12/18/56

Memorandum Relating to Distribution

Of Recoumendaticns and Studies

As you know, our printing program is now well under way. The
Recommendation and Study relating tc the Maximum Period of Confinement in a
County Jail has been delivered and is ready for distribution, and the cther
17 study pemphlets to be completed for the 1957 Seseicn should be ready for
distribution at one-and-two-week intervals during the next two months. The State
Printer will retain 500 of the 2,000 coples of each pamphlet printed for ineclusion
in bound volumes and the remaining 1,500 copies will be delivered to our Stenford
offices. It is, therefore, now necessary to decide how meny of these 1,500 eopies
we want to distribute to interested persons, who these perscns should be, and

the manner in which the distribution should be handled.
Background
During the past two years we have been proceeding on a more or less

ad hoc basis in distributing copies of our annual reports., We have, however,

accumilated a malling list of about 320 names composed of the following general

groups:
Members of the Legislature 120
Supreme Court Juetices snd Jufiicisl Council 8
Heads of State Depariments and Agencies 35

Stete Bar (Board of (overnors, Committee to Act
in Liaiscn with Law Revision Commigsion, and
Secretary) 17
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Distriet Courts of Appeasl, Presiding Judges

Deans of California Law Schools 8
law professors k5
Law Reviews : 1
California Law School Libraries 8
California County Law Libraries 2
Miscellaneous Califcornis Libraries 3
Non-California Law School Libraries 25
Miscellaneous non-Celifornia Libraries 6

Miscellaneous ) 31
Total 316

-~
Copies of our reports have alsc been sent or given to a large number
of people who have not yet been put on the list to receive copies in the future;
i.e., research consultents, originators of suggestions, selected students and
attorneys, etc. We estimate that we have distributed epproximately 500 of
the 2,000 copies of eeach report printed. |
One method of handling the pemphlets containing our recommendaticns
and studies would be to send them to the 320 people on owr present mailing list
and keep the remaining 1,200 in reserve for lster requests and distribution to
perscns we think might be interested in particular studies. It seems likely that
if this procedure were followed we would end up with an inventory of approxi-
mately 800-1,000 copies of each pamphlet. Presumably, however, the pamphlets
C are being printed to be distrituted rather than stored, save for a
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reserve of 200-400 to meet future requests for them. Moreover, an inventory of

800-1,000 copies of each pamphlet would eventually present a seriocus storage

problem,

On the other hasnd, the cost of distribution even to our present

mailing list will be substantial and the additional cost involved in expanding

the 1list is a factor to consider,

Persons Who Might Be Added to
Distribution List

Our distribution 1list could be expanded in a number of ways. The

following poseible additions bave occurred to us; others will doubtless occur

to members of the Commlasion:

1.

2.

Members of BExecutive Committee of Conference of Stete Bar
delegates (11).

Members of State Bar Committee on Administration of Justice
and ite advisors (18).

Additions). Justices on District Courts of Appeal (14). (The seven
Presiding Justices are on present list). :

Judges U.S. Court of Appesls, Ninth Circuit (10).
Judges U. S. Disfrict Courts in California (18).
Californis Superior Court Judges (235).
Californisa Municipal Court Judges (i49).
California Justice Court Judges {335).

Additional Celifornis Law School Deans (3). (We have 8 on
present list).

Additional Californis Law School Libraries (3). {We have 8 onm
present list).
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13 L]
14,

15.

16.
7.
18.

15,

22,

Additional Celifornia law school professors (150). We have 9 on
present list)

Note: An alternative to this might be to send 3 copies
of each pamphlet to each law school dean requesting
him to give extra coples to professors moet interested
in subject.
Additionsl California law reviews (k). (We have one on present 1list)
411 Celifornia legal newspapers (1h).
Presidents of all local bar associations in California (88).

Additiorel county law libraries (31, including five branches of
L.A. County law library). (We have 2 on present list)

All district attorneys (58).
A1l county counsels (15).

