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was paying any attention to me, so | decided to get on your side and hope that this
Bill passes. It will do one thing, at least for me, for George Finn personally, I
won’t have to come to any more of these predetermined hearings and expect to
make an impression on anyone. | also will not have to worry about my representa-
tives, to see whether or not they are following the will of the majority of the
people, because under this Compact there won’t be any representatives, and I'll be
able to sleep at night. So I am taking a rather personal view of it. We are also
protected against, from what | read in the paper this morning, there was a coup, a
military coup, in Turkey. We can’t have that happen in the Basin because it’ll be
all taken over by the TRPA. And there is no need for a military coup anymore.
We will not have to worry, either, about voting. You know, vou have to go and
register. The day I went to register, they told me that I had a criminal record and I
couldn’t register. 1 could register but I would have to ask the judge if he would
restore my civil rights which were taken from me by the federal government when I
arrested the United States Attorney in Los Angeles for denying me a constitutional
right under color of law. So I won’t have to worry about voting because you can’t
vote in the Tahoe Basin on any matters concerned with the use of your property,
your right to breathe the air—pure or impure—or any control over the water, or
any of the essential, necessary elements of a daily life—you will not have, we will
not have, in the Tahoe Basin any control whatsoever. That's all going to be dele-
gated to a handful of appointees—queers, kooks, whatever anybody can think of to
put on that agency to support the environmental image of a pure Lake Tahoe, and
you can’t make it any purer than it is now. So we don’t need this legislation, but I
am for it. I’m for it as much as I am for all the other unnecessary, unneeded legis-
lation that we pass in this railroad station. And I want to say it is comforting to
know that I am not going to be run over by a train or miss it even, because 1've
learned that it has already departed. Somebody told me the other day, ‘““We want
this legislation, George, the industry wants it, and take it easy on us.”” | am taking
it easy; | want you to pass it so I will be relieved of the responsibility of having to
defend, as | have so many times, the Constitution of the United States, and the
Constitution of the State of Nevada—I won't really have to worry anymore—there
won’t be anything to defend, after you pass this. And it is lucky for us, those of
you who want it to pass, that there is not a majority of good Americans in this
assemblage, otherwise this Bill would never see the light of day. Thank you.

SENATOR NEAL:
The Chair recognizes Dave Nicholas.

DAVE NICHOLAS:

Chairman Neal, ladies and gentlemen of the Legislature, ladies and gentlemen in
the visitors” gallery. My name is Dave Nicholas and I represent a very small group
in Incline Village, the Architectural Committee, whose responsibility it is to review
all of the plans that go through for final approval by the building group in Washoe
County. You will be interested to know, I'm sure, that in the last several days we
have already passed that magic number of 739 and so far as North Lake Tahoe is
concerned, and Washoe County, and there will, of course, be questions by those
who are now putting in for building permits as to exactly what the disposition is
going to be as far as their plans are concerned. They are coming in at a very steady
stream. We had a meeting yesterday and did discuss what concerns we had and we
don’t have concerns that are mainstream concerns. It appeared, as we discussed
this situation, that the chances were very good that tomorrow, indeed, this compact
would pass, and for a number of very good reasons. So we thought that what we
would address would not be items in the Compact that you would debate and be
aware of so completely, but other items that we would hope that you would take
into consideration, perhaps at a later date, perhaps in a small way tomorrow. Our
first concern had to do with some of the major proposals that have been put on the
shelf as having been too big or having too much of an effect on the environment on
the Nevada side. We would like you to know that some of those are good ones,
not all are bad. Study will show that some of them are better designed, leave more
green belt land and use less of the property than many approved projects, including
groups of single family dwellings. Second, and this emphasizes one of the things
that Senator Spike had brought up to you this morning, as far as single family
homes are concerned, urge the regulators who are given the power in the Compact
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to use great care in forcing environmental impact study preparation on small land-
owners, especially., Now regulators, from my experience, have the habit of answer-
ing questions by putting in more restrictions, more regulations, more reports. ['ve
prepared environmental impact statements in the past—some cost thousands of dol-
lars to put together, as a matter of fact, most cost thousands of dollars to put
together. Be careful, please, how you burden the small taxpaying lot owners in the
Basin in this case. Now, third, the same accountability that you ask from the pri-
vate landowner should ultimately be asked of governmental landowners. Who
owns most of the Basin? What restrictions are being placed on road maintenance
and construction in terms of siltation control? 1 ask you to answer these questions
yourselves, if you would, please. And, finally, keep as much accountability in the
hands of local officials as is possible. Otherwise, we will be facing a wider and
wider gap between the people in the Basin, some seventy-five thousand of them,
and the ones who regulate those same people. Now a number of people have spent
a lot of time putting this Compact together; it has a lot of good ideas in it. There
are some considerations, also, for Basin residents, and it is a very positive move.
Please make sure that those who represent Basin interests have input. When I lis-
tened personally to Congressman Burton speaking in Sacramento in the Santini-
Burton Bill hearings, a couple of his comments bothered me. When the discussion
came to what part local government should play in making Basin decisions, Burton
said, ““If local government is allowed to override the secretary, I'll drop the Bill.””
That’s just absurd. He also said, “‘Local government veto power would not make
the Bill worthy of support.” Well, all of us at the local level feel that we know
Congressman Burton a little better because of his penetrating remarks. I'm glad, as
are most of the Basin people I've talked to, that the Compact is couched in more
reasonable terms. I hope that you will join me in being skeptical of Congressman
Burton’s attitude towards local government. I hope, also, that you will join me in
wanting to keep an eye on things in the Basin ourselves, and not leaving it to those
who don’t really have a direct responsibility to the people who are going to be
affected. And because the Compact says to me that you will do that, that there
will be local membership on TRPA, that local elected officials will have a say,
when it says that, in my opinion, you deserve a chance to follow through on this
issue. Thank you very much.

SENATOR NEAL:
The Chair recognizes Frank Payne.

FRANK PAYNE:

Chairman Neal, members of the Legislature. 1 am a bit confused at this point
because I thought my Board of Directors had given me guidance and 1 had my
position all set. Then | hear George testify here that he’s on the pro side of this
Bill and no way are we going to be on the same side as the League to Save Lake
Tahoe.

I think that Huey Johnson probably had a hand in preparing those remarks so
I'1l just set them aside. I am Frank Payne, | am a property owner, | am a resident
of Incline Village, 1 am president of the Nevada North Tahoe Property Owners
Association. We have one thousand, over one thousand, membership; it is in the
Washoe County portion of the North side of the Lake. Senator Spike Wilson came
up and talked to us several weeks ago and explained the Compact and where we
stand—he came up last Saturday and spent time Saturday afternoon at our annual
membership meeting, going over very carefully the Compact changes. Our associa-
tion adopted a motion to support this Compact. The association agrees that the
proposed Bill is not going to make everybody happy, but it is much preferred as an
alternative to massive federal control in the Basin. The bottom line is that the ben-
efits far outweigh the defects. The Association supports the concept that a
strengthened bi-state agency —TRPA— is the most appropriate governing body to
control growth in the Basin. And certainly we would like to go on record that
Nevada’s Senator Spike Wilson and Assemblyman Joe Dini are commended for
their outstanding work in the long negotiating process. Also, Governor List is
applauded for his concern and efforts to coordinate the process with Governor
Brown. And especially Governor List is commended for getting this out to the
public and the issues out prior to it being considered in the California Legislature.
And I think he orchestrated that very well, We have heard a lot of comments from
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Nevada about the negotiations with the Californians. Certainly the negotiating job
well done by the Nevadans is greatly appreciated by the property owners of Incline
Village. And we also have concerns about the turkeys that may be appointed to
this TRPA governing body and the advisory commission. Now that’s very impor-
tant. We feel that that is the bottom line, really, and the key to the success of
TRPA. Selecting and appointing highly qualified, highly motivated individuals with
high standards and principals are the real keys to the success of the Bill over the
long term. The future of TRPA, the future of the environment within the Basin,
the future of the individual property rights will rest in the hands of these appoint-
ees. Our Association is most willing to cooperate in identifying a list of acceptable
nominees for the appointing process. We need to work together to find acceptable
individuals for the background, the knowledge, the interest and the willingness to
attend meetings and make these hard choices that will protect the overall environ-
ment, the interests of taxpayers, property owners, and individual rights. And if we
do that, and get these highly qualified people on the TRPA, we are confident that
this strengthened body will work and we’ll be very pleased with it. Therefore, we
urge the Nevada Legislature to pass this Bill and further urge Governor List to
promptly sign the Bill into law. Thank you.

