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. Also, a comprehensive “study by George Bru n. was pu hed. in the  Cali-

. fornia Law Review, December 1965, Vol. 53, No. 5, page 1214. The Brunn. Report

included an analysis of Court records in San Francisco. There is attached to this
statement an analysis of Civil Court Filings of «;t]g;@;Los'Angeles Municipal Court.
The effect of a garnishment can, be devastatingftd a debtor. Most employers

dislike g,arnishments:«'biecause,vioftheextra .work: and: cost. ‘As & matter of policy

snanyt ‘employers will fire. anemployee ‘after. the:second garnishment. ‘Qince Cali-
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- At a time when skilled employees are in great demand we must conclude that
the exclusion of such a worker from our workforce-is a great wasteof manpower.

.1+ CREDIT SALE

. Thes of C g that, has for its purpose the
protection of the debtor who must resort to CTe t buying.or credit financing. In
1960 the Unruh Act (Civil Code 1801 et seq.) was passed by the legislature.
" perhaps the most ;zi'mpo;rtantcpmvi‘sion ,,}s',~g"Sed1;ionf,‘181~2.5; ‘which _prohibits.
deficiency judgméntsresulting from repossession and sale of pe‘rsonfil property. ‘
Section ‘1803,.1,,1803.2,718()3.3, 18044, 1808.5,:1803.6 and 1803.7 contain provisions -
-relating to “Truth in Sales”. ~ A

‘e State of California bas enacted 1e

_AUTOMOBILES

L+ Tn-theipurchase of automobiles ‘the: ‘Rees-.Levering Act - (CY 1 Code 2981, et

: has giVer‘l%théﬁpurchaser"certain protection.; Unlike .other credit sales, the
is liable ‘for ‘any: deficiency resulting: from. a-repossession: and sale (cc. -
n 2983.2). Such deﬁciqn‘cies,frequ‘e tly. constitute a sizeable part of the

- Section £uSS.&): B
"@eth‘?]ii?’stad by bankrupts..

SMALL LOANS

' In the area of small Joans (Finaneial Co¢ setion 24000 ot seq.) Sections. :
24411, 24412, 24413 and 24414, the “pyuth in nding” provisions give the bor-
rower - some protection. Section 24452, as amended, sets forth the maximum
charges. It cannot be said that these f«pmvi@ionsfzmake the full disclosure that:is
sought by the provisions of H.R. 11601 DRI B e !

oy EXEMPTION ,
.~ ...The exemptions granted under state law to a debtor are generally liberal and
it hasb‘eeﬁ‘the policy of our courts, poth state and federal, to give these exemption
statutes a liberal int pretation and to;ﬂ;ydid,forfeitute of these rights if, at all,
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