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The Senate Committee on Growth and Infrastructure was called to order by 

Chair Rochelle T. Nguyen at 10:19 a.m. on Friday, May 2, 2025, in Room 2144 

of the Legislative Building, 401 South Carson Street, Carson City, Nevada. The 

meeting was videoconferenced to Room 5 of the Nevada Legislature Hearing 

Rooms, 7120 Amigo Street, Las Vegas, Nevada. Exhibit A is the agenda. 

Exhibit B is the attendance roster. All exhibits are available and on file in the 

Research Library of the Legislative Counsel Bureau. 

 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT: 

 

Senator Rochelle T. Nguyen, Chair 

Senator Fabian Doñate 

Senator Ira Hansen 

Senator Carrie Ann Buck 

 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS ABSENT: 

 

Senator Julie Pazina (Excused) 

 

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT: 

 

Julianne King, Committee Policy Analyst 

Michael Viets, Committee Counsel 

Joseph Huene, Committee Secretary 

 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

 

Alison Brasier, Nevada Justice Association  

Josh Griffin, Uber Technologies, Inc. 

 

CHAIR NGUYEN: 

We will open the hearing on Assembly Bill (A.B.) 523.  

 

ASSEMBLY BILL 523 (1st Reprint): Revises provisions relating to transportation. 

(BDR 57-1138) 

 

http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Session/83rd2025/Exhibits/Senate/GRI/SGRI944A.pdf
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Session/83rd2025/Exhibits/AttendanceRosterGeneric.pdf
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/App/NELIS/REL/83rd2025/Bill/12814/Overview/
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[Due to technical issues, a portion of this meeting’s recording has been lost and 

is unable to be transcribed.] 

 

ALISON BRASIER (Nevada Justice Association):  

We believe that A.B. 523 helps to support and encourage business in Nevada 

while also balancing the public protection interest that is at the heart of what 

the Nevada Justice Association (NJA) does. It also addresses delivery network 

companies which are not currently addressed in statute.  

 

Section 1 reduces the liability coverage that a transportation network company 

(TNC) like Uber and Lyft are required to carry. It reduces that from $1.5 million 

to $1 million in coverage. That brings the coverage requirements in line with the 

majority of states in which these TNCs operate.  

 

Section 2 of the bill is where delivery network companies (DNC) like Door Dash, 

Uber Eats and Grubhub provides these DCNs statutory framework for how those 

companies would operate if there's damage relating from a DNC incident. Most 

of section 2 provides definitions about the delivery service time period and what 

is covered as a DNC.  

 

Section 2.9 is where we get into the insurance requirements and the claims that 

can be made. Section 2.9 requires that these DNCs carry $1 million in coverage, 

which is in line with what we are now going to require with the TNCs. 

 

CHAIR NGUYEN: 

Can I stop you for a second? Can you describe what a DNC is?  

 

MS. BRASIER: 

Yes, DNC is a delivery network company like an Uber Eats, Grubhub or Door 

Dash; anything where you are using an app to deliver goods or food to you.  

 

So, the insurance requirements would be the same as the TNCs, as a balance to 

that coverage for both DNCs and then later in the bill for TNCs. Those 

companies will not be vicariously liable for the actions of their drivers. So, 

vicarious liability means that an employer can be sued simply by the operation 

of the fact that their employee did something wrong. That will no longer be the 

case with the DNCs and the TNCs as long as they carry $1 million in coverage. 
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Importantly, subsection 4 of section 2.9 specifically indicates that this does not 

alter or preclude any other theory of liability against a DNC. So, direct claims 

can still be made against these companies: Uber, Lyft, Uber Eats and Grubhub.  

 

Those companies can still make direct claims. It is removing the vicarious 

liability where they can no longer be sued simply by a matter of operation that 

their driver did something wrong.  

 

Section 3 of the bill mirrors that vicarious liability position for the TNCs.  

 

CHAIR NGUYEN: 

I am sorry to interrupt you [but what is a] TNC? I know you have been living 

and breathing this for a couple of years now, but you could describe that? 

 

MS. BRASIER: 

They are transportation network companies so, Uber and Lyft, I think are the 

only two big players in that category. We had previously codified regulations 

and insurance companies, and how these companies can operate in the State a 

few sessions back.  

