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Memorandum 91-20

Subject: Priorities, Schedule for Work, and New Topic Suggestions

BACKGROUND

It has been the Commission's practice annually te review the
topics on its calendar and determine priorities for work during the
coming year and thereafter.

Last year after reviewing topics and pricrities, the Commissicn
determined te give highest priority to administrative law and the
drafting of a new Family Code, and to complete work on various Probate
Code projects, During the year the Commission 1in fact devoted a
substantial portien of 1ts meeting time to administrative law. The
gtaff also devoted substantial resources to the Family Code project,
although it is not yet ready for Commission review. The Commission
completed the pending Probate GCode projects, and the major portion of
the Commission's legislative program for 1991 relates to the Probate
Code.

Recently the Commission has decided te schedule conslideration of
administrative law matters for 1its Sacramento meetlings, 1in order to
facilitate participation of interested state agencies. The Commission
has alsc decided not to conslder Probate Code matters unless it first
has comments of the State Bar Probate Section, with the result that one
meeting was shortened and one was cancelled when no administrative law
matters were scheduled and the Probate Section was unable te comment in
time for the meeting. Now 1s an approprlate time for the Commission to
review 1its topics and priorities in 1light of the slowdown on
administrative law and probate law.

It iz also timely to review the other topics on the (ommission’s
calendar, together with additional suggestions for Commission study
that have been made, with the view to setting priorities and beginning
preparations for other studies. In some cases, a research consultant

may be needed on a particular topic, and the process of obtaining a




consultant can commence, assuming the current freeze on consultant
contracts terminates on July 1. In cases where an expert consultant is
not needed, the staff can begin to collect material relating to each
topic that will be studied In the next few years so that it will be
avallable when the staff begins to prepare material on the topic for
Commission consideration. In addition, 1interested persons and
organlzations need to know whether they can look to the Commissicn teo
prepare needed legislation on particular topics or whether they should
look to other methods of obtaining the needed legislation. Finally,
the Commission can determine any additional topics (not now authorized
for Commission study) that the Commlission wishes to study in the
future. We can request the Legislature for authority to study these
additional topiles.

TOPICS CURRENTLY AUTHORIZED FOR COMMISSION STUDY

There are 26 topics on the Commission's GCalendar of Toplcs that
have been authorlzed for study by the Commission. Exhibit 1 contains a
detailed discusaion of the topics. The discussion Indicates the status
of each topiec, the need for future work, and the past Commission
recommendations concerning the topic. You should read Exhibit 1 with
care. If you wish the Commission to discuss any portion of Exhibit 1,
please bring the matter up for discussion at the meeting.

PRIORITIES ARD SCHEDULE FOR WORK

Exhibit 1 indlicates various aspects of authorized studies that
might be given active consideration. Any decisicn concerning
pricrities made at this time will, of course, be subject to change in
the light of future developments and legislative indications as to
topics to be given priority.

Historically, the Commission has functioned most efficiently when
conducting at least one major study concurrently with several smaller
studies., With respect to major studies, the Legislature has indicated
which matters it believes should be given priority--administrative law
and family relations law. Minor studies can be worked into the agenda

along with the major studies as Commission and staff time permits,
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Administrative Law

The Commission is actively engaged in this study, taking up 1issues
a2 the consultant delivers background reports,. The GCommission's
decigsion to schedule administrative law discussions primarily in
Sacramento will slow work on this project substantially. In addition,
it ig clear that there are very difficult issues in this project which
will take more time than usual to resolve. These 1ssues should not be
rushed. This will be a long term project. The slowdown will also give
agencles more time to study the materials produced and give us their
reactions. The slowdown will enable the Commission to devote Iits
resources to other topics that can show a more lmmediate short term
result. Some of the other topics are suggested below.

The staff recommends that the slowdown on the administrative law
project continue, Given the slower pace than anticipated on the
project, it is premature to begin plamming for the second phase of the
administrative law study--judicial review.

Family Code

The staff is devoting substantial resources to werk on preparation
of portions of the new Family Code, consistent with the legislative
directive. Much of the work is routine reorganization and renumbering
and cleanup that will require few Commission decisions. When the staff
has completed a sufficiently large and coherent chunk for Commission
review, that will be scheduled, along with Commission consideratien of
any policy decisions that may be presented by the material. We plan to
have a staff working draft of a substantial portion of the new code
available by the time of the May 1991 meeting.

This project will continue to consume substantial amounts of staff
time during the coming year but relatively 1little Commission time,
freeing the Commission for consideration of other matters that may
involve more substantial policy decisions.

The Executive Secretary is currently devoting substantially full
time to this project. He will be retiring in July, however. It 1s the
staff's hope that the Commission will authorize, and will have

sufficient et to d, a contract with Mr. DeMoully to co nue

work on the new Code on a contract basis. This would enable the
Commission to take advantage of his expertise at a fraction of the

—a3.
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price it would cost to have the staff do the work, and would free the
staff to work on other matters where the Commission itself must be
making policy decisions on an ongoing basis.

We anticipate that there will be a number of projects in the
family law area that the Commission and staff will need to address
during the coming year, including:

(1) Donative transfers of commmity property {(problems caused by

the MacDonald case). This is a very important study, of interest to
both family law and estate planning practitioners. We recelve frequent
calls in the office making inquiry whether the Commission will be
addressing these problems, We hope to receive Professor Kasner's study
on this subject in time for consideration at the April meeting with the
view to development of corrective legislation for the 1992 session.

{2) Community property in jeint tenancy form, The Commission has
retained Professor Kasner as a consultant on this project as well. We
expect to recelve his report by the end of August., This is another
important project of interest to both family law and estate planning
practitioners with significant tax and other conseguences, and the
staff would give it a priority when it is received.

{3) Marital property agreements, Currently there is statutory
regulation of premarital agreements but no guidance as to the
requirements for and effect of marital property agreements. Thia would
be a difficult project, but 1t would be worthwhile if the Commission is
interested in wrestling with it. The staff has mixed feelings about it.

Probate Code

Although we would like to think that our werk on probate law and
procedure is largely completed, there are a number of projects that
will continue to occupy the (Commission during the coming year. Major
backburner studies that the Commission has been interested in and that
should be addressed are:

(1) Rights of creditors against nonprobate assets, This is an
important project. It is on the agenda for the April meeting and the
staff belleves the Commission can make a significant contribution to

development of the law in this area.




(2} Develcpment of uniform rules of construction for probate and
nonprobate transfers, The Commission has been Interested in this
concept from the beginning of the Probate Code project. We have had

studies of California law prepared by Profeasor Susan French on this
topic. We have deferred work on the topic while the Uniform Law
Commissioners were developing propeosed legislation on it. The Uniform
Law Commissioners have now promulgated thelr proposals and it is timely
for us to reactivate this project.

{3) Development of a_ comprehensive powers of attorney statute,
This is a useful consolidation of the law and resolution of issues that

have surfaced over the years, The Commission has made initial peolicy
decisions, and a staff draft 1s avallable for review.
Other miner probate matters continue to be raised by lawyers and

should be addressed, but will not take much Commission or staff time.

Real Property

The Commission has on hand a study prepared for it by a consultant
naming a mnumber of real property matters that need legislative
attention. The Commission has dipped inte this study to do the
marketable title legislation. There 13 one marketable title matter the
Commission 8till has pending—-elimination of obsolete restrictive
covenants burdening marketability of real property. This 1is a
difficult problem, but is one that should be addressed, if the
Commission 1s interested.

Another real property matter that the academics agree should be
addressed 1s repeal of Civil Code Section 1464, relating to covenants
that run with the land; it 1is sald to be a trap for lawyers and has

been on the Commission's calendar of topics for many years. This is a

small project we could easily work into the agenda for review at an
appropriate time.
There are a number of other matters identified in the consultant’'s

study that would merit Commission consideration when time permits,




HREW TOPICS

During the past year the Commission received two suggestions for
study of new topics, As it turns out, both suggestions relate to
toplca already on the Commiasion’s calendar. The only issue,
therefore, 1s whether the Commission wants to devote some resources to

these suggested matters for study, either now or sometime in the future.

Simplified Procedures for Actions te Quiet Title

The quiet title statute was enacted on recommendation of the
Commission in 1980. See Code Civ. Proc. §§ 760.010-764.080, We have
received a letter from Alvin G, Buchignani of San Francisco, suggesting
more sSimplified procedurea, "particularly in relationship to the
gervice of process in such actions, with a view to reducing costs and
expenges in connectiocn with the proceedings." See Exhibit 2.

The staff has called Mr. Buchignanl to see whether he had any
specific suggestions in mind. He was concerned with the situation
where a person having an unrecorded 1nterest cannot be ascertained or
located, for example where a property interest passed to a successor
from a decedent without any order for distribution in probate. He
suggests the statutes might define what is in a reasonably diligent
search, for purposes of obtaining court authorization to serve unknown
perscns by publication. He noted that different courts impose
different search requirements.

The ataff believes this is a due process issue. The Commission’s
original study took 1ntc account the constitutional notice and
opportunity to bBe heard reguirements. A  Judgment obtained in
compliance with the statute as enacted, burdensome though it may be in
some clrcumstances, probably would withatand attack on due process
grounds. The staff does not believe it would be a productive endeavor
for the Commission to reexamine whether service requirements may be

further reduced, and recommends the Commission not study this matter




¥age Garnishment Withholding Period
The Wage Garnishment Law (Code Civ. Proc., §§ 706.010-706.154) was

enacted on Commission recommendation in 1978 and has been revised

several times on Commission recommendation. In 1989, the 100-day
limitation on the wage garnishment withholding period was deleted from
Section 706.022, not on Commission recommendation. This 1s the only
change made by 1989 Cal, Stat. ch 263. Other parts of the wage
garnishment law, however, are written in terms of the 100-day
withholding period. These provisions were not adjusted and technical
problems are resulting concerning, for example, the employer's duty to
withhold, the levying officer's duties to return the writ of execution
underlying the earnings withholding order, the amount to be collected,
and the duty to withhold under a suspended order after satisfaction of
an order with priority.

Lt. Anthony J., Plsclotta, Chairman of the Civil Procedure
Sub-Committee of the Californla State Sheriffs' Association, has
written asking the Commission te¢ study this matter. {See letter
attached as Exhibit 3.) The staff also received a telephone call from
Professor Stefan Riesenfeld, a Commission consultant, suggesting that
the Commission study problems assocliated with repeal of the 100-day
withholding period.

The staff recommends that the Commission study this problem with a
view toward prepardi legislation for the 1992 gmession., This is an

appropriate area for Commission study because the Commission
recommended the Wage Garnishment Law and has worked extensively in the
creditors' remedies area, Traditicnally, the Commission has assumed
some responsibility for maintaining statutes enacted on Commission
recommendation, particularly where the issues are technical and
tmlikely to be resolved by any interest group. This appears to be the
case with regard to the wage garnishment withholding peried. The
repeal of the 100-day limit was  presumably instigated by
representatives of creditors. Cleaning up the technical difficulties
created by that repeal does not have the same appeal.

We de not anticipate that very much Commission time would be
involved in studying this matter. The staff is familiar with the Wage
Garnishment Law and, assuming the sclutions to the technical problems




raised by the elimination of the 100-day withholding period are not too
difficult to discover, we do not anticipate that wvery much ataff time
would be involved either. We will alsoc be able to draw on the
expertise of the levying officera and the Judicial Council staff. It
should also be recognized that the repeal of the 100-day limit iz a
legislative policy decision that would not be subject to review in the

course of this study.

CONCLUSION

The Commission needs to set its priorities and work schedule for
1991. The staff in this memorandum makes the following suggestions:

{1) The administrative law slowdown is appropriate.

(2) Develcpment of the Family Code is more staff than Commission
work. If funds are available, Mr, DeMoully could hbe retalned as a
consultant after his retirement to do much of the staff work, thereby
freelng the staff to work on more substantive projects,.

(3) The most important issues the Commission should deal with
during the coming year are donative transfers of commumity property
{McDonald case) and community property in joint tenancy form.

