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MEMORANDUM LEGAL OPINION NO. -fL 
To : ~ttornhy General Date: June 24, 1985 

From : Chairmbn, Local Government Committee 

Subject : ~ele~ake Proposal No. 118-85 

The Committee on L cal Government has been referred to Delegate 
Proposal No. 118-8 and the members wish to have your legal 
opinion on whether not a Delegate Proposal can legally 
amend two (2) of the Constitution in one Proposal? 

/@-A au-l A. Mang r$c- na 

xc: ~ o n - ~ o n  ~resibent 



NORTHERN ~ R I A N A S  COMMONW~ALTH LEGISLATURE 
p.0. Box 586 . 8 ipan .  Marian. Islands 96950 

To : maiman ) &  ~ e ~ b e r s  of the Local Govt. Connittee of the 
Consfitutional Convention 

From:  House of l Representatives, Legal Counsel s Off ice 

Subject : ' c 
in one bro~osal. 

In revieving the of the CNHI Constitution as well as the 
Analysis to the the only guidelines for the anenbent 
of the XVIII, Section 3. This section 

by legislative 
amen&ent may not 
article of this 

Constitution. 

Vhilt a similar is not contained in the sections prwiding 
for m t  of Constitution by popular initiative or 

r constitutianal both of these =tho& ray be transformed 
by a ratification of the proposed 

'This vould lead to the cmlusion 
follov this guideline. 

Camrantion. M t e  
eliahatss soae, 
according to the 
SUbBitted to 

pravent th8 legi 
ride variety of 

Thus, the is also free to propose anendnents on a vide 
they should be arranged by article vhen they 
tothelegislature andthevoters. 



TIPlOIHY H. BELLAS 
Deputy Chief ~ e ~ a l l  t o w e l  June 27,1985 



J u l y  11, 1965  

TO : Convent  i o n  Prels i d e n t  

FROM: C o n s u l t a n t  

SUBJ: L e g a l  O p i n i o n s  Nos, 7 and 9 

The s u b j e c t  l e g a l  o p i ~ n i o n s  m a i n t a i n  t h a t  A r t i c l e  X V I  I I, S e c t i o n  3 
o f  t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n  r l e s t r  i c t s  t h e  C o n v e n t i o n  f r o m  p r o p o s i n g  a  
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  amenddent t h a t  a f f e c t s  more t h a n  one a r t i c l e  o f  t h e  
c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  even  t l o u g h  t h e  language o f  Publ  i c  Law 4-30 p e r m i t s  
such amendments, It i s  my v  ierr t h a t  i f  t h e  Convent  i o n  i s  bound by 

. t h e s e  op  l n i o n s ,  t h e  q o n v e n t i o n  c o u l d  be  hampered i n  t h e  p e r f o r m a n c e  
o f  i t s  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l  d u t i e s  and r e s p o n s l b i  I i t i e s .  F o r  t h i s  
reason, I recommend t h a t  a n  o p i n i o n  b e  r e q u e s t e d  f r o m  a n o t h e r  
a t t o r n e y  and t h e  f o l  l lowlng i s s u e s  be  cons ide red .  

L e g a l  O p l n l o n  No. 9 n o t e s  t h a t  A r t i c l e  X V  I I I, S e c t i o n  3 r e s t r i c t s  
t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  f r o m  p r o p o s i n g  a n  amendment t h a t  embraces " t h e  
s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  o f  mo te  t h a n  one  a r t l c l e  o f  t h i s  C o n s t i t ~ t i o n . ~ ~  The 
o p  1 n i o n  t h e n  e x t e n d s  t h  i s  r e s t r i c t  i o n  t o  amendments p r o p o s e d  b y  a 
c o n s t i t u t  l o n a l  c o n v e  t i o n  and by  p o p u l a r  I n i t i a t i v e  by  i n f e r e n c e ,  - .  
I do .  n o t  be1 i e v e  t h l  r e f l e c t s  e l t h e r  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  i n t e n t  o r  
u s u a l  s t a n d a r d s  o f  I g a l  c o n s t r u c t l o n .  F l r s t ,  when a  p r o v i s i o n  i s  I 
p u t  i n  one p a r t  o f  a1 law and l e f t  o u t  o f  ano ther ,  t h e  p r e s u m p t i o n  
u s u a l  l y  I s - t h a t  i t a p p l  i e s  t o  t h e  f l r s t  s e t  o f  c i r c u m s t a n c e s  and n o t  
t o  t h e  second, u n l e s $  t h e r e  i s  some th ing  i n  t h e  c o n t e x t  o r  t h e  
l e g i s l a t i v e  h i s t o r y  i t h a t  c l e a r l y  i n d i c a t e s  i t  was meant t o  a p p l y  
g e n e r a l l y .  Second, he  s h o u l d  f o c u s  o n  t h e  s l g n l f l c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t  
pu rposes  o f  c o n s t i t ~ l t f i o n a l  c o n v e n t i o n ,  l e g l s l a t l v e  i n i t i a t  l ve ,  and 
p o p u l a r  i n l t i a t i v e ,  T h l r d ,  we s h o u l d  n o t e  t h a t  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
r e s t r i c t i o n  i s  o n  embrac ing  " t h e  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  o f  more t h a n  one  
a r t i c l e n ,  n o t  a r t i c l e s  p e r  se. 

