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Urgency:  No	State Mandated Local Program:  Yes	Reimbursable:  Yes
SUMMARY:
This bill mandates that a person who requests an administrative hearing to contest the outcome of an initial review of a parking violation have the option to have the administrative hearing with the issuing agency by telephone or by electronic means.  This modifies current law, which requires such a person have the option of having the administrative hearing by mail or in person, only.  
FISCAL EFFECT:
Potential state costs of an unknown, but presumably substantial amount to reimburse agencies that issue parking violations the cost of the telephonic and electronic administrative hearings this bill requires.  There are hundreds of agencies in California that issue parking violations.  Actual state costs will depend on the number of such agencies that incur costs to offer telephonic and electronic administrative hearings, the number of those agencies that file claims against the state with the Commission on State Mandates and whether the commission determines the state needs to reimburse these costs.  (General Fund.)
According to the Legislative Analyst’s Office, the General Fund faces a structural deficit in the tens of billions of dollars over the next several fiscal years.  
COMMENTS:
1) Purpose. The author intends this bill to increase the ease and convenience of the process for disputing parking violations.  According to the author: 
During the pandemic, we saw many aspects of our lives go digital and some of these changes have had positive impacts. Virtual hearings for parking violations were one of those positive changes that helped folks by providing flexibility and convenience to resolve disputes. Unfortunately, Executive Order N-63-20 which allowed for virtual hearings has expired. AB 2130 will restore the virtual option, ensuring Californians have the opportunity to resolve disputes in an efficient and flexible matter.
2) Background.  Existing law allows a person to contest a notice of parking violation.  Generally, if such a person requests—by telephone, in writing or in person—an initial review of the notice within statutorily prescribed timeframes, the issuing agency must review the notice and mail the results of the review to the person.  Statute prohibits the issuing agency from charging the person for the review.
Existing law provides the person the opportunity to appeal the decision of the issuing agency by requesting—within 21 calendar days following mailing of the results of the initial review, and by telephone, in writing or in person—the issuing agency hold an administrative hearing to consider the issue.  The law states the person requesting the administrative hearing shall have the choice of a hearing by mail or in person.  This bill additionally provides the person the option to have the hearing by telephone or by electronic means.
 The policy committee analysis of this bill notes several instances, in response to the COVID-19 pandemic, where the state allowed hearings to take place remotely.  For example, Executive Order N-63-20 provides the following:
Any statute or regulation that permits a party or witness to participate in a hearing in person, a member of the public to be physically present at the place where a presiding officer conducts a hearing, or a party to object to a presiding officer conducting all or part of a hearing by telephone, television, or other electronic means, is suspended, provided that all of the following requirements are satisfied: a) Each participant in the hearing has an opportunity to participate in and to hear the entire proceeding while it is taking place and to observe exhibits; b) A member of the public who is otherwise entitled to observe the hearing may observe the hearing using electronic means; and c) The presiding officer satisfies all requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act and Unruh Civil Rights Act.
Similarly, Judicial Council issued emergency rules that allowed the courts to conduct hearings remotely, provided certain conditions were met. Subsequently, statute extended the authority of hearings to occur remotely, or expanded the authority to do so to other public bodies.
This bill seems inspired by the allowance for remote hearings made during the pandemic and applies it to administrative hearings to contest notices of parking violations.  This bill, however, is prescriptive.  In this way, it differs from those permissive, pandemic-era efforts.
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