10/8/62

Memorandum No.70(1962)

Subject: 1963 Annual Report

Attached is a draft of a proposed 1963 Annual Réport. We would like
to send this to the printer now.

We have prepared the attached draft using pages of the 1962 Annual
Report. We bhave done this so that you can see the changes we éropose to
make, The followlng are éignificant matters you should consider in
comnection with the attached draft:

(1) The letter of transmittal is on our letterhead. We believe
that this is a desirable improvement. In this connection, note thet not
only are the Commission Members listed on the letterhead and at the bottom
pf the letter of transmittal, but also their names are listed on the last
pﬁge of the report. |

{(2) On page 7 (number on upper right hand corner of page), note
theat ﬁé have indicated we have engaged in two principal tasks. We deleted
the item "Consideration of various topics for possible future study by
the Commission." We do not believe that this has been a principal task
_dufing the past yesr.

{3} The Report on Study of Condemmation Law and Procedure on page 13
is new. We believe that this report is desirable. We have many
commmications concerning the sction that the Commission is planning to
take on Senate Bill No. 205 and on cother condemnation matters. I am sure

that this report will alsc be of interest to the Legislature.
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{l,) The Report on the Study of the Uniform Rules of Evidence on
page 15 is new. This is in thelnature-of a progress report on this study
and we believe that the very brief report is desirable.

(5) The Report on Statutes Repealed by Implication or Held
Unconstitutional is in the same form as contained in the 1562 Annual
Report. We suggest that you read the cases Jon Smock has listed to

determine whether you are in accord with this portion of the report.

Respectfully submitted,

John H. DeMoully
" Executive Secretary
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REPORT OF THE CALIFORNIA LAW REVISION
COMMISSION FOR THE YEAR 1962

FUNCTION AND PROCEDURE OF COMMISSION

The California Liaw Revision Commission consists of one Member of
the Senate, one Member of the Assembly, seven members appointed
by the (overnor with the advice and consent of the Senate, and the
Legislative Counsel who is ex officio 8 nonvoting member.!

The principal duties of the Law Revision Commission are to:

(1) Examine the common law and statutes of the State for the
purpose of discovering defects and anachronisms therein.

{2) Receive and consider suggestions and proposed changes in the
law from the American Liaw Institute, the National Conference of Com-
missioners on Uniform State Laws, bar associations and other learned
bodies, judges, public officials, lawyers and the public generally.

(3) Recommend such changes in the law as it deems necessary to
bring the law of this State into harmony with modern conditions.?

The Commission is required to file a report at each regular session
of the Legislature containing a calendar of topics selected by it for
study, listing both studies in progress and topics intended for future
consideration. The Commission may study only topies which the Legis-
lature, by concurrent resolution, authoriges it to study.?

Each of the Commission’s recommendations iz based on a research
study of the subject matter concerned, Most of these studies are under-
taken by specialists in the fields of law involved who are retained as
resesrch consultants to the Commission. This procedure not only pro-
vides the Commission with invaluable expert assistance but is econom-
ical as well because the attorneys and law professors who serve as
research consultants have already acquired the considerable background
necessary to understand the specific problems under consideration.

The consnltant submits a detailed research study that is given careful
consideration by the Commission. After making its preliminary deci-
gions on the subject, the Commission distributes a tentative recom-
mendation to the State Bar and to numerous other interested persons.
Comments on the tentative recommendation are considered by the
Commigsion in determining what report and recommendstion it will
make to the Legislature, When the Commission hes reached a con-
clusion on the matter, a printed pamphlet is published that contains
the research study and the official report and recommendation of the

t B Cal Stats. 1363, Ch. 1445 3038 ; CAL Govr. Cobm §§ 10800-10340, And see Cal.
Stats. {(ist Ex. Seas) o’ Ch. 81, p. 411, which ravises Sectlon 10308 of the

t Code.
$Bey Cal Govr. Cobs § 10820, Tha Commission i alsc dirscied to recommend the
SXPLany repeal of oflututu reépesled by implication or hald unconstitutional by
the Bu the State or retae Court of the United Btates. CAL
Gorr, 8;::“! 1n3l1 Suu-npp. njro.
Gove. 1 10386




CALIFORNIA LAW REVIZION COMMISSION

Commission together with a draft of any legislation necessary to effec-
tuate the recommendation.* This pamphlet is distributed to the Gover-
nor, Members of the Legislature, heads of state departments and a
substantial number of judges, district attorneys, lawyers, law professors
and law libraries throughout the State.® Thuos, a large and representative
pnmber of interested persons are given an opportunity to study and
comment upon the Commission’s work before it is anbmitted to the
Legisiature. The annual reports and the recommendations and studies
of the Commission are bound in a set of volumes that is both a perma-
nent record of the Commission’s work and, it is believed, & valuable
contribution to the legal literature of the State.

