
7/26/72 

Memorandum 72-54 

SubJect; Annual Report 

Attached are two copies of' a draft of' the AnDUal Report coverill8 1972. 

Please mark your editorial revisions on one copy and return it to the staff 

at the September meet1ll8. We want to send the report to the priDter atter 

the September meetill8 even thottsb we IIIBJ llCed to revise it before it is 

priDted to retlect subsequeDt developmeDts. 

The port1on of' the Annual Report deal1lJ8 with unconstitutional and 

1mp11~ repealed statutes is presellted iD the Second SupplemeDt to Memoran­

dum 72'054 aDd w1ll be cona1dered separately. 

The attached draft assUMa tllat the COIIIIIIillion will Dot request authority 

to .t~ 8D1 new topici. The lusgestions we received tor DCV topici are 411-

cuaHd iD the F1rI~ Suppl.emellt to Memorandum 72-54 and will be considered 

separately. 

The staff' .uaeltl tllat the portion 01' the Annual Report dell1l18 with 

Topici UDder Act1ve Conli4erat1on (pages 15.l7) be revised to iMicate t'-t tile 

two topial under active OOft&ideration aN creditors' remedies and """"-tion 

and that the other topic I lilted under thil bead1ll8 will be conlidered onl7 it 

ti_ and relources permit. For diacual1oD, see Third SupplCllleIlt to MeDa'andlllll 

12-54. We also WfJIClt tlIat tive topics (listed on pac88 2O-aJ.) be bopped t'roI!! 

our oalendar. It is UDl.1kely we will ever aubal1t ad4it1C11&l rec~tions 

on thsle topics. We bave coutinued them on the calendar so we could 

reetl!!MDd corrective J.eaillation it experience UDder ths 1ea1ll.ation enaeMd 

on our recommeDdation iDdicated a llCed tor corrective legislation. 

The draft 01' the Annual Report assUMS that ths COIIIIIIiaaion will be able 

to submit 8 recommeDdation on Repossession of Proper\:7 to the 1973 Legislature. 

It this docs not prove to be possible, we will reviae the draft accor<lillgly. 
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The draft assumes that the Commi.sion will meet on two da,ya in October 

and will hold a three-day meeting in November and December. It assllllles 

that SeDate Bill 88 is dead. 

We have revised various portiolls of the last Annual Report to reflect 

developments and Commis.ion decisions .ince the last report was printed. It 

you have any questions or suggestions concerning these revisions, please bring 

them up at the meetill8. 
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Respecttully submitted, 

John H. DeMoully 
EKecutive Secretary 
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The page numb,'," in each pamphlet are the snlne as in the volume 
in which the palUphlet i. bonnd. The purpose of this numbering 
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-2-

'~. .. :. 



c 

• 

CALIFORNIA LAW REVISION COMMISSION 
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IC»tN D IllIUlI 
~ . 
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b""'-

To: THE HONORABLE RONALD REAGAN 
Governor of California and 
THE LEGISLATURE OF CALIFORNIA 

December 1, 19l! 

In conformity with Government Code Section 10335, the 
California Law Revision Commission herewith submits this re­
port of its activities during 1972. 

This report was printed during the first week of December 
1972 so that it would be available in printed form early in Janu­
ary 197 3o~ccordingly, it does not reflect changes in Commission 
membership after December 1, 1972. 

Respectfully submitted. 
JOHN D. MILLER 
Chairman 
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REPORT OF THE CALIFORNIA LAW 
REVISION COMMISSION FOR 

THE YEAR 1972 

fUNCTION AND PROCEDURE Of COMMISSION 
The California Law Revision Commission consists of one 

Member of the Senate, one Member of the Assembly, seven 
members appointed by the Governor with the advice and con­
sent of the Senate, and the Legislative Counsel who is ex officio 
a nonvoting member.' 

The principal duties of the Law Revision Commission are to: 
(1) Examine the common law and statutes for the purpose of 

discovering defects and anachronisms. 
(2) Receive and consider suggestions and proposed changes 

in the law from the American Law Institute, the National Con­
ference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws, bar associa­
tions, and other learned bodies, judges, public officials, lawyers, 
and the public generally. 

(3) Recommend such changes in the law as it deems neces­
sary to bring the law of this state into harmony with modern 
conditioDS. • 

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

Each of the Commission's recommendations is based on a 
research study of the subject matter concerned. Many of these 
studies are undertaken by specialists in the fields of law in­
volved who are retained as research consultants to the Commis­
sion. This procedure not only provides the Commission with 
invaluable expert assistance but is economical as well because 

, See CAL Govr. CoDE U 1_111340. 
'See Cu .. CoVl'. CoDE t 10330. The CommlIIioo is oloo directed to reconuneDd the 

e.press rep5I of aIlllltuteo ~ by implication or held unoorutituttonal by the 
California Supreme Court or doe Supreme Court of the Ullited Slates. CAL. Govr. 
Col)£ t 10031. 

, See Gu .. eoVI'. Coo .. t 1033&. 
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CAl.1FOl1SIA LAW REVISION COMMISSION 

the attorners and law professors who scrve as research consult­
ants have already acquired the considerable background neces­
sarr to understand the specific problems under consideration. 
In some cases, the research study is prepared by a member of 
the Commission's staff. 

The research study includes a discussion of the existing law 
and thc defects therein and suggests possible methods of elimi­
nating those defects. The detailed research study is given care­
fu I consideration by the Commission. After making its 
preliminary decisions on the subject, the Commission distrib­
utes a tentative recommendation to the State Bar and to numer­
ous other interested persons, Comments on the tentative 
recommendation are considered by the Commission in deter­
mining what report and recommendation it will make to the 
Legislature. When the Commission has reached a conclusion on 
the matter, its recommendation to the Legislature, including a 
draft of any legislation necessary to effectuate its recommenda­
tion, is published in a printed pamphlet,' If the research study 
has not been previously published.· it usually is published 

" Oceasiorutlly one 01' more memben of the Commisaion may not join in all or part of 
• 'e<ommendatioo submitled to the LeglsIature by the CommiIsion. 

'For background studle. pubIiIbed in law reviews during 1972, see 
Sweet, Liquidated D!mages in California, 60 Cal. L. 

Rev. 84 (1972); Ttmble, Modification of Written Con­
tracts in California. 23 Hastings L.J. 000 (1972). 

See also Miller, Recent DevelOpments in the Eminent 

Domain Field, 40 The Appraisal Journal 286 (1972), 

describing the work of the California Law Revision 

CommiSSion in the eminent domain field. For a list­

ing of background studies published in law reviews 

prior to 1972. see 10 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 

1108 n.5 (1971). 
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c A:-;"'AL REPORT-1972 

in the pamphlet containing the recommendation. 
The pamphlets are distributed to the Governor, \Jernbers of 

the Legislature, heads of state departments, and a substantial 
number of judges, district attorneys, lawyers, law professors, 
and law libraries throughout the state." Thus, a large and repre· 
sentative number of interested persons are given an opportu· 
nity to study and comment upon the Commission's work before 
it is submitted to the Legislature.' The annual reports and the 
recommendations and studies of the Commission are bound in­
a set of volumes that is both a permanent record of the Commis· 
sion's work and, it is believed, a valuable contribution to the 
legal literature of the state. 

:'1. total of 93 bills and two proposed constitutional amend· 
ments have been drafted by the Commission to effectuate its 
recommendations.· Sixty1lix of these bills were enacted at the 
first session to wmch they were presented; sixteen bills were 
enacted at subsequent sessions or their substance was incor· 
porated into other legislation that was enacted. Thus, of the 93 
bills recommended, 82 eventually became lawt One of the 
proposed constitutional amendments was approved and ratified 
by the people; the other was not approved by the Legislature. 
~ommission recommendations have resulted in the enact· 

ment oflegislation affecting 2,18ljsections ofthe California stat­
utes: 1,105 sections have been added, ~ sections amended, and 
536 sections repealed . 

• See CAL. Govr. CoDE t 10333. 
, I'ar • step by step deacription of the proc:edure followed by the Commiaion in prep"" 

iJig the 1963 _talliobillty statute. see DeMouily. Foet Finding f(N [.elfiSh· 
tion, A CueSludy.:!II A.B.A.J.lIIIII (1964). Theprooedure foUowed ill preparing the 
Evidence Code is cIeocribed in 7 CAL 1.. REVISION Co .... .,. iIEI'oRn 3 11965) . 

• The number of bilb actuaU.y introduced was ia etteIS of 93since. in some cues, the 
substance of the same bill wu introduced at • subeequent :session and. In the- cue 
of the Evidence Code. the urne biD _ ilItroduoed in both the Senlte and the 
A.nembiy. 1'01" oomplote list of bills enacted and constitutional amendments ap­
proved on recommeodotion of tbe Commission, _ pages 1M ·,eGO inft-.. 

9 Legislation adopting the substance of one recommended 
bill that did not become law was later enacted but 
not on reccmaendatiCl1 of the Ccsaission. See Cal. 
Stats. 1971, Ch. 1571, § 1, enacting Code Civ_ Proc. 
§ 612.5. See also Recommendation and Study Relating 
to Takin Instructions to the Sur Room, 1 Cal. L. 
Revision C~ n Reports at C-1 1957-

-7-
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(.ALlFOHS"IA LAW REnSIO!\ COM\USS!ON 

PERSONNEl OF COMMISSION 

As of December I, 1912, the membership of the Law Revision 
Commission is: 

Jobn D. Mi ller, Long Beach, Chairman ..... . 
Mar: Sandstrom, San Diego, Vice CnaI~n 
Hon Alfred H. Song. Monterey Park. senate Member ... . 
Hon. Carlos J. Moorhead, Glendale. Assembly Member .. .. 
John J BaHuff, Palo. Verdes Estates. Member ... . . 
"ioble K. Gregory. San Francisco, Member ...... . 
John" \!cLaurin, Los Angeles, Member .......................... . 
Thomas E. Stanton, Jr., San FranciscQ .... .. 
Howard R. W,lIiams. Stanford, Member .............................. .. 
(;eorge H. Murphy, Sacramento? ex oI1icio ,Vember.-_ ...... . 

