
 

  

 

LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS
®

 OF NORTHERN NEVADA 

2014 VOTER GUIDE 
For Carson City and Washoe Counties 

Nevada Election November 4, 2014 
The League of Women Voters, a nonpartisan political organization, encourages the informed and active 
participation of citizens in government, works to increase understanding of major public policy issues, and 

to influence public policy through education and advocacy. The League of Women Voters does not support 
or oppose any candidate or political party.  

     

 
CLICK ON THE COLORED LINKS BELOW AND YOU WILL  AUTOMATICALLY BE TAKEN TO 

THE CHOSEN INFORMATION 
 

How To Find Your Precinct       

Candidates   
 

 FEDERAL PARTISAN OFFICES 
Representative in Congress, District 2 
 
STATE PARTISAN OFFICES  
Statewide Offices  
 
State Senate (Washoe and Carson City) 
 
State Assembly (Washoe and Carson 
City)  
 
BALLOT QUESTONS   
Ballot Question 1 
Ballot Question 2 
Ballot Question 3 
 

How Can I Register To Vote? 
 
 
WASHOE COUNTY 
Washoe District Courts  
  
Washoe County Offices 
 

Washoe County School Board 
 

Reno City Offices 
 

Sparks City Offices 
 

CARSON CITY OFFICES  
Carson City Offices  
 

Carson City School Trustees 

  

  



 

A note on how this Voter Guide was produced   

The League of Women Voters of Northern Nevada Voter Services Committee sent an e-mail to all 

eligible candidates for Washoe and Carson City races (with more than one candidate) who had 

provided the registrar with their contact information.   The e-mail included a request to submit a 60-

word statement on their qualifications and a 40-word statement of their top three priorities.  The 

committee also asked for a candidate website address. The league then transferred what each 

candidate submitted to this electronic guide as is.  No editing took place apart from truncating 

statements that exceeded the word count limits.  

Jan Browne, Chair  

Voter Services Committee  

League of Women Voters of Northern Nevada 

    
How can I find out which candidates I’m eligible to vote for?  

  
The Carson City and Washoe County have ways to find out if you are currently registered to vote and 

to find out which districts cover your neighborhood.   

 

 For Washoe County go to the link below and enter your name and date of birth as shown below. 
 
 Check for Washoe County Current Voter Information 
 

  
  
  

http://www.washoecounty.us/voters/index.html


 

For Carson City to check your registration status you must go to the Nevada Secretary of State 
Office web site below and enter your first and last name, date of birth and either your driver’s 
license number or the last four digits of your Social Security number as shown below. 
 
Nevada Secretary of State Voter Status 

 

   
 
HOW CAN I REGISTER TO VOTE IN WASHOE COUNTY OR CARSON CITY? 

In both counties you can register to vote using the Nevada Secretary of State web site. You will need 

a Nevada driver’s license or DMV-issued ID and a Social Security number to complete the online 

registration (see below if you do not have a driver’s license or DMV issued ID).  You can register to 

vote by clicking on this link:   Nevada Secretary Of State Voter Registration Page 

You can also register to vote by obtaining and completing a Voter Registration Application from:   

1. County Registrar of Voters Office 

2. DMV Offices 

3. State Welfare Agencies 

4. Most Post Offices 

5. Libraries. 

 Present your completed application form to the Registrar of Voters Office in your county, the DMV, 

or State Welfare Agency.  You can also mail the form to the Registrar of Voters Office in Washoe 

County or Carson City. 

 If you do not have a DMV driver’s license or DMV-issued ID you must register in person with 

your county election office, or you may fill out an application and mail it to your local county 

Elections Department. You can obtain a voter registration form at: 1) your county Registrar of 

Voters Office, 2. DMV Offices, 3. State Welfare Agencies, 4. most Post Offices, 5. Libraries. As an 

alternative you can print the Voter Registration Application to take in or mail to your local county 

Elections Department.  To print out a voter registration for click on this link: Nevada Voter 

Registration Form 

http://nvsos.gov/index.aspx?page=3%20%20%20%20
https://nvsos.gov/sosvoterservices/Registration/step1.aspx
http://www.nvsos.gov/SOSVoterRegForm/VoterForm.aspx
http://www.nvsos.gov/SOSVoterRegForm/VoterForm.aspx


 

For those without a Nevada Driver’s License you must have a copy of a current utility bill, bank 

statement, paycheck or document issued by a governmental entity, including, without limitation, a 

check, which indicates the name and address of the person. 

The mailing address for the Washoe County Elections Department is:  P.O. Box 11130, Reno, Nevada 

89520. Their telephone number is (775) 328-3670 

The mailing address for the Carson City Elections Department is: 885 East Musser Street Suite 1025, 

Carson City, Nevada 89701-4475. Their telephone number is (775)-887-2087  

  



 

FOR REPRESENTATIVE TO CONGRESS, DISTRICT 2, AND STATEWIDE OFFICES, 
INCLUDING GOVERNOR, LT. GOVERNOR, SECRETARY OF STATE, ATTORNEY 
GENERAL, CONTROLLER, AND TREASURER, FOLLOW THESE INSTRUCTIONS: 

 

To find information on the above races, click on this link www.Vote411.org.  You will enter 

your name and address, click on “get personalized information on candidates and issues”, 

click on “Find my information”, select English or Spanish language, click on “Go to my 

races” and you can then view the candidate’s information that appears first or click on 

“view my races”. 

 
 
 

NEVADA STATE SENATE: WASHOE COUNTY AND CARSON CITY DISTRICTS 

Nevada Senate District 13 (Washoe County) 

Koziol, Thomas (Republican) 
Government is An Illusion of Benefit. My 
knowledge will turn it into the benefit it was 
meant to be from its inception. In other words, 
government will serve the citizen and not the 
other way around. 
 

Top 3 Priorities 
Education – Students need real world classes 
Jobs – Make it easier for companies to relocate 
here 
Taxes – Eliminate the “quiet” taxes built into the 
statutes 

Smith, Debbie (Democrat) 
(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

 
 

Nevada Senate District 14 (Washoe County) 

Hunt, Joe (Democrat) 

http://joehunt.org/ 

First and foremost, I’m a husband and proud 
father of three little girls (like the Powerpuff 
Girls).  English instructor at UNR and TMCC for 
six years.  Bachelor’s from Brigham Young, Utah 
and a Master’s degree from the University of 
Massachusetts, Amherst.  Worked at the 
Amazon Factory in Fernley and for ESI Security.  
Eagle Scout. 

Top 3 Priorities 
Education.  I support the Education Initiative 
(and corporate tax). 
 
The Economy.  Support a gradated minimum 
wage, where corporations like Wal-Mart pay 
higher wages than small businesses.  (Helping 
the poor.) 
 
Developing natural resources—including 
reclaiming BLM land—and water preservation. 

Gustavson, Don (Republican) 

(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

 

   

http://www.vote411.org/
http://joehunt.org/


 

Nevada Senate, District-16 (Washoe County and Carson City) 

Kieckhefer, Ben (Republican) 
(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 
 

 

Everhart, John H. (Independent) 
US Army Helicopter Pilot, 1966-1971. 
B.S. Mining Engineering, University of Nevada - 
Reno, 1974. 
M.Ed. University of Tennessee - Chattanooga, 
1982. 
Currently retired in Reno Nevada. 
I have worked in both the mining industry and 
in the field of education 

 Top 3 Priorities  
Corporations are not persons; 
Money is not free speech; 
Corporations shall not donate to politicians         
either directly or indirectly; 
Individual donations $100 maximum; 
All elections shall be publicly financed. 
 

Kelley, Michael  (Democrat) 
(NO RESPONSE) 

  

 
NEVADA ASSEMBLY WASHOE AND CARSON CITY LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS 

State Assembly District 25 

Hickey, Pat (Republican)  
(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

Putnam, Niklas (Independent) 

Served in the United States Army from 1990 
through 2013. Management Experience: 
Leading Soldiers, Executive Officer, 
Construction Contracting Officer 
Representative, Construction Engineer, 
Environmental Officer, Teacher, Project 
Director, Disaster Relief Operations Officer, and 
Research & Development Scientist. Political 
Experience: Undergraduate & Graduate Student 
Government. Education: Bachelors from 
University of Nevada-Reno. PhD from University 
of Missouri Science & Technology. 

Top 3 Priorities 
1.Take Care of Veterans  

2. Nevada State Lottery for Kindergarten 
through 12th Grade Public Education  

3. Quality Health Care within the Silver State 
Exchange  
 

 
 



 

State Assembly District 26 

Kirner, Randy (Republican) 
www.randykirner.org 

Two terms as Assemblyman first elected in 
2010.  Committees include influential Ways & 
Means (two terms), Taxation (one term), 
Education (two terms) and transportation 
(one term).  I hold a Doctorate in Education, 
two masters degrees and am a graduate of the 
CSG Western Legislative Academy. 

Top 3 Priorities 
Top priorities include Education where I have 
submitted two BDRs (Student Date Privacy 
and Protection and revisions improving 
Millennium Scholarship.  Second priority is 
addressing sustainability of PERS.  Lastly, 
veterans issues are a personal concern.  
 

Krasner, Lisa (Republican) 
NO RESPONSE- See response at  

http://www.vote411.org 

Top 3 Priorities 

 

 

State Assembly District 27 

Benitez-Thompson, Teresa (Democrat) 
(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

Crouch, Rex (Republican) 
http://ElectRexCrouch.com 

I'm a retired U.S. Army paratrooper of some 20 
years; I have a spine which many elected officials 
lack. I have two undergraduate degrees and a 
master's degree in business management.   After 
my military career, I went to work for the federal 
government where I became well versed in 
Nevada natural resources.  I’m certified in fiscal 
law and government contracting. . 

Top 3 Priorities 
1- Stop the transfer of water from northern 

Nevada to southern Nevada.  

2- Dispose of the substandard federal 

education standards which have failed Nevada.  

3- Jobs- We need to get Government out of the 

way of business. 

 

 
 

State Assembly District 30 

Scott, Lauren A (Republican) 
http://www.scottfornevada.com 

I was appointed to the Nevada Equal Rights 
Commission by Governor Sandoval in 2012. In 
the last three legislative sessions, I worked to 
advance civil rights issues in Nevada.  

I was an active-duty member of the US Air 
Force for nearly seven years.  

