This site has updates on pending legislation and regulations that are of interest to retaining access to genealogically relevant vital records and census.

Note: This information is current as of the posting date, March 28, 2012. Please check the URL sites given for the legislation below for the most current information.  

For more information contact    MACROBUTTON HtmlResAnchor jan@IAJGS.org
 

Jan Meisels Allen, Vice President, IAJGS and chairperson, IAJGS Public Records Access and Monitoring Committee.

Some bills/regulations are in PDF format on legislative or regulatory websites and require Adobe Acrobat Reader.  A free download is available at:
http://www.adobe.com/products/acrobat/readstep2.html
Many of the following bills were introduced because legislators are worried about identity theft. We, in the genealogy community do not accept that vital records are the causes of identity theft. The causes of identity theft are due to hacking into major databases, theft of wallet or mail, credit card, in-store or on-telephone transactions and computer spyware. We need ongoing education for legislators and regulators.

Geneal

On March 20, 2012, the Senate Finance Committee Subcommittee on Fiscal Responsibility and Economic Growth held a hearing Tax Fraud by Identity Theft Part ll Status, Progress, and Potential Solutions. It can be viewed at: http://tinyurl.com/7g63cvv . The genealogical community was not invited to testify. We are in communication with the staff to the Subcommittee.
IAJGS submitted its statement for the record on March 26 click here to read.  

The genealogical community leadership as represented by the Records Preservation and Access Committee (RPAC) of which IAJGS is one of the voting members--along with FGS and NGS, decided that it was time to be pragmatic and start negotiating. We know from the House Subcommittee hearing held on February 2nd  (see below) that they and the Administration wanted no public access or as Social Security Administrator Astrue said in his House testimony, genealogists could wait 75 years. Senator Nelson's bill, S 1534 has a two year wait (the year of death and the following year when people submit their tax returns). This is a much more reasonable approach even though we strongly believe there should be immediate public access-and genealogists are not the cause of identity theft. It is obvious that the identity theft issue makes good politics in an election year, and we-the genealogical leadership--FGS, IAJGS and NGS decided after much consultation between ourselves and talking with others that we would support the 2 year compromise with the caveat that certain genealogists would be eligible for certification for immediate access-such as forensic genealogists, heir researchers etc. The RPAC statement about the position may be read at: www.fgs.org/rpac.
The record will be kept open for two weeks from the March 20th date, therefore if any one wants to submit a statement it must be received no later than April 3. See http://tinyurl.com/6q34ssb for directions on submitting a statement.
The Subcommittee members indicated that this is a bi-partisan issue and both the Democrats and Republicans will be working together to address this in upcoming legislation.  The list of Subcommittee members and their contact information is available: click here . Unlike the House, the Senate will only accept statements submitted by U.S. Postal Service or Fed Express or UPS—no e-mail nor facsimile submissions.
The House Ways and Means Committee Subcommittee on Social Security is proposing to completely shut down use of the Social Security Death Index (SSDI) by genealogists as well as other industries such as banking and insurance that rely upon its information. Such an attempt is shortsighted and runs counter to the original purpose of the SSDI: to actually combat fraud.

The House Ways and Means Committee Social Security Subcommittee held a hearing on the Social Security Death Index (SSDI), the commercial name of the Death Master File (DMF) on February 2, 2012. The genealogical community was told they were not invited to testify, unfortunately, the Committee members and those invited to testify made the genealogy community the scapegoat for identity theft, by focusing on the public access to the SSDI on genealogical websites. One of the witnesses was a grieving father whose deceased child's social security number was stolen and used fraudulently for tax refunds by the identity thieves. He was very concerned that his deceased daughter's Social Security number could be seen on the internet by anyone. The Social Security Administrator spoke on behalf of the Administration and during the question and answer period stated, genealogists do not need the SSDI, they can get their information in other ways, and can wait as they do for the release of US census for "75” years. It was reported that the Administration is very concerned with who has access to the SSDI and the Office of Management and Budget is working on the issue.
IAJGS submitted a statement for the record before the hearing record was closed. You may read the IAJGS statement click here.  








