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1 Executive Summary

The Criminal History Repository has been using Nevada Offense Codes (NOC) since the inception of the repository.  The codes are used to describe all charges against defendants.  Although most, if not all, law enforcement agencies use NOC codes when reporting arrests to the criminal history repository, the use of NOCs ends there.  Only a limited number of district/city attorney offices and courts rely on NOC codes.  This has made the timely reporting and matching of dispositions to arrest records extremely difficult and the electronic sharing of criminal case information virtually impossible.  To enable the tracking of charges from initial arrest through disposition requires all criminal justice entities to agree on standard representation of charges.

The NOC codes, as currently designed, do not meet the needs of the district/city attorney offices or the courts for various reasons.  First and foremost, the number of records in the NOC table (currently at almost 11,000 records) and the lack of organization make consistent use of NOCs impossible. Second, the NOC table lacks sufficient information (e.g., adequate descriptions and statute number sub-paragraph numbers, listing of multiple statute numbers where appropriate) to definitely distinguish between multiple similar NOC entries.  Third, the current NOC table does not properly handle charge enhancement combinations (e.g., against an elderly person and as a member of a gang). Last, the current NOC table does not easily allow for the proper reporting of certain types of crimes (e.g., speeding and use of controlled substances) throughout the entire incident.

For these and other reasons, the NOC table needed to be redesigned.  If the current structure of the NOC table were to remain, it is estimated the number of records required to address all of the issues 

discovered during current justice integration projects would swell to over 20,000.  This would further complicate everyone’s ability to properly select the correct charge for every case.

To address the needs of all types of agencies involved in the sharing and reporting of crimes in Nevada, the Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) and the Department of Public Safety joined forces to initiate a project to redesign the current NOC model and develop content for the new table and provide a mapping between records in the current NOC table and records in the new NOC model. Teamworks Consulting, Inc. was hired to facilitate the project.
The project began with two meetings, one in the north and one in the south.  Topics discussed at these meetings were: the current NOC table, who is and who is not using NOCs, problems associated with using the existing NOC table, the importance of redesigning the NOC table, and what they would like to see in a redesigned table.  In order to solicit as much input as possible, the first two meetings were open to all interested parties in Nevada’s justice arena.  Over 75 people attended the meetings.

As a result of these meetings, a Steering Committee was established that consisted of both technologists and knowledgeable users from law enforcement, prosecutors, the courts, and state agencies (e.g., Public Safety, Parole and Probation, Corrections).  The Steering Committee met for twice (a 2-day meeting and a 1-day meeting) to discuss issues, possible solutions, and to develop and approve a new NOC model and the methodology to be used to develop the content of the model.

The Steering Committee indicated that the primary goals of the new NOC model are:
1) Eliminate duplicate and invalid entries in the Model

2) Utilizing an “intelligent” key and a hierarchical approach, provide a mechanism to group similar crimes together

3) Provide an adequate description of each crime

4) Allow the linking of multiple statutes to a particular crime

5) Provide enhanced abilities to allow users to locate the appropriate NOC entry

Four working committees were established and after 32 day-long meetings, the preliminary NRS-based content of the model was developed.  During 4 days of meetings, the preliminary content was reviewed by representatives from the District Attorney’s Association (including representatives from the Attorney General’s Office).  The model was finalized and circulated for publication in July 2005.  Feedback from this review, as well as legislative changes since then has been reviewed by an interim NOC Oversight Committee and subsequently incorporated into the model.  All told, well over 100 people from around the State will have contributed to the development of this new model.  [See Appendix A for a list of Project participants.]
The following chart summarizes the new model contents (for NRS-based and Federal Regulation-based NOCs):
	Class Code
	Description
	# of NRS and Federal Regulation-based NOCs

	A
	Felony – A Class
	102

	B
	Felony – B Class
	430

	C
	Felony – C Class
	305

	D
	Felony – D Class
	367

	E
	Felony – E Class
	226

	Z
	Felony - Unclassified
	6

	G
	Gross Misdemeanor
	1,184

	M
	Misdemeanor – Bookable, Retainable, has jail-time
	1,739

	I
	Misdemeanor – Bookable, Non-retainable, no jail-time
	106

	
	Other (e.g., warrant, parole and probation, corrections’ needs)
	28

	Total
	4,493


Chapter 2 provides and overview of the new model.  Chapter 3 summarizes the content of the new model and provides the rationale used in the development of the content.  Chapter 4 details the next steps needed to be performed to integrate the new model into productive use.  Appendix A lists the Project participants. Appendices B, C, D, E, and F provide the content of the model, arranged to allow easy dissemination of the content.
Redeveloped NOC Model Overview

In order to support all of the business needs expressed by the Steering Committee, a Hierarchical Model was determined to be the best model to develop.  The Steering Committee agreed to a six-stage hierarchy, it has been determined that two of the stages (Crime Extensions and Crime Enhancement) did not warrant separate breakouts and have been combined.

