June 9 - 7:00 p.m. - 10:00 p.m. State Bar Building

Jupe 10 - 9:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m. 601 McAllister Street B

June 11 - 9:00 a.m. - L4:00 p.m. San Fra.:_lc-isco ' ‘
FIRAL AGERDA

for meeting of
CALIFORNIA LAV REVISION COMMIGSION

San Francisco June 9-11, 1966
Juse 9
1. Approval of Minutes of Mzy 1966 (second meeting)(scnt 6/2/66)
2. Administrative matters o '

Stanford Iecase

~ Memorandum 66-30 (sent 6/2/66}
Publication of Tentative Recommendations
Memorandum 66-31 (enclosed)

3. Study 67 = Suit in Common Name

Memorandum 66-26 (sent 6/2/66)
Tentative Recommendation (attached to memorandum)

4. Study 50 - Rights and Duties Upon Termination of Lease

Memorandum 66-28 (to be sent) ~
Revised Tentative Recommendation (attached to memorandum) o

June 10 &nd Il

5. Study 36(L) - Condemmation Iaw and Procedure |

Possesslon Prior to Final Judgment

Memorandum 66-25 (sent 6/2/66)
Portion of Tentative Recommendation {attached to memorandum)

First Bupplement to Memorendum 66-25 {to be. aept)
Remainder of Tentative Recommendation (attached to supplement)

6. Contimuation of work on item b.

7. Study 26 - Escheat

Memorerdum 66-20 (sent for May meeting; extra copy sent 5/30/66)
Tentative Reccmmendation (attached to m:-anduc:?
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8.

Study 63(L) - Evidence Code
No. 2 -~ Revilsion of the 4Agricultural Code

Memorandum 66-29 {sent 5/30/66)
First Supplement to Memorandum 66-29 (enclosed)




MINUTES OF MEETING
of
JUNE 9, 10, AND 11, 1966

San Francisco

A meeting of the California Law Revision Commission was held at
San Franeisco on June 9, 10, end 11, 1966

Present: Richard H. Keatinge, Chairman (June 9 and 10)
Honorable James A. Cobey (June 10 and 11)
Joseph A. Ball (June 9 and 10)
James R. Edwards
John R. McDonough {June 10 and 11)
Herman F. Belvin
Thomae E. Stanton (June 9 and 11)

Absent: Honorable Alfred E. Song
S8ho Sato, Vice Chairmen
George H. Murphy, ex officioc

Messrs. John H. DeMoully, Joseph B. Harvey, Johe L. Reeve, and
fMarence B. Taylor of the Commission's staff also were present.
Aleo present on June 10 were the following observers:

Richard Allen, Department of Water Resources

Robert F. Carlson, Department of Public Works

Thomas H. Clayton, Department of General Services ani Fimance
Norval Falrman, Department of Public wOrks

Jon D. Smock, Judicial Council

David B. Walker, Office of County chnael, San Dlego
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Minutes

ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS

Minutee of May 27 and 28 meeting. The Mirutes of the meeting held

on May 27 and 28, 1966, were approved as submitted, The Subcommittee

report attached as Exhibit I of the Minutes was adﬁpted as the action of

the Commission. |
Future meetings. Future meetings ares scheduled as follows:

July 21, 22, and 23 (three full days) long Beach
August 12 and 13 (two full days) Los Angeles
September 16 (evening) and 17 ~ 8an Francleco

October 20, 21, a.nd 22 (three full days) ) Ios Angeies
November 17 (evemng) , 18 and 19 (morning) Berkeley
December--not yet scheduled

Stanford lease. The Commission approved a lease for the office

gquarters in fhe old Graduate School of Pusiness along the 1ines set out in
Memorandum 66-30 and the Executive Secretary was authorized and directed

to approve the lease on behslf of the Commission. The significant pro-
visiona of the lease under consideration are:

Term of lease--5 years, both parties havmg the right to
terminate the lease upon 30 days' written notice.

Rent--$10,000 for the first year; $4,000 each year for remmining
four years. If Stanford cancels prior to end of lease,
$6,000 of the rent for first year is to be prorated over
five year period.

Period of lease to commence July 1, 1966, with e provision that
Commuission cccuples present guarters until new quarters
have been remodeled, such remodeling to be accogplished
promptly after Jease 1s approved by State.

Publication of Commission's Tentative Recommendations in IawBevicws.

