April 12, 2010
To: 

Rebecca Martinez, President


California Association of 



Clerks and Elections Officials

From:

Matt Siverling



Legislative Representative
Subject:
County Clerks Legislative Activity Report 
I am submitting the following report on County Clerks Legislative activity and other matters of interest.  

The Legislature has returned from its annual Spring Recess and has begun the first few rounds of policy committee hearings.  Because of the upcoming hearings, many spot bills have finally had substantive language amended into them, and numerous bills have been amended during stakeholder negotiations prior to the hearing date.  

The next upcoming deadline of interest is April 23, 2010, which is the last day for fiscal bills to clear the first policy committee.  Prior to this date, any bill that has any cost is required to be heard before a policy committee.  

The next major deadline of interest is May 14, 2010, which is the last day for policy committees to meet.

Sponsored Bills

The Committee did not submit any language for sponsored proposals during the 2010 Legislative Session.
Issue with Assembly Bill 620 (John Perez)…Business and Professions Clean-up

Last year, the Committee adopted a sponsor position on a comprehensive clean-up bill in the Business and Professions Code.  
This bill was introduced by Assemblymember John A. Perez (D., Los Angeles).  
Among numerous non-controversial provisions, the bill specifies numerous updates to codified card sizes for process servers, professional photocopiers, and legal document assistants.  It also contains language from a prior sponsored bill that was vetoed, AB 1290 (Mendoza, ’08) which allows clerks to destroy undeliverable pending notices of expiration for Fictitious Business Names.  
After the bill became law on January 1, 2010, the new process for issuing professional photocopier identification cards to employees of corporations revealed an unclear portion of the sponsored bill.  The language clearly stated the parameters for corporation cards (no photo) and for “individual” cards (photo to be contained in the bottom left corner) but did not clearly direct the clerk how to configure the card for employees of corporations.  The Author’s office was contacted by numerous companies in Los Angeles County who complained that those counties who were issuing cards without photos were causing problems for employees of photocopier services who were unable to verify their identity.  
The Committee has agreed to take a look at the existing policies and practices of counties statewide in regard to the issuance of employee identification cards and reassess what the best route of action may be.  This decision may spur a clean-up bill this year, which would be carried by Assemblymember John Perez. 

Assembly Bill 1883 (Evans), Related to Certified Copies of Vital Records
Assembly Bill 1883, which would authorize a county board of supervisors to authorize an increase of fees of up to $4 for certified copies of vital records for purposes relating to domestic violence prevention, intervention and prosecution.  The measure is currently awaiting action on the Assembly Floor.  

CACEO has historically worked with the Legislature on bills similar to your AB 1883, and has administered successful programs in four pilot counties thus far.  However, each of the programs in the pilot counties has provided a small percentage of the increased funding to cover oversight and local administrative costs.  The boilerplate language included in the measures establishing each pilot program reads:

“The county may retain up to 4 percent of the fund for administrative costs associated with the collection and segregation of the additional fees and the deposit of these fees into the special fund."  Welfare and Institutions Code 18308,(Contra Costa), 18309 (Alameda), 18309.5 (Solano), and 18309.6 (Sonoma).  
Adding this language to AB 1883 will provide a reliable and necessary funding source for program administration and cause additional programs to be identical to existing pilot programs.  The Author has received the request to amend and CACEO is currently awaiting her response. 

Senate Bill 1324 (Negrete McLeod) 
CACEO voted to take a “support in concept position on SB 1324, which would amend Government Code Section 6253 (California Public Records Act) to authorize a public agency to impose a fee, in addition to the copying fee, to cover the actual cost of staff time to search and review records when the records request is made for commercial use.  The bill would exempt requests from members of the media, as defined.
Late last week, CACEO a representative met with the Author’s staff to inquire about the status of the bill and strategies on moving the bill forward.  It was discovered that the Author was not planning on moving the current version of SB 1324 to Committee.  The Author determined that the language contained in the current version was not workable, and too difficult to apply.  

For the time being, the bill is being held.  In the meantime, the Author continues to have a strong interest in developing a program to reimburse local governments for the time spent preparing public records and the work involved to locate and retrieve public records documents for requestors.  

If and when the bill is amended to move forward, CACEO will continue to have an input on the potential language and will stay involved in the process. 

Meetings and Conference Calls
The next Association meeting will take place on May 20, 2010.
CC:

Kathy Moran, Legislative Committee, County Clerks


Neal Kelley, CACEO Board Member
Cathy Darling, Treasurer, CACEO
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