I graduated with honors from St. Leo 
University with Bachelor of Arts degree in 
Business Administration 

Top 3 Priorities 
 

Business development – Attract new 
business, support Nevada's entrepreneurs and 
diversify the economy. 
Reducing unemployment – Fund vocational 
training, support job placement services and 
accelerate job creation. 
Fiscal policy – A balanced budget without new 
taxation, through business development and 
reduced unemployment. 
 

Sprinkle, Michael (Democrat) 

NO RESPONSE- See response at 
www.vote411.org.  

Top 3 Priorities 

 
 

www.randykirner.org
http://www.vote411.org/
http://electrexcrouch.com/
http://www.scottfornevada.com/
http://www.vote411.org/


 

State Assembly District 31 

Daly, Richard “Skip” (Democrat) 

I have represented Assembly District 31 since 
being first elected in 2010.  I Chair the 
Assembly Natural Resources, Agriculture and 
Mining Committee.  I also serve on the 
Commerce and Labor and Government Affairs 
committees.  In my day job I am the Business 
Manager for the Laborers Union Local 169, 
where I advocate for jobs and for working men 
and women.  

Top 3 Priorities 
I will continue to work for improved 
educational out comes at our schools, a more 
diversified economy that creates more 
sustainable middle class jobs for our citizens, 
and a government that is more efficient and 
accountable. 
 

Dickman, Jill (Republican) 

http://www.votejilldickman.com 

I’m a business owner with 30+ years of private 
sector job-creating experience.  I bring a 
common sense approach to state government 
with extreme attention to detail. I am able to 
interact well with those holding opposing 
viewpoints and will listen to all sides of every 
issue. Serving the people is my only goal and 
I'll always be available to constituents. 
 

Top 3 Priorities 
Creating a more business-friendly 
environment, with lower taxes and less 
burdensome regulations, to attract more 
businesses and jobs. 
 
Offering solutions to repair our failing school 
system.  
 
Finding and eliminating wasteful spending, 
making state government smaller and more 
efficient. 

 

 

State Assembly District 32 (Washoe and Various Other Counties) 

Gabriel, Louis “Wedge” (Libertarian) 
(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

Hansen, Ira (Republican) 
(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

Sampaga, John Sharp (Democrat) 

Chairman, Lemmon Valley Citizens’ Advisory 
Board 
President, CWA Local 9467/UTW34 
Owner operator, Marjohn’s Farm, Lemmon 
Valley, NV 
Perfect attendance on the job: Western Union 
1963-1994, Nevada Bell (AT&T) 1994 to 
present. 
I hope to retire this year and when elected 
concentrate on my job as Nevada State 
Assemblyman as well as my new marriage and 
our farm. 
 

Top 3 Priorities 
 

I’ve been a supporter of Women’s , Veterans’, 
Senior Citizens groups, support better schools 
for our children and returning jobs to Nevada 
and the rest of the U.S.A. 
 
I support craft schools for high school students 
who can’t afford  

 
 

http://www.votejilldickman.com/


 

State Assembly District 40 (Washoe and Carson City) 

Cook, Dave (Democrat) 
(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

O’Neill, Phillip “PK” (Republican) 
http://nv40.nationbuilder.com/ 
I am qualified to serve in the Assembly 
through my education, a lifetime of public 
service and community involvement.  My 
career has given me the opportunity to learn 
to talk with, and listen to the public; to use the 
information gathered in drawing conclusions 
and making decisions, then acting on those 
decisions in a principled way. 

Top 3 Priorities 
Creating an environment conducive to 
economic growth, including opposition to the 
“Margin Tax” and identifying an equitable 
funding source 
 
Improving our K-12 and Community College 
resources 
 
Developing a State government operation 
capable of attracting and maintaining a quality 
workforce 

Wagner, John (Independent American Party) 
http://www.iapn.org 

I have been a non-paid lobbyist for the last 12 
years. I have followed legislation and testified 
for and against bills. 
 

Top 3 Priorities 
1. Reduce spending. The Sage Commission 

outlined where cuts can be made and 

not one was implemented. 

2. Protect the 2nd amendment against 

Mayor Bloomberg. 

3. Improve education. Implement school 

choice and vouchers.  

 

 
 
 

  

http://nv40.nationbuilder.com/
http://www.iapn.org/


 

WASHOE DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENTS 
(Nonpartisan) 

Washoe District Court Dept. 5 Family Court 

Lu, Cynthia 
http://www.luforjudge.com/ 
I presently serve as a Court Master in the Family 
Court where I hear divorce, custody and child 
welfare matters.  Every day, I make decisions to 
protect vulnerable children and to strengthen 
families in crisis.   I have dedicated my career to 
public service.   There would be no greater honor 
to continue such service as a Family Court Judge. 

Top 3 Priorities   
I would like to increase the efficiency and 
timeliness of hearing and deciding contested 
family cases.  I hope to increase the number of 
matters settled through mediation at the 
outset of cases to facilitate timely, agreed upon 
outcomes and dispositions.   

 
 

Young, Cliff J 
http://www.young4judge.com/ 
I have practiced law in Reno for 31 years and 
represented hundreds of families through 
divorce and custody cases. It’s one of the 
bigger moments in peoples’ lives.  My 
extensive experience involving business 
valuation, tracing investments,  hidden assets 
and all types of family law issues makes me the 
better candidate for Department 5. 

Top 3 Priorities 
 An ideal judge is patient, collegial, humble, 
respectful and courteous.   A Family Judge is 
responsible for disassembling family relationships.    
I pledge to be fair handed, non-partisan and 
consistent with other family judges’ procedures so 
as to not encourage forum shopping. 
 
 

 

http://www.luforjudge.com/
http://www.young4judge.com/


 

Washoe District Judge Dept. 6 

 Rands, Doug  
http://www.dougforjudge.com 
In 1987, I came to Nevada to clerk for a 
District Court Judge.   After completing my 
clerkship, I began trying cases.   In my practice 
I have tried cases to all the Courts of Nevada, 
the Nevada Supreme Court and Federal Courts, 
including the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals.  I 
have more jury trial experience than anyone 
else in this race. 

Top 3 Priorities 
1. Equal and fair access to the Court System 

for all. 

2. Prompt response to all inquiries and 

motions to the Court by the public and 

counsel. 

3. Greater use of mediation and settlement to 

save time and money. 

 

 Simons, Lynne 
http://lynnesimonsforjudge.com/ 
My legal career has breadth and depth of 
experience together with a 30 year connection 
to the court.  I have handled thousands of 
challenging cases as an attorney, mediator and 
court master.  I am reflective, well-rounded 
and family-oriented, balanced by a strong 
moral compass.  I offer intellectual 
horsepower together with resounding 
common sense.  I have a passion for justice. 

Top 3 Priorities 
 

My priorities are: (1) to treat every 
person/entity with kind and sound justice; (2) 
to mindfully manage cases and explain 
decisions; and (3) to maintain my “roll up your 
sleeves” work ethic while effectively serving 
the court and our community. 
 

 

Washoe District Judge Dept. 8   

 Stiglich, Lidia S  
http://judgestiglich.com/ 
As District Judge I have presided over 
Department 8 of the Second Judicial District 
Court for close to two years. In that time I have 
handled numerous serious criminal and civil 
matters and conducted dozens of trials. I have 
gained the experience necessary to successfully 
perform the position of District Judge hands-on. 

 Top 3 Priorities  

 
To encourage speedy and just resolution of 
matters before the court;  
To provide litigants and lawyers with access to 
justice and transparency of process;  
o forward much needed technological 
advancement in the court. 

 Tierney, Keith J 
http://www.electkeithtierneydistrictcourtjudge-
dept8.com/ 
Thirty years comprehensive experience in law 
and economics; Master’s Degree in public sector 
economics.  
I serve with Reno City Attorney, US Bankruptcy 
office and partner of my firm. 
I chair the Elder Law section of the Nevada Bar 
and founded Civil Rights for Seniors. 
I have experience in administrative law and I am 
an arbitrator, mediator and university lecturer. 

Top 3 Priorities  
My 3 priorities include a establishing a 
juvenile victim/offender mediation program,  
Veterans Court, and improving 
guardianship/elder ward representation. 
 
 

 

http://www.dougforjudge.com/
http://lynnesimonsforjudge.com/
http://judgestiglich.com/
http://www.electkeithtierneydistrictcourtjudge-dept8.com/
http://www.electkeithtierneydistrictcourtjudge-dept8.com/


 

Washoe District Judge Dept. 11 Family Court 

Cafferata-Jenkins, Caren 
www.Cafferata-JenkinsForJudge.com 
Caren Cafferata-Jenkins knows that each person 
who enters a courtroom has a unique story and 
deserves an honest and ethical judge to hear the 
case. Even more Caren is a unique, 
approachable individual who has an uncanny 
ability to cut through mounds of information to 
identify and break down barriers and confront 
the key issues to resolve family law cases. 
 

Top 3 Priorities  
 

1.  Remain practical and mindful of the effect of 
family court rulings - especially on children. 
2. Efficiently manage time and resources to 
process cases expeditiously. 
3. Maintain an honest, respectful and unbiased 
courtroom for the people of Washoe County. 
   

Weller, Chuck 
http://www.judgechuckweller.com/ 
I have made 20,000 decision during my 10 years 
as family court judge.  None were reversed on 
appeal.  In 2013 the Nevada Supreme Court 
gave me an award for outstanding achievement 
and I earned a Ph.D. in judicial studies from 
UNR. My re-election is supported by Catherine 
Cortez Masto, Dale Raggio, Senator Bernice 
Mathews and 100 family law lawyers.  

Top 3 Priorities 

Making the right decisions for Washoe’s families 
and children.  
Domestic violence, a behavior which was the 
subject of my dissertation. 
Litigants without lawyers. I manage the Self-
Help Center which enables those who can’t 
afford lawyers to appear in court. 
 

  
   

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.cafferata-jenkinsforjudge.com/
http://www.dannytarkanian.com/
http://www.judgechuckweller.com/


 

Washoe District Judge Dept. 14 Family Court 

Humke, David 
http://davidhumke.com/ 
I am qualified to serve in family court having 
twenty-five years plus law practice including 
family law and current experience as a Tribal 
Court Judge.  I also hold a Master of Social Work 
degree, served as the first Executive Director of 
Children’s Cabinet, worked as a judicial 
educator in family law and was Chief Legislative 
Sponsor of AB 199. 