The Commission coneldered Memorandum 66-31. After considerable discussion,

the Commission tock the following actions:
=g
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1. Any tentative recommendation that is published Iin a law review
is to be mccompanied by & "warning note" similar to that published as a
part of the U.C,L.A. Law Review publication of the two tentative recom-
mendstions therein published. A reascnable effort should be made to
distribute various articles to the varicus Californie law reviews in a
fair manner.

2. The Tentative Recommendation on Lessor-Iessee (revised to reflect
actions taken at the June meeting) was approved for publication in the
Californis Iaw Review with the research study on this subject, but the
tentative recommendation as revised is tc be distributed to the members
of the Commission and, if objection to the tentative reccmmendation as
revised is recelved prior to the July meeting, the tentative recommenda-
tion is to be added to the agenda so that any necessary changes can be
considered and made before it is published in the law review.

3. The Tentative Recommendetion on Additur was approved for publi-
cation in & law review if the research study (now being prépared by the
staff)} is accepted for publication in a law review. However, Iif any
significant comments are received on the tentative recommendation prior
to July 1, it is not to be published in a law review prior to review by
the Commiseion gt the July meeting.

4, The Tentative Recommendation on the Fictitious Name Statute was
approved for publication in e law review i1f the research study (now being
revieed by the staff) is accepted for publication in a law review.

5. The Commission will consider whether to approve publication of
the Tentative Recommendation on Possession Prior to Final Judgwent in the
Stanford Law Review (which is going to publish the research study) after
the tentative recommendation has been approved for distribution for

comeents at the July meeting. _
-3-
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STUDY 26 - ESCHEAT OF PERSCNAL PRCPERTY
The Commission considered Memorandum 66—20 and the First Supplement
thereto. The following actions were taken:

Commiesioners on Uniform State Laws

The staff was directed to communicate with the Commissioners on
Uniform State laws to inform them that the Uniform Disposition of Unclaimed
Property Act is being studied by the Law Revision Commission. The purpose
is to learn whether the Uniform ILaws Cammissibners are working cn a
revision of the law and whether the Iaw Revigion Commission's activitles

ean be coordinated with thelrs.

;Egislative authorization.

Although the Legislature's authorization to the Commission ié to
determine whether the law relating to the escheat of personal ﬁroperty
should be revised, the Commission's request for such authorization indicates
that merely the escheat of decedents' estates was considered. To clarify
the Commission's authority to study the escheat of abandoned personal. pfcperty,
the Commission requeéted Senator Cobey to introduce & resolution that would
authorize the Commission to study whether the law relating to the escheat
of property or the dispositlon of abandoned or ﬁnclaimed property should
be revised.

SectiOn 1300

Section 1300 was approved as proposed to be revised in the tentative
recomrendation.

Section 1500

Section 1500 was approved. The staff was directed to reexamine the

second sentence to determine its purpose and meaning.
=4
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Section 1501

Subdivision (b) was revised as follows:

(b} "Business assoclation” means any private corporation
{other-than-a-publie-eorporation-sr-usilisyd , Jjoint stock
company, business trust, partnership, or any association for
business purposes , whether or not for profit, of two or more
individuals , including, but not by way of limitation, a bank-
ing organizetion, financial organization, and life insurance
corporation . '

The staff was directed to reconsider the reference to "govermment
or political subdivision" in subdivision {g} for the purpose of deterndning
whether the language is sufficlently comprehensive and meaningful both
within and without the state. The reference ﬁo "estate" and "trust" should
be deleted from subdivision (g) and language should be added to indicate
that the persons listed in the subdivision are within the defined term
"person" whether acting in thelr own right or in a flduciary capacity.

Subdivision (h) was deleted as unnecessary in the light of Section 1582.

The section was then approved.

Section 1510

A subdivision is to be added to the section eross-referring to the
compact so that it is clear that property covered by the compact is subject
to escheat under California's general escheat laws.

A subdivision is to be added to the section to provide for the escheat
of intangible property where the owner's last domicile was in this state.
The subdivision should also create a presumption that the owner's last

domicile corresponds with his last known address.
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STUDY 36(L) - CONDEMNATION LAW AND PROCEDURE

The Commission considered Memorandum 66-25 {Possession Prior to Judg-
ment) and approved the drafts of a constitutional amendment and proposed
legislation with the following changes.