(4) The Commission will have time during the coming year to work
on a number of smaller projects, O0f the matters on the Commission's
calendar, the areas of family law, probate law, and real property law
offer a number of opportunities for worthwhile reforms. Specific
projects the staff suggeats, if the Commlssion 1s interested, include:

Marital property agreements. (Difficult)

Rights of creditors against nonprobate assets. (Manageable)

Development of uniform rules of construction for probate and
nonprobate transfers, (Manageable)

Development of a comprehensive powera of attorney statute.
{In Progress) _

Elimination of obsclete restrictive covenants burdening
marketability of real property. {(Difficult)

Repeal of Civil Code Section 1464, relating to covenants that
run with the land, (Easy)

Other minor property law clarification and clean up matters
identified in consultant's study. (Easy)




(5) Boeth new toplc suggestions received by the Commission during
the past year are already matters on the Commission’s agenda. The only
new matter the staff would take up is correction of problems created by
repeal of the 100-day withholding period in wage garnishment; this
matter is falrly technical and should take little Commission time.

Respectfully submitted,

Rathaniel Sterling
Assistant Executive Secretary
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EXHIBIT 1

BACKGROUND IRFORMATION CORCERNIRG AUTHORIZED TOPIGS
The following discusaion gives bhackgroumd information concerning
each of the topics authorized for study by the Commission. These
studies were authorized or directed by concurrent resolution adopted by
both houses of the Legislature. The topic the Commission is authorized

or directed to study is set out and underscored below, followed by a

discussion of the topic.

includ but not limit t at arnishment, execution
repogses 0 ope i din, e d deliv tatute
seif-help repossessfon of opreoperty, and the Commercial Code
repossess ert Io 8 \i arrest, confessio
udgment rocedures d ! cedyres o
judgmgg 8, ;hg ;13@; gﬁ re ggmpg n, p; ggg;gg under Drivg_g power of
and 1at d O vig hor zed c Stat
res ee 80 t . ch, 45; 1072 Cal, Stat,
res, ch, 27; 1957 Cal, Stat, rea, ch. 202; 1 Cal, L, Revision Comm'n

reporta, "1957 Report" at 15 {1957),.)

Thia study was first authorized in 1957 at the reguest of the
Commission in response to a suggestion from a State Bar Committee. The
study was a major study. Work on the toplc was deferred for a number
of vears during which the Commission drafted the Evidence Code and
worked on other topics. Beginning in 1971, the Commission submitted a
series of recommendations covering specific aspects of the toplc and in
1980 submitted a tentative recommendation proposing a comprehensive
statute covering enforcement of judgments. The comprehensive statute
was enacted. The Commission has retained the topic on its Calendar of
Topies =0 that the Commission would be autherized to submit
recommendations to deal with technical and substantive defects in the
Enforcement of Judgments Law and to deal with additional aspects of the
topic. Since the enactment of the Enforcement of Judgments Law,
numercus recommendations have been submitted to the Legislature to make
technical and substantive revisions in that law or to deal with

additional aspects of the creditors’ remedies topie.




Exemptions., Code of Civil Procedure Section 703.120 requires that
the Law Revision Commission by July 1, 1993, and every ten years
thereafter, review the exemptions from execution and recommend any

changes in the exempt amounts that appear proper.

Judicial and nonjudicial foreclosure of real property liens. This
is a toplec that the Commission has recognized in the pasat is in need of

study. A study of judicial and nonjudicial forecleosures would be a
major study. 4 background study, prepared by an expert consultant,
might be needed if the Commission were to atudy this matter. The staff
would make a preliminary study of the matter with a view to determining
whether an expert consultant 1s necessary or whether the staff could
prepare the necessary background study.

Default in a civil action. One aspect of the creditors’ remedies
topic that is specifically noted in the detalled description of the

topic is default Jjudgment procedures. From time to time, the
Commission has received letters suggesting that this area of law is in
need of study so that the existing provisions can be reorganized and
improved in substance. This study probably would not be aa difficult
aa the study of foreclosure, but nevertheless may be a study where an
expert consultant would be required.

The Commission has submitted the following recommendations
relating to this toplce: '

Recommendation Relating to Attachment, Garnishment, and
Exemptions From Execution: Discharge From Employment, 10 Cal, L,
Revision Comm'n Reports 1147 (1971); 10 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1126-1127 {1971). The recommended legislation was
enacted. See 1971 Cal. Stat. ch. 1607.

Recommendation Relating to Attachment, Garnishment, and
Exemptions from Execution: Employees’ Earnings Protection Law, 10
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reporta 701 (1971); 11 Cal, L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 1024 (1973). The recommended legislation was not
enacted. The Commiasion submitted a revised recommendation to the
1973 Legislature. See Recommendation Relating to Wage Garnishment
and Related Matters, 11 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 101
{1973). 8See also 11 Cal. L. Revision Comm'nm Reports 1123 (1973};
12 Cal. L. Revision Comm'™n Reports 530 n.l (1974). The
recommended legislation was not enacted. The Commission submitted
a revised recommendation to the 1975 Legislature. See
Recommendation Relating to Wage Garnishment Exemptions, 12 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 901 (1974). See also 13 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 2012 (1976). The recommended legislation was not
enacted, Two additional recommendations were made 1in 1976. See
Recommendation Relating to Wage Garnishment Procedure, 13 Cal. L.




Revision Comm'n Reports 601 (1976), and Recommendation Relating to
Wage Garnishment, 13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1703 (1976).
See also 14 Cal., L. Revision Comm'n Reports 13 (1978); 14 Cal. 1.
Revigion Comm'n Reports 261 (1978); 14 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 223-24 (1978). The recommended legislation was enacted in
part. See 1978 Cal. Stat. ch. 1133. See also 15 Cal. L. Revision
GComm'n Reporta 1024 (1980)., Additional parts of the recommended
legislation were enacted., See 1979 Cal. Stat. ch. 66.

Recommendation and Study Relating to Civil Arrest, 11 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 1 (1973); 11 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1123 {(1973). The recommended legislation was enacted.
See 1973 Cal. Stat. ch. 20.

Recommendation Relating to the Claim and Delivery Statute, 11
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 301 {1973); 11 Cal. L. Revision
Comm’'n Reports 1124 (1973). The recommended 1legislation was
enacted, See 1973 Cal, 5tat. ch, 526,

Recommendation Relating to Turnover Orders Under the Claim
and Delivery Law, 13 €al. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2079 {(1976);
13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1614 (1976). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1976 Cal. Stat. ch. 145.

Recommendation Relating to Prejudgment Attachment, 11 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'nn Reports 701 (1973); 12 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 530 (1974). The recommended legislation was enacted. See
1974 Cal. Stat. ch. 1516.

Racommendation Relating to Revision of the Attachment Law, 13
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 801 (1976); 13 Cal, L. Revisien
Comm'n Reporta 1612 (1976). The recommended legislation was
enacted. See 1976 Cal, Stat. ch. 437.

Recommendation Relating to the Attachment Law--Effect of
Bankruptcy Proceedings; Effect of General Assignments for the
Benefit of Creditors, 14 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 61
(1978); 14 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 12 (1978). The
recommended legisiation was enacted. See 1977 Cal., Stat. ch., 499,

Recommendation Relating to Use of Court Commissioners Under
the Attachment Law, 14 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 93 (1978);
14 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 224 (1978). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1978 Cal. Stat. ch. 273.

Recommendation Relating to ZYechnical Revisions in the
Attachment Law, 14 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 241 (1978); 14
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 224 (1978). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1978 Cal, Stat. ch. 273.

Recommendation Relating to Effect of New Bankruptcy Law on
the Attachment Law, 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1043
(1980); 15 Cal. L., Revision Comm'n Reports 1024 (1980). The
recommended legislation was enacted. See 1979 Cal, Stat, ch., 177,

Recommendation Relating to Attachment, 16 Cal., L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 701 (1982); 16 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2025
(1982). The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1982 Cal.
Stat, ch. 1198. See alsoc 1982 Creditors’ Remedies Legislation
With Official Comments--The FEnforcement of Judgments Law; The
Attachment Law, 16 Cal, L., Revision Comm'n Reporta 1001 (1982).

Recommendation Relating to Enforcement of Sister State Money
Judgments, 11 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 451 (1973); 12 Cal.
L., Revision Comm'n Reports 534 (1974). The recommended
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legislation was enacted. See 1974 Cal. Stat. ch. 211. See also
Recommendation Relating to Sister State Money Judgments, 13 Cal.
L. Revisjon Comm'n Reports 1669 (1976); 14 GCal. L. Revision Gomm'n
Reports 12 (1978). The recommended legislation was enacted. See
1977 GCal. Stat, ch., 232,

Recommendation Relating to Use of FKeepers Pursuanti to Writs
of Execution, 14 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 49 {(1978); 1l4
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 12 ({1978). The recommended
legiszlation was enacted. See 1977 Cal, Stat. ch. 155.

Recommendation Relating to Interest Rate on Judgments, 15
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 7 (1980); 15 Gal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 1427 (1980); 16 Cal. L. Revisien Comm'n Reports
2025 (1982); 16 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports {(1982). The
recommended legislation was enacted. See 1982 Cal. Stat. ch. 150,

Recommendation Relating to Married Women as Sole Traders, 15
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 21 (1980); 15 cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 1426 {(1980). The recommended Jlegislation was
enacted. See 1980 Cal, Stat. ch. 123,

Recommendation Relating ¢to State Tax Liens, 15 Cal, L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 29 (1980); 15 Cal. L. Revision GComm'n
Reports 1427 (1%80). The recommended 1legislation was enacted.
See 1980 Cal. Stat. ch. 600. Additional revisions to the enacted
legislation were recommended. See 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 24 (1982). The recommended legislation was enacted. See
1982 Cal, Stat. ch. 202.

Recormendation Relating ¢o Probate Homestead, 15 Cal. 1.
Revision Comm’'n Reports 401 (1980); 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1428 (1980). The recommended legislation was enacted.
See 1980 Gal. Stat. ch. 119,

Recommendation Relating to Confession of Judgment, 15 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 1053 (1980); 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1024 (1980). The recommended legislation was enacted,.
See 1979 Cal. Stat. ch. 568.

Recommendation Relating to Agreements for Entry of Paternity
and Support Judgments, 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1237
(1980); 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1426 (1980). The
recommended legislation was enacted. See 1980 Cal. Stat. ch. 682.

Recommendation Relating to Assignment for the Benefit of
creditors, 15 Cal, L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1117 (1980); 15 Cal.
L. Revision Gomm'n Reports 1427 (1980). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1980 Cal., Stat. ch. 135.

Recommendation Relating to Enforcement of (laims and
Judgments Against Public Entities, 15 Cal. L. Reviaion Comm'n
Reports 1257 (1980); 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1426-27
{1980). The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1980 Cal.
Stat. ch. 215.

Recommendation Relating to Enforcement of Obligations After
Death, 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1327 {(1980); 15 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 1426 (1980). The recommended legislation
was enacted. See 1980 Cal. Stat. ch. 124,

Tentative Recommendation Proposing the Enforcement of
Judgments Law, 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2001 (1980).
See algo 16 Cal, L, Revision Comm'n Reports 24 (1982); 16 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 2024 (1982). The recommended legislation
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was enacted. See 1982 Cal., Stat. chs. 497, 1364. 5See also 1982
Creditors’' Remedies Legislation With Official Comments--The
Enforcement of Judgments Law; IThe Attachment Law, 16 Cal., L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 1001 (1982).

Recommendation Relating to Creditors' Remedies, 16 Cal., L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 2175 (1982); 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 824-25 (1984). The recommended legislation was enacted.
See 1983 Cal. Stat. ch. 155.

Recommendation Relating to Creditors' Remedies, 17 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'nn Reports 975 {1%84); 18 Cal. L. Revision GComm'n
Reports 23 (1986). The recommended legislation was enacted. See
1984 Cal. Stat. ch. 538.

The Commission recommended additional technical and
clarifying changes to the Enforcement of Judgments Law but did not
print its recommendations. The recommended legislation was
enacted. See 1985 Cal., Stat. ch. 41,

Recommendation Relating to Statutory Bonds and Undertakings,
16 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 501 (1982); 16 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 2025-26 (1982). The recommended legislation was
enacted, S5ee 1982 Cal. Stat. chs. 517, 998. See also
Recommendation Relating to Conforming Changes to the Bond and
Undertaking Law, 16 Cal. L., Revision Comm’'n Reports 2239 (1982);
17 Cal, L. Revision Comm'n Reports 825 (1984). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1983 €al. Stat. ch. 18.

Recommendation Relating to Creditors' Remedies, 19 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 1251 (1988)., The recommended legislation
was enacted. See 1989 Cal. Stat. ch. 1l4lé.

PROBATE E ] ]

nc_l_u_na.J_t;_ag____limdi ited to. whe_hsr Gzl_i_mLL_ahgnLcl_M.__u
whole It obate Code uthorized by 1 Cal
Stat, res, ch, 37,}

Essentlally all of the work of redrafting the Probate Code is
completed, although there are many loose ends and cleanup projects left
to do.

