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1977

S. B. 116—Committee on Education, Health and Welfare and State Insti-
tutions, Jan. 21.

Summary—Establishes the Department of Prisons. (BDR 16-198) Fiscal
Note: Local Government Impact: No. State or Industrial Insurance
Impact: Yes.

Jan. 21—Read first time. Referred to Committee on Education, Health
and Welfare and State Institutions. To printer.

Jan. 24—From printer. To committee. 1/26, 2/2, 2/4

Feb. 9—From committee: Amend, and do pass as amended.

Feb. 10—Read second time. Amended. To printer.

Feb. 11—From printer. To engrossment. Engrossed. First reprint.

Feb. 14—Taken from General File. Re-referred to mmittee on
Finance. To committee. 2/28 am

Feb. 28—From committee: Re-refer to Committee on Judiciary.
Re-referred to Committee on Judiciary. To committee. 3/15, 3/24 am

Mar. 31—From committee: Amend, and do pass as amended.

ﬁpr. tll;ead third tim’el.‘ Amended. To prinaer. gromed. Second reprin

Pr. rom printer. To re-engrossment. Re-en t.

Apr. S—Read third time. Passed, as amended. Title approvﬂ as
amended. To Assembly.

Apr. 6—In Assembly. Read first time. Referred to Committee on Gov-
emmment Affairs. To committee. 4/11

Apr. 13—From committee: Re-refer to Committee on Judiciary.
Re-referred to Committee on Judiciary. To committee. 4/20, 4/29

Apr. 29—From committee: Amend, and do pass as amended.

Apr. 30—Read second time. Amended. To printer.

May 2—From printer. To re-engrossment. Re-engrossed. Third reprint.
_Placed on General File. Read third time. Passed, as amended. Title

approved. To Senate. Judiciary 5-3 am .

May 3—In te. Agfpbly amendment concurred in. To enrollment.
May S—Enrolled and delivered to rnor.

May 8—Approved by the Governor. Chapter 430.

Subsections 2 and 3 of Section 100 effective 12:01 July 1, 1977.
Balance of act effective July 1, 1977. Section 64 amended in accordance

with the provisioms of Assembly Bill No. 358.

Revised September 14, 2012 PRAO76
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Senate

EDUCATION, HEALTH, WELFARE & STATE
INSTITUTIONS

JANUARY 26, 1977

The meeting was called to order at 8:05 a.m. in Room #323 of the
Legislative Building, Carson City.

Senator Schofield was in the chair.

PRESENT: Senator Jack Schofield, Chairman
, Senator Joe Neal, Vice Chairman
7. Senator Richard Blakemore
Senator William Raggio
Senator Wilbur Faiss
Senator William Hernstadt

OTHERS PRESENT:
Susan Haase, Nevada Association for Retarded Citizens
Michael Medema, Nevada State Prison
Jack Middleton, Mental Hygiene & Mental Retardation
Patrick Mullen, Nevada State Prison
Orville A. Wahrenbrock, Department of Human Resources
Charles Wolff, Warden, Nevada State Prison

The minutes of the previous meeting were distributed and unanimously
approved by the committee members. Chairman Schofield remarked that
the minutes were a well summarized report of the committee's visit
to the Nevada State Prison on the previous day.

Senator Schofield then commended Warden Wolff and those he had
assigned to accompany the committee through Maximum, Medium and
Women's facilities for their courtesy and cooperation in showing
the committee everything it had wanted to see. He commented that
the committee came away from the visit feeling satisfied that from
what they saw, they would be much more knowledgeable when deliber-
ating on legislation affecting the prison system.

Chairman Schofield then distributed and reviewed the revised committee
visitation schedule (see Attachment #1).

Testimony was then heard on the following bills:
SB 96 LOWERS MAXIMUM AGE FOR DETENTION OF MENTALLY RETARDED PERSONS.

Mr. Jack Middleton, Associate Administrator, Department of
Mental Hygiene and Mental Retardation testified in favor of
the bill. He said that the purpose of the measure was to
change the age of majority from 21 to 18 as it deals with

the mentally retarded who are cared for in State institutions.
The bill does have a fiscal note. At the present time parents
pay for the care of children up to the age of 21. The esti-
mated affect will be the loss in fee revenues by $4,600 the
first year and $5,300 the following year.

PRAO78 36
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Senate

Education, Health, Welfare
and State Institutions
January 26, 1977

Page four

SB 116

Senator Neal referred to section 18 and asked if there
were any changes on the current work program. Mr. Medema
answered that section 18 is identical to the present
statute and that it is just being lifted from one section
of NRS and placed in another section for the purpose of
housekeeping.

There being no further questions or testimony on SB 114,
action by the committee was deferred until later in the
meeting.

ESTABLISHES THE DEPARTMENT OF PRISONS

Warden Charles Wolff testified that the intent of the

bill is to provide a sound organizational structure which
becomes essential to the effective administration of a
comprehensive correctional operation. It refines the
terminology that is used throughout the United States with
regard to addressing corrections and the correctional
organization. Penologists basically are placing increasing
effectiveness on a fully integrated operation that is linked
to a variety of classification requirements with regard to
the inmates within the system and there is a definite need
for a coherent and consistent administrative legal frame-
work to cope with the demands that are being placed on
correctional institutions today.

Warden Wolff continued by saying that most of SB 116 is a
consolidation of a variety of statutes that are in force

in the State of Nevada and places them into a concise form
and refines the terminology with regard to some of the
titles and the individual positions in the Nevada State
Prisons. It also clarifies the fact that it is, in fact,

an operating department within the State of Nevada. It
addresses the major issues of policy structure, accounta-
bility and operations of the prisons and seeks to provide

a more effective approach to corrections with improved
standards and procedures for custody care and training

and a more systematic administrative organization. Funda-
mentally, the bill addresses the point that the State does
have a basic obligation to protect the public by providing
institutional confinement care and training of the offenders;
efforts to provide persons in correctional institutions with
adequate educational, vocational, counseling training and
other services so that they may be prepared for lawful
community living which is essential to the reduction of
crime; upgrading the correctional institutions and services
deserves priority with regard to considerations as a means
of lowering crime; preventing offenders and particularly
youths and first offenders from establishing careers in crime

SIPRA079
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Senate

Education, Health, Welfare
and State Institutions

January 26,

Page five

1977

and being institutionalized; and, correctional institution
and services should be diversified in programs of personnel
so as to facilitate individualized custody care, treatment
and possible rehabilitation of the offender. He noted that
SB 114 is consolidated into the scope of SB 116 in the
event SB 114 receives favorable consideration.

Senator Raggio asked a series of questions and Warden Wolff
answered as follows:

1.

QUESTION: This bill changes the terminology to indicate
that the Warden becomes the Director. Are those who are
now in the category of superintendents under classified
service?

ANSWER: Yes. The Director and Deputy Director are the
only unclassified positions.

QUESTION: Does this bill seek to incorporate some of
the requisiteswhich have been part of the federal court
decisions?