The primary purposes for using a Hierarchical Model are to:

1. Support the ability to store multiple values in designated fields as well as linking to an unlimited number of various designated indicators

2. Utilize its structure, in the form of grandparents, parents, children, and grandchildren, to enforce the linking of related crimes to each other and to allow information associated with a parent to be inherited by its child(ren) records

3. Offer the ability to significantly reduce the possibility of adding incorrect records (e.g., adding an enhanced crime without first defining the baseline crime) or adding inconsistent data about similar records (e.g., not linking all applicable statutes of a baseline crime to an enhanced crime)

4. Provide the ability to link baseline crimes with “extended” crimes (e.g., possession of a controlled substance is a baseline crime, possession of cocaine and possession of a narcotic are “extended” crimes)

5. Offer greater ability to assign consecutive NOC Code (key) values to similar crimes

The Redeveloped NOC Model utilizes the following hierarchy:
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Highest-level hierarchical classification.  Based upon the types of crimes defined in NRS (e.g., Crimes against the sovereignty of the State, Crimes against person, Crimes against property, Traffic)

Categorizations with NRS Crime Types (i.e., within Crimes against person: Murder, Kidnapping, Assault and Battery)

“Baseline” crimes, as designated by statute.  Components used to determine Substantive Crimes include: different crimes described in a single statute, crime classification, modifiers.

Where needed, provide extensions to baseline crimes (i.e., for speeding: 1-10 over, 11-15, 16-20) or to indicate any enhancements (or enhancement combinations) that cause the creation of a new crime (e.g., felony committed to promote activities of a criminal gang)

Lowest-level crime; equivalent to current NOC record. Adds jurisdiction of the crime (e.g., Nevada, Washoe County, Carson City, Clark County, Henderson)

In addition to the 5 hierarchy-related tables, the new NOC Model includes additional tables that are used for validation, to hold associated statutes/ordinance/regulation references, and to capture the association of NOCs to various lookup (validation) tables.
A new 11-character, multi-part “intelligent” NOC Code (key) was established to uniquely identify each specific crime.  The following chart lists the components of the new NOC code:

	“Intelligent” NOC Code Components

	Crime Type designator: A 1-character alpha code (A-Z) describing the major categorization of the crime (e.g., crimes against person, crimes against property, traffic).

	Crime Sub-Type designator: A 2-digit sequential number within each Crime Type used to group similar crimes in a Crime Type together (e.g., homicide, kidnapping).

	Substantive Crime designator: A 3-digit sequential number within each Crime Sub-Type.

	Crime Class/Category designator: A 1-character alpha code to designate crime class/category (See chart below).

	Extended/Enhanced Crime designator: A 2-digit sequential number within each Substantive Crime for each extension or enhanced crime. “00” will be the assigned value for the baseline crime. Extensions will be assigned sequential numbers in the 01-49 range. Enhanced Crimes will be assigned sequential numbers in the 51-99 range.

	Jurisdiction designator: A 2-character alpha code based upon a lookup table assignment for each jurisdiction (e.g., NRS-based will be designated as NV, CC for Carson City).


The new NOC Code has been tied to a 5-character numeric code that can provide a method for uniquely identifying records for systems that can only handle 5-character code values.  NCJIS, MC-IJIS, and possibly other local systems may have to track both the new NOC and its 5-character alternate NOC in order to properly translate values supplied by other systems.  [Note: These systems may also need to keep track of the designated “old NOC equivalent” value as well.]

The following chart lists the values used in the Crime Class/Category Designator field:

	Class Code
	Description

	A
	Felony – A Class

	B
	Felony – B Class

	C
	Felony – C Class

	D
	Felony – D Class

	E
	Felony – E Class

	Z
	Felony - Unclassified

	G
	Gross Misdemeanor

	M
	Misdemeanor – Bookable, Retainable, has jail-time

	I
	Misdemeanor – Bookable, Non-retainable, No jail-time

	W
	Warrant or other hold


The following was captured for each NOC record:

a. Key values:  An 11-character “intelligent” NOC Code and a 5-character alternate numeric code are assigned to each NOC.  The six components of the “intelligent” NOC Code are also broken out for search purposes.  [See previous page for a discussion of the new NOC code structure.]

b. Charge Classification / Category (e.g., Felony – B Category, Gross Misdemeanor):  The charge classification has been included in the key and broken out for search purposes

c. Extensions and/or enhancement(s) (e.g., speeding 1-10, speeding 11-15, felony committed to promote activities of criminal gang, felony committed by adult with assistance of child):  Where needed, extensions to “baseline” crimes and enhanced crimes are broken out into separate, but linked, NOCs.