In 1955, 1957, 1959 and 1961, the Commission submitted to the Liagis-
lature recommendations for legislation acecompanied by billa prepared
by the Commission. The Commission also submitted a number of re-
ports on topies as to which, after study, it concluded that the existing
law did not need to be revised or that the topiec was one not suitable
for study by the Commisgion.

A total of 47 bills and two proposed conmstitutional amendments,
drafted by the Commission to effectuate its recommendations, have been
presented to the Legislature, Thirty-one of these bills became law—
three in 1955,% seven in 1957,7 thirteen in 1959,% and eight in 1961 .° One
proposed constitutional amendment, favorably voted upon by the 1959
Legislature was approved and ratified by the people in 1960,

« Ocoanlo Oceasionally one or ‘more members of the Cormmission m not join ln all or part of
a recommendation st{:,b;nittad to the Legislature by the Commiasion

" Hee CaL Govr. Cobm § 108
* Cal. Stats. 1965, Ch. 799, 1400 and Ch, 877, p. 1484, (Revlsion of various sectiona

of the Edueation Cods telating to the Publlc §chool 5

.y
Cal Sti:lt:. llsgs ?wss.)p. 2193. (Revision of .Probate Code Sections 840 to B46—
e 0
TClal. State, 1957, Ch, 1302é §78. (Eilimination of obsoleta provisions in Pensl Code

Sactlons 1377 and 1
67, . 783. (Maxzlmum perlod of confinement In a county jall.)
. Hta ts. . 903. {Judicial notice of the law of forelgn countries.)
S 3 by o 4 > i, Copeptincliar ik 280 Do Ot s
ghte ol ving spouse In property acqulr
% decedant whila dom!cuud elsawhere. )
tats. 1957, Ch. 640, p, 1539 {Notiee of applleation for attorney’s fees and costs
in domestlc reiations action
Cal Stats, 1957, Ch, 1498 p- 2324 (Bri Ing new parties Into civil actions.)
" Cal. Sta.ta. 1859 Ch. 122, p. rine of worthiar title, }
Cal 8 tad la“ 959, Ch. 484, p. zws (Eﬂectiva date of an order ruling on motion for
new trl
m Etl.ts. 1969, Ch. 469, p. 2404, (Time within which motlon for new trial may be

e.)
Cs-l. Stl,tﬂ. 1969, Ch. {70 2405 {Suspanslon of absolyte powear of a]len.n.tlon
., 2441, (Procedurs for appointing guardians. )
N . 34-!3 (Codification of lawn relating to grnnd Jurien.)
Cal. Stats, 1968, Ch. 6 2486. (Mortgages to secura future advances,)
Cal. Btata 1958, Ch. 171 p. 4116 and Che. 1724-1728, pp. 4193-4166. {Presentation
of clalma agalnat pnblic entities.)
* Cal. Biats, 1941, Ch.. 461 15!0 (Arbltration.}
Cal. Stats. 1961 . 1738. (Remsciasgion of contracts.)
Cal Btata, ISEf . 1838, (Inter vivos maritgl property righta in property
acqt:Ir 1i ‘elsewhera, }
Cal Biats. 19€1, 857 P. 1887, (Burvival of actions.)
Cal. Htete. 1951 h. 2, p. 2435, (Tax apportionment In emlnent domain pro-

cesdings. )

Cal. Btatl. 1961, Ch. 1813, p, B4dZ (Taki possession and pas g of title i
CL'ﬁjﬁetitfgﬁmnmﬁ%?msmo (r:ennxor.r 1 e Lo mopting o
B viglon uvenile Court Law adopting th
substance of two bills drafted by the Commmleslon to effectuate itm ree?:]:)nmgndae-

tiona on this subject.)




