BDR 32-927
AB 366

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

FISCAL NOTE
AGENCY'S ESTIMATES Date Prepared: March 31, 2015
Agency Submitting: Local Government
Items of Revenue or Fiscal Year Fiscal Year Fiscal Year |Effect on Future
Expense, or Both 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 Biennia
Total 0 0 0 0
Explanation (Use Additional Sheets of Attachments, if required)

See attached.

Name Michael Nakamoto

Title  Deputy Fiscal Analyst

The following responses from local governments were compiled by the Fiscal Analysis Division. The Fiscal Analysis
Division can neither verify nor comment on the figures provided by the individual local governments.

FN 8302



Local Government Responses

A.B. 366 /BDR 32 - 927

City/County: Carson City
Approved by: Nickolas A. Providenti, Finance Director

Comment: No impact.

Impact

FY 2014-15

FY 2015-16

FY 2016-17

Future Biennia

No Impact

$0

$0

$0

$0

City/County: Churchill County
Approved by: Eleanor Lockwood, County Manager

Comment: BDR 32-927 will not have a fiscal impact on Churchill County.

Impact

FY 2014-15

FY 2015-16

FY 2016-17

Future Biennia

No Impact

$0

$0

$0

$0

City/County: Clark County
Approved by: David Dobrzynski, Assistant Director of Finance
Comment: No fiscal impact.

Impact

FY 2014-15

FY 2015-16

FY 2016-17

Future Biennia

No Impact

$0

$0

$0

$0

City/County: Humboldt County
Approved by: Ben Garratt, Roads Supervisor
Comment: Only in how funds may be utilized in the maintenance of right-of-ways, but not a

fiscal impact.
Impact FY 2014-15 FY 2015-16 FY 2016-17 Future Biennia
Has Impact $0 $0 $0 $0

City/County: Washoe County

Approved by: Liane Lee, Government Affairs Manager

Comment: Adds flexibility to how existing gas taxes can be expended.

Impact

FY 2014-15

FY 2015-16

FY 2016-17

Future Biennia

No Impact

$0

$0

$0

$0




City/County: White Pine County
Approved by: Elizabeth Frances, Finance Director

Comment: The definition of "administrative costs" which are to be excluded is unclear. The
County could be forced to subsidize the Road Fund based on the definition. Therefore, an

accurate determination of the impact cannot be made.

Impact FY 2014-15 FY 2015-16 FY 2016-17 Future Biennia
Cannot Be $0 $0 $0 $0
Determined

City/County: City of Henderson

Approved by: Mike Cathcart, Business Operations Manager

Comment: No identifiable fiscal impact to the City of Henderson.

Impact

FY 2014-15

FY 2015-16

FY 2016-17

Future Biennia

No Impact

$0

$0

$0

$0

City/County: City of Las Vegas

Approved by: Michelle Thackston, Administrative Secretary
Comment: No Impact

Impact

FY 2014-15

FY 2015-16

FY 2016-17

Future Biennia

No Impact

$0

$0

$0

$0

City/County: City of Reno

Approved by: Ryan High, Budget/Strat. Initiatives Mgr.

Comment: While it is anticipated that there will be a positive fiscal impact to the City of Reno
due to the use of motor vehicle fuel taxes for right-of-way construction, maintenance and

repair, the amount of the fiscal impact cannot be determined at this time.

Impact FY 2014-15 FY 2015-16 FY 2016-17 Future Biennia
Cannot Be $0 $0 $0 $0
Determined

City/County: City of Sparks
Approved by: Jeff Cronk, Financial Services Director
Comment: No Impact

Impact FY 2014-15 FY 2015-16 FY 2016-17 Future Biennia

No Impact $0 $0 $0 $0




The following cities and counties did not provide a response: Douglas County, Elko
County, Esmeralda County, Eureka County, Lander County, Lincoln County, Lyon County,

Mineral County, Pershing County, Nye County, Storey County, Boulder City, City of Elko, City
of Mesquite, and City of North Las Vegas.
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