d. Jurisdiction Involved:  The jurisdiction of the NOC (e.g., NV for NRS-based NOCs, county/city code for local ordinance) is included in the key and broken out for search purposes.

e. Statute Number(s):  Mapping to one or more statutes, ordinances, and/or regulation numbers (including sub-paragraphs) have been provided.  Statute numbers can be “inherited” from its parents in the hierarchy. Where multiple statutes, ordinances, and/or regulation numbers have been associated with a NOC, a “primary” statute/ordinance/regulation number has been indicated.
f. Descriptions:

1. A long description of the crime (up to 255 characters) with no abbreviations

2. A medium-length description (up to 100 characters) with standardized abbreviations

3. A short description (up to 50 characters) with standardized abbreviations
g. Where applicable, the Supreme Court USJR reporting column for District and limited jurisdictions

h. Where applicable, both the DMV and ACD codes for traffic-related offenses

i. Modifier(s) (e.g., Attempt, Conspiracy, Conspiracy to attempt):  Applicable modifier(s) have been identified for applicable Substantive crimes.  Modifier-based crimes are linked to their “master” crime at the Substantive Crime level (e.g., Attempted burglary is linked to burglary).

j. A link to the old NOC table record(s), with an indicator as to the “preferred” old NOC Code to use for automated translation between the old and the new NOC structure, has been provided.  [Where needed, potential issues have been identified with the linkages.]

 Summary of New Model Content
1.1 Content Summary

The new NOC Model currently contains 4,330 NRS-based NOCs.  As of late May, 2005, the existing NOC table contains 5,762 NRS-base NOCs.  The following two charts summarize to content of the two models (for NRS-based and Federal Regulation-based NOCs).
New NOC Model Summary
	Crime Type
	Crime Type Description
	Sub

Types
	# NOCs
	# Felony
	# Gross
	#

Misd
	# Other

	A
	Crimes against person
	21
	413
	294
	86
	33
	0

	B
	Crimes against property
	20
	549
	277
	200
	72
	0

	C
	Crimes against public decency
	17
	144
	72
	46
	26
	0

	D
	Controlled substances and other drug related crimes
	5
	309
	211
	72
	26
	0

	E
	Crimes against public health, safety and welfare
	38
	484
	145
	147
	192
	0

	F
	Financial and business related crimes
	20
	411
	75
	107
	229
	0

	G
	Crimes by or against state or local government
	19
	402
	101
	169
	132
	0

	H
	Wildlife and other resources
	9
	204
	25
	52
	127
	0

	J
	Crimes relating to the judiciary
	8
	201
	65
	81
	55
	0

	K
	Domestic relations crimes
	1
	24
	3
	6
	15
	0

	L
	Probate and guardianship crimes
	2
	3
	0
	0
	3
	0

	M
	Miscellaneous crimes
	10
	96
	23
	22
	51
	0

	N
	Agriculture, animals, food and other commodities
	3
	195
	46
	63
	86
	0

	P
	Criminal institutions
	5
	77
	32
	39
	6
	0

	R
	Education crimes
	7
	71
	4
	26
	41
	0

	S
	Gaming and other sporting crimes
	7
	59
	15
	18
	26
	0

	T
	Traffic, vehicle and watercraft
	34
	823
	48
	50
	725
	0

	V
	Prison, Parole and Probation
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	W
	Warrants and other holds
	1
	28
	0
	0
	0
	28

	Totals    
	228
	4,493
	1,436
	1,184
	1,845
	28


Existing NOC Table Summary
	Original NOCs
	# of NOCs

	Not Linked
	 

	     Active – No new NOC created for crime
	373

	     Active – Bad Class
	235

	     Active – Bad Statute
	178

	     Active – Wrong Statute
	87

	     Active – Statute Repealed
	35

	     Active – Not supported in statute or too vague
	139

	     Active – Unable to determine if a valid crime
	161

	     Inactive
	350

	Total Not Linked (could have multiple causes)
	1,546

	Linked to New NOC(s)
	4,216

	Total
	5,762


When comparing entries in the existing and new NOC models, certain issues should be noted:

1) During the Prosecutorial Review Committee meetings, certain modified crimes (e.g., Attempts, Conspiracies) were noted as possible but not likely to ever by utilized.  In an effort to minimize the overall number of NOCs in the new model, these possible modified crimes were not created; they were merely noted as possible, and if so, the applicable crime classification for the modified crime was also noted.  The summary of the Existing NOC Table indicates that there are 402 existing NOCs that would be linked to these “possible but not created” NOCs in the new model.