                



IAJGS also sent a letter to each member of the Subcommittee on Social Security, which may be read: click here .
We have been advised that this issue will be the subject of a joint hearing between the Social Security Subcommittee and Oversight Committee. However, House staff now states that no hearing will happen in April and may not be held in May. When we learn anything, further it will be posted here.
The February 2nd hearing was archived and is posted to the Subcommittee's website:

 http://waysandmeans.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=2&clip_id=133.
You are encouraged to watch the entire hearing as the questions and answer session is very telling where everyone is on this issue. If you do not want to watch the entire hearing, the most interesting is the Social Security Administrator answering questions on the genealogical community [starting at 28:00 minutes into the hearing], which has been clipped by Michael John Neill and his blog has the 5 minute clip: http://rootdig.blogspot.com/2012/02/commissioner-astrues-ssdi-comments.html 

The written statements of the five invited witnesses may be read at
http://waysandmeans.house.gov/Calendar/EventSingle.aspx?EventID=276835

The "Legal Genealogist" posted a summary of the hearing, which may be read at: http://www.legalgenealogist.com/blog/ . Scroll down to the February 3 posting.
The Subcommittee members indicated that this is a bi-partisan issue and both the Democrats and Republicans will be working together to address this in upcoming legislation.  The list of Subcommittee members and their contact information is available: click here.  If  you decide to contact them, call, fax or e-mail  them.  Since 9-11, all US, mail sent to Congress is required to go through a special detection center which can take upwards of 10 days to be delivered to the named recipient,  once it is received in Washington D.C.
To find out your US House of Representative go to:
http://www.house.gov/representatives/
To find out your US Senator go to:
http://www.senate.gov/general/contact_information/senators_cfm.cfm
Because of the negativity given the genealogical community at the hearing the genealogical community, through the Records Preservation and Access Committee (RPAC) [a joint committee whose voting members are the Federation of Genealogical Societies, IAJGS and the National Genealogy Society with participating members: APG, BCG, ASG, Ancestry.com and ProQuest.] is responding with a campaign to 
"Stop Identity Theft NOW".  

You are encouraged to go to the website and sign the "White House "We the People Petition" now posted at http://wh.gov/khE .

Please see http://fgs.org/rpac  for the SSDI Call to Action Kit and for future information on what the genealogical community is doing.
For more information on the four bills currently before Congress addressing access to the Social Security Death Index scroll down to

United States- SSDI.

In 2009, the Boards of Directors of both the Federation of Genealogical Societies (FGS) and the National Genealogy Society (NGS) voted to make the IAJGS a managing member of the Records Preservation and Access Committee (RPAC). Since 2004, IAJGS had been serving on this committee as a non-board member. Jan Meisels Allen, IAJGS Vice President, and chairperson of the IAJGS Public Records Access Monitoring Committee (PRAMC), has been and continues to serve as the IAJGS representative. The IAJGS PRAMC continues to operate independently, but cooperatively with the RPAC.
Other genealogical organizations also serve with this committee such as the Association of Professional Genealogists (APG), Ancestry.com, the Board for Certification of Genealogists (BCG), FamilySearch and ProQuest. The purpose of the RPAC is:
To advise the genealogical community on ensuring proper access to historical records of genealogical value in whatever media they are recorded, on means to affect legislation, and on supporting strong records preservation policies and practices.  By working together with a unified voice, the genealogical community is stronger in advocating open access to records of genealogical interest. 
A white paper on records access entitled, Open Access to Public Records: a Genealogical Perspective has been developed by and approved by the Records Preservation and Access (RPAC) Committee, a joint committee of the Federation of Genealogical Societies (FGS) and the National Genealogical Society (NGS).  The IAJGS board of directors endorsed the paper.  The purpose of the paper is to educate the legislator and regulator as to the need to have access to records of genealogical interest while adequately protecting the public. It also recommends some “best language” legislation taken from state statutes for those seeking to enhance and strengthen existing legislation. The white paper may be accessed through and downloaded from the IAJGS website home page under "Public Records Access."

Another document drafted by the NGS, a brochure entitled, The Case For Open Public Records" is to educate legislators on the need for records access and inform them that identity theft is NOT caused by individuals obtaining genealogical copies of vital records. Each of the other aforementioned genealogical organizations, including the IAJGS have reviewed and approved the document. The document is available for review and downloading from the IAJGS website, under Public Records Access—brochure. ________________________________________________________