Term expires 
October I, 1973 
October 1, 197~­

• 
• 

October 1, 1975 
October I. 1975 
October 1, 1975 
October I, 197 J 
October 1, 1973 

t 

In June 1972, Mr. Stan G. Ulrich was appointed to the 
Commission's legal staff to fill the vacancy created by 
the resignation of Mr. E. Craig Smay. 

During 1972, the following Stanford Law School students 
were employed by the Caa.ission on a part-time, intermittent 
basis: James Ching, Roger La Bruch~rie, Patricia Radez, and 
Kathleen Thomas. In Augult 1972. Mr. Bruce Donald, an 
Australian lawyer, coamenced a lO-month study of the opera­
tions of the Caa.ission; during this period, he will ac­
tively participate in the Commission's work as an unpaid 
member of the Commi •• ion's legal staff. 

"The lll.'gi:!llatnt' members of the Commission servt" at the ple.aMll'e of tht> appointing 
power. 

~ Ttlof' Legis!atl\'e Counsel is ex oIf'JC;O a non ... ·oting member of the Commission . 
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A'~1.'AL REPOR1-19j..z 

SUMMARY OF WORK OF COMMISSION 
During the past year, the Law Revision Commission was eo· 

gaged in three principal tasks: 
(l) Presentation of its legislative program to the Legis­

lature l 

(21 Work on various assignments given to the Commission br 
the Legislature" 

(3) A study, made pursuant to Section 10331 of the Govern· 
ment Code. to determine whether any statutes of the state have 
been held by the Supreme Court of the United States or by the 
Supreme Court of California to be unconstitutional or to have 
been impliedly repealed." 

During the past year, the Commission has received and con­
sidered a number of suggestions for topics that might be studied 
by the Commission. Some of these suggested topics appear to 
be in need of study. Nevertheless, because of the limi ted re­
sources available to the Commission and the substantial topics 
already on its agenda, the Commission has determined not to 
request authority to study any new topics. 

The Commission held four two-day meetings and seven th~e­
day meetings in 197::2. 
--
, s.,., page. M'~ ,'lid in/,... 
, s.,., poge, Ittl 'IHe inl,., 
's-e page. /lte _lUi in/,... 
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CAUFOH"IA LAW REVISIOJ\" COMMJSSJO~ 

1973 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

Th~ Commission will submit three r~C'anmendations to the 1973 

(1) Recommendation Relating to Wage Garnishment and Related 

Matters (July 1972), to be reprinted in 11 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n 

Reports 1 (1973). 

(2) Recommendation and Study Relating to Civil Arrest (July 

1)72), to be reprinted in 11 Cal. L. Revision Caam'n Reports 201 

(1973). 

(3) Recommendation Relating to Repossession of Property (December 

i972), to be reprinted in 11 Cal. L. Revision Caaa'n Reports 301 (1973). 

The Commission also recaamends that five studies be removed from 

its calendar of topics (see pages 1000-1000 ~) • 

• 

-10-
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MAJOR STUDIES IN PROGRESS 

Creditors' Remedi'~[j 

Resolution Chapter 202 of the Statutes of 1!l57 authorized the 
Commission to make a study to determine whether the law 
relating to attachment, garnishment, and property exempt 
from execution should be revised. By Resolution 
Chapter 27 of the Statutes of 1972. the scope of 
this topic was expanded to cover whether the law 
relating to attachment. garnishment. execution. 
repossession of property (including the claim and 
delivery statute. Chapter 2 (commencing with Sec-
tion 509) of Title 7 of Part 2 of the Code of Civil 
Procedure. self-help repossession of property. and 
the Commercial Code repossession of property provi­
sions). civil arrest, confession of judgm~nt pro­
cedures. default jud~nt procedures, and related 
Matters should be revised. The Commission. working 
with a special committee of the State Bar.1 is now actively con­
sidering this topic. Professor William D. Warren, Stanford Law 
School, and Professor Stefan A. Riesenfeld, Boalt Hall Law 
School, University of California at Berkeley, are serving as con­
sultanb to the Commission. 

Ali.y comprehensive revision of the law in this area will neces­
sarily require extended study. For this reason, recommenda­
tions to deal with problems in need of immediate legislative 
attention will be submitted to the Legislature prior to comple­
tion of work on a comprehensive revision of the entire field of 
law. A recommendation was submitted to the 1971 Legislature 
dealing with discharge from employment because of garnish­
ment of wages. See RecOmmenchtion Relating to Attachment, 
Garnishment, and Exemptions from Execution: Discharge 
From Employment~ 10 CAL. L. REVI­
SION COMM'N REPoRTS 1147 (1971). The recommended legisla­
tion was enacted. See Cal. Stats. 1971, Ch. 1607. A 
recommendation dealing with wage garnishment procedure 
and related matters was submitted to the 1972 Legislature. 

I As of DecembeJ 1m. the member. of this commiHof'e were Ferdinand F F~rnande:z:. 
chairman; N.than Frankel, Edward N. Jackson. Ronald N. Paul. 
Arnold M. QuiItneT. IUId William W. VauPo· 

-11-



c CAI.1FOR"IA LAW REVISIO" CO.\t~IISSI0" 

See Recommendation Relating to Attachment, Garnishment, 
and Exemptions From Execution: Employees' EarmilgS Protec-
tion Law, 10 CAL_ L. REVISIOJ>; 
COMM'N REPORTS 701 (1971). The re ccmmended leg18la­
tion--Senate Bill BB of the 1972 Regular Session-­
was not enacted,2 and a revised recommendation on 
this subject will be submitted to the 1973 Legislature. 
See Reccmmendation Relati to Wa e Garnishment and Re­
lated Matters July 1972 , to be reprinted in 11 Cal. 
L. Revision Comm'n Reports 1 (1973). The Commission 
also will submit a recommendation relating to civil 
arrest to the 1973 Legislature. See Recommendation and 
Study Relating to Civil Arrest (July 1972), to be re­
printed in 11 Cal. L. Revision Coam'n Reports 201 (1973). 

Other aspects of creditors' remedies also are in 
need of tmmediate Commission attention. The California 

Supreme Court held generally unconstitutional the pro­
cedures provided in California for preJudgaent judicial 

repossession by secured creditors3 and preJudgaent at­
tachment by unsecured creditors. 4 Stopgap legislation 

2 
For the legislative history of this legislation, see 

page 1000 i!!!!:!. 

3 Blsir v. Pitchess, 5 Cal.3d 258, -86 P.2d 1242, 96 Cal. 
Rptr. 42 (1971). See also Fuentes v. Shevin, 
U.S. (1972). ct. Adams v. Egley, 40 U.S.L.W. 2546 
(S.D. Cal., Feb. IT; 1972)(nonjudicial repossession 
provisions of Commercial Code unconstitutional). 

4 RIIlndone v. Appellate Department, 5 Cal.3d 536, 488 P.2d 
13, 96 Cal. Rptr. 709 (1971). See also National Gen­
eral Corp. v. Dutch Inns of Amertca, Inc., 15 Cal. 
App.3d 490, 93 Cal. Rptr. 343 (1971); Property Research 
Financial Corp. v. Superior Court, 23 Cal. App.3d 413, 
100 Cal. Rptr. 233 (1972); ~ople v. Allstate Leasing 
Corp., 24 Cal. App.3d 973, 101 Cal, Rptr. 470 (1972); 
Damazo v. MacIntyre, 26 Cal. App.3d 18, Cal. Rptr. 

(1972); Banks v. Superior Court, 26 Cal. App.3d 
143, Cal. Rptr. (1972). 

-12-



ANNUAL IIEPORT-I97l. 

designed to remedy the defects in the repossess1on5 and 

attachment6 procedures was enacted by the 1972 Legisla­

ture, but this legi.slation will be operative only until 

December 31, 1975. Prejudgment repossession and pre­

Judgment attachment are being given top priority by the 

Call1llission. The CaJlllission will submit a recaJlllendation 

relating to prejudgment repossession to the 1973 Legis­

lature. See Reccalendation Relating to Repossession of 

Property (DeCtllllber 1972). to be reprinted in 11 Cal. L. 

Revision C~ I n Reports 301 (1973). The Cc.liasion plana 

to submit a reccmmendation an prejudgment attac~nt to 

the 1974. Legislature. 

5 Cal. Stat •• 1972. Ch. 0000. 

6 
Cal •. Stats. 1972. th. 0000. 
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c CALlFORl>IA LAW REVISIOl> COMMISSIOS 

Condemnation law and Procedure 
The Commission is now engaged in the study of condemna­

tion law and procedure and tentatively plans to submit a recom­
mendation for a comprehensive statute on this subject to the 
1975 Legislature. 

Tnt~ Corwr,L-sic:r. plans to publish a t'!r.:a[~i"r.'e 

~~·::,rnr.l~r.dation during 191J, wh1,~h will include a 

ira f~ of a canprehensi vc eminer:', domain sta ~ut". 