SENATOR NEAL:
The Chair recognizes David Horton

Davip HorRTON:

Chairman Neal: My name is David Horton. | am legal counsel of the National
Committee to Restore the Constitution, and one of our activities is to address our-
selves to the question of regional government. There have been Bills introduced in
twenty-two state legislatures to investigate the constitutionality of regional govern-
ment. [ think there have been reports out of some five, all of whom conclude that
regional government does in fact violate the U.S. Constitution. The Tahoe
Regional Planning Agency is kind of a pilot program for more ambitious regional
government schemes. And the name itself is something of a deception. It is called
a planning compact. That is how it was first introduced, that is how it was first
merchandised. Actually, it is a regional government having a governing body,
exercising all sorts of powers over the lives and property of our citizens, an unelec-
ted governing body, not subject to recall or any other form of direct accountability
to the people whose lives and property are so immediately controlled. Now, on
page 21 and page 25, of the typewritten version of this Bill, we find all kinds of leg-
islative powers being vested in an unelected body. This means that this measure
constitutes a major department, departure from the principles of responsible gov-
ernment in the United States. Nowhere else is legislative or policy-making power
vested in unelected hands lawfully. The former Bill required collaboration which
affected local governments inside the newly over-governed area, now page 22 looks
to ‘“‘collaborative planning with local governmental agencies located outside the
region.”” The ‘“‘agency shall seek the cooperation and consider the recommenda-
tions of counties and cities.”” So who runs the show? They do. This is not a plan-
ning proposal, it is another layer of over-government exercising governmental
power to the exclusion of our local government and our local elected officials. One
portion of the Bill amounts to permanent injunction until some future date against
the use of property. The Legislature is being asked, in effect, to pass a form of Bill
of attainder with regard to these vested property rights. No process of law for the
individuals affected is being afforded to the people whose rights are adversely torn
down. On page 26, we have all sorts of prohibitions, even against our cities or
counties having any say in what this non-elected body, that combines both legisla-
tive and executive powers, does with regard to that particular area. There is a case
that 1 think illustrates a couple of points that should be considered. One is that
there is already, and this Bill proposes to perpetuate, the legislative powers being
delegated unlawfully by this measure. The case is unanimous in concluding that
legislative immunity attaches to these so-called regional legislators. Now that means
a number of things. It means that Section 3 of our Constitution is being already
violated. This Bill proposes to continue the violation, by combining legislative and
executive powers. Although the Supreme Court, in one of the myriad of cases that
is involving the TRPA, and a cursory reading of only about half of this Bill con-
vinces me that there are going to be a lot of other cases involving TRPA, although
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they were unanimous in this respect, there is a dissent that points up clearly the
nature of the legislative power involved here. [ quote from Justice Marshall:
“Immunity for appointed regional officials is without common law antecedents or
state constitutional status.”” Even the Compact does not purport to confer immu-
nity on TRPA officials and neither California nor Nevada has claimed any such
intent in the briefs filed in the instant case. More significantly, none of TRPA’s
ten-member governing board is elected; six are appointed by county and city gov-
ernments in the area, two are appointed by the governors of California and Nevada
respectively and two are members by virtue of their offices in state natural resource
agencies. Thus no member of the board is directly accountable to the public for his
legislative acts. To quote, “These officials, with absolute protection from control
by the electorate is so attenuated, subverts the very system of checks and balances
that the doctrine of legislative privilege was designed to secure,” and also the
doctrine of Article 111 of our state Constitution requires that we secure. *‘‘Insulat-
ing appointed officials,’’ continues Justice Marshall, ““from liability, no matter how
egregious their legislative misconduct, is unlikely to enhance the integrity of the
decisional process. Nor will public support for the outcome of such processes be
fostered by a scheme placing these decision-makers beyond constitutional con-
straints.”” Now the fact that there has been this large number of cases means that
one of the functions of the present method of operation has been to pit public tax
monies against private citizen dollars in litigating everybody to death. At least the
citizens are litigated to death. The tax-eaters of course appear to survive quite
handsomely. They have a basis for justifying their existence by means of all the
lawsuits. Now some of the areas of constitutional violations include the fact that
all of our constitutions and our very theory of representative government requires
that we have a republican or representative form of government. Yet we find on
page 4, lines 21 and 22, that this is to be denied certain citizens who happen to live
in this Basin area. There is no authority for the establishment of regions composed
of parts of states and counties, and exactly to that extent that there is a combina-
tion of governmental functions between California and Nevada, there is a violation
of the interdiction contained in the United States Constitution against combining
states or parts of states. It departs from the basic principle of American govern-
ment that reposes the legislative policy-making power only in elected representatives
of the government, and this is spelled out in Section 1 of the Constitution of the
United States, Section IV of the Nevada and California Constitutions. This legisla-
tive power is non-delegable. It violates the mandate contained in Article 111 of our
own Constitution, which is very explicit and is almost identical in language to the
mandate of Article I1I of the California Constitution. Article IV, Section 3, Clause
1 of the U.S. Constitution, is what forbids the formation of new states from the
junction of two or more states or parts of states without the consent of the legisla-
tures and the Congress. But it is because these extensive governmental powers com-
bine the powers of California and Nevada that they violate the prohibitions of this
restriction. It abolishes county powers from the hands of the electors without their
consent as required by Article 1V, Section 36, of the Nevada Constitution. This
also amounts to a further violation of our Nevada Constitution, Article 1V, Section
20, which prohibits special legislation. In all other areas, our elected county offi-
cials control local matters. Only in this special area subject to this unlawful special
legislation, are they controlled by non-elected ‘‘regional legislators.”” The TRPA
further violates Article I1I of the Nevada Constitution by placing the execution of
these very same special laws into the same hands as the regional legislators. The
form of abolition of county government attempted by the TRPA is worse, however,
than the abolition provided for by the Nevada constitutional provision when it is
followed. Popular consent is required. In following the constitutional referendum
process, the voters at least leave themselves with elected officials; if they vote to
abolish their counties, they still have a county government where the officials are
elected. The measure being considered totally deprives those living in the area of
the powers over their own affairs that are exercised by their fellow Nevadans every-
where else. [ think that there is an implicit slur in this proposal against the local
officials and the citizens of the area affected. The Bill is saying that non-elected,
unaccountable functionnaires can govern parts of our state in violation of our
respective constitutions better than the citizens living there can in conformity with
these constitutions. This is not only insulting but it is an error. Now there is a
comparison between why the procedures provided in our constitutions are successful
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and lawful and why free the enterprise system has been so successful, mainly, the
man making the decision in his own shop makes fewer mistakes. Secondly, he cor-
rects those mistakes. This is the same principle that we try to implement by having
elected county officials control those affairs that are most closely associated with
our daily lives. They make fewer mistakes. We locals don’t claim to be perfect.
We know we make mistakes. But we don’'t make as many of them because we
know the situation better. Secondly, we have to look eyeball-to-eyeball to the citi-
zens who are picking up the tab, and that is as close as we can get to an analogy in
the free enterprise system in applying these principles to our government. It
happens also to be what is provided for and indeed required, both by the Nevada
Constitution and the Constitution of the United States. The philosophy of this
measure, therefore, is wrong, both constitutionally and it is against human nature.
Therefore, only mischief can be reasonably expected. Just like the number of pages
devoted to this —