CONSTITUTIOHAL AMENTCMERNT

The Commission approved the proposed constitutional amendment as
drafted. On Mr. Carlson's {Dept. of Public Works) suggestion, the staff
is to review the (Qomment to the section proposing the amendment to make
sure the Comment indicates the phrase "Subject to the provisions of
Section 23a of Article XTI in subdivision (a)" makes no change in existing
law applicable to determination by the Public Utllities Conmission of
"just compensation" for property already devoted to & public use (public
utility property) in keeping with Section 23a of Article XIT and provisions
of the Public Utilities Code. The Comment also is 1o indicate that the
phrase pertains only to jury determination of compensation, and has nothing
to do with "immediate possession.”

PROPOSED LEGISIATION

Sectidn 1268.0L (New)

The Commission approved this section, except thet it (and related
sections) are to be changed to refer simply to “"compensation" rather than
to "compensation for the property and eny damage incident to its being
taken."  The Comment to the section 1s to indicate that, as used, the
term "compensation" includes severance or .other damages as well as the
value of the property, and that the term includes all elements of compensa-
tion for which a deposit is reguired by Section 1¥ of Article I of the

Celifornia Constitution.
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Section 1268.02 (New)

The last sentence of the section should be clarified.

The Comment to the section -is to refer to decisions setting Fforth
the duty of the plaintiff and the power of the court to maintain the
deposit in adequate amount. Reference is alsc {0 be made to the section
{1268.08) providing for the recovery of any excessive withdrawal after

final determination of the amounts in the eminent domain proceeding.

Section 1268.03 (New)

This section, which requlres service of notice of the making of a

deposit, was approved after addition of a sentence - providing that:
Service of an order for possession that recites the amount deposited
pursuant to this chapter shall. be sufficlent compliance with the
requirement of this section.

The Comment is to be rewritten accordingly.

Section 1268.04 (New)

This section was approved after the first sentence was changed, in the
interest of eclarity, to read:

At any time after the plaintiff has deposited the amount determined
by order of the court, any defendant who has an interest in the
property for which the deposit was made may apply to the court for
the withdrawal of all or any portion of the amount deposited.

Section 1268.04-1268.08 (All New)

These sections were approved with minor grammatical changes.

Section 1268.09 (New)

This section was approved after being changed to refer to "the issue
of compensation," rather than to "the issues of compensation or damages."

-T-
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Similar changes in usage were made in related sections.

Section 1268.10 (New)

This section was approved as drafted.

Section 1268.11 (New)

This section was remunmbered as Section 1296.06, and changed to read

as Tollows:

1269.66. Right of plaintiff to possession after defendsnts' vacation
cf property | -

1269.06. If the plain$iff has deposited protatle just compensation
pursuant to Chapter 1 {commencing with Seétion 1268.01), ‘the
plaintiff may take possession and use of the property at any tipe :
after sll of the defendants entitled to possession notify the
plaintiff 1in writing of the vacation' of the property.

The Comment to the section is to be rewritten accordingly.

Sectlon 1269,0L (New)

This section was approved vwith minor grammatical changes.

Section 1269.02 (New)

Subdivision (4} was changed to permit the motion to modify the order
for possession to be made within 20, rather than 10 days, after service of
the order. The subdivision was also changed to limit the court's extension
of the effective date of the order to 30 days from the date specified in the

original order. Grammetical changes were  alsc made in the section.

Sections 1269.03 and 1269.04 (New)

These sections were approved with minor grammatical changes made in

their text and in the Comments.
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Section 1269.05 {New)

This section was approved after being changed to refer to dwellings

baving not more than two, rather than four; residential units,

Section 1269.06 (New)

This section was renumbered as Section 1269.07, and approved.

Sections 1270,01-1270.08 (New)

These sections were approved after removal of the provision for the
deposit of & "further sum" from Section 1270.01 to Section 1270.04. The
effect of this change is to require the defendant to move for an additionsl
deposit 1f he deems an amount in addition to the judgment to be necessary

to secure payment of compensation, costs, and interest as ultimately

determined in the proceeding. Grammstical changes were made in thege sections

and in the Comments.

Sections. 1249, 1249a, and 1249.1 (Amended)

These sections were approved with changes made in the interest of
clarity. The Comments are to be expanded and clarified. In Section 1249a
(g}, the plaintiff is to be allowed 30, rather than 20, days after entry
of judgment within which to make the deposit required to retain the original

date of valuation.

Gection 1253 (Amended)

This section was approved as drafted.

Section 1255a (Amended)

This section was approved after addition of a provision that reasonable

attorney and appraisal fees actually incurred may be recovered "whether such
-9-
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fees were incurred for services rendered before or after the proceeding was

commenced.