The corr"~nls and criticisms received from interested 

persons ar.d organizations on the tentative statute 

will be considered before the statute to be recom­

mended to the Legislature is drafted. 

The Commission has retained two consultants to pre· 
pare background studies on eminent domain 
law. Mr. Norman E: Matteoni, Deputy Counsel of Santa Clara 
County, is preparing background studies on certain procedural 
aspects of condemnation; Mr. Joseph B. Harvey, a Susanville 
attorney, is preparing a background study on the problems ari,. 
ing from divided interests in property sought to be acquired. 

The Commission has retained tvo other con­

sultants to provide expert assistance 1n the con­

demnation study: Gideon Kanner, Los Angeles attorney, 

and Paul E. Overton, San Diego attorney. 

Prior to 1975, the Commission will submit recommendations 
concerning eminent domain problems that appear to be in need 
of immediate attention. The Commission submitted the first 
such recoirunendation (exchange of valuation data) to the 1967 
Legislature;1 a second recommendation (recovery of the con· 
dernnee's expenses on abandorunent of an eminent domain pro­
ceeding) to the 1968 Legislature.' and a third reeommendation 
(arbitration of jUst compensation) to the 1970 I..egislature,1 

1 See R~ndtltiott kl«ing tD ~ In Elninent 00nWn f7rx0t¥djt11(5. 8 CAL. 
L. REVISION CO .... ·N REPORts 19 (UIT), For olegislotive biamy of this 'ecom­
mendation, _ 8 CAL L, iI&Y1BlON CooN"N REPOImI 1318 11967). n.. l"t'COO\. 

mended legislation ............... See Col. Stab, 1987. Ch. IUN. 
gSeeRecom~~tDB-ro£Contkmn«~~onAb.ndon­

menl of.., EnWHmt DIIaIom Pro t J 8 CAL 1. IIEYwoN C"' .... N REPOIITS 
1J61 (1987). FOT aletl*tiYe hiotory or thio ,ecommODClMion. _ 9 CAt .. L IIEVI· 
SION CO_'s REPOIItI 19 (I_I. tbe reeamrntnded \eaislation ... as enacted. See 
C.I Sto ... 19M. CII. 133. 

'I See Rerommend.tion BeIotintl to .-1rb#Tlltion of Just Com_lian. 9 CAl .. L REVI· 
SION COMW'!'O REPORTS 123 (1969). For a legisillth'e history of this recommenda­
~ion. see )0 CAL. 1... REVISION COYM"N REPORTS 1018 (l9111. n.e reconunen~ 
legislation was enacted. ~ Cal Stats. 1970, Ch. 417. 

10"'1'·-
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CALENDAR OF TOPICS FOR STUDY 

Topics Authorized for Study 
The Commission has on its calendar of topics the topics listed 

below. Each ofthcse topics has been authorized for Commission 
study by the Legislature.' 

Topics Under Active Consideration 
During the next year, the Commission plans to devote sub­

stantially all of its time to consideration of the following topics: 

Creditors' remedies. Whether the law relating to 

attachment, garnishment, exec~tion, repossession of 

property (including the claim and delivery statute, 

Chapter 2 (commencing with Section 509) of Title 7 of 

Part 2 of the Code of Civil Procedure, self-help re­

possession of property, and the Commercial Code repos­

session of property provisions), civil arrest, confes­

sion of judglllent procedures, default j udl!llent procedures, 

and related matters should be reviaed.2 

'Section 10335 of the Gov...-t Code prvYides that the eom.ru-. obolI study, in 
addition 10 It><. topics whiob It ''''' ... _I<h ond whidt '" __ by the 
LegioJature. ony tvpic which the J...ocWature by """"",",nl _lion refen to It 
for IUCb study. 

2'Authorized by Cal. Stata. 1972, Rea. Ch. 27. See elao 
Cal. Stets. 1957, Rea. Ch. 202, at 4589; 1 Cel. L. 
Revillon CCIIIII'n Reports, 1957 Report at 15 (1957). 
See .. =mcndeNae IIeIatin, to AItlocItnJM~ c.rw.bment, and Eremptiom 

FromEsecution, ~From Fmpto,:ra ... t lOCAL. 
L. IbMsIoN CoIoI:'N JIaooaTo 1147 (19'11). F~ .lepIaIive hiItmy of tbU recom· 
mendation, _ 10 CAL. I.. IIBVISlON CmoI'N RuoaTO 1l~1117 (19'11). The 
recorrunended JeslsIotioa _ eRIICIed. See Col. Stots. 19'11, CII. 11m. 
See....,~ R_t/tw to AMI+r-, ~t, _ ~ 

tiom From &eculitJa: EmpIo~' &mitlp __ uoo; . 
10 CAL. I.. IIEvwoH CONlo'N IIEPoJITS 101 (19'11). . Por a 

legislative history of this recommendation, see 11 
Cal. L. Revision Ca.'" Reports 1000 (1973). The 
recClllllended legislation was not enacted. The Com­
mission will submit a revised recOlllllendation to the 
1973 Legislature. See RecClllllendation Relating to 
Wage Garnishment and Related Matters (July 1972), 
reprinted in 11 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n ftgports 1 
(1973) • 

See also Recommendation and stud Relatin to 
Civil Arrest July 19 ,reprinted in 11 Cal. L, 
ftgvision Comm'n Reports 201 (1973); Recommendation 
ftglating to Repossession of Property (D<>cember 1972), 
reprinted 1n 11 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 301 
(1973). These recommendations will be submitted to 
the 1973 Legislature. 
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Con<Mmn,otion law and, procedY,e, Whether th~ law and proce­
dure relatmg to condemnation should be revised with a view to 
recommending ~ comprehensive statute that will safeguard the 
nghts of all parties to such proceedings, J 

, Authorized by Cal, Stats. 1965, lies, Cb, 130, .t 5Z88; _ also Cal, Stat~ 19I!6.1Ies, ClI. 
42, at lI63, 4 CAL, L. REVISION eo.ntN IlEPoIITs 115 (1963). 

s... Rec0nrmen<f6tion ond StudyJla.ting /0 E~ in Emin«Jt Domain Pro­
reedilllP; Rec0nrmen<f6tion Md Study llehting /0 To/dng J\ 'OJ ond ~ 
of Title in Eminent Domain ~ R __ mhtiOll ond Study Relating /0 
the RdmbunetnN>t for Moving ~ MIen Property b AcquiMd for Public 
Use, 1 CAL- L, REvtsION eo""'N REPORT!i at A-I, B-1, and C-I (1l1li1), For a 
legislative history of theae recommencIation, _ 3 CAL- L. REVISION eo .... 'N 
REPORTS, Lesislative Histo<y.t 1-6 (1l1li1), See also CaL Stab,IIIIII, Ch.1612 (tax 
IlPportionment) and Cb, 1613 (talang P 'on and _ of title), The sub­
'Jan<e of two of theae recommendations wu int:orpoo ated in leaialation enacted in 
196/1, Cal, Slats, 1965, Ch. lllli (eridern:e in eminent domoln proceedinp); Ch. 1&19 
and Cb, IMO (reimbunomem for mavins ._), 

s... also R.-mmemhtiOlllllJd Study ReMting /0 Oronctemn._ uw ad Prt>ce­
du", Number4'-Dbco>-ery lit ~ Domain ~ 4 CAL. L. IIEvJsIoN 
CO .. M'N 1IEPOR'I'I1V1 (11163), For. ~"" '-Yofthio 1_......!atioI~_ 
4 CM_ L.lIEVIs_ eoMM'N IIEPORTs 213 (11163), See also R«'OI1I,.,..,.tiOIllleilJt­
ing /0 DDcovery in Eminent Domain ~, 8 CAL- L. J\EVIIION eo .... 'N 
REPORTS 19 (1967), For • legislative history of this rOCOOllReOCiation, see 8 CAL- L. ' 
REVISION eo""'N R""""'1'11318 (1967), The recommended 1egjs1alion was enact· 
ed. 'See CaL Shill, 1967, Ch. 1104 (_bange of..watlon data), 

s...aIso ~tiOIl tW.ting /0 1Ie, .. "..,..y ofOJndttmn~" ~ M 

Abandonment of an EnUnent DonWn ~jng, 8 CAL. L. REVISION eoMM'N 
REpORTS 1361 (1967), Fo, a legislative history of tbis recommendaIion, see 9 CAL. 
L. REVlSlON CoMM'N REPORTS 19 (1969) . The recommended legislation was enact· 
ed, See Cal. Statl. 1988, Ch. 133. . 

s... aloo ~mdotion Rel.ting to Arbitration of J"" Compeltlll/Km, 9 CAL, 
L. REVISiON CoWy'N REpOR'n 123 (1969). For illegislati ... e history of this rerom· 
mendation, see 10 CAL- L, REVISION eo ..... N REPOR'I'I 1918 (1!171), The ,.-corn,. 
mended legillation was enacted See Cal, Stats, 1!I7O, Ch. 417, 

1be Comniission is now engaged in the study of this topte and tentatively plans 
to submit a recommendation for a comprebensive statute to the 197~ Legislature, 
s... II CAL, L REVISION CO_'N iIEPOlI1'S I'DC (1!I73)' . 
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Or.t.:' Or' more of t.rJ':' follow i r'g ~opi (" S \11.' III b,::" cons ide red 

d 1~ rhw the next yeH. r if time and re sourl:'"~ sperm it: 

Right of nonr.oident alien. to inherit. Whether the law relating to 
the righ~ of nonresident aliens to inherit should be revised' 

liquidated damage.. Whether the law relating to liquidated 
damages in contracts and, particularly, in leases, should be re­
vised' 

Oral modification of a written contract. Whether Section 1698 of 
the Civil Code (oral modification of a written contract) should 
be repealed or revised.6 

4_ Autho~izQd by Cal. Stats. 1969,.Re8. Ch. 224, at 3888. For a background comment 
on this topic (prepared at the suggestion of the Commission), see Inheritance 
Ri hts of Nonresident Aliens--A Look at California's Reci roc it Statute, 3 
Pac. L.J. 551 1972. This comment does not represent the views of the Commis­
sion; the Commission's action will be reflected in its own recommendation. 