ANSWER: To a certain extent; however, there is no
major thrust in that direction because these requisites
are already in the statutes.

QUESTION: Is there any provision for temporary furlough
of inmates?

ANSWER: Provision for temporary furlough is made in
the present law. :

QUESTION: Has temporary furlough been used during
Warden Wolff's tenure?

ANSWER: This statute has been used for people who are
down to having received a parole and have a very short
period of time to serve before they are released. The
temporary furlough is given them during this period to
be used for finding jobs and living locations. The
prisoner is accompanied by a probation or parole officer
on these furloughs.

QUESTION: Could this temporary furlough be used when
there is a terminal illness in a prisoner's family,

a death, etc.?

ANSWER: Yes, if it is within the State of Nevada.
QUESTION: Does this provision of the bill cover the
situation where a person could be absent without leave
from a temporary furlough? Does this constitute an
escape?

ANSWER: It is part of the furlough agreement.

Because this was not specified in the bill or the existing law,
Senator Raggio felt the "escape" clause should specifically
be written into the section pertaining to temporary furlough.

PRADSO
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Senate |
Education, Health, Welfare

and State Institutions
January 26, 1977

Page six

Senator Raggio moved that SB 116 be amended to specify that
an unauthorized departure or absence from any authorized
leave by an inmate constitutes an escape.

Senator Blakemore seconded the motion.

Motion carried unanimously.

Senator Raggio said that he would take the responsibility
for getting the amendment made by the bill drafter.

Senator Raggio then asked further questions of Warden Wolff
regarding SB 116.

4. QUESTION: Referring to section 51 of SB 116, in most
cases do prisoners have other funds when they are released?
ANSWER: Yes, and if an inmate has from $0 to $250 of
his own money, he is given a $50 check from the State;
$250 to $500, he is given $35; and, if he has resources
of $500 or more, he is not allowed any "gate" money.

5. QUESTION: Does this bill leave any major omissions from
the existing law?
ANSWER: The only omissions are those which are also
contained in SB 114 relating to some of the technical
reporting ‘requirements to the Prison Board. In actual
practice, these reports have not been made in at least
8 years because they are no longer requested by the
Prison Board.

6. QUESTION: What presently is available in the psychiatric
area? 1Is there a resident psychiatrist at any of the
institutions?

ANSWER: There is a fulltime psychologist for the three
institutions and a parttime psyciatrist who obligates
approximately 20 hours a week. Dr. Molte is the
psyciatrist; Dr. Robert Wittemore is the psycologist;
and, Dr. Stublefield is the fulltime medical doctor

for the facilities. The Governor's Budget contains

a recommendation for a fulltime psyciatrist and a
parttime psyciatrist for the new facility at Jean.

Warden Wolff stated that he felt reasonable medical care
was being provided for the prison population and there is
a procedure which handles inmates who need further treat-
ment in an outside medical facility.

Chairman Schofield asked about the academic and physical
education programs for the entire prison population.

PRAOE
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Senate
Education, Health, Welfare

and State Institutions
January 26, 1977

Page seven

Warden Wolff stated that the thrust of the prison programs
in this area has been in trying to get back to the work
ethic and organized activity which will develop skills.

He said that there used to be a mandatory school pro-
gram but court decisions have found that the individuals
can be provided the opportunity for education but they
cannot be mandated to attend educational classes. He
added that an inmate who does participate in classes

can accumulate "good time" credits or "reward for effort."

Senator Neal asked if there were any changes regarding
responsibilities of the Prison Board. Warden Wolff
answered that this could not be changed by statute
because the Prison Board's responsibilities are set
forth in the State Constitution.

Senator Hernstadt, referring to page 18 of SB 116, line 1,
asked why the legal age is 21 instead of 18? Mr. Medema
answered that there was no reason for this not being
changed and Warden Wolff stated there would be no objec~-
tion to changing the age of majority. Senator Raggio
intervened by saying that it was his opinion if the

age was changed, the summary and title of the bill would
also have to be changed.

Senator Hernstadt moved that an amendment be drawn to
change the age of majority from 21 to 18 to conform with
other State laws.

Senator Faiss seconded the motion.

The motion did not carry by.a vote of 2 in favor (Senators
Hernstadt and Faiss) to 3 against (Senators Blakemore,
Raggio and Schofield). Senator Neal did not vote.

There was further discussion as to whether or not all of
the statutes should be made consistent on the age of
majority. Senator Hernstadt was instructed by Chairman
Schofield to look into this matter with the Legislative
Counsel.

Warden Wolff then requested the possibility of two possible amend-
ments to SB 116 (See attachment 2).

Page 9, line 8 - After commissioners add "upon referral
by the Director to the Board." Warden Wolff stated
the purpose of this was to give him more latitude.

Senator Raggio commented that he felt the language would
then be too limited. Director Wolff withdrew the amendment.

S
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Senate

Education, Health, Welfare
and State Institutions
January 26, 1977

Page eight

Page 11, line 41 - This line begins the amendment
Director Wolff feels would allow for restitution of
victims and that possibly the wording needs clarifi-
cation of "To pay either in full or ratably the
offender's obligation which has been acknowledged by
him in writing or which has been reduced to judgement."
Warden Wolff would like language added to provide for
the possibility of restitution to the victim by the
inmate who was sentenced for a crime against that person.
He added that this could be as a condition of parole,
but not as a condition of sentence; however, the resti-
tution has to be done on a voluntary basis. According
to Warden Wolff "restitution to a victim" laws in other
states have been quite effective.

Chairman Schofield said that he would get an opinion on
this matter from the Legislative Counsel

ACTION WAS THEN TAKEN BY THE COMMITTEE ON THE BILLS WHICH HAD BEEN
DISCUSSED AT THE MEETING:

SB_ 94

SB_ 96

SB 114

SB 116

SB 99

Mr. Wahrenbrock asked if he could be heard on SB 94 before
any action was taken by the committee. His request was
granted.

Senator Raggio moved DO PASS.
Seconded by Senator Blakemore.
Motion carried unanimously. (See Attachment 3)

Senator Raggio moved DO PASS.
Seconded by Senator Hernstadt. [
Motion carried unanimously. (See Attachment 4)

Senators Raggio and Hernstadt will request the Legislative
Counsel to make suggested amendment and the bill will be
reconsidered at a later meeting.

Senator Raggio moved the attached letter from the Department
of Mental Health and Mental Retardation regarding SB 99 be
made a part of the minutes. (See Attachment 5)

Seconded by Senator Blakemore.

Motion carried unanimously.

Senator Hernstadt moved DO PASS
Seconded by Senator Raggio
Motion carried unanimously. (See Attachment 6)

Chairman Schofield then announced that the following Senators would
give an explanation of specified bills on the floor of the Senate:

PRAO83
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MEMO

ATTACHMENT #2

TO: WARDEN WOLFF
FROM: MIKE MEDEMA

SUBJECT: SUGGESTED CHANGES SB 116 DATE: 1/25/77

S v T S e e et e G S Ty W weh e A e W M S S R e e G R M S G e T M S S A . = - - St e b B S et i Mt o o T T o T s - - - ——

The following are suggested changes for SB 116:

Page 9, Line 8 - after commissioners add "upon referral by
the Director to the Board” - This allows
lattitude to the Director.