Def on _of co t agi-c e d
separate property, The Commission has received a number of letters
addressed to problems in the definition of marital property for probate
purposes. We understand the State Bar Probate and Family Law Sections

are working on this jointly.

Uniform rules on sgurvival requirements, antilapse provisions,
revocatio d & o bene aries 0 and will
substitutes, We have on hand studies prepared by Professor French on

these matters. The Uniform Law Commission ham just completed work in
this area. The Commission has deferred work on this matter pending

completion of the Uniform Law Commissien project.
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Other ters t c is ag d d In
the proceas of preparing the new Probate Code the Commizsion has
identified a number of matters in need of further study. These are all
matters of a substantive nsature that the Commission felt were important
but that could not be addressed quickly in the context of the code
rewrite. The Commission has reserved these 1ssues for study on an
ongoing basis. Matters under current study by the Commission Include
right of surviving spouse to dispose of community and quasi-community
property, community property in Joint tenancy form, and right of
creditors to reach nonprobate assets. Other topliecs on the "back
burner” list include:

Statutory 630 Affidavit Form
Uniform Transfers to Minors Act
Powers of Appointment
Adoption in Closing Classes
Interest on Lien on Estate Property (Attorney Fees)
Tort & Contract Liability of Personal Representative (L-3011)
Liens on Joint Tenancy Property
Pamphlet on Fiduclary Puties

The Commission has submitted the following recommendations
relating to this topic:

Recommendation Ralating to Uniform Durable Power of Attorney
Act, 15 Cal, L. Revision Comm'™n Reports 351 {1%80); 16 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 25 (1982)., The recommended legislation
wag enacted. BSee 1981 Cal., Stat. ch. 511.

Recommendation Relating to Non-Probate Transfers, 15 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 1605 (1980); 16 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 25 (1982), The recommended legislation was enacted in
part. See 1982 Gal, Stat. ch. 269 (financlal institutions given
express authority to offer pay-on-death accounts). See also
Recommendation Relating Lo Nonprobate Transfers, 16 Cal, L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 129 (1982); 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 823 {1984). The recommended legislation waz enacted in
part (credit unions and industrial loan companies). See 1983 Cal.
Stat. ch, 92,

Recommendation Relating ¢o Missing Persons, 16 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 105 (1982); 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 822-23 (1984). The recommended legislation was enacted.
See 1983, Cal. Stat. ch. 201.

Recommendation Relating to FEmancipated Minors, 16 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 183 (1982); 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm’'n
Reports 823 {1984). The recommended legislation was enacted. 3See
i983 Cal. Stat. ch. 6.

Recommendation Relating to Notice in Limited Conservatorship
Proceedings, 16 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 199 (1982); 17
Cal. L. Revision Comm'm Reports 823 (1984). The recommended
legislation was enacted, See 1983 Cal. Stat. ch. 72,




Recommendation Relating to Disclaimer of Testamentery and
Other Interests, 16 Cal., L., Revision Comm’n Reports 207 (1982); 17
Gal., L. Revision Comm'n Reports 823 (1984). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1983 Cal. Stat. ch. 17.

Recommendation Relating to Holographic and Nuncupative Wills,
16 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 301 {1982); 16 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 2026 (1982). The recommended legislation was
enacted, See 1982 Cal, Stat, ch. 187.

Tentative Recommendation Relating to Wills and Intestate
Succession, 16 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2301 (1982); 17
Cal, L. Revision Comm'n Reports 822 (1984). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1983 Cal. Stat. ch. 842. See also
Recommendation Relating ¢to Revision of Wills and Intestate
Succession Law, 17 Cal. L, Revision Comm'n Reports 537 (1984); 18
Cal, L. Revision Comm'n Reports 19 (1986). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1984 Cal. Stat. ch. 892.

Recommendation Relating to Independent Administration of
Decedent’s Estate; Recommendation Relating to Distribution of
Estates Without Administration; Recommendation Relating to Bonds
for Persovnal Representatives, 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports
405, 421, and 483 (1984). These three recommendations were
combined in one bill. See alsc 1§ Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports
19 (1986). The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1984
Cal. Stat. ch. 451,

Recommendation Relating to Simultaneous Deaths, 17 Cal. L,
Revision Comm'n Reports 443 (1984); 18 Cal, L, Revision Comm'n
Reports 20 (1986)., The recommended legislation was not enacted.

Recommendation Relating to Notice of WwWill, 17 Cal., L.
Revision Comm’n Reports 461 (1984); 18 <Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 20 (1986). The recommended legislation was not enacted.

Recommendation Relating to Garnishment of Amounts Payable to
Trust Beneficiary, 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 471 (1984);
18 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 19-20 (19856). The recommended
legislation was enacted. 3ee 1984 Cal. Stat. ch. 493,

Recommendation Relating fo Recording Affidavit of Death, 17
Cal, L, Revision Gomm'n Reports 493 (1984); 18 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 20 {1986). The recommended legislation was
enacted. See 1984 Cal. Stat. ch. 527.

Recommendation Relating to Execution of Witnessed Wills, 17
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 509 (1984); 18 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 20 (19856). The recommended legislation was not
enacted.

Recommendation Relating to Uniform Transfers to Minors Act,
17 Cal. L. Revision Comm’n Reports 601 (1984); 18 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 19 (1986). The recommended legislation was
enacted. See 1984 Cal. Stat. ch. 243. An amendment to the 1984
legislation was submitted to the 1985 Legislature though no
recommendation was printed. The recommended Jlegislation was
enacted. See 1985 Cal. $Stat. ch. 90 (authority of donor to
designate successor custodians).

Recommendation Relating to ZTransfer Without Probate of
Certain Property Registered by the State, 18 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 129 (1986); Recommendation Relating to Distribution
of Will or Trust, 18 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 269 (1986);




Recommendation Relating to Effect of Adoption or CQut of Wedlock
Birth on Rights at Death, 18 Cal, L. Revision Comm'n Reports 289
(1986). These three recommendations, together with additional
technical and clarifying revisions to previously enacted probate
legislation, were combined in one bill, The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1985 Cal. Stat. ch., 982, See also
1985 Cal. Stat. ch. 359,

Recommendation Relating to Disposition of Estate Without
Administration, 18 Gal, L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1005 (1986);
Recommendation Relating to Small Estate Set-Aside, 18 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 1101 (1986); Recommendation Relating to
Proration of Estate Taxes, 18 Cal. L. Revision Comm’n Reports 1127
{1986). These three recommendations were combined Iin one bill.
The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1986 Cal. Stat. ch.
783,

Recommendation Proposing the Trust Law, 18 Cal. L. Reviasion
Comm'n Reports 501 {1986). The recommended legislation was
enacted, See 1986 Cal. Stat. ch. B820. Follow-up legislation was
proposed 1in Recommendation Relating to Technical Revisions in the
Trust Law, 18 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1823 {(1986). The
recommended legislation was enacted. See 1987 Gal. Stat. ch. 128,

Recommendation Relating o Notice iIn Guardianship and
Conservatorship Proceedings, 18 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports
1793 (1986); Recommendation Relating to Preliminary Provisions and
Definitions of the Probate Code, 18 Cal, L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1807 (1986); Recommendation Relating to Marital Deduction
Gifts, Appendix 5 of 1987 Annual Report; Recommsndation Relating
to Administration of Estates of Missing Persons, Appendix 6 of
1987 Annuzal Report; Recommendation Relating to Supervised
Administration of Decedent's Estate, 1 Cal. L. Revision Comm'mn
Reports 5 {1988); Reacommendation Relating to Independent
Administration of Estates Act, 19 Cal, L, Revision Comm'n Reports
205 (1988); Recommendation Relating t¢o Creditor Claims Against
Decedent’s Estate, 19 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 299 (1988);
Recommendation Relating to Notice in Probate Proceedings, 19 Cal,
L. Revigion Comm'n  Reports 357 (1988). These eight
recommendations were combined in one bill., The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1987 Cal. Stat. ch. 923,

Recommendation Relating to Public Guardians and
Administrators, 19 Cazl. L. Bevision Comm'n Reports 707 (1988);
Recommendation Relating to Inventory and Appraisal, 19 Cal, L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 741 (1988); Recommendation Relating to
Opening Estate Administration, 19 Cal., L. Revision Comm'n Reports
787 (1988); Recommendation Relating to Abatement, 19 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 865 (1988); Recommendation Relating to
Accounts, 19 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 877 (1988);
Recommendation Relating to Litigation Involving Decedents, 19 Cal.
L. Revision Comm'n Reports B899 (198R8); Recommendation Relating to
Rules of Procedure in Probate, 19 Cal, L, Revision Comm’n Reports
917 (1988); Recommendation Relating to Distribution and Discharge,
19 GCal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 953 (1988); Recommendation
Relating to Nondomiciliary Decedents, 19 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 993 (1988); Recommendation Relating to Interest and Income
During Administration, 19 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1019




{1988); Comments to Conforming Revisions and Repeals, 19 Cal. L.
Revigion Comm'n Reports 1031 {1988); Recommendation Relating ¢to
1988 Probate Cleanup Bill, 19 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports
1167, 1191-1200 (1988). These twelve recommendations were
combined in two bills, The recommended legislation was enacted.
See 1988 Cal. Stat. chs. 113 and 1199,

Recommendation Relating to No Contest Clauses, 20 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 7 (1990); Recommendation Relating to
I20-Hour Survival Reguirement, 20 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports
21 (1990); Recommendation Relating to Brokers’ Commissions on
Probate Sales, 20 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 237-242 (1990);
Recommendation Relating to Bonds of Guardians and Conservators, 20
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 235 (1990). These four
recommendations were combined in one hill., The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1989 Cal. Stat. ch, 544,

Recommendation Relating to Multiple-Party Accounts, 20 GCal.
L. Revision Comm'n Reports 95 (1990). The recommended legislation
was enacted. See 1989 Cal., Stat, ch. 397,

Recommendation Relating to 1989 Probate Clesnup Bill, 20 Cal.
L. Revision Comm'n Reports 201, 227-232 (1990). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1989 Cal. Stat. ch. 21.

Recommendation Relating to Compensation of Attornsys and
Personal Representatives, 20 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 31
{1950); Recommendation Relating to Irustees' Fees, 20 (al. L.
Revision Comm'm Reports 279 (1990}, These two recommendations
were combined in one hill and enacted except for porticn relating
to compensation of attorneys. 1990 Cal, Stat. ch. 79 (1990}.

Recommendation Relating toc Notice to Credifors, 20 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'nm Reports 165 (1990). GEnacted in part., 1989 dCal.
Stat. ch. G544, Resubmitted to 1990 legislative session as
Recommendation Relating to Notice to Creditors in Estate
Administration, 20 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 507 (1990} and
remainder enacted. 1990 Cal. Stat. ch. 140.

Recommendation Relating to Repeal of Probate Code Section
6402.5 (In-Law Inheritance, 20 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 571
¢{1990). Hot enacted. To be resubmitted to 1991 leglslative
session,

Recommendetion Relating to Disposition of Small Estate by
Public Administrator, 20 Cal. L. BRevipion {omm'n Reports 529
{1990). Enacted. 1990 Cal. Stat. ch. 324,

Recommendation  Relating to  Survival Requirement for
Beneficiary of Statutory Will, 20 Cal, L. Revision Comm'n Reports
549 {1990); Recommendation Relating to Execution or Modification
of lLease Without Court Ordsr, 20 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports
557 (1990); Recommendaticn Relating ¢o Limitation Period for
Action Against Surety in Guardianship or Conservatorship
Proceeding, 20 Cal, L. Revieion GComm’'n Reports 565 {(1590);
Recommendation Relating to Court-Authorized Medical Treatment, 20
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 537 (1990); Recommendation
Relating to Priority of Conservator or Guardian for Appointment as
Administrator, 20 Cal. 1L, Revision Comm’n Reports 607 {1990).
Recommendation Relating ¢o Notice iIn Probate Where Address
Unknown, 20 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2245 (1990);




Recommendation Relating to Jurisdiction of Superior Court in Trust
Matters, 20 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2253 (1990). Thease
seven recommendations were enacted as 1990 Cal, Stat. ch. 710,

Recommendation Relating to Access to Decedent’'s Safe Deposit
Box, 20 Gal. L. Revislon Comm'n Reports 597 (19%0). Introduced at
1990 legislative session but not enacted. Will be resubmitted in
revised form in the 1991 1legislative session as Recommendation
Relating to Access t¢ Decedent's Safe Deposit Box, 20 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 2859 (1%90).

