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THE SENATE
STATE OF NEW YORK

JEREMIAH B. BLOOM ALBANY 157 WEST 577 STREET
1I27TH DISTRICT NEW YORK 19, N.Y.

April 6, 1962

Honorable Robert MacCrate
Executive Chambers

State Capitol

Albany, New York

Re: Senate Intro. 3719
Print 4069

Dear Sir;

Thank you for your request for my comments regarding
the above legislation. This bill was introduced on the recommenda~
tion of the Joint Legislative Committe on Court Reorganization and
proposes to accomplish the purposes indicated on the face of the bill.

This bill was thoroughly considered by the Committee as
well as the Staff that proposed it and to my knowledge it encompasses
the purposes thercof and will carry out the intent of Article VI of the
Constitution of the State of New York.

It is my pleasure to recommend passage of this legislation.

Very truly yours *i . fén

\wk u/"\'«} \/\Ev\_} \ . "‘
JLREMIAH B. BLOOM f
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STATE OF NEW YORK ., b A 4
DEPARTMENT OF Law ' ‘
StaTeE OFFICE BUILDING
80 CENTRE STREET
New York 13, N.Y.

Louis J. LEFKOWITZ
TELEPHONE CORTLANDT 7-9800

ATTORNEY GENERAL

MEMORANDUM FOR THE GOVERNOR

Re:  Senate 5. No. 2710, T : G
Re: Senate Int. No. 2719, Fr, No. 069
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il STATE OF NEW YORK

1 ¥ 34‘ l \
\‘,‘f‘-,& f(‘ SuPREME COURT APPELLATE DIvVISION
§ 1 THIRD DEPARTMENT
%““\&:u@w }"3’
FRANCIS BERGAN o ALBANY CQUNTY COURT MOUSE
PRESIOING JUSTICE ; :“,‘; ALBANY ‘I,NEW WO RE
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MEMORANDUM

TO: >Hon. Robert MacCrate
RE: Senate Intro. 3719, Pr. 4069 - An .ct to amend

the code of criminal procedure, the judiciary law,
and the county law in relation to the implementation,
supplementation and clarification of those
provisions of article six of the constitution, as
approved and ratified by the people, on the

seventh day of November, nineteen hundred sixty-one,
which concerns the abolishment of the court of
generai sessions of the county of New York, etc.

On behalf of the Association of Supreme Court

Justices, I recommend approval of the above-entitled

ng M
rgan

medasure.

Francis Be



THE ASSOCIATION OF THE BAR
OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK
42 WEST 44 STREET
NEW YORK 36

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE REORGANIZATION OF THE COURTS

JAMES H. HALPIN, CHAIRMAN ANTHONY % GENOVESE, BECAETarY
120 BROADWAY
NEW YORK 8, N, Y.
WORTH 2-2000
EDWARD Q. CARR. JR.
ARTHUR H. CHRISTY
A. FAIRFIELD DANA April 12, 1962 s
LAWRENCE EBSTEIN I v
SEYMOUR GRAUBARD S F i
ROGER BRYANT HUNTING <~

JACOB L. {SAACS
WILLIAM L. LYNCH
WILLIAM G. MULLIGAN
EDGAR J. NATHAN. 3RD
SHELDON OLIENSIS
SOLOMON |, SKLAR
OAVID S. WORGAN

Robert MacCrate, Esq. e

¢/o Governor Nelson A. Rockefeller
Governor's Office
Albany, New York

Re: S. Int. 3719, Pr. 4069, Approved

Dear Mr. MacCrate:

Our Committee has examined Senate Print
No. 4069, Introductory No. 3719, in relation to
the carrying out of those provisions of Article Six
of the Constitution concerning abolition of the Court
of General Sessions and the County Courts of the
Bronx, Kings, Queens and Richmond Counties, and the
creation of the Eleventh Judicial District.

Our Committee had previously reported
to the Albert Committee under date of March 1, 1902
on the subject of this legislation. For your informa-
tion a copy of our report is enciosed.

Our Committee is of the opinion that the
enabling leglslation incorporated in the above-
mentioned bill is adequate to carry out that part
of the constitutional amendment mentioned above and
accordingly the bill is approved.

