
 
Assemblyman Ellison:  
I just wanted to get that on the record. 
 
Chairman Carrillo: 
Are there any other questions for the bill sponsor or the amendment sponsors?   
 
Darcy Johnson, Committee Counsel:  
I would like to clarify a point with Assemblywoman Spiegel.  Her amendment proposes that 
the creditor or long-term lessor is responsible for maintenance or repair on the device.  
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It occurs to me there is likely a warranty from the manufacturer.  Is it specifically the creditor 
or lessor, or could they assign, designate, or pay for a warranty?  Is your point that the 
expense of maintenance or repair does not fall on the consumer? 
 
Assemblywoman Spiegel:  
Yes, that is the intent.  My understanding is that the devices are warrantied, but the warranty 
is given to the lienholder.  So the company selling or leasing the car has the warranty on the 
device.  The intention of my amendment is if a device malfunctions, the consumer should not 
have to pay to fix it.  Or, if the device causes collateral damage to something else in the 
vehicle, that would also be covered; the consumer would not have to pay for that. 
 
Darcy Johnson:  
Thank you.  I understand. 
 
Chairman Carrillo:  
Do I have a motion? 
 

ASSEMBLYMAN WATKINS MADE A MOTION TO AMEND AND 
DO PASS SENATE BILL 350 (2ND REPRINT). 
 
ASSEMBLYWOMAN MONROE-MORENO SECONDED THE MOTION. 
 

Is there any discussion on the motion?  [There was none.] 
 

THE MOTION PASSED.  (ASSEMBLYMEN ELLISON, MCARTHUR, 
WHEELER, AND WOODBURY VOTED NO.) 
 

Assemblyman Ellison:  
I would like to reserve my right to change my vote. 
 
Chairman Carrillo:  
Assemblyman Watkins will make the floor statement. 
 
Senate Bill 410:  Revises provisions relating to reckless driving. (BDR 43-72) 
 
Jann Stinnesbeck, Committee Policy Analyst: 
Senate Bill 410 was heard in this Committee on May 2, 2017.  [He read from the work 
session document (Exhibit F).]  The bill provides that the punishment for engaging in certain 
unauthorized speed contests or reckless driving which proximately cause the death of or 
substantial bodily harm to another person is a category B felony punishable by imprisonment 
for one to six years and by a fine of $2,000 to $5,000.  There is currently one amendment on 
this bill in response to concerns of the members of the Assembly Committee on 
Transportation.  It revises the penalty to a gross misdemeanor with a punishment of 364 days 
in jail, a fine of not less than $2,000 and not more than $5,000, or both jail and a fine. 
 

https://www.leg.state.nv.us/App/NELIS/REL/79th2017/Bill/5475/Overview/
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Session/79th2017/Exhibits/Assembly/TRANS/ATRANS1159F.pdf
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Chairman Carrillo:  
Do I have a motion? 
 

ASSEMBLYWOMAN BILBRAY-AXELROD MADE A MOTION TO 
AMEND AND DO PASS SENATE BILL 410. 
 
ASSEMBLYMAN FUMO SECONDED THE MOTION. 
 

Is there any discussion on the motion?   
 
Assemblyman Ellison:  
I would like to have Committee Counsel explain the difference between a category B felony 
and a gross misdemeanor. 
 
Darcy Johnson, Committee Counsel:  
In the version you are looking at, the primary difference is the term of imprisonment—one to 
six years for the category B felony and less than one year for a gross misdemeanor, which is 
why it is reflected as 364 days.  There are other differences dealing with the repercussions of 
a felony conviction, such as losing voting rights and Second Amendment rights that attach 
once you have a felony conviction.  Those are not expressed here, but are implied. 
 
Chairman Carrillo:  
Is there any more discussion on the motion?  [There was none.] 
 

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 

Assemblyman Watkins will make the floor statement.  Is there any public comment?  [There 
was none.]  We are adjourned [at 3:49 p.m.]. 
 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED: 
 
 

  
Joan Waldock 
Committee Secretary 

 
 
APPROVED BY: 
 
 
 
  
Assemblyman Richard Carrillo, Chairman 
 
DATE:     
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EXHIBITS 
 

Exhibit A is the Agenda. 
 
Exhibit B is the Attendance Roster. 
 
Exhibit C is the Work Session Document for Senate Bill 37, dated May 18, 2017, presented 
by Jann Stinnesbeck, Committee Policy Analyst, Research Division, Legislative Counsel 
Bureau. 
 
Exhibit D is the Work Session Document for Senate Bill 308 (1st Reprint), dated 
May 18, 2017, presented by Jann Stinnesbeck, Committee Policy Analyst, Research 
Division, Legislative Counsel Bureau. 
 
Exhibit E is the Work Session Document for Senate Bill 350 (2nd Reprint), dated 
May 18, 2017, presented by Jann Stinnesbeck, Committee Policy Analyst, Research 
Division, Legislative Counsel Bureau. 
 
Exhibit F is the Work Session Document for Senate Bill 410, dated May 18, 2017, presented 
by Jann Stinnesbeck, Committee Policy Analyst, Research Division, Legislative Counsel 
Bureau. 
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