5- Authorized by Cal. Stats. 1969, Res. Ch. 224, at 3888. For a background study 
prepared by the Commission's consultant on this topic, see Sweet, Liquidated 
Damages in California, 60 Cal. L. Rev. 84 (1972). The Commission assumes no 
responsibility for any statement made in the study, and no statement in the 
study is to be attributed to the Commission. The Commission's action will be 
reflected in its own recommendation which will be separate and distinct from 
the study. 

6. Authorized by Cal. Stats. 1957, Res. Ch. 202, at 4589; see also 1 Cal. L_ Revision 
Comm'n Reports, 1957 Report at 21 (1957). For a background study prepared by a 
Commission staff member, see Timbie, Modification of Written Contracts in Cali­
fornia, 23 Hastings L.J. 000 (1972). !he Commission assumes no responsibility 
for any statement made in the study, and no statement in the study is to be 
8Ltributed to the Commission. The Commission's action will be reflected in its 
own rc~amoendation which will be separate and distinct fran the study. 
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lease low. Whether the law relating tn the rights and duties 
attendant upon It'rmination or abandonment of a lea,,' should 
be re\"ised. 1 

Other Topics Authorized for Study 
The Commission has not yet begun the preparation of a rec­

ommendation on the topics listed below. 

Child custody and related matters. Wheth~r the law r~lat­

ing to custody of children, adoption, gwar~ianship, freedom 

from parental custody and control, and relat~d matters should 
1 

be revis~d. 

Nonprofit corporation.. Whether the law relating to nonprofit 
corporations should be revised." 

Partition Pfocedvr... Whether the various sections of the Code 
of Civil Procedure relating to partition should be revised and 
whether the provisions of the Code of Civil Procedure relating 
to the confirmation of partition sales and the provisions of the 
Probate Code relating to the confirmation of sales of real prop­
erty of estates of deceased persons should be made uniform and, 

7 Authorized by Cal. Stats. 1965, Res. a.. 130, .152811; see also Cal. Stats. 1957. Res. Ch. 
Q, .,4.589. 

See R~ndation And Sludy ReiJltiDg to AlMDdonment or Termin.b·on of. 
LeDe, 8 CAL L iIEvJsION C"' .... N ftaooaTs '101 (ll167). For alejlislative history 
of this rec<>mmOftdatiOll, _ 8 CAL L IIEVWON CO .... ·NREPORTS 1319 (1967). 

See also R_mJ.1Ion Iklallnllt> a..J ~ Lnse~ 9 CAL L. R""!sION 
CO .... ·N REPORts 401 (1989>. Far .1epIottve history of this recommendation. "'" 
9 eM.. L IIEVWON CoIIY'N REPoJrn 98 ('989>. 

See also R~ R1WtiDg It> a..J ""-ty Ln-. 9 CAL L REVISION 
CO .... ·N REPORts 1113 (1989). For lletIWative history of this recolJlDlOlldation. see 
10 CAL L REVUION CollY ... I\EI'oaTs 1018 (19711. The recommended leJislalion 
w .. enacted. See Cal. Stats. 1970. Ch. Ill. 

1 Authorized by Cal. Stats. 1972, Rea. Ch. 27. See 10 Cal. 
L. R~vision Comm'n Reports 1122 (1971). See also Cal. 
Stats. 1956, Res. Ch, 42, at 263; 1 Cal. L. Revision 
Comm'n Reports, 1956 Report at 29 (1957), 

A background Itudy on one a~ect of the topic has been 
prepared by the Ca.mission's consultant. See Bodenheimer, 
The Multi licit at Child Custod Proceed in s--PrOblems of 
California Law; 23 Stan. L. Rev. 703 1971. The Commission 
has retained the sa.e consultant to prepare a background 
study on another aspect of the topic.-adoption--and she is 
now working on this new study. 

~ Authorized by Cal Stab. 19'70. Res. O1.:s.c, at 3541; see alto 9 CAL L. REVISION CoMM'N 
~EPORTS 107 (19891 . 
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if not, whether t b, 'fl' is net'd for clarification as to which of them 
govern' ('onfirrlldtl<Jn of pri"ate .indicial partition sales.' 

Parol evidence rule. Whether the parol evidence rule should 
be rl'\'l:-,ed ~ 

Preludgment inte'.st. Whether the b,\· relating to the award of 
prt'jmlgrnl'nt inkrest in ci"il actioIh and related lIliltters should 
b(' re'·lsed." 

Arbitration. Whether the law relating to arbitration should be 
revised" 

Topics Continued on Calendar for Further Study 
On the following topics, studies and recommendations relat­

ing to the topic, or one or more aspects of the topic, have been 
made. The topics are continued on the Commission's calendar 
for further study of recommendations not enacted or for the 
study of additional aspects of the topic or new developments. 

Governmental liability. Whether the doctrine of sovereign or 
governmental immunity in California should be abolished or 
revised.! 

l Authorized by Cal. Stats. 1959, Res. Ch. 218. at $792.; see also Cal. Stats. 1956. He ... C!-t 
42, ~t 263; 1 CAL. L. REVISlON CoYM'N REPORTIi. 19.'56 Report at 21 (l957 ~ 

4 Authorized by Cal. Stats. 1971, Res. Ch. 7~; see also 10 CAJ~ L. REVISJON C(lMM';S 
REPORTS 1031 (1971). 

'Autbori .. d by Cal. Stats. 1971, Reo. Ch. 15. 
1\ Authorized b)' Cal. Stats. 1968, Res. Ch. 110, at 3103; see also 8 CAL. L. RE\'ISION 

CO .... ·N REPORTS 132.5 (191!7). 
This is 8 supplemental studYi the present California arbitrilltion u.w was enacted 

in 1961 upon Commission recommendation. See Recommendstian.OO Stud}' ReI.t­
ing to Arbitrktion. 3 CAL. L. REvISION COMM'N REPORTS at C·I (19fH I. For a 
I{'gistative history of this recommendation. see of! CAL. L. REVlSlON CoMM'S RE· 
PORTS 15 (1963). See also Col. Slats. 1961, Ch. 461. 

, Authorized by Cal. St.ts. 19157. Reo. Ch. llD2. at _. 
See Recommend.tion. IW.ting '" So"",..", immunitY' Nwnber I-Tort LiIll»Ji· 

ty of Public Entities and Public Emplo~ Numbt!r J-CWm~ Actions ilI,d Judg. 
ments Against Public Entities .nd Public Empmyees; Number :>-lnsurlUlce 
CoV<'nP lOr Public Enti_ and Public Employees; Number 4-iJekm<' of Public 
Fmployees; Number S-LiIlbiJity of Public Entiti"" lOr Ownership IUId Operation 
of Motw Vehicle~' NUlDber 6-W""*men', Compe"",tion BentJiits lOr Person, 
.Usisting uw Enforcemento< Fw Control~n; Number 7-Arnt",dments and 
Repem of InconsislMt SpecMJ St.tut .... 4 CAt.. L. REVIS!ON CO .... ·~ REPORTS BOI. 
1001,1001,1301. 14111. lSOI,and 1601 (1963). For alegUlative history ofth ... ,eoom· 
mend.Iions ..... 4 CA.L. L. REVISlON COI ... ·N REP<> ..... 211-213 {I963l. See also.4 
Study /kJating Iv So...,,..,,, Immunity. 5 CAL. L. REVIS.ON eo .... ·" REPORTS I 
il963\. See .100 Cal. Sta ... 1963. Ch. 1681 (tort liability of public entities and publi<' 
("mplo~l, Ch. l7lS rclaiml. IIC'tioru and judgments qainal: publl(' f'ntitieos. and 
public omploy_), Ch. 1_ (inIunnce coYerase for public entities and public 
empJoye.i. Cb. 1883 (defenoe of public emplo,--). Cb. 1I!84 (workmen', com· 
pensation 'benefi:b for penou ..utiD& law eDforcement OT fire controJ officers). 
Ch. 168S (omeudmenb and repMlo of ~t special statutes). Ch. 1686 la· 
mendmeats and repNIa of _t special statutes), Ch. 002II (amendments 
and repeaIt of in_t opeoiaI statuteo). 

See aIoo R~ /leMtmg Iv SovenoiIn Immunil}'.' Number 8-Revi· 
siom of 1M GoIiemmenW Liabi/itJ. Act, 1 CAt.. L. REV'SION CoM .. ", REpORTS 401 
(l9M). For a 1egis1ative hdtory or this recommendation. see 1 CAL. L. REVISlON 
eo .... ·N IEPofITS 914 I-I. See abo Cal. Stot •. 19611. Ch. 653 ,dclil", and .ctions 
.g.mot pubue entities and public employeesi. Ch. 1527 ,[ .. bihty of public entitH>s 
for ownenhip and _ation of motor vehicles,. 

