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

The month of June was busy with Legislative activity as well as Budget activity, although the discussions and negotiations regarding the Budget compromise have been relatively fruitless.  

After the fiscal deadline for legislation passed on May 29th, the Legislature had one week to vote on all bills on their respective Floors.  The deadline for bills to move out of their House of Origin was June 5, 2009.  Again, bills were handled with an increased level of scrutiny as they moved through the process.  Public approval polls have shown a steep decline in approval ratings for the Legislature, and they have been encouraged to focus on the bigger picture this year rather than diverting attention to district issues and pet projects.  Many bills have caught heat in the press for diverting attention away from the task at hand; solving the State’s $26 billion budget deficit.   

It is important to note that the Legislature is operating without a constitutional “deadline” to pass the Budget.  Technically, they passed a 2009-2010 Budget in February, 2009.  The deadline they are working under at this point is July 28, 2009, a date that the Administration, the State Treasurer and the State Controller have estimated to be the day that California runs out of cash.  Another deadline which has been widely reported was July 1, 2009, the date at which California began to issue IOU’s.  The State Controller started issuing IOUs starting July 1, 2009 to pay most of the state's bills.  The last time the state used IOUs -- formally called registered warrants -- was in 1992.  Before that, it was during the Great Depression.  Many of the largest banks in California have stated that as of July 7, 2009, they will no longer accept the IOU’s.  This new deadline places added pressure on the stakeholders.  

Upcoming deadlines of note include July 10, 2009, which is the last day for bills to be heard by a policy committee in the opposite house.  
Clerk of the Board

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

Assembly Bill 1149 (Davis)……………….Form 700 Clean-up

The first proposal adopted by the Legislative Committee would clean up an overlooked provision from one of last year’s sponsored bills, Assembly Bill 2607 (Davis) which allows select 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 specified the reporting periods to include information from 2008-2011.  With the report to the Legislature due on July 1, 2011, the clean-up bill proposes that the reporting period include only 2008, 2009, and 2010. 

Assemblymember Davis is carrying the bill to correct this error.  .  

The bill was heard in the Senate Elections Committee on June 16, 2009 and passed unanimously.  

AB 1149 has since cleared the Senate Floor with a 40-0 vote and is currently awaiting action by the Governor.  Since the Governor has vowed to veto any bill sent to his desk prior to a Budget agreement, the bill is being held in enrollment and will be acted upon after a Budget deal is made.   
Assembly Bill 824 (Harkey)……….Assessment Appeals Board Proposal

This proposal would add employees of the county counsel to the list of individuals who must have their assessment appeal applications heard by special alternate appeals board.  AB 824 would prevent conflicts of interests, and would avoid even an appearance of conflict, when certain members of the staff of the county counsel file an assessment appeal.  

The proposed legislation also allows the clerk of the board to utilize trained and qualified assessment appeals board members of a “neighboring” county as special alternate board members to hear these types of appeals without an order by the presiding judge of the superior court.  
It is currently scheduled for hearing in the Senate Revenue and Taxation Committee on July 8, 2009.    
Other Legislation

Clerk of the Board

Assembly Bill 715 (Caballero)
Support

Existing law requires a county board of supervisors, within 15 days after the passage of an ordinance by the board, to cause the ordinance to be published, with the names of those members voting for and against the ordinance, in a newspaper of general circulation published and circulated in the county.  

AB 715 was amended to authorize a county board of supervisors to either publish the ordinance in a newspaper of general circulation or on the official Internet Web site of the county and to mail notice of passage of the ordinance to those who have filed written requests for mailed notice.  CACEO contended that providing the county with the cost-free option of filing the ordinances on the official county internet website will save much-needed cash statewide.  

The Association was approached by the Author’s office and invited to join this effort with the League of California Cities.  The bill had passed out of Assembly Local Government 7-0 and off of the Assembly Floor 75-0, but did not have opposition from the California Newspapers Association.  

The CNPA issued a formal opposition letter prior to the hearing in the Senate Local Government Committee.  The measure was heard on June 17, 2009.

The Association teamed up with the League of Cities to lobby the Senate Local Government Committee on the issue.  Numerous individual counties and cities also joined in the fight.  Although each Member of the Committee was heavily lobbied, the CNPA was able to convince the Committee that this proposal decreased access to those in rural areas with limited internet access.  CACEO and the League made it clear that the bill had safeguards for this problem, including providing a mailed subscription to any constituent who requested a hard copy, but the Committee opined that the shift to electronic-based communication was premature.  
The bill was held in the Senate Local Government Committee.  The author, Assemblywoman Anna Caballero, vowed to continue to explore the issue.  She felt that the bill was an important step to ease financial burdens on local governments, and all possible avenues should be explored.  

Assembly Bill 992 (Lieu) 


Support


CACEO took a support position on Assembly Bill 992 (Lieu) which addresses unscrupulous assessment appeal mills and request for property assessment review mills that are fraudulently advertising to California homeowners.  
Existing law places restrictions on solicitations by “assessment appeal application filing service” companies.  Existing law also makes it unlawful for a person to make any untrue or misleading statements in any manner in connection with the offering or performance of an assessment appeal application filing service, which is defined as any service performed or offered to be performed for compensation in connection with an application for reduction in assessment of residential property.

This bill would expand the scope of Business and Professions Code Section 17537.9 to include companies that offer to file requests for assessment review with the county assessor and to companies that offer to sell information relating to the sale of properties that may be similar to the taxpayer’s property.  The bill would also delete an exemption from the restrictions for persons who actively advocate in person or by written and oral communications on behalf of the taxpayer before the AAB or assessor’s office.

Some assessment reduction filing services file assessment appeal applications or requests for assessor review without the knowledge and permission of the taxpayer.  AB 992 would clearly require that such service companies have the signed, written authorization of the taxpayer to do so, and would require the companies to provide a copy of such authorization upon request of a law enforcement agency.

AB 992 has cleared the Assembly and received a hearing in the Senate Judiciary Committee, where is passed 4-1.  It is currently scheduled to be heard in the Senate Appropriations Committee  on July 13, 2009.  
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