Very truly yours,

-

o

o Let 7?/1»';;’*1// )7;’((:?;
3 ; s

/

“Jemes H, Halpin, Chalrman
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The Association of the PRar
of' the City of New York
4o dest U4Uth Street

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE REORGANIZATION OF THE COURTS

Report on the Proposed Leglslation Submitted by
the Joint Legislatlve Committee on Court
Reorganization Relating to the Merger
of the Courts of General Sessions,
the County Courts and the Supreme
Court (Report III)

This Committee has examined and considered the Report and
Leglslative Proposals of your Committee. In the view of this Com-
mittee the Joint Legislative Committee has provided adequate enabling
leglslation for that part of the constitutional amendment which
directs that the General Sessions and County Courts be abolished and
that their functions and personnel be transferred to the Supreme
Court. The detalled suggestions of this Committee are set forth in
the memorandum attached hereto, containing also this Committee's
legislative proposals:

The portion of the constitutional amendment which transfers
the functions of the major criminal courts to the Supreme Court is,
of all the court reorganization provisions, the most nearly self-
executing. This 1s because the work of those criminal courts is
now to be Integrvrated into an existing court - the Supreme Court
within the Cilty of New York.

There are several matters to which this Committee invites
your attention now. Among these are the qualifications of clerks to
justices; the way in which the Supreme Court will take on and exe-
cute 1ts added burden of criminal business; and the handling of
probation in the Supreme Court,

In preoposing amendments to the Judiclary Law the Joint
Legislative Committee has omitted to insert any gualificatlons for
law clerks to Justices. This Commlittee strongly believes in a
statutcry requirement that law clerks to all Judges be members of
the bar. In the case of Supreme Court Justices this seems impera-
tive., It 1s apprecilated that your Commlttee adopted the policy of
making at this time only those statutory changes deemed required fto
execute the constitutional policy. Nevertheless this Committee
urges the enactment now of a requirement that, in the Supreme Court,
Justices! law clerks must be lawyers.

Confronted with handling of the criminal cases in the
General Sessions and County Courts of the City of New York, the
Supreme Court has faced two mutually exclusive recommendations --



that‘lt create a new Criminal Division separate and apart from 1tz
Civil Division, and that 1t create a Criminal Term comparable to
1ts Specilal and Trial Terms. Your Committee has chosen the
proposal for Criminal Terms within the framework of the present
operations. This Committee approves your choice because no matter
how flexible separate Civil Divisions and Criminal Divisions might
be Intended to be, they would make for the very kind of separation
of Judicial functions, the very duplication of personnel, and the
very inflexlbility of administration, which have created the
necessity for court reorganization in the first place. Just as the
United States Jydges 1n the Southern District of New York are
assignable to both civil and criminal calendars, the goal in the
State courts should be a body of Supreme Court Justices qualified

to gizpose of all types of causes and assignable wherever they t:ie
needed,

The vitally important function of probation is at the
present time largely subdivided by courts. Vour Commlttee has
proposed amending the Code of Criminal Procedure so as to require
the Appellate Divisions of the First and Second Judiclal Depart-
ments to establish rules - which apparently will be at least clty-
wide - regulating probation procedures and the powers and dutles
of probation officers. To further this desirable reform, this Com-
mittee urges that the statute provide also for the assignment and
reassignment of probation personnel among any of the countles
within these Judicial Departments, and eliminate any residence
requirements.

Subject to the adoption of the foregoing recommendations
and the other points made in the attached memorandum, this Committee
supports and approves your Committee's proposals in its Report III.

Respectfully submitted,
SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE
REORGANIZATION OF THE COURTS,
THE ASSOCIATION OF THE BAR
OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK

James H. Halpin, Chairman

March 1, 1962



MEMORANDUM NF THE
SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE REORGANIZATION OF THE COURTS
RE: JOINT LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE'S
REPORT III (GENERAL SESSIONS,

COUNTY COURTS AND ELEVENTH JUDI-
CIAL DISTRICT)

Amendment to Code of Criminal Procedure

Albert Committee § 50 (b) transfers all pending actions
and proceedings on September 1, 1962 in the general sessions and
county courts "to a term or terms of the supreme court for the trial
of criminal actions and prnceedings held in the county or counties
in which such actions or proceedings were pending." It further
directs the appellate division for the First Department to order
such transfers within the First Department, and the appellate divi-
sion for the Second Department to order them within the Second
Department.