PERSONNEI. OF COMMISSION

owmg hlS appmntment by Governm- Brown as a member b
he Ca e Publie Utilities Commission. Mr. James R._Ji¥ards of
Rgas appointed by the Governor to ¥ the vaecaney,

MRcofessor Sho Sato and kgeThomas E. Stanton

ommission b Governor upon the ex

A the Commission effective Oeto
nor Brown as judge of the
Heatinge of Los An

-. 1961 to fill th

As of m he membeﬁh ot the Taw Tevision

Commission is:
Term expires

Herman F. Belvin, Los Angeles, Chairman____.______________ October 1, 1563
Jobn R. MeDonough, Jr., Stanford, Vice Chairman October 1, 1983
Hon. James A, Cobey, Merced, Senote Member_________ e L4

Hon. Clark L. Bradley, San Jose, Aszembly Hember *

Joszeph A. Ball, Long Beach, Member.__.___._________________ October 1, 1985
James R, Edwards, San Bernardine, Member________________ Octoher 1, 1663
Richard H. Keatinge, Los Angeles, Member , 1063
Sho Hato, Berkeley, Member_________________ . ____ ———— Detober 1, 1085
Thomsas E. Stanton, Jr., San Francisco, Member______________ October 1, 1985
Angus C. Morrison, Sacramento, ex oficie Member **

* Tha legislative membears of the Commission serve at the pleasure of the appointing
** The Legislative Counnel is ex offedo & nonvoting member of the Comminsion.
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SUMMARY OF WORK OF COMMISSION

Duaring 1263 the Law Revision Commission was engaged in 'h‘*wo 'L“ L
prineipul tasks: e E;' 5
S ——————i b ——-p— - -‘-"i :
(#) Work on various asstmmuenis riven to the Commission by the .
Legislature,'® e ! ’
g A study, made pursuant to Seetion 10331 of the Government _
Code, to determine whether any statutes of the State have been
held by the Supreme Court of the United States or by the Sn- o
preme Court of California to be wiceonstitutional or to have been
. 0 " \
1mphedllyl repealed. ' Sevun ' five .
The Cominission held *Atwo—dat}.' neetings and mmepthree-dav

meetings in 1962, .

of thi= report infro. D vy
e > of this roport infra. e
* - ————




CALENDAR OF TOPICS SELECTED FOR STUDY

. STUDIES N PROGRESS

Mg T96R the Commiission s awenda consisted of the Hrinbesdies 24
studies listed beliw, cach of which it had been anthorized and directed
Ly the Legislature 1o study.

=== Studies an Which the Commission Expects To Submit o Recommendation
e to the 1963 Legislature (R
2 Whether the Low and procedare el

attig 1o eondemnation should be
revised in order 1o safowrnanl the

property rights of private citizens.

1. whether the. docdvine of So_w"/rﬂ_-ém.’ oy gov?—wzm‘m
- tmmynlnlvn‘ n C‘lflfﬂfn ia 5‘109/6{ e G”b?.“‘s-:g“‘t'. i

or Fevised,

; s /’571
; s 19
12 74 ) ;,/ayL;wg ag‘/l‘w'nlr £P’ % shudre
e .
/s a,:?ﬁ.//ows:
e 1 Gl St
o, 2! Cal Staks. 1956, Kas. G ¥2,

N5, fes. Ch, 202, p #5879,
f' 26 2.




Other Studies in Progress
Studies Which the Legislature Has Directed the Commission To Make 9

. Whether the law of evidence should be revised to conform to the
Cniformy Rules of Evidence drafted by the National Conference
of {Jommissioners on Uniform State Laws and approved by it at
its 1953 annual conference.

. Whether the law respecting habeas ¢oTpus proceedings, in the trial
and appellate courts, should, for the purpoge of simplification of
procedure to the end of more expeditious and final determination
of the legal questions presented, be revised.

3. Whether an award of damages made to a married person in a
personal injury action should be the separate property of such
married person.

- Whether & trial court should have the power o require, as a con-
dition of denying 2 motion for a new trial, that the party opposing
the motion stipulate to- the entry of judgment for damages in
excess of the damages awarded by the jury.