Additional non-Celifornis law school libraries (75). (We have
25 on present list)

Miscellaneous non-California pu'blic law libraries (94). (We have
8ix on present list)

Al) present and pest research consultents (21). (This would, of
course, be an expanding list)

A1l persons who have sent us suggestions for study {150) {This,
too, would be an expanding list)

Selected list of leading California lew firms likely to have

substantial private libraries {100). (There are 18 private law
libraries in California having 5,000 volumes or more)

-l
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Methods of Expanding Distribution
List

If it is decided that our present mailing list should be expanded to
include some or 211 of the categories listed above, we could do so by any of
three methods:

Piret method: We could simply add to the list the names of various groups

of people and begin regular distribution to them, without asking them whether
they are interested in receiving coples of the pamphlets. (A form letter labelled
"A", attached, is suggested for enclosure with the first reccmmendation and
study sent to persons added to the list in this marner or presently on the list.)

Second method: We could eend ¢ people in some or all of the groups

congidered for inclusion a copy of the firet recormendation end study together
with 8 self-addressed return posteard offering toc plece their nemes on a
permanent mailing list to receive all studles 1f they so request. (See the
attached form letier lebelled "B",)

Third methed: We could send, with or without a copy of the first

pemphlet, a list of the subjecis covered by the comnission-'s 18 recommendations
and gtudies and a return posteard and offer to send any which are requested
(sending e similar list each year). {See the attached form letter labelled "C".)*
It would seem best to use a combination of these methods, The first
method might be used in the case of judgee of the California District Courts of

Appesal and possibly of the superior courts, the deans of California law schools

# The second and third methods might be combined by giving a person an opportunity
either to have all pamphlets sent to him or to designate which ones he wishes
sent., (See the attached form letter labelled "D".)

==
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not on our present mailing list, California county lew libraries and lew school
libraries not on our list, members of the Executive Committee of the Conference
of State Bar Delegates, California legal newspapers, and California law reviews.
The second method might be used for federal, superior, municipal and justice
court judges, presidents of local bar associations, various 1ibra:|:-1_es not govered
above, and selected law firme. The third method might be used for law professors,
district attorneys, coumty counsels, research consultants, suggestion originators,
and others who would probably be interested in only & selected group of our

studies.

Cost of Distribution

It seems clear thet as we move to distributicn of a substantial
number of items to a substantial number of people each yeer, {even if only to
our present list of 320), it will be necessary to use an addressograph. This
service is available st Stanford. The cost is $.06 for each addressograph
plate and $5.00 per thousend to run the plates through the machine.

We estimate that the cost of malling separately each of the 18

pamphlets and the commission's 1957 report to one person would be as follows:

Addressograph plate $ .06
19 envelgpes @ $ .02 .38
19 addressograph runs @ $.005 .10

Postege, Yth class @ $ .03 plus one
lst class enclosure {covering
letter with first pamphiet ) .60

Total $ 1.1k
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This cost could be considerably reduced by mailing the pamphlets in
pairs or groups, rather than individually. Thus, either of the followling
meiling schedules might be used:

Schedule 1
Mailing group Study Ho. Subject
1 10 Maximum Period of Confinement in County Jail
2 15 Attorneye Fees and Costs
a2 Jury Instructions
3 8 Marital Testimonisl Privilege
1 Suspension of Absolute Power of Alienation
L] 5 Probate Code Section 201.5
9 Penal Code Secticne 1377, 1378
) 3 Dead Man Statute ™~
6 2 Judicial Notice of Foreign Country Lav
L lav Governing Survival of Acticns —
7 6 Code of Civil Procedure Section 660 p
T Retention of Venue -
8 13 Farties to Cross-Actions ~—
1957 Report
9 11 Corporations Code Sections 2201, 3901
16 Planning Frocedure
26 Law Governing Escheat of Personal Property
10 . 32 Uniform Arbitration Act
: 35 Uniform Post-Conviction Procedure Act

Under this schedule the cost of mailing all the pemphleis and the report to

one person would be approximately as follows:

-7~
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Addressograph plate $ .06
10 envelopes @ $ .02 .20
10 addressograph runs @ § .005 .05
Postage, 4¥th class @ $.05 53
{plus cne 1st class letter)
Total $ .84
Schedule 2
Medl oup St No. Subject
1 10 Maximm Period of Confinement in County Jail
15 Attorneys Fees and Cosis
12 Jury Instructions
2 8 Marital Testimonial Privilege
1 Suspension of Absclute Power of Alienation
5 Frobate Code Section 201.5
9 Penal Code Sections 1377, 1378
3 Tgea raprBtactute
3 2 Judicial Notice Forelign Country law
h Lew Governing Survival of Acticns
6 Code of Civil Procedure Section 660 s
7 Retention of Venue
13 Parties to Cross-Actions
1957 Report
L 11 Corporations Code Secticns 2201, 3901
16 Planning Frocedure
26 Law Governing Escheat of Personal Froperty
32 Uniform Arbitration Act
35 Uniform Post-Conviction Procedure Act