Page 11, Line 41 - This line begins the amendment we feel

allows for restitution of victims.
You may feel the wording needs clarification.

Moo

MIKE

-
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SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE
MINUTES OF MEETING
FEBRUARY 28, 1977

The Meeting was called to order at 8:00 A. M.
Senator Floyd R. Lamb was in the chair.

PRESENT: Senator Floyd R. Lamb, Chairman
Senator James I. Gibson, Vice-Chairman
Senator Eugene V. Echols
Senator Norman D. Glaser
Senator Norman Ty Hilbrecht
Senator Thomas R. C. Wilson
Senator C. Clifton Young

OTHERS : Charles L. Wolff, Jr., Warden, Nevada State Prison
Michael L. Medema, Business Manager, Prison
Ronald W. Sparks, Chief Deputy, Fiscal Analyst
Howard Barrett, Budget Director
Judy Matteucci, Budget
Cy Ryan, UPI

Mr. Barrett explained that the prison budget is now broken down into
5 separate budgets. Senator Lamb asked the warden to speak. Mr.
Wolff said he would just make a few introductory remarks and let

Mr. Medama answer questions in detail as to the budgets.

Mr. Wolff said this is the budget which has been recommended by

the Governor. It represents the needs of the system; it is

austere in fkhe effect that it contains the operating needs which

are felt to be necessary for the system during the next two years.

Mr. Medema gave each of the Senators a memo on the budget presentation.

Mr. Wolff explained that they were trying to provide additional
facilities for proper housing for the inmates; develop and expand

the work and training programs and, as much as possible, to bring

back the work ethic into the institutional setting. They wanted

to develop physical and administrative responsibilities and controls
in all of the institutions incorporated under the present system and
as much as possible to prepare the inmates for their return to society.

The budget represents 5 areas:

1. The Directors Office

2. Nevada State Prison

3. Northern Nevada Correctional Center
4. Nevada Womens Correctional Center
5. Southern Nevada Correctional Center

The overall budget is looking at an increase in the population within
the prison system. That has occurred now and is greater than was
initially anticipated. He referred to the breakdowns on page 2 of the
memo giving statistics on this. The capital improvement program is also
outlined in detail on page 2 of the memo.

Mr. Wolff stated that they wanted to involve themselves in projects
that have meaningful results. Some of these projects are listed on
page 3, and the details of the 5 budget areas are listed on pages

4 and 5. Mr. Wolff said he thought it best if Mr. Medema reviewed
the budgets and answered any questions the Committee might have,
unless they had questions they would like to direct to him.

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR - NEVADA PRISONS: Due to expanding areas

of responsibilities, including widening geographic areas, it is
recommended the Nevada State Prison's accounting maintenance be
broken down by institution to provide closer control and supervision
over each institution's budget.

R PRA0S5
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SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE
MINUTES OF MEETING
FEBRUARY 28, 1977

PAGE SIX

It refines the terminology and it sets up a couple of areas refining
the department's accounting. It incorporates legislation introduced
at the last Legislature. This was voluminous and it has been refined
down. He said he felt it was a good bill and refines a lot of areas.
It streamlines the Department in terms of being able to have a good
fiscal approach to what needs to be done.

General questions on the bill followed.

S. B. 1l6: Establishes the Department of Prisons. Senator Young moved
that the Committee refer the bill to the Judiciary; Senator Hilbrecht
seconded and the motion passed.

OFFICE OF DIRECTOR ~ NEVADA PRISONS BUDGET: Senator Young moved the
Committee approve the budget; Senator Wilson seconded and the motion
passed.

NEVADA STATE PRISON BUDGET: Senator Wilson moved that this budget be
approved; Senator Young seconded and the motion passed.

NORTHERN NEVADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER BUDGET: Senator Young moved the
budget be approved and Senator Hilbrecht seconded. The motion passed.

SOUTHERN NEVADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER BUDGET: Senator Glaser moved that
the budget be approved; Senator Hilbrecht seconded and the motion passed.

SOUTHERN NEVADA PRE-RELEASE CENTER BUDGET: Senator Hilbrecht moved
the budget be approved; Senator Wilson seconded and the motion passed.

NEVADA WOMEN'S CORRECTIONAL CENTER BUDGET: Senator Glaser asked what
the number of correctional officers requested in this budget was based on.
Mr. Barrett said it was based on the ratio of 1.6 for staffing. Senator
Glaser moved that the number of new corredtional officers be reduced

from 4 to 2. Senator Young seconded the amendment and the motion passed.
Senator Glaser moved for approval of the budget as amended; Senator
Echols seconded and the motion passed. Senator Lamb announced that the
meeting scheduled for later in the day at 12:00 noon would have to be post-
poned until 1:00 P. M. Senators Young and Wilson said they would have

to leave at 1:30 P. M. Senator Lamb said he thought they could finish

the business in half an hour. Senator Lamb reminded the Committee that
they were scheduled to go to Lahontan at 12:30 on Tuesday. He also
announced that the Finance Committee would neet at 8:00 A. M. on Friday
as there would be a quorum available. The meeting could be scheduled
from 8:00 A. M. to 11:00 A. M.

The meeting adjourned at 10:00 A. M.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED:

MURIEL P. MOONEY, SECRETARY

N TN
L «5:',3
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SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
MINUTES OF MEETING

MARCH 15, 1977

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 a.m. Senator Close was in the

Chair.

PRESENT:

ABSENT:

SB 116

SB 162

Senator Close
Senator Bryan
Senator Dodge
Senator Foote
Senator Sheerin
Senator Gojack
Senator Ashworth

Establishes the Department of Prisons.

Eugene A. Coughlin, Training Officer, Nevada State Prison
appeared at the request of A. A. Campos, Chief Parole and
Probation Officer, in support of this measure. ,

Following a brief discussion, Senator Gojack requested that

Mr. Couglin furnish the Committee with a copy of the memorandum
submitted to the Human Resources and Facilities Committee which
outlines in detail exactly what this bill accomplishes.

Mr. Coughlin will return with that information at a later date.
No action was taken at this time.

Revises law on compensation for victims of crime.

Maynard R. Yasmer, Chief of Staff Services, Rehabilitation
Division of Human Resources testified in support of this bill.
He stated that the Nevada Rehabilitation Division provides
services to disabled persons towards the achievement of voca-
tional goals. Victims of crime are only eligible for rehabili-
tation services under federal regulations if vocational goal
objectives are possible or practicable. Their concern was for
persons who did not fall in this category such as the very
young, who cannot wait until they are in high school and be
picked up under another federal program; the elderly; and the
housewife who wishes to continue as a housewife. He also
expressed concern over the inequities in services granted to
the offender vs. the victim. He cited the Governor's proposed
budget which grants over $30 million to services for the offende
and practically nothing to their victims, as an example.