We note that thus the Albert Committee's proposal compels
each appellate division within the city to exercise the powers to
establish terms of the supreme court (conferred by Judiciary Law
§ 86) through creating a separate term or terms for criminal trials
and proceedings 1in each county within the city of New York which is
also within the department,

While not required by the constitution, this mandate
accords with the practical plans and recommendations of a number
of the incumbent judges and justices for administering the
criminal case load now to be added to the existing criminal juris-
diction of the supreme court., The alternative proposal was the
creation of a criminal division within the supreme court; among
other disadvantages this alternative would have restrict:1i the
transferability of supreme court justices from one term of the
supreme court to another. We concur in the Albert Committee's re-
Jectlion of the concept of divisions and 1ts recomnendation that the
criminal business be handled in criminal terms of the court.

Albert Committee § 11 (p. 3) 1lists the courtr of original
criminal) Jjurisdiction in the State; omitted from the list is the
criminal court of the city of New York.

Reference to Albert Committee Report V (at p. 33) shows
that the Albert Committee in its legislative bill for the same
§ 11 of the Code of Criminal Procedure lists the criminal court of
the cilty of New York as an 8th subdlvision. Thus the omission in
Report III seems to result from a mere adherence toc purity of
content - Report III does not relate to creation of the criminal
court of the city of New York, while Report V does. We suggest



that the criminal court of the city of New York become the 5th sub-
divislon of § 11 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, replacing the
court of general sessions of the county of New York.

Albert Committee § 22, subdivision 8 (at p. 5), sets forth
as new matter some awkward language:

",..to include for the supreme court in and
for a Jjudicial district which includes a county 1n
the city of New York, the power tc reduce, ilncrease
or change the terms or amounts of bail as set by a
committing magistrate sitting 1n the same district.'

This language "to include" and so forth is found in the origilnal Code
of Criminal Procedure; e.g., subdivision 11 of § 39 (at p. 6). Never-
theless, we recommend that subdivision 8 of § 22 be made to read:

8. To let to bail any person committed, bte-
fore and after indictment found upon any criminal
charge whatever[.]; with the power, in any Jjudicilal
district wnich includes a county in the city of New
York, to reduce, increase, or change the terms or
amounts of ball as set by a commnitting magistrate
Sitting 1n the same Jjudicial district.

Albert Committee § 938 (p. 9) authorizes rach of the appel-
late divisions in tiie city of New York to appoint chief probation

officers and deputies and staff with salaries fixed by the court.
It then goes on to state:

"The [court] two appellate divisions may adopt such
rules, not inconsistent with laws relating to pro-
bation, regulating the method of procedure in re-
lation thereto and governing the powers and duties
of probation officers appointed by them as 1in thelr
judgment they deem proper.”

We make three comments: (a) this has the effect of merging the
various probation offices and unifying them within appellate dilvision
departmental lines; (b) the Albert Committee seems to have directed
that the two appellate divisions act in concert to adopt rules
regulating probation procedures; this seems feasible, and we applaud
it; (c) we recommend that the language descriptive of the rules to
be adopted be amended so as to contemplate the assignment and re-
assignment of probation officers to the supreme court in any county
within the city of New York; for this purpose we recommend that the
sentences above quoted be amended to read:

The [court] two appellate divisions may adopt such
rules, not inconsistent with laws relating to pro-

o



bation, regulating the method of procedure in re-
lation thereto and governing the powers and dutles
of probation offlicers appointed by them and theilr
assignment and reassignment to the supreme court
in any county in New York City as in their judg-
ment they deem proper.

It also is desirable to delete the words "each of" before
the words "sald counties" on line 9 of Albert § 938 (p. 9) in order
that the statute shall clearly permit the probation personnel
appointed by each appellate division to be department-wide in
authority; otherwise the section might be read as preventing a

single probatlon department for each department of the appellate
division.

The last words of Albert Committee §938 empower a probation
offlicer or employee to

"reside in any county in the city of New York
without forfeiting his «ffice or employment."

Thls seems to relnstate by implication the recently repealed Lyons
Law. We suggest that the final paragraph of § 938 be deleted.

Alvert Committee § 961 (p. 10) seems awkward; 1t provides
that the term "county court" includes the supreme court in the city
ot New York. Merely to correct this awkwardness we suggest amend-

ing the section as follows:

Wherever [The] the term ‘county court" {in-
cludes "the court of géneral sessions of the
county of New York,"] is used it shall be deemed
to refer to the supreme court in the city of New
York wherever such reference [inclusion] does

not conflict with other provisions of this code.