Recommendations Relating to Powers of Attorney, 20 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 401 (1990). Enacted. 1990 Cal. Stat. ch.
986.

Recommendation Relating to New Probate Code, 20 Cal, L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 1001 (1990). ©Enacted. 1990 Cal. Stats.
ch. 79,

Recommendation Relating to Uniform Management of
Institutional Funds Act, 20 Cal. L. Revielon Comm'n Reports 2265
{1990). Enacted. 1990 Cal. Stats. 1307.

Recommendation Relating to TOD Beneficiary Designation for
Vehicles and Certain Other State-Registered Property, 20 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 2883 (1990). Intreduced in 1991
legislative session as SB 271 {(Kopp).

Recommendation Relating ¢to Debts That Are Contingent,
Disputed, or Not Due, 20 Cal., L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2707
{1990); Recommendation Relating to Remedies of Creditor Where
Personal Representative Fails to Give Notice, 20 Cal, L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 2719 (1990); Recommendation Relating to Repeal of
Civil Code Section 704 {Passage of Ownership of U.5. Bonds on
Death, 20 (Cal, L. Revision Comm'n Reporta 2729 (1990);
Recommendaetion Relating to Disposition of Small Estate Without
Probate, 20 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2737 (1990);
Recommendation Relating to Right of Surviving Spouse to Dispose of
Community Property, 20 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2769
{1990); Recommendation Relating to Litigation Involving Decedents,
20 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2785 (1990); Recommendation
Relating to Compensation in Guardianship and Conservatorship
Proceedings, 20 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2837 (1990);
Recommendation Relating to Gifts in View of Impending Death, 20
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2869 (1990). These eight
recommendations will be submitted to the 1991 legislative session
as a single bill.

Recommendation Relating to Elimination of Seven-Year Limit
for Durable Power of Attcrney for Health Care, 20 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reparts 2605 (1990). This recommendation will be submitted
to the 1991 legislative session.

Recommendation Relating to Recognition of Irustee's Powers,
20 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2849 (1990); Recommendation
Relating to Recognition of Agent’s Authority Under Statutory Form
Power of Attorney, 20 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2629
(1990). These two recommendations will be submitted to the 1991
legislative sessicn as a single biil.
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Recommendation Relating to Uniform Statutory Rule Against
Perpetuities, 20 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2501 (1990).
This recommendation will be submitted to the 1991 1legislative

session.
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Application of Marketable Title Act to Obsolete Restrictive

Covenants, During the past five years, the Commission has made a
series of recommendations designed to improve the marketabllity of
title to property. Provisione were venacted wupon Commiassion
recommendations deaigned toc remove clouds on title created by (1)
ancient mortgages and deeds of trust, (2) dormant mineral rights, (3)
unexercised options, (5) powers of termination, (6) unperformed
contracts for sale of real property, and (7) abandoned essements. The
Commission plans to monitor adoption of the Uniform Dormant Mineral
Interest Act in other Jjurisdictions, and 1f there appears to be
widespread acceptance, will again raise the issue of adoption of the
act in Californla. The Commission has long planned to undertake a
study to determine whether and how the marketable title statute should
be made applicable to obsolete restrictive covenants. The staff
probably could prepare the necessary background study on this rather
difficult matter.

Other title matters, The Commission has a background study
outlining many other aspects of real and personal property law that are
in need of study. Reference to this background study will permit the
Commission to determine additional areas that might be studied.

The Commission has submitted the following recommendations
relating to this topie:
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Recommendation and Study Relating to Taking Possession and
Passage of Title in Eminent Pomain Proceedings, 3 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports at B-l1 (1961). See also 3 Gal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports at 1-5 {196l1). This recommendation was enacted. 1961
Cal, Stat. chs. 1612 (tax apportionment) and 1613 {taking
possesslon and passage of title}.

Recommendation and Study Relating to Evidence in Eminent
Domain Proceedings, 3 Cal, L, Revision Comm'n Eeports at A-1
{1961). This recommendation was submitted to the Legislature
several times and was enacted in 1965. 1965 Cal. Stat. ch. 1151.

Recommendation and Study Relating to the Reimbursement for
Moving Expenses When Property Is Acquired for Public Use, 3 Cal.
L. Revision Comm'n Reports at C-1 (196l1l). The substance of this
recommendation was enacted Iin 1965. 1965 Cal. Stat. chs. 1649,
1650,

Recommendation and Study Relating to Condemnation Law and
Procedure: Number 4--Discovery in Eminent Domain Proceedings, 4
Cal, L. Revision Gomm'n Reports 701 {(1963); 4 Cal., L. Revision
Commn'nn Reports 213 (1963). The recommended legislation was not
enacted, BSee also Recommsendation Relating to Discovery in Eminent
Domain Proceedings, 8% Cal, L. Revision Gomm'n Reports 19 (1967); 8
Cal., L. ERevision Comm'n Reports 1318 (1967). The recommended
legielation was enacted. See 19567 Gal. Stat. ch. 1104 (exchange
of valuation data).

Recommendation Relating to Recovery of Condemnee’s Expenses
on Abandonment of an Eminent Domain Proceeding, 8 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'nn Reports 1361 (1967); 9 Cal. L. Revision Comm’n Reports 19
{1969). The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1968 Cal.
Stat, ch. 133,

Recommendation Relating to Arbitration of Just Compensation,
g Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 123 (1969); 10 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'nn Reports 1018 (1971). The recommended legislation was
enacted. See 1970 Cal. 3tat. ch. 417.

Recommendation Relating to Condemnation Law and Procedure:
Conforming Changes in Improvement Acts, 12 Cel. L. Bevision Comm'n
Reports 1001 (1974); 12 Cal. L., Revision Comm'n Reports 534
(1974), The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1974 Cal,
Stat. ch. 426,

Recommendation Proposing the Eminent Domain Law, 12 Cal, L,
Revision Comm'n Reports 1601 (1974); 13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 2010 (1976); Tentative Recommendations Relating to
Condemnation Law and Procedure: The Eminent Domain Law,
Condemnation Authority of State Agencies, and Conforming Changes
in Special District Statutes, 12 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports
at 1, 1051, and 1101 (1974). The recommended leglslation was
enacted. See 1975 Cal. Stat. chs. 581, 582, 584, 58%, 586, 487,
1176, 1239, 1240, 1275, 1276, See &lso 1976 Cal. Stat. ch. 22.

Recommendation Relating to Relocation Assistance by Privale
Condemnors, 13 Cal. L. Revizsion Comm'n Reporta 2085 {1976); 13
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reperts 1614-15 {(1976). The recommended
legislaticn was enacted. See 1976 Cal. Stat. ch. 143,
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Recommendation Relating to Condemnation £for Byroads and
Utility Fasements, 13 Cal., L. Revision Comm’'n Reports 2091 (1976);
13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1615 (1976). The recommended
legislation was enacted in part {utility easements). See 1976
Cal. Stat. ch. 9394,

Recommendation Relating to Escheat, 8 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1001 (1967); 9 Gal. L. Revision Comm'n Reportas 16-18
(1969}, Most of the recommended legislation was enacted. See
1968 Cal, Stat. chs. 247 (escheat of decedent's estate) and 356
(unclaimed property act).

Recommendation Relating to Unclaimed Property, 11 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 401 (1973); 11 Cal, L., Revision Gomm'n
Reports 1124 (1973). The recommended legilslation was mnot
enacted. See also Recommendation Relating to Escheat of Amounts
Payable on Travelers Checks, Money Orders, and Similar
Instruments, 12 Cal, L, Revision Comm'n Reports 613 (1974); 13
Cal. L. Revigion Comm'n Reports 2012 (1976). The recommended
legislation was enacted. BSee 1975 Cal. Stat. ch. 25.

See Recommendation and Study Relating to Abandonment or
Termination of a Lease, § Gal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 701
{1967); 8 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1319 (1967). The
recommended legislation was not enacted, See alsc Recommendation
Relating to Real Property Leases, 9 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 401 (1969); 9 Cal. L. Revislon Comm'n Reports 98 {(1969).
The recommended legislation was mnot enacted. See also
Recommendation Relagting to Real Property Leases, 9 GCal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 153 (1969); 10 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1018 (1971). The recommended legislation was enacted.
See 1970 Cal. Stet. ch. 89,

Recommendations Relating Lo Landlord-Tenant Relations, 11
Cal., L, Reviasion Comm'n Reports 951 (1973). This report contains
two recommendations: Abandonment of Leased Real Property and
Personal Property Left on Premises Vacated by Tenant. See also 12
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 536 (1974). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1974 Cal, Stat, chs. 331, 332,

Recommendation Relating to Damages in Action for Breach of
Lesse, 13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1679 (1976); 14 Csal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 13 (1978). The recommended legislation
was enacted. See 1977 Cal. Stat. ch. 49,

Recommendation Relating to Partition of Real and Personal
Property, 13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 401 (1976); 13 Cal,
L. Revision Comm'n Reporta 1610-12 (19786). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1976 Cal., Stat. ch. 73.

Recommendation Relating to Review of Resolution of Necessity
by Writ of Mandate, 14 Cal. L, Revision Comm'n Reports 83 (1978);
14 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n EReports 224 (1973). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1978 Cal. Stat. ch, 286.

Recommendation Relating ¢to Evidence of Market Value of
Property, 14 Cal, L, Revision Comm’n Reports 105 (1978); 14 Cal.
L. Revision Comm'nn Reports 225 {1978). The recommended
legislation was enacted in part. See 1978 Cal. Stat. ch. 294.
Recommendation Relating to Application of Evidence Code Property
Valuation Rules in Noncondemnation Cases, 15 Cal, L. Revision
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Comm'n Reports 301 (1980); 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm’n Reports 1429
(1980). The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1980 Cal.
Stat. ch, 381.

Recommendation Relating to Ad Valorem Property Taxes in
Eminent Domain Proceedings, 14 Cal, L. Revisicn Comm'n Reporta 291
{1978); 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1025 (1980). The
recommended legislation was enacted. See 1978 Cal. Stat. ch. 31.

Recommendation Relating to Vacation of Public Streets,
Highways, and Service Zasements, 1% Cal. L. Revision GComm'n
Reports 1137 ({1980); 15 Cal. L. Eevision Comm'n Reports 1429
(1980)., The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1980 Cal.
Stat. ch. 1050. See also 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports B25
(1984). The recommended follow-up legislation was enacted. See
1983 Cal. Stat. ch. 69,

Recommendation Relating to Special Assessment Liens on
Property Acquired for Public Use, 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1101 (1980); 15 Cml. L. Revision Comm'n Reporta 1428
{1980). The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1980 Cal.
Stat. ch. 122. See alsc 16 Cal. L. Revision Comm’'n Reports 25
(follow wup legislation). The recommended legislation was
enacted. See 1981 Cal. Stat. ch. 139,

Recommendation Relating to Quiet Title Actions, 15 Cal. L.
Reviglon Comm'm Reports 1187 (1980); 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1428 {1980)., The recommended legislation was enacted.
See 1980 Cal, Stet, ch. 44.

Recommendation Relating to Marketable Title of Real Property,
16 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 401 (1982); 16 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 2026 (1982). The recommended legislation was
enacted. See 1982 Cal., Stat, ch. 1268.

Recommendation Relating to Severance of Joint Tenancy, 17
Cal. L. Revision GComm'n Reports 941 (1984); 18 Cal. L. Revision
Gomm'n Reports 23 (1986). The recommended legislation was
enacted. See 1984 Cal. Stat. ch. 519.

Recommendation Relating Lo Effect of Quiet Title eand
Partition Judgments, 17 Gal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 947
{1984); 18 Cal. L. ERevision Comm'n Reports 22 (1986). The
recommended legislation was enacted, See 1984 Cal. Stat. ch, 20.

Recommendation Relating to Dormant Mineral Rights, 17 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 957 (1984); 18 Cal. L. BRevision Comm'n
Reports 22 (1986). The recommended legislation was enacted. See
1984 Cal. Stat. ch. 240.

Recommendation Relating ¢o Rights Among Cotenants In
Possession and Out of Possession of Real Property, 17 Cal. L.
Revigion Comm'n Reports 1023 (1984); 18 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 23 (1986). The recommended legislation was enacted. See
1984 Cal., Stat. ch, 24l.