The IAJGS-PRAMC is working to monitor and respond to legislation that would adversely affect a genealogist's access to vital records and census.  
Due to some instances where people took the Social Security Numbers of deceased children and used them illegally on their income tax forms declaring a tax deduction for a deceased child—not theirs, US Congress has taken this very seriously-for both identity theft and tax fraud. Bills have been introduced that would eliminate or curtail access to the Social Security Death Index (SSDI) that genealogists have been relying on for many years. See below under United States.
The 2011 legislative session closed for some states and following are those legislative and regulatory items that PRAMC monitored or has taken action. This list is updated as we learn of items that warrant our attention. Some legislatures carry over legislation introduced in 2011 to the 2012 session, while others legislatures started a new term in January 2012. Therefore, for those legislative bodies, which start new terms, any pending legislation would have “died” and new legislation may be introduced.
  ______________________________________________________________

Social Security Death Index (SSDI) 
As of November 1, 2011, the Social Security Administration stated the Death Master File (DMF), whose commercial name is the Social Security Death Index (SSDI) will no longer include “protected” state records.1 “Protected” is defined as death records that are held by states with legal waiting periods for public access. The historical public DMF contains 89 million records. SSA will remove approximately 4.2 million records from this file and add about 1 million fewer records annually.

The Death Master File is a computer database file made available by the United States Social Security Administration since 1980.2 Social Security began in 1936 therefore; deaths prior to 1936 will not be part of the file. The death master file (DMF) is developed by the National Technical Information Service (NTIS) (http://tinyurl.com/yb6e49e) which was notified by the Social Security Administration (SSA) of an important change in the Death Master File data. NTIS, a cost-recovery government agency, disseminates the DMF data on behalf of SSA. As stated on their website, use of the SSDI actually "prevents" identity theft.
Subsequent to this notice, Congressman Sam Johnson (R-TX) House Ways and Means Committee Subcommittee Chairperson on Social Security announced that he would hold hearings in early 2012 after learning of the misuse of deceased children's Social Security numbers [See above under Genealogists Under Attack about February 2, 2012 hearing]. In late November, Congressman Johnson introduced HR 3475, Keeping IDs Safe Act of 2011 [http://tinyurl.com/6uwu4aw]. If enacted, the bill would effectively end public access to the death file, which now can be searched at no charge or for a small fee on some genealogy sites and other online sites. Due to the SSDI, public access of Social Security numbers on the Internet, members of the Social Security Subcommittee are very interested in the effect identity theft has on the tax code with people not being able to access any tax refunds, etc. Of course,  the prime interest is the precipitating issue of child identity theft whereby a deceased child's Social Security number was improperly used to declare that child as a tax deduction.

As a number of genealogy websites and other websites have legally purchased the SSDI and posted the Social Security numbers on their sites, Senator Sherrod Brown (D-OH) circulated a “Dear Colleague” letter requesting other Senators to join him in writing letters to genealogy websites urging them to remove and no longer post the Social Security numbers of deceased individuals. Senator Brown also had a constituent whose deceased child’s Social Security number was fraudulently used by someone to declare the deceased child as a dependent on their federal tax return. The "Dear Colleague” letter was sent to genealogy websites by Senators Nelson (D-FL), Brown (D-OH), Durbin (D-IL) and Stabenow (D-MI). Senator Bill Nelson (D-FL) introduced S 1534, the Identity Theft and Tax Fraud Prevention Act   (http://tinyurl.com/75de8o9). This bill has been referred to the Senate Finance Committee on which Senator Nelson serves. In addition to addressing tax fraud and establishing penalties, SB 1534, Section 9 (page 6) restricts access to the Death Master File. For the calendar year of the person's death and the calendar year following, disclosure of information on a deceased person listed in the DMF is prohibited, unless the requestor of information is certified. Certification would be done through the Secretary of Commerce and only to those who have a legitimate fraud prevention interest. The Social Security Administration would not be compelled to disclose any person in the DMF that is not certified.

Companion legislation in the House of Representatives are 1. HR 3482 by Rep Kathy Castor (D-FL) http://tinyurl.com/83p4b4p . This bill has been referred to the House Ways and Means Committee and the Finance Committee and; 2. HR 3215 by Rep Kathy Castor (D-FL) and Richard Nugent (R-FL) http://tinyurl.com/7fgsd5s This bill was referred to House Ways and Means Committee.
Hearings have not been scheduled on any of the above bills as of the writing of this legislative update.

The reading of this bill as currently written would prevent  genealogy websites from obtaining and posting the SSDI during the time frame when certification is required (the calendar year the death of the person occurred and the following calendar year).