"Amendments to the Judiciary Law"

Albert Committee § 2 (courts of record) should substitute
as subdivision 8 The criminal court of the city of New York. See
the discussion herein at pages 3 - 5 supra.

Albert Committee § 86 (p. 12) makes no significant change
in this statute. Upon consideration we deem the existing provisions
adequate for coping with the newly expanded criminal jurisdiction
of the supreme court,

Albert Committee §§ 92 and 140 (p. 13) simply conform to
the constitutional mandate creating an eleventh judicial district.

-3~



Albert Committee § 140-a (p. 14) distributes the exlsting
number of supreme court justices among the districts with provislon
for additional Judges as the Leglslature may have added them by
August 31, 1962. Thig is all that can be done at the present moment.
We are informed that the Governor has in preparation the legislation
needed for the creation of additional supreme court Jjudicial
positions.

Albert Committee §§ 142, 144, and 145 (pp. 14-16) protect
the compensation of judges coming from the present criminal courts
into the supreme court and assure that Justices in the new eleventh
Judicial district will receive the same salary treatment as Jjustices
whose salaries are riow supplemented by the board of estimate of the
City of New York.

Albert Committee § 157 (p. 16) follows the policy of
Report III - to make the minimal changes necessary for the continued
operation of the courts. The manifest reason for adopting this

policy was to propose legislation in time for the current Albany
session.

Fully appreclating the realistic basis for such policy,
nevertheless, when it comes to the appointment of clerks to supreme
court justices, this Committee urges immediate enactment of the
principle that clerks to justices should be required to have member-
ship in the bar.

we note that the enactmen® of such a requirement will call
for revising several secticns of the Judiclary Law by reason of a
confusion in the present law between the terms "clerks' (§§ 157 and
273) and "confidential clerks" (§ 272).

Apparently § 272 has been interpreted as describing the
clerks to the boards of justices in the second, ninth, and tenth
districts, while §§ 157 and 273 are construed as describing both
law clerks and bailliffs to the individual Jjustices.

We recommend “hat the two categories be separated ardthat
qualifications be prescried for clerks to supreme court justices,
especially that such cleri:s be members of the bar.

Alvert § 290: We suggest that on line 2 of this section
the words '"New York city court act™ be deleted and "New York city
civil court act" be substituted.

Alvert §§ 833, 835, and 836 (pp. 22 - 24) denominate the

libraries by the names of the abolished general sessicons and county
courts in Kings, Queens, and New York ccunties We suggest that

I



they be renamed '"criminal term library of the county of" Kings,
Queens, and New York respectively.

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE
REORGANIZATION OF THE COURTS
NF THE ASSOCIATION OF THE BAR
OF THE CITY NF NEW YCRK

James H. Halpin, Chairman

March 1, 1962



TO: HON. ROBERT MAC CORATE

Rid:  SENATE INTRODUCTORY 3719, PRINT 4069 S

Recommendation: APPHOVAL

This bill implements court reo organ izabion; provides for the
abolition of the Jourt of General Sessions of the County of New York
and the County Courts of the Countles of brenx, Kings, wueens znd
Richmond; provides for the integration of the Court of General
sesgsions and the County Courts into the Supreme Court system; and
also provides for the creation of 2 rew "eleventh judicial district.
The tenth Jjudicial district wculd, by the terms of this bill, consist
of the Counties of MNagsau and Suffclk, and the eleventh judicial
district would consist of the County of wieens, Abscorption of
personrnel, libraries and stenop “ﬁhzc forces into the new system
is provided Tor. In general, ocrovisions requliring unlfnrm¢ty are
covered,

provides
This legislation ==feas cig necessary to effectuate
the area of court resrgznization he Supreme Court; the
creation of the new elgventh ju ot is sound and helps
to meet the conditiors created ipﬁrease in populatlon

in the counties affected.