SENATOR NEAL:

Excuse me for interrupting you, but how many more pages do you have to go
through? Are you just about through?

MR. HORTON:

I have two more pages of notes.

Just the like the number of pages devoted to the topic has burgeoned from twelve
to twenty to now three, so the innocuous sounding planning project as it was ini-
tially represented, has grown and will continue to grow to the monstrous propor-
tions of yet another irresponsible, unaccountable layer of government on the people
of the area. It is more reasonable to conclude, as a matter of policy, as a matter of
legislation, that the control of an area should be left in the hands of those that live
there, as our Constitution provides, as both our Constitutions provide. It is not
reasonable, it is not logical, it is not fair. In fact, it is presumptive and impudent
to conclude that those who sincerely admire the beauties of the area enough that
they go to live there will mess up their own environment. Yet that is the philoso-
phy behind this measure. The humanitarians are going to protect us from this
irresistible impulse to despoil our own environment. Mr. chairman, it is not the
circle of despoilers that we need protection from, it is from the dear fools who will
take away our liberties under the guise of protecting us from ourselves. There are
several other items that I think need to be invited to the attention of this group. 1
think everyone is aware of the haste in which this is presented. We find that the
Special Session was announced on Wednesday, yesterday copies of the Bill, 50
pages long, in typewritten legal size paper, are available, today there is this hearing
and tomorrow, presumably, there is going to be some action. Now particularly in
view of what has been represented to be the alternative, namely that the Legislature
is being presented with a package deal, liberty consists of the right to accept or
refuse one thing at a time. The package deal compromises and prejudices the legis-
lative discretion that the people of this state have a right to expect from their elec-
ted representatives. The intimidation that has been mentioned frequently here
today, that if we don’t buy this bad Bill, that I think even the gaming industry
admits is bad, but they are intimidated into thinking that they will get something
worse, if they don’t swallow this, is in effect a contempt of the Nevada Legislature.
It should be treated as such. It should not be knuckled under to. Not only is the
intimidation very forceful, but it is a paper tiger. | would remind some of the legis-
lators that a very few short years ago there was a phrase in the ordinance preceding
the Nevada Constitution containing what is called the disclaimer clause, and it was
thought at that time: ‘““Look out, we cannot do anything to assert our control over
public lands.”” Today it is difficult in some parts of the state to find any public
officials who are not in favor of this measure. And the seed to this change is the
realization that we have vast legislative powers that are not being used to protect
ourselves and our government from this very type of intimidation. Let me invite
your attention to one further change that this Bill represents. As you are well
aware, the public lands Bill was widely supported in both houses in the last session.
It was a wise measure. It was an encouraging measure. You might say it put
Nevada on the map. It has caused Nevada to become a leader in the effort to
regain state sovereignty. And it shows great promise for not only improving our
own lot but showing our sister states of how to get our Constitution back. Yet
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what does this TRPA Bill provide on page 2 line 387 The public lands Bill was
asserting that the federal government had no constitutional authority to exercise
control over lands in the state unless: number one, they bought the land; number
two, they got the consent of the legislature; and number three, they built a fort on
it. That’s Article I, Section 8, Clause 17, which is controlling so far as public land
is concerned. It is also controlling so far as the activity of the federal government
is concerned. Yet what does this measure ask the Nevada Legislature to do that has
almost unanimously come out in favor of the U.S. Constitution and enforcing it?
It asks the Nevada Legislature to agree, explicitly, to violate that very provision.
Here it is: The federal government has an interest in the acquisition of recreational
property and the management of resources in the region to preserve environmental
and recreational values. And the federal government should assist the states in ful-
filling their responsibilities. In other words, this Bill is saying, ‘“‘Back off from
what you did last session. Change your minds. Knuckle under.”” And 1 think the
idea of trying to deliberate on a measure of this complexity and having this far-
reaching effect, should be met by three things, three steps, taken by legislators who
are called into Special Session. First, of course, you should answer the roll call
tomorrow. Secondly, you should move for adjournment which I understand is not
debatable. Then, if enough of your colleagues are in favor of giving some attention
to this, you should go home, not however, before presenting your travel vouchers.
Thank you.

SENATOR NEAL:
The Chair recognizes Senator Dodge.

SENATOR DODGE:

Chairman Neal, I would like to make a comment that 1 think ought to be placed
in the record to clear up some inferences that have been made by different speak-
ers, 1 am sure, in good faith, that these amendments were negotiated in a vacuum
by two people from the State of Nevada, that all the legislators were not enlight-
ened about what was going on, we came in here without any prior information
about this Bill. I want to point out, for the benefit of all the people here, not the
legislators because they know this, —about three months ago we were furnished by
our research division, an annotated version of the amendments that were being con-
sidered. It was a page-by-page recitation of the existing compact provisions and
wherever there were amendments suggested, the amendatory language was opposite
that with explanations. Now that was about three months ago. When the final
version was negotiated, that Bill was mailed in the same form in which we see it
printed today. It was a mimeographed form, it indicated all the deletions from the
Compact and all the additions. And that was received by all the legislators about a
month ago. Before we ever came here, all of us had the opportunity to spend
whatever time and whatever investigation, and make whatever inquiry we wanted
about the impact of those provisions. | want to point out further that for all the
sessions that 1 can remember in the Seventies, we have been dealing with proposals
on the TRPA that would try to reach some accord with the State of California
where we could track in the same direction, and try to get away from the impasse
and get something accomplished up there. Admittedly, every legislator was not
here in all those sessions. Some people were here for the first time in the last ses-
sion but we dealt with it then extensively. We dealt with it extensively in 1977 when
Governor Michael O’Callaghan presented a proposal. We also dealt with it in prior
sessions. | just want to point out that there are some people around the legislature
who have a pretty good knowledge and a pretty good background and a pretty
good idea about what the pros and cons are on all of the provisions that are in this
TRPA. And in all the years that we have, in all the sessions we have considered
this Bill, we had extensive hearings and we reviewed on the merits, the testimony
that we received from people in the Basin, people from California and people in
our own government. Mr. Chairman, | do want to remove from the public's mind
any impression that this Legislature comes in here unprepared to deal with the
judgments they need to deal with on these amendments.

