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Date of Meeting: October 23-2k, 1559

Date of Memo: October 15, 1959

Memorandum No. 9
Subject: Second Conbract with Hill, Farrer & Burrill

Mr. Nibley of Hill, Farrer & Burrill reports that the firm is
now ready to enter into the second of its contemplated contracts with
the Law Revision Commission, in the smount of $5500, for a study of
various aspects of condemnstion law and procedure.

The Commission should authorize the Chairman to enter into this

contract on behalf of the Commission.
Respectfully submitted,

John H. DeMoully
Executive Secretary
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Law Offices
HILIL, FARRER & BUHRILL
411 West Fifth Street
Los Angeles 13, California

October 13, 1959

REGISTERED MAIL - RETURN RECEIPT RBQUESTED

Professor John DeMoully

Executive Secretary

Californis Law Revision Commission
School of Law

Stanford, California

Dear Professor DeMoully:
We are enclosing the 119 stencils comprising our study on Evidentiary
Problems in Eminent Domain Cases. When you run the stencils we would
appreciste your meking an gdditional 15 copies for our files.
We will have for you shortly an addendum to our Moving Cost study.
We plan next to prepare an outline for an overall eminent domain statute.
We expect this to give us a better framework within which to present
the individusl studies and to aid in avoiding contradictions and conflicts.
If this does not meet with the spproval of the Cammission, will you
kindly let us know.
Until the oversll picture is considered, we request that you consider
our recommendations as to the Evidence and Moving Cost statutes to be
tentative only. We will undoubtedly find some changes desirable in
light of ouwr further studies.

Sincerely,

/s/ Robert Nibley

ROBERT NIBLEY

of

HILL, FARRER & BURRILL
RN/oih

Enclosures/ Stencils