Approvel 1i:; recommended

s
Dapfel Gutman

-




FORM B-201 (9/61) BUDGET REPORT ON BILLS Session Year: L90c

30-DAY BILL
A
SENATE o Introduced by: ASSEMBLY
s T
Pr: 4069 ey ) ! Mr. Bloom Pr:
Int: 3719 QN) Int:
Law:  gode of Criminal Procedure Sections: yarjous Sections

Judiciary & County

Subject and Purposc: To amend the code of criminal procedure, the judiclary law and

the county law in relation to the implementation, supplementation and clarification
of those provisions of article six of the constitution... which concern the avolish-
ment of the court of general sessions of the county of New York and the county courts

of the counties of Bro Kings ueens and Richmond and which concern the creation of
OF theefoventh jodiorarta;5ings @ ehe n *

Division of the Budget recommendation on the above bill:

Approve:__ X . Veto:_..__ ___ No Objection: - No Recommendation: .. _

1. Purpose of bill: See abcve.

2. Summary of provisions of till: This bill provides thati:

(a) The Court of General Sessions of New York County and the County
Courts of Bronx, Kings, Queens and Richmond be abolished

(b) The judges of these courts will become Supreme Jourt Justices
in their respective districis

(c¢) ALl operations of the abolished courts be transferred to the
State courts

() The county of Queens shall be separated from the tenth district and
become the eleventh district

(¢) Eleven justices of the present twenty-five in the tenth district be
transferred to the new eleventh district.

3. Prior legislative history: None.

L, Arguments in support of bill: This bill implements the provisicns of the
new article six of the Comstitution.

5. through 7.: None known.

8. Budget implicaticns: There are both regular State purposes and first instance
fiscal implications in the portion of this bill which converts the justices of
the Genersl Sessions Court and the County Courts of New York City te supreme
court justices. These costs are:

State Purposes-Regular First Imstance
1962-63 (7 months) $282,000 $7’875'i
1963-61 483,000 13,500 &/
Date: Eraminer:

Disposition: Chapter No: Veto Date:
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l/ This only reflects the additional compensation of the Richmond
County Jjudge who becomes a Bupreme Court Justice on September 1,
1962. Although Sectiom 273 (2) and 315(L) of the Judiciary law
specify that supporting positions in the second district will be
paid directly by the counties, the State presently is paying in
the first instance for supporiting staff of the existing Supreme
Court Justice from Richmond County in the second district. Depending
on whether custom or law is tollowed, this figure may increase.
. the State does pay in the first instance for the supporting staff,
Section 235 of Senate Intro. 3493, Print 4500, relating to the transfer
of non-judicial persomnel of abolished courts may affect the amount of
staff transferred.

The creation of the eleventh judiclal district has o regular 8tate
purposes budgetary implications. However, there will be changes
in the first instance appropriations from which the present supporting
staff of the tenth district i paid. Under the provisions of Section 315
of the Judiciary Law as amended by this bill, and Section 273 of the
same law, as amended by Senate Imiro. 3933, Print 4722, (which as of
this date is before the Governor for signature) the cost of the
supporting staff in the eleventh district will be paid by Queens
County directly. This will result in a savings of approximately
$177,900 in the 1962-63 first instance appropriation for the
Judiciary and a full year decrease of $305,000 in 1963-6k.

Any additlonal costs, elther in regular state purpouses or in the first
ingtance, will be pald from the appropriation of 5%500,000 included in the
Judiclary supplemental sppropriation., This aprropriation is entitled "For

services and expenses, including maintenance and operation, to cofiectuate

> . 7 - JORN TR I S .| - L, N N, CRN I .
purposes of Article O of the Constitution and for the cost of transition ©o
. T i * e . 1
an operation of the wmified court gystem o o &
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pate: April 12, 1962 Examiner: homas_FLood
Disposition: Chapter No.: Veto Date:
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THLEPHONE BARCLAY 7-0342

B any

April 17, 1962

Honorable Robert MacCrate
Coungel to the Governor
The Caplitol
Albaay 1, New York

Subject: Sen. Int. 3719, Print 4069
(Bloom)

Dear Mr., MacCrate:

Citizens Union approves the above bill,
which carries out the prcovisions of the Constitutional
amendment adopted last fall consolidsating the Supreme,
General Sessions and County Courts and provides the new
judges required for the new llth Judicial District.

