#39. 160 3/2/77

First Supplement to Memorandum 77-12

Subject: Study 39.160 - Attachment (General Ass{pgoments for the
Benefit of Creditors)

Attached hereto 18 a letter from ¥Mr. Hal Coskey which opposes the
propegal to terminate the lien of a temporary protective order upon the
making of a general assignment or the commencement of bankruptcy pro-

ceedings in Memorandum 77-12.

Respectfully submitted,

Stan G. Ulrich
Staff Counsel
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We, as Mr. Wein, have ancaunterad a certain amount of dif-
ficulty and time consumption under the new law. . The forms
appsar to be quite formidible to the layman who. is asked to
sign them., Clerks in some counties are not aware of the
-time limitations, and are issuing writu with too shurt of
time limit for the haaring. ,

- AS tha udt now raudl, it is almost imposlible to sat a
- hearing for attachment in less than 25 to 30 days after the

- #i{1ling. Bervice of process might be completed within a day
‘or two, but if service is not completad, the task of obtaining
a new date is a time-consuming one. . Consideration might be
given to shortening the 20 day servica ‘period, and aleo
shortening the defendant's reply period Erom five days to
-perhapn threa wurking dnys. o _ _
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