SENATOR NEAL:
Thank you. The Chair recognizes Larry Hoffman.
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LARRY HOFFMAN:

Chairman Neal, ladies and gentlemen of the Legislature. My name is Lawrence
L. Hoffman. I am an attorney. | represent the Tahoe-Sierra Preservation Council;
in spite of the fact that 1 am an attorney, 1 recognize that the hour is late and my
remarks will be quite brief. Let me quickly tell you a little about the organization |
represent so that you can understand where our position comes from. The Tahoe-
Sierra Preservation Council is a large, in fact, the largest, property owner organiza-
tion in the Lake Tahoe Basin.

There are approximately thirty to thirty-five thousand individual property owners
in the Lake Tahoe Basin today. You are hearing today from two organizations.
Mr. Payne spoke for the North Tahoe Property Owners’ organization, | am speak-
ing for the Tahoe-Sierra Preservation Council. Both organizations have a high
degree of compatibility. We both support this legislation. It may seem a little bit
incongruous to you to see the property owners for the first time come down to the
Legislature and say that we are supporting this kind of legislation. Quite frankly,
we’ve traced the alternatives. We know the scenario. | don’t think the scenario is
quite as brief and as quick as Mr. Fazio moving his Bill through Congress. | see a
whole scenario if these compact negotiations break off. They can only end up with
more onerous restrictions in the Tahoe Basin and much higher degrees of depriv-
ation of property rights than currently exist. We’re quite fearful of what will hap-
pen on the State of California side of the Basin. We're quite concerned what will
happen through the EPA in both water quality planning and air quality planning.
We're quite concerned about the transportation issues. There's a whole myriad of
dominoes that seem to start falling over in ways that we perceive will be much more
harmful. Our organization is committed to the notion that you can preserve and
protect Lake Tahoe and preserve and protect property rights. What has changed in
the last, I think, two to three years, which is very positive, is the fact that for the
first time we are seeing at all levels of public government, federal, state and local, a
recognition that you can no longer zone people into oblivion, regulate them into
oblivion * * * that the fair and equitable way is to purchase their property. Our
organization has worked very hard for the passage of the Santini-Burton Bill. The
minimum estimate, under the Santini-Burton Bill, is one hundred fifty million dol-
lars that will be available in the Lake Tahoe Basin over the next ten years. For the
members of the Clark county delegation that are here today, | want you to know
that the people in Lake Tahoe really believe and support the notion of that Bill and
they're doing everything to get it passed this year if at all possible. On the
California ballot this year, for the first time, is an eighty-five million dollar bond
proposition. Eighty-five million dollars for land acquisition in the Lake Tahoe
Basin. My message 1o you is, that it is absolutely essential, as the TRPA Compact
goes ahead, to have substantial state and federal funding, as well as local funding,
because up until now the burden has been on local governments to meet the other
side of the equation. The other side of the equation is, as the Basin shuts down
and slows down, and as more and more people are unable to use their property,
equity, justice, and our view of the constitution says you ought to purchase that
property. In the next Legislature I will be very hopeful that the Legislature will
consider on the Nevada side as well, there is a need for additional funding on Lake
Tahoe Basin on two scores: one, to assist in property acquisition, you will hear
more about the acquisition of the Kahle site, our organization and most of the elec-
ted representatives in the Basin support that acquisition. We think that’s impor-
tant. But there are definite money problems there. And secondly, from our
perspective, the most serious problem facing Lake Tahoe is not necessarily the
private property owner. The private property owner only owns roughly twenty-nine
percent of that Basin. Seventy-one percent of that Basin is in public hands. All
those public agencies are starved for money. The road system, as most of you
know that have been into the Basin, is in dire need of substantial repair or
upgrading, to avoid run-off and erosion, road cuts, all of those kinds of problems.
Those are the areas where we need money. We see the passage of this legislation,
and believe me, we have had extensive dialogue at the national level with almost all
the pecople involved, as absolutely essential to getting substantially more federal
funding beyond Santini-Burton for those things that are necessary, including
erosion control, two-way planning funds, water quality planning funds, which are
essential in the Basin. We really urge this legislation. | know today is not the time,
to seriously consider next year, your additional share of money. We have those
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commitments from California. We are working in that direction. Believe me, we
have not been at all pleased with the California administration. We have been very
pleased with the attitude that was taken in the California Legislature to our plea for
additional money. So as the bottom line, our organization, representing literally
thousands of private property owners in the Lake Tahoe Basin, while we recognize
that there are many problems with this Bill, on balance, it does lend its support to
the passage of the Compact. Thank you.

ASSEMBLYMAN Dini:
The Chair recognizes Daisy Talvitie.

Daisy TALVITIE:

Chairman Dini, 1 am speaking as a private citizen. 1 am going to keep it short
because I think we’ve heard enough rhetoric for the day. I am going to have just a
few remarks to make. It seems to me that a large part of what I’ve heard today
brings me back to thinking of that famous old statement *“* * * What we have to
fear is fear itself * * *°. Many of the fears 1 have heard expressed in terms of the
EIS, in my view are unfounded. To require an EIS for a private residential unit, I
would feel would be arbitrary and capricious, that any responsible governing board
or body would know that rule of law and the rule of interpretation by the courts is
almost always one that you must have a degree of reasonableness. If you tried to
go that route they'd probably know they’d end up in court. So I don’t have any
fear that is the way there’re going to go. I think that they will follow a rule of rea-
sonableness. 1'm concerned too about the Loop Road. But I also feel that there is
another way in which we look at the situation in relation to the Loop Road. And
that is, that instead of saying that we completely lost the ball game, maybe we
should say we’ve won half of it. We have forced them to consider it. It’s a part of
it. In the past, California has been totally negative to even consideration of it. It’s
not precluded. We now have an assurance it will at least be considered. And 1
think that’s a halfway step forward anyway, and that we might be making some
progress. In terms of the fact that people are saying that the Lake is not polluted,
there is a degree of truth in that. The lake is oligotrophic which is a state of
purity. We don’t want it to become eutrophic, which is a state of pollution. That
is exactly what it’s all about. But at the same time the oligotrophic state of the
Lake is gradually decreasing and there are only two such lakes anywhere in the
world. It's a great scientific rarity and that’s what is responsible for its clarity and
we have seen some decrease in that. So let’s keep it in the present state of purity.
Basically that is the main thing I want to say to you except let’s not be afraid to
move forward. Let's not visualize a lot of problems by stretching the imagination
out there to find them. There is no such thing as a perfect piece of legislation.
Every piece of legislation is going to be only so good as those people who imple-
ment it. That’s going to be true whether it be at the state, local or federal level.
What I would say to you today, when you ask the question ‘‘Is there really a fed-
eral threat?”’. Yes, there is. 1've read the Fazio Bill and there are some real dan-
gers in it, one of which is that it would bring the federal government into the
licensing review on gaming, at least for a period of moratorium. | think that is the
most dangerous that we could ever face in this state. I certainly would want to
ward it off. There are a number of other features that I feel the same way about.
But if we fail, during these next few days, those people who have now agreed to
come back, and came back to the negotiating table after so long a time, probably
won’t come back to that negotiating table again, And it will go to the Congress,
and there will be an increased push by those today who support the Compact who
will feel they’ve lost their chance and they must turn to Congress. Very honestly, 1
much prefer to see this state take one giant step forward for Lake Tahoe and the
Lake Tahoe Basin. 1| feel we’ll be taking that great giant step between this
Compact and the Santini-Burton Bill, which I would urge this Legislature, if you're
going to do any resolutions at all, and | hesitate to even suggest one, if you were
going to do one, the one thing I would suggest would be a resolution of support of
Senate passage of the Santini-Burton Bill. I'm not asking to do one. 1 said if you
were going to do any. If I were going to ask for one, that would be the one | was
going to ask for. Thank you.