Top 3 Priorities 

I will carefully and courteously listen to all 
parties, witnesses and counsel and will fairly 
apply the law to do justice in each case.  I also 
will be devoted to finding and providing for the 
best interest of the child. 

 

Springgate, John P 
http://johnspringgate.com/ 
29 years trial experience, in family, civil, injury, 
and criminal matters.   Over twenty five jury 
trials. 
Death penalty case qualified, and AV rated (the 
highest) by other lawyers. 
Pro Tem judge, Reno Municipal Court and 
Sparks Justice Court. 
9 years of service on the Attorney Discipline 
Panel 
Family Court Bench Bar Committee 
Special Prosecutor for City of Reno 
Eagle Scout. 

Top 3 Priorities  
Washoe County families need a judge who 
knows the law, and can settle or try their case 
without delay.  Cases need to be handled 
quickly, and decided fairly.  We must reduce the 
tremendous case load in family court. 
 

 

 

http://davidhumke.com/
http://johnspringgate.com/


 

WASHOE COUNTY OFFICES 
 

Washoe County Commissioner District 2 

Lucey, Bob (Republican) 
http://www.boblucey.com 

I will bring common sense leadership with 
private sector experience to the Washoe 
County Commission.  As a 5th generation 
Nevadan, Husband, Father and Local 
Businessman I care about the families in 
Washoe County. We need the private sector 
experience that I can provide as a business 
owner and a solid work ethic to deliver 
common sense solutions for Washoe County. 

Top 3 Priorities 
1. Keeping taxes low and streamlining current 
government operations to encourage and support 
economic development and job creation. 

2. Increasing efficiency – identify inefficiencies and 
privatize services where appropriate 

3. Help create a new environment for public services 
and creating union contracts that are flexible and 
sustainable. 

Thomas, Teri (Democrat) 
http://www.territhomaswashoecomm.com/ 
I have 32 years of experience in government 
finance, 26 of which were in northern Nevada 
local governments, including Washoe County, 
the City of Sparks and the Truckee Meadows 
Water Authority.  I have served as a technical 
advisor to the Nevada State Legislature, and am 
well versed in state law as it applies to local 
governments, especially in finance and 

Top 3 Priorities 

I want to protect our residents from crime, fire, 
flooding threats and ;  
I want to engender sustainable development in 
the community  through more thoughtful 
planning and zoning decisions; and 
I want to renew the region’s focus on heritage 
 

 
 

Washoe County Commissioner District 3 

Gurney, David E (Democrat) 
(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

Jung, Kitty (Democrat) 
http://www.kittyjung.us/ 
Kitty Jung earned a Master’s Degree in 
Psychology from Humboldt State University. 
Following experience in the public sector, Jung 
became a Public Service lecturer at the 
Truckee Meadows Community College, served 
as the business and community liaison for 
Sierra Nevada Job Corps and served as the City 
of Reno community liaison. Kitty has been 
District 3 County Commissioner since 2007. 

Top 3 Priorities 
 

Fiscal responsibility has remained a top 
priority for Kitty Jung.  Jung believes in 
promoting, providing and preserving a 
community that puts job creation, education 
and public safety first. Since 2007, Kitty has 
supported the citizens of the Truckee 
Meadows area. 
 

 
 

http://www.boblucey.com/
http://www.territhomaswashoecomm.com/
http://www.kittyjung.us/


 

Washoe County Commissioner District 5 

Gavin, John R (Democrat) 
http://votejohngavin.com/ 

Owned non construction businesses. Leader, 
officer or Parliamentarian in various 
organizations. Example:  Recording Secretary, 
VP, President, 17 years Executive Board and 
12 years contract negotiating committee for 
the Sheet Metal Workers serving all of 
Northern Nevada. Taught Math, Finance and 
Budget. Managed a food pantry. Worked E-
waste & Christmas tree recycling. 

Top 3 Priorities 
 
PUBLIC SAFETY.  Sheriff and Fire. Automatic 
aid all Fire Departments. Consolidation?  Not 
like previously. 
 
 

Herman, Jeanne (Republican) 
http://WWW.jeanneforcommissioner.com 
1. My strong belief in God and Country, in our 

Constitution, protection of private 

property rights and freedom and liberty. 

2. I do not believe in wasteful spending nor 

do I believe in any increases in taxes. 

3. I am a very good listener, result oriented, 

and  am well known for getting things 

done. 

4.  Owned and operated my business since 

1971. 

Top 3 Priorities 
 

1. Keeping county government honest and 

accountable to the people it serves, by 

living up to the motto of “protect and 

serve”. 

2. Equitable information highway from all 

county departments to the public. 

3. No new taxes or fees. 

 
 

  

http://votejohngavin.com/
http://www.jeanneforcommissioner.com/


 

 

Washoe County Assessor 

Clark, Michael E (Republican) 

http://www.clarkforassessor.com 
I have over three decades of experience in the 
real estate and mortgage industries as a 
company owner. I know what true market cash 
value means in the real world. I know when a 
property is assessed at a value that it would 
never sell for the real world. I am qualified to 
treat all property tax payers equally. 
 

Top 3 Priorities 

There is a cliché that the three most important 
things in real estate are location, location, and 
location. My top three priorities for the 
Assessor’s Office are equally direct; fairness, 
fairness and fairness. Everyone should be 
treated the same! 

 

Wilson, Joshua G (Republican) 

http://wilsonforassessor.com/ 
I was elected as Washoe County Assessor in 
2006 and have over 15 years of assessment 
experience.  I’m a certified appraiser in Nevada 
and have a degree from UNR in Business 
Administration.  I’m a dedicated public servant 
focused on providing excellent public service. 
I’m committed to transparency and efficiency 
in government while providing fair and 
equitable property assessments. 

Top 3 Priorities 
 

1. To provide complete, accurate and fair 
assessments of all property. 

2. Listening to taxpayers and acting as their 
advocate during the 2015 Legislative 
session. 

3. Continue an open door policy while 
providing excellent public service. 

 
 

 

Washoe County Clerk 

Clark, Bobee (Democrat) 
(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

Parent, Nancy (Republican) 
http://voteparent.com/ 
Appointed Washoe County Clerk July 2013; 14 
years as Chief Deputy in Clerk’s Office; 
Responsible for creating and maintaining 
accurate, independent and non-biased records 
of County Commission actions, issuing 
marriage licenses, filing fictitious firm names 
(dba’s) and notary bonds; Committed to ethics 
and transparency in governments;  2 grown 
sons (Matt & Mark); 2 rescue Lhasa Apsos 
(Hunky & Dorrie). 

Top 3 Priorities 
Increase online access to Commission, 
marriage, business and other records 
maintained by the County Clerk. 
 
Preservation of historic records dating to 1862 
currently in bound books or on microfilm 
(convert to sustainable searchable digital 
format). 
 
Promote ethical transparent government 
operations. 

   
 

http://www.clarkforassessor.com/
http://wilsonforassessor.com/
http://voteparent.com/


 

Washoe County Public Administrator 

Cavallo, Don (Republican) 
(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

McKenna, Chase D (Democrat) 
http://www.betterlivinginsight.com/ 
Chase McKenna was born and raised in Reno, 
NV.  She attended University in Los Angeles, 
CA studying Psychology. She graduated with 
honors from HMI.  After graduating Chase 
continued her studies and received her PhD. 
Chase McKenna specializes in Neuro-Linguistic 
Programming, Hypnotherapy, and Hand 
Writing Analysis.  

Top 3 Priorities 
Supporting the Arts, Veterans, and Education. 
Chase is active in the local theatre community.  
She is working on a show about soldiers 
returning home from war.  Half of the proceeds 
will be donated to the VFW – Veterans of 
Foreign Wars. 
 

 

 

Washoe County Recorder 

Burtness, Lawrence (Republican) 
http://www.burtness4recorder.com/ 
Since 2001, I have served as Washoe County 
Chief Deputy Recorder and County Recorder, 
bringing commitment, passion, and forty years 
of experience working in private and public 
sectors with county recorders, title companies, 
and lenders.  I am passionate about customer 
service, committed to excellence, and 
coordinate with national organizations to 
establish standards and best practices for the 
property records industry. 

Top 3 Priorities 
Continuing fiscal responsibility while 
maintaining excellent customer service levels. 
 
Evaluating and implementing best practices 
and technology to keep Washoe County  
Recorder’s Office responsive and accountable 
to the public. 
 
Preserving and protecting vital documents 
while providing convenient access to those 
records. 

Cochran, Don (Independent American Party) 
(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

Townsend, Robert (Democrat) 

(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

 
 

http://www.betterlivinginsight.com/
http://www.burtness4recorder.com/


 

Washoe County Sheriff (nonpartisan) 

Allen, Chuck 
http://www.chuckallenforsheriff.com/ 

 Service to State-24 years of service with 

the Nevada Highway Patrol 

 Leadership Experience-Over 30 years of 

service to state and country and is 

currently a Chief Master Sergeant with the 

Nevada Air National Guard  

 Community Involvement-A visible leader 

on many non-profit boards with budget 

approval and experience 

 Excellent Communicator-Visible 

spokesperson for agency for over 10 years 

Top 3 Priorities 
1. Community Partnerships-Continue to build 

and maintain relationships with public 

safety organizations and our community.  

2. Keeping our Community Safe-Will evaluate 

all programs and services currently being 

provided. 

3. A More Efficient Agency- Will expand and 

rejuvenate the reserve deputy program. 

 

Kuzanek, Tim 

http://www.kuzanek.com 
I have over 20 years of experience working in 
the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office. I have 
experience in every department of the WCSO 
including the SWAT team, undercover 
narcotics operations and am currently 
accountable for 745 employees and a $95 
million-dollar budget.  I helped improve and 
expand the DNA crime lab and lead a data-
driven system to identify crime trends. 

Top 3 Priorities 
 

I will continue to use my knowledge, 
experience and community partnerships to 
help maintain low crime rates which includes 
cracking down on criminal gang activity and 
combating drug trafficking, while managing 
the sheriff’s office budget effectively.  

