COMMISSION FOR COMMON-INTEREST COMMUNITIES AND CONDOMINIUM
HOTELS TELECONFERENCE MEETING

MARCH 29, 2013

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS AND INDUSTRY

2501 E. SAHARA AVE., 2"° FLOOR CONFERENCE ROOM

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89104

VIDEO CONFERENCE TO:
NEVADA HOUSING DIVISION
1535 OLD HOT SPRINGS ROAD #50
CARSON CITY, NEVADA 89706

MINUTES
MARCH 29, 2013 9:12 A M.

1-A) Introduction of Commissioners in attendance.
In Las Vegas: Randolph Watkins, Robert Frank, Jonathan Friedrich, Gary Lein.

By telephone: Barry Breslow, Scott Sibley, Robert Schwenk and Senior Deputy Attorney
General Henna Rasul as Commission Counsel.

1-B) Introduction of Division staff in attendance.
In Las Vegas: Teralyn Thompson, Commission Coordinator; Ken Richardson, Program Training
Officer.

In Carson City: Christopher Cooke, Compliance Investigator.

2) Public Comment

In Las Vegas: Fred Underwood commented on the commingling of reserve funds for distinct
reserves. Mr. Underwood submitted written public comment to the Commission dated March
21, 2013.

In Carson City: Norman Rosensteel, homeowner and community manager commented. Mr.
Rosensteel stated that he attended a hearing on Wednesday regarding Assembly Bill 320 where
Commissioner Friedrich presented parts of the bill as a commissioner and did not make a
disclosure that his was a personal opinion. Mr. Rosensteel asked if the Commission was in favor
of Assembly Bill 320.

Mr. Rosensteel commented on a hearing regarding Senate Bill 222 where Commissioner
Friedrich called those who earn their living in this industry a bunch of cockroaches. Mr.
Rosensteel stated that he does not think that a person should be voting on manager discipline
with that opinion.

In Carson City: Judi Gesh commented on Assembly Bill 121 regarding disclosure of
homeowners name and addresses if requested. Ms. Gesh stated that this is crossing the line of



privacy to the homeowner. Ms. Gesh stated that if someone wants the name of a homeowner,
there are ways of getting that information. Ms. Gesh stated that she does not think that the
homeowner association should have to provide that information.

Ms. Gesh commented that Assembly Bill 397 page 25 section 13(b) lines 22-23 which states you
will not give out the names of homeowners.

Ms. Gesh commented on Assembly Bills 320 and 370. Ms. Gesh stated that these bills seem to
be items taken out of Assembly Bill 34 to get those bills passed since Assembly Bill 34 was not
received well on the first reading. Ms. Gesh stated that this is not the way to pass bills.

Ms. Gesh commented that Assembly Bill 397 reads “not to exceed amounts to be collected for
pass due assessments.” Ms. Gesh stated that this is not realistic and punishes homeowners who
have to make up the loss of revenue for those who are not paying their assessments.

In Carson City: Michael Trudell, community manager, commented that he would like to reiterate
on Mr. Rosensteel’s comments regarding Senate Bill 222 and the hearing. Mr. Trudell stated
that there were three bills that were heard by the assembly subcommittee. Mr. Trudell stated that
Commissioner Friedrich did not make the disclaimer that he was commenting as a homeowner or
as an individual for two of those bills. Mr. Trudell stated that being called a cockroach by
Commissioner Friedrich is very unprofessional and does not show what the Commission wants
the people in the State of Nevada to think of the Commission. Mr. Trudell stated that he would
like the Commission to take a position because there were several bills that were drafted in part
by Commissioner Friedrich.

Mr. Trudell stated that when the Commission takes a position on a bill, the chair of the
Commission should go to the hearing making that statement.

Chairman Watkins read Judi Gesh’s written public comment dated March 21, 2013 regarding
video conferencing Commission meetings to Northern Nevada into the record.

3-E) For possible action: Discussion and decision to approve minutes of the March 1, 2013
Commission Teleconference meeting.