 

So, section 3 mirrors what we were talking about in section 2, where there will 

no longer be vicarious liability for these TNCs. But it does still allow for direct 

claims against the company if those are available.  

 

Then section 4 specifically indicates that these provisions would not apply to a 

cause of action that arises before October 1 of this year. So, any current cases 

or incidents that happened prior to October 1 of this year will not be covered 

under this new language of the bill. It will only arise for things that happen after 

October 1 of this year.  

 

Like I said at the beginning, we believe this is a good balance between giving 

these companies predictability in their business model and supporting and 

encouraging the business to occur in Nevada, while ensuring that we have 

protections and that we have adequate coverage for when something does arise 

out of those business operations.  

 

JOSH GRIFFIN (Uber Technologies, Inc.): 

Not too much more to comment on. I appreciate working with the NJA on this. 

It was a lot of work, and I think a lot of thought went into this bill. We 
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obviously appreciate all of your input as well as throughout the building and 

from the Governor's office on making sure that we could continue to work and 

have this kind of dialogue. We obviously stand in strong support of this bill. 

 

SENATOR BUCK: 

Does this put the onus on the driver, the TNC or the DNC to carry the $1 million 

in liability insurance?  

 

MR. GRIFFIN: 

When the driver has the app on, and has a passenger, Uber provides the 

insurance.  

 

SENATOR BUCK: 

So, you provide the $1 million, in addition to what they already have in their 

personal liability insurance? 

 

MR. GRIFFIN: 

Correct. I am not an insurance expert, but I believe under that circumstance it’s 

just the Uber policy, and that's an Uber-provided policy. I do not think it is Uber 

plus personal.  

 

MS. BRASIER: 

Most people's personal insurance policy, if they are doing business, that 

specifically does not apply. It would just be the Uber coverage. 

 

SENATOR BUCK: 

If the DNC is just carrying food or goods, you would think that would be less of 

a risk than actually carrying people, and all that comes with that. So, what was 

the thought process in not differentiating that?  

 

MS. BRASIER: 

I think while you are correct that they are not carrying people, it is additional 

vehicles that are on the road doing these delivery services. If you think about 

FedEx, Amazon or something that is delivering goods, it is that, but it is also 

people using their personal vehicles. It is more vehicles on the road conducting 

this business, and we want to make sure that additional traffic and those 

additional risks are covered by adequate insurance.  
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CHAIR NGUYEN: 

At this time, I will close the hearing on A.B. 523 and that will bring us into a 

work session. I will begin the work session on A.B. 523. I would accept a 

motion to do pass A.B. 523.  

 

SENATOR DOÑATE MOVED TO DO PASS A.B. 523. 

 

SENATOR HANSEN SECONDED THE MOTION. 

 

THE MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.  

 

* * * * * 

 

CHAIR NGUYEN: 

We will next move into our next work session which is A.B. 530.  

 

ASSEMBLY BILL 530 (1st Reprint): Revises provisions relating to the imposition 

by certain counties of additional taxes on fuels for motor vehicles. 

(BDR 32-783) 

 

JULIANNE KING (Committee Policy Analyst): 

I will read from the work session document (Exhibit C) for A.B. 530. 

 

CHAIR NGUYEN: 

I would entertain a motion to do pass A.B. 530.  

 

SENATOR DOÑATE MOVED TO DO PASS A.B. 530. 

 

SENATOR HANSEN SECONDED THE MOTION. 

 

SENATOR BUCK:  

I am still working through some concerns from my constituents so today, I will 

be a no but reserve my right. Hopefully, I will have more discussions with them 

and convince them that this is for the betterment of Nevada. So, I will be a no 

today but reserve my right for the floor.  

 

THE MOTION CARRIED. (SENATOR BUCK VOTED NO.) 

 

* * * * * 

https://www.leg.state.nv.us/App/NELIS/REL/83rd2025/Bill/12821/Overview/
http://www.leg.state.nv.us/Session/83rd2025/Exhibits/Senate/GRI/SGRI944C.pdf
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CHAIR NGUYEN: 

With that, we will close the work session and move to our final agenda item, 

public comment. Hearing no public comment, we will adjourn this meeting at 

10:33 a.m.  

 

 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED: 

 

 

 

  

Joseph Huene, 

Committee Secretary 

 

 

APPROVED BY: 

 

 

 

  

Senator Rochelle T. Nguyen, Chair 

 

 

DATE:   
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