 

 
 

WASHOE COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD 
(Nonpartisan) 

Washoe School Board Trustee-District C (nonpartisan) 

Clark, Barbara 
WCSD School Board Trustee for seven years; 
elected President in 2009, 2013 & 2014. 
Advocate for parent involvement and public K-
12 education for 20 years.  Founder of 
Nevada's Family Engagement Summit.  Chair of 
statewide Advisory Council on Family 
Engagement; president of Nevada State Parent 
Teacher Association (PTA), 2001-2003; and 
Nevada PTA's lead lobbyist at Nevada State 
Legislature, 1995 to 2005. 

Top 3 Priorities 
Implementing Strategic Plan, Envision WCSD 
2015—Investing In Our Future, defining the 
District’s overarching goals and objectives. 
   
Increasing family-engagement efforts due to a 
direct link between family engagement and 
academic achievement.  
 
Finding a sustainable source of revenue for 
capital projects. 

Smith, Nick 
(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

 
 

http://www.chuckallenforsheriff.com/
http://www.kuzanek.com/


 

Washoe School Board Trustee-District F (nonpartisan) 

Frenkel, Veronica 

http://www.veronicafrenkel.com/ 

 20+ years as a trainer, educator and 
workforce development professional 

 Actively-engaged parent of a high school 
junior, in WCSD schools since kindergarten 

 Widely-recognized skills as a team-builder, 
communicator, and facilitator able to bring 
people together to craft effective solutions 

 15+ years  of public service in Nevada, 
including as Nevada’s Domestic Violence 
Ombudsman and as on the Washoe County 
Executive team 

Top 3 Priorities 
 

 Boost student outcomes; strengthen CTE, 
STEM and advanced learning programs to 
prepare children for future success and 
support regional economic vitality 

 Re-instill trust in WCSD through improved 
school performance, fiscal transparency 
and open communication 

 Foster secure and engaging learning 
environments 

 

Shaw, Jim 
www.electjimshaw.com 

High School English Teacher (10 years) 
High School Counselor (3 years) 
High School Vice Principal (20 years) 
Sparks Civil Service Commission (3 years) 
Sparks Councilman (6 years) 
Washoe County Commissioner (12 years) 
Nevada Commission on Ethics Commissioner 
(6 years) 
With my educational and political experience, I 
believe that I am well qualified to be a Washoe 
County School District Trustee. 

Top 3 Priorities 
Budget Issues:  Provide insight and 
accountability for the fiscal responsibility of 
the taxpayers’ money and funding. 
 
Graduation Increases:  Continue improving on 
our graduation numbers. 
 
Alternative Education:  Give opportunities to 
high school students to pursue educational 
choices other than traditional high school. 

 

http://www.veronicafrenkel.com/
http://www.electjimshaw.com/


 

RENO CITY OFFICES 

(Nonpartisan) 

City of Reno Mayor 

Pezonella, Raymond “Pez” 

http://pezformayor.com/ 

I am a business owner, not a politician. As an 
engineer, I analyze data and collect facts 
before making decisions and that’s what I’ll do 
when dealing with Reno’s finances. 
I’ve called Reno home for 44 years and I’m an 
active member of the community – involved in 
the Reno Arch Lions Club, local schools, youth 
sports, 4-H, and local charities.  

Top 3 Priorities 
1) Economic Development— Create jobs and 
promote Reno as a good place for business;  
2) Budget—Ensure city's financial house is in 
order;  
3) Public Safety—Protect quality of life by 
ensuring police and fire are fully funded. 
 
 

Schieve, Hillary 

www.hillaryforreno.com 

Hillary is the only candidate who brings a 
wealth of small business experience and a 
record of being a taxpayer watchdog. As your 
Councilwoman, Hillary created the 
Technology and Innovation Council and was a 
founder of the Midtown district. Hillary owns 
two small businesses in Reno and created jobs 
in a down economy. Learn more about 
Schieve’s plan at www.hillaryforreno.com. 

Top 3 Priorities 
Schieve has a five-point plan for Reno. This 
plan includes a Blight Reduction Initiative to 
end blight and create jobs, a Biggest Little City 
Initiative to rebrand our city and a 
Transparent Spending Practice Initiative to fix 
our debt.  
 
 

 

 

http://pezformayor.com/
http://www.hillaryforreno.com/
http://www.hillaryforreno.com/


 

City of Reno Council, Ward 2 

Cafferata, Elisa 

http://www.elisacafferata.com/ 
I am a fourth generation Nevada who has 
worked in the public, private and nonprofit 
sectors to improve our quality of life.   
UNR MBA mom with a passion for startups and 
innovation.   
President & CEO of Nevada Advocates for 
Planned Parenthood Affiliates.   
Community work includes: Truckee Meadows 
Regional Planning, Truckee River Flood Project 
and Truckee Meadows Tomorrow.   

Top 3 Priorities 
 Support local startups so other cities want to 

be the “next Reno.”  

 Build a city rich in culture that locals love; 

word will get out. 

 Focus on #smart government:  Use innovation 

thinking and common sense to solve problems. 

 

Duerr, Naomi 

www.votenaomi.com 

 B.S. Geology, Mackay School of Mines, UNR  
Master’s in Public Administration and Policy 
(water and mineral policy), UNR Thesis on 
Geothermal Energy Development  
19 years as Co-owner of small business 
(geologic consulting, environmental 
permitting, mineral exploration).  
24 years in Public Management (Truckee River 
Flood Project, Nevada State Water Planner, 
etc.) Managed up to 700 staff and $250 million 
annual budget.  

Top 3 Priorities 
 Restore fiscal accountability and genuine 
public involvement - build consensus and get 
things done.  
 
Address fire/public safety issues, including 
appropriate regionalization. 
  
Utilize innovative partnerships and Reno's 
unique location, art, parks, food, culture and 
community to improve economy and create 
jobs.  
 

 

 

http://www.elisacafferata.com/
http://www.votenaomi.com/


 

City of Reno Council, Ward 4 

McKenzie, Paul 

http://www.votepaulmckenzie.com/ 

I am a leader who takes action to resolve 
issues.  I have spent the last twenty years 
resolving issues and advocating at all levels of 
government to bring good jobs to Nevada.  I 
served on the North Valleys NAB, on the 
Governor’s Green and Renewable Energy 
Sector Council and the DIR Advisory 
Committee overseeing OSHA, MSHA and 
workers compensation. 

Top 3 Priorities 
 

I believe we need to reinvest in our 
community.  
We need to seek new business and industry to 
come to our community. 
We need to grow the Tahoe Region as a whole 
and quit fighting amongst the political sub-
divisions. 
  
 

Weber, Bonnie 

http://www.bonnieforreno.com/ 

I'm the only candidate in this race that has 
balanced a public budget during times of fiscal 
crisis. 
I'm not a special interest candidate but well-
known for serving the interests of ALL the 
COMMUNITY.  I'm here to serve you! 
My family has called Reno home for more than 
25 years and we love this place! 
I'd appreciate your vote! 

Top 3 Priorities 
Our quality of life in Reno is why our family 
loves this place! 
 
Safe, secure and healthy neighborhoods; 
financial stability and a balanced budget; and 
continuing in efforts of regional collaboration 
and building public-private partnerships 

 

 

http://www.votepaulmckenzie.com/
http://www.bonnieforreno.com/


 

Reno City Attorney 

Hall, Karl S. 

http://karlhallreno.com/ 

I have defended the rights of the citizens of 

Washoe County for the past 25 years. As a 

Chief Deputy District Attorney, I supervised 

a team of trial attorneys, and that 

experience is what is needed in the Reno 

City Attorney's Office. I have extensive 

litigation experience, another attribute that 

will serve the citizens of Reno extremely 

well. 

Top 3 Priorities 
 

1. Provide excellent legal representation for 
the Reno City Council and the citizens of 
Reno;  
2. Improve our litigation and contract 
departments to ensure success when 
litigating and to promote fiscal 
responsibility;  
3. Seek justice for our citizens in Reno 
Municipal Court. 

Kandt, Brett 

http://www.brettkandt.com/ 

20 years of experience.  Currently serve as 
senior policy advisor to the Nevada Attorney 
General.   Previously represented State 
negotiating complex contracts, and handled 
related litigation in federal and state courts.  
International legal experience as former 
Assistant Attorney General for the Federated 
States of Micronesia.  Experience in private 
practice.  Have served on numerous statewide 
and local advisory boards and task forces.  

Top 3 Priorities 
 

• Make Sure the City Follows the Law   
• Keep the City Out of Bad Business Deals - 

Taxpayer dollars must be spent in a lawful, 
sensible and sustainable manner.   

• Aggressively Prosecute Crime – Keep 
community safe, hold criminals 
accountable, and seek justice.  

 

 

CITY OF SPARKS OFFICES 

(Nonpartisan) 

City of Sparks Mayor 

Martini, Gino R 

(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

Newhall, Gene 

http://www.supergreat10.com/ 

Went to TMCC business classes; I have been a 
manager for many private businesses in the 
years I have worked since 1977.  After leaving 
High School; Sparks High School.  Attended lots 
of Council Meetings both Sparks & Reno and 
spoke up many times.  example the debate 
over the train trench in Reno & the condos in 
downtown Sparks 

Top 3 Priorities 
1.  To honor at least one Vet a month.  
2. Find a way to get rid of Empty boarded up 
Homes / businesses & to bring in more New 
businesses  
3. To hire more fire personal for better safety! 
 
 

 

 

http://karlhallreno.com/
http://www.brettkandt.com/
http://www.supergreat10.com/


 

Sparks City Council, Ward-2 

Goodrich, Edward “Ed” 

(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

Lawson, Ed 

I’m the incumbent candidate so I have a track 
record of working on Economic Development 
issues.  

I’m on the Board of Directors with EDAWN, I 
was just past Chair for the Regional Planning 
Governing Board, and I work with Western 
Nevada Development District.  

In all these positions I have worked to make 
Sparks and Northern Nevada more business 
friendly. 

Top 3 Priorities 

 

Economic Development is top priority.  
 
Changing our national image is second. 
 
Working in harmony with the Northern 
Nevada elected officials is third. 