PRAO8SS O©76
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SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
MINUTES OF MEETING

MARCH 24, 1977

The meeting was called to order at 8:10 a.m. Senator Close was in
the chair.

PRESENT: Senator Close
Senator Bryan
Senator Ashworth
Senator Dodge
Senator Foote
Senator Gojack
Senator Sheerin

ABSENT: None

AB 338 Permits dedicated school lands to be reconveyed without cost
to dedicator. '

Bob Price, Assemblyman District 17 stated that the reason for
this bill came to light because of a parcel of 5 acres be-
tween his district and Mr. Demers district. 1In 1950, as part
of what was then a requirement placed upon developments ' to
dedicate certain property to schools. This 5 acre parcel

had been dedicated to the school district when it was free of
cost. Somehow, the property was sold to various people and
at this point in time, there are 8 different lots with houses,
trailers and some corrals. Somehow the dedication was made
but never recorded. No one ever took deeds or so forth. In
1961 the law was changed so that when property was dedicated
to a school they would actually pay for the property. All
this happened before the Clark County school district was

in existence, so it was whatever school board or district
happened to be in that area at that time. These properties
changed hands many times and all of a sudden a young fireman
bought a piece of property, built himself a home and was
going to sell it again. Lawyers Title happened to catch the
cloud on the thing. When everyone got together with the
school district, the school district did not want the property
as it is too small for anything they want now. But under
existing law the only way they can dispose of any property
they don't want, is to put it up for auction. His under-
standing is that there are also some other parcels from the
old days, 20 or so years ago, that might fall into the same
thing. The people have been paying taxes on the property,

as if it were their own and it has been sold and resold.

This bill attempts to address the problem that where there
are in fact some of these parcels of land around, the property
can be conveyed back to the original owner or their successors.
And this would only affect land in these situations before
the 1961 law.

Senator Dod%e stated he felt that they should reword the bill

PRA08ILEL
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Senate Committee on Judiciary
MINUTES OF MEETING
MARCH 24, 1977

PAGE THREE

SB 116 Establishes the Department of Prisons.

AB 12

Warden Charles Wolff, Nevada State Prison stated that this
bill provides an organization structure which is essential

to effective administration of the correctional system. It

is growing and going to continue to increase the functions

and responsibilities. Basically this bill does this. It
addresses the major issues of policy structure, accountability
and operations of Nevada State Prisons and seeks to provide

a more effective approach. He submitted in writing the
objectives (see exhibit A). He also submitted a letter which
designated certain changes that they wished made (see exhibit

B).

Mike Fondi, District Attorney for Carson City stated he was
representing the Nevada District Attorneys Association. He
feels generally this is a good piece of legislation, but
there are a couple of things he would like to point out.
First, it has been amended from the way it originally start-
ed out and they are satisfied with the punishment terms

that appear in the amendment. It does give the trial court
some discretion in sentencing when a firearm is used, to
anywhere from life to a minimum of 5 years. The problem is
where it states "any person who uses a firearm or deadly
weapon in commission of a crime". It is a misdemeanor to
discharge a firearm under certain sections of our law and
this would make this person subject to a possible penalty

of 5 years in prison. He feels that the term crime should
be changed to felony. Also under this bill you could end up
with a lessor sentence. For instance a person who commits

a burglary can receive a punishment that is not less than

1 or more than 10 years; that person possess a firearm and
maybe takes a shot at someone at the same time; that person
could be punished for an additional 10 years; and would be
required to be punished by an additional 10 years as the law
is presently written. This amendment would provide some
discretion, which would permit the trial court under the
circumstances that are before him to provide for a penalty
of 5 years or anything in between. The other point he wanted
to bring out is that there is another bill AB 381, that
provides for a penalty for possession. It simply added the
word in there "any person who possess or uses a firearm or
other deadly weapon in commission of a crime".

Senator Bryan stated that he had a bill that made it mandatory
rather than discretionary. He created a new classification

of robbery. The category of armed robbery, and for that

crime there would be a mandatory prison term. All other
robberies would be robbery in the second degree.

Mr. Fondi stated that Larry Hicks had indicated a problem
that he had experienced in his jurisdiction. Some people
were caught in the process of committing a burglary, they
were all armed, but the way they were swooped down upon they
didn't have an opportunity to use the weapons that they.had

PRAO090
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arm of the justice court. Another concern is that historically
great responsibilities have been placed upon the sheriff or
his deputies or police officers and they have properly selec-
ted and trained for their responsibility and there are
specific instances throughout the state where deputy consta-
bles have been hired and there is no regard as to what their
background, or training is or what their capabilities are.
Additionally in trying to poll some of the sheriffs through-
out the state we find in some instances, particularly in
rural areas the responsibility of the constable has been
designated ex-officio to the sheriff of the county and he
serves the process. )

Senator Schofield stated this was requested by some of his
constituants. They wanted to include their deputies as

peace officer. The constable that requested this has shown

a great deal of growth and development. He has put them

in uniform and he has cars. He has shown him where they can
save a lot of money by going out and serving these subpeonas
on a commission basis, and it appeared he was doing some good
things. BAlso, he has been requiring them to go to the police
academy and the FBI academy and take training.

Senator Sheerin stated that there is a statutory schedule for
the deputy constables to serve subpeonas, it couldn't be on
a commission basis.

Senator Close stated that this bill refered to all constables
not just the area he was interested in, and that was their

concern.

Senator Schofield stated that he had also spoken to the
Douglas County Constable, and that they were trying to do
the same thing in upgrading their area.

Senator Bryan moved indefinite postponement.
Seconded by Senator Foote.
Motion carried unanimously.

B 116 Establishes the Department of Prisons.

Senator Close stated that he had some correspondence from
Warden Wolff and Patrick Mullen which the Committee has,

see exhibits A and B.

After some discussion the Committee decided to take out
section 64.5 and go with the amendments.

Senator Foote moved amend and do pass.
Seconded by Senator Ashworth.
Motion carried unanimously.
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The Senate Committee on Judiciary was called to order by
Chairman, Senator Thomas R.C. Wilson, at 9:00 a.m., Tuesday,
February 15, 1983, in Room 213 of the Legislative Building,
Carson City, Nevada. Exhibit A is a copy of the Agenda;
Exhibit B is the Attendance Roster.

COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT:

Senator Thomas R.C. Wilson, Chairman
Senator Helen A. Foley, Vice Chairman
Senator Sue Wagner

Senator William H. Hernstadt

Senator Thomas J. Hickey

Senator James H. Bilbray

Senator Bob Ryan

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT:

Marilyn Hofmann, Committee Secretary

SENATE BILL 117

The first order of business was the hearing regarding Senate
Bill 117, an act relating to prisons, and allows employees of
the Department of Prisons to intercept telephone calls of
offenders. The first to testify was George Tackett, Govern-
ment Relations Manager for Nevada Bell. Nevada Bell takes no
position in support or opposition on this bill, but they do
have a concern that the interception of telephone calls may
require a connection to Nevada Bell facilities, and in that case,
they would like a hold harmless clause included in the legisla-
tion to avoid any legal problems. He stated that Nevada Bell
would no longer be providing the on-premises equipment for
prison telephones, but will be for public telephones. He asked
to provide an amendment with a hold harmless clause.

