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Attached as Exhibit 1 is the report of Team 1 of the State Bar 

Estate Planning, Probate and Trust Law Section on the Tentative 

Recommendation Relating to Alternate Beneficiaries for Unclaimed 

Distribution. Both Team 1 and the Executive Committee as a whole 

approve the TR. 

Team 1 supports the staff revisions to the TR proposed in the 

basic memorandum. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Robert J. Murphy III 
Staff Counsel 
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REI LRC MEMORANDUM 90-93 I 

Study 1-100 

SEP 111990 

Alt.rnative Beneticiari •• tor Unclaimed Distribution 
Study L-100 

Thi. Memorandum was review.d by Study T ... No. 1 by m. 
without a conterence call. I intend to oall a taw memb.rs ot the 
Team for th.ir r.vi.w and oomment •• In. the absenc. ot any 
furth.r report, you can a •• um. that there is no objection to thia 
Memorandum. 

This is a study which haa be.n r.viewed in it. initial torm 
and in its torm as a T.ntative R.commandation both by Study T ... 
No. 1 and the Executive committe. as a whole. Both have approved 
the propo •• d l.gislation. We s •• that twelva out ot thirt.an 
latters received al.o .upport tha proposed legislation. 

The modifications mada by tha staft as a re.ult of tha 
public comment seam to be .atistaotory. Th. elimination of a 
distribute. who.e id.ntity i. unknown, as .u99 •• ted by Jim 
Quillinan, ..... to b. beneticial. I have nav.r had, nor have I 
heard, in my y.ars of practice a situation involving a 
di.tribut •• who •• identity was unknown. The court always 
distribute. to known p.r.on., although their wh.r.about. ar. 
occasionally unknown. 
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We have favored in the past and we continue to favor the 
three year period in which the primary diatributee must claim the 
property. 

W. agree with the .taff that the .uqqe.tion of Irv Goldrinq 
i •• qood one. We, therefore, approve of the change made .e a 
re.ult of it. 

We aqree with Paul Hoffman that the probl .. facinq a tru.tee 
of a tru.t when a r81\l&inder benefioiary cannot b. found i. a· 
problem that .hould ultimately be addre •• ed. 
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Re.pectfully submitted, 

STUDY TEAM NO. 1 

BYI ~~ ~iam V. Schmidt 
captain 


