Electronic Recording Standards Commission

Meeting minutes for June 5, 2009
The meeting was held at the Franklin County Courthouse in Pasco.

Carolyn opened the meeting at 1:10 p.m. and began with introductions. 

Carolyn Ableman, King County Recording Director and Commission Chair

Diane Mickunas-Ries, Snohomish County Recording Office Manager and Commission Member

Evelyn Arnold, Chelan County Auditor and Commission Member

Zona Lenhart, Franklin County Auditor and Vice Chair of the Commission

Paul Merz, Image Library Consortium and Commission Member

Sheila Maxwell, Exigent Solutions Western Region VP of Sales

Patty Sandever, Aptitude Solutions Western Region Account Manager

Karl Klessig, ingeo Chief Executive Officer

Ann Kirkbride, Mentis Technology Director of National Accounts

Megan Moreno, Legislative Liaison for the Office of the Secretary of State and staff to the Commission

Participating through teleconference were:

Jerry Handfield, State Archivist and Commission Member

Brian Ferris, Thurston County IT Manager and Commission Member

Pam Floyd, Director of Corporations for the Office of the Secretary of State
Mel Kirpes, Operations Manager for the Department of Revenue

Bob Foote, Master LAN Administrator for the King County Recorder’s Office

Doug Lasher, Clark County Treasurer

The group reviewed the draft report.
Data Standards

The appendices in this section need to be re-organized and made consistent with other referenced throughout the report.

There was a question on Model 3 “smart documents.”  TM is not proprietary, just XML with data about how to be short.

Web Portals

This section is straight forward and does not require any changes.

Business Rules

The MOU will have the same cover page with variations in attachments as the document requires.
The final report will contain a sample MOU as an appendix with exhibits as sub appendices.  The WACs will be left more general to prevent the need for constant updates.  Rather, updates will be provided on the ERSC webpage.

Karl said ingeo hasn’t had issues with the 4-5 Washington counties that he has done business with, making Washington an exception!

Security

The language should be general rather than too specific.

There was discussion about how various counties provide security.

Ingeo uses a “wrapper” to assure documents are not tampered with.  This technique is different than encryption.
PRIA’s eRecording Security Considerations should be an appendix in the final report.

eSignatures

The appendices in this section need to be re-organized and made consistent with other referenced throughout the report.

The group discussed who has the responsibility of confirming authenticity.  Does the receiving entity validate the submitter?
The consensus was that in-person signatures are not verified, so there should not be extra burden on electronic documents for the signature to be verified.

Florida’s report language will influence this section.

Notary Acknowledgement

The three states that have eNotary laws, Pennsylvania, North Carolina, and Arizona, all have difficulties with a laborious license verification or person process.
The notes will be removed from this section.

File Formats

This section received more discussion than any other.
The language for PDF and TIFF should be flexible.  And, the WAC should reference 200 dpi or better.

The group discussed whether the conversion of a model 3 to a model 2 is the responsibility of the submitter.  There was also discussion regarding how a TIFF conversion affects a digital signature.

There were many language changes that Diane graciously logged on her laptop.

This section will be revisited and potentially updates after final adoption.

Records Retention and Preservation

No changes are needed.
Payment of Fees

No changes are needed.

Next Steps

The group will work via e-mail and possibly teleconference to finalize the official report.

Once the report is adopted, the process of turning the recommendations into WACs will begin.
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