P
/ / Yours sincegilyg,”é

R f'! VM A f { ,.-’; 3 ,'
? };“{&Eémxiw’ﬁQM KMwwgingk¢mww}w$§

EUGENE R. CANUDO
Legiglative Representative
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Mis. John Fitchen, President

LGS dTV sy MmO i DU SeIe 3719, P, 11069
Abolition of Jourt of Genersl Sesaiong and County
Sourts in Wew YVorl Citvy and Oreation of the
aleventh Judiclial District

H ;’1‘!.1 .?‘ o '13 K 1 -1
the oholition of Tthe above

amends and ~orrects existing law insofar as
ntioned caarts snd the croztlon of
the eleventh judicial disirict is cono@rned. Mo eifcrt has
been made to rewrite or change thess laws veyond conforming
them technically to the nevw Jvdlc“'"v Article and aeccompanying
lepislation. We reogret that this opuwortunity to bring some
order and clarity out of = mze of illogical, confused and con~
flicting otctuborv nrovigions affecting the court system, has
not been grasned. We refer in varticular to such sections of
the Judiciary Lew as those dealing with the commensation of
Sunrene Jourt justices, administration of low libraries, and
the nublication of calendars and notices in the first and
second departments.

S

Ve are varticularly disturbed by the retention of those
sections of the Juwliclary Law sranting nowers of arnnointment
of non=-judicisl nersonnel to the judges of cerbtain courts,

We e.ssuIe that section 29 (d) of Article 6 of the Constitution
and Section 222 ol the Judicisal Administration Act which state
thet the Tinol determination of court costs should be mode by
the erpronriating body, will eliminate any cuestion of ‘mandated™
costs in connectlon with these onpointment. Nevertheless we
feel that the continuation of these mumerous avmointive bowers
in the covrlts muast of necesslty intefere greatly with the devel-
orment of a rational nersonnel rctructure in these courhs.

2

Jnder this Dill ths Annell te Livis
nower Lo apnoint nrobation of
Court in Lﬂch resnective doﬁnrtm(nt (Seece 19)e  New York
Jivy nas ken a lorge sten forward In consolidetving the vro-
bation services for the lowor acourtas., We trust that th'a
nrovigion w‘li not result in thoe crcaition of Ltwo s=parate
nrobation services in the Susreme Jourt in Vow York Sitye.

fons will bhe siven the
Tcers and stualf for the Sunreme

A,
" ——



LEON SCHWERIMANN, Jn, OF JEFFERSON SJOSEPH A GOKX, OF MEW YORR

ERERINENT CHAIRMANM, EXRCUTIVE COMBMITYEY
HOMHN J DHLLON, OF WESTOHESTER PAUL . POWERS, sgcnivany TREASURER
VICE FPREQGIDENT HALL GF RECORDS, MEW YORK 7, W, ¢,

THE SURROGATES’ ASSOCIATION

of the State of New York

April 6, 1962

g

st

Hon. Robert MacCrate
Executive Chamber
State Capitol
Albany 1, New York.
In re: Senate Intro. 3719
Print ;069
by Mr. Bloom

Dear Mr. MacCrate:

In reply to your request for our commaents on
the above numbered bill, it appears that the bill doees not
in any way affect surrogates, surrogate courts or the ad-
nministration of estates or testamentary trusts. We are,
therefore, not in a position to meke any helpful comment
on the bill,

Secretary.

PJP/mb
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K. Jaugs HiGREY

Monroe County Bar Association
313 Powers Bullding
Rochester 14, New York

LOcusy 2-8810

ERRCUTIVE SECRETARY

16 MAIN BTRERY gABYT April 16 ’ 1962

SgaRETARY
HYian G. GouLe
28 4TATE CTRAKY

TREASURIR

ANTHONY €. LaBuE

e

ADDRESS REPLY TO:

4% EXCHANGE BTRE&Y

HON. ROBERT MAC CRATE /’ 52 ’ uﬁﬁ
Executive Chambers ( %é"} v
. 4 &
State Capitol jk S
Albany 1, New York ; B ﬁﬁ
Re: Senate Intrs
1783 3494

3947 3727 '
3376 3918
3641 3949
- 3719
3934
Dear Sir:
This will acknowledge receipt of your request for my
comments and recommendations concerning the above
legislation.
This legisliation has been reviewed by our Legislative
Coumittee and other appropriate committees of the
Association but because of the press of time it has
not been reviewed by our Board of Trustees.
However, I can advise you that on the basis of the
report submitted to me by our Committees there is no

opposition to this legislation.

Very truly yours,

™ 0 oo
\t. m%ﬁ%cn@f’““\

President

EJH:1d1l

MILPORD J. WHEESLER
515 POWERE SLES