2) The Prosecutorial Review Committee indicated that the NRS states that “Aid and abet” and “Accessory after the fact” of a crime is equal under the law to actually committing the underlying crime.  Therefore, no specific “Aid and abet” or “Accessory” crimes were established in the new NOC model.  It is implied that the underlying crime includes these conditions.

3)  For certain statutes, it may appear that the new model is overly simplified.  However, great care was taken by the working committees and the prosecutorial review committee to accurately describe the crimes being described. For instance, there are 92 existing NOCs linked to NRS 453.321.  Yet, careful review of the statute reveals that there are only 6 distinct crimes described in the statute (plus 3 all-encompassing “Conspiracy to violate Uniform Controlled Substances Act” crimes described in NRS 453.401).
4) The NRS provides the discretion of assigning two classifications to attempts of D and E Class Felony crimes. In these instances, if the attempted crime was established, both the applicable Felony Attempt and Gross Misdemeanor Attempt were created.

5) Repealed statutes (and references to renumbered statutes) were not included in the new model.

6) Except under rare circumstances, existing NOCs that have been marked as “Inactive”, existing NOCs that referenced bad (not-existing), wrong (referenced a valid statute but the statute did not describe the crime described in the NOC’s description field) or repealed statutes, or existing NOCs that indicate an incorrect Crime Classification (e.g., NOC indicates a C Felony but the statute only sets out a Gross Misdemeanor), have not been linked to new NOC records.  The summary of the Existing NOC Table indicates that these represent 444, 144, 54, 24, and 144 existing NOCs, respectively.
Refer to the next page for a summary of the rationale used to build records in the new model.
1.2 Rationale Used to Build Records in the New Model
The Redeveloped NOC Model provides for a logical building or assembling of components that make up a crime.  Crimes are defined, and subsequently organized, based primarily on definitions of crimes in NRS.  Crimes that are logically similar crimes (either by the inclusion of modifiers (e.g., attempt, conspiracy), specific definition within statute (e.g., DUI – 1st Offense, DUI – 2nd Offense, DUI – 3rd Offense), other extensions (e.g., breakout of speeding), or the addition of enhancements (e.g., felony committed to promote activities of criminal gang), are grouped together.  Lastly, charges that are based upon local ordinance or federal regulation that is based upon NRS will be grouped with the NRS charge.

When establishing NOCs in the new model, the following steps were used:

1. Determine Crime Type:  A very broad categorization of crime, based upon the organization of the NRS (e.g., crimes against person, crimes against property, traffic).  Individual Crime Types have been assigned to the major categories of crimes.  Other Crime Types have been established for groups of chapters, a specific Title, and even groups of Titles.

2. Determine Crime Sub-Type:  A sub-categorization with Crime Type, primarily following the sub-categorization in NRS (e.g., within “crimes against person”: homicide, bodily injury, mayhem, kidnapping, sexual assault and seduction, robbery, etc.).  Depending upon the makeup of the Crime Type, Crime Sub-Types have been assigned to subsections of a single NRS chapter, an entire NRS chapter, or an entire Title with NRS.

3. Determine Substantive Crime:  Within a Crime Sub-Type, each basic crime was determined, taking into consideration the following:

a. Different crimes described in a particular statute (e.g., DUI – 1st Offense, DUI – 2nd Offense, DUI – 3rd Offense)

b. Different assignment of Crime Class/Category (e.g., Felony B-category, Felony C-category, Gross Misdemeanor, Misdemeanor) of the same crime

c. Inclusion of any Modifier (e.g., attempt, conspiracy) or combination of Modifiers (e.g., conspiracy to attempt) that change the underlying crime

Determine the long description and set other miscellaneous attributes.

Each statute that is used to describe each baseline crime was linked at the Substantive Crime level.  If it was appropriate, sub-paragraphs or additional statutes were also linked.

If a crime could have Modifier-based crimes associated with it, those Modifier-based crime possibilities were captured.  If a Modifier-based crime was being described, linkage to its “master” crime is captured.

4. Determine if any extensions (e.g., if the “baseline” crime is “Basic speeding”, breakout the specific speed ranges [e.g., 1-10, 11-15, 16-20, etc.)]) or enhancements (e.g., felony committed to promote activities of criminal gang, felony committed by adult with assistance of child) or any combination of Enhancements, apply to the specific crime are needed.

Determine the long description and set other miscellaneous attributes for each Extended Crime.

Statutes linked to an Extended Crime’s parent Substantive Crime are automatically linked to the Extended Crime.  If it is appropriate, link sub-paragraphs or additional statutes at this level.

