
Good morning Mr. Chairman and members of the 
Commission, 

Beginning July 1, when a contractor accidentally slices part 
of our Freeway and Arterial System of Transportation 
(FAST) fiber optic infrastructure, the contractor—not the 
RTC—will bear the cost of repairing the damage.  

That’s just one of the many positive changes contained in 
Senate Bill 245, the RTC Act, which was signed into law 
by Governor Gibbons on May 26. 

More on this landmark piece of legislation in a moment.  

Mr. Chairman, the 2009 Nevada State Legislature has 
completed its work for the 75th session, adjourning sine die 
just after midnight last Tuesday morning.  

It was, for the RTC, the busiest, most involved legislative 
session in the Commission’s history. 

Since last July, we had monitored Bill Draft Requests as 
they came out and we had identified more than three dozen 
bills as the session began. Other bills were added as the 
session got underway.  

We were active on more than a dozen of those measures. In 
the weeks ahead, I will provide a more detailed report but 
for this morning, I’d like to focus on some of the bigger 
bills, the larger issues that commanded so much time and 
attention. 



I will start off with the two that mattered most to us, AB 
518 and SB 245.  

AB 518 was a bill designed to correct a legislative drafting 
error of the 2003 session.  

In 2002, voters approved Advisory Ballot Question 10, part 
of which advocated a one-quarter cent increase in sales tax 
to fund transportation projects.   

The legislature approved the increase in 2003, but the bill 
was written in such a way as to sunset the entire quarter 
cent, which was not how the ballot question was written. 

AB 518 corrected the sunset provision of that sales tax to 
what voters and the legislature intended. 

The corrected language allows just one eighth cent of the 
sales tax to sunset in 2028 or when the proceeds exceed 
$1.7 billion.  

The other one eighth cent will not sunset—a legislative fix 
estimated to be worth tens of millions of dollars to the 
RTC, dollars the voters had already approved. The bill was 
signed by the governor on May 6.  

Senate Bill 245 is the RTC Act.  

SB 245 is a bill that, in essence, governs Regional 
Transportation Commissions.  As you all know, we are the 
transit provider, transportation planning agency and traffic 
management agency for Southern Nevada.   



Up until now, the statutes which govern RTCs are scattered 
across several Chapters of NRS.  SB 245 combines those 
various statutes under one Chapter in NRS.  The bill also 
updates some of those statutes.    

As I mentioned earlier, this bill will classify FAST as a 
utility for the purpose of requiring “call before you dig” 
and the use of utility easements for placement of equipment 
and facilities.   

It will also allow the RTC to hold those who damage that 
infrastructure liable for its repair.  

SB 245 allows a Transportation Commission to restrict the 
use of bus stops to public transportation.  This will prevent 
shuttles and other commercial vehicles from blocking bus 
stops that are intended for public transit.   

SB 245 helps RTCs to better manage our fuel costs by 
allowing us to hedge our fuel for a longer period of time.  
This allows RTCs to lock in a better price when fuel prices 
are low.    

SB 245 allows a Transportation Commission to 
competitively negotiate for transportation equipment and 
related facilities, allowing RTCs to acquire materials and 
services at a competitive price and at a high quality, 
obtaining the best value for the public interest.   

The RTC Act will allow the RTC of Southern Nevada to 
continue providing one of the most cost-efficient transit 
systems in the nation.  It will improve the efficiency of the 



fuel purchases and will enable the RTC to make the most of 
the funding it has available.   

This same opportunity will be available for the Washoe 
RTC, Carson City RTC and any future RTC created in the 
State.  

In a little more than two weeks, SB 245 will become law in 
Nevada.  

We wound up active in Assembly Joint Resolution 3, 
originally passed in the 2007 session. Commonly referred 
to as PISTOL-plus, AJR 3 had to pass both houses a second 
time this session before going back before the voters in 
2010.   

AJR 3 is the alternative constitutional amendment to the 
original PISTOL, it contains the ban on using eminent 
domain for redevelopment purposes and some of the other 
provisions of PISTOL—without the language which would 
jeopardize our federal funding and cause major delays and 
costs increases for our public works programs.   

During this session, we were able to help smooth out a 
couple of unanticipated rough spots along the road to 
passage and AJR 3 did pass both houses, so we’ll see it on 
the ballot next fall.  

