Sample Ballot

& Voter Information Pamphlet

GENERAL ELECTION

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 3, 1992

TABLE OF CONTENTS
VOTING INSTRUCTIONS

SAMPLE BALLOT
BALLOT QUESTIONS AND EXPLANATIONS
POLLING PLACE INFORMATION

THE LOCATION OF YOUR POLLING PLACE 1S SHOWN ON BACK COVER




Sample Ballot

SIDE 1

BALLOT CARD

SIDE 2

To vote for a candidate, question or issue, or if you de-
sire to express a lack of confidence in all of the candi-
dates, punch a hole in the square following your

=
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INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS

selection.

This ballot stub shall be removed by the inspector

before the ballot is placed in the ballot box.

INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS

This ballot stub shall be removed by the inspector
before the ballot is placed in the ballot box.

- OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION

To vote for a candidate, question or issue, or if you de-
sire to express a lack of confidence in all of the candi-
dates, punch a hole in the square following your
selection.

5
.I
: PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESIDENT B B & NikAR
: OF THE UNITED STATES Two Year Term Vote for One
E Four Year Term Vote for One BECAN. DAN o
S5 BUSH, GEORGE/QUAYLE, DAN + 2 GOLDEN, DON Pop | +
X REP %% HANSEN, DANIEL M. INDAM | +
CLINTON, BILL/GORE, AL - %y SFERRAZZA, PETE DEM | +
DEM VUCANOVICH, BARBARA F. REP | +
2% FULANI, LENORA B./MUNOZ, MARIA ELIZABETH + STATE SENATE
X IND NORTHERN NEVADA DIST.
GRITZ “BO”/MINETT, CW. “CY”" + Four Year Term Vote for One
POP OSWALD, WILLIAM (BILLY) usr | +
HAGELIN, JOHN/TOMPKINS, MIKE + RHOADS, DEAN A. REP | +
NAT LAW s STATE ASSEMBLY-DISTRICT 34
MARROU, ANDRE/LORD, NANCY + x| Two Year Term Vote for One
ust B | RXX| LONG, MADONNA OEM | +
PEROT, ROSS/STOCKDALE, JAMES + X% MARVEL, JOHN rep | +
IND 34 HUMBOLDT COUNTY COMMISSIONER- SEAT A
Xy PHILLIPS, HOWARD/KNIGHT, ALBION W. + x| Four Year Term Vote for One
IND AM X% SCHREMPP, RONALD E. oEm | +
NONE OF THESE CANDIDATES + X% HUMBOLDT COUNTY COMMISSIONER-SEAT B
] Four Year Term Vote for One
UNITED STATES SENATOR 5 :{';:Tl‘;’; ;‘;‘;"M';-E“' e
+
Six Year Term Vote for One HUMBOLDT COUNTY PUBLIC ADMINISTRATOR
AVERY, LOIS NAT (AW | + 2 Two Year Unexpired Term Vote for One
CROMWELL, H. KENT usT | + 33| BOETTCHER, DOROTHY REP | +
DAHL, DEMAR REP | + 2 REA, VIRGINIA DEM | +
GARCIA, JOE S., JR. INDAM | + 3 SUPREME COURT JUSTICE - SEAT A
3 REID, HARRY DEM | + X Six Year Term Vote for One
TOOTLE, HARRY POP | + SHEARING, MIRIAM e | +
NONE OF THESE CANDIDATES + THOMPSON, CHARLES E. e | +
e NONE OF THESE CANDIDATES +
. SUPREME COURT JUSTICE - SEAT E
Six Year Term Vote for One
X SPRINGER, CHARLES E. e | +
: %% NONE OF THESE CANDIDATES +
s *
96151 : 96152
VOTE BOTH SIDES A A

VOTE BOTH SIDES

gBa-SR1

Jojleg sjdwes



Sample Ballot

SIDE 1

BALLOT CARD

SIDE 2

k3

OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION

HUMBOLDT COUNTY, NEVADA
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 3, 1992
INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS
To vote for a candidate, question or issue, or if you de-
sire to express a lack of confidence in all of the candi-
dates, punch a hole in the square following your

selection.

This ballot stub shall be removed by the inspector
before the ballot is placed in the ballot box.

OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION

INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS
To vote for a candidate, question or issue, or if you de-
sire to express a lack of confidence in all of the candi-
dates, punch a hole in the square following your
selection.

This ballot stub shall be removed by the inspector
before the ballot is placed in the ballot box.

BF; UNIVERSITY BOARD OF REGENTS ore HUMBOLDT COUNTY
DISTRICT 3, SUBDISTRICT A SCHOOL DISTRICT BOARD-SEAT E
Six Year Term Vote for One Four Year Term Vote for One
GALLAGHER, DOROTHY S. NP | + HAMMARGREN, SANDRA LEE NP [ i+
e STOUT, STEPHEN B. e HUMBOLDT COUNTY
HUMBOLDT COUNTY % HOSPITAL BOARD-SEAT C
SCHOOL DISTRICT BOARD-SEAT C Four Year Term Vote for One
Four Year Term Vote for One CONLEY, CHRIS NP | +
B PAUST, WILLIANA Rl : HUMBOLDT COUNTY
%4 SCHREMPP, LINDA e | + X HOSPITAL BOARD-SEAT D
E:E:E HUMBOLDT COUNTY Four Year Term Vote for One
:E:E: SCHOOL DISTRICT BOARD-SEAT D THOMPSON, WILLIAM M., D.D.S. e
Rigy rows Ve Torm VoteforOne | | BXX  WINNEMUCCA RURAL FIRE PROTECTION
%% BACKUS, RITA L ne | + X DISTRICT BOARD-SEAT A
X &M Four Year Term Vote for One
5 AMOS, GARLEY JR. e | +
25 ROREX, STANLEY A. N | +
% 53 WINNEMUCCA RURAL FIRE PROTECTION
oot DISTRICT BOARD-SEAT B
s Two Year Unexpired Term Vote for One
2 FORGNONE, CARLO G. e |+
%% WINNEMUCCA RURAL FIRE PROTECTION
SR DISTRICT BOARD-SEAT C
XX Four Year Term Vote for One
X% CHRISTISON, VIC ne |+
:: .l I.
QUESTION NO. 1
AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION
&8 Shall the Nevada Constitution be amended to require the
XA election of the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Nevada
by the Justices of the Supreme Court?
s G0 YES| +
29058 & NO| +
X
96251 96262
VOTE BOTH SIDES B VOTE BOTHSIDES B
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HUMBOLDT COUNTY, NEVADA
-TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 3, 1992
INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS
To vote for a candidate, question or issue, or if you de-
sire to express a lack of confidence in all of the candi-
dates, punch a hole in the square following your
selection.