CHAIRMAN Dini:
The Chair recognizes Tom Cook.
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Tom Cook:

Chairman Dini, members of the Legislature, my name is Tom Cook. 1 live in
Reno at 30 Sonora Circle. Back in 1975 I had the honor of being appointed to the
governing board of the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency by Governor Mike
O’Callaghan. 1 served on that board until December of last year. Today, however,
I am speaking only on behalf of myself. Reasonable people in both states agree
that the present compact does not sufficiently protect the basin from overdevelop-
ment. But the efforts to revise or amend the compact have taken time, a lot of
time, patience and incredible forbearance and hard work. [ particularly, at this
time, want to commend the zeal and steadfast determination of Assemblyman Joe
Dini and Senator Spike Wilson of Nevada and Assemblyman Calvo and Senator
Garamendi of California. For those of you who don’t know, John Polish knows,
John Garamendi’s father is from Ely. He played football at the University of
Nevada at the same time John was playing. He was president of the student body
of the A.S.U.N. So John Garamendi has some pretty good roots and I think that
might have helped the negotiating process. He is also my cousin. This Bill, this
proposal, it's not a California Bill and it’s not a Nevada Bill. As Senator Gibson
has pointed out, it is a compromise. It represents a compromise between two sov-
ereign states and it doesn’t obviously satisfy all interests. But no good compromise
ever did. We should remember that no one is alone in thinking of the common
good. None of us is infallible. In the world of public policy, the test is whether or
not a compromise represents an advance over the status quo. With all of its com-
promises, the proposed revision of the compact represents a gigantic advance over
the present bi-state compact. There are those that still have a lot of concern and a
lot of worries about certain provisions in the Bill, fears that it isn’t exactly as per-
fect as they would like it. I would answer those fears in the words of an old philos-
opher who said, **The man who insists on seeing with perfect clearness before he
decides, never decides.”” The decision made in this Special Session will decide
whether in future years, Tahoe will be a paradise of sparkling blue water, clean
mountain air, and outdoor recreation or a monument to man’s shorthandedness,
short vision, with overcrowding, pollution, traffic jams and only the fading
memory of a once-beautiful environment. As for me, | support the Bill, and I'm
confident, I really am. I am confident that this time we will not fail and that
Nevada and California will at last meet this challenge together. Thank you, Mr.
Chairman.

ASSEMBLYMAN DINT:

Is Bryce Wilson here? Is Dick Scott here? If they are not here, the Chair recog-
nizes Pete Perry.

ASSEMBLYMAN WEISE:

Mr. Chairman, while we’re waiting for Mr. Perry to come down, could you ask
the staff to clarify something before we come into session tomorrow and that is
what types of taxes would be available to the transportation districts? [ have a note
from Mr. Daykin that says in fact, a personal income tax could be levied by the
district, without legislative authority, also a license tax upon business based on
square footage but not on gross receipts, also a flat per capita tax and finally, a tax
on vehicles based on mileage or weight, but not value. If the staff could possibly
get together with the legal staff so we could resolve this, we would appreciate it.
Thank you.

CHAIRMAN Dini:
We’ll have the staff work on it tonight. The Chair recognizes Pete Perry.

PETE PERRY:

Chairman Dini, members of the special legislative committee, my name is Pete
Perry. 1 am an attorney, resident of Incline Village, Nevada, and | am a land
developer there. As the majority of the speakers before me, 1 am in support of this
proposal. | will not spend time on accolades to Assemblyman Joe Dini and Senator
Spike Wilson. They certainly have earned them. They've worked long and hard
against almost impossible odds and 1 believe the revised compact should be passed
on your special legislative session tommorrow. | would like to point out one prob-
lem area, somewhat similar to the Douglas County problem area that exists. It's a
problem area that exists in Incline Village, in Washoe County. Presently before the
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TRPA are six projects. These projects began, in planning and development stage in
1977. Formal permits have been on application before the major project review
authorities for over eighteen months. All six of these projects are presently in a
category unique to TRPA itself, I suppose. It is a category called ‘‘Denied Without
Prejudice’. A definition of that category is that these projects would have received
staff approval and recommendation to pass, to the board, but there are some
sewer, water and traffic problems at Incline. To accommodate these projects, the
TRPA with the consent of the projects, were placed in the category in a holding
pattern so that they would, when the sewer, water and traffic problems were allevi-
ated at Incline, be brought before the TRPA. We made application to go before
the TRPA, for all six projects and we are on the September 24th agenda. Unfortu-
nately, the part of the Bill that you are going to consider tomorrow, on the Nevada
moratorium, would totally eliminate these projects from any further review by
TRPA for two and a half years. And I would like to point out that in October of
1979, TRPA would not pass any projects from Incline. So there has been a year-
long moratorium in effect while a study has been made of the area. So we have
had no major projects in over a year already, another two and half years and then
we’re looking at three and a half years. I would like to point out some of the side
effects of that. We’ve seen the rush to the courthouse, in a sense, not the tradi-
tional sense. We’ve seen over seven hundred and thirty-nine building applications
this year alone. Those applications were predicated on fear of what might be con-
tained in here. There are projects that have gone out and bought all of their build-
ing permits even though they can’t build. They don’t have the funds to build,
because of fears of what was in here. Now that this has been published, that fear
has been allayed. There is no concern about approved projects. The constitutional
vesting that Senator Wilson mentioned, has not been tampered with. What the side
effect of this is, that this is all that is eligible to build at Incline. There will be no
more building beyond that for two and a half years. There’s going to be an exodus
from Incline and it’s already started. George Sayer, whom many of you know, a
nineteen-year resident of Incline Village, sold his house last week. He’s a contrac-
tor up there. There are no projects. There is nothing that can be done at Incline,
and I don’t think that that was the intent of this legislation and these negotiations.
Assemblyman Joe Dini and Senator Spike Wilson went back and raised the three
hundred figure to seven hundred and thirty-nine, 1 believe, so that projects could
continue to be built at Incline. But unfortunately there are no projects available,
save those six projects that are presently before TRPA. So I'm asking just to give
us a chance, to ‘“‘grandfather’’ us in, to exempt us till we can go—just on the
Nevada moratorium—I'm not asking any effect on the compact language which
cannot be changed, I understand, I'm asking just for the Nevada moratorium to
exempt those projects presently before the TRPA in the ‘““Denied Without Preju-
dice’’ category, to give us a chance to go back to TRPA, to work with Douglas and
Washoe County to try and resolve the sewer problem that is affecting us, to try and
present new information that shows that there is adequate water for our projects
and we also have other solutions that we want to present to them and would be pre-
senting them en masse for the first time. This would give us an opportunity in the
next thirty to sixty days to do that. | would also like to point out that one of these
projects was at one time, when the man acquired it, the last remaining casino site
on the North Shore of Lake Tahoe. This legislature met some years ago and legis-
lated that casino site away from him. Now this legislature is meeting and will legis-
late his right to build even condominiums on that particular land. The six projects
could contain seven hundred units. We’'re only asking to build two hundred and
eighty. You can see the voluntary downzoning. The architect that appeared before
you previously on the agenda, stated that these projects were good projects and
deserve your consideration. At least give us a chance to go to the TRPA. Three-
and-half year moratorium, in effect, is more than Incline can face. I thank you for
your time.