Sections 1255b and 1257 (Amended)

These sections were approved as drafted.

Government Code Sections 16425-16427 (New)

These sections were approved with minor grammatical changes.

Government Code Sections 38090 and 38091 {Amended)

These sectlons were approved as drafted. It was pointed out that,
in connection with comprehensive revision of the law of eminent dcmain,
it may be necessary to delete, rather than merely amend, various aberrant
provisions dealing with condemnation found in other codes and especially

in the Streets and Highways Code and the Government Code.

Streets and Highways Code Sections 4203 and 420k {Amended)

These sections were approved as drafted.

-10-
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STUDY 50(1) - RIGHTS UPON TERMINATION OF LEASE

The Commission considered Memorandum 66~28, a letter from Professor
Verrall dated June 6, 1966, and the tentative recommendation as revised

on June 4, 1966, The following actions were taken:

Subcommittee report

The subcommittee report, attached to the Mimutes of the meeting of

May 27-28, 1966, was approved as the action of the Commission.

Section 1951

The section was revised to read substantislly as follows:

1951. A lease of real property is repudiated when, without
Justification:

(a) One party commnicates to the other party by word or
act that he will not or cannot perform his remaining obligations
under the lease;

(b) Either party does any voluntary act or engages in any
voluntery course of conduct which renders substantial performance
of his obligations under the lease Impossible or apparently
imposelible; or

(c) The lessor actually evicts the lessee from the leased
property.

As revised, the section was spproved.

Section 1951.5

Subdivision (c) was revised to read substantially as follows:
(¢) The lease is repudiated by either party theretoc and the

aggrieved party is not entitled to or does not seek specific per-
formance of the lease as provided in subdivision (c¢) of Section

1952.5.
As revised, Section 1951.5 was &approved,
The staff was directed to expand the comment on subdivision {a) to

point out that it covers both the case of eviction for breach and the case
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of eviction upon ggcurrenceygfxéfcohdiﬁién} Only in the case of breach,

P

,hGWQYﬁf; is thé lessor entiP;edltG*ﬁamages;‘”

jSéctf6n71952

' "% ffhe revision of Section 1951.5 made subdivision (b) of Section 1952
unnecessary aud, Hence, the subdivision was deleted.

Asﬂrevised,“fﬁe section was approved.

Section 1955.5

The preliminary language of the section was revised to read as follows:

1952.5. When a party repudiates a lease of real property, the
other party may do any one of the following:

As revised, the section was approved.

Section 1953

The preliminary llnguage was revised to read as follows:

1953. When a party breaches a lease of real property in a
material respect without repudiating the lease, the other party
may do any cne of the following:
The staff was directed to revise the comment to indicate that an action
for damages under subdivision (¢) does not preclude & subsequent action for

damages for a later breach.

Section 1953 was then approved.
Section 1953.5 was previously approved.

Section 1954

The Commission disapproved Section 1954. The problem involves dis-

position of trade fixtures, rights of lienholders, and similar complex

-12-
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matters that are not germane to the study on the right to damages upon the

termination of a lease.

Sections 3320-3322 were previously approved.

Section 3323

Section 3323 was disapproved. This will place the parties in the same
position as the parties to analogous contracts where there is no statute
giving presumptive effect to the terms of contracts made for the puirpose

of mitigating damages.

Section 3324 was approved.

Section 3325

The staff was directed to redraft the sectlon. Subdivision {a) should
contain the substance of subdivision (a){1) as it appeared in the draft
considered by the Commission. This would provide for the recovery of attorney's
fees 1f the lease provides for such recovery. Subdivision (b) would then
provide for the recovery of attorney's fees by one party if the lease pro-
vided for the recovery of attormey's fees by the other. Subdivision (b)
would also provide that the reciprocal right to attorney's fees under sub-

division (b) could not be waived in advance.

Section 3326 was approved.

Section 3327 wag approved.

Section 3308

The repeal of Section 3308 was approved.

~13-
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Section 3387.5 was approved.

Code of (ivil Procedure Section 1174

The revision of Section 117k was approved.

Small claims jurisdiction

The Commission declined to extend the small claims Jurisdiction of

Justice courts to include unlawful detainer actioms.

Effective date

The Commission directed the staff to make the statute retroactive to the

extent that it can be constitutionally applied retroactively.