Recommendation Relating to Recording Severance of Joint
Tenancy, 18 Cal. L. Revision Comm’n Reporta 249 (1986). The
recommended legislation was enacted. See 1985 Cal. Stat. ch. 157.

Recommendation Relating to Abandoned Easements, 18 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 257 (1986). The recommended legislation
was enacted, See 1985 Cal. Stat. ch. 157,
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Recommendation Relating to Commercial Real Property Leases,
20 Cal, L. Revision Comm'n Reports 251 (1990). The recommended
legislation was enacted. 3See 1989 GCal. Stat. ch. 982.

Recommendation Relating to Commercial Real Property Leases:
Remedies for Breach of Assignment or Sublease Covenant, 20 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 2405 (1990}; Recommendation Relating to
Commerciel Real Property Leases: Use Restrictions, 20 Cal. L.
Revigsion Comm'nt Reports 2421 (1990, These two recommendations
have been submitted to the 1991 legislative session as SB 256
{Beverly).

FAMILY LAW, Whether the 1.&3 ru;mmww

Renortsrgz 112251,}

The area of family law is in need of atudy to clarify the law and
to make needed substantive changes in the law. This field of law is
very controversial. The Commisgion has submitted a npumber of
recommendations and has several background studies available.

Dongative transfers and revocation of copnsent, The Commission has
retained a consultant, Professor Jerry Kasner, to deal with problems

created by the Supreme OCourt MacDopnald case, involving donative
transfers of community property made by one spouse with the consent of
the other and whether such a consent, once given, is irrevocable.
Marital agreements made during marriasge, California now has the
Uniform Premarital Agreements Act and detalled provisicns concerning
agreements relating to rilghts upon death of one of the apouses.
However, there is no general statute governing marital agreements
during marriage. Such a statute would be useful and the development of
the statute might Iinvelve controversial issues. Also, the issue
whether the right to support can be walved in a premarital agreement
should be considered.
tion o ri opert The OCommission submitted a
recommendation on this matter on which an interim hearing was held by
the Senate Judicizry Committee, Recent legislation sponsored by the
Commission on Status of Women has been enacted that affecta this area.
The area is stiil active, and the Commission has declded to defer

further consideration of thls matter.
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Stepparent liabjlity, The Commlssion 1s responsible for a number
of statutes that impact on the 1iability of a stepparent for support of
a stepchild, particularly the statutes governing liability of marital
property for debts. The staff has received the manuscript of an
article by Professor Mary-Lynne Figher entitled "Stepparent
Responsibility for Child Support," which is critical of the statutes in
a number of respects. At some point the Gommission should review this
article to determine whether any additional changes in these statutes
appear desirakble.

The {ommission has submitted the following recommendations
relating to this topic:

Recommendation Relating ¢to Federal Military and Other
Pensions as Community Propecty, 16 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports
47 (1982); 16 Czl. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2027 (1982). The
recommnended resolution was adopted. See 1982 Cal, Stat, res. ch.
44,

Recommendation Relating to Division of Joint Tenancy and
Tenancy in Common Property at Dissolution of Marriage, 16 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 2165 (1982); 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 823-24 (1984). The recommended legislation was enacted.
See 1983 Cal. Stat. ch. 342, The Commission has prepared follow
up legislation to deal with the application of the 1983 statute to
cases pending when that statute took effect. Recommendation
Relating to Civil Code Sections 4800.1 and 4800.2, 18 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Repeorts, 383 ({1986). One of two recommended
measures was enacted (Application of Civil Code Sections 4800.1
and 4800.2). See 1986 Gal. Stat. ch., 49,

Recommendation Relating to Liability of Marital Property for
Debts, 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1 {1984). See also 17
Cal. L. Revision Comm'nn Reports 824 (1984); 18 Cal., L., Revision
Comm'n Reports 20-21 (1986). The recommended legislation was
enacted, See 1984 Cal. Stat. ch. 1671,

Recommendation Relating to Marital Property Presumptions and
Transmutations, 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 205 (1984); 18
Cal. L. PRevision Comm'n Reports 21 (1986}. The recommended
legislation was enacted in part (transmutations). See 1984 Cal.
Stat, ch. 1733,

Recommendation ERelating to Reimbursement of Educational
Expenses, 17 Gal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 229 {(1984); 18 Cal.
L. Revision Comm'n Reports 22 (1986}, The recommended legislation
was enacted, See 1984 Cal. Stat. ch. 1661.

Recommendation Relating to Special Appearance in Family Law
Proceedings, 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 243 (1984); 18
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 21 (1986). The recommended
legialation was enacted. See 1984 Cal. Stat. ch. 156.

Recommendation Relafting to Liability of Stepparent for Child
Support, 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm’'n Reports 251 (1984); 18 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 21 (1986). The recommended legislation
was enacted. See 1984 Cal., Stat. ch, 249.
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Recommendation Relating to Awarding Temporary Use of Family
Home, 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 261 (1984); 18 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 21 (1986). The recommended legislation
was enacted., See 1984 Cal. Stat. ch. 463.

Recommendation Relating to Disposition of Community Property,
17 Cal. L. Revigion Comm'n Reports 269 {1984); 18 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 22 (1986). The recommended legislation was not
enacted but the subject matter of the Commission’s recommendation
was referred for interim study by the Senate Judiciary Committee.

Recommendation Relating to Effect of Desath of Support
Obligor, 17 Cal, L. Revision Comm'n Repcorts 824 (1984); 18 Cal, L.
Reviaion Comm'n Reporte 21-22 (1986). The recommended legislation
was enacted in part. See 1984 Cal. Stat. ch. 19. See also
Recommendation Relating to Provision for Support if Support
Obligor Dies, 18 Cal. L, Revision Comm'n Reports 119 (1986). The
recommended legislation was enacted. See 1985 Cal. Stat. ch. 362.

Recommendation Relating to Dividing Jointly Owned Property
Upon Marriage Dissolution, 18 Gal. L. Revislon Gomm'n Reports 147
{1986}, The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1985 Cal,
Stat. ch. 362.

Recommendation Relating fo Litigation Expenses in Family Law
Proceedings, 18 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 351 (1986). The
recomuended legislation was enacted, See 1985 Gal. Stat. ch. 362.

PREJUDGMENT INTEREST. Whether the law yelating to the award of
reiju £ terest in civ actio a ated m ers s d be
reviged, {Authorized by 1971 Cal., Stat, res, ch, 75.)

This topic was added to the Commissicn’s GCalendar of Topics by the
Legislature {not on recommendation of the Commission) because some
members of the Leglaslature helieved that prejudgment Interest should be
recoverable in personal injury actions., This topic was mnever given
priority by the Commission. The Commissjion doubted that a
recommendation by the Commission would carry much weight, glven the
positions of the Trial Lawyers Assoclation and the Insurance Companies
and other potential defendants on the issue, Provisions providing for
prejudgment interest in personal injury actions (not recommended by the
Commission) were enacted in 1982, See Civil Code Section 3291,
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CLASS ACTICNS, ‘Whether the law relating to c¢lass actions should be
revised thorized by 1 al, Stat c 1s0

L. Revision Comm'n Reports 524 (19743,

This toplc was added to the Commlssion's Calendar of Toplcs upon
request of the Commission. However, the Commission never gave the
toplic any priority because the State Bar and the Uniform Law
Commissioners were reviewing the Uniform Glass Actlions Act which was
approved by the HNatlonal Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State
Laws in 1976. As of September 1985, only two states--Iowa and North
Dakota—have enacted the Uniform Act. The staff doubts that the
Commission could produce a statute in this area that would have a
reasonable chance for enactment, given the controversial nature of the

issues involved in drafting such a statute.

OFFERS OF COMPROMISE. Whether the law relatine to offers of compromise
should be revised Authoriz 197 1, Stat, re ch, 1 See

also 12 Cal, L, Revision Comm'n Reports 525 (1974).)

This toplic was added to the Commission's Calendar of Topics at the
request of the Commission in 1975. The Commission was concerned with
Section 998 of the Code of Civil Procedure (withholding or augmenting
costs following rejection or acceptance of offer to allow judgment).
The GCommission noted several instances where the language of Section
998 might be clarified and suggested that the section did net deal
adequately with the problem of a Jjoint offer to several plaintiffs.
The Commisslion raised the gquestion whether some provision should be
made for the case involving multiple plaintiffs. Since then Section
3291 of the Civil Code has been enacted to sallow recovery of interest
where the plaintiff makes an offer pursuant to Section 998,

The CGommission has never given this toplc any priority, but it is
one that might be considered by the Commission scmetime In the future
on a nonpriority basis when staff and Commission time permit work on

the topic.
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DISCOVERY IN CIVIL ACTIONS., Whether the law relatineg to discovery in
civil cases should be revised. (Authorized by 1975 Cal. Stat., reg. ch,
15, See also 12 Cal, 1., Revision Comm'n Reports 525 (1974%.)

The Commission regquested authority to study this topic in 1974.
The Commission noted that the exlsting California discovery statute was
based on the Federal Rules of (ivil Procedure and that the federal
rules had been amended to deal with specific problems which had arisen
under the rules. The Commission believed the federal revislons should
be studied to determine whether the C(alifornia statute should be
modified in 1light of the changes in the federal rules.

Although the Commission considered the topic to be an important
one, the Commission declded not to give the study priority because the
California State Bar was actively studying the matter and the
Commission did not want to duplicate the efforts of the GCalifornia
State Bar. A Joint commission of the Californla State Bar and the
Judieial Council produced a new disgcovery act that was enacted into
law. The Commission should consider whether thia topic should be
dropped from its agenda.

PROCED OVAL _OF INVALID LIENS th a a rocedure
d be ¥ d b which erty owne a O

a;tg;nex'g_ fggg to _the Drevailina pa :;1. ( gg;i; g nx 125@ gl,
Stat, res, ch, 37.)

This topic was added to the Commission's Calendar of Topics by the
Legislature (not recommended for addition by Commission) because of the
problem created by unknown persons filing fraudulent lien documents on
property owner by public officials or others to create a cloud on the
title of the property. The Commission has never given this topic any
priority, but it is one that might be considered on a neonpriority basis
in the future when staff and Gommission time permit. The staff has
done a preliminary analysis of this matter that shows a number of
remedies are available under existing law. The question is whether

these remedies are adequate,
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SPECTAL ASSESSMENT LIENS FOR PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS, Y¥hether acts

governing speciasl sagsessments for public improvements should be
gimplified and unified. ({Authorized by 1980 Cal, Stat, res, ch, 37.)

There are a great number of astatutes that provide for apecial
assessments for public improvements of various types. The statutes
overlap and duplicate each other and contain apparently needless
inconsistencies. The Leglslature added this topic to the Gommission's
Calendar of Topics with the objective that the Commission might be able
to develop ¢ne or more unified acts to replace the variety of acts that
now exist, {A number of years ago, the Commlission examined the
improvement acts and recommended the repeal of a number of aobsolete
ones, That recommendation was enacted.) This legislative assignment
would be a worthwhile projeect but would require a substantial amount of
staff time,

INJURCTIONS, Whether the law on injunctions and related matters should
be revised, (Authorized by 1984 Cal, Stat, res, ch, 42,}

This topic was added to the Commiszslon's Calendar of Topica by the
Legislature in 1984. The topic was added because comprehensive
legislation was proposed for enactment and 1t was easier for the
Legislature to refer the matter to the Commission than to make a
careful study of the legislation. The Commission has decided that due
to limited funds, it will not give priority to this study, unless there
is a legislative directive Indicating the need for prompt action on
this matter.

INVOLURTARY DISMISSAL FOR LACK OF PROSECUTION, Whether the law
relating t voluntary dismissal for ls of prosecutic hould be

revised, (Authorized by 1978 Cal, Stat, res, ch, 85, See also 14 Cal,
L., Revigion Comm'n Reports 23 (1978).)

The Commission recommended a comprehensive statute on this topilc.

Recommendation Relating to Dismissal for Lack of Prosecution, 16 Cal.
L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2205 (1982); Revised Recommendation Relating

to Dismissal For Lack of Prosecution, 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm’'n
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Reports 905 (1984}, See als¢ 18 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 23
{1986). The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1984 Cal. Stat.
ch. 1705.

This toplc was retained on the Calendar of Toples s0 that the
Commission would have authority tc recommend any clean up legislation
that might be needed., The staff will follow the experience under the

new statute and report any problems with it to the Commission,

STATUTES OF LIMITATIONS FOR FELONIES. Whether the law relating to

gtatutes of limitations applicable to felonies should be revised,
{Authorized by 1981 Cal, Stat, ch, 90%, & 3.)