See abo R«'OI1UlIemation iIeIJIting to SoW!~ign Immunity: /\'umber 9-St.tutt' 
oIlJmiWions in A_ Apitut Pub& Enti_ tutd Public Emplo .. _. 9 CAl. L 
REVlSION CoWM'N REPOBTl49 (1989). For a Jeciidative history of this rt"Conunen· 
dation, see 9 CAL. L. I\EVJslON CoM .. ·N iIEPORTS 98 (1!Ie91. See .100 I'ropo4ed 
LetPsJation &/atill(l '" 5tJltulfl 01 Umimtions in AC'tions Ago,,"1 Publ;,. F.nliht>5 and 
Public Employees. 9 CAt.. L. IlEvtS'ON CoM ... ·" REPORTS 11~ (19691. t'or .legisIa· 
tive history of tbit recommendation, tee ]0 CAL L REVISION COMW'S REPORTS 
1021 (1971). The recommended \et!islalion was enacted. s.-. r .. l Sta" 1970, Ch. 
IIl4 

See also R«'OI1ImendMtion ReJ.ting to Sovereign Immunrty: .\"umbn IO-R~· .. j~ 
gonsoftbe Govemmenml Uobih'ty Act, 9 CAL. L. REVtSION CU .... ·N R,:roRTS BOI 
(1969). For • \et!islative history of thi& re<om ...... dation. see 10 CAL. L. REV'SION 
eo .... ·N iIEPORTS 10.1 (11m). Moot of the recommended legUlatiOll was enacted. 
See Cal. Stots. 1970, a.. 6811 (entry to make tests) and Ch. IIl!I9 (liability for use of 
pesticides, Iiabilit)' for cIuuIOI(es from t_l. " 
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AS'L!\1. AEPOJlT-147";:' 

Evidence. \Vh"ther thp E"idt'nct> Codt> should h" rp\,;",d' 

Inverse condemnOlion. Whether th" decisional. st"tuton.'. and 
constitutional rules gO\ crning the liability of pubhe entit',es for 
invprse condemnation shollld be re' i,ed (inc/uding but not lim­
ited to liability for damagcs reslliting from flood control pro­
jpctsl and whether the law relating to the liability of pri\'ate 
persons under similar ('ircumstances should be revi,,'<l .1 

. Counterclaims and cron-complaints. Whether the law rdating to 
. counterclaims and cross-complaints should be revised." 

~ .-\uthorized by Cal. Stats. 1965, HM, Ch. 130, at 5289. 
See Recornmenchtion Proposing Bn Evidence Code, 1 CAL. L, R~\-'ISIO!\' COM:\,fN 

REPORTS l (1965). A series of tentative recommendations .. nd rt"sl'arcb studit.":'< 
relating to the Uniform Rules of Evidence was published and distributed for com~ 
ment prior to the preparation of the recommendation proposing the E~'ident'f' 
('.ode. See 6 CAL. I. REVISJON eo ..... " REPORU at I. 101, lIOl, 601, 701, BOI. 901. 
1001. and ,tppendiJt (1964). For a tegqlative history of this rOC<lfl\ClWndation ..... 7 
CAl.. L. REVISION eo .... ·N REJ'ORU 91UI4 (1965). See also E',;rJ"nce OxIc With 
Offi<itil Cmnmena. 7 CAL. L REVl510N eo .... ·N REPORTS 1001 (1965). See also Cal. 
Slats. 1963. Ch. 299 (Evidence Code). 

See also Reromrneoo.nons Rel.ting to the E'vi<Jen« 0xJe.' Number l-Evi­
denre 0xJe Revisions, Number il-Agri<ulturoJ Code Re.isiotu; Number J-Com­
mercial Code Revisions, 8 CAL. 1. 1lEvI5ION eo .... ·N REPORU IOI.lIOl. 301 (19671. 
For II. legislative history of these recommendations. see 8 CAL L.,REVlSJOS CoMy'N 
REPORTS 1313 (1967). See also Cal. Slats. 1967. Cb. 6150 (Evidence Code revisions). 
Ch.l!J52 (Agricultural Code revisions). Ch. 70(1 (Commercial Code revisiolUl. 

See also R_nd.tion Relating to thtJ E'vitltmce Code.' Number 4-Rev"ion 
oftbe Privikges Artick, 9 CAL. L REVISION CoM .. 'N REPORTS SOl i 1!lf!9). For a 
legisl.ti .... e bistory of this recommendation, lee 9 c,u ... L, REvJSJON Co .. a.I'Jr,; RE~ 
PORTS 98 (19611). 

See also RecommendMion Rel.ting to thtJ Evidtmt::e Code .. "'umber 5-R~.·isi<m.'· 
of the Evi<Jen« Code. 9 CAL. L REVISION CoMM'N iIEPOJoTS 137 (19611). For. 
legislative hiltory of this rocommendatioa. see 10 CAL. 1. IlEvwON Cm"'<'N RE· 
PORTS 1018 (1971). Some of the recommended .(otjon ..... enacted. See Cal. 
St'~,' U170. Ch. 89 (tel ipsa loquitur). Ch. 1397 (poycbotherapiat-potient privilege). 

See also report <ODCeming Proof 01 F-,n 0iIici.J R~ 10 CAl.. 1. REVI· 
SION eo .... 'N R£POIITS 11m2 (lfI'11)1DII Cal. St&ts. 1970. Ch. 41. 

This topic d under continuiq Itudy to determine whether aD)' subctantive, 
technicol. or olarifying changes are aeeded in the EvideJICe Code and whether 
changes are needed in other codes to conwrm them to the Evidence Code, See 10 
CAL L. REVIlION CoM .. '" R~TS 1015 (If1'1l). See .1.0 Cal. Stats. 1912. :::h. 0000 • 

., Authorized by Cal, Stats. 1970. Res, Ch. 46, at 3541; see al~ Cal. Stab, If.l6S, Res. Ch, 
130,.t 989. 

w Rerommt'tldMtion R$finI to Inverse Condemnation: InsurlU1C"e Cow:'nlI(eJ 
10 CAL 1. REVlSlas eo .... ·N REPORTS I~ I ,,9711. 

'For a legislative history of thii recommendation., see 10 CAL L REVISION COM M ':r.,; 
REPORTS 1126 (1971), The r~'COmmended IegiJIation w ... t"nacted. St-e C...al Stats 
19'71. Ch. 140. 

See also RecommencJ.tion RM.ting to Sovereign Immunity: l\'umbPr 1000Rt>I'l·· 
sions of tlH!- GottemmentBl Uab/b''''' Act, 9 CAL L. REvlS10N COMM'N R~lHTS P.01 
(f969). For a legislative history of this recommendation. see 10 CAL. L. RI-:vnuos 
O)W:M'N REPO"TS 1020 (19'11). Most of the Tecommended legislation was ~nact~ 
See Cal. Slat>. 1970. Coh. 1i62 (entry to make tests) ond Ch. 100!l (w.bilit, IOJ use of 
P<',ticidt>,.liability for damqes hom tests). See .1 .. PrOJ>O$ff/ LegislHhon Relaflng 
to Shlh11e of Limihltiom in Actiom .4g.aJ'nIt Public Entities 8/Jd Public' t:mp}O.I'.t'C,\. 
'9 CAL L REVlSION CoMM'N REPORTS 11S (1969), For at legiJlath,'e hlstnTY of thi5 
recommendation. :tee 10 CAL. I.. REVISION COMM'N REPORTS J021 1l'!l71). The­
recommended legiolatioo was enacted. See Cal. Stats. !!170. Ch. 104 

Sel" also Van Abtyne-. Qlifornillinverre Condemnation Law. 
to C.L. L. REVISION eo .... ·N REPORTS I {l97I) . 

... Authorized by GIll. Stat1i. 1969. Res. Ch. 224. at 3888: see ... Iso 9 CAL 1.. Rl"'btU:'>. 

eo .... ·N REPORTS l!.'l {l98!l1 
See Rt"!'Om17u~nd.tum lind Slud.v f{J Co'mtf'rrtJim.~· ,m. f ('~. ,~. t "-"ll 

4~~~~~~~r,;~~~.1U CA.l. I. HEVtsl() .... rr h~("·ntllmendati(fn, ~<'I· 

we,,!., L. Rf~\·ISI()!'rO COMM'N REPORTS 1125-1126 Tl'w r('romrnt"nded h'~I~ 
l.J.ti()[) was en .. ded. See Cill, Stats. 1971. Ch. 244. St'e also Cal Slab, 1971. Ch. 95(1; 

Cal. stat:::. 19ir?, ":h. 73. 

-19-



CAUHJH~IA LA W "EVISIO~ COMMISSIO~ 

Joinder 01 cau.e. of oction. \Vhether the Idw relating to joinder 
of causes of action ,hould be re\·ised.~- . 

On :.h~ :'ollowir.g tOld :'~, st.udies 3;; 1 re .: ooxmerdat ions relating 

Lo t-h~ toP} ("5 he '.Ie boe-<;:n maie and l~~i sla ~.ion enacted. B-ecause of 

l:;eir nasure, these topi"''''s do not need to be continued on the Can-

mission's ~alendar for further study.l 

1 

Fictitiou. business name.. Whether the law relating to the use 
of fictitious names should be revised:z 

escheat; uncloimed property. Whether the law relating to the 
escheat of property and the disposition of unclaimed or aban­
doned property should be revised.a 

Quasi-community property. Whether the law relating to quasi­
community property and property described in Section 201.5 of 
the Probate Code should be revised." . 
? IbM .• 

S~e of the topics upon which stUdies and recommendations 
teen made are nevertheless retained on the Commission's 
for further study of reccaaendations not enacted or for 
of additional aspects of the topic or new developments. 
1000-1000 supra. 