The coet per perscn under this schedule would be:

Addressograph plate $ .06

4 envelopes @ $ .02 .08

i addressograph runs @ $ .005 .02
Postage: GOroup 1, including let class

letter 10

Groups 2, 3, 4 @ $.12 .36

Total $.62

-8-
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The cost of distributing verious nunbers of copies

could, therefore, vary as followe:

11/16/56

of ell pamphiets

No. distributed Separate malling Schedule 1 Schedule 2
320 $ 364.80 $ 268.80 $ 198.40
500 570.00 120,00 310.00
T00 798.00 588.00 L3k, 00
800 912,00 672,00 Lo6.00
1,000 1,1%0.00 840.00 620.00

The following table indicates various groups of pecple that are

either on the list or might be added to the list and the costs of distributing

to them:




) () (M
Cost of distributing Cost of adding
to present list to list
No. that
No. on }Separate Schedule | Schedule| might be | Separate | Schedule Schedule
No. in| present [msiling 1 a added to | mailing 1 2
Group group list | $1.1h $ .84 $ .62 list $1.14 $ .84 $ .62
} Leglslatore 120 120 |4236.80 | $100.80 | § Th.4O -- - - -
J. Supreme Court & |
Judicial Councii 8 8 9.12 6.72 4,96 -— - - -
5 Hesds of State
Departments 35 35 39.90 29.40 21.70 - -- - -
{ Board of Governars 15 15 | 17.10 112.60 9.30 - - . .
£ state Bar Lisison Com. 3 3 3.h2 2.54 . 1.86 -- - - -
¢ Exec. Com. Conf. State
Bar Delegates 11 - -- - - 11 $ 12.54 $ o.24 $ 6.82
‘1 CAT and advisors 23 - - - - 23 26.22 10.32 14.26
f local Var associstions 88 -- -- -- - 88 100.32 73.92 5k .56
7 District Courte of '
Appeal 21 T 7.98 5.88 i.3h 11 15.96 11.76 8.68
/¢ U.S. Court of Appeals,
gth Cir. 10 -- -- - - 10 11.b0 8.40 8.68
/! U.S. District Courts 18 -- - - - 18 20,52 15,12 11.16
;2 Calif. Superior Courts 235 e - - - 235 | 267.90 197.L0 145,70

-10-
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Coet of distributing Cost of adding
to present list te 1list
No. that
¥o. on | Separate Schedule | Schedule | might be | Separste Schedule | Schedule
Ho. in |present | mailing 1 2 added to | mailing 1 2
Group lgroup list | $l.1b $ .BL $ 62 list $1.1h4 $ .84 $ .62
Calif. Municipal
Dﬁ Courts 1k9 - - -- —-— 149 $169.86 $.25,16 $ 92.38
/4 calif. Justice Courts | 335 .- -- .- -- 335 381.90 281.40 | 207.70
& Deans of Calif. law |
schools 11 8 9.3;72'7, 3."?{2f J’i.ag , ,‘;; 3;;1-1—5 2.5;’_6 1.8‘5(_5{
. . 3 < ;- { 4 Ii; & - B *
/( cmlif. law professors 150 4}’/‘ ,?9* vt 06 e V< qZﬁ.ae-a -8576#
/9 Calif. law reviews 5 1 1.1k .8k .62 4 4,56 3.36 2.48
/8 Comnty counsels 15 - - -- - 15 17.10 12.60 9.30
(] Distriet attorneys 58 - -~ -- -- 58 66.12 48,72 35.96
' J¢ calif. law school .
libraries 11 8 g.12 6.72 k,96 3 3.k2 2,52 1.86
h L/ County lew libraries 33 2 2.28 1.68 1.2k 31 35.3% 26.04 19.22
- A7 Bon-Calif. law school ;
| libraries 100 25 28.50 21.00 15.50 75 85.50 63.00 46.50
: Misc. non-Calif. public ‘ |
lav libraries 100 6 6.8k 5,04 3.72 gh 107.16 78.96 58.28
;71@1.11’. law firms 100 - - -- - 100 114,00 8k.00 62.00
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Cost of distributing Cost of adding
to present list to list
. No. that
No. on Separate| Schedule | Schedule | might be | Separate Schedule | Schedule
No. in | present | mailing 1 2 added to |mailing 1 2
Group group list 3.1k $ .84 $ .62 iist $1.1h $ .84 $ .62
7% calif. legel |
d newspapers 1k —— -— | -- - 14 $ 15.96 $11.76 |$ B.68
2% Research consultants 21 8 9.12 6.72 4.9 13 1k.82 10.92 | 8.06
Originators of
21 ™ suggestions 150 . - - - 150 171.00 126,00 | 93.00
TOTALS 1,839 254 289.56 | 213.38 157.48 1,585 |1,806.90 | 1,331.k0 | 985.18