Commissioner Friedrich moved to accept the minutes. Seconded by Commissioner Schwenk.
Unanimous decision.

3-F) For possible action: Discussion and decision to approve minutes of the March 15, 2013
Commission Teleconference meeting.

Commissioner Friedrich moved to accept the minutes. Seconded by Commissioner Schwenk.
Unanimous decision.

3-D) For possible action: Discussion and decision regarding the Commission for Common-
Interest Communities and Condominium Hotels’ guidelines on attendance, participation
and taking legislative positions during legislative hearings.

Chairman Watkins stated that over the last legislative sessions the general rule of the
Commission is that Commissioners do not testify as a member of the Commission before any




committee of legislative bodies without the permission of the full Commission. Chairman
Watkins stated that as the Commission discusses bills and take positions on various bills, the
Commission determines who amongst the Commission will write a letter of support or
opposition on the bill.

Commissioner Friedrich stated that it is his standard procedure to make a disclosure that he is a
homeowner’s representative on the Commission for Common-Interest Communities and
Condominium Hotels and that he is speaking as a citizen or a homeowner. Commissioner
Friedrich stated that to the best of his recollection, that disclosure was made. Commissioner
Friedrich stated that he will have the audio recordings from the sessions. Commissioner Friedrich
stated that it was a long day and the subcommittee meeting was from 8:00 p.m. until midnight.

Commissioner Friedrich commented on Senate Bill 222. Commissioner Friedrich stated that his
remarks were not aimed at any one person or one profession but to let the sun shine in.
Commissioner Friedrich stated that to drive that point home, he used the word “cockroaches”.
Commissioner Friedrich apologized to anyone who took offense to his comment.

Commissioner Frank stated that the complaint against Commissioner Friedrich is valid.
Commissioner Frank stated that Commissioner Friedrich missed two out of three chances to
make the right disclosure. Commissioner Frank advised Commissioner Friedrich to apologize
for the mistake.

Commissioner Friedrich apologized for forgetting to make the correct disclosure while testifying
before the legislative committee.

3-A-2) For possible action: Discussion and decision regarding 2013 Legislative Bills and
Bill Draft Requests (“BDR”) that relate to NRS Chapters 38, 116, 116A and 116B which
may impact the Commission, Ombudsman’s Office or Real Estate Division including
Assembly Bill 44 requires associations of planned communities to allow the outdoor storage
of trash and recycling containers under certain circumstances. (BDR 10-262)
Commissioner Friedrich stated that he testified as a private citizen on this bill. Commissioner
Friedrich stated that the way the bill is written may require a building permit. Commissioner
Friedrich stated that the size, location, color and cost of the device are not determined.
Commissioner Friedrich stated that this could be a very expensive requirement for the
homeowner. Commissioner Friedrich stated that a concrete pad may be required for homes with
gravel on the side of the property. Commissioner Friedrich stated that senior citizens might not
be able to physically handle the large containers provided by the contracted garbage removal
service in southern Nevada. Commissioner Friedrich stated that some associations may require
an ARC approval and might charge a fee. Commissioner Friedrich stated that this bill creates
more problems than it solves.

Commissioner Frank stated that he thinks that this bill is a terrible idea. Commissioner Frank
stated that he does not think that the Commission should be involved ARC committee type
activities or trying to specify guidelines and rules for anything that applies to every homeowners
association.



Commissioner Lein stated that the reason why the proposed change is involving the Commission
is to prevent associations from being overly or unreasonably restrictive.

Commissioner Friedrich moved that the Commission finds that this bill is overly burdensome
and does not support it. Seconded by Commissioner Frank. Motion carried 6 to 1 with
Commissioner Lein opposed.

The Commission agreed that Commissioner Friedrich would write the opposition letter to the
chairman of the judiciary committee.