We had our hands full this session with Senate Bill 173, a 
bill designed to put in to statute a specific number of bus 
turnouts to be constructed annually in urban areas.   



In the Assembly, the issue came down to utility ‘forced 
relocates’—who pays to move utility infrastructure when a 
turnout is being constructed.   

The contention of the RTC and its member entities, is these 
bus turnouts are treated like any other road construction 
project and are covered under existing franchise 
agreements, which holds that—90 percent of the time—it’s 
the responsibility of the franchisee, the utility, to pay.  

My understanding is such legislative intent was made part 
of the record when the bill was passed out of the lower 
house. Regardless of the ‘forced relocate’ issue, the bill 
was amended to include the construction of 10 turnouts, 
down from 50 in the original bill. The 10 will be 
constructed using Question 10 funds.  

Senate Bill 332 needed some work. The bill, which dealt 
with alternative fuels and clean vehicles, was problematic 
because it could allow the Nevada Department of 
Environmental Protection to adopt regulations that might 
require the RTC and other fleets to use alternative fuels 
which would void our manufacturer’s warranties and may 
be cost prohibitive to the agency and, in turn, our riders.  

We were able, however, to sit down with the bill’s sponsor 
where our issues were addressed and, ultimately, language 
we needed was added.  

Senate Bill 115 called for Clark County, Henderson, Las 
Vegas, North Las Vegas and the state Department of 
Transportation to work together to acquire a right of way to 



establish a fixed-route transit corridor-- a dedicated lane for 
a bus system or light rail-- that would stretch 33 miles from 
Nevada State College in Henderson to the future North Las 
Vegas campus of the University of Nevada, Las Vegas.  

The corridor would be exclusively for public transit. 

If the route sounds familiar it’s because the bill called for 
the corridor to follow the same route as an RTC citizens 
group-proposed fixed transit line in the southern valley 
several years ago.  

A suggested segment of that route received vocal 
opposition during our citizens-group workshops. The RTC 
responded by modifying the route and deciding that rubber 
tire service be used, not light rail. This session, SB 115 and 
a committee version of the same bill did not advance. 

A trio of toll road bills was destined to reach a dead end in 
the state Assembly again this session. The one that initially 
seemed to have the most promise was Assemblyman Joe 
Hardy’s Boulder City Bypass bill, a measure he has 
championed a number of sessions. But it again did not 
make it past an initial hearing in the Transportation 
Committee.  

Either Jacob or I attended Majority Leader Steven 
Horsford’s Transportation Working Group meetings 
throughout the session. A late session move to add a seven 
cents a gallon diesel fuel tax was added as an amendment 
to one bill in the waning days of the session. The bill did 
not advance to the full Senate for a vote. 



We also had the opportunity to give a number of 
presentations during the session, especially on stimulus 
dollars and transportation projects. Later, we were asked to 
illuminate a discussion on nonprofit providers of 
transportation to the disabled with a presentation on our 
Paratransit services. We were, it seemed, constantly in 
motion.  

Mr. Chairman, I could go on and will, in a follow up report. 
But I think you get the sense of what took place during the 
session. The drumbeat was constant, it was daily, it was on 
a number of bills sometimes at the same time. And, yes, it 
was successful. 

You’re an old athlete, Mr. Chairman, emphasis on athlete 
and not old, let me be quick to add. You know the sports 
saying, “There’s no I in team.”  

The RTC has quite a team. It worked up there, because it 
works so well down here.  

As I looked at the close to 400 emails we exchanged this 
session, and those are just from my computer and don’t 
count all the ones on my BlackBerry, a lot of key staffers 
had a hand in keeping us on the move.  

I’d like to acknowledge Tina Quigley, Dr. Fred Ohene, 
Sandy Stanko, Mark Wells, Mike Hand, Jerry Keating, M.J. 
Maynard, David Swallow, Bruce Turner and Toni 
Michener who all played important parts. 

And I’d like to offer a public ‘thank you’ to Zev Kaplan 
and Jacob Snow. Zev and Jacob were always available 



throughout the session—at all hours—and always brought a 
high degree of expertise to the table.  

That concludes my prepared remarks and I’d be happy to 
answer any questions.  
 