ASSEMBLYMAN DiInNI:
The Chair recognizes Assemblyman Robinson.
ASSEMBLYMAN ROBINSON:

Chairman Dini, did you call me senator? Thanks for the promotion. 1 would
like to—
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ASSEMBLYMAN DINI:
You act like one. The Chair recognizes Assemblyman Robinson.

ASSEMBLYMAN ROBINSON:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. [ would like to take just a moment or two to sup-
port Senator Dodge's remarks as a Southern Nevada legislator. And particularly
from the viewpoint of those of us who are on the Government Affairs Committees
in both houses, that the testimony that we've been hearing today is coming from
very much the same people and we’re hearing very much the same problems and the
same testimony that we heard on the Assembly Bill 503 and the Senate Bill 323, the
freeze Bill on gaming and the Bill that we had out of the Assembly that really
tightened up on the compact. These hearings that we had on the new county at the
North Shore of the Lake also brought out about the same people, or very similar.
So that the testimony we’ve heard over and over, we’re hearing over and over again
today. And what most of the legislators, except maybe perhaps some of those who
didn’t attend the meetings, will be hearing again as we discuss it further. My point
in supporting Senator Dodge’s statement, is that the accusation that the—that we
haven’t really been apprised of what’s going on or that we may not understand it—
the editorials in the press that the legislature is convening to try to consider a very
complex problem in one day, when actually we’'ve agonized over the thing for
months and weeks and years and | don’t know how many hours that we’ve spent in
the committee hearings on it—means that we really were kept aware of what was
going on as the negotiations were progressing between our representatives and those
in California. I resented also the remark that, by one of the witnesses, that we be
sure to fill out our travel vouchers, before we’ve adjourned. Intimating that per-
haps we were here for the money that the state is so bountifully providing us for
taking our time away from our work and our families. I’'m not here because it was
my idea. I'm here because the Chief Executive of the State of Nevada summoned
me here, | think that is one thing that we and the press should realize, that the leg-
islature should respect the wishes of the Governor of the State of Nevada that we
review this. And so I did resent that remark, and I just wanted to support Senator
Dodge on his explanation.

ASSEMBLYMAN DINI:

Thank you, Assemblyman Robinson. Is Phil Overlander here? Mr. Overlander
doesn’t wish to testify? Is there anyone who has not testified and who signed the
roster?

ASSEMBLYMAN Dini:
The Chair recognizes John Riley.

JoHN RILEY:
Chairman Dini, I am John Riley and I wish to testify.

ASSEMBLYMAN DiINI:

Is there anyone else besides Mr. Riley who has signed the roster and wishes to
testify? If not, the Chair recognizes John Riley.

JoHN RILEY:

Chairman Dini, you will remember that 1 was the last speaker after midnight
before this subcommittee here. So 1 am happy to know that I'm the last speaker
tonight. 1 haven’t much to say, but I want to speak to you on two points in your
Bill which I have before me and you may or may not wish to refer to it. | am John
McClintock Riley. 1 can’t give you my address because 1 just moved my bank
account from North Shore and my post office to South Shore so I don’t remember
what the box number is. But I'm a skier, a broken-down one. I’ve been skiing for
more than fifty years. Got a new hip, I'm going to be skiing this winter. On page
twelve, line nine to twelve ‘A Recreation Plan’’. Then go to line twelve ‘‘Areas
for Skiing’’. I'm happy to see that that has been added in. 1 wish it had been a
further alpine skiing. So I went before you to have you understand that skiing is
both cross-country and downhill; and if you use downhill, the lazy skier today has
to have a lift, which is my business. 1 spoke to Fazio about changing the schemat-
ics of his Bill and 1 am happy to have heard several speakers here use the term,
““National Recreation Area’ instead of scenic area. Ladies and gentlemen, this
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whole Lake Tahoe is a recreation area and we should not try to change it to a
scenic area. And I hope we will recognize that this is the case. There are four val-
leys that are ski-oriented. At the north is Squaw Valley, next is Alpine Meadows,
the ski area that I founded fifteen years ago, Ward Valley where [ have lifts and
my real estate, and Blackwood, the next valley down and, ladies and gentlemen,
there is no other skiing on the west side of Tahoe until you get clear down to
Donner Ski Ranch, no, Sierra Ski Ranch. They are either too steep or too flat.
Now if you could turn to page ten, I’'m through.

ASSEMBLYMAN Dini:
Page ten, John?

MR. RILEY:

Yes, on line 48, you're going to develop ‘‘carrying capacities’’. 1 have said many
times before and, I think at some later legislature, you and the legislature in
California are going to have to face up to what is the holding capacity. When Dick
Heikka had the TRPA, [ think it came out three hundred thousand, three eighty
thousand, whatever. When that number, after this study, results in two hundred
thousand, three hundred thousand or at the original TRPA hearing in 1971, at
which J. K. Smith presented the plan, I was picked up on a comment that [ made (I
always talk) 1 was picked up by the New York Times as saying that I believe there
will be a million people living here some day. And ladies and gentlemen, if we
don’t legislate and this is my point, if we don’t legislate a holding capacity and
both states agree that when that point is reached, the gates will be closed and not
one person can come in. This is true in Desolation Valley now. This is true in
Yosemite, and we must recognize that if both states don’t do it, if California does
it by trying to keep their children small by buying only diapers instead of blue
jeans, if California does that, people will come in through Nevada. So I ask you,
to join with the two states and address the fact that we must have a limit on the
number of people that can come here. And 1 thank you and I’'m happy I’m the last
person.

ASSEMBLYMAN Dinig:

Thank you John. It's a pleasure having you with us again. The Chair recognizes
Assemblyman Weise.

ASSEMBLYMAN WEISE:

Mr. Chairman, before you adjourn the committee, on behalf of my constituency,
which is the largest populated district in Nevada, Incline and Crystal Bay, I'd like
to thank you and the Commission and members of the Legislature for coming
down here today, for holding the hearings, for the explanations but also the oppor-
tunities to allay many of the fears that I know several of the people in my districts
had. They feel much better. I think the support from particularly the organized
groups within the Basin speaks well for your efforts and, again, 1 particularly want
to thank you for the public expression and opportunity that we have had today.

ASSEMBLYMAN DiINI:

Thank you very much for your comments, Mr. Weise. Any other Assemblyman
or Senator wish to say anything before this meeting’s adjourned? 1’ll now turn it
back over to Senator Ashworth, Chairman of the Legislative Commission. We
thank you very much for your attention and for your fine remarks.

Senator Keith Ashworth in the Chair.
SENATOR ASHWORTH:

Thank you very much, I would also like to express my appreciation on behalf of
the ngislative Commission to the two Joes, Senator Joe Neal and Assemblyman
Joe Dini for chairing this meeting and for bringing the testimony before the legisla-
tors in this format. Senator Gibson and Speaker May, have requested that 1
announce that the Senate and the Assembly will meet in their respective houses in
the morning at eight o’clock for organization purposes. At nine o’clock we will go
into a Joint Session of the Senate and the Assembly to hear the Governor's address.
Following the Governor’s address, the Joint Session of the Senate and Assembly
will meet in Joint Committee of the Whole. Following the meeting of the
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Committee of the Whole, the Joint Session will be dissolved, and the Senate and
the Assembly will then re-convene in their respective Houses. 1 would like to
announce that it is not the intention of the Chairman of the Commission at this
time to go into any further business of the Commission. However, I would like to
announce, if tomorrow during the course of our deliberations there is any time
available, hold yourself available for a Legislative Commission meeting. There are
other matters on the agenda, that if we can possible handle tomorrow, it may
alleviate calling another Legislative Commission real soon. There are three
legislative committee reports available to be heard before the Commission, as well
as some other routine matters. So if there is no further business to come before the
Legislative Commission, I'll declare this meeting adjourned.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
SIGNING OF BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

There being no objections, the Speaker and Chief Clerk signed
Assembly Bill No. 1; Senate Bill No. 1; Assembly Resolution No. 1.