&
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Reno Police Department, and if liquor licenses were not allowed
within 1/2 mile, it would involve the downtown area. She

suggested an amendment which says, "...prisons or correctional
facilities which fall within the jurisdiction of the State of
Nevada.

Ernie Ashelman, appearing on behalf of Peter Simon Enterprises,
which owns Pop's Oasis, near Jean, Nevada, testified that when
grandfather language 1is used, that it be stated as: '"This
section must not apply to any existing establishment." [Rather
than using the word ''license']. He stated that the facility

is within 1/2 mile "as the crow flies'", but outside the 1/2 mile
using the road.

There being no further testimony on Senate Bill 116, the hearing
was closed to that matter.

SENATE BILL 118

Senate Bill 118 relates to prisons, changing the designation of
certain facilities and officers of department of prisons. Pete
Demosthenes stated that the department envisions this bill as
housekeeping changes, in terms of designations and definitiomns.
They have asked that a distinction be made between institutions
and facilities, with institutions defined as '"prisons designed
to house 125 or more offenders within a secure perimeter', and
facilities to become the legal definition for community correc-
tion centers, honor camps, or other places of confinement other
than institutions. The have asked for certain other designa-
tions and definitions. Their primary purpose for using the
language '"'125 or more', is to include the Women's Prison as one
of the five major institutions. The department also wants to
make a change the classification of the Assistant Director to
state "..except for purposes of retention.' The Chairman
pointed out that certain of the provisions of this bill have
not been discussed with the Prison Board. The Committee

asked that they discuss the provisions of this bill with Mr.
Houseright, the Director of the Dept. of Prisons. Senator
Wagner stated that the Prison Board should have input on

this bill. Mr. Demosthenes agreed that they should have

touched base with the Prison Board before testifying on this
bill. The Chairman said that there are important issues
regarding personnel which should be more fully explained by

Mr. Houseright. It was pointed out that at the present time
deputy directors and wardens are unclassified, and below
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wardens are classified. What this bill does is make them
classified. Mr. Summer disagreed and stated that the Assis-
tant Director is classified, and that they are asking that

it be classified except for purposes of retention. He said

the wardens are classified except for purposes of retention.

Mr. Demosthenes emphasized that this package of prison

related bills has been discussed with Mr. Haye of the Gover-
nor's office, and he does not want to leave the Committee with
the impression that they have not been discussed with the
Governor's staff. He does not know if there had been dialogue
regarding the section in question. Senator Wagner said that

she believes that basically this bill is an attempt to reflect
the philosophy of the new Director of the Department of Prisonms,
and Mr. Summner agreed. Mr. Demosthenes next pointed out §18

of the bill, relating to a requirement that counties reimburse
the department for the safekeeping of pre-trial detainees [in
the event they become unmanageable to the county.]. The Depart-
ment of Prisons would like to change the language to reflect
that the Director 'may" require the counties to reimburse

the department. He said that in some cases it is not appropriate
to bill the counties, and the Department would like to have that
discretion.

The Chairman directed that the above prison bills be rebooked

for Friday, February 18, 1983, and that Mr. Housewright be
present.

There being no further business regarding Senate Bill 118, the
Committee moved to dicussion of the bills heard today.

Senator Hickey moved do pass Senate Bill 113, and Senator
Bilbray seconded the motion.

The motion carried unanimously.

Senator Hickey moved to amend and do pass Senate Bill 116,
and Senator Bilbray seconded the motion.

It was discussed that the amendment would involve the grand-
father clause as previously determined. Thid amendment would
not apply to restitution centers. The bill would only apply

to major facilities, not to honor camps and restitution centers.
[The Committee did not specifically refer to the amendment
suggested by Barbara Althouse].

PRA094 &9
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There being no further business before the Committee, the
hearing was adjourned at 10:35 a.m.

Respectfully submitted,

APPROVED:

Senator Thomas R.C. Wilson,
Chairman
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MEMBERS PRESENT: Chairman Jan Stewart
Mr. Gene Collins
Mr. Robert Fay
Mrs. Jane Ham
Mr. David Humke
Mr. Mike Malone
Mr. Leonard Nevin
Mr. James Stone
Mrs. Courtenay Swain

MEMBERS ABSENT: Mrs. Shelley Berkley (EXCUSED)
Mr. Byron Bilyeu (EXCUSED)

GUESTS PRESENT: See Guest List attached as EXHIBIT A.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 AM, and Chairman Stewart
referred Committee to SB 1l14.

SB 114: Provides for payment by pbrisoners for certain damages and
provides immunity from suit for damages to their personal
property. (BDR 16-141)

Mr. Vernon Housewright, Director of the Department of Prisons,
introduced the bill. He said this bill broadens the issues for
deduction by the Department, from in-mate trust accounts, to repay
costs arising from inmates' misconduct. The present law concerns
only damage or destruction to state property. Paragraphs 2, 3, and

-4 add certain medical costs, costs related to escapes, and costs
related to riots and disturbances. 1In response to Mr. Nevin, Dir-
ector Houswright said that if they do not have the money, they

would propably never get it. He said they have a way now, to take
good time away from them to discipline them for certain kinds of acts,
they can try them in court for certain felonys. They are looking

for ways to keep people from mutilating themselves, and in escapes,
the cost is tremendous for overtime for guards, etc. If they have
the money on the books, or if they ever get the money, this law

would enable the prisons to charge and take it - if they are indigent,
then it will be handled through disciplinary procedures. Mr. Fay
asked what happens to money if the prisoner successfully escapes.
Director Housewright said they can't take their money with them; and

after a period of time the money can charged and taken. That type
of problem has never come up.

Mr. Collins asked why this money couldn't be used to re-train the
prisoners. Director Housewright said they have a program now. At
present they are working with the Carson City School District to set
up some sort of program, and Western Nevada Community College is also
helping. 1In Clark County is already involved in helping them set-up
vocational training for the prisoners. With this bill, the funds
would revert to the General Fund, and would help off-set some of the
cost for the programming they have already requested.

There being no further questions or testimony, Chairman Stewart
directed the Committee to SB 1l16.

¢
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Mr. Collins inquired about the impact of first-time offenders if the
DUI bill passes. Chairman Stewart explained that the impact would

be on local jails, not state prisons. An explanation of the differ-
ence was made. '

There being no further questions on SB 116 , Chairman Stewart directed
the Committee to SB 118.