5. Lastly, NRS-based original NOCs were linked to the Extended Crimes. [Note: All Substantive Crimes have at least one Extended Crime, even if that Extended Crime is a mirror of the baseline Substantive Crime.]  Were possible, the primary Original NOC was indicated.  Also, any issues (e.g., wrong class, known enhancement, possible enhancement) with the linkage were also noted.
1.3 What is Currently Missing in the New Model

The NOCs currently provided in the New Model describe NRS-based crimes and most Federal Regulation-based crimes that have been used throughout the state.  However, there are more records that need to be included.  Specifically, the following records will need to be defined:

a. Substantive and Extended Crimes needed by the Department of Corrections and the Division of Parole and Probation.
b. Jurisdictional Crimes for city and county local ordinance crimes (tied to NRS-based crimes).  [Note: Most of the larger jurisdictions have already begun the process of determining their content to be added to the model.]
c. Additional Federal Regulation-based crimes, when requested.

d. Crimes from repealed statutes, as needed for ongoing representation of past incidents.

e. Adjustments to the new NOCs based upon the outcome of the 2007 and 2009 Legislative Sessions have not been completely incorporated.  [Note:  Some 2007 and 2009 Legislative Session laws have been incorporated into the model.  Adjustments to the model from the 2007 and 2009 Legislative Sessions are being incorporated on an as-needed basis.]
Additionally, when the working committees linked existing NOCs to new NOCs, there were many instances where multiple existing NOCs were linked to a new NOC.  In some cases, it was not possible to select a definitive “primary” existing NOC.  Likewise, there were many instances where an existing NOC was linked to several new NOCs.  In both of these cases, it will be necessary to determine the definitive linkage between existing NOCs and new NOCs so that translation rules can be finalized and implemented.

While not included at this time, the new NOC structure also provides the following data elements:

a. Effective Start/End Dates:  Start and end dates, to be used in conjunction with the offense date to control when a record is valid, will be provided.

b. Outside Classification:  The ability to associate a particular crime with an unlimited number of outside agencies’ classification numbers (e.g., UCR, NCIC, NIBRS, DMV) will be available. Each NOC can be associated to more than one classification number from a particular outside agency (e.g., assign a particular crime to more than one NIBRS code). 
c. Other Grouping Indicators:  The ability to indicate an unlimited number of other groupings (e.g., DUI, Sex Crime, bookable crime, disposable crime) will be available.

d. Housekeeping attributes:  Date/Time and User Created, Date/Time and User Last Updated will be available.

[Editor’s Note: As of version 2.1, the following additional data has been added to the New NOC Model:

1. A total of 284 NOCs from 10 local jurisdictions have been added

2. Effective End Dates have been added to the tables

3. A total of 39 Other Grouping Indicator groupings have been created and all applicable NOCs have been linked to these groupings (including all of the major DPS, DMV and AOC groupings)
4. All necessary housekeeping attributes have been added

2 Next Steps

A tremendous amount of effort has been expended thus far on the development of the new NOC model.  However, in order for individual agencies to be able to incorporate the new model into their workflow and their computer systems, several more tasks must be accomplished.  Specifically, the following steps need to be performed in order to integrate the new NOC model into productive use by the various criminal justice participants:

1) Complete populating the new Model with Jurisdictional Crimes from cities and counties

2) Determine and implement the long-term maintenance infrastructure for the new NOC model (see discussion below)

3) Determine which computer systems must be enhanced (including an integration plan to ensure that accurate data is transmitted to all recipient systems).  Known systems that must be enhanced include: various Public Safety systems (e.g., Criminal History Repository, Motor Vehicle Licensing/Registration [for traffic conviction information]), Division of Parole and Probation, Department of Corrections, MC-IJIS, NCATS, law enforcement record management and jail management systems, prosecutor’s case management systems, courts’ case management systems)
4) Secure funding for enhancing target computer systems

5) Perform computer system enhancements and system-to-system testing

Now that the initial content of the new NOC model is completed, it will have to be maintained.  Each legislative session will bring changes.  Local ordinances are constantly changing.  Criminal justice participants will occasionally request additions and/or changes.  It is obvious that a group is needed to review requests and to perform a proactive review of statute changes at the end of each legislative session.  A “Policies and Procedures” guide has been developed that provides suggested policies and procedures to be followed when maintaining the new NOC Model.

A possible scenario would be to establish an Oversight Committee (presumably composed of representatives from law enforcement, prosecutors, courts, and Executive agencies).  This Oversight Committee could be a working committee to the newly created Advisory Committee to the Director of Public Safety (established by SB 452).
Until a permanent maintenance structure is defined, the Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) will be responsible for maintaining the new NOC Model.  For information about the Model, to request an electronic copy of it, or to request any changes/additions to the Model, please contact the following people:

	Joyce Kiel
Court Systems Analyst
Nevada Supreme Court

Administrative Office of the Courts

jkiel@nvcourts.nv.gov

775.687.9892
	Martin Overstreet
Principal
Teamworks Consulting, Inc.
martin@twjustice.com
775.851.4693


Appendices

The following appendices have been developed to provide the content of the new NOC model:

Appendix A – Listing of Project Participants
This appendix lists the names and organizations involved in the NOC Redevelopment Project.