ey

This ballot stub shall be removed by the inspector
before the ballot is placed in the ballot box.

QUESTION NO. 2
AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION

&% Shall the Nevada Constitution be amended to clarify the
XXy authority of District Courts to issue writs of prohibition and to
X authorize District Courts to issue writs of habeas corpus on
behalf of persons who have been convicted of crimes within
Xl their respective jurisdictions but who have not completed
X9 their sentences?

* YES| +

NO | +

QUESTION NO. 3

=

X

. AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION

A Shall the Nevada Constitution be amended to repeal the
%54 provision which prohibits withholding the rights of suffrage
and officeholding from gny male citizen of the United States
because of his color or previous condition of servitude?

o2 YES| +

e NO| +
& QUESTION NO. 4

X% AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION

Shall the Nevada Constitution be amended to remove the
fimit on the authorized reimbursement of legislators for post-
XXX age, stationery and other expenses and to remove the addi-
tional allowance provided for leaders of the Legislature?

YES| +

NO | +

OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION

INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS
To vote for a candidate, question or issue, or if you de-
sire to express a lack of confidence in all of the candi-
dates, punch a hole in the square following your
selection.

This ballot stub shall be removed by the inspector
before the ballot is placed in the ballot box.

QUESTION NO. 8
COUNTY UNFUNDED MANDATE QUESTION

Should the Nevada Legisiature be permitted to enact legisla-
tion or state agencies be allowed to issue new regulations
which mandate counties to provide new services, expanded
services, or to conduct activities which would require addi-
tional spending by the counties without the Legislature ap-
propriating sufficient state funding for those services, activ-
ities, or programs?

YES| +
NO| +

QUESTION NO. 9

Shall the Humboldt County Board of Commissioners be au-
thorized to levy an additional 2.5 cent ad valorem tax (proper-
ty tax) for a period of five years, commencing in fiscal year
1933-94 and ending in fiscal year 1997-38, to fund Winnemuc-
ca Airport capital improvement projects?

YES| +

NO| +

QUESTION NO. 10
Shall the Board of Trustees of the Humboldt General Hospital
District be authorized to issue up to $6,300,000 of general
obligation hospital bonds?

YES| +

QUESTION NO.5
: AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION

Shall the Nevada Constitution be amended to allow the State
of Nevada to lend money or its credit to any company,
association or corporation, and to subscribe to or have an
interest in the stock of companies, associations or corpora-
tions, but to retain the prohibition against donating meney to
private companies which are not formed for educational or

: 7
charitable purposes? Yes| +

NO | +

NO| +

QUESTION NO. 6

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION
Shall the Nevada Constitution be amended to provide for the

establishment of a Court of Appeals?
& pp YEs| +

Q NO | +

§ THERE IS NO QUESTION NO. 7

96351
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NOTE TO VOTERS

THE FIRST SIX QUESTIONS PRESENTED AT THIS ELECTION ARE
PROPOSALS TO AMEND THE NEVADA CONSTITUTION, EACH OF
THESE QUESTIONS INCLUDES A FISCAL NOTE THAT EXPLAINS ONLY
THE ADVERSE EFFECT ON STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS (IN-
CREASED EXPENSES OR DECREASED REVENUES).

THE MEASURE WHICH WAS TO APPEAR AS “QUESTION NO. 7" WAS
REMOVED FROM THE BALLOT BY ORDER OF THE NEVADA SUPREME
COURT.

Questions to Be Voted Upon in State of Nevada
at the General Election, November 3, 1992

(NOTICE —Matter in Jralics is new; matter in brackets [ ] is material to be omitted. )

QUESTION NO. 1
Amendment to the Nevada Constitution
Senate Joint Resolution No. 11 of the 65th Session

CONDENSATION (ballot question)
Shall the Nevada Constitution be amended to require the election of the Chief
Justice of the Supreme Court of Nevada by the Justices of the Supreme Court?
O

0

EXPLANATION

The Nevada Constiturion provides that the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court is
10 serve a 2-year term and is to be determined on a rotating basis according to the
length of the unexpired terms of the justices. The justice with the shortest unexpired
term serves as Chief Justice after the expiration of the term of the previous Chief
Justice. If two or more of the justices have the shortest unexpired terms, the Chief
Justice is selected by lot. If this amendment is adopted, the Chief Justice would be
elected by a majority vote of the justices of the Supreme Court, would serve a
4-year term as Chief Justice and would be allowed to succeed himself as Chief
Justice. In addition, the Chief Justice would be allowed to resign from the office of
Chief Justice without resigning from the office of justice of the Supreme Court. Any
vacancy in the office of Chief Justice would be filled by a majority vote of the
justices of the court. A **Yes™" vote is a vote to amend the Nevada Constitution to
provide for the election of the Chief Justice by the justices of the Supreme Court. A
*“No”" vote is a vote to retain the current method of determining the Chief Justice.