Because of the sensitive nature of the information contained in the SSDI, and the ongoing discourse if it is contributing to people accessing it for the purposes of identity theft, Rootsweb has recently posted the following notice (http://tinyurl.com/76j9k6d):

"Due to sensitivities around the information in this database, the Social Security Death Index collection is not available on our free Rootsweb service but is accessible to search on http://Ancestry.com. Visit the Social Security Death Index page to be directly connected to this collection". 
Ancestry.com, GenealogyBank.com, Fold3.com and other genealogy websites took the action to suppress Social Security numbers on their files within ten years following a person’s death. They took this position as a simple way to balance the needs of the genealogical community with the legitimate sensitivities around privacy and identity theft. It is not known if this will stop the Congressional action, of which some of the proposed legislation above is to eliminate all of the SSDI from the Internet and easy access.
1 http://www.ntis.gov/pdf/import-change-dmf.pdf
2 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Death_Master_File. The file contains information about persons whose Social Security numbers and whose deaths were reported to the Social Security Administration since 1962 to the present; or persons who died before 1962, but whose Social Security accounts were still active in 1962.


2011 AB 2053 Chapter 402 of the laws of 2011
This new law,  among other things, raises by $2.00 the cost of birth and  death records.  This increase will take place at the California Department of Heath (CADH) and at the county level. The fees at various county clerk and recorder's offices vary and do not necessarily have the same fee  structure as the CADH. The new law also provides for two additional  $2.00 increases to take place January 1, 2013 and January 1, 2014.
To read the law go to: http://tinyurl.com/7pblbys
Original url
 http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/11-12/bill/asm/ab_1051-1100/ab_1053_bill_20111002_chaptered.pdf
Background:

The increase in fees is increasing the statutory "base" fee that had not been increased in a number of years.  The increase of $9.00  above the  $3 and $7 dollars respectively was to reflect the cost of providing the certified record. What is reflected on the California  Department of Health website:

http://www.cdph.ca.gov/certlic/birthdeathmar/Pages/Fees.aspx
includes any add-ons that other legislation may have added-- for example: interest groups were able to have a $2.00 fee increase for the Umbilical Cord Blood Collection Program Fund on all birth records, a $3.00 County Children's Trust Fund deposit  and in 2010 a $2.00 per birth certificate fee was added for stem cell research -- all  previous legislation by various interest groups were successful in having the legislature and governor(s) enact.  Therefore, the base fee of $12 and $18 reflects *only* the cost of providing the certificate. Other, existing fees, either state mandated as mentioned above or county initiated will result in birth and death records having a greater charge than the $12 or $18. Each county recorder has an accounting 'fee schedule' that shows a breakdown of fees and where they go.  A percentage of 'base' and various fees go to the State of California, as a
revenue source.

2012 Kentucky SB 54 was introduced January 3, 2012 by Senator Dennis Parrett (D). The bill was reported favorably in the Health and Welfare Committee and the Rules Committee and on March 22 was sent to Appropriations and Revenue Committee. The bill was amended  early in March clarifying that the state registrar does not approve uniform formatting for marriage certificates; requiring the cabinet to promulgate administrative regulations no later than April 30, 2013, including regulations establishing how identity and relationship must be proven; clarifying who may receive a copy of a vital record of a living person or deceased person. If enacted the bill would restrict access to marriage and divorce records if the marriage or divorce occurred within the past 70 years. Currently, there are no restrictions on access to marriage and divorce records.  SB 54 also limits who may access vital records to those who are named: the spouse, child or parent of person named, any person authorized by person named in vital record, an elected official on behalf of a constituent who is named in vital records, and legal authority over person named in vital record.
To see the bill go to: http://www.lrc.ky.gov/record/12RS/SB54.htm and click on SB 54 amendments in the center of the page.  


2012 LD 1627

Last year Maine enacted Public Law 58  (see below) addressing who can access birth, marriage and death records and allows genealogists  to obtain a researcher card --for a fee --so they do not have to wait to 75-50-50 years to obtain the records.  Marriage applications were not included in this bill.  The Maine Department of Health and Human Services had a bill introduced this year that addressed marriage applications LD 1627 was signed into law on March 16, 2012 and is Chapter 511 of the Laws of 2012, and becomes effective 90 days after the legislature adjourns. 
A copy of the law may be read at: http://tinyurl.com/72fkm26
Original url:
http://www.mainelegislature.org/legis/bills/bills_125th/chappdfs/PUBLIC511.pdf