GUESTS EXTENDED PRIVILEGE OF ASSEMBLY FLOOR
On request of Assemblyman Getto, the privilege of the floor of the
Assembly Chamber for this day was extended to Mrs. Marilyn Getto
and Mr. Russell Brown.

On request of Assemblyman Harmon, the privilege of the floor of
the Assembly Chamber for this day was extended to Mrs. Linda
Harmon.

On request of Mr. Speaker, the privilege of the floor of the Assem-
bly Chamber for this day was extended to Mrs. Lucille May.

MOTIONS, RESOLUTIONS AND NOTICES
Mr. Speaker appointed Assemblymen Craddock, Fielding and
Marvel as a committee to wait upon His Excellency, Robert List, Gov-
ernor of the State of Nevada, and to inform him that the Assembly is
ready to adjourn sine die.

Mr. Speaker appointed Assemblymen Jeffrey, Rhoads and Bergevin
as a committee to wait upon the Senate, and to inform that honorable
body that the Assembly is ready to adjourn sine die.

A committee from the Senate, consisting of Senators Neal, Echols
and Dodge, appeared before the bar of the Assembly and announced
that the Senate is ready to adjourn sine die.

Assembyman Jeffrey reported that his committee had informed the
Senate that the Assembly is ready to adjourn sine die.

Assemblyman Craddock reported that his committee had informed
the Governor that the Assembly is ready to adjourn sine die.

Assemblyman Weise moved that the Fourteenth Special Session of
the Assembly of the Legislature of the State of Nevada adjourn sine
die.

Motion carried.

Assembly adjourned at 12:03 p.m.

Approved: PauL W. May
Speaker of the Assembly
Attest: MOURYNE B. LANDING
Chief Clerk of the Assembly
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Standing— Continued
Transportation, 3.
Ways and Means, 3.
Remarks from the floor re A.B. 1, 18, 34, 35, 47, 48.

GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS, COMMITTEE ON—
Members, appointment, 3.

GOVERNOR—
Escort appointed for, 7.
Informed Assembly organized, 4.
Informed Assembly ready to adjourn sine die, 119.
Message, 8, 18, 19.
Proclamation, 4.
Vote of thanks extended to, 9.

GUESTS EXTENDED PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR BY ASSEMBLYMAN—
Getto, 119.
Harmon, 119,
May, 119.

H

HARMON, HARLEY L., AssEMBLYMAN FROM CLARK COUNTY, No. 16 DISTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments—
Escort, Speaker of Assembly, 1.
Standing—
Elections, 3.
Government Affairs, 3.
Legislative Functions, 3.
Majority Floor Leader, designation as, 3.
Moves—
Adoption of resolution, A.R. 1, 5.
Assembly Standing Rules, adoption, 2.
Committee of the Whole, resolve into, A.B. 1, 11.
Joint Standing Rules, adoption, 2.
Suspend rules—
Declare emergency measure, A.B. 1, 5; S.B. 1, 6.
Transmit immediately to Senate, A.B. 1, 16; S.B. 1, 6.
Remarks from the floor re A.B. 1, 16.

HAYES, KAREN W., AsseMBLYMAN FROM CLARK CoUNTY, No, 13 DISTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments—
Escort, President pro Tempore of Senate, 6.
Standing—
Education, 3.
Judiciary (chairman), 3.
Transportation, 3.

HEALTH AND WELFARE, COMMITTEE ON—
Members, appointment, 3.

HICKEY, THOMAS J., AsSEMBLYMAN FROM CLARK COUNTY, No. 18 DisTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments, standing—
Agriculture (chairman), 2.
Elections, 3.
Ways and Means, 3.
Moves, press representatives, accreditation, 3.
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HORN, NICHOLAS J., AsSEMBLYMAN FROM CLARK CoUNTY, No. 15 DISTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments—
Invite Senate to meet in Joint Session, 6.
Standing—
Commerce, 2.
Elections (chairman), 3.
Judiciary, 3.

J

JEFFREY, JOHN E., AsSEMBLYMAN FROM CLARK CounTy, No. 22 DisTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments—
Inform Senate Assembly ready to adjourn sine die, 119.
Standing—
Commerce (chairman), 2.
Government Affairs, 3.
Labor and Management, 3.

JOINT COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE—
A.B. 1—

Addressed by—
Assemblyman Dini, 9.
Assemblyman Mann, 9.
Assemblyman Weise, 10.
Senator Gibson, 9.
Senator Raggio, 10.
Senator Wilson, 10.

Dissolve, motion to, 10.

Resolve into, motion to, 9.

Rise, motion to, 10.

JOINT RULES— See Rules.

JOINT SESSION—
Dissolve, motion to, 10.
Governor’s message, 8.
Resolve into Joint Committee of the Whole, motion to, 9.

JUDICIARY, COMMITTEE ON—
Members, appointment, 3.

JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT—See Supreme Court of the State of
Nevada.

L

LABOR AND MANAGEMENT, COMMITTEE ON—
Members, appointment, 3.

LANDING, MOURYNE B.—See Chief Clerk of Assembly.

LAXALT, PAUL, U.S. SENATOR—
Message, 20.

LEGISLATIVE FUNCTIONS, COMMITTEE ON—
Members, appointment, 3.
Resolution introduced by, A.R. 1, 5.

LIST, ROBERT—See Governor.
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M
MAJORITY FLOOR LEADER—See Harmon, Harley L.

MALONE, MIKE, AsseMBLYMAN FROM CLARK CoUNTY, NO. 4 DISTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments, standing—
Education, 3.
Elections, 3.
Judiciary, 3.

MANN, LLOYD W., AsseMBLYMAN FROM CLARK CoOUNTY, No. 2 DISTRICT—
Addresses Joint Committee of the Whole re A.B. 1, 9.
Committee appointments, standing—
Agriculture, 2.
Taxation, 3.
Ways and Means, 3.
Remarks from the floor re A.B. 1, 35, 36.

MARVEL, JOHN W., ASSEMBLYMAN FROM HUMBOLDT-EUREKA-LANDER-CARLIN
TownNsHIP DISTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments—
Inform Governor Assembly ready to adjourn sine die, 119.
Standing—
Agriculture, 2.
Government Affairs, 3.
Taxation, 3.

MAY, PAUL W., AsseMBLYMAN FROM CLARK CouNTy, No. 19 DISTRICT—
Addresses Committee of the Whole re A.B. 1, 14,
Appoints committees—
Escort—
President of Senate, 7.
President pro Tempore of Senate, 6.
Secretary of State Swackhamer, 2.
Special—
Inform Governor Assembly ready to adjourn sine die, 119.
Inform Senate Assembly ready to adjourn sine die, 119.
Invite Senate to meet in Joint Session, 6.
Notify Governor Assembly organized, 2.
Notify Senate Assembly organized, 2.
Escort committee appointed for, 1.
Speaker of Assembly—
Declared to be, 1.
Nominated for, I.