ARGUMENTS FOR PASSAGE

When the Nevada Constitution was originally adopted, only three justices served
on the Supreme Court. Each justice could serve 2 years as Chief Justice, and there
were no conflicts because no two justices had the same unexpired term of office.
However, under the current five-justice structure, when the Chief Justice is selected
by lot, the method is arbitrary. Also, the current system requires the justice with the
shortest unexpired term of office to serve as Chief Justice, even if he does not want
1o or is not suited for the position. Election of a Chief Justice by the members of the
Supreme Court would allow the best qualified judge to serve as Chief Justice. This
amendment would require a Chief Justice to serve a longer term which would
provide greater continuity. The amendment also would provide adequate time for a
Chief Justice to become truly proficient at the duties of administering the Judicial
Branch of Nevada government.

ARGUMENTS AGAINST PASSAGE
The current method of determining the Chief Justice allows each justice an equal
opportunity to serve in that capacity. Two years is enough time for any Chief Justice
to administer the court. If the proposed amendment is adopted, and the Chief Justice
is elected by Supreme Court members, it may have the potential of introducing
politics into the process. The existing method of selection has been in place for over
100 years and should not be changed.

FISCAL NOTE
Financial Impact - No. The proposal to amend the Nevada Constitution would
allow administrative changes regarding the election of the Chief Justice of the
Supreme Court. The proposal would have no adverse fiscal impact.

FULL TEXT OF MEASURE

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION —Proposing to amend the constitution of the State
of Nevada to provide for the election of the chief justice by the justices of the
supreme court.

RESOLVED BY THE SENATE AND ASSEMBLY OF THE STATE OF
NEVADA, JOINTLY, That sections 3 and 19 of article 6 of the constitution of the
State of Nevada be amended to read respectively as follows:

[Sec:] Sec. 3. The Justices of the Supreme Court, shall be elected by the
qualified electors of the State at the general election, and shall hold office for the
term of Six Years from and including the first Monday of January next succeeding
their election; [Provided, ] provided, that there shall be elected, at the first election
under this Constitution, Three Justices of the Supreme Court who shall hold Office

from and including the first Monday of December AD. Eighteen hundred and Sixty
four, and continue in Office thereafter. Two, Four and Six Years respectively, from
and including the first Monday of January next suceeding [succeeding] their
election. They shall meet as soon as practicable after their election and qualifica-
tion, and at their first meeting shall determine by lot, the term of Office each shall
fill, and the Justice drawing the shortest term shall be Chief Justice . [, and after the
expiration of his term, the one having the next shortest term shall be Chief Justice,
after which the Senior Justice in Commission shall be Chief Justice; and in case the
commission of any two or more of said Justices shall bear the same date, they shall
determine by lot, who shall be Chief Justice. ]

Sec. 19. 1. The chief justice must be selected from among the justices of the
supreme court by a majority vote of the justices. The term of office of chief
Justice is 4 vears. A justice may succeed himself as chief justice.

2. A justice may resign the office of chief justice without resigning from the
office of justice of the supreme court.

3. Ifavacancy in the office of chief justice occurs, the justices of the supreme
court shall, by majority vote, select from among the justices another chief justice
to fill the vacancy for the unexpired term.

4. The chief justice is the administrative head of the court system. Subject to
such rules as the supreme court may adopt, the chief justice may:

(a) Apportion the work of the supreme court among justices.

(b) Assign district judges to assist in other judicial districts or to specialized
functions which may be established by law.

(c) Recall to active service any retired justice or judge of the court system who
consents to such recall and who has not been removed or retired for cause or
defeated for retention in office, and may assign him to appropriate temporary duty
within the court system.

[2.]1 5. In the absence or temporary disability of the chief justice, the associate
justice senior in commission shall act as chief justice.

[3. This section becomes effective July 1, 1977.]

6. The pravisions of this section pertaining to the selection of a chief justice
and his term of office become effective January 1, 1996.

QUESTION NO. 2
Amendment to the Nevada Constitution
Senate Joint Resolution No. 13 of the 65th Session

CONDENSATION (ballot question)

Shall the Nevada Constitution be amended to clarify the authority of District
Courts to issue writs of prohibition and to authorize District Courts to issue writs of
habeas corpus on behalf of persons who have been convicted of crimes within their
respective jurisdictions but who have not completed their sentences?

YES... L
O

NO....

EXPLANATION

The Nevada Constiturion currently authorizes a judge of a District Court to issue
a writ of habeas corpus on behalf of a person who is held in custody in his judicial
district. A writ of habeas corpus is used to challenge the legality of a person’s
confinement, but not his guilt or innocence. The proposed amendment would
expand the jurisdiction of the District Courts to issue a writ of habeas corpus on
behalf of a person who has been convicted of a crime in his judicial district, but who
has not completed his sentence. In addition, the Nevada Constitution authorizes the
District Courts to issue such writs as are proper and necessary to the complete
exercise of their jurisdiction. The proposed amendment to the Nevada Constitution
includes a technical provision that would clarify that such writs include a writ of
prohibition, which prohibits a lower court from hearing an action over which it has
no jurisdiction or from exceeding its authority in a matter over which it has
jurisdiction. A **Yes'" vote is a vote to amend the Nevada Constitution to clarify
and extend the jurisdiction of the District Courts relating to writs of prohibition and
habeas corpus. A *‘No’" vote is a vote to disapprove the constitutional amendment.

ARGUMENTS FOR PASSAGE

Under the existing system, a prisoner has two chances at habeas corpus relief,
one in the court of his conviction and one in the court in the district in which he is
incarcerated. This amendment would allow the Legislature to specify only one
comprehensive process, giving more finality to criminal convictions. By reducing
costly paperwork, the amendment would also result in significant savings to the
state.

In addition, it may be less cumbersome, more equitable and more efficient to
allow the court that originally handled the case also to consider the habeas corpus
petition. This amendment would allow the court that is most familiar with the case
to hear the petition. Finally, because prisoners are often incarcerated in the smaller
rural counties, a disproportionate burden is placed on the courts in those counties to
hear petitions for habeas corpus relief. This amendment would relieve that burden.