History

A hearing held on January 26, 2012,  by the Joint Standing Committee on Health and Human Services, resulted in the committee members agreeing to add the genealogists’ researcher card being amended to the bill. IAJGS submitted a statement for the record and provided proposed amendatory language for the above-referenced hearing. The IAJGS statement may be accessed: click here.  
2011:   PL 58 LD 258/HP0211 
This bill was introduced and passed on behalf of Maine genealogists 
http://www.mainelegislature.org/legis/bills/bills_125th/chappdfs/PUBLIC58.pdf . It was signed into law on May 4, 2011. The purpose was to amend the restrictive access provisions in PL 601 enacted in 2010 (see below). It became effective September 28, 2011.
Maine Governor Paul LePage issued a moratorium on all regulations early in 2011 shortly after he was elected. As of this legislative update, no regulations have yet been proposed.
For the state and local clerks to be able to responsibly address how to
reply to requests for records, the state regulatory department issued a
procedural document  click here  and matrix  click here of how accessing records will be followed.
Under this law, genealogists may obtain non-certified vital records and not wait the required 75 years from date of birth, 50 years from the date of marriage, registration of domestic partnerships or fetal deaths, or 25 years from the date of death if they obtain an ODRVS researcher card. This card currently costs $50 and is good for one year. This charge is in addition to any charge for a vital record. To obtain the form for the researcher card go to   http://tinyurl.com/7qyk5ol  and scroll down to genealogical research application. The form was not updated to reflect the provisions of the new law and still mentions a 100-year waiting period. The state regulators may be waiting until they can promulgate regulations.

The application form states: 
“In order to receive a Maine CDC issued researcher card, an applicant must be a member of an established genealogical society, provide proof of membership, provide positive proof of identity, and submit the required fee ($50) along with this application." 

According to the Maine Rule Making Coordinator, if a society does not provide a membership card, they will accept a letter on genealogy society letterhead if the society is on their list of genealogy societies. IAJGS has supplied our current list of genealogy societies to them. They are currently creating a policy on how and who will be added to the current listing of genealogical societies.
An article written by Helen Shaw, a Maine genealogist who was very active in getting the 2011 law enacted wrote a summary of the new law, which may be read by clicking  here .
History:
 A hearing before the Maine Joint Standing Health and Human Services Committee was held on March 2nd. IAJGS submitted a statement for consideration at the March 2nd hearing: click here .


Following the hearing, a group of stakeholders, representing genealogists, town clerks, state regulators and others met and worked on suggested compromise language, which they proposed, to the Committee members in a working group meeting. The legislators only accepted some of the proposed compromise language, made further changes to the originally drafted bill, and passed an amended version of the bill.  
A summary of  PL 58 does the following: 

· requires state and local records clerks to permit inspection of records, and issuing of certified or non-certified copies of vital records;

· adds to the existing list of those who may obtain records at any time, descendant, parent, guardian, grandparent, sibling, stepparent, stepchild, aunt, uncle, niece, nephew, mother-in-law, father-in-law, and personal  representative.
· reduces the time periods that were established last year for accessing birth, marriage and death records for those who do not fit into the bullet  above.  Birth records: reduces from 100 years to 75 years from date of birth; Fetal Death: reduces from 100 years to 50 years from date for fetal death; Death records: reduces from 100 years to 25 years from date of death; and Marriage Records: reduces from 100 years to 50 years from the date of marriage. Any person may obtain a non-certified copy of these records.
· Certificates and records of birth, marriage and death created prior to 1892 are open to the public without restriction.
The legislation did not waive the requirement for genealogists to obtain an annual identification researcher card for $50. However, there was an agreement between the state staff and Maine genealogists, not to be codified in the legislation, that the charge for such card would be reduced and the time period lengthened. This is to be addressed by the rule making process at a later date.

2010
HP 1271/LD 1781 passed and was signed into law as PL 601 and became effective July 1, 2010. It added a provision permitting anyone to obtain a birth, marriage, divorce or death record following 100 years from the event. It also added a provision on genealogical research, which permits those with researcher cards to obtain non-certified copies of vital records. Rules for this section are to be promulgated by the Department of  Health Services. 
                                                  


2011 HB 603
The bill H-603 would change Massachusetts from an open records state which it has been since 1641—severely limiting access to those who would be able to access birth records. Legislators introduced this bill for their mistaken determination that identity theft is caused by access to vital records.   A hearing was held on October 20, 2011. No further action is listed on the Commonwealth of  Massachusetts Legislature’s website.                   

 To view bill see: http://www.malegislature.gov/Bills/187/House/H00603
 A similar bill, S- 840 introduced in 2010 did not pass.