3-A-9) For possible action: Discussion and decision regarding 2013 L egislative Bills and
Bill Draft Requests (“BDR”) that relate to NRS Chapters 38, 116, 116A and 116B which
may impact the Commission, Ombudsman’s Office or Real Estate Division including
Assembly Bill 370 revises provisions governing the mediation and arbitration of certain
claims involving certain residential property; revises provisions governing persons who
collect past due obligations owed to an association; authorizes the Commissioner of
Financial Institutions to interpret certain provisions of law and requlations governing the
collection of past due obligations owed to an association. (BDR 3-1016)

In Las Vegas: Mike Randolph, manager of Homeowner Association Services, commented. Mr.
Randolph stated that section 18 of the bill should be deleted. Mr. Randolph stated that the
Supreme Court of the State of Nevada has already said that per the legislation, the only ones who
should be interpreting NRS 116 is the Commission for Common-Interest Communities and
Condominium Hotels through the Real Estate Division. Mr. Randolph stated that collection
companies are already highly regulated.

In Carson City: Mike Trudell, community manager, commented on the hearing for Assembly
Bill 370. Mr. Trudell stated that the representation was that mediation should be the only option
that is given to homeowner association members because arbitration is too costly. Mr. Trudell
stated that there was no representation about how many programs are currently available by the
Ombudsman’s Office to resolve problems. Mr. Trudell stated there were representations by
multiple investors who stated that they were being over charged by homeowner associations and
are being required to spend money to fight the collection fees. Mr. Trudell stated that there were
very few indications that there were members of associations who were being damaged. Mr.
Trudell stated that the recommendation by a couple of people was that there should be an interim
study done to see how widespread this problem is. Mr. Trudell stated that this should be viewed
in the context of programs that are currently available by the Ombudsman’s Office.

Commissioner Friedrich stated that he supports this bill. Commissioner Friedrich stated that this
bill would reduce the fees to one hundred and fifty dollars with each side going before a
mediator and paying a twenty-five dollar filing fee. Commissioner Friedrich stated that this bill
is economical and fast.

Commissioner Frank stated that he supports the part of the bill that Commissioner Friedrich
commented on. Commissioner Frank stated that he supports the idea that the Division of
Financial Institutions should not be involved in this area.



Commissioner Friedrich commented on section 18 and stated that the Division of Financial
Institutions should have total control.

Chairman Watkins commented on section 18. Chairman Watkins stated that he does not think
that the administrator of the Division of Financial Institutions should be involved in NRS 116.

In Las Vegas: Michael Randolph commented that the first section it says a unit owner may file.
Mr. Randolph stated that he would like to see this changed to “a party”. Mr. Randolph stated
that if mediation is available why is the unit owner only able to file and not the association.

Mr. Randolph stated that section 6 is regarding if an association does not pay its fee. Mr.
Randolph stated that the word “association” should be replaced with “a party”. Mr. Randolph
stated that this needs to be made fair to both sides.

In Las Vegas: Pam Scott commented that she is a supporter of mediation. Ms. Scott stated that
arbitration should not be totally eliminated. Ms. Scott agreed with Mr. Randolph’s comments
regarding either side being able to request mediation.

Ms. Scott commented on Commissioner Friedrich’s comment. Ms. Scott stated that it keeps
getting represented that associations are abusing the arbitration process. Ms. Scott stated she got
a list of the open ADR cases from the Division’s website. Ms. Scott stated that two thirds of the
cases were filed by homeowners against associations. Ms. Scott stated that it does not seem to
indicate that associations are using the program as a weapon. Ms. Scott stated that she supports
mediation but does not support everything in the bill.

In Carson City: Judi Gesh commented. Ms. Gesh stated that just because there were a few
expensive arbitrations does not mean that all arbitration is that way. Ms. Gesh stated that there
are just as many that have been settled very well without a lot of cost.