ARGUMENTS AGAINST PASSAGE
It may be unfair to allow the court that convicted a person to consider that
person’s habeas corpus petition. The court may have preconceived ideas about the
defendant, based on the underlying criminal case.

(Continued on next page)
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(Question 2 continued)

FISCAL NOTE
Financial Impact - No. The proposal to amend the Nevada Constitution would
change the authority of District Courts. The proposal would have no adverse fiscal
impact, and may result in savings to the state.

FULL TEXT OF MEASURE

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION —Proposing to amend the Nevada constitution to
clarify and extend the jurisdiction of the district courts relating to the writs of
prohibition and habeas corpus.

RESOLVED BY THE SENATE AND ASSEMBLY OF THE STATE OF
NEVADA, JOINTLY, That section 6 of article 6 of the constitution of the State of
Nevada be amended to read as follows:

Sec. 6. 1. The District Courts in the several Judicial Districts of this State shall
have original jurisdiction in all cases excluded by law from the original jurisdiction
of justices’ courts. They shall also have final appellate jurisdiction in cases arising in
Justices Courts, and such other inferior tribunals as may be established by law. The
District Courts [,] and the Judges thereof shall have power to issue writs of
Mandamus, Prohibition, Injunction, Quo Warranto, Certiorari, and all other writs
proper and necessary to the complete exercise of their jurisdiction . [; and also shall]
The District Couris and the Judges thereof shall also have power to issue writs of
Habeas Corpus on petition by, or on behalf of any person who is held in actual
custody in their respective district [.] , or who has suffered a criminal conviction
in their respective districts and has not completed the sentence imposed pursuant
1o the judgment of conviction.

2. The legislature may provide by law for referees in district courts.

QUESTION NO. 3
Amendment to the Nevada Constitution
Assembly Joint Resolution No. 28 of the 65th Session
CONDENSATION (ballot question)
Shall the Nevada Constitution be amended to repeal the provision which

prohibits withholding the rights of suffrage and officeholding from any male citizen
of the United States because of his color or previous condition of servitude?

EXPLANATION
The Nevada Constitution prohibits the withholding of the right to vote and the
right to hold a public office from any male citizen of the United States because of
his color or because of his previous condition of servitude. A ‘“Yes" vote is a vote
to repeal this provision. A “‘No'" vote is a vote to retain this provision.

ARGUMENTS FOR PASSAGE
Article XVIII is an obsolete provision of the Nevada Constitution. It should be
repealed because voting and officeholding rights are now guaranteed to all adult
citizens, regardless of race or sex, through more comprehensive provisions of both
United States and Nevada Constitutions.

ARGUMENTS AGAINST PASSAGE
Article XVIII, although outdated, serves as a reminder of that period in American
history following the Civil War. It should be retained, therefore, for historical
reasons

FISCAL NOTE
Financial Impact - No. The proposal to amend the Nevada Constitution would
delete antiquated provisions regarding voting and officeholding rights. The proposal
would have no adverse fiscal impact.

ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION-Proposing to repeal article XVII of the
constitution of the State of Nevada which prohibits withholding the rights of
suffrage and officeholding from any male citizen of the United States by reason
of his color or previous condition of servitude.

RESOLVED BY THE ASSEMBLY AND SENATE OF THE STATE OF

NEVADA, JOINTLY, That article XVIII of the constitution of the State of Nevada

be repealed.

QUESTION 4
Amendment to the Nevada Constitution
Senate Joint Resolution No. 3 of the 65th Session
CONDENSATION (ballot question)
Shall the Nevada Constirution be amended to remove the limit on the authorized

reimbursement of legislators for postage, stationery and other expenses and to
remove the additional allowance provided for leaders of the Legislature?

EXPLANATION

The Nevada Constitution allows legislators to be reimbursed for post-
age, stationery and other expenses incurred during a general or special
session of the Legislature in an amount not to exceed $60. In addition,
leaders of the Legislature are entitled to receive an additional allowance of
$2 for each day they attend the Legislature as presiding officers. The
proposed amendment would provide for the payment of such expenses
without a constitutional limitation and would remove the additional al-
lowance provided to the leaders of the Legislature. A ““Yes™ vote is a vote
to remove the constitutional limit on the authorized reimbursement of
legislators and the additional allowance provided for the leaders of the
Legislature, A ‘““No’" vote is a vote to disapprove the constitutional
amendment.

ARGUMENTS FOR PASSAGE
A member of the Nevada Legislature should be eligible to receive reimbursement
for his or her actual official expenses during legislative sessions for postage,
back to 1864, are unrealistically low and should be repealed. For example, postage
rates are nearly 10 times higher today than they were 50 years ago. Limitations on
postage and other legislative expenses should be established by law and not through
the Nevada Constitution.

ARGUMENTS AGAINST PASSAGE
The limitations specified in the Nevada Constitution for cemain legislative
expenses are no longer realistic. However, if this amendment is adopted there will
be no specific limitations on these expenditures in the Nevada Constitution.

FISCAL NOTE
Financial Impact - Cannot be Determined. The proposal to amend the Nevada
Constitution would remove the limit on reimbursement for various legislative
expenses. The fiscal effect would be determined by what action the Legislanure may
take with regard to establishing new reimbursement schedules.

FULL TEXT OF MEASURE

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION —Proposing to amend section 33 of article 4 of
the constitution of the State of Nevada by removing the limit on authorized
reimbursement of legislators for postage, stationery and other expenses and by
removing the additional allowance provided for leaders of the legislator.
RESOLVED BY THE SENATE AND ASSEMBLY OF THE STATE OF

NEVADA, JOINTLY, That section 33 of article 4 of the constitution of the State of

Nevada be amended to read as follows:

[Sec:] Sec.33. The members of the Legislature shall receive for their services,

a compensation to be fixed by law and paid out of the public treasury, for not to

exceed 60 days during any regular session of the legislature and not to exceed 20

days during any special session convened by the govemor; but no increase of such

compensation shall take effect during the term for which the members of either
house shall have been elected [Provided,] ; provided, that an appropriation may be
made for the payment of [such actual expense as] expenses thar members of the

Legislature may incur for postage, express charges, newspapers and stationery .