 

 



 

Sparks City Council, Ward-4 

Bybee, Charlene 

http://charlenebybee.com/ 

- Lifelong resident and raised two sons in 
Sparks  

- Volunteer and community leader for 30 
years  

- Member of Sparks Charter Committee & 
Sparks 2040 Master Plan Steering 
Committee  

- Strong people skills from 37 year career as a 
Flight Attendant for American Airlines  

- Bachelor of Arts Degree, UNR with a Spanish 
major  

- Citizen & taxpayer, not a politician  

Top 3 Priorities 

 
1. Economy- streamline city processing for 

new businesses, forge relationships with 
businesses to come to and stay in Sparks  

2. Safe Neighborhoods & Schools- community 
collaboration to address school violence  

3. Quality of Life- addressing infrastructure 
needs, maintaining parks & special events 

 

 

Dahir, Chris  
http://dahir.net/ 
Liberty University- Bachelor of Psychology  
Regent University- Master’s in Organizational 
Leadership  
Traveled to 45 different nations equipping and 
training leaders 
Worked with private groups to organize and 
strategically grow  
 Strategically lead private education for over 
11Years 
Serves on the Sparks Citizens Advisor Board 
Has served on multiple boards for 20 Years 
Skilled with budgeting, goal setting, and 
Accountable leadership 

Top 3 Priorities 
 

1. Economic strength and growth for Sparks- 
by focusing on customer service  

2. Strategic Planning that includes 
infrastructural maintenance and growth 

3. Maintaining a secure and quality 
environment to live, play, And raise our 
families.  

 
    

 

 

http://charlenebybee.com/
http://dahir.net/


 

Justice of the Peace, Sparks, Dept. 1 

Adams, Chet 

I have served as Sparks City Attorney for 17 
years, and consecutively re-elected since 
1997. My 27 year legal career has included 
civil and criminal prosecutions, as well as 
litigation and appellate proceedings in courts 
at the local, state, and federal levels. As City 
Attorney, I am responsible for all 
administrative decisions pertaining to legal 
policy, personnel and budgets.  

Top 3 Priorities 
 

1) Fill third JP position to maximize court 

resources and minimize citizen 

inconvenience.  

2) Provide timely and legally sound decisions 

ensuring a solid foundation for appellate 

review. 

3) Use current mediation program to address 

gang related and elder abuse crimes. 

Wilson, Chris 

http://electchriswilson.com/ 
Judge Chris Wilson was appointed Sparks 
Justice of the Peace in February 2014.  
Sixteen year veteran trial attorney in Washoe 
County District Attorney’s Office prosecuting 
major felonies. 
Juris Doctorate, Santa Clara University School 
of Law, 1997; studied at Oxford University’s 
Magdalen College; awarded American 
Jurisprudence Award for Excellence in 
Constitutional Law.   
B.A., History, Magna Cum Laude, Humboldt 
State University, 1993. 

Top 3 Priorities 
Provide a safe, accessible and knowledgeable 
court where citizens feel confident they can 
timely resolve their disputes. 
 
Create a Young Offenders Court for 18 -25 
year olds to combat drug use and promote 
individual responsibility. 
 
Modernize the Court.  
 
 

 

 

  

http://electchriswilson.com/


 

CARSON CITY OFFICES 

(Nonpartisan) 

Carson City District Attorney 

Kreuger, Mark 

http://www.kruegerforda.com/ 

As your current Assistant District Attorney I 
have the experience as a prosecutor, civil 
litigator and team leader to be your District 
Attorney. I have handled thousands of 
cases and am tough on crime while saving 
taxpayer money. 

Top 3 Priorities 
1) Modernize the office and save money, while 
efficiently serving and protecting the 
community. 
2) Revise inefficient trial procedures, increase 
training, developing a career path for 
prosecutors and leading our team. 
3) Expand the Victims’ Services Program. 

Woodbury, Jason 

http://jasonwoodbury.com/ 

 1999-2003: Worked in criminal and civil 

divisions of the Carson City District 

Attorney’s office under Noel Waters 

 2003-present: Private practice; broad legal 

experience; mature judgment 

 Experience: criminal, civil trials;  appellate 

work, including Nevada Supreme Court 

Top 3 Priorities 

 Reduce staff turnover 

 Expedite prosecution of cases, especially 

those involving vulnerable victims 

 Ensure Carson City’s commitment to abide 

by both the letter and the spirit of laws 

which protect the public trust, including 

the Open Meeting Law 

 

   

 

Carson City Supervisor Ward 1 

Abowd, Karen 

My vision for an economically viable Carson 
City and business acumen guide my fiscal 
principles, which inform my view that the 
city's budget is tied to goals and objectives. 
My current leadership role and bridge-
building abilities make me most qualified.  

Top 3 Priorities 
I will continue working toward economic 
revitalization, increased market shares, and 
more broad-based support for arts and 
education, providing new jobs and 
opportunities for our youth that create a  
sustainable quality of life for all in Carson City. 

Helget Lisa 

(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

 

 

http://www.kruegerforda.com/
http://jasonwoodbury.com/


 

Carson City Supervisor Ward 3 

Bagwell, Lori 

http://www.loribagwell.com 

Co-owner of a small business  
 
Twenty-six years government employee, 
largely dealing with budget matters 
 
Redevelopment Advisory Citizens Committee – 
Chairman (Jan. 2012-current) 
 
County (Carson City) Board of Equalization, -
Vice Chairman (Jan. 2012 - current) 
 
Carson City Chamber of Commerce – Board of 
Directors (July 2011 – Jan. 2014) 
 
Friends in Service Helping (FISH) Board of 
Directors – Chairman (July 2011 - current) 

Top 3 Priorities 

1. Placing money in the Rainy Day Fund 

(emergency  account) 

2. Ensuring we have partnerships 

between Education and Business to 

provide an educated work force for 

existing and new businesses. 

3. Completing the  animal shelter in a 

fiscally responsible way 

 

McKenna, John 

http://WWW.ElectJohnMcKenna.com 

I am a CPA (Certified Public Accountant) with 
30+ years of business training and experience.  
I also have 16 years of experience as a Carson 
City School Trustee.  My focus has been and is 
to make your government more fiscally 
responsible and efficient.  I am an effective 
leader with the ability to cause change. 

Top 3 Priorities 

Increase fiscal reserves by exercising sound 
management.   
Keep the size of the City’s staff at or lower than 
its current reduced level.   
Eliminate deferred maintenance by instituting 
effective management.   
Cut the real property tax rate by 8 cents. 

 

 

http://www.loribagwell.com/
http://www.electjohnmckenna.com/


 

CARSON CITY SCHOOL TRUSTEE 

(Nonpartisan) 

Carson City School Trustee, District 1 

Bathgate, Jim 

I have a Ph.D. in Economics and have taught 
college courses for 15 years, the last four at 
WNC. Working with local students gives me 
insight into the skills they need to excel in 
higher education and the workplace.  

Top 3 Priorities 
(1) Preparing our children for college, 
(2) Maintaining fiscal responsibility to 
taxpayers, 
(3) Preparing our children for 21st century 
jobs. 

Swirczek, Ron 

(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

 

 

Carson City School Trustee, District 3 

Carter, David 

Over 30 years of accounting experience, of 
which 25 years were spent in school district 
business departments.  Retired as Executive 
Director of Fiscal Services.   Strong budget 
background.  Support LOCAL control. 

Top 3 Priorities 
1. Allow parents/students opt out Common 

Core testing, family personal information 
gathering. 

2. Work for more local control, less 

interference from state and federal. 

3. Work to get more local voluntary business 

support of education.  

Wilke, Stacie 

(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

 

 

Carson City School Trustee, District 4 

Cherpeski, Jeffery 

(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

Green, Ryan 

(NO RESPONSE) 

Top 3 Priorities 

 

  



 

 

BALLOT QUESTIONS 
 

QUESTION NO. 1 
Amendment to the Nevada Constitution  
Senate Joint Resolution No. 14 of the 76th Session  
CONDENSATION (Ballot Question)  
Shall the Nevada Constitution be amended to create a Court of Appeals that would decide appeals of 
District Court decisions in certain civil and criminal cases?  
 

Yes No  
EXPLANATION & DIGEST  
EXPLANATION—This ballot measure proposes to amend the Nevada Constitution to create a Court of 
Appeals consisting of three judges. The Nevada Supreme Court would establish the types of District 
Court decisions to be heard by the Court of Appeals and also determine when a Court of Appeals decision 
may be reviewed by the Nevada Supreme Court.  
A “Yes” vote would create a Court of Appeals within the existing court system.  
A “No” vote would retain the existing court system.  
 
DIGEST—Article 6 of the Nevada Constitution establishes the court system of the State of Nevada, which 
currently consists of the Nevada Supreme Court, District Courts, Justices of the Peace, and Municipal 
Courts. The Nevada Supreme Court is the only appellate court in Nevada that hears and decides all 
appeals from final judgments entered by Nevada’s District Courts. This ballot measure would create a 
Court of Appeals to decide some of the appeals currently decided by the Supreme Court. The Supreme 
Court would establish the types of District Court decisions to be heard by the Court of Appeals and also 
determine when a Court of Appeals decision may be reviewed by the Supreme Court. This ballot 
measure would create, generate, or increase public revenue because existing law would require 
candidates for judgeships on the Court of Appeals to pay fees to run for judicial office. It also would 
create, generate, or increase public revenue because, if a party appeals a decision of the Court of Appeals 
to the Nevada Supreme Court, the Nevada Constitution would require the party to pay a fee for filing the 
appeal.  
The Court of Appeals would consist of three judges, but this ballot measure would authorize the 
Legislature to increase the number of judges. The Governor would appoint the initial three judges from 
nominees provided by the Commission on Judicial Selection. The initial three judges would be appointed 
to two-year terms. Thereafter, Court of Appeals judges would be elected to six-year terms at the general 
election. Additionally, the Supreme Court would assign, as needed, one or more Court of Appeals judges 
to serve part-time as supplemental District Court judges.  
If this ballot measure is approved by the voters, Senate Bill No. 463 of the 2013 Legislative Session 
would carry out the constitutional provisions creating the Court of Appeals.  
 