Tentative recommendation generally

The staff was directed to revise the tentative recommendation to conform
to the decisions made by the Commissioﬁ. An effort to shorten the preliminary
discugsion will be undertaken so that material in the study will not be
unnecessarily duplicated. The revised recommendation will be distributed
to each Commigsioner; and if no objections to the revised text are received
before the next meeting, the revised recommendation will be dellivered to the
California ILaw Review for publication together with the study.

Subject to the consideration to be glven to the revised text by the
individual Commissioners, the tentgtive recommendation, as revised, was
approved for publication and diatribution.

The staff was asked to solicit comments on the tentative recommendation
from various real property and contract professors in the law schools of
this state.

Preprinting of bill

The staff was authorized to have the proposed legislation preprinted

after it has been revised to reflect the decisions indicated above.
=14~
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STUDY 63(L) - EVIDENCE CODE

REVISION OF THE AGRICULTURAL CODE

The Commission considered Memorandum 66-29 and the First Supplement
thereto. The following actions were taken with respect to the proposed

legislation which was attached as Exhibit I to Memorandum 66-29:

General pollicy decision on effect of official certificates

The Commission determined that the rebuttable presumption estadblished
by various sections of the Agricultural Code with respect to officisl in-
spection certificates should be a presumption affecting the burden of
proof and that such presumption shcild wot apply in a criminal action.

The various sections in the proposed legislation are to be revised
in accordance with this decision. The pertinent sections are Sections 751,

768: 772, 892.5, 893, 920, 10Lo, 1272, and 1300.5.

Section 18
Thig Bection was revised to read in substance;

18. In all mwatters arising under this code, proof of the
fact of possession by any person engaged in the sale of a commodity
i8-prizn-faeic-evidenee establishes a rebuttable presumption that
such commodity is for the purpose of sale. This presumpticn is &
presumption affecting the burden of producing evidence.

Mr. Keatings, who took the view that the presumption should be one affecting

the burden of proof, requested that his "no" vote on the motion be recorded

in the mimtes.

Section 108

The staff recommendation that no change be made in this eection was

adopted by the Commissicn.
=15~
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Sections 115, 124, and 152

The staff revision of these sections was approved.

Section 160.97

The paragraph of this section which requires amendment is to be
amended to read substantially as follows:
Preoof of failure to file the report herein required shaiil
ereate-a—rebuttab&e-preaump%iea ig evidence that no such loss
or damage occurred. _

The changes shown are chaﬁges from the section as it now exists. The revision

get out sbove is Intended to preserve the effect the section kad before
the enactment of the Bvidence Code. The only effect the section then had

was to make proof of fallure to file the report evidence that

no such loss or damage occurred since the party relying on the presumption
already had the burden of preoof. However, under prior law, the presump-
tion was evidence upon which a finding could be made. The revision
preserves this effect and makes. it clear that evidence of fallure to file
the report is admissible and the defendant can request an instructlion that
such evidence should be considered in detemining whether such loss or

damage occurred.

Section 332.3

It was ﬁoted that one paragraph of this section was omitted in the
draft prepared by the staff. This parsgraph should be included in the
bill drafted by the Commission.

This section was approved as drafted.

Section 340.k4

This section was revised to read in substance:

-16-
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340.4. Proof of possession or ownership of cattle with an
unrecorded, forfeited, or canceled brand is-priea-faecie-evidenece
establishes a rebuttable presumption that the person in possession
or the owner of the cattle has branded them with such brand. This
presumption is a presumption affecting the burden of proof.

Section 423
The staff recommendation that no change be made in this section was

adopted by the Commission.

Section 438

The staff is to check withthe Department of Agriculture to determine
whether the second sentence of Section 438 is needed at all. in view of the
fact that Government Code Section 11513 deals with the admissibility of
hearsay evidence in administrative adjudications under the Administrative
Procedure Act (which is made applicable to the Department of Agriculture
by Government Code Section 11501).

If the Department of Agriculture is of the view that the second
sentence of Section 438 is retained in substance, the section might be
revigsed to read:

Copies of records, audits and reports of asudits, inspection

certificates, certified reports, findings and all papers on

file in the office of the director skaii-be-priea-faeie-evidenee

ef-the-mpatters-therelo-ecntainedy-and-EAy-be-adntsted-iats

evidenee are admiseible, to the extent provided in Section 11513

of the Government Code, in any hearing pursuant to saild article

of the CQovermment Code as evidence of the truth of the matters
which are stated in them .