[not exceeding the sum of Sixty dollars for any general or special session to each

member; and Furthermore Provided, that the Speaker of the Assembly, and Lieu-

tenant Governor, as President of the Senate, shall each, during the time of their
actual attendance as such presiding officers receive an additional allowance of two
dollars per diem.] '




QUESTION 5
Amendment to the Nevada Constitution
Assembly Joint Resolution No. 23 of the 65th Session

CONDENSATION (ballot question)

Shall the Nevada Constitution be amended to allow the State of Nevada to lend
money or its credit to any company, association or corporation, and to subscribe to
or have an interest in the stock of companies, associations or corporations, but to
retain the prohibition against donating money to private companies which are not
formed for educational or charitable purposes?

EXPLANATION

The Nevada Constitution prohibits the State of Nevada from donating or loaning
money or its credit to, or subscribing to or having an interest in the stock of any
company, association or corporation, except corporations formed for educational or
charitable purposes. The proposed amendment would retain the prohibition against
donating money of the state to businesses that are not formed for educational or
charitable purposes, but would allow the state to lend money or its credit to, and
subscribe to and have an interest in the stock of any business. A ““Yes'’ vote is a
vote to amend the Nevada Constitution to expand the authority of the state to loan
money or its credit to, or invest in businesses. A “No”” vote is a vote to disapprove
the proposed amendment.

ARGUMENTS FOR PASSAGE

The existing provision was placed in the Nevada Constitution in 1864 to prevent
powerful railroad companies from using their political influence to obtain loans and
grants from the State. This provision has limited efforts to bring economic develop-
ment and economic benefits to Nevadans by restricting the State’s ability to make
loans to private companies. The proposed amendment to the Nevada Constitution
will allow the State greater flexibility to invest its money more effectively and to
cooperate with private companies to provide benefits to the public. This authority
would still be subject to stamtory guidelines, including requirements that ensure
safety, protection, and disclosure of any such investments.

ARGUMENTS AGAINST PASSAGE

Even though the railroads no longer have excessive political influence over State
government, the existing provision has not prevented the State from supporting
economic growth or making prudent investments. Also, the provision may still be
useful in preventing the State from becoming financially involved in private
companies.

FISCAL NOTE

Financial Jmpact - No. The proposal to amend the Nevada Constitution would
expand the state’s ability to invest public money in various private enterprises. The
proposal would have no adverse fiscal impact.

FULL TEXT OF MEASURE

ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION —Proposing to amend section 9 of article 8 of
the constitution of the State of Nevada to eliminate the prohibition against
lending the money or credit of the state to businesses.

RESOLVED BY THE ASSEMBLY AND SENATE OF THE STATE OF
NEVADA, JOINTLY, That section 9 of article 8 of the constitution of the State of
Nevada be amended to read as follows:

[Sec:] Sec. 9. The State shall not donate [or loan money, or its credit,
subscribe to or be, interested in the stock of] money fo any company, association, or
corporation, except corporations formed for educational or charitable purposes.

QUESTION 6
Amendment to the Nevada Constitution
Senate Joint Resolution No. 12 of the 65th Session

CONDENSATION (ballot question)
Shall the Nevada Constitution be amended to provide for the establishment of a
Court of Appeals?

EXPLANATION

The Supreme Court of Nevada is the only court in this state which has jurisdic-
tion to hear cases that are appealed from decisions rendered by the District Courts of
this state. In addition, the Supreme Court hears cases brought originally in the
Supreme Court and administers the functions of the State Bar of Nevada and the
judiciary. If this amendment is adopted, an intermediate Court of Appeals would be
established to hear certain appeals from cases decided by the District Courts. The
proposed amendment would require the Legislature to determine the jurisdiction of
the Court of Appeals and provide for the review of appeals decided by the court. In
addition, the initial three judges to the Court of Appeals would be appointed by the
governor. Thereafter, the judges would be elected by the voters of this state to
6-year terms. A ‘“Yes”” vote is a vote to provide for the establishment of a Court of
Appeals. A **No’* vote is a vote to disapprove the constitutional amendment.

ARGUMENTS FOR PASSAGE

Nevada is one of only 12 states without an intermediate Court of Appeals. With
the tremendous increase in the population of Nevada, the caseload of the Supreme
Court has more than doubled over the past 10 years. If action is not taken, the
judicial system may become overloaded and decisions of cases may be severely
delayed. The creation of a Court of Appeals would relieve the Supreme Court of
many cases, leaving it more able to decide new questions of law and cases of
significant public importance. It is anticipated that the Court of Appeals will finally
decide the majority of the cases. The Court of Appeals also would expedite the
judicial process by relieving the Supreme Court of its burdensome caseload and by
screening cases that may not merit consideration by the Supreme Court.

ARGUMENTS AGAINST PASSAGE
The creation of the new Court of Appeals might simply shift the *‘bottleneck™
from the Supreme Court to the Court of Appeals and would add another step to the
process of litigation. Creation of a Court of Appeals also could be costly.

FISCAL NOTE

Financial Impact - Yes. The proposal to amend the Nevada Constitution would
allow the Legislature, at some future date, to establish an intermediate appellate
court. The state will be responsible for the cost of the court. However, the fiscal
effect will be determined by what action the Legislature may take with regard to
staffing, equipping and locating the court. It has been estimated that a three-judge
court operating similar to the Supreme Court could cost approximately $2.7 million
per year, not including facility costs.

FULL TEXT OF MEASURE

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION —Proposing to amend the Nevada constitution to
create an intermediate appellate court.

