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COUNTY CLERK LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE MEETING

Meeting Date: 
 
   Thursday, April 27th, 2017
Time:

  
   10:00 AM
Location:    
   
   Conference Call
MINUTES
2016 County Clerk Legislative Committee Members

	Danielle Rifilato / Joe Holland, Santa Barbara
	X
	Joani Finwall, San Bernardino
	P

	Laura Wilson / Elizabeth Gutierrez / Abims Aguda / 

Barbara Dunmore, Contra Costa
	P
	Victoria Rodriguez / Michele Martinez-Barrera / Bruce Cristall / Lisa Anderson / Mindy Hartman / Joe Pradetto, Riverside
	P

	Teresa Williamson, San Joaquin
	X
	Catherine Stefani, San Francisco
	P

	Kammi Foote, Inyo
	X
	Wardell House, Santa Clara
	P

	Monique Blakely / Portia Sanders, Los Angeles
	P
	David Valenzuela, Ventura
	P

	Chuck Storey, Imperial
	P
	Deva Proto, Sonoma
	P

	Olga Lobato, Marin
	P
	Donna Allred / Andrew Graham, Sacramento
	P

	Kathy Lackey, Butte
	X
	Val Wood, San Diego
	P


(P – Present; X – Not in attendance)

1. Call to Order
Meeting started at 10:02 AM.  Also in attendance: Margarita Williams, Santa Cruz; Jennifer Schultz, San Benito; Cindy Lee, Fresno; Julie Poochigian, Tulare; Liz Martinez, Lake; Deborah LaGrande, Glenn; Laura Briones, Alameda; Matt Siverling, Legislative Representative. 
2. Approval of Minutes (March 9th, 2017).

Motion to approve, Monique Blakely, Los Angeles; Second Olga Lobato, Marin; passed unanimously.  
3. Legislation Updates with Matt

Deadline for bills to pass from Policy Committee is tomorrow.  No sessions or hearings tomorrow, so today is the cutoff date.  Over the next few weeks, there will be policy meetings about bills with no fiscal impact.

End of June is when the State Budget is due.  Appropriations Committee will start processing bills.  Bills will be moved into appropriations and heard before Memorial Day.

Fiscal Committee and Policy Committee are different.  In the Fiscal Committee, they will determine State costs (they don’t care about local costs unless it’s reimbursable).  They will quickly hear the bill, then they place it in the suspense file.  If it passed through the Committee, then there’s no cost.  If there’s a cost, that means the threshold was very low, and it was referred to the suspense file.  The Committee meets weekly, until the week before Memorial Day.  Until then, there’s amendments to help lower the cost of the bill.  Every member who has a bill in the suspense file will have to rank their bills in order of priority.  By the end of May, the bills will be on the floor.
Assembly Bill 82 (Medina) Diacritical Marks

· In 2014, this was called AB 2528 (Skinner). 
· This affects the State Registrar, and it does not mention the DMV, Secretary of State, the Department of Public Health, etc.

· AB 82 includes all vital records, including marriage licenses include diacritical marks, including but not limited to accents, tildes, graves, umlats and cedillas.
· It focuses on vital records (birth, death, marriage, and fetal death).
Problems:

· Software can only accept the 26 letters of the alphabet, so there would need to be an update to accept diacritical marks.
· Big issue is when other forms of ID will not be matching, such as: Driver’s License, Social Security, Passports, etc.  Cannot verify their identity with unmatching IDs.
· Would other agencies accept IDs with diacritical marks?
· People would be telling Clerks how to spell their name without any proof. 

· Can you search using a diacritical mark?

· How does the public know how to type the diacritical mark?
· How do you accommodate all the nationalities and their diacritical marks?
· It’s on the Suspense File.  There are major costs to this bill, and it’s difficult to measure.  They came up with $11 million dollars per county to implement diacritical marks.  They also have to figure out the cost for the State to upgrade their system, which is probably around $11 million as well.
Senate Bill 800 (Business and Professions) Cleanup – Section 34
· Fingerprint and livescan language. 

· Passed out of Policy Committee last week.
Assembly Bill 660 (Rubio) Fictitious Business Name Publication Solicitation

· Removes publication requirement for FBN statements, original filings, withdrawals, amendments, and abandonments.
· Newspaper companies are against this proposal.  They want to slow this down, and they ask that we come up with another solution.
· San Bernardino has passed a local ordinance with constitutional and court approval.  There was also opposition against this ordinance. 
· Our author is from Los Angeles, and she has experience with this problem, and she’s eager to help.
· Are there other counties affected by this?  If not, we can move forward with a Los Angeles county only bill.
· Contra Costa doesn’t have issues with solicitors, but people do complain about mailings that say they can file their FBN for $150 (and it only costs $30 at the Clerk’s office).  Some counties have issues with this as well.
· Referred to the Public Safety Committee.
· We amended it to prohibit commercial activity on the grounds of the County Clerk’s office in an attempt to try and avoid having solicitors harassing customers.  There was pushback about whether this infringed on a person’s Constitutional rights, but with San Bernardino’s help with their previous court cases on this subject, we overcame this issue.
· There was opposition from real estate groups, such as: California Mortgage Association, California Escrow Association, United Trustees Association, etc.
· Penal Code 602.1b prohibits obstructing or intimidating people on the grounds of public agencies.  We argued that it doesn’t do this, but it’s more of misleading and telling people they need to pay for their services.  Instead, they wanted us to amend this part to say that the solicitors cannot lie to the public.  We did this, and they suggest that we post this updated code to try and dismay the solicitors. 
Assembly Bill 430 (Irwin) Marriage Solemnization: Judges

· Judges want to be able to charge for ceremonies. 

· This is an urgency bill.  2/3rds requirement to pass.
Senate Bill 273 (Hill) Marriage: Minors
· Existing law authorizes an unmarried person who is under 18 years of age to marry upon obtaining a court order granting permission and the written consent of at least one parent of each party to the marriage, as specified.

· This bill would prohibit a marriage license to a person who is under 18 years old. 
4. Bill Assignments

Riverside: Nothing critical, aside from AB 82 Diacritical Marks.

· AB 1 

· AB 5 

· AB 46

· AB 82 
· SB 244 

· SB 529

San Francisco:

· AB 168

· AB 239

· AB 278

· SB 1
· SB 137

· SB 597

Los Angeles:

· AB 241

· AB 660
San Bernardino:
· AB 430

· AB 492
· AB 1246
Sacramento:
· AB 434 (drop)
· AB 452

· SB 310

San Joaquin:

· AB 1490
· SB 691
San Diego:

· AB 428
Inyo:

· AB 499
· AB 594
· AB 890
· AB 1055
· AB 1117
· AB 1218

· AB 1404
· SB 224

· SB 445

· SB 771

Contra Costa:

· AB 703

· AB 740
· AB 1093 – Change position to neutral.
· SB 179
Imperial:

· AB 883
· AB 1236
· AB 1248
· SB 447

Marin:

· AB 1458

· SB 80

Santa Clara:

· SB 2 
· SB 657

· SB 804

 
Ventura:

· AB 242

· SB 205

5. Open Forum

Can a FBN be submitted through the internet?

· Riverside accepts FBN applications through the internet, but they have to come in the office and provide a wet signature or an electronic signature or they could mail it in.
· Los Angeles does the same as Riverside.

· San Diego plans on having their new system accept FBNs completely from home.

6. Adjourned   10:55 AM