SB 118: Changes designation of certain facilities and officers
of department of prisons. (BDR 16-140)

Director Housewright said that this bill had been amended to allow the
Assistant Directors or Wardens to be designated "acting director" in
the event of the Director being out of state. He said they have one
Assistant Director, Perry Como, the Assistant Director of Management
Services, and then wardens of each of the facilities. This would al-
low the department the discretion to absorb cost related to the safe
keeping of county pre-trial detainees. Many times, if a local jail

is housing a dangerous accused person, and they don't feel their fac-
ility is secure enough, the state prison will house him until the trial.
This bill allows them to help out the locals without charging them,

and at the same time, they are able to call on those sherrifs for help
in times of emergency and escape. Sometimes, they house their prisoners
in local jails, and they are never charged by the locals. The bill
still allows the option to charge if necessary. Director Housewright
said that they are changing "superintendent” to "warden" since there
can be many different types of superintendents, but a warden always

heads up a prison. Chairman Stewart suggested running through the bill
section by section.

Sections 1, 2, 3, and 4 are the definitions. Institution appears in
Section 6. Section 9 gives the authority to appoint assistant direc-
tors instead of deputy directors. Director Housewright said that the
reason for this was that he does not have a deputy director and the
position has never been funded. Mr. Malone pointed out that on line
35, page 2, the bill reads "shall", which means there is no option
left for the Director, he must appoint an assistant. There was a
brief discussion, also, about line 37, and the mandating of this em-
ployee as "classified". Mr. Demothenes explained that his role was
that of a "money" or management man. Director Housewright said that
he would appoint a warden to act in his stead if he were gone, not a
management person. Director Housewright explained that these positions
had all the benefits of a classified position, except they could be
terminated; they are deemed classified for all the other benefits.

Section 10 changes superintendent to the word "warden".

Section 11 is the power of the peace officers, which is not changing
other than the word "institution" to department.

Section 12 (there was quiet reading of the bill).

Section 27, subsection 1, page 8, was clarified. Director Housewright
said that the department is budgeted in operating expenses for "gate
money". Those monies used to be paid out of the general fund. Now v
it is a budgeted line item. PRAO97
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"Gate money" is given if a prisoner, upon release, is indigent. If
he is traveling out of state, then a bus ticket will be purchased
for him, in addition to the money. It is discretionary, but is not
an additional charge against the general fund.

Chairman Stewart then inquired about Section 18. This deals with the
ability of the prison to exchange prisoners. This change deals with

the not-charging of local jails and law enforcement previously dis-
cussed.

Mr. Malone inquired about page 2, line 26, of Section 8, "inmates"
is changed to "offender". Director Housewright said that people
in mental hospitals are also called inmates. Prisoner or convict

would do as well he said. The change was made for consistency sake, .
by the LCB.

Director Housewright said that he had been informed of a minor problem
with the bill, and asked the advice of the Committee. On page 1,
Section 3, line 7, Manager mean the administrative officer in charge
of facility. Warden means the administrative officer in charge of an
institution. The Stewart facilty may become available to the State
for use which will house 200. The Director's question was if he

would have to put a warden in bharge of the facility, because of this
bill. He would like to put someone at the lieutenant-level in charge.
He cannot get another warden slot appropriated, but he does have a
warden at the Lemmons unit with 165 prisoners, could he transfer him
over. This will be a minimum security dormitory with individual rooms.

Chairman Stewart said there is no conflict with this language. That
there is no limitation on facility, and a manager can be put in charge.
For it to be an institution, it must have at least 125 and have the
other requirements. Chairman Stewart said to be sure, he would go
with Director Housewright to Mr. Daykin's office and discuss it fol-
lowing the meeting. In response to Mr. Fay, Director Housewright said

that there is a difference in the pay between a manager and a warden,
with the warden making more.

There being no further testimony or questions, Chairman Stewart
closed the hearing and called for action.

SB 114: Provides for payment by prisoners for certain damages
and provides immunity from suit for damages to their
personal property. (BDR 16-141)

- Mr. Humke moved DO PASS, Mr. Stone seconded and the motion passed
unanimously. Mr. Collins will handle the bill on the Floor.

SB 116: Clarifies prohibiiton against sale of certain intoxicating
beverages near prisons. (BDR 16-156)

Mr. Nevin moved AMEND AND DO PASS, AMEND BY SUBSTITUTING INSTITUTION
IN PLACE OF PRISON, AND SUBSTITUTE ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES IN PLACE OF
"SPIRITUOUS OR MALT LIQUORS, WINE OR CIDER", Mr. Humke seconded, and
the motion passed unanimously.

PRA09S 2
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Mr. Fay will handle SB 116 on the Floor.

SB 118: Changes designation of certain facilities and officers
of department of prisons. (BDR 16-140)

Mr. Stone moved AMEND AND DO PASS, Mr. Malone seconded, and the

motion passed unanimously. Mr. Humke will handle the bill on the
Floor.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at
8:55 AM.

Respegtfully submitted,

e Colorcar_

Andrea Engléman
Secretary
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NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
ADMINISTRATIVE REGULATION
504

RECEPTION AND INITIAL CLASSIFICATION PROCESS

Supersedes: AR 504 (12/17/12); and AR 504 (Temporary, 01/12/15)
Effective Date:  05/19/15

AUTHORITY: NRS 209.131; NRS 209.261; NRS 209.341; NRS 209.351
RESPONSIBILITY

1. The Offender Management Administrator (OMA) is responsible to establish
procedures for processing new and returning inmates.

2. An Associate Warden at Intake/Reception Centers is responsible to ensure compliance
with this regulation,

504.01 GENERAL PROCEDURES

1. All incoming inmates will complete a thorough screening and assessment at admission
and receive a thorough orientation of the institution’s procedures, rules, programs and
services.

2. The goal of the reception center and the initial classification process will be to:

A. Ensure that the inmate is properly committed to the Department with appropriate
commitment documents;

B. Ensure that identification procedures are completed, to include photographs,
fingerprints, and identifying marks;

C. Provide a quarantine period to permit medical dental psychological examinations
and recommendations for necessary treatment;

D. Introduce inmates through orientation programs to policies, rules, regulations, and
to the type of programs that are available;

E. Assign staff of various disciplines to work with inmates in needs assessments and
developing future programs through the use of pre-commitment information,

AR 504 Page 1 of 10
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psychological tests, and educational and vocational testing and risk assessment
instruments;

F. Complete the reception process within three (3) weeks after the inmate is received,
provided that medical and other requirements do not prevent release from the

reception unit;

G. Ensure public protection through assignment of proper housing and custody
designation;

H. Ensure custody designations are assigned at the lowest possible level consistent
with the safety and security considerations of the Department; and

I. Maintain a classification process that is consistent with individual dignity and
adheres to the principle of fairness.

3. The custody level for intake inmates will be unassigned pending completion of the
reception process.

4. All male inmates from the ages of 18 to 25 will be provided documents needed to
register for the draft if they haven't already done so.

504.02 RECEPTION POINT FOR NEW COMMITMENTS AND RETURNING
INMATES

1. All new commitments must complete the reception process.
A. NDOC does not detain inmates solely for civil immigration purposes.

2. New commitments will be transported to an intake center based on the following
regional formula:

A. Females

(1) Female inmates will be transported to Florence McClure Women's
Correctional Center (FMWCC).