RESOLVED BY THE SENATE AND ASSEMBLY OF THE STATE OF
NEVADA, JOINTLY, That a new section be added to article 6 and sections 1, 4, 7,
8, 11, 15, 20 and 21 of article 6 of the constitution of the State of Nevada be
amended to read respectively as follows:

Sec. 3A. 1. The court of appeals consists of three judges or such greater
number as the legislature may provide by law. If the number of judges is so
enlarged, the supreme court shall provide by rule for the assignment of each
appeal to a panel of three judges for decision.

2. Except as otherwise provided in this subsection, the judges of the court of
appeals shall be elected by the qualified electors of the state, at the general
election, for terms of 6 years beginning on the first Monday of January next after
the election. The initial three judges must be appointed by the governor from
among three nominees selected for each individual seat by the commission on
Jjudicial selection, and must be appointed for terms of 2 years, 4 years and 6
years, respectively, which must be separately specified in their appointments. In
any increase or reduction of the number of judges, the legislature shall provide
initial terms of 6 or fewer years so that one-third of the total number of judges,
as nearly as may be, is elected every 2 years.

3. The chief justice of the supreme court shall appoint one of the judges of the
court of appeals to be chief judge. The chief judge shall serve a term of 4 years
and may succeed himself. The chief judge may resign his position as chief judge
without resigning from the court of appeals.

4. The supreme court shall provide by rule for the assignment of one or more
Judges of the court of appeals to devote a part of their time to service as
supplemental district judges where needed.

Section 1. The Judicial power of this State [shall be] is vested in a court system,
comprising a Supreme Court, a Court of Appeals, District Courts, and Justices of
the Peace. The Legislature may also establish, as part of the system, Courts for
municipal purposes only in incorporated cities and towns.

Sec. 4. The supreme court [shall] and the court of appeals have appellate
jurisdiction in all civil cases arising in district courts, and also on questions of law
alone in all criminal cases in which the offense charged is within the original
jurisdiction of the district courts. The legislature shall fix the jurisdiction of the
court of appeals and provide for the review, where appropriate, of appeals
decided by the court of appeals. The supreme court and the court of appeals shall
also have power to issue writs of mandamus, certiorari, prohibition, quo warran-
to, and habeas corpus and also all writs necessary or proper to the complete
exercise of [its appellate] their jurisdiction. Each [of the justices shall have power
to] justice of the supreme court and judge of the court of appeals may issue writs
of habeas corpus to any part of the state, upon petition by, or on behalf of, any
person held in actual custody [,] in this state, and may make such writs returnable
[, before himself] before the issuing justice or judge, or the [supreme court,] court
of which the justice or judge is a member, or before any district court in the state
or [before] any judge of [said courts.] a district court.

In case of the disability or disqualification, for any cause, of [the chief justice or
one of the associate] one or more justices of the supreme court [, or any two of
them,] or judges of the court of appeals, the govemor [is authorized and em-
powered to] may designate any district judge or judges to sit in the place or places of
such disqualified or disabled justice , [or] justices, judge or judges, and [said] the
district judge or judges to designated [shall] are entitled to receive their actual

(Continued on next page)
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(Question 6 continued)

expense of travel and otherwise while sitting in the supreme court [.] or courr of
appeals; or the governor may designate any judge of the court of appeals 1o sit in
the place of any disabled or disqualified justice of the supreme court.

Sec. 7. The times of holding the Supreme Court. the Court of Appeals and District
Courts shall be as fixed by law. The terms of the Supreme Court shall be held at the
seat of Government unless the Legislature otherwise provides by law, except that the
Supreme Court may hear oral argument at other places in the state. The terms of the
Court of Appeals shall be held where provided by law. The terms of the District
Courts shall be held at the County seats of their respective counties; Provided, that in
case any county shall be hereafter divided into two or more districts, the Legislanure

may by law, designate the places of holding Courts in such Districts.

Sec 8. The Legislature shall determine the number of Justices of the Peace to be
elected in each city and township of the state, and shall fix by law their qualifications,
their terms of office and the limits of their civil and criminal jurisdiction, according to
the amount in controversy, the nature of the case, the penalty provided, or any
combination of these.

The provisions of this section affecting the number, , terms of office and
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which appeals may be taken from Justices and other courts. The Supreme Court, the
Court of Appeals, the District Courts, and such other Courts [,] as the Legislature shall
designate, shall be Courts of Record.

Sec. 11. The justices of the supreme court, judges of the court of appeals and the
district judges [shall be] are ineligible to any office, other than a judicial office; during
the term for which they [shall] have been elected or appointed; and all elections or
appointments of any such judges by the people, legislature, or otherwise, during [said]
that period, to any office other than judicial, [shall be void.

Sec:] are void.

Sec. 15. The Justices of the Supreme Court, the Judges of the Court of Appeals
and the District Judges [shall each) are each enritled to receive for their services a
compensation to be fixed by law and paid in the manner provided by law, which shall
not be [increased or] diminished during the term for which the [shall] have been
elected, unless a Vacancy occurs, in which case the successor of the former mcumbent
[shall] is entitled to receive only such salary as may be provided by law at the time of
his election or appointment; and provision shall be made by law for sefting apart from
each year's revenue a sufficient amount of Money, to pay such compensation.

Sec. 20. 1. When a vacancy occurs before the expiration of any term of office in
the supreme court or the court of appeals or among the district judges, the govemor
shall appoint a justice or judge from among three nominees selected for such individual
vacancy by the commission on judicial selection.
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(@) The chief justice or an associate justice designated by him;

(b) Three members of the State Bar of Nevada, a public corporation created by
statute, appointed by its board of govemors; and

(c)'l‘rm:cpasom not members of the legal profession, appointed by the governor.