ARGUMENTS FOR PASSAGE  
Nevada’s Supreme Court has been overburdened for decades as it struggles to provide the public with 
speedy access to justice in the face of an ever-growing population. The increasing backlog of appeals is 
delaying justice in Nevada. Nevada is one of only ten states that do not have a Court of Appeals. Our 
Supreme Court is one of the busiest in the nation because it must hear and decide all appeals from final 
judgments entered by Nevada’s 82 District Court judges. Although our Supreme Court has tried to 
manage and reduce its caseload through technological and procedural measures, more needs to be done 
to make our justice system work better for our citizens and businesses.  
The American Bar Association (ABA) recommends that when the volume of appeals becomes so great 
that a state supreme court cannot decide cases in a timely fashion, a court of appeals should be created. 
Nevada has reached that point. The ABA’s recommended annual caseload for an appellate judge is 100 



 

cases. The Nevada Supreme Court’s caseload for each justice was 333 cases in Fiscal Year (FY) 2013, 
more than three times the recommended caseload.  
As a result of this heavy caseload, the Supreme Court must resolve most appeals through unpublished 
orders that bind only the parties in a single case, instead of published opinions that establish statewide 
precedent for all future cases. In recent years, because of the extensive time and effort involved in 
researching and writing published opinions, the Supreme Court has issued published opinions in only 3 
to 4 percent of all cases. The lack of published opinions can lead to the same issues being litigated 
repeatedly. A Court of Appeals would decide the more routine cases, which would allow the Supreme 
Court to focus on precedent-setting published opinions.  
A Court of Appeals would provide more timely access to justice for Nevadans and a more stable business 
climate for existing and new businesses. It would promote a quicker resolution of all cases, including 
such personal and time-sensitive matters as family law, foreclosure mediation, and business disputes. A 
“yes” vote will enable Nevada’s court system to meet the demands of the twenty-first century and 
provide our citizens and businesses with an improved level of appellate review already available in 40 
other states.  
 
ARGUMENTS AGAINST PASSAGE  
Nevada’s court system has been functioning without a Court of Appeals for the past 150 years, and 
voters rejected the creation of a Court of Appeals in 1972, 1980, 1992, and 2010. The backlog of appeals 
has not sufficiently increased since 2010 to justify creating a Court of Appeals now. There are other 
methods to manage caseloads without creating a new court for appellate review. When necessary in the 
past, the Legislature has added more District Court judges and Supreme Court justices to handle 
increased workloads. Even if it is necessary to spend additional State money on improving the judicial 
system, it would be better to spend the money on increasing judicial resources within the existing court 
structure instead of creating a Court of Appeals.  
Although a Court of Appeals would initially consist of three judges, the Legislature could add more 
judges, staff, and facilities to operate a Court of Appeals in the future, with no guarantee of an improved 
judicial system. Adding a new court could further delay justice for some litigants.  
A “no” vote will stop the creation of another layer in Nevada’s court system, prevent increased spending 
of our limited resources on the court system, and confirm, for the fifth time in four decades, that Nevada 
voters do not want a Court of Appeals.  
 
FISCAL NOTE  
Financial Impact—Yes  
The Administrative Office of the Courts has indicated that this ballot measure creating a Court of Appeals 
would require operating expenses of approximately $800,000 in FY 2015, relating to judicial selection, 
salaries, and other expenses for the administration of a Court of Appeals. However, the Legislature, in 
Assembly Bill No. 474 of the 2013 Legislative Session, approved funding to the Interim Finance 
Contingency Account for the initial implementation of a Court of Appeals in FY 2015, contingent upon 
the passage of this ballot measure. Therefore, no additional funding beyond that which has already been 
approved would be necessary for the operation of a Court of Appeals in FY 2015.  
The Administrative Office of the Courts has indicated that ongoing costs for administration of a Court of 
Appeals, if approved by the voters, would be approximately $1.5 million per year. It is not known at this 
time, however, whether the Legislature and the Governor would choose to provide this funding from the 
State General Fund or from other sources.  
Representatives of the Nevada Supreme Court have indicated that a Court of Appeals initially would be 
housed in existing court facilities in northern and southern Nevada, which would avoid the need for 
capital expenditures to establish a Court of Appeals. Thus, no immediate financial impact upon State 
government for capital costs is anticipated.  
After the initial two-year terms of the three judges appointed to a Court of Appeals, candidates for future 
judgeships will be required by existing law to pay filing fees to the Office of the Secretary of State in 
order to seek judicial office. This will result in an increase in revenue to the State General Fund 



 

beginning in FY 2016, but the amount of the increase cannot be determined with any reasonable degree 
of certainty because the number of candidates cannot be predicted. 4  
 

QUESTION NO. 2 
Amendment to the Nevada Constitution  
Senate Joint Resolution No. 15 of the 76th Session  
CONDENSATION (Ballot Question)  
Shall the Nevada Constitution be amended to remove the cap on the taxation of minerals and other 
requirements and restrictions relating to the taxation of mines, mining claims, and minerals and the 
distribution of money collected from such taxation?  
 

Yes No  
EXPLANATION & DIGEST  
EXPLANATION—This ballot measure would repeal existing provisions of the Nevada Constitution that 
impose requirements and restrictions relating to the taxation of mines, mining claims, and minerals and 
the distribution of money collected from such taxation. If this ballot measure is approved by the voters, 
the Legislature, or the people through the initiative process, would be able to propose and enact laws to 
change existing methods of taxing mines, mining claims, and mineral extraction that are currently set 
forth in the Nevada Constitution.  
The Nevada Constitution exempts mines and mining claims from the real property tax except for certain 
patented mines and mining claims. The Nevada Constitution also requires a tax upon the net proceeds of 
all minerals extracted in this State, including ores, metals, oil, gas, hydrocarbons, geothermal resources, 
and all other mineral substances. The tax rate must not exceed 5 percent of the net proceeds. Net 
proceeds are determined by calculating the gross value of all minerals extracted by a mining operation 
and then subtracting various deductions for certain operating costs incurred by the mining operation. 
The Nevada Constitution also prohibits any other type of tax upon a mineral or its proceeds, such as any 
mining tax upon gross value or upon the privilege of extracting minerals in Nevada. This ballot measure 
would remove these existing constitutional provisions.  
Additionally, the Nevada Constitution requires a certain amount of the net proceeds tax to be distributed 
to each county and the local governmental units and districts, including the school district, within the 
county where minerals are extracted. This distribution must be made to these entities in the same 
proportion as they share in the local property tax. This ballot measure would remove these existing 
constitutional provisions.  
Finally, the Nevada Constitution establishes special rules for taxing land owned as a patented mine or 
mining claim. A person who has a patented mine or mining claim has an ownership interest in all the 
land, including its surface and any minerals beneath the land, regardless of whether the minerals are 
being mined. By contrast, a person who has an unpatented mine or mining claim has an ownership 
interest only in any minerals beneath the land. The Nevada Constitution states that a patented mine or 
mining claim is subject to real property tax, except that no value may be attributed to: (1) any minerals 
beneath the land; and (2) the surface of the land if $100 of labor has been performed on the mine or 
mining claim during the preceding year. This ballot measure would remove these existing constitutional 
provisions.  
 
A “Yes” vote would remove provisions of the Nevada Constitution that impose a cap on the 
taxation of minerals and would remove other constitutional requirements and restrictions on the 
taxation of mines, mining claims, and minerals and the distribution of money collected from such 
taxation.  
 
A “No” vote would keep provisions of the Nevada Constitution that impose a cap on the taxation of 
minerals and would keep other constitutional requirements and restrictions on the taxation of 
mines, mining claims, and minerals and the distribution of money collected from such taxation.  
 



 

DIGEST—This ballot measure would create, generate, or increase public revenue because it would 
remove existing provisions of Article 10 of the Nevada Constitution that exempt mines and mining claims 
from the real property tax, thereby making mines and mining claims subject to real property taxation. 
However, the Legislature passed Senate Bill No. 400 in 2013, which would become effective if this ballot 
measure is approved by the voters. The legislation would exempt unpatented mining claims from the 
real property tax and would provide that, in determining the taxable value of patented mining claims 
and other real property, the value of any mineral deposit in its natural state attached to the land must be 
excluded from the computation of the taxable value of the property.  
The Nevada Constitution requires the Legislature to impose a tax upon the net proceeds of all minerals 
extracted in this State at a rate not to exceed 5 percent of the net proceeds. It also prohibits any other 
type of tax upon a mineral or its proceeds, such as any mining tax upon gross value or upon the privilege 
of extracting minerals in Nevada. Existing laws exempt certain extracted minerals from the personal 
property tax and impose a graduated tax rate upon the net proceeds of all minerals extracted in this 
State, with a minimum rate of 2 percent and a maximum rate of 5 percent. Existing laws also impose a 
mineral royalties tax of 5 percent.  
Senate Bill No. 400, which would become effective if this ballot measure is approved by the voters, would 
replace the existing tax upon net proceeds and royalties with an excise tax upon mineral extraction and 
royalties for the privilege of mining in Nevada. The excise tax rates would be equivalent to existing tax 
rates. The legislation also would exempt extracted minerals and royalties from the personal property tax 
if they are subject to the excise tax.  
The Nevada Constitution requires a certain amount of the existing net proceeds tax to be distributed to 
each county and the local governmental units and districts, including the school district, within the 
county where minerals are extracted. This distribution must be made to these entities in the same 
proportion as they share in the local property tax. Senate Bill No. 400, which would become effective if 
this ballot measure is approved by the voters, would require the same distribution to these entities from 
the excise tax upon mineral extraction and royalties.  
 
ARGUMENTS FOR PASSAGE  
The time has come to remove provisions in the Nevada Constitution that grant the mining industry 
special tax treatment. Mining has enjoyed constitutional protection from various taxes since Nevada 
became a state in 1864. More recently, in the 1980s, the mining industry campaigned for the passage of a 
constitutional amendment preventing Nevada from taxing the industry in the same way as most other 
states and imposing a cap on the mining tax rate. While these protections may have made sense in the 
past, times have changed and the State must have the flexibility to adopt tax policies that better reflect 
current conditions and meet the needs of all Nevadans.  
Minerals, such as gold, silver, and lithium, are nonrenewable resources. When mineral resources are 
taken out of the ground, they are gone forever and the State is left with a scarred landscape. Given the 
eventual depletion of these resources, Nevada must be able to adjust its mining tax policies like other 
states do, and not be restricted by inflexible constitutional limits. Other states are able to tax mining in 
ways that better account for the industry’s permanent removal of scarce and nonrenewable resources. 
Another factor to consider is that many of the major mines in the State are owned by companies 
headquartered outside of Nevada that are getting rich on our limited resources and taking the profits out 
of state.  
As currently written, the Nevada Constitution limits taxes on mineral extraction to 5 percent of the net 
proceeds, which allows the mining companies to deduct numerous operating costs before paying the tax. 
Because of these deductions, the mining industry ends up paying taxes on mineral extraction that 
represent a mere 2 to 2.5 percent of its gross revenues. The mining industry’s constitutional protections 
are not fair to other businesses and industries in our State and should be removed.  
Nevada is rich in mineral resources—hence our nickname, the Silver State. We are the leading producer 
of gold in the United States and, in 2011, were the eighth largest producer in the world. Despite any 
claims to the contrary, mining companies will stay here as long as there are resources to mine.  
A “yes” vote will remove the special constitutional protections for mining and give our State the ability to 
update its tax policies to fund schools, roads, and essential services appropriately.  