The Commission submitted a recommendation for a comprehensive
gtatute on this topic. Recommendation Relating to Statutes of
Limitation for Felonies, 17 Cal. L. Revisicn Comm'n Reports 301 (1984);
18 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 23-24 (1986). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1984 Cal. Stat. ch., 1270.

The Commission retained this toplc on its Calendar of Topics so
that any needed clean up legislation could be submitted.

RIGHTS AND DISABILITIES OF MINORS AND INCOMPETENT PERSONS, Whether the
law relating to the rights and disabilities of minors and incompetent

ergong s d be revised Authorized i at
1 See g0 14 Cal, L., Revision Comm' e t

The GCommission has submlitted a number of recommendations under
this tople authorization and it is anticipated that more will be
submitted wunder this toplc authorization as the need for those
recommendations becomes apparent. We have recently received an inguiry
concerning the Commission's study of, and the need to revise, Civil
Code Sections 38, 39, and 40, relating to capacity to make a contract,
The statutes relating to rights of minors will be consolidated and
coordinated in the process of preparing the new Family code,

The Commission has submitted the following recommendations
relating to this toplc:

Recommendation and Study Relating to Powers of Appeintment, 9
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 301 {1969); 9 Cal. L. Revision
Comm’'n Reports 98 (1969). The recommended legislation was
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enacted. See 1969 Cal., Stat. chs. 113, 155, A clarifying
revision to the powers appointment statute was submitted to the
1978 Legislature. See 14 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 225, 257
(1978). The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1978 Czl.
Stat. ch. 266. See also Recommendation Relating to Revision of
Powers of Appointment Statute, 15 Cal, L, Revision Comm'm Reports
1668 (1980); 16 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 25 (1982). The
recommended legislation was enacted. See 1981 Cal. Stat., ch. 63,
Recommendation Relating ¢tc Emancipated Minors, 16 Cal., L.
Revision Comm’'n Reports 183 (1982); 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 823 (1984). The recommended legislation was enacted. See
1983 Cal. Stat. ch, 6.
Recommendation Relating to Uniform Durable Power of Attorney
for Health Care Decisions, 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reporta 101
{1984); 17 Gal. L. BRevision Comm'n Reports 822 (1984). The
recommended legislation was enacted, See 1983 Cal, Stat. ch. 1204.
Recommendation Relating to Statutory Forms for Durable Powers
of Attorney, 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm’n Reports 701 {(1984); 18
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 18-19 {(1986). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1984 Cal. Stat. chs. 312, 602,
Recommendation Relating to Durable Powers of Attorney, 18
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 305 (1986). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1985 Cal. Stat, ch. 403,

CHILD CUSTODY, ADOPTION, GUARDIANSHIP, AND RELATED MATTERS, Whether
the law relating to custody of children, adoption, guardianship,
freedom from parental custod contro related matters should
be revige uthorized 1972 Cal, Sta res, ch, 2 See also 1
Cal, L., Revision Comm'n Reports 1122 (1971); 1956 Cal, Stat, res, ch,
42: 1 Cal. I, Revision Comm'n Reporta, "1956 Report"™ at 29 {1957).)

Child custedy, The Commisslon has in hand a study of this topic
prepared by the Commission's consultant, the late Professor Brigitte M,
Bodenheimer. See Bodenheimer, The Multiplicity of Child Custody
Proceedings--Problems of California Law, 23 Stan. L. Rev. 703 (1971).
The Commission has not considered this study.

Adoption, There is a need to review the substantive provisions
relating to adoption. The Commission has plamned to wundertake the
drafting of a new adoption statute and to give the matter some
priority. The Uniform Law Commissioners have a speclal drafting
committee working on a new Umiform Adoption Act. The Commission has
deferred the study of adoption until the work of the Uniform
Commissioners becomes available. The Commission alsc has in hand an
obsolete study of this topic prepared by the Commission's consultant,
the late Professor Brigitte M. Bodenheimer. See Bodenheimer, New
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Trends and Reguirements in Adoption Law and Proposals for Legislative
Change, 49 S0, Cal, L, Rev, 10 (1975). A bill was enacted in 1990 that
improved the drafting and substance of the law relating to adoption.

The Commission has submitted the following recommendations
relating to this topic:

Recommendation Relating to Guardianship-Conservatorship Law,
14 Cal, L, Revision Comm'n Reports 501 (1978); 15 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 1024-25 (1980). See also
Guardianship-Conservatorship Law With Official Comments, 15 Cal.
L. Revision Comm'n Reports 451 {1980). The recommended
legislation was enacted, See 1979 Cal. Stat. chs. 165, 726, 730.
See also 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1427 (1980)
{Guardianship-Censervatorship Law—technical and clarifying
revisions)., The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1980
Cal. Stat. ch. 246.

Recommendation Relating to Revision of
Guardianship-Conservatorship Law, 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1463 {1980); 16 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 24-25
(1982). The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1981 Cal.
Stat. ch. 9.

Recommendation Relating to Uniform Veterans Guardianship Act,
15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1289 (1980); 15 Cal. L.
Reviaion Comm'n Reports 1428 (1980). The recommended legislation
was enacted. See 1980 Cal. Stat. ch. B89.

Recommendstion Relating to Uniform Durable Power of Attorney
Act, 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 351 (1988); 16 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 25 {1982). The recommended legislation
was enacted. See 1981 Cal. Stat. ch. 511l.

EVIDERCE, Whether the Evidence Code should be revised. (Authorized by
1955 Cal, Stat., res, ch. 130)

The California Evidence Code was enacted upon recommendation of
the Commission., Since then, the Federal Rules of Evidence have been
adopted. Those rules draw heavily frem the California Evidence Code,
and 1in drafting the federal rules the drafters made changes in
provisions taken from California. The California statute might be
conformed to some of these federal provisions. In addition, there is a
substantial body of experience under the Evidence Code. That
experience might be reviewed to determine whether any techniecal or
substantive revisions in the Evidence Code are needed. The Commission
has available a background study that reviews the federal rules and
notes changes that might be made in the California code in light of the

federal rules. However, the study was prepared 10 Yyears ago and

—-23-




probably should be updated before it is considered by the Commission.
In addition, a background study by an expert consultant of the
experience under the California Evidence Code ({enacted more than 20
yvears ago) might be useful before the Commission undertakes a review of
the Evidence Code,

The GCommission has submitted the following recommendations
relating to this topic:

Recommendation Proposing an Evidence Code, 7 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 1 (1965). A number of tentative recommendations
and research studies were published and distributed for comment
prier to the preparation of the recommendation proposing the
Evidence Code. See 6 Cal., L. Revision Comm'n Reports at 1, 101,
201, 601, 701, 801, 901, 1001, and Appendix (1964). See also
Evidence Code With ¢fficial Comments, 7 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1001 {1965). The recommended legislation was enacted.
See 1965 Cal. Stat. ch. 299 (Evidence Code).

Recommendations Relating ¢o the Evidence Code: Nunber
I--Evidence Code  Revisions; Nuaber 2--Agricultural Code
Revisions; Number 3--Commercial Code Revisions, 8 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 101, 201, 301 {(1967). See also 8 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 1315 (1967). The recommended legislation
was enacted. See 1967 Cal. S8tat. chs. 650 (Evidence Code
revigions), 262 (Agricultural Code revisions), 703 ({Commercial
Code revisions).

Recommendation Relating to the Evidence Code: Number
4--Revision of the Privileges Article, 9 Cal. L, Revision Comm'n
501 (1969); 9 Cal. L., Revision Comm'n Reporta 98 (1969). The
recommended legislation was not enacted; Recommendation Relating
to Psychotherapist-Patient Privilege, 14 Cal, L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 127 (1978); 14 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 225
(1978). The recommended legislation was passed by the Legislature
but vetoed by the Governor. See alse Recommendation Relating to
Psychotherapist-Patient Privilege, 15 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1307 (1980), This revised recommendation was not
submitted to the Legislature. Portions of the revised
recomstendation were enacted in 1985. 1985 GCal. Stat. chs. 545,
1077,

Recommendation Relating to the Evidence Code: Number
5--Revisions of the Evidence Code, 9 Cal. L. Revisicn Comm’n
Reports 137 (1969); 10 Cal, L. Revision Comm'n Reports 10138
{(1971). Some of the recommended legislation was enacted. See
1970 Cal. Stat. chs. 69 {res ipsa loguitur), 1397
{psychotherapist-patient privilege).

See also report concerning Proof of Foreign Official Records,
10 Cal., L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1022 (1971) and 1970 Cal. Stat.
ch. 41.

Recommendation Relating to Erroneously Ordered Disclosure of
Privileged Information, 11 Cal, L. Revision GComm'n Reports 1163
(1973); 12 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 535 (1974). The
recommended legislation was enacted. See 1974 Cal. Stat. ch. 227.
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Recommendation Relating ¢to Evidence Code Section 999-The
“Criminal Conduct” Exception to the Physician-Patient Privilege,
11 Cal., L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1147 (1973); 12 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 535 (1974). The recommended legislation
was not enacted. A revised recommendation was submitted to the
1975 Legislature. See Recommendation Relating to the Good Cause
Exception to the Physician-Patient Privilege, 12 Cal. L. Reviagion
Comm'n Reports 601 (1974); 13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2012
{1976). The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1975 Cal.
Stat. ch. 318.

Recommendation Relating to View by Trier of Fact in a Civil
Case, 12 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 587 (1974); 13 Cal, 1.
Revision Comm'n Reports 2011 (1976). The recommended legislation
was enacted. See 1975 Cal. Stat. ch. 301.

Recommendalion Relating to Admissibility of Copies of
Business Records in Evidence, 13 Cal. L. Revislon Comm'n Reports
2051 (1976); 13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2012 (1976). The
recommended legislation was not enacted.

Recommendation Relating to Evidence of Market Value of
Property, 14 Cal, L. Revision Comm'n Reports 105 (1978); 14 Cal.
L. Revision Comm'n Reports 225 (1978). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1978 Cal. Stat. ch. 294,

Recommendation Relating to Protection of Mediation
Communications, 18 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports, 241 (1986).
The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1985 Cal, Stat. ch.
731,

ARBITRAT the to arbitration shou e
revised Authorized b Cal, Stat, res, ch, 11 See also 8 Cal
Revis Comm'n Report

The present Galifornia arbitration statute was enacted in 1961
upon GCommission recommendation. See Recommendation and Study Relating
to Arbitration, 3 Cal. L. Revisicn Comm'n Reports at 6-1 (1961). See
also 4 Cal, L. Revision Comm'n Reports 15 (1963}). See also 1961 Cal.
Stat. ch. 461l. The topic was retalned on the Commission's Calendar of
Topice so that the Commission has authority to recommend any needed

technical or substantive revisions in the statute.

MGDIFIC OF CORTRACTS YWhet e w Telati te modification
of cont ts should be vige Authorized 1974 Ca Stat es
ch, 4 S so_1 Gal, Stat, res 202; 1 Cal. L, Revision
Gomm'n Reports, " geport" at 21

The Commission recommended legislation on this topic that was
enacted in 1975 and 1976. See Recommendation and Study Relating to
Oral Modification of Written Contracts, 13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
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Reporta 301 (1976); 13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2011 (1976).
One of the two legislative measures recommended was enacted. See 1975
Cal. Stat. ch. 7; Recommendation Relating to Oral Modification of
Contracts, 13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2129 (1976); 13 Cal. L.
Eevision Comm'n Reports 1616 (1976). The reccmmended legislation was
enacted. See 1976 Cal. Stat. ch. 109.

This toplc is continued on the Commission's Calendar of Toplics so
that the Commission has authority tc recommend any needed technical or
substantive revisions in the legislation enacted wupon Commission

recommendation.