Appendix B – Listing of Crime SubTypes
The purpose of this appendix is to provide a quick reference of the Crime SubTypes associated with each Crime Type. The appendix also provides a summary of the NOCs in the Crime SubType and a breakout of crimes by major crime classifications (Felonies, Gross Misdemeanors, Misdemeanors, and Other (e.g., Warrants) [Refer to page 4].  The appendix is sorted by Crime Type, Crime SubType.  This appendix is 7 pages long.
Appendix C – NOCs in the New Model

The purpose of this appendix is to provide a listing of all NRS-based and Federal Regulation-based NOCs in the New NOC Model. For each NOC, the following information is provided: “Intelligent” NOC Code, ShortNOC, Description, and Associated Statutes. The appendix is sorted by the “Intelligent” NOC Code (Crime Type, Crime SubType, Substantive Crime Code, Crime Class, Extended Crime Code, Jurisdiction Code).  This appendix is 268 pages long.
Appendix D – New / Original NOC Cross-Reference
The purpose of this appendix is to provide a cross-reference between all NOCs in the New NOC Model and Original NOCs that have been linked to each new NOC.  For each NOC, the following information is provided: “Intelligent” NOC Code, Description, Crime Class, and each linked Original NOC.  For each linked Original NOC, the following is provided: Indicator if an Original NOC is the primary translation NOC, the Original NOC Code, Description, Class, Statute, and known issues with the linkage (included at the end of the Description).  This appendix is sorted by the “Intelligent” NOC Code (Crime Type, Crime SubType, Substantive Crime Code, Crime Class (refer to page 4), Extended Crime Code, Jurisdiction Code).  This appendix is 310 pages long.
Appendix E – Original NOC Cross-Reference
The purpose of this appendix is to provide a cross-reference of all NRS-based and Federal Regulation-based NOCs in the Original NOC table.  For each NOC, the following information is provided: NOC Code, Description, Status (Active or Inactive), Class (refer to page 4), NRS Statute, an indication if it would reference an un-built new NOC (refer to Item # 1 on page 7), any other indication as to why it wasn’t linked (refer to Item #6 on page 7 and the chart below), and the linkage to new NOC Code(s).  If a new NOC is the primary for conversion, it is indicated with a “(prim)” next to its code.  This appendix is sorted by Original NOC Code.  This appendix is 319 pages long.
Appendix F – Original NOCs not Linked to New NOCs
The purpose of this appendix is to provide a listing of all Original NOCs that have not been linked to at least one new NOC record.  It can be used to quickly determine if there are potential additions to the new NOC model.  For each NOC, the following information is provided: NOC Code, Description, Status (Active or Inactive), Class (refer to page 4), NRS Statute, an indication if it would reference an un-built new NOC (refer to Item # 1 on page 7), and any other indication as to why it wasn’t linked (refer to Item #6 on page 7 and the chart below).  This appendix is sorted by Original NOC Code.  This appendix is 44 pages long.
Appendix A – Listing of Project Participants
The following lists the participants in the NOC Redevelopment Project
	Name
	Company Name
	 
	Name
	Company Name

	Leon Aberasturi
	Lyon County D.A.'s Office
	 
	Peter Knight
	Nye County D.A.'s Office

	Diana Alba
	Clark County Clerk's Office
	 
	Chris Laurent
	Clark County D.A.'s Office

	Bruce W Anderson
	Clark County NCJIS Steering Comm.
	 
	Martin  Lotz
	Las Vegas Justice Court

	Jeff Artz
	DPS/Records & ID Bureau
	 
	Elaine Lucero
	Las Vegas Metro PD

	Janine Baker
	Sparks Justice Court
	 
	David Macaulay
	Reno Police Dept.

	Margaret Barton
	Las Vegas Justice Court
	 
	Jonelle Mahon
	Clark County D.A.'s Office

	Alan Bates
	East Fork Justice Court
	 
	Terri March
	Las Vegas Justice Court

	Rose Bator
	Washoe Co. Sheriff's Office
	 
	Sonia McCants
	Las Vegas Justice Court

	Terri Braswell
	East Fork Justice Court
	 
	Vicki McDonald
	Las Vegas Justice Court

	Jdg. Christina Brisebill
	Pahrump Justice Court
	 
	Lani McKinley
	Carson City Sheriff's Office

	Dean Buell 
	Nevada Highway Patrol
	 
	Tara McKnight
	Fernley Justice Court

	Karen Burch
	Washoe Co. Sheriff's Office
	 
	Camille Meggerson
	Dayton Justice Court

	Lee Butz
	North Las Vegas PD
	 
	Janis Merlino
	Tonopah Justice Court

	Debi Campbell
	Washoe Co. Sheriff's Office
	 
	Cindy Miles
	Henderson Police Dept.