ZAuthorized by Cal. Stab. 1957, Reo. CII. IlOI. at _ . 
. See R~ ReJ.nn, toF_ au,,_ NIU1IN, 9 CId- 1.. REVISION 

eo .... ' .. REPOImi 71 1I!lIl9). For • legislative history of this rerommendation, ~ 
9 CAL 1.. REYISION CoM,,'N REPORTl98 (1!lIl9). Th. reoommemIod legislation "'as 
enacted. See Cal. Stab- IUIIII, Ch. 114-

See Iloo R~1ion IUId Study Reatinlf to Ficb1ious Business NIUMS, 9 
CAL L. R£vI_ eo .... 'N IIBPOImI 601 II!'eB) For a Iegisl.tive hi.tory of this 
recommendation, _ 10 CAt.. 1.. REVSSION eo .... ", REPORTS 1019 (1971) The 
recominendecllegislation .... macted. See Cal. St.". 1970, Ch. 818. 

l Authorized by Cal. Stats. 1987, Rea. 0.. 81, at 4S92; see Iloo Cal. Stat •. 19.'56. Re •. Ch. 
42, at 263. 

See R~1ion RehltilJlf 10 &Meat, 8 CAt.. L. REvisION Co .... ·, REPORTS 
1001 119871 For alegWative hiotory of this recommendation, "'" 9 Cu. L. REVI· 
SION eoM .. 'N REPoRTs J .... l. (1_) _ Most of the recommended legislation Wali 
enacted. See Cal. Stat.. 11168, Ch. W (edleat 01 deceden", .... tel and Ch. 356 
1 unclaimed property act I. 

" Authorized by Cal. Stan. 1916, Reo. CII. 9, at iU1. 
See R«XJmmentUtion IIIJd Study Reann, to Rights ofSun'i"inll Spou.,P in Prop­

erty A.cquired by IkJcedent WbiA!o DomiciJ«J Ebewhere. 1 CAl.. L. RKVlSIOS 
COM.M'N REPOJITS at [·1 ../.19!57). For a legislati\o'e history or this re<.'Ommendahon. 
tee 2 CAL. L. REvISION COl.U,I'N Rl:POIITS. 1958 RepoTt at 13 (959) Thf' r(>('om­
mended Jegislat:ktn wu enacted. See Cal. :§tats. 19f57. Ch. 490. SeE' Recommendllbon 
.00 StOOy R."'1inIf to In~r Vi"" MMit.J i'r<>perty RiKhn in Prop"rt} Mquired 
While Domiciled EMwIwre. 3 CAL L. REVISION CoMAfs REPOUTS at I·. (1961-1. 
For a legislative hllt'ory of this recommendation. :see -4 <':Al .. 1.. Rt-:VlSIOIoi COM ~f!'tO 
REPORTS 15 ~ 1963l. n.e recommended legislation was enaC'ted. See C..al. Slats. 1961. 
Ch.636. 

See a110 Il«:ommendilbon Iklating to Quasi-Communif)' Property. 9 CAL L 
REVISJON COWM'"N RE.Po~ 113 (1969). For a legislative history of thi~ rt"{'omme-n­
dation. see 10 c.u. L. REVlSlON COYJ,l'N REPORTS lOIQ (197U ~ H-commt"nd('d 
legislation was enacted. See Cal. Stab. 1970, Ch. 312. 
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Powers of appointment, Whethe~ the law relating to" power of 
appointlIlPnt shollid be revised.' 

Unincorporated associations, Whdht'r the law relating to suit 
by and against partnerships and other unincorporated associa­
tions should be revised and whether the law relating to the 
Iiabilitv of such associations and their members should be re­
vised,6 

T opies for Future Considerotion 
, During the next few years, thl' Commission plans to de\ ote 
,ts attention primarily to (1) creditors' remed i~ s 

,_ _ and (2) condemnation law and proce-
dure, Le~,slatl\'e committees have indicated that the}' wish 
these tOPICS to be given priority. 

Because of the limited resources available to the Commission 
and the substantial topics already on its agenda, the Commission 
does not recommend any additional topics for inclusion on its 
agenda, 

S' Authorized by Cal. St.ts, 19615. a.-s, CIt, 130_ at!!2!l9, 
See R«Or1JIMm:Ubon and Study ReiMting to Powers of .;(ppointment. 9 CAL. L 

REVlSION COMII'N REPoJiTS 30L (1_). Fora legiJlative history of this fe('ommen~ 
dation. see 9 CAL L. REVISION eo ..... N IIEPoRTS 98 (198111, The reoonunffided 
legiolation wu enacted, See Cal, Slots, 19811. Chs. 113. 155, 

~Authorized by Cal, St ... , 1986. Res, CIt, 9. at 241; tee also fAl. St .... I957. Re5, Ch. 202 • • t __ 

See R«OtDIJJendJuion _ Study IW-1iD6 /0 SUit by or Again.lon [!nincorptJl'llt­
, ed'.u.oc;.tioD, 8 CAL. L. REYItION CoMM'N lIEPO .... 1101 (19871, For • legislative 

history of this recommendation ..... 8 CAL. L. IIEYISION CoM"·N REPORTS 1317 
(1987), The recommeroclod ~ _ enacted, See Cal, Slats, 1987. Ch, 1324, 

See abo _mmtthtion Relating /0 s..r.Jre aI ~ on Clninrorpor.ted 
Assoa.tfom, 8 CAL L. IIEYISION eo .... ·N 1lEPOItTI1403 (19871 f-or, leg;sLohve 
bistory of IhiI recommendallon. lee 9 CAL. L. REVlltaN CO .... ·N REPOBTS 18-19 
(198111. The recommended leg;sl.tion _ enacted, See Cal. St.t" 1988. Ch. 132. 
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CALlFon~IA LAW RE\'ISIOS COMMISSION 

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY OF RECOMMENDATIONS 
SUBMITTED TO 1972: LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

~n~ L:-gislatur''?'. Two of the bills were enacted, and t.h~ concurrent. 

r~~~~ol'·Jtl()r::!:. "'er~ adopted. 

Resolutions Approving Topics for Study 

Senate Concurrent Resolution Ho. 5, introduced by Senator Alfred 

H. Song and Assemblyman Carlos J. Moorhead and adopted as Resolution 

Chapter 22 of the Statutes of 1972, authorizes the Commission to oon-

tinue its study of topics previously authorized for study. 

Senate Concurrent Resolution No.6, introduced by Senator Song 

and Assemblyman Moorhead and adopted as Resolution Chapter No. 27 of 

the Statutes of 1972, expanded the scope of two previously authorized 

topics. These topics--creditors' remedies and child custody and re-

lated matters--are described on pages 1000 and 1000 supra. 

,~plolees' ~rnings Protection Law 

Senate Bill He. 88 was introduced by Senator Sor,g to effectuate the 

reccmnendation "of the Commission on this subject. See RecCl1l1llendat ion 

Relating to Attachment l Garnishment, and Exemptions From Execution: 

Employees' Earnings Protection Law, 10 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports 

(Ot (1971). The bill was not enacted; upon recommendation of the Senate 

Judioiary Committee, the bill was re-referred to the Senate Committee on 

Rule" to be assigned to a proper committee for interim study. The Cam-

mission will submit a revised recommendation on this subject to the 1973 

Legislatuce. See Recommendation Relating to Wage Garnishment and Related 

Mat:;ers ~';dy 1:<72), to be reprinted in II Cal. L. Revision Comm'n Reports "1 

(1'F3) • 
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missi0r. ~o rnak~ ~18rjfyinv ~hanges r~la:.jng to am~nd~~I.ts of pl~ading 

1 
~: j t~e I in!~ withi!1 whirh an adverse party must re~;~~n·j to a pleadin~. 

Assembly Bi 11 No. 236'7, which became Chapter of th~ S~ atut~s of 

1.,)rc, was introduced by Assemblyman Moorhead at the request of the COlIDIlis-

sio" to~orr .. ct the cross-reference in subdivision (b) of Section 451 of 

the Evidence Code to the federal law which makes certain documents pub-

11 shed in the Federal Register subject to judicial notice. Tit le 44 of 

the United States Code was revised after the enactment of the Evidence 

C:>de, and Section 307 of Title 44 was renumbered as Section 1507 of th" 

same title. Assembly Bill No. 2367 corrected th" reference in Section 

451 to reflect this change in Title 44. 

1 The purpose of the bill is set out in the urgency clause that is included 
in the bill: 

• 

Chapter 244 of the Statutes of 1971 added Section l.n.: 
to the Code of Civil Procedure. Section 471.5 is the same as 
former Section 432 of the Code of Civil Procedure, which was 
repealed by Chapter 244, except that the time to answer an 
amended ~omplaint val increased from 10 to 30 days. No co~­
!'orming amendment was made to Section 472 rf' the Code of Ci vii 
Procedure. Section 471.5 will becane opera'_ive on July 1, 1972, 
Un less the inconsistency between Section 47 L;, and 472 j s e 1 im­
inated, confu.ion and ,mcertainty will exist. [Cal. Statf. 
1972, Ch. 73, § 5. J 
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CAl.I}o-oHSIA LA \\.' REVISIO~ COM.\HS,SIOS: 

REPORT ON STATUTES REPEALED BY IMPLICATION 
OR HELD UNCONSTITUTIONAL 

Section 10331 of the Government Code provides: 
The Commission shall recommend the express repeal of . 

all statutes repealed by implication, or held unconstitutional 
by the Supreme Court of the State or the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

Pursuant to this directive the Commission has made a stud}' 
of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States and 
of the Supreme Court of California handed down since the 
Commission's last Annual Report was prepared.' It has the fol· 
lowing to report: 

(See Second Supplement to Memorandum 72-54) 



A~~UAL HEPORT-197;Z 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
The Law Revision Commission respectfully recommends that 

the Legislature authorize the Commission to complete its study 
of the topics previously authorized for study (see pages 1000-
1000 of this Report) and to remove frail its ca lender of 
topics the topics listed'on pages,lOOO-lOOO of this 
Report. 