4. Each nomination for the district court shall be made by a temporary commission
oomposedof

(a) The permanent commission;

(b) A member of the State Bar of Nevada resident in the judicial district in which the
vacancy occurs, appointed by the board of govemnors of the State Bar of Nevada; and

(¢) A resident of such judicial district, not a member of the legal profession,
appointed by the governor.

5. If at any time the State Bar of Nevada ceases to exist as a public corporation
or ceases to include all attorneys admitted to practice before the courts of this state,
the legi shall provide by law, or if it fails to do so the supreme court shall
provide by rule, for the appointment of attorneys at law to the positions designated
in this section to be occupied by members of the State Bar of Nevada.

6. The term of office of each appointive member of the permanent commission,
except the first members, is 4 years. Each appointing authority shall appoint one of
the members first appointed for 2 term of 2 years. If a vacancy occurs, the
appointing authority shall fill the vacancy for the unexpired term. The additional
members of a temporary commussion shall be appointed when a vacancy occurs,
and their terms shall expire when the nominations for such vacancy have been
transmitted to the governor.

7. An appointing authority shall not appoint to the permanent commission more
m-

(a) One resident of any county.

(b) Two members of the same political party.
No member of the permanent commission may be a member of a commission on

8. After the expiration of 30 days from the date on which the commission on
judicial selection has delivered to him its list of nominees for any vacancy, if the
governor has not made the appointment required by this section, he shall make no
other appointment to any public office until he has appointed a justice or judge from
the list submitted.
[If a commission on judicial selection is established by another section of this
constitution to nominate persons to fill vacancies on the supreme court, such
commission shall serve as the permanent commission established by subsection 3 of
this section. ]

Sec. 21. 1. A justice of the supreme court , a judge of the court of appeals or a
district judge may, in addition to the provision of article 7 for impeachment, be
censured, retired or removed by the commission on judicial discipline. A justice or
judge may appeal from the action of the commission to the supreme court, which may
mmsmhmonamkcmydmwmmmvﬂedmmm

2. The commission is composed of:

(2) Two justices or judges appointed by the supreme court:

(b) Two members of the State Bar of Nevada, a public corporation created by
statute, appointed by its board of governors; and

(c) Three persons, not members of the legal profession, appointed by the govemor.
The commission shall elect a chairman from among its three lay members.

3. If at any time the State Bar of Nevada ceases to exist as a public corporation or
ceases 1o include all attomeys admitted to practice before the courts of this state, the
legislature shall provide by law, or if it fails to do so the supreme court shall provide by
rule, for the appointment of attorneys at law to the positions designated in this section to
be occupied by members of the State Bar of Nevada.

4. The term of office of each appointive member of the commission, except the first
members, is 4 years. Each appointing authority shall appoint one of the members first
appointed for a term of 2 years. If a vacancy occurs, the appointing authority shall fill
the vacancy for the unexpired term. An appointing authority shall not appoint more
than one resident of any county. The govemor shall not appoint more than two
members of the same political party. No member may be a member of a commission
on judicial selection.

5. The supreme court shall make appropriate rules for:

(a) The confidentiality of all proceedings before the commission, except a decision
to censure, retire or remove a justice or judge.

(b) The grounds of censure.

(c) The conduct of investigations and hearings.

6. No justice or judge may by virtue of this section be:

(a) Removed except for willful misconduct, willful or persistent failure to perform
the duties of his office or habital intemperance; or

(b) Retired except for advanced age which interferes with the proper performance of
his judicial duties, or for mental or physical disability which prevents the proper
performance of his judicial duties and which is likely to be permanent in nature.

7. Any person may bring to the attention of the commission any matter relating
to the fimess of a justice or judge. The commission shall, afier preliminary
investigation, dismiss the matter or order a hearing to be held before it. If a hearing
is ordered, a statement of the matter shall be served upon the justice or judge against
whom the proceeding is brought. The commission in its discretion may suspend a
pnsnceu_wdgeﬁmmeexmseoflnsoﬁicepmdmgdndmmmanmoﬂhe
proceedings before the commission. Any justice or judge whose removal is sought
is liable to indictment and punishment according to law. A justice or judge retired
for disability in accordance with this section is entitled thereafier to receive such

as the legislature may provide.

8. If a proceeding is brought against a justice of the supreme court, no justice
may sit on the commission for that proceeding. If a proceeding is brought against
a judge of the court of appeals, no judge of that court may sit on the commission
Jor that proceeding. If a proceeding is brought against a district judge, no judge
from the same judicial district may sit on the commission for that proceeding. If an
appeal is taken from an action of the commission to the supreme court, any justice
who sat on the commission for that proceeding is disqualified from participating in
the consideration or decision of the appeal. When any member of the commission is
disqualified by this subsection, the supreme court shall appoint a substitute from
among the eligible judges.

9. The commission may:

(a) Dcs:ymeforeachhcamganameymanmeysmlawwactasoomselw
conduct the

(b) Summon witnesses to appear and testify under oath and compel the produc-
tion of books, papers, documents and records;

(c) Grant immunity from prosecution or punishment when the commission
deems it necessary and proper in order to compel the giving of testimony under oath
and the production of books, papers, documents and records; and

(d) Exercise such further powers as the legislature may from time to time confer
upon it.

And be it further
RESOLVED, That section 3 of article 7 of the constitution of the State of Nevada
be amended to read as follows:

[Sec:] Sec. 3. For any reasonable cause to be entered on the journals of each
House, which may [,] or may not be sufficient grounds for impeachment, the [Chief
Justice and Associate] Justices of the Supreme Court , Judges of the Court of
Appeals and rhe Judges of the District Courts shall be removed from Office on the
vote of two thirds of the Members elected to each branch of the Legislature, and the
Justice or Judge complained of [,] shall be served with a copy of the complaint
against him [,] and shall have an opportunity of being heard in person or by counsel
in his defense ; [,] Provided, that no member of either branch of the Legislature
shall be eligible to fill the vacancy occasioned by such removal.