2012: A 461 Introduced in January 2012 and referred to the Assembly Homeland Security and State Preparedness Committee is essentially same as 2010-2011 AB 216.  To read the bill go to: http://www.njleg.state.nj.us/2012/Bills/A0500/461_I1.PDF . The bill does not make an exception for genealogists. The exception for not waiting the prescribed time limit until the records are available to the public is only for members of the press. The proposed waiting periods are: births that are 100 or more years old, marriages, civil unions, and domestic partnerships that are 50 or more years old, and deaths and fetal deaths that are 40 or more years old. The records would be transferred by the State Registrar to the State Archives or by local vital records registrars to local government archives designated as depositories by the State Records Committee, after a period mutually determined by both the transferring and receiving agencies, in accordance with statute and regulation.
Any one who uses, shares or sells the information from current vital records  that is not authorized, other than for genealogical, biographical or statistical purposes  would be guilty of a crime of the fourth degree [punishable up to 18 months in prison and a fine of up to $10,000] and would thereafter be prohibited from making application to obtain any information  in the future.
If enacted and signed into law, it would become effective immediately. There is a different primary sponsor for AB 461 than in previous years, however, two of the co-sponsors for AB 461 are the same as A216 

(2010-2011).

2011:A 216

Since 2006, a bill has been introduced limiting access to vital records. While the current bill, A-216, has been substantially modified since the original bill in 2006, A-216 is essentially the same as the one introduced from the 2008-2009 session (A-326).  The authors of A-216 are the same as in the previous session versions. No action was taken during the 2010-2011 legislative session, therefore, this bill is “dead’ for this session. The history and bill may be viewed at: 
http://www.njleg.state.nj.us/bills/BillView.asp?BillNumber=A216 

History:
As a result of the genealogical community input, amendments were made during the 2008-2009 session. A 326 (see below) and A 216 are essentially the same bill, providing that anyone can have access to vital records after 100 years have elapsed in the case of birth records, 50 years in the case of marriage records and 40 years in the case of death records. Access to vital records during those time periods is restricted.  Also, the criminal penalties in the bill for a person transferring, sharing etc. vital records do not apply when the records are used for genealogical purposes during those time periods and do not apply at all once the time periods have elapsed.
 


At the behest of Mayor Michael R. Bloomberg, the New York City Council has proposed legislation that would eliminate the autonomy of New York City's Department of Records and Information Services (DORIS), the 
agency that is responsible for the records and archival documents produced by past and present City governments. The proposed legislation (Int. 486-2011—see below under November 2010 for the link to the bill ) would place the currently independent agency within the Department of 
Citywide Administrative Services (DCAS).

If passed, this legislation would significantly downgrade the authority of
DORIS within City government and potentially put at risk its ability to
preserve, protect, and make accessible the intellectual legacy of one of the world's greatest cities. A full position statement on the proposed
legislation is available on the Archivists Round Table of Metropolitan New
York's website at http://www.nycarchivists.org.

Please add your name to the sign-on letter to oppose the proposed
legislation, and advocate for the preservation of DORIS as an autonomous records agency, with the financial support and professional respect it deserves. The sign-on letter is located at
http://www.nycarchivists.org/doris_petition. Every signature matters. Help
New York City, as an international cultural and financial leader, and the
place with the greatest variety and highest density of archives in the
world, set the standard for how a democratic government preserves and makes accessible its documentary heritage.
November 2010, New York City Mayor Michael Blumberg proposed merging the New York City Department of Records and Information Services (including the NYC Municipal Archives) into the New York City Department of Citywide Administrative Services. Legislation is required to accomplish the merger. A hearing by the New York City Council, Committee on Governmental Operations on  File Number  Int 0486-2011 was held on April 27, 2011 at 1:00 p.m. in the 14th Floor Committee Room, 250 Broadway, New York, NY. As of the date of this report, no final action by the Committee has been taken. 