Commissioner Frank stated that one of the reasons why numbers of homeowners have applied
for arbitration is because the Division encourages them to do so. Commissioner Frank stated
that he has met people who have filed for arbitration who have regretted it. Commissioner Frank
stated that he is not sympathetic for the idea of keeping binding arbitration because it has not
worked well for those that Commissioner Frank has spoken with. Commissioner Frank stated
that he is in favor of mediation because it will have positive progress on resolving disputes
faster.

Commissioner Lein commented on section 6. Commissioner Lein stated that a three hour
hearing for three hundred dollars made him wonder what type of opinion will be coming out.
Commissioner Lein stated that three hundred dollars seems like a low number and is setting the
program up to be unsuccessful.

Commissioner Friedrich stated that he agreed with Commissioner Lein that three hundred dollars
is a low number. Commissioner Friedrich suggested four hundred dollars which is the current
cost of the mortgage mediation process.



Commissioner Friedrich moved that the Commission support the bill with amendments which
include deleting section 18, “unit owners” be changed to “a party”” and the fee charged increased
to four hundred dollars. Seconded by Commissioner Frank. Unanimous decision.

Chairman Watkins relinquished the chair to make a motion. Commissioner Breslow acted as
chair for the Commission.

Commissioner Watkins moved that the Commission oppose section 18 of Assembly Bill 370.
Seconded by Commissioner Sibley. Motion carried 6 to 1 with Commissioner Friedrich opposed.

Commissioner Breslow relinquished the chair back to Commissioner Watkins.

Commissioner Friedrich volunteered to write the letter of support for sections 1-17.

The Commission agreed.

Chairman Watkins volunteered to write the letter in opposition to section 18.

The Commission agreed.

3-C) Discussion regarding video conferencing of Commission meetings.

Commissioner Breslow stated that the Commission has received feedback from the public in
northern Nevada who would like greater access to the Commission meetings and have asked if it
would be feasible to video conference Commission meetings to a location in northern Nevada.

Commissioner Breslow stated that he agrees and strong consideration should be given in an
attempt to meet that request.

Teralyn Thompson stated that Ms. Anderson wanted Ms. Thompson to bring some key points to
the Commission’s attention regarding this agenda item. Ms. Thompson stated that during
legislative session it is difficult for the Division to find a location in northern Nevada to video
conference to from the Bradley Building in Las VVegas where the Commission teleconference
meetings are being held.

Ms. Thompson stated that when the Commission is in Las Vegas and the meeting is video
conference to Carson City, the only staff in Carson City for the Common-Interest Communities
program is Christopher Cooke. Ms. Thompson stated that video conferencing to Carson City
would take Mr. Cooke from his investigative duties every Friday to monitor the teleconference
meeting. Ms. Thompson stated that the Division has to take into consideration Mr. Cooke’s
schedule and Mr. Cooke’s availability if he were to take furlough, annual or sick leave.

Ms. Thompson stated that sometimes video conferencing is not available because the location in
northern Nevada might not have staff available to handle video conferencing capability. Ms.
Thompson stated that locations such as the Legislative Building and Gaming Control Board have
camera operators.



Ms. Thompson stated that Mr. Cooke has to attend these meetings if they are to be video
conference to northern Nevada to monitor the sign in sheets for education given to attendees.
Ms. Thompson stated that the Division is responsible for any damages to the meeting room.

Commissioner Breslow stated that Ms. Thompson’s comments were not persuasive.
Commissioner Breslow stated where there is a will there is a way and the way should be to allow
the north greater access into Commission activities. Commissioner Breslow stated that the
quarterly Commission meetings should be video conference. Commissioner Breslow stated that
during legislative session the Friday meetings are not as important.

Chairman Watkins stated that there are some companies who have video conferencing
capabilities that need to be explored.

Commissioner Frank stated that the quarterly meetings should be video conference and internet
streamed due to people who live in Ely or other places.

Commissioner Lein suggested having Commissioner Breslow attend meetings in northern
Nevada where the meetings will be video conference since he is a commissioner and considered
a State employee if Mr. Cooke could not attend.