And be it further

RESOLVED, That section 8 of article 15 of the constitution of the State of
Nevada be amended to read as follows:

[Sec:] Sec. 8. The Legislature shall provide for the speedy publication of all
Statute laws of a general nature, and such decisions of the Supreme Court [,] and
the Court of Appeals as it may deem expedient; and all laws and judicial decisions
shall be free for publication by an person; Provided, that no judgment of the
Supreme Court or the Court of Appeals shall take effect and be operative until the
Opinion of the Court in such case shall be filed with the Clerk of said Court.
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QUESTION NO. 8
COUNTY UNFUNDED MANDATE QUESTION

Should the Nevada Legislature be permitted to enact legislation or state agencies be
allowed to issue new regulations which mandate counties to provide new services,
expanded services, or to conduct activities which would require additional spending
by the counties without the Legislature appropriating sufficient state funding for
those services, activities, or programs?

EXPLANATION: Unfunded mandates are requirements placed on counties by
the state to provide services and programs and to perform responsibilities without
providing funding, therefore forcing those programs, services and responsibilities to
be paid for by increased local taxes or the reduction of other locally provided
services.

On July 1, 1992, the Board of Commissioners of Humboldt County voted to present
this advisory question to people of Humboldt County to provide guidance for the
county for funure communications with the state government regarding unfunded
mandates.

A “YES" vote on this question would give approval to the current practice of cost
shifting from the state to local government through the practice of mandating
services and responsibilities without state funding, thereby causing local govern-
ments absorb the cost through service realignment or increased taxes.

A “'NO" vote on this question would place the state of Nevada on notice that you
do not approve of the practice of shifting program and service responsibility to local
governments without the Legislature providing state funding to pay for the costs of
such mandates.

NOTE: This question is purely advisory in nature and does not place any legal
requirement on the governing body or any officer of the political subdivision or the
legislative or executive branches of state government.

ARGUMENTS FOR PASSAGE: The state has developed unfunded mandates as
a means of cutting their costs and transferring responsibility. This aliows the state to
expand programs without increasing their budget.

ARGUMENTS AGAINST PASSAGE: The practice of placing unfunded man-
dates on counties has resulted in increased costs for county taxpayers. Unless the
practice of unfunded mandates is stopped, counties will be forced to cut back
existing services and increase local taxes. The state of Nevada should be responsible
for paying the costs of programs they approve.

BALLOT QUESTION
AIRPORT CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS TAX OVERRIDE

QUESTION NO. 9

Shall the Humboldt County Board of Commissioners be authorized to levy an
additional 2.5 cent ad valorem tax (property tax) for a period of five vears,
commencing in fiscal year 1993-94 and ending in fiscal year 1997-98, to fund
Winnemucca Airport capital improvement projects?
EXPLANATION TO BALLOT QUESTION NO. 9
AIRPORT CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS TAX OVERRIDE

A YES vote is a vote in favor of temporarily increasing property taxes for a period
of five (5) years in an amount not to exceed 2.5 cents per $100 of assessed
valuation. This tax would begin in Fiscal Year 1993-94 and end in Fiscal Year
1997-98 and would raise approximately $111,300 in the first year. A YES vote
would increase Fiscal Year 1993-94 taxes on a $70,000 home by approximately
$6.13 and on a $100,000 home by approximately $8.75.

This money would be used to fund Winnemucca Airport capital improvement
projects including but not limited to: replacing obsolete navigational aids, updating
electrical distribution system, repairing/replacing pavement, replacing fuel storage
tanks, purchasing emergency response vehicles and a storage garage, and other
priorities established by the City-County Airport Board.

A NO vote is a vote in favor of not temporarily increasing property taxes for the
purpose of providing funds to make improvements to the Winnemucca Airport.

QUESTION NO. 10

HOSPITAL BOND QUESTION

Shall the Board of Trustees of the Humboldt General Hospital Dis-
trict be authorized to issue up to $6,300,000 of general obligation
hospital bonds?

Explanation: A *‘yes’ vote would permit the Humboldt General Hospital
District to issue up to $6,300,000 of general obligation hospital bonds for the
purpose of constructing and improving hospital facilities within the District.

A “‘no”" vote would prevent the issuance of general obligation hospital bonds for
this purpose at this time.

Additional Information: The purpose of the bond issue is to provide funds for
the purchase of hospital equipment; to finance remodeling and rehabilitation of
buildings and improvement of property; and the construction of a nursing home
with the capacity for approximately 30 beds.

The maximum amount of the bonds is $6,300,000. The maximum maturity of
the bonds is thirty (30) years, but the Board anticipates that all of the bonds will be
paid in full within twenty (20) years of their issuance.

The Board estimates that the bonds are to be issued in fiscal year 1992-93. Based
upon the Humboldt County Assessor’s estimates of the total assessed value of
property in the District, the Board estimates that the tax rate necessary to provide for
debt service (payments of both principal and interest) on the bonds for the date on
which they are expected to be issued will be $0.1260 per $100.00 of the assessed
value.

The actual tax rate necessary to pay the bonds may be higher or lower than the
above estimates, depending on interest rates at the time the bonds are sold, the
maturity schedule and term of the bonds as actually issued, and the assessed value
of property in the District against which the bonds are issued at the time taxes to
repay the bonds are levied.

Normal operating and maintenance costs will be paid from the District's general
operating budget and will have no effect on the tax rate.

This bond issue is necessary so Humboldt General Hospital can provide needed
state of the art services. Demands on this Hospital have exceeded our capabilities.
Expansion will allow us to meet current and future needs.

If the bond question is not approved, the Hospital will continue 1o experience
overcrowding in all departments and waiting time will increase. County residents
will be forced to seek nursing home care in another community.

A bond election will be held on Tuesday, November 3, 1992, in conjunction with
the general election to be held within Humboldt County. The polls will be open
from 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. Your precinct and polling place are listed elsewhere on
the sample ballot.
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