To read the bill click here:
The bill would amend the City Charter and the Administrative Code of NYC in relation to the transfer of functions from the Department of Records and Information Services to the Department of Citywide Administrative Services. The bill would also repeal section 72 of the Charter of the Department of Records and Information Services. For more information on the bill and to follow its progress go to: http://tinyurl.com/4orgbfb. 
original url:
http://legistar.council.nyc.gov/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=846429&GUID=1690D76B-6EB7-4D67-9D5E-B0834F1B9D4A&Options=ID|Text|&Search=department+of+records

2011  SB 361 was signed into law by Governor Corbett on December 15 becoming Act 110 of the Laws of 2011. The law became effective February 13, 2012. This law makes open records of death certificates more than 50 years old and birth certificates more than 105 years. Following the 50/105 years, the vital records will be maintained by the PA State Archives.   
The Dept of Health created a web site:   http://www.portal.state.pa.us/  Each year from 1906 thru 1961 is a separate "clickable year." The click returns a choice of several large pdf files for each year, and from that is either a conventional alphabetic listing with surname, first name, death place, date, and cert number, or a soundex listing with first name, surname, death place, date, and cert number.  The Department of Health offers an order system for a copy at $3 with a 16-18 week delivery time.
History
The bill was introduced on behalf of, and supported by, the Pennsylvania Historical Records Access (PaHR-Access) group,www.pahr-access.org which had tried in past years to get PA birth and death records more accessible.  To read the bill  go to:  http://tinyurl.com/7gvv7cw
Original url is:

http://www.legis.state.pa.us/CFDOCS/Legis/PN/Public/btCheck.cfm?txtType=PDF&sessYr=2011&sessInd=0&billBody=S&billTyp=B&billNbr=0361&pn=1598
IAJGS wrote letters of support to the Senate Committee, Senatorial leaders , House Committee and Governor Corbett. To read the letter to Governor Corbett   click here .

SB 660 Senate Substitute Update

On February 23, 2012, the Virginia House Health Welfare and Institutions Committee reported out SB 660 (see below for a brief description of the bill) by an 18-1 vote. There was one dissenting vote, for the stated concern over public release of death records after 25 years was too soon due to potential family concerns over disclosure of causes of death. The House Committee decided that since the amendments reflected in SB 309 and SB 310 were included within SB 660 that SB 309 and SB 310 were no longer necessary, and those two bills were tabled. A minor technical amendment was made to SB 660 to reflect that the new 25-year “closed” period covers not only death, marriage and divorce records, but also annulment records. Virginia Department of Health again stated that Governor MacDonnell’s administration supports the bill.

This technical amendment (adding the reference to annulment records) means that the bill will have to be sent back to the Senate for approval (or conceivably to a House/ Senate conference committee if the chambers are running out of time before the General Assembly’s scheduled March 10 adjournment). If all goes well, SB 660, as amended, should pass the full House early next week (the single dissenting vote on the Committee means that the bill will not be included in an uncontested block) ; the House will then send the bill back as amended to the Senate, which will presumably vote to accept the technical amendment late next week.  
History
On February 9, 2012 the Virginia Senate Committee on Education and Health unanimously passed a substitute bill, The bill passed both Chambers, was signed into law by Governor on March 22, and is now Chapter 356 of the Laws of 2012. It becomes effective on July 1, 2012.  To read the law go to: 
http://lis.virginia.gov/cgi-bin/legp604.exe?121+ful+CHAP0356
The author is Senator Blevins.
The law requires birth records after 100 years have elapsed from the date of birth and records of death, marriage, or divorce after 25 years have elapsed from the date of death, marriage, or divorce, to become public information. Such records in the custody of the State Registrar, that are not otherwise precluded from release by statue, court order, or law enforcement request, would be turned over to the Library of Virginia for safekeeping and public access. The law also grants authority to the State Registrar to seek to enter into a long-term contract with a private company experienced in maintaining genealogical research databases to create, maintain, and update such an online index at no direct cost to the Commonwealth, in exchange for allowing the private company to also provide the index to its subscribers and customers. The bill also provides for the redaction of social security numbers from the original records appearing on a digital image that might appear on the private company’s website provided to the public.
2012 HB 272, SB 309, SB 310

In January 2012, other bills addressing access to vital records were introduced, including HB 272, which passed both, chambers of the Commonwealth of Virginia Legislature on February 15, 2012 and was signed into law on February on February 29 as Chapter 16 of the Laws of 2012. http://lis.virginia.gov/cgi-bin/legp604.exe?121+ful+CHAP0016
The author is Representative Peace.  This law reduced the waiting period for death, marriage, divorce or annulment records to 25 years from the date of the event—the same as SB 660/Chapter 356 (see above).
Also introduced in January 2012 were SB 309 and SB 310 

both introduced Senator Blevins, which would reduce the waiting time for marriages and divorces and deaths and fetal deaths respectively to 25 years.  Upon passage of SB 660 (see above), these two bills were tabled as the same provisions were included in SB 660.
History