Chairman Watkins also suggested that Commission Counsel Henna Rasul attend meetings in
northern Nevada where the meetings will be video conference since she is a State employee.

Commissioner Friedrich suggested using the Attorney General’s Office to video conference
Commission meetings.

Chairman Watkins stated that he will leave this in Ms. Anderson’s hands. Chairman Watkins
requested an agenda item for the June meeting regarding different possibilities or problems.

1-A) Introduction of Commissioners in attendance.
Commissioners Breslow and Lein left the meeting at 10:21 a.m.

3-A-3) For possible action: Discussion and decision regarding 2013 Legislative Bills and
Bill Draft Requests (“BDR”) that relate to NRS Chapters 38, 116, 116A and 116B which
may impact the Commission, Ombudsman’s Office or Real Estate Division including
Assembly Bill 98 requires a person nominated as a candidate for membership on the
executive board of an association to be a member of the association in good standing;
authorizes an association to reject a person's nomination as a candidate for membership on
the executive board in certain circumstances; authorizes an association to distribute the
disclosure of a potential conflict of interest on behalf of a candidate; requires an association
that solicits bids for an association project to review and compare initial bids; authorizes
such an association to request revised bids: revises the definition of “association project”;
revises the process by which financial statements of certain associations are reviewed or
audited. (BDR 10-488)

Commissioner Friedrich stated that he met with the sponsor of the bill, Assemblyman Aizley.
Commissioner Friedrich stated that Assemblyman Aizley said they were making changes




regarding good standing. Commissioner Friedrich stated that they were going to allow two
months prior to an election for a violation to prevent anyone from running on the board.

Commissioner Friedrich stated that the section regarding accounting requirements was going to
be eliminated.

Chairman Watkins stated that the Commission decided that Commissioner Lein would write a
position letter. Chairman Watkins stated that Commissioner Lein has not written the position
letter and is waiting for changes to the bill before the Commission takes a position.

3-A-1) For possible action: Discussion and decision regarding 2013 Legislative Bills and
Bill Draft Requests (“BDR”) that relate to NRS Chapters 38, 116, 116A and 116B which
may impact the Commission, Ombudsman’s Office or Real Estate Division including
Assembly Bill 34 authorizes the executive board of an association to act without a meeting
under certain circumstances; provides for the certification of voting monitors to administer
and supervise votes of units' owners; authorizes the appointment of a referee to render a
decision in certain disputes involving common-interest communities; authorizes the
Administrator of the Real Estate Division of the Department of Business and Industry to
issue subpoenas under certain circumstances. (BDR 10-354)

Chairman Watkins stated that the Commission would discuss changes to Assembly Bill 34
outlined in the document submitted by Gail Anderson to the Judiciary Committee dated March
25, 2013.

Chairman Watkins suggested that the Commission review the document and discuss changes at
the next Commission teleconference meeting scheduled for April 5, 2013.

The Commission agreed.

3-A-22) For possible action: Discussion and decision regarding 2013 Legislative Bills and
Bill Draft Requests (“BDR”) that relate to NRS Chapters 38, 116, 116A and 116B which
may impact the Commission, Ombudsman’s Office or Real Estate Division including
Senate Bill 332 establishes provisions governing the foreclosure of a first security lien upon
a unit in a common-interest community; establishes provisions concerning the ownership
interests of certain purchasers of certain units; revises provisions establishing the priority
of certain liens. (BDR 10-587)

Section 1(1):

In Las Vegas: Pam Scott stated that there is more language coming regarding this bill. Ms. Scott
stated that she thinks that the intent of the bill is that they want to make it clear that if the
association forecloses on the association’s lien and the first security forecloses, the association or
the person who bought the property from the association is not just a credit interest but an owner.

Commissioner Friedrich stated that this bill is complicated.

