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Fiscal Note

Purpose of Bill: This bill: (1) changes the fees that clerks of court charge for recording and makes these fees mandatory for
all clerks of court; (2) authorizes clerks of court to make additional copies of records electronically, and clarifies that the
clerks of court have the authority to purchase equipment necessary to do so; (3) authorizes electronic copies of criminal and
other permanent records prior to destroying the original records rather than microphotographic copies, and limits the liability
for clerks of court for damages resulting from destruction of the original record; (4) requires clerks of court that record by
microfilming, photographic method, or electronic means to have copies of these files available for inspection; (5) requires
clerks of court to adopt and adhere to indexing standards promulgated by the Louisiana Clerks’ Remote Access Authority; (6)
requires clerks of court to adopt and implement a plan for recording electronic documents by January 1, 2022; and (7)
provides that clerks of court are not liable for damages caused by a third party to any information in pleadings or documents
filed of record by the clerk.

This bill may increase local fund expenditures by an indeterminable amount for those offices that do not have
electronic recording capabilities. Although there was limited data regarding the statewide impact of this bill, we
contacted the following entities to provide some information regarding possible impacts:
Louisiana Clerks of Court Association: An official indicated that the implementation of indexing standards and electronic
recording could increase the expenditures related to computer software of some clerks’ offices by an indeterminable amount.
This official estimates that there are only 10 clerks’ offices statewide that currently have electronic recording capability.
Concordia Parish Clerk of Court: An official indicated that this bill may increase the clerk’s expenditures related to
recording electronic documents, as they currently do not have the capability (they did not have information regarding the
exact impact).
Tensas Parish Clerk of Court: An official indicated they are not able to provide the anticipated impact of the bill. However,
they stated that they process each document by hand and do not have any recording software or ability to E-Record.
Clerks of Court for Beauregard, Evangeline, and Jefferson parishes: Officials indicated they do not anticipate an
increase or decrease of expenditures for their respective offices, as they currently have electronic recording capabilities.

This measure could impact the revenues collected by Clerk of Court Offices statewide, however the impact is
indeterminable at this time. We contacted several Clerk of Court Offices and the LA Clerks of Court Association and
obtained the following information:
Concordia Parish Clerk of Court: An official indicated that this bill may cause revenues to vary slightly with no material
impact.
Beauregard Parish Clerk of Court: An official indicated that this bill may reduce revenue due to the reduction of the
recording fee for certain documents, but this reduction may be offset by the increase in recording fees for other documents.
Tensas Parish Clerk of Court: An official indicated they are not able to provide the anticipated impact of the bill.
Clerks of Court for Evangeline and Jefferson parishes: Officials indicated that the impact of this bill on their respective
offices cannot be determined due to lack of information and the number of varying factors (e.g., increasing fees with
decreasing fees). 
Louisiana Clerks of Court Association: An official indicated that this bill could change the revenues of clerks’ offices
statewide due to the change in the fee schedule. However, she stated that there are so many unknown factors making it
difficult to estimate the impact on revenues (e.g., number of documents filed, pages of a document, names in a document).
In some instances the clerks may receive more, in some instances they may receive less than they are currently receiving.
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