. Whether the laws relating to bail should be revised.

f3®Bectlon 10385 of the Government Code provides that the Commisslon shall study, in
. additlon to those toplcs which It recommends and which are proved by the
Legialaturs, any topic which the Leglslature by concurrent resolution refars to
it for such study.
The lagisintive directives to make these atudles are found in the following :
oS, Cal. Btats. 1956, Rea. Ch. 42, p. %63, .

o8 MURBBNEIIES Cal. Stats, 1057, Ros, (0
No. §: Cal Btats. 1957, Res. Ch. 387, p. 4744

<

ot

3 avd i
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Studies Authorized by the Legislature Upon the
Recommendation of the Commission M-

1. Whether the jury should be autho:
the court’s instruetions into the j
eriminal cages:

2. Whether the law relatin

g to escheat of persomal property shonld
be revised aw¥-

3. Whether the law relating to the rights of a putative spouse should
be revised Mz~

4. Whether the law respecting post eonvietion sanity hearings should
be revised sV £~

5. Whether the law respecting jurisdiction of courts it proceedings
affecting the custody of children should be revised.'&

6. Whether the law relating to attachment, garnishment angd property
exempt from execution should he reviged ™ 25

7. Whether the Small Clajms Court Law should he revised, W\

8. Whether the law relating to the rights of a good faith improver
of property belonging to another should be revised W\ 2~

e issue of insanity in eriminal
cases should be abolished or whether, if it ig retained, evidence of
the defendant’s mental condition should be admissible on the issue

of specific intent in the tria] on the gther Pleas ¥~\g 3~
10. Whether partnershi
permitted to sue i
relating to the use

Ps and unincorperated associations should be
n their eommon names angd whether the law
of fletitious names should be revised Shes-

11. Whether the law relating to the doetrine of mutuality of remedy
in suits for specifie performance should be revised.

12. Whether the provisions of the Penal Code relating to arson should
be revised ™4~

-, Hat of topics
. and authorizes the Commlisalon
toplcs Hated in the report which are
currant remolution of the Leglulature.
The legiglative authority for the studies In this Nat {s:
No. 1: Cal. Stata, 1955, Hen Ch, 207, p, 4207,
Noe. 2 through 7: Cal. Stats. 1956, Res Ch, 42, p. 264,
Noa 8 through 14 Cal. Stats, 1357, Rea. Ch, 2p , D. 4589,
Noa. 17 through 1%: Cal, Statn, 1958, Res. Ch. 41, p. 135,
No. 20: Cnléﬂgtats. 1859, Res. Ch. 218, p. 5742; Cal Stata. 1956, Res. Ch. £2,
P

ptlon of thig toglc. 8ee 1 Cal. Law Revisron CoMM'N REr., Rxc, &
{1957), Faor the legislative history, mea 2 Garn Law
Ravisron Comu's REP., Rec., & STUDIRS, 1954 Report at 18 (1958),
fh®Zen ] Car Law Ravisron Comm’'s Rep, R

Ibid.
eyl N
2% d at 20,
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Lot rem T ~5F
13, Whether Civil Code Section 1698 should be repealed or revised %A

14, Whetlier Section 7031 of the Business and Professions Code, which
precludes an unlicensed econtractor from bringing an aetion to
recover for work done, should he revised o 4#

15 Whether the law respeeting the rivhis of a lessor of preperty when
it is abandened by the lessee shanld be revised @

16. Whether a furmer wife, divoreed in an action in which the court
did not Lave personal jurisdiction over both parties, should be
permiiied te maintain an action for support. @ $F

17. Whether California statutes relating to serviee of process by pub-
lication should be revised 1u light of recent decisions of the United
States Supreme Conrt &84

18, Whether Neetion 1974 of the Code of Civil D'roeedure showld be
repealed or revised.

19, Whether the dactrine of election nf remedies should be abolished
in cases where relief 33 sought against different defendants €2

20. Whether the various sections of the Code of Civil Procedure relat-
ing to partition shoulil be revised and whether the provisions of the
Cade of Civil Procedure relating to the eonfirmation of partition
sales and the provisions of the Prabate Code relating to the con-
firmation of salee of real praperty of estates of deceased persons
should be made uniform and, il not, whether there is need for
clarification as 1o which of them governs confirmation of private
Judicial partition sales g%

» A sfudy to determme whether Vehicle Code Section 17150 should be
revised or repaaled insofor as it imputes the contributory negligence of -
the driver of a vehicle 1o ifs owner.\é;