Pursuant to the mandate imposed by Section 10031 of the 
Government Code. the Commission recommends the repeal of 
the provisions referred to on pages lOOO-lOOOto the elttent that 
those provisions have been held to be uncOlUtitutional. 

, 

." ~ . 

• 

;if ., 
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CUMULATIVE TABLE Of MEASURES ENACTED UPON 
COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION 

Constitutionol Provisions 
CAl. C(I:>;ST., :\rl. XI, ~ 10 (J960) (power of Legisiaturf' to 

preseribe procedures governing claims against chartt>red cit· 
ie', and counties and employees thereof). 

Stotutes 
Cal. Slats. 1955, Ch. 799 and Ch. 877 (revision of various sections 

of the Education Code relating to the Public School System). 
Cal. Stats. 1955, Ch. 1183 (revision of Probate Code Sections 640 

to 646-setting aside of estates). 
Cal. Stats. 1957, Ch. 102 (elimination of obsolete provisions in 

Penal Code Sections 1377 and 1378). 
Cal. Stats. 1957, Ch. 139 (maximum period of confinement in a 

county jail). 
Cal. Stats. 1957, Ch. 249 (judicial notice of the law of foreign 

countries) . 
Cal. Stats. 1957, Ch. 456 (recodification of Fish and Game Code). 
Cal. Stats. 1957, Ch. 490 (rights of surviving spouse in property 

acquired by decedent while domiciled elsewhere). 
Cal. Stats. 1957. Ch. 540 (notice of application for attorney's fees 

and costs in domestic relations actions). 
Cal. Stats. 1957, Ch. 1498 (bringing new parties into civil ac· 

tions l-
Cal Stats. 1959, Ch. 122 (doctrine of worthier title). 
Cal. Stats. 1959, Ch. 468 (effective date of an order ruling on 

motion for new trial). 
Cal. Stats. 1959, Ch. 469 (time within which motion for new trial 

lIlay be made). 
Cal. Stats. 1959, Ch. 470 (suspension of absolute power of aliena· 

tion \. 
Cal. Stat'. 1959, Ch. 500 (procedure for appointing guardiansj. 
Cal. Stats. 1959, Ch. 501 (codification of laws n>lating to grand 

juries) . 
Cal. Stats. 1959, Ch. 528 (mortgages to secure future advances). 
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Cal. Stats. 1'1.59. Ch. 171.5 and Chs. 1724-172>; I pn'sentatilJn of 
~biJlls against publie entities!. 

Cal. Stats. 19fil. eh. 4fiJ (arbitratiolli. 
Cal. Stats. 1961. eh. 5119 (rescission of contracts I. 
Cal. Stats. 1961. Ch. 6.16 (inter vivos marital proper!' nghh III 

propert)' acquired while domiciled elsewhere \ . 
Cal. Stats. 1961. Ch. 657 (survival of actions). 
Cal. Stats. 1961. Ch.1612 (tax apportionment in eminent domain 

proceedings) . 
Cal. Stats. 1961. Ch. 1613 (taking possession and passage of title 

in eminent domain proceedings). 
Cal. Stats. 1961, Ch. 1616 (revision of Juvenile Court Lawadopt­

ing the substance of two bills drafted by the Commission to 
effectuate its recommendations on this subject). 

Cal. Stats. 1963. Ch. 1681 (sovereign immunity-tort liability of 
public entities and public employees). 

Cal. Stats. 1963. Ch. 1682 (sovereign immunity-insurance cov­
erage for public entities and public employees). 

Cal. Stats. 1963, Ch. 1683 (sovereign immunity~efense of pub­
lic employees). 

Cal. Stats. 1963. Ch. 1684 (sovereign immunity-workmen's 
compensation benefits for persons assisting law enforcement 
or . fire control officers). 

Cal. Stats. 1963, Ch. 1685 (sovereign immunity-amendments 
and repeals of inconsistent special statutes). 

Cal. Stats. 1963, C1i. 1686 (sovereign immunity-amendments 
and repeals of inconsistent special statutes). 

Cal. Stats. 1963, C1i. 1715 (sovereign immunity-claims. actions 
and judgments against public entities and public employees). 

Cal. Stats. 1963. Ch. 2029 (sovereign immunity-amendments 
and repeals of inconsistent special statutes). 

Cal. Stats. 1965. Ch. 299 (EVidence Code). 
Cal. Stats. 1965, Ch. 653 (sovereign immunity-claims and ac­

tions against public entities and public employees). 
Cal. Stats. 1965, Ch.1151 (evidence in eminent domain proceed­

ings) . 
Cal. Stats. 1965, Ch. 1527 (sovereign immunity-liability of pub­

lic entities for ownership and operation of motor vehicles I. 
Cal. Stats. 1965. Chs. 1649, 1650 (reimbursement for moving 

expenses) . 

-27-
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Cal. Stah IYfj7, Ch. 72 r"dditurl. 
Cal. Stars 1'167, Ch, 2h2 i Eddenc(' Coop-Agricultural Code 

Cal. Stab, 1967, Ch, 650 (Evidence Code-Evidence Code revi-
SiCHl'i) . 

Cal. Stats, 1%7, Ch. 702 (\ 'ehicle Code Section 17150 and related 
'l~ctions) . 

C"l. Slats. J 967, Ch, 703 (Evidence Code--Commercial Code 
Tf"visions l . 

Cal. Stats, 1967, Ch. 1104 (exchange of valuation data in eminent 
dom ai n proceedings). 

Cal. Stats. 1967, Ch. 1324 (suit by or against an unincorporated 
association) . 

Cal. Stats. 1968, Ch. 132 (unincorporated associations), 
Cal. Stats. 1968, Ch. 133 (fees on abandonment of eminenl do-

main proceeding). 
Cal. Stats. 1968, Ch. 150 (good faith improvers). 
Cal. Stats. 1968, Ch. 247 (escheat of decedent's estate). 
Cal. Stats. 1968, Ch. 356 (unclaimed property act). 
Cal. Stats. 1968, Ch. 457 (personal injury damages). 
Cal. Stahl. 1968, Ch. 458 (personal injury damages). 
Cal. Stats. 1969. Ch. 113 (powers). 
Cal. Stats. 1969. Ch. 114 (fictitious business names). 
Cal. Stats. 1969, Ch. 115 (additur and remittitur). 
Cal. Stahl. 1969. Ch. 155 (powers of appointment). 
Cal. Stahl. 1969. Ch. 1.56 (Specific performance of contracts), 
Cal. Stats. 1970, Ch. 41 (Evidence Code-proof of foreign docu-

ments) . 
Cal, Stats. 1970, Ch. 45 (rule against perpetuities). 
Cal. Slats, 1970. Ch. 69 (Evidence Code-res ipsa loquitur). 
Cal. Stats. 1970, Ch. 89 (leases). 
Cal. Stats.I970, Ch. 104 (sovereign immunity-statute oflimita-

tions)' 
Cal. Stats. 1970, Ch. 312 (quasi-community property). 
Cal. Stats. 1970. Ch. 417 (arbitration of just compensation), 
Cal. Slats. 1970, Ch. 618 (fictitious business names). 
Cal. Slats. 1970, Ch. 662 (entry for survey and examination; 

condemnation for water carrier terminal facilities). 
Cal. Slats, 1970, Ch. 720 (representations as to credit). 
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Cal. Stats. 1970, Ch. 1099 (sovereign i11lmunity-entry for sur­
"')' and examination; police and correctional activities; medi­
cal, hospital, and public health activities; liability for me of 
pesticides) . 

Cal. Stats. 1970, Ch. 1397 (Evidence Code-psychotherapist­
patient privilege revisions). 

Cal. Stats. 1971, Ch. 140 (insurance authorit), of public entities). 
Cal. Stats. 1971, Ch. 244 (cross-complaints, counterclaims, and 

joinder of causes of action). 
Cal. Stats. 1971, Ch. 950 (joinder of parties). 
Cal. Stats. 1971, Ch. 1607 (discharge from employment). 

Cal. Stats. 1972, Ch. 73 (p1eading--technical correcti~l). 
Cal. Stats. 1972, Ch. (evidence-judicial notice--

technical correction). 
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LIST OF P(lBI..JCATIONS, 

PUBLICATIONS OF THE 
CALIFORNIA LAW REVISION COMMISSION 

The California Law Revision Commisson's annual reports and 
its recommendations and studies are published in separate pam­
phlets which are later bound in permanent volumes. Except as 
indicated, the pamphlets are available for complimentary distri­
bution as long as the supply lasts. Pamphlets available for com­
plimentary distribution may be obtained only from California 
Law Revision Commission, School of Law, Stanford, California 
94305. 

The volumes, and those pamphlets for which a charge is 
made, may be obtained only from the Documents Section of 
the Department of General Services, P. O. Box 20191, Sacra· 
mento, California 95820. 