(2) Female inmates may be temporarily housed at Northern Nevada Correctional
Center (NNCC) until transported to FMWCC.

B. Males will be transported to either Northern Nevada Correctional Center (NNCC)
or High Desert State Prison (HDSP) depending on department transportation
schedules, but generally:

(1) NNCC will intake inmates from the following counties:

AR 504 Page 2 of 10
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Mineral, Lyon, Douglas, Carson, Washoe, Storey, Churchill, Pershing, Humboldt,
Lander, Elko, and Eureka counties.

(2) HDSP will intake inmates from the following counties:

Clark, Esmeralda, Nye, Lincoln, and White Pine counties.
3. Returning inmates.

A. Returning inmates who have not been out of custody, may be returned to the
institution from where they departed from, unless their absence exceeds 90 days.

(1) If the absence exceeds 90 days the inmate will be returned to the closest
Department intake center for processing.

B. All returning inmates who are not processed through an intake center will be held
in a segregated environment until properly classified.

C. Laboratory/blood tests are required for returning inmates who have been out of
custody including, but not limited to, those assigned to Northern Nevada Restitution
Center (NNRC) and Casa Grande Transitional Housing Center (CGTH).

(1) Returning inmates who have been out of custody will be treated as new
commitments and will be processed through an intake center.

D. The Deputy Director/Warden will determine where returning escapees will be
placed. Generally they will be returned, quarantined for medical testing, and
processed through an intake center.
(1) The only exception to this will be for the extremely dangerous inmate for
whom the intake unit provides too little security. These inmates will go directly to
HDSP or Ely State Prison (ESP) for quarantine, processing, and classification.
(2) All female inmates returned from escape status will go to FMWCC.
4. Safe Keepers

A. Under limited circumstances county Safe Keepers may be approved (for temporary
housing) by the OMA.

B. This approval must be obtained in advance and during normal working hours.

(1) Emergency approval may be granted by the highest ranking supervisor on duty
after hours but only in cases where the request comes from a rural jail and where
the inmate's behavior is seriously disruptive. Telephone approval must be
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received from the OMA or Deputy Director. This action will be documented in
NOTIS.

C. Safe Keepers will be required to complete an abbreviated intake process and will
be housed in an intake center initially unless otherwise approved by OMA/Deputy
Director.
D. The specific intake center where the Safe Keeper will be housed is dependant on
the nature of the jail request (i.e. a medical case will be housed at NNCC). Direction
will be provided by the OMA/Deputy Director.

Reception hours,
A. New commitments should be received between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 5:00
p.m., Monday through Friday. Exceptions to this policy should be coordinated, in
advance, by the OMA during normal working hours or by the highest ranking
supervisor on duty, after hours.
B. Returning inmates will be received at anytime of day.
. Required documentation

A. New commitments

(1) New Commitments must be accompanied by a certified copy of the Judgment
of Conviction reflecting the judgment of imprisonment.

(2) Probation violators will be accompanied by a certified copy of the Order
Revoking Probation and the original certified copy of the Judgment of
Conviction,

B. Parole violators

(1) Parole violators must be accompanied by a Retake Warrant and either of the
following Parole and Probation forms:

(a) Notice of Preliminary Inquiry Hearing; or
(b) Prior Notice of Charges and Receipt for documents.
C. Safe Keepers
(1) Verbal or written approval by the OMA/designee.

(2) The counties requesting safe keeping will forward a letter of request to the
Offender Management Division (OMD).
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(3) If verbal authorization is given, the written request will be submitted as soon
as practical.

7. As documentation that accompanies new commitments is often non-standard and
complex, institutions with intake units will develop operational procedures.

A. These operational procedures will be based on specific information provided by
OMD.

8. It is the responsibility of the intake caseworker to ensure the proper commitment type
is entered in NOTIS.

504.03 INITIAL CLASSIFICATION SUMMARY

1. The reception and initial classification process will be directed toward the evaluation
and the entering of staff's findings and research in the Demographic & Descriptors, Legal
Cases, and Integrated Case Management screens of Nevada Offender Tracking

Information System (NOTIS) on all new and returning inmates.

2. This report will become a permanent part of the inmate's record and contain, but
should not be limited to, relevant information required by statute.

A. The Department will obtain and maintain records of all offenders as listed below:

(1) The name, date of birth, race, sex, height, weight, complexion, color of eyes
and hair, peculiarities of build or features;

(2) Place of birth (state, county or city, or country, province or city) and country
of citizenship;

(3) Occupation, and whether the offender can read and write; and

(4) Date of sentence, name of judge passing sentence, county sentenced, the crime
charged, date of incarceration, and the term of imprisonment.

B. Other pertinent information to be included will be:
(1) Information regarding offense;
(2) Inmate's offense motivation;

(3) Accounts of the legal aspects of the case, including statements or information
from probation and parole officers, the courts or other law enforcement agencies;

(4) A summary of the inmate's prior criminal history;
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(5) Educational achievement and intake testing scores;

(6) Medical/psychological/dental findings and treatment needs;

(7) Escape records;

(8) History of drug and/or drug abuse; and

(9) Security Threat Group documentation.
3. All applicable information will be entered into the NOTIS by the intake caseworker
and become part of the automated Initial Classification Summary Sheet and initial

Objective Classification Instrument used to make initial classification recommendations.

504.04 INITIAL DESIGNATION

1. Retention of custody at a higher level than the scoring guideline may be appropriate
based upon case factors.

2. The reasons for any exception to the objective classification instrument score will be
documented in the classification instrument narrative and in the classification case note of
NOTIS.

3. Classification committees will be guided by the considerations when establishing
levels of custody. They are:

A. Institutional adjustment;
(1) Relationship with staff.
(2) Disciplinary record.
(3) Violence while incarcerated.
(4) Escape proneness.
B. Nature of offense;
(1) Notoriety of offense.
(2) Severity of violence involved in offense.
(3) Psychopathology versus environmental anti-social behavior.

(4) Attitudes toward offense and authority.
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C. Criminal history;
(1) Extent of prior arrest record.
(2) Levels of violence in prior arrest record.
(3) Pattern of increasing/decreasing violence.
(4) Prior incarcerations.
(5) History of escapes/absconding.
(6) Holds/detainers.
D. Total length of sentence;
(1) Time served versus time remaining.
E. Program consideration;
(1) Nature of work assignment.
(2) Release orientation versus institutional orientation.
(3) Mental Health consideration.
(4) Family relationships.
(5) Age and/or vulnerabilities.

4, Returning inmates from escape will be evaluated based on the nature and severity of
the escape and from what custody level.

A. Male inmates representing the highest risk to the community and therefore the
highest security considerations of the Department will be designated to ESP
regardless of other case factors.

5. Staff judgment remains a key element in all classification decisions.
504.05 INITIAL CLASSIFICATION COMMITTEE

1. The Initial Classification Committee will be minimally comprised of the following, to
include:
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A. Warden/designee;

B. Reception unit caseworker; and

C. Any other appropriate staff as assigned by the Warden.
2. To the extent practicable, and upon completion of the evaluation and initial summary
report, inmates will be scheduled for a hearing before the Initial Classification Committee

within three (3) weeks of their reception.

