iprdl 12, 1959
DAL 4 - C

7. idchard i. Del Guercio, the legislative representative of the
Los iAngeles County Counsel has roised the following cquestions relating
to i. B, 405 vhich have been raised by the Los ingeles County auditor:

1. The 100 day preséntation period is ruch too short for contract
claims, He refers to the utility bill situwetion and also cases there
the parties are negotinting before a clain 1s filed, such as cases in~
volving ¢harge ZEhange?? orders on certain contracts," (It was Del
Guercio who got Hastings and through him the County Auditors iAssociation
interested in this aspect of the matter.)

2, The 80 doy pericd for action by the Board 1s too short in the
case of contract claims. The County Counsel would prefer that the
present Government Code sections (enacted at the 1958 Latraordinary
Session) be incorporated in the new Bidg,

§ 29714, ith respect to claims based upon contracts,
express or implied, if the soard refuscs or neglects to allow or
reject a cleinm for 90 days after it is filed 17ith the clerk, the
claimzant iaay treat the refusal or neglect s final action and
rejection on the ninetieth day. . . .

§ 29714.1. 'Hith respect to claims based upon any acts or
omissions of the county . . . if the board refuses or neglects to
allowr or reject a clainm for 90 days after it is filed with the
clerk, such refusal or neglect shall constitute final action
and rejection on the ninetieth day. . . .
llote: Tt might be obscrved thet Sections 29714 and 20714.1 are

not necessarily rutually exclusive., Cf.the difficulties we hawve had in

defining ™ort" and other causes of action in connection with our study



of survival of tort acticns.

3. The County Counsel believes thot the recuirement in Section
716 that notice of any action talke: thercunder shall be siven in writing
to the person ho presented the elaim is unnecessary in those czses
where the claim is approved for the total amount claimed and states that

it would impose & substantial clerical burden on the county,
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