How To Purchase From Documents Section 
All sales are subject to payment in advance of shipment of 

publications, with the exception of purchases by federal, state, 
county, city, and other government agencies, Several types of 
accounts are also available for use; information on these may be 
obtained from the Documents Section (address indicated 
above). 'H;owever, orders for continuing subscriptions are not 
accepted. . 

Checks or money orders should be made payable to the State 
of California and should include fiYe percent sales tax for Cali· 
fornia addresses_ Ten percent discount is given on orders of 50 
copies or more. All prices are subject to change without notice. 

Requests and orders should include the name of the issuing 
agenc y and the title of the publication. 

VOLUME 1 (1957) 
[Out of print~pies of pamphlets Wsted below) avoilab.leJ 
1955 Annual Report 
1956 Annual Report 
1957 Annual Report 
Re<'Ommendation and Study \\elating to: 

., -

The Maximum Period of Confinement in a County Jail 
Notice of Applicatioo for Attorney's Fees and Costs in Domesbc Rela· 

tions Actions 
Taking Instructions to the Jury Room 
The Dead Man Statute 
Rights of Surviving Spouse in Property Acquired by Decedent Whilr 

Domiciled E10ewhere 
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CALIFOH~IA LAW REVISIO-'; COMMISSIO, 

rhe Marital "For and Against" Testimonial Privilege 
Suspension of the Absolute Power of Alienation 
Elimination of Obsolete Provisions in Penal Code Sections 1371 and 1378 
Judicial Notice of the Law of Foreign Countries 
Choice of Law Governing Survi"'aJ of Actions 
The Effective Date of an Order Ruling on a Motion for !'\ew Trial 
Retention of Venue for Convenience of Witnesses 
Bringing New Parties into Civil Actions 

1958 Annual Report 
1959 Annual Report 

VOLUME 2 (1959) [$12.00] 

Recommendation and Study Relating to: 
The Presentation of Claims Against Public Entities 
The Right of Nonresident Ali ..... to Inherit 
Mortgages to Secure Future Advances 
The Docbine of Worthier Title 
Overlapping ProviJions of Penal and Vehicle Codes Relating to Taking 

of Vebicles and Drunk Driving 
Time Within Which Motion for New Trial May Be Made 
Notice to Shareholden of Sale of Corporate Assets 

VOLUME 3 (1961) [$12.00] 
1960 Annual Report 
1961 Annual Report 
Recommendation and Study Relating to: 

Evidence In Eminent Domain Proceedings 
Taking Poaeaionand PuIqe of Title In Eminent Domain Proceedings 
The R~ent for MovinI Expen.o When Property is Acquired 

for Public Use 
Resciasion of Contractl 
The Right to Counsel and the Sep8nItion of the DeIinq ...... t From the 

Nondelinquent Minor 1ft Juvenile Court Proceedings 
SuMval of Actiona 
Arbitration 
The Preettation of CIainIs Apinst Publie 0IJieers and E:mpklyees 
Inter Vi".,. Marital Property Rights in Property Acquired While Domi-

ciled Elsewhere 
Sotice of Alibi in Criminal Action. 

1962 Annual Report 
1963 Annual Report 
1964 Annual Report 

VOLUME 4 (1963) [$12.00] 

T entati\'e Reconunendation and A Study Relating to the Uniform Rule. of 
Evidence (Article VIII. Heanoy Evidence) 

RE'COIIUI1eIKIatiOft """ Study Relating to Condemnation Law and Procedure: 
Number 4-DiIcovery in Eminent Domain Proceedings [The first three 
pamphlet. (unnwnbered) In Volume 3 also deal· with the subject of 
condemnation law """ procedure.) 

Recommendationa Relating to Sovereign Immunity: 
Number I-Tort LiobiJity of Public Entities and Public Employee, 

I.". -31-
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I.JST l W Pl:BLlCA no ..... s 

'umher 2-Claims. ;\'l'tiOllS ..-nd Judgrw.-'llh ;\l<!dlIlst Public F.ntltit'" itlll.! 

Public ETlll)lllj'('es 

\umb('r 3--lnsumnt'e COH'rage for Public Entitit·~ ami Puhhr Em­
ployees 

'umber 4-0eft"nse of Public Employees 
:\umber ,i--Liability fJf Public Entities for Ownership iln(j Operation oj 

~otor Vehicles 
'\ilunber 6-Workmen's Compensation Benefits for Pcp.nns Assisting 

La~' Enforcement or Fire Control Officers 
Number 7-Amendments and Repeals of Inconsistent Special Statute~ 

{out of print] 

VOLUME S (1963) [$12.00) 
A Study Relating to Sovereign Immunity rrhis study al50 is .\·.ilable in a 

paperback edition for $9.00.) 

VOLUME 6 (1964) [$12.00] 
Tentative Recommendations and Studies Relating to the Uniform Ru).,. of 

EvidenC'f>~ 

Article I (General Provisions) 
Article 11 Uudicial Notice I 
Burden of Producing Evidence, Burden of Proof, and Presumption. I r .... 

placing URE Article Ill) 
Artide IV (Wi~s) 

Article V (Privileges) 
Article VI (Extrinsic Po\i<:ieI. AlJecting Admissibility) 
Article VII (Sxpert and Other Opinion Testimon~) 
Articievin (HeaJ'$8Y Evidence) [same .. publication in Volum~ 4) 
Article IX (Authentic&tionariclCon\ent of Writings) 

VOLUME 7 (1965) [$ 12.00J 
Recommend_lion Proposing an £VidenCe Code {out of print! 
Recommendaljon ~~to .$QvereIg1I. {mmuni~, .:'Ijumber S-Revisions of 

the GoverJ.UlleDtjd LiaI:!ility Act liiabijity of Public Entities for Owner· 
ship ariclOpeiation of Motor..vellicle.; (."'-ims and Action. Against Public 
Entities and Public £mpIoyeios 

1965 ,I.nnua! Report . 
1966 .... nnual l\eport . 
Evidence Code with OffICial Cornments [out of print) 

VOlUME 8 119671 [$12.ooJ 
Annual Report (Decem""r 1966) includes the following recommendation, 

Discovery in Eminent Domain Proceeding, 
Annual Report (December 1967) include. follOwing recommendalions, 

Recover), of Condemnee', Expenses on Abandonment of an Eminent 
Domain Proceeding 

!mpron'ments Made in Good Faith Upon Land Owned by Another 
Damages for Penonallnjuries to a Married Person OIS Se-paratc or Com-

munity Property . 
Service of Process on Unincorporated ASsociations 

Recommendations :Relating to the El.idence ('me: 

... ,,,,,,. -32-
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CAUl-( lIC\ IA LA \\' H E\"ISH1' COM ~tl ... :--.l(}S 

'limber l-E\id('llc(' Code Hp\'I'SioJl!i 
:\tll1Iht'f 2-Agri('ultural (;ode Hf'\'lSions 

'umher ~(:olllnlE'r('ial Code R('visiun~ 
B('("muHt'ndatiom, and Studieo; Relating to: 

\Vhdher Damages fur Personal IniuT} to a \1arried Pt'r~OIl Should Jk 
Separate or Community ProPC"Tty 

\'ehide Code Section 17150 and Related Sections 
Additur 
Abandonment or Termination of a 1...t'3!'iC 

The Good Faith Improver of Land Owned by Anoth,-, 
Suit By or Against An Unincorporated Association 

Recommendation Relating to Escheat 
T,entati\'l" Re-commendation and A Study Relating to Condt"mnation La\\' .un! Procedure: ","umber I_Possession Prior to Final Judgment and Related Problems 

Immunity: ,!'\um~r 9--Statute 
l'iablic Entities and Public Em· •~d~~~~~[~~~~;:~;'~:;;1;;;;r;e;co;mmend~ltions: 

in .<\ctions 
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1.1:--.1 (H Pl:tH H \J If),,) 

VOLUME 10 11971) ,$12.00) 

: .!.i"flll.l rrt~l'rSt' CflJldf'nHutwn L:I\~ 1·:·u1 ld prallt] .. 

hl''-' ;:II1It<,ztdation ,met Stud\-' Hvl.ltmg ~o {:ullnter('l.lHlj~ ;md (:r, Is'-l \1111 
pj,tinh, Jvinder of C;Hlses of :'\Ctlllfl, and Related Prm j'l(,n\ 

Ht'<:'ornnlt'Jidatlon Rf"iahng to :\ttachIllt~nt. Garni.shml'nt, ,tnd Lwmptl'_,n', 
From Execution" Emplo)-'t.~e:s· Earnin~s Prot('ction J ,~m ~ -J'.: to'" :. t'1 i i + 1 

-\11rlllal Ucporl (Uecembt.'f 1970) includes the follO\.\:ing Tt'C()IlUJH"nd:lll,m 

He-commendation Relating to Invl!rsc Condemnation. Insurance Co\"er-
age 

Annual Report, ([){,(:t'mber 1971) includes the followin,g rect)THlllcnd'ltion 

Rec-omme:ndati.on -Relating to Attac-hment, Garnishment. and L\t'rnp 
tionsFr,pm .Ex~ution: Discharge From F.mploympilt 

.. COpt,;,,; maY"be purchll~d frOm th(" Continuin~ Edueation of dl{" B:IT, Dt'parhlll"nt 
, CEk·S, 2150'Sit.iltt,~ck A,\-:(",,- Berkd~~y~ CA.,9f704, for $7 5U, 

votl!MJ!lll (1973) [$l2 .00] 
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