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Second Supplement to Memorandum 69-43

Sublect: New Topics

The attached letter from Ralph Kleps, Director of the Jﬁdicial
Council of Califcornia, suggests & topic which the staff believes would
5e an excellent one for Commission study. However, the topic is one
that would involve considerable controversy among the various groups
that have been able to obtain priorities to the calendaring of particular
cases over a period of many years. Probably the net effect of the study
would be a recommendation that many of the existing pricrities (anﬂ I
have no idea of how many there are)‘should be eliminated or that socue
priorities should be assigned with the various matters that are nov
reqguired to be gilven priority over all other matters.

Respectfully submitted,

John H. DeMoully
Executive Secretary
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| April 23, 1969

Mr, John H. DeMoully

Executlive Secretary

Czlifornis Law Revislon Commlssion
School of Law

Stanford Unlveraity

Stanford, Calliforniza 04305

Dear John;

Some time ago you sugg that ths Law Revision

Commlgsion might be interested Jn aQﬁLﬂg toples to thelr

{ calendar that are relatively narrow in scope. One situation

(:‘ " that has troubled us for some Hime 1s the conditlion of the
gtatutory law that assigns priority to the ealengaring of
particular cases, There avre a number of such wtatutory pro-
vislons and mest of them were enacted by neople interested
only in a single probleﬂ of the mcﬁﬁﬂt whlch was baken care
of by a particuLaL statute, I the Law Hevlsion Commission
thought thls area worth ingulrlng, it seems to me that it
might be an apuropriate tople for your conslderation,

~

Please tale this up with the Chaiyman of the Com-
mission and lct me know what you think,

Best repgards,
i

Raiph N. K¢Eps
Director
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