	Suzie Carrillo
	DPS/Records & ID Bureau
	 
	Nadine  Millman
	Washoe Co. Sheriff's Office

	Lynne Cavalieri
	Las Vegas Metro PD
	 
	Francis Moss
	Henderson Justice Court 

	Sgt. Dan Chaney
	Carson City Sheriff's Office
	 
	Judge Carol  Nelsen
	Lake Justice Court

	Kathy Comba
	Public Safety Technology Div.
	 
	Joan Newton
	Las Vegas Justice Court

	Kamee Copeland
	Wadsworth Justice Court
	 
	Valerie Noyes
	Public Safety Technology Div.

	Janet Coughran
	Sparks Justice Court
	 
	Dianne Onorato
	Public Safety Technology Div.

	Donna Cupp
	Lyon Co. Sheriff's Office
	 
	Deb Orlikowski
	Reno Municipal Court

	Cathy Davila
	Las Vegas Metro PD
	 
	Martin Overstreet
	Teamworks Consulting, Inc.

	Eric Davison
	Clark County Clerk's Office
	 
	Marsha Padilla 
	Clark County Clerk's Office

	Kalene Dickerson
	Reno Police Dept.
	 
	Cindy Patterson 
	Second Judicial District Court

	Glenda Dockery
	Fallon Police Dept.
	 
	Lisa Philips
	Nye County D.A.'s Office

	Joan Dressler
	DPS/Records & ID Bureau
	 
	Teresa Prince
	Second Judicial District Court

	Linda Dubovick
	Lincoln Co. Sheriff's Office
	 
	Susan Ramsey
	Lake Justice Court

	Bonnie Duke
	Fernley Municipal Court
	 
	Rex Reed
	Nevada Dept. of Corrections

	Ernest Eblen
	Las Vegas Municipal Court
	 
	Rachelle Resnick
	Eighth Judicial District Court

	Marie Etchemendy
	Reno Justice Court
	 
	Dean Reynolds
	Nevada Highway Patrol

	Glenn Fair
	Carson City Sheriff's Office
	 
	Daryl  Riersgard
	DPS/Records & ID Bureau

	Carla Fells
	Washoe Co. Sheriff's Office
	 
	Alan Rogers
	Public Safety Technology Div.

	Matt Fisk
	Carson City Justice/Muni Court 
	 
	Alicia Romero
	Las Vegas Metro PD

	Yvette Fitts
	Las Vegas Metro PD
	 
	Melissa Rybold
	Pahrump Justice Court

	Josephine Gallegos
	Carson City Justice/Muni Court 
	 
	Belinda Salcido
	North Las Vegas Municipal Court

	Gerald Gardner
	Nevada A.G.’s Office
	 
	Tanya Sceirine
	Third Judicial District Court

	Sgt. Julie Gerardi
	Henderson Police Dept
	 
	Patricia Schmitt
	Las Vegas Metro PD

	Donna Glass
	Mason Valley Justice Court
	 
	Jessica Sculthorpe
	Henderson Justice Court

	Starla Rae Gumbmann
	Nye County D.A.'s Office
	 
	Sue Sevon
	Teamworks Consulting, Inc.

	Laura  Haven
	Las Vegas Justice Court
	 
	Letha Sheehan-Gorden
	Fernley Municipal Court

	John Helzer
	Washoe Co. D.A.'s Office
	 
	Pam Sizemore
	Reno Justice Court

	Joyce  Jeppesen
	Eureka Co. Sheriff's Office
	 
	Tom Stockard
	Churchill County D.A’s Office

	Laurel  Jimenez
	Las Vegas Justice Court
	 
	Carla Stone
	North Las Vegas PD

	Sgt. Jennifer Jonas
	Humboldt Co. Sheriff's Office
	 
	Susan  Tatton
	Las Vegas Justice Court

	Patti Kelly
	Washoe Co. Sheriff's Office
	 
	Kathy Thompson
	Nevada Div. of Parole & Probation

	Joyce Kiel
	Nevada AOC
	 
	Ron Titus
	Nevada AOC


	Name
	Company Name

	Anna Trousdale
	Lincoln Co. Sheriff's Office

	Steve Tuttle
	Nevada AOC

	Anthony Tyler
	Clark County - Outlying Court Admin

	Anna Vasquez
	Las Vegas Justice Court

	Keith Walsh
	Washoe Co. Sheriff's Office

	Michael Ware 
	Eighth Judicial District Court

	Deanne Wass
	Public Safety Technology Div.