B

=" s fd mt 2L .
afFwrd, at %i §
%ok t at 1§ (1959}, .
z :{:L a%. aL. Law REVIZION coMM'N Rer, REC. & SrTunies, 1958 Report a
¥ e

2ia 5 2 t 21 (195")
j:.'rsd a'{ -'Cu. Law REvIgiON ConMM N Rtep., Bbc. & STUDIES, }956 Repnrt a & oy d v

N ec. v

s Laws [Cevision  Commimy _(g&, -:1 = Sa

3% s"qg-.".’-t'—-::"‘“_._-—'“_::-~‘ = 3) o et
20 f%
i 51 f?.r,g.:i- ot {
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) STUDIES FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION ' i;
s Pursuant to Section 10335 of the Government Code the Commission ' oA
SE— ‘ . : .
4 “has reported @Mytopics that it had selected for study to slature

since 1855. Forty-sevenfof these TOpIcs were approved.
also has referred 11 other topics to the Commission for stad3™
A total of 47 bills and two proposed constitutional amendments,
drafted by the Commission to effectuate its recommendations, have heen
presented to the Legislature. The Commission also has submitted four
reports on toples which, after study, it concluded either that the exist-
ing law did not need to be revised or that the topic was one not suitable
for study by the Commission,
The Commission now has an agenda consisting of 8 atudies in prog-
———=""""Tes5,® gome of substantial magnitude, that will require all of its

f have been approved by the Leglslature at the reguest
of the Commiasion, one of these topics was consclidated with a toplec which the
Legisiature later directed the Clommizsion to study. See 1 Car. Law EevialoN
CoMm’N REF, REC. & Stupted, 1357 Heport gt 12, n. 31 (19567},

371 @ For a complete {15t of these studles, see pp. * aupra.

*YE NP

ar ~
AW EItR R VAT v - YR

196%-6f. For this reason the Commission will not request authority .

enerzies during the current fiscal year and during the fiscal year
.atﬁﬁe 1968 legislative session to un@ergake addition_al_studjes.-t " ‘)




REPORT ON STUDY OF CONDEMNATION LAW AND FROCEDURE

The Commission was authorized by Resolution Chapter 42 of the Statutes
of 1956 to meke & study to determine whether the law and procedure relsting
to condemnation should be revised in order to safeguard the property righis
of private citizens. Pursusat to this legislative dlrective, the Commission
has engaged in a continuing study of this field of law.

In 1961, a mwber of bills relating to condemnstion law and procedure
were introduced at the request of the Commission. Two of these bills were
enacted as law, Senate Bill No. 205 relating to evidence in eminent
domain proceedings was vetoed by the Governor,sg and Senate Bili No. 203
relating to reimbursement for moving expenses was referred to interim
Btudy.ho

The Commission plans to make s recommendation io the 1963 Legisléture
concerning discovery in eminent domain proceedings. * The Commission
will not, however, recommend that legislation relating to svidence in
eminent domain proceedings or to reimbursement for moving expenses be
enscted by the 1963 Legislature.

The Commission has concluded thet Senate Bill No. 205 (evidence in

eminent domain proceedings) requires further study. However, because the

38. Senate Bill No. 204 (Cal. Stats. 1961, »h. 1612, p. 3439);
Senate Bill No. 206 (Cal. Stats. 1961, h. 1613, p. 3442).

39. See 3 Cal. Law Revisian Cmmn n Re .

& Studies, 1961 Report
at 13.™ ==

Kec.

ho, Ibid.

1. See 4 Cal. Lav Revision Comm'n Rep., Rec. & Studies,

Recommendation and Study at *** (1963).

-13-




Commission has devoted substantially all of its time during the past

two years to the study of sovereign immunity, the Comwission will not have

an opportunity to study the bill prior to the 1963 legislative segsion..

The Commission does plan, however, to review the bill after the 1963

legislative session and to meke & recommendation relating thereto in 1965.
Legislation pending in the United States Congress wculdhpravide for

federal assistance to states for payment of moving expenses. g it may

be necessary to conform state legislation on this subject to the federal

lgw. After the 1963 legislative session, the Commission plans to review

its recommended legislation on moving expenses in light of any federal

legislation relating theretoc that may be enacted.

42, See H.R. 12135, B7th Cong., ™ Seee. (10R2};
87th Cong., 24 Sess. {1962).