MELLO, DONALD R., ASSEMBLYMAN FROM WasHOE COUNTY, No. 30 DisTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments, standing—
Legislative Functions, 3.
Ways and Means (chairman), 3.
Nominates Paul W, May for Speaker of Assembly, 1.

MINORITY FLOOR LEADER—See Weise, Robert L.

N

NEWSPAPERS—See Press Representatives.
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P

POLISH, JOHN M., ASSEMBLYMAN FROM LINCOLN-WHITE PINE DISTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments, standing—
Environment and Public Resources, 3.
Judiciary, 3.
Transportation, 3.

PRENGAMAN, PAUL, AsSEMBLYMAN FROM WasHOE CoOUNTY, No. 26 DisTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Comumittee appointments—
Escort, Secretary of State Swackhamer, 2.
Standing—
Environment and Public Resources, 3.
Judiciary, 3.
Transportation, 3.

PRESS REPRESENTATIVES—
Accreditation, 3.

PRICE, ROBERT E., AsseMBLYMAN FROM CLARK CouNTY, No. 17 DisTRICT—
Committee appointments—
Inform Senate Assembly organized, 2.
Standing—
Agriculture, 2.
Environment and Public Resources, 3.
Taxation (chairman), 3.
Remarks from the floor re A.B. 1, 40, 51, 57, 58.

R
RADIO—See Press Representatives.

REMARKS FROM THE FLOOR BY ASSEMBLYMAN—
Bergevin re A.B. 1, 36-40, 51.
Chaney re A.B. 1, 16.
Dini re A.B. 1, 15, 21, 32, 39, 40, 42, 45, 48, 49, 53, 54, 56-66, 106, 114-118.
Getto re A.B. 1, 50, 51.
Glover re A.B. 1, 18, 34, 35, 47, 48.
Harmon re A.B. 1, 16.
Mann re A.B. 1, 35, 36.
Price re A.B. 1, 40, 51, 57, 58.
Robinson re A.B. 1, 49, 116, 117.
Vergiels re A.B. 1, 57, 58.
Weise re A.B. 1, 115, 118.
Westall re A.B. 1, 52.

RHOADS, DEAN A., ASSEMBLYMAN FROM ELKO-LEss CARLIN TOWNSHIP DISTRICT--
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments—
Inform Senate Assembly ready to adjourn sine die, 119,
Standing—
Environment and Public Resources, 3.
Labor and Management, 3.
Ways and Means, 3.

ROBINSON, ROBERT E., AsseMBLYMAN FROM CLARK CoUNTY, No. 8 DisTRICT—
Addresses Committee of the Whole re A.B. 1, 13, 14,
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
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RogsinsoN, RoOBERT E.— Continued

Committee appointments—
Escort, Secretary of State Swackhamer, 2.
Standing—
Commerce, 2.
Government Affairs, 3.
Labor and Management, 3.
Remarks from the floor re A.B. 1, 49, 116, 117.

RULES, STANDING—

Adoption, 2.
Joint Rules, adoption, 2.
Suspended—
Emergency measure, A.B. I, 5; S.B. 1, 6.
Transmit immediately to Senate, A.B. I, 16; S.B. 1, 6.

RUSK, ROBERT F., ASSEMBLYMAN FROM WASHOE CouUnTY, No. 28 DisTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments—
Inform Governor Assembly organized, 2.
Standing—
Commerce, 2.
Legislative Functions, 3.
Taxation, 3.

S

SANTINI, JIM, U.S. REPRESENTATIVE—
Message, 20, 21.

SECRETARY OF STATE—
Appoints committee, escorl, Speaker of Assembly, 1.
Calls Assembly to order, 1.
Nominations in order for permanent officers, 1.
Temporary Chief Clerk of Assembly, requests Mrs. Mouryne B. Landing to
serve as, 1.
Vote of thanks extended to, 2.

SENA, NASH M., AsseMBLYMAN FROM CLARK County, No. 21 DisSTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments—
Inform Senate Assembly organized, 2.
Standing—
Commerce, 2.
Judiciary, 3.
Transportation (chairman), 3.

SENATE—
Informed Assembly organized, 4.
Informed Assembly ready to adjourn sine die, 119.
Informs Assembly Senate organized, 3.
Informs Assembly Senate ready to adjourn sine die, 119.
Invited to meet in Joint Session, 7.
Messages from, 6, 17.

SPEAKER OF ASSEMBLY — See May, Paul W.

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE OF ASSEMBLY —See Barengo, Robert R.
SPECIAL COMMITTEES—See Committees, Special.

STANDING COMMITTEES— See Committees, Standing.

STANDING RULES—See Rules, Standing.
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STEWART, JANSON F., AsseMBLYMAN FROM CLARK CounTy, No. 14 DISTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments—
Escort, Justices of the Supreme Court, 7.
Standing—
Education, 3.
Judiciary, 3.
Transportation, 3.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA—
Justices, escort committee appointed for, 7.

SWACKHAMER, WILLIAM D.—See Secretary of State.

i

TANNER, DARRELL D., AsseEMBLYMAN FROM CLARK COUNTY, No. 9 DISTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments, standing—
Agriculture, 2.
Commerce, 2.
Legislative Functions, 3.
Taxation, 3.

TAXATION, COMMITTEE ON—
Members, appointment, 3.

TELEVISION—See Press Representatives.

THANKS, VOTE OF—
Governor List, 9.
Secretary of State Swackhamer, 2.

TRANSPORTATION, COMMITTEE ON—
Members, appointment, 3.

v

VERGIELS, JOHN M., AssEMBLYMAN FROM CLARK CouNTY, No. 10 DisTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments, standing—
Education (chairman), 3.
Legislative Functions, 3.
Ways and Means, 3.
Moves, vote of thanks to Secretary of State Swackhamer, 2.
Remarks from the floor re A.B. 1, 57, 58.

VOTE OF THANKS— See Thanks, Vote of.

W

WAGNER, SUE, ASsEMBLYMAN FROM WaAsHOE CouNTy, No, 25 DIsTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments—
Escort, President of Senate, 7.
Standing—
Education, 3.
Transportation, 3.
Ways and Means, 3.

WAYS AND MEANS, COMMITTEE ON—
Members, appointment, 3.
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WEBB, DOUG, ASSEMBLYMAN FROM WASHOE CounTy, No. 32 DisTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. I, 5.
Committee appointments—
Invite Senate to meet in Joint Session, 6.
Standing—
Education, 3.
Labor and Management, 3.
Ways and Means, 3.

WEISE, ROBERT L., ASSEMBLYMAN FROM WASHOE CouUNTY, No. 23 DISTRICT—
Addresses Committee of the Whole re A.B. 1, 12, 14.
Addresses Joint Committee of the Whole re A.B. 1, 10.
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.

Committee appointments, standing—
Commerce, 2.
Legislative Functions, 3.
Taxation, 3.
Minority Floor Leader, designation as, 3.
Moves, adjournment sine die, 119.
Remarks from the floor re A.B. 1, 115, 118.

WESTALL, PEGGY, ASSEMBLYMAN FROM WASHOE COUNTY, No. 31 DISTRICT—
Bill introduced by, A.B. 1, 5.
Committee appointments—
Escort, President of Senate, 7.
Standing—
Education, 3.
Government Affairs, 3.
Legislative Functions (chairman), 3.
Transportation, 3.
Remarks from the floor re A.B. 1, 52.

)