 

 
ARGUMENTS AGAINST PASSAGE  
Since 1864, the Nevada Constitution has required taxation of the mineral proceeds generated by 
Nevada’s important mining industry. In 1989, to ensure that the mining industry paid a greater share of 
taxes, voters approved a constitutional amendment that permitted an increase in the tax rate on the net 
proceeds of minerals. Today, the mining industry pays hundreds of millions of dollars in taxes, provides 
high-paying jobs, and supports our communities in countless other ways. Now is not the time to change 
the Constitution and threaten this vital Nevada industry and the communities it supports.  
In addition to paying the net proceeds tax, mining companies pay fees and taxes just like other Nevada 
businesses, such as license and permit fees, taxes on employee wages, and personal property and sales 
taxes on expensive equipment required for mining operations. This ballot question is unnecessary. The 
Legislature already has the power to raise revenues by increasing existing fees and taxes or creating new 
ones that would apply equally to mining and other Nevada businesses.  
Mining provides more than 12,000 jobs in Nevada, and it pays an annual average wage of over $87,000, 
one of the highest averages in the State. By spending money in our communities, mining companies and 
their employees and families support our local businesses and help our economy thrive. Thousands of 
other jobs are created every year because the mining industry consumes goods and services provided by 
our local businesses. Without the mining industry’s high-paying jobs, Nevada’s economy would suffer 
and many of these jobs would be lost.  
Mining is an expensive and speculative business requiring significant capital investment for exploration, 
extraction, transportation, processing, and environmental restoration, with no guarantee of finding 
minerals or making a profit. Mineral prices are unpredictable and can change rapidly, which leads to 
even greater uncertainty for the industry. Keeping the net proceeds tax in the Nevada Constitution 
retains our predictable tax structure and promotes the industry’s vital investment in Nevada’s economy.  
A “no” vote will retain the constitutional provisions that help make Nevada a global leader in mining and 
ensure a strong mining industry which will continue to invest and create valuable jobs in our 
communities for many more years.  
 
FISCAL NOTE  
Financial Impact—No  
This ballot measure would remove existing provisions of the Nevada Constitution that exempt mines and 
mining claims from the real property tax, thereby making mines and mining claims subject to real 
property taxation. However, Senate Bill No. 400 of the 2013 Legislative Session, which becomes effective 
if this ballot measure is approved by the voters, would provide similar exemptions from the real 
property tax. Thus, there are no anticipated financial effects on real property tax revenues received by 
State and local governments.  
Additionally, this ballot measure would remove existing provisions of the Nevada Constitution that 
require the Legislature to impose a tax upon the net proceeds of all minerals extracted in this State at a 
rate not to exceed 5 percent of the net proceeds. However, Senate Bill No. 400 would replace the existing 
net proceeds tax with an excise tax upon mineral extraction and royalties. The tax rates under the excise 
tax would be equivalent to existing tax rates, so there will be no change in the formula for calculating the 
revenue generated by the excise tax for State and local governments. Senate Bill No. 400 also would use 
the same formula for distributing the excise tax to State and local governments that is currently used for 
the net proceeds tax. Thus, there are no anticipated financial effects on tax revenues from mineral 
extraction received by State and local governments.  
Lastly, this ballot measure would remove existing provisions of the Nevada Constitution that exempt 
minerals and their proceeds from the personal property tax. However, Senate Bill No. 400 would exempt 
extracted minerals from the personal property tax if they are subject to the excise tax. Thus, there are no 
anticipated financial effects on personal property tax revenues received by State and local governments. 
 
 
 



 

QUESTION NUMBER 3 
 

STATE QUESTION NO. 3 
 

Amendment to Titles 7, 32, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57 of the Nevada Revised Statutes 

 

CONDENSATION (Ballot Question) 
 

Shall the Nevada Revised Statutes be amended to create a 2% tax to be imposed on a margin 

of the gross revenue of entities doing business in Nevada whose total revenue for any 
taxable year exceeds $1 million, with the proceeds of the tax going to the State 
Distributive School Account to be apportioned among Nevada’s school districts and charter 

schools? 

 

Yes  No 



EXPLANATION & DIGEST 
 

EXPLANATION—This ballot measure proposes to impose a two-percent (2%) margin tax 
on business entities in Nevada with total revenue in excess of $1,000,000, and it requires 
that the proceeds of the tax be used to fund the operation of the public schools in this 
State for kindergarten through grade 12.  If this ballot measure is approved by the voters 
in the 2014 General Election, the applicable margins tax would take effect January 1, 
2015. 

 

The ballot measure includes an exemption from the tax for natural persons not engaged in 
business, passive entities, governmental entities, tax exempt organizations and credit 
unions authorized to do business in Nevada.  Also, any business entities with total 
revenue of $1 million or less are not subject to margin tax.  The tax would apply to all other 

businesses and organizations with total revenue in excess of $1 million in any taxable 
year. 

 
The ballot measure would impose the 2% tax rate on the entity’s taxable margin.  Under the 
ballot measure, a business entity’s taxable margin is determined by taking the lesser of: 

 

(i) 70% of the entity’s total revenue; or 

 

(ii) the entity’s total revenue minus either: (a) the cost of goods sold; or (b) the 

amount of compensation paid to its owners and employees. 
 

The 2% tax would be imposed on the percentage of this margin that corresponds to the 
percentage of the entity’s total business that is done in Nevada. A business entity that pays the 

existing tax on payroll, commonly referred to as the modified business tax, would be 
credited for that amount against the amount it would owe under this measure. 

 
If approved by the voters, proceeds from the tax would be deposited in the State’s Distributive 

School Account (DSA) in the State General Fund and will be apportioned among the 

county school districts and charter schools in the manner provided by state law to fund K-
12 public education. The DSA provides the primary source of public education funding for 

Nevada’s 17 county school districts and its various charter schools.  The DSA is funded by 
legislative appropriations from the State General Fund and other revenues. The ballot 
measure does not change how funds in the DSA can be spent or allocated. 



 

A “Yes” vote would impose a 2% margins tax on Nevada businesses with 
revenue in excess of $1 million with the tax proceeds being deposited in the 
State Distributive School Account in the State General Fund and used to fund 
K-12 public education. 

 

A “No” vote would retain the existing tax liability for businesses in Nevada and 

retain the existing sources of K-12 education funding. 
 

DIGEST— This ballot measure creates, generates and increases public revenue.  Existing 
law provides for the collection and enforcement of various taxes by the Department of 
Taxation. This ballot measure would amend and add to these existing laws by creating a 
new tax. The new law would impose a 2% tax on a margin of the total revenue of certain 
businesses in Nevada whose total revenue exceeds $1 million in any taxable year. 

 

This measure would require that the tax be administered and collected by the Nevada 
Department of Taxation.  To cover the cost of administering the tax before proceeds are 
collected, this measure would require a temporary increase in the modified business tax 
assessed to and paid by financial institutions in Nevada.  The existing 2% modified 
business tax currently paid by financial institutions would temporarily be increased to 
2.29% percent effective January 1, 2015.  A second temporary increase to 2.42% would 
become effective on July 1, 2015.  On July 1, 2016, the modified business tax rate on 
financial institutions will return to its current rate of 2%. 

 

If approved, the following amount of funds will be appropriated from the State General 
Fund to the Department of Taxation for the initial costs of administering the tax: (i) 
$1,400,000 for fiscal year 2014- 2015; and (ii) $4,200,000 for fiscal year 2015-2016.  If the 
revenue raised by the increase in the modified business tax rate for financial institutions is 
not sufficient to cover the full amount of either appropriation, that appropriation will be 
reduced so that there is no deficiency. 

 

ARGUMENTS FOR PASSAGE 
 

The Education Initiative 

 
A “Yes” vote for Question 3 – the Education Initiative – will give our schools a predictable 
funding source needed to provide a better education for Nevada’s children. Experts report that a 

better funded education system results in better jobs and higher wages. A quality 
education for our children will ensure their success and the success of Nevada’s economy. 

 
The money from this tax will go directly to K-12 education. The initiative “requires that the 

proceeds of the tax be used to fund the operation of the public schools in this state.” This tax will 

provide money to pay for smaller class sizes, textbooks, technology, classroom materials, 
and programs resulting in increased student success and higher graduation rates. 

 

Nevada is one of only three states that do not require big corporations to pay a corporate 
income or gross receipts tax.  Big out-of-state corporations that operate in Nevada do not 

pay taxes on their income in Nevada!  These big corporations pay corporate taxes in other 
states. Approval of Question 3 will require these big corporations -fewer than 14% of 

Nevada’s businesses- to pay a 2% tax on a certain portion of their total revenue which will go 

directly toward funding public and charter schools. 



 

Approval of Question 3 will not hurt small businesses! A business with a total revenue less 
than or equal to $1 Million would not pay this tax. Businesses that pay the tax can take 
generous deductions. Any tax paid under the Education Initiative can be deducted from 
federal taxes. 

 
Voting “Yes” on Question 3 is a vote to require the biggest corporations in Nevada to pay a 2% 
tax, after deductions, to fund Nevada’s K-12 public and charter schools. Students and Nevada’s 

economy will benefit greatly from payment of this modest 2% tax by the biggest 
corporations operating in Nevada, which have long avoided paying their fair share. 

 

Business leaders like MGM Resorts Chairman Jim Murren, Republicans like Governor 
Brian Sandoval, and Democrats like U.S. Senator Harry Reid have stated that Nevada 
needs more money for K-12 education.  The Education Initiative is the way to solve this 
problem. A better funded K-12 system will create opportunities for every Nevada student 
and prepare them for the better high-wage jobs of the future. 