’UJ

t

G

-

G

1t

. Rep. No. 1997,

=14




<::: REPCRT CN STUDY OF UNIFORM RULES (F EVIDENCE

The Commission was suthorized by Resolution Chapter 42 of the Statutes
of 1956 to make a study to determine whether the California law of evidence
ghould be revised to conform to the Uniform Rules of Evidence drafted by
the National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Lawe and
aprroved by it at its 1953 anmnual conference.

The Commission will not recommend thet legislation on thie subject
be enacted in 1963. The Commission has, however, published a preliminary
report containing its tentative recommendation concerning Article VIII
(Heersay Bvidence) of the Uniform Rules of Evidence and the research study
relating thereto prepared by its research consultant, Professor James "
H. Chadbourn of the School of Law, University of California at Los Angeles. 3

(:; This preliminary report was published so that interested persons would
have an opportunity to study the tentative recommendation and give the
Commission +the benefit of their comments and criticisms. These comuments

and criticiems will be considered by the Comission in formuwlating its

fingl recommendation.

k3. BSee 4 Cal. Law Revision Comm'n Rep., Rec. & Studies, Recommendation
apd Study at 301 (1963). - T

C
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REPORT ON STATUTES REPEALED BY IMPLICATION
OR HELD UNCONSTITUTIONAL

Section 10331 of the Government Code provides:

The eommission shall recommend the express repeal of all stat-
utes repealed by implication, or held unconstitutional by the Sn-
preme Court of the State or the Supreme Court of the United
mtates.

Pursuant to this directive the Commission has made a study of the

decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States and of the Su-

i preme Court of California handed down since the Commission’s 1962
r Report was prepared™ It has the following to report:

(4, This study has been carried through 5B Adv. Cal. L23/amd 370 U.S.

728 (1962),




{1) No decision of the Supreme Court of the United States holding a
statute of the State repealed by implication has been found.

(2) oOne decision of the Supreme Court of the United States holding =
statute of the State unconstitutional bhas been found. In Robinson v.
California.,hs the United States Supreme Court held Section 11721 of the
Health and Safety Code uncenstitutional on the ground that the imposition of
criminal punishment for being addicted to the use of narcotics constitutes
cruel and unusual punishment in violation of the Elghth Amendment to the
Constitution of the United States as applied to the states through Lhe
Fourteenth Amendment.

{3) No decision of the Supreme Court of California holding a statute
of the State repealed by implication has been found.

(#) Oune deciszion of the Supreme Court of Californis holding a statute

of the State unconstitutional has been found. In Blumenthal v. Board of

Medical Examiners,ms lthe California Supreme Court held subdivision (a) of

Section 2552 of the Business snd Professions Code unconstitutional on the
grounds (1) that it contravenes the ccnstitutional requirement that

regulatory 1egislaticn avoid arbitrary and upreasonable classifications, and
(2) that it constitutes an unlawful delegation of power to an administrative
agency in that it fails to provide an ascertainable standard for the

guidance of the perscns to whom the power is delegated.

45, 370 U.S. 660 (1962).
L6.

57 Cal.2d , 18 Ccl. Rptr. 501, 368 P.2d 101 (1962).
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RECOMMENDATIONS

'\ The Law Revision Commission vespeetfully recommends that the Tee-
islature authorize the Commission to complete its study of the topies

o / Tisted on pages), MBI of this report, sstusmesbiretiee -t oyl
‘ ik RS e s i

T Pursuant to the mandate imposed by SBection 10331 of the Govern-
o - ment Code, the Commission recominends the repeal o =

W to the extent that ave been held un-
constitytional. - >

Respectfully submitted.

. .
Hervax . SeLviv, Chatrman
Jonx R. MiDavovan, k., Viee Chairman
Jasmes A Coney, Wember of e Senite
. - Unarg Lo Bramiey, Venther of the Assembly
' Josernr AL Dato
. Jawes R Bowarps
' _ Rurrawn IL Keatixar
S| Saro
C Tioaras B, Stanrtox, Ji
' Axavs O Mogrcox, Legislatie: Counscl, ex officlo
ol -5 5

" Gectiom 11721 of the Health and Safety Code and subdivision
(a) of Ssctiom 2552 of the Business and Profess ons Code

123 )