Dear Senator Smith:

I enclose herewith a copy of the Recommendation
and Study of the California Law Revision Commission relating
to the Maximm Period of Confinement in a County Jail.

The Law Hsvision Commission was created by the
Legislature in 1953 to examine the common law and statutes
of the State for the purpose of discovering defects and
anachronisms therein and to recommend such changes in the law
as it deems necessary to modify or eliminate ‘antiquated and

inequitable rules of law and to bring the law of this State

into harmony with modern conditions [féyerflent £ode Joctiont
Ao; The Commission m only those topics which

A
the Legislature approves for its study or refers to it for

study, (Goveynmeily Oode Sekbich 1o135),
The enclosed pamphlet contains the recommendation

of the Commission and the study prepared by the Commission's

research consultant, M} Thgmd We fockramofTerp Bedckya-
Pepbey of_the Yese1Bap, on a topic which was approved for
study by the 1955 Session of the Legialéture ,M@&M

@WWMM% A number of other topics

alsc were approved by the 1955 Session for inclusion in the

Commission's first major study program. The Commission is
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now preparing a series of pamphlets containing its recommsnda-

tions and studies on these topics. We will send them to you A 7,
. o

-
) 3

from time to time as they are complatedy s 1 7/t1- ~y .
The legislative members of the Commission Wm 5‘;

#54 Ao iy or o AsséiLytn L2gpk Yo Bladiey 4 will intro-
duce bills at the 1957 Session which, if enacted, would
effectuate the recommendations of the Commission set forth
and explained in the pamphléts.

If you have any questions rezarding the enclosed
recomuendation and study or the other work of the Commission,

I would be happy to respond to them.

Very truly yours,

Themas E. Stanton, -JI',Q
Chairman
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Dear Mr., Jones:

I enclose herewith a copy of the Recommendation
and Study of the California Law Revision Commission relating
to the Maximm Period of Confinement in a County Jail.

The Law Revision Commission was created by the
Legislature in 1953 to examine the common law and statutes

of the State for the nurpose of discovering defects and

anachronisms therein and to recommend such changes in the law
as it deems neecessary to modify or eliminate antiquated and
inequitable rules of law and to bring the law of this State
into harmony with modern conditions (Government Code Section
10330), The Commission may study only those topics which the
Legislature approves for its study or refers to it for study.'
The enclosed pamphlet contains the recommendation
of the Commission and the study prepared by the Commission's
research consultant, Mr. Thomas W, Cochran of Long Beach, a
member of the State Bar, on a topic waich was spproved for
study by the 1955 Session of the Legislature (Resolution
Chapter 207, Statutes of 1955)¢ A number of other topics
also were approved by the 1955 Session for inclusion in the

Commission's first major study programe The Commission is
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now preparing a series of pamphlets containing its recommenda-
tions and studies on these topics. If you would like to
recelve copies of these pamphlets and other materials vpre-
pared in the future by the Commission, we will put your name
on our permanent mailing list upon your request. For this
purpose a posteard addressed to the Commission's Executive

Secretary is enclosed for your conveniences.