The staff is to discuss this matter with the Department of Agriculture
to determine whether the second sentence should be deleted entirely or,

if it is to be retained, how it should be worded.

Section 651

This section is to be amended to read as follows:

- 17..
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651. As used in this division, "imitation milk product”
means any substance, mixture or compound, other than milk or
milk products, intended for human food, made in imitation of
milk or any milk product. Proof that any fat or oil other
than milk fat has been combined with any milk product and
that the resulting substance, mixture, or compound has the
ocutward appearance and semblance in taste and otherwise of a
milk product and is sold for use without further processing
ekali-ke-prinpa-facie-prasf establishes a rebuttable presump-
tion that such substance, mixture, or compound Is an
"Imitation milk product." This presumption is a presumption
affecting the burden of producing evidence. This section
shall not apply to any substance, mixture, or compound in
which the presence of oil or fat other than milk fat is ex-
pressly permitted and provided for in this division.

Senator Cobey voted to classify the presumption as a presumption

affecting the burden of proof.

Section 695

A guestion was ralsed whether this section is necéssa:y at all in
view of the substantive sections that deal with the unlawful use of or
traffic in containers, cabinets, or other dairy equipment."

Section 695 is to be revised to make the presumption established by

the secticon a presumption affecting the turden of producing evidence,

Section T4b6.h

This section was approved as drafted.

Remaining sections

The remaining sectlions were not considered by the Commission.

Obtaining views of the Department of Agriculture

It was suggested that the Department of Agriculture be invited %o
send one or more representatives to the July meeting so that background
information on the purposes and needs of the varlous presumptions couid

be obtained and so tThat the views of the department on the proper classi-
-18- ‘ "
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fication of the various presumptions could be made known to the Commission.
It wae suggested that one of the representatives of the department should
be a person who is engaged in enforcement activities in the courts.

It was also suggested that the Executive Secretary discuss the
various provisions with representatives of the department prior to the

Juiy meeting.
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STUDY 67 - SUIT BY AND AGAINST UNINCORPORATED ASSOCIATIONS

The Commission considered Memorandum €6-26 and the attached tentative
recommendation. The following actions were taken:

Repeal of Section 368

The repeal of this section was previously approved.

Proposed Section 388

Subdivisions (e} and {d) of this section were deleted. Subdivision (c)

vas considered unnecessary since Section 388 will be repealed. The remainder

of the section was previously approved.

Proposed Section 395.2

This section was approved after the substance of the following wmas

added before the period at the end of the section: "and, for the purpose of

determining such county, the principal place of business of the unincorporated

agsociation shall be deemed to be the principsl office or place of business
ligted in the certificate.”

Amendment of Section 410

This amendment was previously approved.

Amendment of Section 411

The staff advised the Commission the Commissioner McDonough sugegested
the the phrase "or other person bearing a similar relationship to the
association” be added followlng "general partner," The section was approved
as drafted.

Proposed Section 24000

This section was approved as drafted.

Proposed Section 24001

After considerable discussion, this sectlon was approved as drafted.
-20-
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Proposed new eection

A new gection should be added %o the statute to read substantislly
as follcﬁs:

Execution issued upon a Judgment sgainst an unincorporated
association shall be levied only upon the property of the un-
incorporatéd-association.

The Comment to the new section should state that by repealing existing
Section 388 we eliminate the possibility of obtaining a judgment in an
action against an unincorporated association that is binding on s member

of the association who was not a party to the action against the association.
Nothing in the new section wili, however, prevent execution against the
individual assets of a member of the associatlion who was maede a party to

the action against the association and asgainst vhom &. pergonal: Judgment

was obtalned.

Proposed Section 24002

This section was approved after subdivision {1) of paragraph (a) was
revised to read in substance:

(1) A statement designating any individusl residing in this
state, or any corporation which has complied with Section 3301.5
or Section 6403.5 whose capacity to act as such agent has not
terminated, as the agent of the asscciation for the service of pro-
cess and setting forth such agent's complete Zusiress or residence
address.

{The language concerning corporate agents for service of process is taken from
Corporations Code Section 3301.]
Proposed Section Ehggé_

Thig secticn was deleted.

Approval for distribution for comments

The tentative recommendation, after it has been revised in sceordance

with the decisions listed above, 1s to be distributed to interested persons
=21~
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for comment.

Approval of bill for preprinting

The bill, after it is revised in accordance with the decisions listed

above, may be preprinted.
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