 
Please vote yes on Question 3 – the Education Initiative – to give our kids and our state a 

brighter future. 
 

The above argument was submitted by the Ballot Question Committee composed of citizens in favor of 

this question as provided for in NRS 293.252. 

 

REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENTS FOR PASSAGE 
 

The claims made to promote Question 3 are deceptive. Even the sponsors’ own lawyer 

admitted in testimony to the Nevada Supreme Court that the measure doesn’t guarantee more 

education funding and said that, if it passes, “the legislature could decrease funding for 

education.” 

 

Question 3 is opposed by Nevada’s leading employers, including MGM Resorts Chairman Jim Murren, 

by top Democrats, like Lieutenant Governor candidate Lucy Flores, and top Republicans, like Governor 

Sandoval. Sandoval has warned Question 3 “would be devastating for not only existing businesses but 

for bringing businesses to this state” and would “jeopardize Nevada’s recovery.” 

 
Nevada already has an existing business tax: the Modified Business Tax. The proposed “Margin 

Tax” would impose the equivalent of a 15% business tax on employers, the fourth highest 
tax rate in the country – and it wouldn’t just affect major employers. It would be imposed on 

thousands of small business owners. That’s why it’s opposed by the National Federation of 

Independent Business – Nevada, representing 2,000 small businesses statewide. 

 

Because Question 3 would cause the loss of thousands of existing and future jobs and increase living 

costs for Nevadans, it’s also opposed by the Nevada AFL-CIO, representing working people throughout 

the state. 

 

Vote no. 

 

The above argument was submitted by the Ballot Question Committee composed of citizens opposed to 

this question as provided for in NRS 293.252. 



 

ARGUMENTS AGAINST PASSAGE 
 

Question 3 is a deeply flawed tax measure that would damage Nevada’s economy, cause the 

loss of thousands of jobs, and force consumers to pay more for food, housing, utilities 
and healthcare – without guaranteeing more funds for education. 

 

No Accountability, No Guarantee of More Funds for Schools 

Promoters claim the tax is for education. But Nevada law lets the legislature divert 
education funds to other uses. Moreover, Question 3 contains no guidelines on how its 

“education” funds might be spent. Question 3 gives politicians and bureaucrats a blank check 

to spend money with no plan, no oversight, no accountability and no guarantee for more 
money in the classroom. 

 

It’s Worse Than It Seems 
“This 2% ‘Margin Tax’ would be on gross revenues, not profits, so it’s the equivalent of a nearly 

15% business tax. That would make Nevada one of the five highest taxed states in the 
country for businesses.” Carole Vilardo, President Nevada Taxpayers Association 

 

Flawed, Unfair 

Employers would have to pay the tax even if they have no profits and are losing money. 
And, the tax would be imposed on the businesses that provide most of the jobs in 
Nevada: major employers and thousands of small businesses with gross revenues above 
the threshold, including farms, restaurants, grocery stores and local retailers. The “businesses” 

exempted by the measure are mostly one-person operations with no employees. 

 

Lost Jobs 

Question 3 would increase the tax burden on Nevada employers by hundreds of millions 
of dollars annually. Economic studies show that it would cause the loss of thousands of 
existing jobs and make it extremely hard to attract new businesses and jobs to Nevada. 

 

Higher Consumer Costs 

Increased costs imposed on businesses providing goods and services in Nevada would 
ultimately be passed on to consumers. This would force Nevadans to pay higher prices 
for everything from food, clothing, gas, water and electricity to housing, insurance and 
healthcare – hurting those who can least afford it. 

 
Everyone cares about education. But this costly, deeply flawed measure doesn’t ensure a better 

education for our kids. What it would do is hurt Nevada employers and our economy, put 
thousands of Nevadans out of work, discourage businesses from growing, and increase 
consumer prices for food, shelter, utilities, healthcare, and other vital goods and services. 

 
That’s why a coalition representing tens of thousands of small and large employers, 
community leaders, educators, parents and consumers urges no on 3. 

 

The above argument was submitted by the Ballot Question Committee composed of citizens opposed to 

this question as provided for in NRS 293.252. 



 

REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENTS AGAINST PASSAGE 
 

The opponent’s argument urges you to protect CEO’s, corporations and their shareholders at the 

expense of schools, students, and families. Question 3 was put on the ballot by Nevadans to 

provide the resources necessary to help students succeed and be prepared for the jobs of 

the 21
st 

century. 

 

This proposal is on the ballot because Nevadans are concerned about their children’s future and the 

health of our state’s economy. It does not give anyone a “blank check” as opponents claim.  It 

requires that the money from the tax go directly into the existing account for K-12 public 

education. Under existing guidelines, the money can provide for smaller class sizes and 
programs that help students graduate to produce a better economic future for Nevada. 

 

The opponents know every dime collected from this tax will go directly to K-12 education. 
The funding of the opposition is primarily from big businesses that are not paying their fair 
share of taxes to invest in education. For decades, Nevada has supported these big 
businesses by providing them with infrastructure, employees and customers. Now is the 
time for big businesses to make a long-term commitment to Nevada’s education system. Vote 

“yes” on Question 3. 

 

The above argument was submitted by the Ballot Question Committee composed of citizens in favor of 

this question as provided for in NRS 293.252. 

 

FISCAL NOTE 

FINANCIAL IMPACT – CANNOT BE DETERMINED  

OVERVIEW 

Question 3 proposes to amend Title 32 of the Nevada Revised Statutes to impose a new 

margin tax on the taxable margin of specified business entities in the state. The proceeds 
of the tax, less administrative costs incurred by the Department of Taxation, would be 
deposited in the State Distributive School Account.  Question 3 requires that 
appropriations be made from the State General Fund to the Department of Taxation for 
the initial costs of administering the margin tax.  Question 3 also proposes a temporary 
increase in the rate of the Modified Business Tax on Financial Institutions to generate 
revenue to support the appropriations made to the Department. 

 

FINANCIAL IMPACT OF QUESTION 3 
 

The provisions of Question 3 would require specified business entities in the state whose 
total revenue exceeds $1 million to pay an annual tax at a rate of 2 percent of the taxable 
margin of the business entity (margin tax).  The provisions of Question 3 require that the 
proceeds from the margin tax be deposited in the State Distributive School Account 
(DSA).  An amount that is necessary to defray the cost of the administration of the margin 
tax may be withheld from these proceeds by the Department of Taxation, for deposit in 
the State General Fund. 

 

The provisions of Question 3 also require a temporary increase in the rate of the current 
Modified Business Tax on Financial Institutions (MBT-FI), from the current rate of 2 
percent to a rate of 



 

2.29 percent in the last six months of Fiscal Year 2015 and 2.42 percent in Fiscal Year 
2016. The revenue generated from this temporary increase in the MBT-FI is intended to 
raise the revenue necessary to support the appropriations made from the State General 
Fund to the Department of Taxation for the initial costs of administering the margin tax.  If 
the revenue raised from the increase in the MBT-FI is not sufficient to support the full 
amount of the appropriation in either fiscal year, the appropriation for that fiscal year is 
reduced to the extent of the deficiency. 

 

If approved by the voters, the provisions of Question 3 would become effective on January 
1, 2015, but would not result in additional revenue for the DSA until the last three months 
of Fiscal Year 2016. 
However, the Fiscal Analysis Division cannot predict what regulations or other actions may 
be taken by the Department of Taxation to implement and administer the margin tax that may 

affect a taxpayer’s taxable margin or tax liability, nor can it predict the timing by which 
revenue would be received due to the ability of taxpayers to file extensions.  Thus, while 
additional revenue will be generated for the DSA in Fiscal Years 2016 and 2017 and in 
future fiscal years, the Fiscal Analysis Division has not prepared an estimate of the 
amount of revenue that would be generated for the DSA during these years due to the 
multitude of assumptions that would need to be made and the uncertainty regarding how 
the assumptions made would impact the revenue estimates. 

 

Question 3 requires appropriations to be made from the State General Fund to the 
Department of Taxation in the amount of $1.4 million for the last six months of Fiscal Year 
2015 and $4.2 million for Fiscal Year 2016, if Question 3 is approved by the voters. 

 

Question 3 specifies that the proceeds from the temporary increase in the MBT-FI rate are 
intended to raise the revenue necessary to support the appropriations made from the 
State General Fund to the Department of Taxation for the initial costs of administering the 
margin tax.  The Fiscal Analysis Division cannot state with certainty whether the rate 
increase for the MBT-FI would generate sufficient revenue to support the required 
appropriations.  However, it is reasonable to conclude that the appropriation amounts 
required would be supported by the 0.29 percent and 0.42 percent increase in the MBT-FI 
rate, based on an analysis of the historical actual tax collections from FY 2005 to FY 2013. 

 

The Fiscal Analysis Division has determined that imposition of the margin tax would 
increase state government expenditures, due to increased costs of administration and 
enforcement that would be borne by the Department of Taxation.  The Department of 
Taxation, based on a request made by the Fiscal Analysis Division, has estimated that its 
initial costs of administration would be approximately $1.4 million in Fiscal Year 2015 and 
$3.9 million in Fiscal Year 2016, for a two-year total of approximately 
$5.3 million.  The Department estimated that future ongoing costs of enforcement and 
administration of the margin tax would be approximately $12.1 million per biennium. 

 

Based on the estimate of $5.3 million for the initial costs of administration provided by the 
Department of Taxation, the $5.6 million in appropriations from the State General Fund 
included in Question 3 would be sufficient to support the initial costs of administering the 
margin tax. 

 

Question 3 may result in a negative impact on the State General Fund from the initial 
costs of administration of the margin tax if: 1) The actual proceeds generated from the 
temporary increase in the MBT-FI are not sufficient to fund the General Fund 
appropriations included in Question 3; 2) The actual costs for the initial administration of 
the margin tax are greater than the amount of the appropriations specified in Question 3; 



 

or 3) The actual costs for the initial administration of the margin tax are greater than the 
amount of revenue generated from the temporary increase in the MBT-FI. 

Question 3 may result in a positive impact on the State General Fund if the amount of 
revenue generated from the temporary increase in the MBT-FI is greater than the actual 
costs for the initial administration of the margin tax incurred by the Department of 
Taxation. 

 
Prepared by the Fiscal Analysis Division of the Legislative Counsel Bureau – August 1, 
2014 
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