Public Workshop Minutes
Office of Nevada Boards, Commissions, and Councils Standards
Workshop on Proposed Regulation R074-25
Date: March 31, 2026
Time: 10:00 AM
Location: Hybrid 2300 W. Sahara Ave., Suite 750 Las Vegas, NV  89102(In-person and virtual via Teams)

1. Call to Order
The public workshop was called to order by Nikki Haag.

2. Opening Remarks
Ms. Haag provided an overview of the purpose of the workshop, including:
· Implementation of responsibilities under NRS 232.8413 and NRS 232.8415 
· Development of uniform standards for: 
· Licensing, investigations, and discipline 
· Internal controls 
· Governance and structure 
· Transparency and consumer protection 
· Efficiency and effectiveness 

3. Public Comment – Initial
· Virtual participants indicated they were unable to hear initial public comment due to audio issues. 
· Individuals who provided earlier comment were invited to restate their remarks. 
Key Initial Comment Themes:
· Concern regarding open-ended reporting requirements (“format prescribed by the Office”) and associated cost uncertainty 
· Potential need for additional staffing or consultants to meet reporting requirements 
· Concern that defining terms such as “purview” may be more appropriate at the statutory level 

4. Review of Proposed Regulation (Sections 2–21)
The Office reviewed the regulation section-by-section and paused for public comment after each section.

Section 10 – Definitions
Comments:
· “Purview” (defined as administrative oversight) viewed as broad and potentially ambiguous 
· Recommendation for clearer or more detailed definition 

Section 11 – Board Structure & Attendance
Comments:
· Concern that attendance requirements may conflict with existing NRS provisions for specific boards 
· Recommendation to ensure regulations do not exceed statutory authority 

Section 12 – Training Requirements
Comments:
· No substantive public comment 

Section 13 – Internal Controls
Comments:
· “Any information” language considered overly broad and unclear 
· Clarification requested on meaning of “audit” vs. reporting requirements 
· Concern about scope of entities authorized to conduct audits 

Section 14 – Board Websites
Comments:
· Concerns regarding: 
· Scope and burden of disciplinary record publication 
· Requirement to maintain historical records (beyond 5 years) 
· Potential conflict with records retention statutes (NRS 239, NRS 241.035) 
· Concern over cost and staffing impact of posting historical disciplinary documents 
· Recommendation to implement requirements prospectively rather than retroactively 
· Request for clarification on terms such as “finalized disciplinary action” 

Section 15 – Legislative Tracking
Comments:
· Reporting requirements may: 
· Require consultants or additional staff 
· Create financial burden on boards 
· Concern regarding unclear language: 
· “Operations of licensees” considered overly broad 
· Reference to “bank accounts” likely a drafting error 

Section 16 – Public Outreach
Comments:
· No substantive public comment 

Section 17 – Complaints & Investigations
Comments:
· No substantive public comment 

Section 18 – Quarterly Reporting
Comments:
· Concerns regarding: 
· Duplicative reporting with existing statutory submissions (NRS 622.100) 
· Ambiguity of “any other information requested by the Office” 
· Recommendation to allow certification or reuse of existing submissions 

Section 19 – Financial Reporting
Comments:
· Strong concern that requirements are: 
· Duplicative of existing audits (NRS 218G.400) 
· Administratively burdensome 
· Concerns with: 
· Required Office-prescribed formats 
· Quarterly reporting timelines (30 days) 
· Recommendation to: 
· Use existing financial reports 
· Avoid reformatting requirements 

Section 20 – Performance Evaluations
Comments:
· Concern regarding language stating the Office is not required to modify findings based on board responses 
· Recommendation to revise language to reflect collaborative review process 

Section 21 – Recommendations & Referrals
Comments:
· No substantive section-specific comment 

5. General Public Comment
Key Themes Across Stakeholders:
· Concern that: 
· Feedback from prior workshops has not been incorporated 
· Regulation may exceed statutory authority under NRS 232.8415 
· Perception that regulation: 
· Creates additional administrative and financial burdens 
· Lacks clear funding mechanisms, particularly for smaller boards 
· Concern regarding: 
· Duplicative reporting requirements 
· Ambiguous language (e.g., “format prescribed,” “reasonably related”) 
· Requests for: 
· Greater clarity on performance evaluation criteria 
· More emphasis on support vs. enforcement 
· Operational concerns raised, including: 
· Procurement delays 
· Transition issues with state systems (e.g., training platforms) 

6. Closing
· No further public comment was offered 
· Workshop was adjourned by Ms. Haag 

7. Summary of Key Issues Identified
· Ambiguity in regulatory language 
· Potential conflicts with existing statutes 
· Administrative and financial burden on boards 
· Duplication of existing reporting requirements 
· Need for clearer alignment with statutory authority