In Las Vegas: Tim Stebbins stated that the aspect of transfer of portions of the ownership to the
association or whoever buys the home at an association auction is troubling. Mr. Stebbins stated
that when a bank puts a mortgage on a property, all people with ownership interest in the



property sign so there is one hundred percent of that property pledged. Mr. Stebbins stated that
under this bill that could change. Mr. Stebbins stated that the bank’s position would be damaged
on the mortgage. Mr. Stebbins stated that this bill could be very discouraging on lenders to do
business in Nevada.

In Las Vegas: Michael Randolph, manager of Homeowner Association Services, commented.
Mr. Randolph stated that another problem is that there is a new determination of what an action
to enforce the lien is. Mr. Randolph stated that this has been a gray area and the bill is trying to
say that the action to enforce the lien would be the day the notice of sale is recorded not the
notice of default. Mr. Randolph stated that this is forcing associations to foreclose which is not
the right thing to do.

Commissioner Friedrich stated that he received an email questioning if any major banks will be
willing to take on any mortgages in the state. Commissioner Friedrich stated this is a serious
question. Commissioner Friedrich stated that he suspects that Senator Hammond does not
realize the impact of this bill.

Chairman Watkins suggested that the Commission wait to take a position on this bill until
amended language is submitted.

The Commission agreed.

1-A) Introduction of Commissioners in attendance.
Scott Sibley left the meeting at 11:00 a.m.

3-A-8) For possible action: Discussion and decision regarding 2013 Legislative Bills and
Bill Draft Requests (“BDR”) that relate to NRS Chapters 38, 116, 116A and 116B which
may impact the Commission, Ombudsman’s Office or Real Estate Division including
Assembly Bill 320 requires a unit owner’s association to submit and the Ombudsman for
Owners in Common-Interest Communities and Condominium Hotels to maintain certain
information concerning settlements and awards obtained by the association for a
constructional defect claim; revises provisions governing the duties of the Ombudsman.
(BDR 10-737)

Section 1(4)(d):

Commissioner Friedrich stated that this change in the section is addressed in Assembly Bill 397.
Commissioner Friedrich stated that the issue is when an owner files an intervention affidavit
regarding the governing documents, the Division tells the complaining party to take the issue to
arbitration. Commissioner Friedrich stated that this is predicated on former Senior Deputy
Attorney General Nancy Savage’s Attorney General Opinion from 2008 where it says that the
Division does not have the authority. Commissioner Friedrich stated that the opinion was
regarding the administrative law program not arbitration. Commissioner Friedrich stated that
this bill would require the Division to investigate.

Section 1(4)(e)(9):
In Las Vegas: Pam Scott commented. Ms. Scott stated that this section is too broad. Ms. Scott
stated that it would disclose confidential settlements between parties. Ms. Scott stated that she



thinks the intent was to let the Ombudsman know which associations had construction defects
litigation.

Commissioner Friedrich suggested that the language be amended to state that if there is a
settlement, a copy of the settlement be filed with the county recorder or the Division.
Commissioner Friedrich stated that a person purchasing the house in foreclosure would have a
place to do their due diligence and retrieve necessary information.

In Las Vegas: Pam Scott commented that the bill means that when there are governing
documents disputes, the Division would have to open investigations. Ms. Scott stated that there
will have to be a fiscal note on the bill. Ms. Scott stated that cases regarding governing
documents issues would come before the Commission for hearings. Ms. Scott stated that the
Commission would have to meet more often than quarterly. Ms. Scott stated that this bill is not
practical.

Commissioner Friedrich commented on section 3(1) line 29. Commissioner Friedrich stated that
he submitted an amendment to extend one year to two years. Commissioner Friedrich stated that
there have been instances where the Division has kicked a complaint stating that it is over one
year and advised to go to ADR.

Commissioner Friedrich commented on section 3(2). Commissioner Friedrich stated that he
submitted an amendment that removes the entire section.

Commissioner Friedrich commented on section 4. Commissioner Friedrich stated that there is a
subsection regarding the notice before a person can file an intervention affidavit. Commissioner
Friedrich stated that he requested that language be removed.