GOVERNMENTAL LIABILITY, Whethey the law relating to sovereign or
governmental ilmmunity in California should be revised. (Authorized by
1977 Ca), Stat, res, ch, 17, See algo 1957 Cal. Stat, res, ch. 202,)

The comprehenslve governmental tort liability statute was enacted
upon Commission recommendation in 1963 and additional legislation on
this toplc was enacted 1In the following years upon Commission
recommendation, The topic is retained on the Commission's Calendar of
Topics 8o that the Commission has authority to make additional
recommendations concerning this topic to make substantive and technical
improvements in the statutes enacted upon Commission recommendation and
to make recommendations to deal with situations not dealt with by the
existing statutes. Other groups have heen active in this field in
recent years,

The Commission has submitted the following recommendations
relating to this topic:

Recommendations Relating to Sovereign Immunity: Number
1--Tort Liability of Public Entilies and Public Employees; Number
2--Claims, Actions and Judgments Against Public Entities and
Public Ewployees; Number 3--Insurance Coverage for Public
Entities and Public Employees; Number 4--Defense of Public
Employees; Number 5--Liability of Public Entities for Ownership
and Operation of Motor Vehicles; Number 6--Workmen's Compensation
Benefits for Persons Assisting Law Enforcement or Fire Control
Officers; Number 7--Amendmenis and Repeals of Inconsistent Special
Seatutes, 4 Cal., L. Revision Comm'n Reports 201, 100], 1201, 1301,
1401, 1501, and 1601 (1963). See also 4 cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 211-13 (1963). Moast of the recommended legislation was
enacted. See 1963 Cal. Stat. chs. 1681 {tort liability of public
entities and public employees), 1715 (claims, actions and
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Judgments agalnst public entities and public employees), 1682
(insurance coverage for public entities and public employees),
1683 {defense of public employees), 1684 (workmen's compensation
benefits for persons assisting law enforcement or fire control
officers), 1685 {amendments and repeals of inconsistent aspecial
statutes), 1686 (amendmentsz and repeals of inconsistent special
statutes), 2029 {(amendments and repeals of Iinconsistent special
statutes), See also A Study Relating to Sovereign Immunity, 5
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1 (1963).

Recommendation Relating to Sovereign Immunity: Number
8--Revisions of the Governmental Liability Act, 7 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 401 (1965); 7 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 914
(1965). The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1965 Cal,
Stat. chs. 653 (claims and actions against public entities and
public employees), 1527 (liability of public entities for
cwnership and operation of moter vehicles).

Recommendation Relating to Sovereign Immunity: Number
9--Statute of Limitations in Actions Against Public Entities and
Public Employees, 9 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 49 (1969); 9
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 98 (1969). See alsc Proposed
Legislation Relating to Statute of Limitations in Actions Against
Public Entities and Public Employees, 9 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 175 (1969); 10 Cal, L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1021
(1971). The recommended legislation was enacted. See 1970 Cal.
Stat. ch. 104,

Recommendation Relating to Sovereign Immunity: Number
10--Revisions of the Governmental Liability Act, 9% Cal, L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 3801 (1969); 10 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1020 (1971). Most of the recommended legislation was
enacted. See 1970 Cal. Stat. ch. 662 {(entry to make teats) and
1099 (ljability for use of pesticides, 1liability for damages from
testa).

Recommendation Relating to Payment of Judgments Against Local
Public Entities, 12 Cal., L. Revision Comm'n Reports 575 (1974); 13
Cal, L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2011 ({1976). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1975 Cal. Stat. ch., 285.

Recommendation Relating to Underiakings for Costs, 13 Cal,. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 901 (1975); 13 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1614 (1976). The recommended legislation was not enacted.

Recommendation Relating to Notice of Rejecliion of Late Claim
Against Public Entity, 16 Cal., L. Revision Comm'm Reports 2251
(1982); 17 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 824 (1984). The
recommended legislation was enacted, See 1983 Cal. Stat. ch. 107.

Recommendation Relating ¢o Security for Costs, 14 Cal. L.
Revigsion Comm'n Reports 319 (1978); 15 Cal. L. BRevision Comm'n
Reports 1025 (1980). The recommended legislation was enacted.
See 1980 Cal. Stat. ch. 114,
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INVERSE GQ ATTION ther the ecigiona statuto and
constitutional rules governing the liability of public entities for

inverse condemnation should be revised (including, but not limited to,
1iability for damages resulting from flood control projects) and
vhether the law relating to the liabhility of private persons under
gimilar circumstances should be revised Authorized 1 Cal

Stat, res, ch, 74. See also 1970 Cal, Stat. res, ch, 46; 1965 Cal,
Stat. res, ch, 1

The Commission has made recommendations to deal with specifice
aspects of this topie but has never made a study looking toward the
enactment of a comprehensive statute, primarily because inverse
condemnation liability has a constitutional basls and because it is
unlikely that any signifiéant legislation could be enacted.

The Commisslon has submitted the following recommendations
relating te this topic:

Recommendation Relating to Inverse Condemnation: Insurance
Coverage, 10 Cal., L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1031 (1971); 10 Cal.
L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1126 (1971). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1971 Cal. Stat. ch. 140,

Recommendation Relating tc Sovereign Immunity: Number
10--Revisions of the Governmental Liability Act, 9 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'nn Reports 801 (1969); 10 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1020 (1971). Most of the recommended legislation was
enacted. See 1970 Cal. Stat. chs. 622 (entry to make tests) and
1099 (1iability for use of pesticides, liability for damages from
tests).

Proposed Legislation Relating to Statuie of Limitations in
Actions Against Public Entities and Public Employees, 9 Cal, L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 175 (1969); 10 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 1021 (1971). The recommended legislation was enacted.
See 1970 Cal. Stat. ch. 104.

Recommendation Relating to Payment of Judgments Against Local
Public Entities, 12 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 575 (1974); 13
Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2011 (1976). The recommended
legislation was enacted. See 1975 Cal, Stat. ch. 285,

See alsc Van Alstyne, California Inverse Condemnation Law, 10
Cal. L, Revision Comm'n Reports 1 (1971).
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LIQUIDATED DAMAGES, Whether the law relating to liguidated damages in

contracts enerall and particularly in leases, should be revised,
Authorized by 1 Cal, Stat. res, ch See also 1 Ca Stat
res, ch, 224.)

The Commission submitted a series of recommendations proposing
enactment of a comprehensive liquidated damages statute, Ultimately,
the statute was enacted. The topic i1s retained on the Calendar of
Topice so that the Commission has authority to recommend any needed
technical or substantive changes in the statute.

The Commission has submitted the following recommendations
relating to this topic:

Recommendation and Study Relating to Liquidated Damages, 11
Cal. L, Revision Comm'n Reporta 1201 (1973); 12 Cal. L. Revision
Comm'n Reports 535 (1974). The recommended legislation was not
enacted, See also Recommendation Relating to Liguidated Damages,
13 Gal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 2139 (1976); 13 Cal. 1.
Revision Comm'n Reporta 1616 (1976). The recommended legislation
was passed by the Legizslature but vetced by the Governor. See
alse Recommendation Relating to Liquidated Damages, 13 Cal. L.
Revision Comm'n Reports 1735 (1976); 14 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 13 (1978). The recommended legislation was enacted. See
1977 Cal, Stat., ch., 198,

PAROL EW the a evid le should be
revised. (Authorized by 1971 Cal, Stat, res, ch, 75. See also 14 GCal,

L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1031 {(19713.)

The Commission has submitted the following recommendation relating
to the topic. Recommendation Relating to Parol Evidence Rule, 14 Cal.
L. Revision Comm'n Reports 143 (1978); 14 Cal, L. Revision Comm'n
Reports 224 (1978). The recommended legislation was enacted. See 19738
Cal. Stat. ch. 150. The topic is retained on the Calendar of Topics so
that the Commission 1s authorized to recommend any technical or
substantive changes in the statute.

PLEADINGS IN CIVIL ACTIONS. Whether the law relating to pleadings in
civil act and preoceedings should be revised, {(Authorized by 1980

Cal., Stat, res, ch

The Commission submitted a recommendation proposing a

comprehensive statute relating to pleading. Recommendation and Study

Relating to Counterclaims and Cross-Complainits. Joinder of Causes of
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Action, and Related Provis.ions,- 10 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 499
{1971). The topic 18 continued on the Calendar of Topiecs so that the
Commiszsion is authorized to recommend technical and substantive changes
in the pleading statute, See 11 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1024
(1973) {technical change).

ADMINISTRATIVE 1AW, Whether there should be changes to administrative
law Aut ed by 1 C Stat, res 4

This topic is under active consideration by the Commission.

PAYME SHIFTING OF T 8' FEES EN LITI S ether the
law relating to the pavment and the ift of attorneys®' fees between
tigants should be revised uthorized b Cal. 8ta 8, C

20.)

The Commisszion requested authority to study this matter pursuant
to a suggeation by the California Judges Assoclation. The Commission
has deferred work on this subject pending receipt from the CJA of an
indications of the problems they see in the law governing payment and
shifting of attorneys' fees between litigants.

FAMILY CODE, Conduct a review of all atatutes relating to the
adjudication of child and fﬂilx clvil g;ogeediggs, with gpgcifie

establishment ofa Fam:l. Re ations Code, Authorized b : 3 Ga
Stat. reg, ch. 70.)

The Legislature requested the Commission to study this matter
giving it the same priority as the administrative law study. Unlike
other topleca on the Commission's calendar that affect family relaticns
(Probate GCode, family law, rights and disabilities of minors and
incompetent persons, child custody, adoption, guardianship, and related
matters), the present study is primarily a consolidation of statutes
and procedures, and not primarily a study of substantive changes. The

staff is actively working on this matter.
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« Memo %1-20 LXHIBIT 2 nTh Calninis
e 1990
ALVIN G. BUCHIGNANI ke ey
ATTOMNEY AT LAW * ) o
ASEGCTATED WITH 300 MONTGOMERY STREET. SUITE 450
JEDETKIN, GEREEN, SPRAGUE & EISHOP SAN FRANCISCO. CA 94104-1908
1416) 421-5850

FAX 415 421-53853

December 6, 1990

California Law Revisicn Commission
4000 Middlefield Road, Suite D-2

‘ﬂ-\n

Jalc alts, CA $4303-4733

Re: Application o et e Ti S te to
Executory Ipterests

Dear Ladies & Gentlemen,

I believe the above reccmmendation is a goed one, and
concur with its adoption, basically on the ground that it
would improve the marketability of titles. ;

As a corcocllary, I would like to see more 51mp1if1ed —\““\
procedures for actions toc quiet title, particularly in ]
relationship to the service of process in such actions, with

a view to reducing costs and expenses in connection with the
proceedings.

Ve

Alvin G= Buchignani

AGB/pzg
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BECEiygy

Qalifornia Stde Bheriffs’ Assoctation

Organization Founded by the Sheriffs in 1894

January 30, 1991

Mr. John H. De Moully

Executive Secretary

California Law Revision Commission
4000 Middlefield Rd., Suite D2
Palo Alto, CA 94303-4739

Dear Mr. De Moully,

| write you at the suggestion of Pam Hulse of the Judicial Council,
and on behalf of the California States Sheriffs' Association Civil
Procedures Subcommittee, to request the review of specific language
and procedures of the new wage garnishment law. !n discussing the
new law with levying officers throughout the State numerous areas of
concern were identified with respect to the Civil Code of Procedure
laws related to wage garnishments, and the employer's instructions
of the Earnings Withholding Order (Wage Garnishment) form.

I will list for you the specific areas of concern.

1. Withholding Period

The following is an excerpt from the employer's instruction:

“Your duty tc withhold does not end if the employee no
longer works for you, for any reason, if the employee
returns to work during the withholding period the
withholding must be resumed."

Under the oid law, the withholding period was 100 days.
Pursuant to the new law effective January 1, 1990 neither

the levying officer nor the employer is able to determine

the maximum duration of the withholding period. Additionally,
the levying officers have no idea as to how long they should
keep the writ before returning it to court, when they no
longer receive collections from the employer.

2125 - 19th Street, Suite 103 « P.O.Box 160168 e Sacramento, California 95816-0168

Telephone (916) 448-4242 » Fax (916) 448-2137
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2. Interruption of Wage Garnishment by an Order of Higher Priority.

Levying officers have received inguiries from employers who
are uncertain as to whether they should eventually resume
collection on the first order after the order of higher priority
is fully satisfied. Again, the levying officer is placed in a
position of not knowing how long they shouid hold the writ
before returning it to court.

3. Writ Return to Court Pursuant to CCP 699.560 and it's impact
on_an Earnings Withholding Order.

The existing language in CCP 699.560 does not address the
procedure of continuous collection under the wage garnishment
law. There presently is a contradiction between the procedures
set forth by the Judicial Council allowing the continuous
collection of a judgment regardless of the time necessary to
collect the total amount, and CCP 699.560 which sets two years
from date of issuance as the maximum time the levying officer
should hold the writ, except for Sub-section (a) and (b]).
There needs to be an additional sub-section allowing the writ

to be held under an earnings withholding order.