2011 SB 865 The Virginia legislature considered changes to Virginia's laws on access to vital records, which could either expand - or severely limit - research access to birth, marriage, and death records. Virginia Senator Harry Blevins introduced SB 865 (http://tinyurl.com/3pskxwf)  in the 2011 Virginia General Assembly to improve access to records, which was referred to the Virginia Joint Commission on Health Care (JCHC) for study. The JCHC met on November 22 and approved its list of legislation for 2012 including SB 865. The Commission voted to reduce the “closed” period for marriage and death records from the current 50 years to 25 years, but rejected proposals to immediately open Virginia Department of Health (VDH) marriage and death records, and reduce the 100-year “closed” period for birth records. To read a report of the JCHC prepared by Peter Broadbent, past president of the Virginia Genealogical Society, click here .

The genealogical community responded to an initial JCHC staff study. Over 400 genealogists submitted letters or statements expressing concerns over the report. Indeed, staff testimony made it clear that they supported closing all records (including the open county and city marriage and death records) and lengthening the closed VDH period to 125 years for births and 75 years for marriages and deaths. To read the entire JCHC report click here.

Currently, birth records held by the Virginia Department of Health  (VDH) 
are closed for 100 years, with marriage and death records closed for 50 
years. After these time periods, the records are supposed to be turned over to the Library of Virginia (LVA), though VDH has tried to delay this. The copies of marriage and death records at the Virginia county or city level are not closed, but are public records. VDH has limited access to its 
statewide "closed" records to "immediate family members," excluding 
grandchildren.

2011: WA HB 1241
This bill would permit anyone to access death certificates after 50 years from date of death on the certificate.  Access to death certificates would be limited before 50 years to specified individuals.  Genealogists are not  included in those who have access before the 50 years. The bill was not heard by the cut-off date for bills to receive their initial hearing. In the first special session, April 26, 2011 by resolution, the bill was reintroduced and retained in present status. The first special session adjourned on May 25, 2011 without further action on this bill. The second special session by resolution on November 28, 2011 was reintroduced and retained in present status. The 2011 Second Special Session adjourned Sine Die on December 14, 2011. The 2012 Regular Session is scheduled to begin January 9, 2012. PRAMC continues to monitor. The legislative session runs 2011-2012. Go to: http://tinyurl.com/7sznly6
Original url: 

http://apps.leg.wa.gov/documents/billdocs/2011-12/Pdf/Bills/House%20Bills/1241.pdf

While a model letter format is given here for guidance, it is always best to put your own thoughts in the letter so that each letter is individualized.

If you are writing on behalf of your JGS, also include the name and number of members for whom you are writing.

Put your name, address, phone number and e-mail for response here

Write the bill regulation number: AB XXX or SB XXX
For federal legislation, you may also want to write to your US Senator and Congressperson. 
Include in the first paragraph that you are a constituent of the Congressperson/Senator/Assemblyperson you are writing, such as I reside/work in city, state and you are my Congressperson/Senator/Assemblyperson). If you are a genealogy society, list the name and numbers of people involved in your society.

To find the name and address of your US Congressperson/Senator by going to:

http://www.house.gov/   US House of Representatives website there you can click on upper central where is says to place your zip code plus 4 and click. Your Congressperson's name appears and click on the link and it takes you to their home page where you click on "contact us" it gives you their address and phone numbers.

http://www.senate.gov/  US Senate website.  You can follow the same procedure as above except the box to find your Senator is on the upper right side.

Your name, address, telephone number and e-mail address at the top of the letter 








Date: 

Name of Congressperson/Senator XXXXXXX

XXXXXX

Washington, D.C. (get the zip code when getting the address and names from the above sites for Congress.)




Re: 
Dear Representative/Senator XXX,







Sincerely,

                                                                       Your name

Place you return address, phone number and e-mail here if it is not on the top of the letter.

Pennsylvania





California





New Jersey





Virginia





MODEL LETTERS AND DIRECTIONS ON PENDING LEGISLATION EFFECTING ACCESS TO VITAL RECORDS








Genealogical Community Working Together To Protect Access To Records





Maine





United States





New York





Washington State





Massachusetts





Kentucky





Genealogical Community Under Attack:


Potential Loss of Access to Social Security Death Index (SSDI) and More





If you are interested in New York City Vital Records from the NYC Archives, please read  below and then go to � HYPERLINK "http://www.nycarchivists.org/doris_petition" �http://www.nycarchivists.org/doris_petition�  and digitally "sign" the petition. 
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