Chairman Watkins stated that section 1(4)(d) gives more power to the Division to investigate.

Chairman Watkins commented on section 1(4)(e)(9). Chairman Watkins stated that there is a lot
of information that can be released that is at the discretion of the Ombudsman.

Chairman Watkins stated that he is not in favor of this bill.

Commissioner Frank stated that he has observed the investigative process from a customer point-
of-view. Commissioner Frank stated that since most of the Division’s investigators are not
career trained investigators in law enforcement or related type skills, investigations could be
done quicker and efficiently if someone would help the investigators with their process.
Commissioner Frank stated that if the investigative process was subcontracted to augment and/or
replace the civil servants currently in place, the Division could get significantly more
investigations done at less cost. Commissioner Frank stated that the Administrator might want to
take Commissioner Frank’s suggestion into consideration if this bill gets passed and the
workload increases.

Commissioner Friedrich moved that the Commission support the bill with amendments to section
1(4)(e)(9) which clarifies that only the fact that a construction defect was settled, that it indicate
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the problem area and a copy of that information be recorded with the Division; section 3 line 29
extend one year to two years to file an intervention affidavit; section 3(2) lines 35-39 be
removed; and section 3(3)(b)(1) be removed.

Seconded by Commissioner Frank.
Motion failed 2 to 2 with Chairman Watkins and Commissioner Schwenk opposed.

Commissioner Schwenk moved that the Commission stay neutral on this bill. Motion failed for a
lack of a second.

No position was taken by the Commission on this bill.

3-A-12) For possible action: Discussion and decision regarding 2013 Legislative Bills and
Bill Draft Requests (“BDR”) that relate to NRS Chapters 38, 116, 116A and 116B which
may impact the Commission, Ombudsman’s Office or Real Estate Division including
Senate Bill 129 revises provisions relating to the resale of a unit in a common-interest
community. (BDR 10-429)

Section 1(1)(b):

In Carson City: Judi Gesh asked when the information is supplied to the requester, can a date be
placed on it saying that the information is good for thirty days.

Chairman Watkins commented on Ms. Gesh’s question. Chairman Watkins read section 1(1)(b)
in its entirety which has a fifteen day requirement.

Commissioner Schwenk moved to support the bill as presented. Seconded by Commissioner
Frank. Unanimous decision.

Chairman Watkins stated that he would write the letter of support to the sponsor of the bill.
The Commission agreed.

4) Public Comment

In Las Vegas: Tim Stebbins commented on Assembly Bill 395. Mr. Stebbins stated that
Assembly Bill 395 prohibits harassment by one member to another. Mr. Stebbins stated that six
or seven assemblymen have endorsed the bill. Mr. Stebbins stated that the violation has a
criminal element to it because it calls for the violation to be considered a misdemeanor under
NRS 205. Mr. Stebbins stated how a violation could be processed through the system would be
an interesting area since the Commission cannot impose criminal penalties.

In Carson City: Judi Gesh thanked the Commission for video conferencing the meeting to
northern Nevada allowing residences to be involved in the Commission’s discussions.

In Las Vegas: John West commented on continuing education credits for community managers.

Mr. West stated that if the Commission meeting today lasted three hours, community managers
would receive three hours of continuing education. Mr. West stated that since the meeting did

11



not last three hours, he will not receive any credit. Mr. West asked the Commission to consider
giving community managers at least two hours of continuing education credit.

3-G) For possible action: Discussion and decision regarding date, time, place and agenda
items for upcoming meetings.

Chairman Watkins stated that there is going to be an agenda item on the Commission’s June
meeting agenda regarding community managers receiving hour for hour continuing education
credits for attending Commission meetings.

5) Commissioner Comment
Commissioner Friedrich stated that he will be speaking at future legislative hearings.

6) For possible action: Adjournment
Meeting adjourned at 11:42 p.m. on March 29, 2013.

Respectfully Yours,

Teralyn Thompson
Commission Coordinator
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