June 2, 2010
To: 

Rebecca Martinez, President


California Association of 



Clerks and Elections Officials

From:

Matt Siverling



Legislative Representative
Subject:
County Clerk Legislative Activity Report 

 I am submitting the following report on Legislative activity and other matters of interest.  

The Legislature is nearing the halfway point of last year of the 2-year Session.  All introduced bills have been subjected to the first rounds of policy committee hearings and have either passed, failed, or been amended to ease Committee concerns.  A percentage of bills are granted passage as a “work in progress” to stay ahead of looming deadlines, but these bills are always referred back to the original committees after the substantial language is amended into the measure.
All active bills had a significant hurdle to overcome in the last days of May.  All bills had to be out of Fiscal Committee by May 28th.  As widely reported for the past several years, measures are highly scrutinized during this process and all possible fiscal impacts are explored and examined prior to hearings.  Most bills that carry a price tag are referred immediately to a holding pen called the “suspense file,” where all fiscal bills are directed and then considered at once after leadership determines a dollar threshold for the bills as a whole.

After navigating policy and fiscal committees, all bills have only a week left to clear the Floor and cease hearing bills in the House of origin on June 4th.  Typically, the day/night of June 4th is considered a “miniature End of Session” that often times can drag on past midnight as Members negotiate to keep their bills moving and active into the next House.

In addition to the heavy Legislative activity currently occurring, the Governor’s May Revise was released this month.  As reported in the statewide papers, revenue projections for April were down 30%, virtually eliminating all the gains of the previous months of 2010.  The Majority Party Democrats were hoping that the predicted economic rebound would bail the Legislature out of more cuts and assist in balancing the Budget for them, but this is not going to be the case.  The projected deficit is estimated to be $20 billion.  The Governor’s spokesman has already begun to lay the groundwork for the contents of the May Revise, characterizing the cuts as “absolutely horrible.”  

The newly elected Speaker of the Assembly has gone on record detailing his promised “open and public” Budget process, and has committed to televising all hearings and holding minimal closed-door “Big 5” negotiations, except to “smooth out the rough edges” of the final product.
California has a Constitutional obligation to pass a balanced Budget by June 15, 2010.

Again, the next upcoming deadline of interest is June 4, 2010, which is the last day for all bills to clear their House of Origin. 
The next major deadline of interest is July 2, 2010, which is the last day for policy committees to meet.
Sponsored Bills

The Clerk to the Board Legislative Committee voted to sponsor three proposals this Legislative Session.

Assembly Bill 1921 (Davis)……………….Form 700 Electronic Filing Expansion
The first proposal adopted by the Legislative Committee would add several entities to an ongoing pilot project launched by one of last Session’s sponsored bills, Assembly Bill 2607 (Davis) which allows Los Angeles, Orange, Stanislaus, and Merced counties to participate in a pilot project to electronically receive Form 700 conflict of interest forms.  

The original bill specified a 3 year pilot program, but several Counties and one City desired to enter the pilot prior to the expiration of the existing pilot (2012).  Assemblymember Davis is carrying the bill to add Santa Clara and Ventura Counties as well as the City of Long Beach. 
The bill was heard by the Assembly Elections Committee on May 4, 2010.  The measure received bi-partisan support and was approved by the Committee 7-0, despite major concerns of the Committee consultant regarding opening a pilot-project up to additional entities prior to the original project running its full course.

The bill has also been approved by the Assembly Floor, who passed it with a 69-1 margin. 

The bill is currently scheduled to be heard in the Senate Elections Committee on June 15, 2010.  
Senate Bill 1494 (Committee on Revenue and Taxation) 

Clean up to Assembly Bill 824 (Harkey)
This measure will repeal Revenue and Taxation Codes 1624.3, 1636.2 and 1636.5.

The existence of these Codes was made redundant by AB 824 (Harkey) in 2009.  The provisions of these sections were consolidated into other sections of the code (Sections 1612.5 and 1612.7).  The code provisions relate to the avoidance of conflicts of interest and transparency with respect to assessment appeal applications filed by specified county officers and employees.

The clean-up language will be contained in a Board of Equalization sponsored Revenue and Taxation Committee Bill.  

The measure was approved by the Senate Revenue and Taxation Committee, who is carrying the measure, with a 7-0 vote on May 14, 2010.  It subsequently passed off of the Senate Floor with a 33-0 vote on May 22, 2010.
The bill has been referred for a hearing in the Assembly Revenue and Taxation Committee.  
Assembly Bill 898 (Lieu) 






CACEO took a sponsor position on language to be amended into Assembly Bill 898 (Lieu) which will expand on Assembly Bill 992, which addressed unscrupulous assessment appeal mills and request for property assessment review mills that are fraudulently advertising to California homeowners.  

The CACEO sponsored language in AB 898 will add “Board” and “Commission” to the current list of terms that were disallowed on misleading correspondence which currently includes the use of a business name including the word "appeal" or "tax” and the word "assessor," "agency," "bureau," "department," "division," "federal," "state," "county," "city," or "municipal," or the name of any city, county, city and county, or any governmental entity.

The bill has been amended to contain the CACEO requested amendments.  It has been pulled off the Floor and referred back to the Senate Appropriations Committee for review.  
Other Meetings/Conference Calls
On May 27, 2010, the Clerk of the Board Legislative Committee convened a conference call to discuss a recent Assembly Budget Subcommittee action to approve a Legislative Analyst’s Office (LAO) recommendation to suspend (or delete) funding for the reimbursable state mandate that compensates local agencies for preparing and posting detailed meeting agendas.  In addition to the deletion of the reimbursement, the action would also amend the Brown Act to loosen requirements on local agencies to comply with Proposition 59 of 2004, which provides that people have a right to access of information.

The Legislative Committee expressed strong concerns with the actions of the Assembly, and voted to oppose the LAO’s recommendation.  A letter has been drafted and will be delivered to the Budget Conference Committee prior to hearings beginning next week.  In addition, the California Newspaper Association, who also opposed the Subcommittee action, has been contacted and made aware of CACEO opposition.     
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