4. Full Satisfaction of Judgment by an Earnings Withholding Order.

At the present time the earnings withholding order is designed
to collect oniy the amount of money noted on the order which
includes the judgment amount, service fee, levying officer's
assessment fee and interest calculated to the date of service.

Under the existing wage garnishment law, a creditor is unabie
to collect interest beyond the date of service without re-levying
at a later time. As a result of this situation, the majority of
writs are returned to court partially satisfied, and it appears
unlikely that all the interest can ever be fully collected with
the present procedures, unless the daily interest on the remain-
ing balance, is collected by the employer.

In closing, | hope that | have sufficiently described the areas that
| request review of and in the event you should need additional inform-
ation, please contact me at my office (415) 554-7231.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.

IOTTA, Lieutenant
Chairman, Civil Precedures Sub-Committee
Room 333, City Hall

San Francisco, CA 94102

cc: Civil Committee
CSSA Office
Judicial Councii of California




/ ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY {Name and Address): TELZPHONE NO.. | LEVYING OFFICER (Name ang Addressy: N
ATTORNEY FOR [Mame): FiEASE FEFER 0 TS e
Nams of court, judicial district or branch court, f any: BER WHEN CORRESPONOING
SHERIFF, ™y
- . LEVYING OFFICER FILE | COURT CASE NUMBER
P NUMBER ) ,
PLAINTIFF: ., .,
e CThoTrm ' ' ' ’ EAANINGS WITHHOLDING ORDER
\\OEENDANT’ o : = (WAGE GARNISHMENT)
TO Tl-IE EMPLOYER: _ . (Name and address of smpioyer) - — Name and address of employss
t-:.'=:'?_:'-.-' . . At 2 oot
oy PR 1S

EMPLOYER: Enter the folowing date to assist your record keeping.

Date this order was received by employer (specify the date of personal delivery by mm officer or the daruﬁaﬂuulptnic

1. A judgement creditor has obtained this order to collect a court judgsmem against your employes. You are directed o withhold part
of the sarninga of the smployes (ses msuuct:ons on reverse of this form). Pay the wlthhald sums to the |wymg officer rnm
and address above). ‘

- . I
I the employeo woms 1or YOu now, you must. glu !ho employss a copv ef this order and the Empiom instructions within 10
= days alter recsiving this order.

Complalo buu'n copies of the form Employer's Returm and mail tham to the levying officer within 15 davs efler recerning thia order,

R T TR CiINTEREST CALCyLATED. TO PATE OF SERVICE,

2 The tota) amourd due is § Count 10 calendar days from the date when

received this order. If your ampicyse's pay pericd ends before the tenih day, do not withhold eamnings payable for that pay penod
Do vmhnold from aam:ngl that ars payable for any pay period ending on or aftar that tenth day.
Continue withhoiding for all pay periods until you withhold the amount due. The levying officer will notify you ol an assessment

* you shouid withhold in addition to the amount dua. 00 not withhoid mors than the total of thess amounts. Naver withhold any -
eammgs payable before the begmmng of the samings withholding period.

3 The judgmam was amerad n me above court an (dale):
(rl differenttrommephim"ﬂ |3{HM18I-'" T emr o omrrme o m e

The judgment creditor

4. Tha EMPLOYER' S INSTRUCTIONS on the reverse tell you how much of the employes's earnings to \mthhold each pay day and answer
othar queslions you May have. .

l_)alﬂ: }
- {Typs of phni Ramey Sagnatuce)
e D evvacrmomn [ measrenen snocess semven -
(Emnplayer’s instructions on reverse) S
F ] .
Juchcsy oot of Callornea EARNINGS WITHHOLDING ORDER ~ cCr 78 12

982 52} [Fev. January 1. 1990] (Wage Garnishment)

F‘_‘TE& Smwce UNKNOWN TO EMPLOYER AND NOT caLLccrED




CWPLOYER'S HISTRU L
EARNINGS WITHHOLDING C=DERS

Tooeothe reversa of ths form dae

Ta nstrreTeT o I
-be YOUT EECY SLT R T OLIGVIGE: MIoFMAENGn 16 youl emo.Gyse
- ’,j"ld tra ikvang giicsr,

Your othar ;;..c; are 70 WITHHOLD THE CORRECT aMOUNT
OF EARNILGS (if anyy ang PAY IT TO THE LEVYIMNG OFFiCER
CuRING e wWinmoie.ns sarisd,

The wihroiing pers2 2 ing penod coversd by the Earnings
Watnolding Orcer =3 crzerl. The withholding periog begins 12n
{10) catencar Cays amisf vCu receve the orcer and cnntnuas ros
ez total amouml cue. pws the levying officer assessment. is
wianneld.

't may end sooner if 131 you receive a written notice signed by the
iavying ofiicer speciiving an earker lermination date. or {2) an oraer
¢t migner prcrity (Xpianed on lhe reverse of the E’u'IPLOYEE <
RETURN) ic received

Yeou arg eniiied 1 tawv on ana should obey all written nctces
5iched DY-INe vyING CiTiCer. -

The - form-Emoigyer s Aeturn descnbes several gtualions thar
coula affect the winngging nencg for s orger. If you recerve
more than ¢ne Earrergs Withagiding Orger duriag a wlthholmnr‘
period, review that ferm 1Empioyer's Hetumy for instructons. - -

Vour auty 0 withhslz dcesnot end W fha empimee G .or.r.zar
works -for vou, for ary reason: if the emploves réturms 1o work
cunng tha ‘..[rncl inc enac. the wthcldmg must be regumen

=)
L o h

i WHAT TO 5O WITH THE. MGNE‘I

’r'ﬂ AMOUnis wihfesa Sunns the wuhholding pericd must be oz
o the 'evvng ofiter ov e 15 gf the naxt monih afier sacn
savoav. T ,2U wisn 11 TIv rmore frequently than moninly, eac
sayment mus b2 mane withan tan (10 days aiter the c:ose o7 in
cay pEnda.
Za surg Ig TArs #EIN I h the case numper, s el
SECRr S = Sumodrn o TErenl ang Ine emplovee s name 50 rhe
maney Wil ©3 20pke to e L2rract account.

i
-
~
i

& o

-

el e ]

AT IF You S’ILL HAVE OUESTIONS"
The garmen—=nt 3w s lIttznza n me Coce of Civil Progegur
- Sicuons 708 022, 7UE.023 i
T8, 104 9:. 2. te f—-rmouer § JuLes. -

The Federai /202 Garnsnment Lax ang fegeral rutas promn tna
tasic proe=Tems o0 wnen ne Canformia law 1s based. Incuines
20oui-Hie TS8R
ers..mal e ww &t any 2me2 of the Wage arnd Hour Civis.on of
IRl RN VW «'mam ot L.::ar Qifices are fisted in. tha telerac s
Srpctorw Lhrar the US Tizanment of Labor in the US. G" SBIM-

me~t hEre s

A e

LW |}

Pree cramT
i DO NOT AZPLY TO ORDERS FOR THE SUPPORT OF
' A SPOUSE. FORMER SPOUSE. OR CHILD, !

The crart oslow siows HOW MUCH TO WITHHOLD
when the {z<sral mimmum wage is $3.80 per hour,
Vehen the FZOERAL minimum wage changes on April 1

W W DO -ANSWErEd By mad. - teiephone or - -

EELOW AND THESE INSTRUCTIONS u B

E —IMPORTANT WARNINGS—

COMPUTATION INSTRUCTIONS

State ard iecaral 1aw limits the amount o earnings that can be
wiiing«: The ©milanons are Lased on the employes's disoosaoie
carmngs. wih- -r 2ra gifergnt rom gress pay or take-home pay.
To astermine me CORAECT AMOUNT OF EARNINGS TO BE
VITHRELD {1 ary). compule the employes s disposable earmings.
&) Earmings inciule any meney, (whetner called wages, salary,
<SMMISSICRS. STISES O anyining gise) that is paid by an empigy-
13 @n wouper e Ul PEFSINEL SRIVICES. Vacalion or sick pay Is
subiect to wahhciding as it .3 receved by the empioyee. Tips are
gensrally not wme'voed as §amings since they are not pad by the
emptover.

iB) Disoosavie edarnings are 1n2 sarnings left after subltracting the
part o' the earnings a state or jederai law requires an employer to
wihho!d. Generally these required deouclions are (1) federa in-

come tax. (2) fzceral sociat sec;mty (3} state income tax, (4) state
~atire—

gisabiity insurance, and {£] Sauvments 10 oublc amg
mant sysiams. D:sposable earmngs will cﬂanga wnen the required
daguctions change. '

After the emnioye2's Oisposadie earmngs are known, use the chart
beiow 1o determine wnat amourt should be wsihheld. In the column
Lated uncor the smDwoyse ¢ L&y period. fing the employes’s dis-
posakie eanm:ngs. Tha amcuint snown below that is the amount to
be= w..hhe a. Fnr asxample, 7 the empioves is” Gaid disposatle

ta 'm!h"'cid ts 23 cercent each nayaay. cr $100.

The crart be'sw 15 bases 27 the minimum wage which was
effecive January 11981, & wal change i the mmimum wage
£hanges. ~esirclions are Dassd on the mnimum wage etfective al
e LMme 1ae earnings are psJaoie.

Zeonsicnailv. the emplo_vee's zarnings wil also be subject to an
~mznt Asrioming Salary or Waces. an oresr availabie from famiry
G cIurd f3r Yre sUDDES ty The amount required 1o be

A *sr that :eer snowic z2 ceaucted ‘rom the amount to be
farnes drcer.

R
i T n

“3ATST TAE LAW T 5 SZ THE SLPLOYES EECAUSE OF
P E.nmunsuo -‘.‘iTHHCJLD.r.‘G ;FGEES F57 THE FAYMENT OF
! ZwlY TNz INDEBTEOLEZZS Mo mauer row Mmary ofders you

| e !cm, as 2 ¥ giate I & sngle indebteaness (o

i WHEG0 has oM de0is &6 4adrasemed i Hhal juagment} the
"“""L“.E: ":3y nol D8 el

[ % T8 WLEGAL TO AVOID r‘-\ :nﬁn'wlrvGS WiTHHOLBING ORDER

IR B N

3¥ EOSTAIMING CR A0 ANDHG THE PAYMENT GF EARN-
NG3 Tre smoioved § D3, S=00 TUST MO D2 CNENGEC 10 pravent
WE SICH MIT tIANG BT

3. i i3 ILLEGAL NOT TO-Par AMOUNTS ITHHELD FOR TH‘
- EARNMMNGS %ITHHOLDING ORDER TG THE LEVYING OFFICER.
VIup Ut F D TEV IR rToEU T ha teying oo whd Wi pavthe
meney If 2:TIACANCE WIR N2 IR INA! AOpYy 1D TS Case.

(FYCU VIOLATS ANY OF THZSE (AWS. YOU MAY BE

HELD LIABLE TO FAY C.\AL C-l'L;‘AC" AND YOU MAY

. . . " i SESUB N Al FF ITION!
1391, the levying cificer wiil provide a chart showing the £& SUBJECT 7O CRIMIA 3L PROSECUT/ON
riew withhclding rates.
FEDESAL MINIMUM WAGE: $3.80 per hour (Aprit 1, 1980-April 1, 1291)
PAY PESIOD Oaily | Weekly Evary Two Weeks Twice 3 ionth Manthly
aEq £ ! — - :
D!_SPC??.:EL_ o TSIl ‘ B TRERAY TQ-322700 0 $0-S24700 0 (0 S0-$484.00
] fima e o ! P Mang
’ - 1
Y 274N aR3E0 I IRl R ] 343401-3838 87
i TR0 PUsTanns 1M fequarasiig ¥t Amegmenpsemd20300 0 Smo a: $23TC0 Anount 2zuve $48¢ 00
o CAS] . ! !
Ef§£§é§“£ 313201 of More | 315201 or \'cre 334,04 of More 29.34orMore | $638.68 or More
WITHHOLD wmum at 25%% of | Maxmum 212370 00 ¢ Maxmum of 257 ¢+ Slaximum o- 23%hef ¢ Aaximum of 25% of
<30 Exmings | Cisposanie Earnnns ¢ Dispesanie Eareins 0 Chspegaza Saqminas o Desposable Earnings

Atiacn this snesl o o™y =2

332 52 IR &0
CTRRECTES *o-

25,07 as rewssag efecve gangary 1. 1390,

EARNINGS WITHHOLDING ORDER
nishment)

|Wa€e Gar

5 . e

Page lwo

2w Boug lWica & mortn (semi-montnty), the cornact amount