	Noel Waters, D.A.
	Carson City D.A.'s Office

	Anita Whitehead
	Sparks Justice Court

	Teresa Wiley
	Sparks Police Dept.

	Shirley Williams
	Las Vegas Justice Court

	Linda Woolard
	Douglas Co. Sheriff's Office

	Bob Zentz
	Henderson C.A.’s Office

	Bill Zihlmann
	Henderson Municipal Court


Appendix B – Listing of Crime SubTypes

The purpose of this appendix is to provide a quick reference of the Crime SubTypes associated with each Crime Type. The appendix also provides a summary of the NOCs in the Crime SubType and a breakout of crimes by major crime classifications (Felonies, Gross Misdemeanors, Misdemeanors, and Other (e.g., Warrants) [Refer to page 4].  The appendix is sorted by Crime Type, Crime SubType.

A sample of this appendix is provided below:
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This appendix is 7 pages long and can be viewed using Adobe Acrobat (5.0 or greater).
Its file name is “New NOC Model - Appendix B.pdf”.
Appendix C – NOCs in the New Model

The purpose of this appendix is to provide a listing of all NRS-based and Federal Regulation-based NOCs in the New NOC Model. For each NOC, the following information is provided: “Intelligent” NOC Code, ShortNOC, Description, and Associated Statutes. The appendix is sorted by the “Intelligent” NOC Code (Crime Type, Crime SubType, Substantive Crime Code, Crime Class, Extended Crime Code, Jurisdiction Code).

A sample of this appendix is provided below:
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This appendix is 268 pages long and can be viewed using Adobe Acrobat (5.0 or greater).

Its file name is “New NOC Model - Appendix C.pdf”.
Appendix D – New / Original NOC Cross-Reference
The purpose of this appendix is to provide a cross-reference between all NOCs in the New NOC Model and Original NOCs that have been linked to each new NOC.  For each NOC, the following information is provided: “Intelligent” NOC Code, Description, Crime Class, and each linked Original NOC.  For each linked Original NOC, the following is provided: Indicator if an Original NOC is the primary translation NOC, the Original NOC Code, Description, Class, Statute, and known issues with the linkage (included at the end of the Description).  This appendix is sorted by the “Intelligent” NOC Code (Crime Type, Crime SubType, Substantive Crime Code, Crime Class (refer to page 4), Extended Crime Code, Jurisdiction Code).

A sample of this appendix is provided below:
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This appendix is 367 pages long and can be viewed using Adobe Acrobat (5.0 or greater).

Its file name is “New NOC Model - Appendix D.pdf”.
Appendix E – Original NOC Cross-Reference

The purpose of this appendix is to provide a cross-reference of all NRS-based and Federal Regulation-based NOCs in the Original NOC table.  For each NOC, the following information is provided: NOC Code, Description, Status (Active or Inactive), Class (refer to page 4), NRS Statute, an indication if it would reference an un-built new NOC (refer to Item # 1 on page 7), any other indication as to why it wasn’t linked (refer to Item #6 on page 7 and the chart below), and the linkage to new NOC Code(s).  If a new NOC is the primary for conversion, it is indicated with a “(prim)” next to its code.  This appendix is sorted by Original NOC Code.
A sample of this appendix is provided below:
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Possible Values for “Note” Field

	Value
	Meaning

	Bad Cl
	Class listed for NOC does not match class indicated in the Statute

	Bad Stat
	Statute referenced not found in current NRS

	Wrg St
	References a valid Statute, but Statute does not talk about NOC description

	Rpld
	Statute referenced indicated as “Repealed” in NRS


This appendix is 319 pages long and can be viewed using Adobe Acrobat (5.0 or greater).

Its file name is “New NOC Model - Appendix E.pdf”.
Appendix F – Original NOCs not Linked to New NOCs

The purpose of this appendix is to provide a listing of all Original NOCs that have not been linked to at least one new NOC record.  It can be used to quickly determine if there are potential additions to the new NOC model.  For each NOC, the following information is provided: NOC Code, Description, Status (Active or Inactive), Class (refer to page 4), NRS Statute, an indication if it would reference an un-built new NOC (refer to Item # 1 on page 7), and any other indication as to why it wasn’t linked (refer to Item #6 on page 7 and the chart below).  This appendix is sorted by Original NOC Code.

A sample of this appendix is provided below:
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Possible Values for “Note” Field

	Value
	Meaning

	Bad Class
	Class listed for NOC does not match class indicated in the Statute

	Bad Stat
	Statute referenced not found in current NRS

	Wrong Stat
	References a valid Statute, but Statute does not talk about NOC description

	Repealed
	Statute referenced indicated as “Repealed” in NRS


This appendix 44 pages long and can be viewed using Adobe Acrobat (5.0 or greater).

Its file name is “New NOC Model - Appendix F.pdf”.
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