3. The Initial Classification Committee, with the participation of the inmate, will
recommend an appropriate level of custody

4. When making a recommendation, the Initial Classification Committee will be guided
by, but not limited to, the following factors and considerations:

A. Information contained in the Initial Classification Summary report;
B. Recommendation of the sentencing court;

C. Initial Designation Instrument risk factor score;

D. Staff's evaluation;

E. The inmate's custody needs;

F. Needs assessment evaluation regarding programs and their availability within
specific facilities;

G. The possibility and desirability of the inmate's reintegration into the community
near the location of the facility;

H. The inmate's expressed interest and preference;
L. History of violence or escape;

J. Mental health problems, past or present,

K. Prior criminal history;

L. The availability of bed and program space at the facility deemed most suitable for
the inmate;

M. Protection needs;
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N. Length of sentence; and

O. Committees assessment regarding the degree and level of custody required for
public protection, safety of staff, safety of other inmates and the individual to be
classified.

5. The Initial Classification Committee will also make a recommendation for facility of
transfer, assignment, educational or vocational program, and give direction for any
special services it deems necessary (i.e., medical and psychological).

6. The Initial Classification Committee, or a subsequent classification committee, may
determine whether arrangements, as authorized by law, should be made to house an
inmate within another jurisdiction in the following circumstances:

A. Following a psychological examination and concurrence with mental
health staff, the committee deems that an inmate is mentally incapable of being
supervised by the Department in accordance with the Department’s Administrative
Regulation 654 Involuntary Transfer of Inmates to Non-Prison Mental Health
Facilities.

B. If it is determined that an inmate’s safety is in jeopardy at any Nevada
institution/facility, due to factors including, but not limited to, notoriety or prior law
enforcement employment, Interstate Compact transfer may be recommended.

7. The decisions and recommendations of the Initial Classification Committee will be
recorded and made a part of the permanent record of the inmate and used as a reference
during subsequent classification hearings.

A. The recommendations will be entered in the NOTIS classification system in
correspondence with the Initial Designation Instrument completion.

B. The Initial Designation Instrument will be maintained in NOTIS throughout the
inmates incarceration. It may be updated if the inmate returns as a parole violator or
returning inmate.

8. Copies of the Initial Classification Summary report will be maintained in the
Department’s Institutional File (I-File) and Central File (C-File) for the inmate.

504.06 INITIAL CLASSIFICATION APPROVAL

1. The recommendation made by the Initial Classification Committee will be reviewed
and either approved or disapproved by staff in the Offender Management Division
through NOTIS.

A. Classification of inmates 18 years and under will be reviewed by the OMA.
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Nevada Department of Corrections Glossary

A

Abandonment : The termination of review of any addressable grievance, at any level of the Inmate
Grievance Procedure, resulting from the inmate’s failure to file a timely, proper or procedurally sufficient
grievance. (AR 740)

Accounting Inquiry Form: The accounting inquiry form, DOC-544, is the form used by an inmate to
resolve fiscal issues regarding the inmate’s account. (AR 201)

Administration of Medication: The direct, single dose application of a medication to the body of a
patient whether by injection, ingestion, or any other means. (AR 635)

Administrative Regulations (AR): Nevada Department of Corrections administrative rules and
administrative decisions derived by the authority from the state legislature. The Director is responsible
to the Board of Prison Commissioners, which prescribes regulations for carrying on the business of the
Board and Department. (NRS 209.111; 209.131)

Administrative Regulations Project Coordinator: Management Analyst IV (Policy Administrator) is
responsible for managing and coordinating the development of the Administrative Regulations. (AR 100)

Admission/Intake: The process of receiving a newly committed inmate, parole violator or safekeeper
into the custody of the Department. (AR 504)

Administrative Investigation: A formal investigative process regarding a complaint of employee
misconduct. (AR 340)

Administrative Officer of the Day: A designated administrator, who will be notified by the
institution/facility of any unusual incident during off-duty hours, weekends, and holidays, facilitates
communication and advises the institution/facility on-duty supervisors. (AR 113, 420)

Administrative Segregation: A form of separation from the general population imposed by the
classification committee, when the continued presence of the inmate in the general population or
protective segregation would pose a serious threat to life, property, self, staff or other inmates, or to the
security or orderly operation of the institution. (AR 507)

Adulterated Mail: Items of correspondence or publications that have an unknown substance on or in
it. Adulteration includes, but is not limited to, lipstick, stickers, white out, perfumes and other unknown
foreign substances. (AR750)

Adverse Action: Action taken to try and keep someone from opposing a discriminatory practice, or from
participating in an employment discrimination proceeding. (AR 305)
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a stand-alone treatment group or outpatient treatment group versus a larger treatment program. It
contains a smaller number of indicators then the original CPC.

H

Halfway House: A community-based program providing group residence (such as a house, work release
center, prerelease center) for probationers, parolees, residents in incarcerated status, and referrals
through the courts or other agencies. Clients also may receive these services from the agency on a
nonresidential basis.

Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIIPA): HIPAA is the acronym for the Health
Insurance Portability and Accountability Act that was passed by Congress in 1996. HIPAA does the
following: Provides the ability to transfer and continue health insurance coverage for millions of
American workers and their families when they change or lose their jobs; reduces health care fraud and
abuse; mandates industry-wide standards for health care information on electronic billing and other
processes; and requires the protection and confidential handling of protected health information.
Correctional facilities are responsible to comply according to the Final Rule.

Heavy Equipment Operator: Is the blanket term for numerous types of machines. Cranes, bulldozers,
front-end loaders, rollers, backhoes, graders, dredges, hoists, drills, pumps and compressors are some of
the equipment used by operating engineers.

Helping Men Recover: Helping Men Recover is the first gender-responsive, trauma-informed treatment
program for men. A Man's Workbook offers a companion product that is tied seamlessly to the Helping
Men Recover Facilitator's Guide. This curriculum addresses what is often missing in prevailing treatment
modes: a clear understanding of the impact of male socialization on the recovery process, a consideration
of the relational needs of men, and a focus on the issues of abuse and trauma.

High Desert State Prison (HDSP): The High Desert State Prison is the largest major institution in the
Department of Corrections. It was the first institution in becoming a Southern Nevada prison complex.
High Desert was designed to incorporate much of the best technology available to corrections in order to
provide for officer safety and the management and control of inmates. The complex totals approximately
1,576,000 square feet of space. The institution opened on September 1, 2000 and became the reception
center for Southern Nevada.

High Risk Offender: High Risk Offenders are a heterogeneous group of offenders that have been
convicted of some of the most heinous crimes. They can be murderers, rapists, pedophiles, robbers and a
multitude of other criminals.

High Risk Potential (HRP): A designation given through the classification process to inmates who have
assaulted staff or inmates or represent a serious escape risk on or off institutional grounds. (AR 521)
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