Very truly yours,

Thomas Eu Stanton, Jr.
Chairman

()

BEnclosed posteard

Please add my name to your permanent
mailing list to receive copies of all reports,

recommendations and studies,

Name:

Addrassi
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Dear Mr. Jones: f‘z‘iﬂfyz”ti*’
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I enclose herewith a copy of the Recommendation
and Study of the California Law Revision Commission relating
to the Maximum Period of Confinement in a County Jails

The Law Revision Commission was created by the
Legislature in 1953 to examine the common law and statutes
of the State for the purpose of discovering defects and
anachronisms therein and to recommend such changes in the
law as it deems necessary to modify or eliminate antiquated
and inequitable rules of law and to bring the law of this
State into harmony with modern conditions (Govermment Code
Section 10330). The Commission may study only those topics
which the Legislature approves for its study or refers to it
for study (Government Code Section 10335).

The enclosed pamphlet contains the recommendation
of the Commission and the study preparéd by theVCommission's
regearch consultant, Mr, Thomas W. Cochran of Long Baach; a
member of the State Bar, on a topic which was approved for
study by the 1955 Session of the Legislature (Resolution
Chapter 207, Statutes of 1955)s A number of other topics
also were approved by the 1955 Session for inclusion in the
Commission's first major study prograﬁ. The Commission is
now preparing a seriles of pamphléts containing its recommenda-

tions and studies on these topics. The subject matter of the
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pamphlets will be the following:

1. A study of the conflict between Penal Code
Section 19a, vhich limits commitment to a

county jail to one year in misdemeanor cases,
and other provisions of the Penal Code pro-

viding for longer county jail sentences in

2, /Description of studies used in resolutions will

be insertef

J‘) Jf/ misdemeanor cases. (enclosed)

to 18.

If you would like to receive conieg of any of these
pamphlets we will send them to you on request.
addressed to the Commission's Executive Secretary on which

you may indicate the pamphlets you want is enclosed for your

convenlence,

Very truly yours,

Thomas E. Stanton, Jr.

Chairman

Enclosed postecard

A postcard

Plsase send me a cony of sach rscommendation

and study checked balow:

1. Te

2; 8.

3. Qe

. 10.

S 11.

6. 12,
Name ¢

13.
Ll
15,

17,
18,

Address:
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I enclose herewith a copy of the Recomendstion and Study of the  :-7 7
Cplifornis lLaw Revision Camuission relsting to the Maximum Period of Confine-
ment in a County Jall.

The Lew Revision Commission was created by the Legislature in 1953 to
exsmine the common law and statutes of the Stabe for the purpose of discovering
defects and snachronisms therein and to recommend such changes in the law as
it deems necessary %0 modify or eliminate antiquated and inequitable rules

of law and to bring the law of this State into harmony with modern conditions .,

Needcw

L(WWWW@\ The Commission W only those toplics

which the Legislature approves for its study or refers to it for study.

{Rovyrpnens Code Neetian20355).

The enclosed pan@hletﬂéfontaini the recommendation of the Commission

V .
and the study prepared by the Commission’s research consultantww
atl ﬁy[ on u\topie‘fmich WS ANt

approved for study by the 1955 Session of the legislature, {Reschupioh Qarter| J

it b0 LR L 20 ppden & e LFa r.-Tf&u;/'-i

Lﬂi’,@t%mét 19%)4 A ounber of other topic%also vere approved by the 7
1955 Session for inclusion in the Compission's first major study prograu.

The Comnission 1ls now preparing a series of pamphlets containing its

recommendations and studies on these toplcs.

subject qat g\ of amphle will;yﬁe;ouxng;w
T{J &Bmmti;m be\lmGerted]
If you ﬂould like us to dc Bo, we will pub your name on ocur lilmtmaeit
mailing lis Atﬁezmp‘a:::f all these pamphlets end ell cther materials

prepaered by the Cormission, 1) Wk, Gptrda IL you would prefer, however, to
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receive only & selected group of the Commission's recommendetions end studies,
we will send you those which would be of particular interest to you.
Enclosed for your convenience is a postcard addressed to the Commission's
Executive Secretary on which you may indicate whether you would iike to
@ ol
recgive copies of all materials or, if not, which pamphlets on the %;nst
you would be interested in having.
Very truly yours,
THOMAS E. SPANTCH, JR.
Chairman, Celifornia Law
Revieion Commission
Er-m
L~

Enclosed postcard

Please send me the following material:

¢ e
) do ¢k
All reports, recommendations and studles Y

Bach recommendetion and study checked below:

1 T 13
2 8 1k
3 9 15
4 1G 16
5 1l 17
6 % 18
Name:
Address:

N
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