W l t h  r e s p e c t  t o  u h e t l h e r  t h e  r e s t r l c t  i o n  " A  proposed amendment may 
n o t  embrace t h e  sub j l e c t  m a t t e r  o f  more t h a n  one a r t i c l e  o f  t h i s  
C o n s t i t u t i o n n  s h o u l d  be c o n s t r u e d  as  a p p l y i n g  g e n e r a l  l y, I be1 i e v e  
t h e r e  i s  c o n s i d e r a b l e  e v i d e n c e  t h a t  i t  s h o u l d  n o t ,  i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  
r u l e s  o f  c o n s t r u c t  ioln. t lh i l e  S e c t i o n  4 on p o p u l a r  i n i t i a t i v e  
s p e c l f i c a l l y  a u t h o r i z e s  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  t o  t r a n s f o r m  a p o p u l a r  
i n l t i a t i v e  I n t o  a  l e g i s l a t i v e  i n i t i a t i v e ,  I n o t e  t h a t  t h e  
l e g i s l a t l v e  v o t e  req lu l r emen t  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  i s  l e s s  s t r i n g e n t  t h a t  
t h a t  i n  S e c t i o n  3 on legislative i n i t i a t i v e ,  The a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  



l e g i s l a t u r e  t o  t r a n s f p r m  an amendment by c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
c o n v e n t i o n  o r  p o p u l a r ,  i n i t i a t i v e  i n t o  a  l e g i s l a t i v e  i n i t i a t i v e  i s  
o b v i o u s  even  i n  t h e  absence o f  t h i s  p r o v i s i o n ,  s i n c e  t h e  
l e g i s l a t u r e  i s  empowered t o  p ropose anendments even w i t h o u t  a 
c o n v e n t i o n  o r  p o p u l a r  I n i t i a t i v e  s i m p l y  by mee t i ng  t h e  v o t e  
r e q u l r e m e n t s  o f  A r t i c l e  X V I  11,  S e c t i o n  3. S e c t i o n  4 s i m p l y  r e l a x e s  
t h e  v o t e  r e q u  i rement. 

The pu rpose  o f  a c o n q t i t u t  i o n a l  c o n v e n t i o n  I s  comprehensive r e v  iev: 
o f  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  dnd p r o p o s a l  o f  any and a l l  amendments 
necessa ry  t o  c o r r e c t  ~ d e f  i c  i e n c  i e s  i n  t h e  c o n s t  i t u t  i o n  as t h e y  
r e l a t e  t o  t h e  a s p l r a  I o n s  o f  t h e  p e o p l e  and t h e  conduc t  o f  t h e i r  
government .  To p e r f  4 r m  t h  i s  enormous r e s p o n s l b  1 l i t y ,  t h e  p e o p l e  
e l e c t  s p e c i a l  r e p r e s d n t a t l v e s  t o  add ress  t h i s  s l n g l e  purpose.  To 
r e s t r l c t  a c o n v e n t l o 4  t o  proposing amendments a r t l c l e  by  a r t  i c l e  
wou ld  d e f e a t  t h e  c o n $ t i t u t l o n a l  purpose. T h i s  purpose i s  q u i t e  
d i f f e r e n t  f r o m  t h a t  4 f  l e g i s l a t i v e  o r  p o p u l a r  i n l t i a t l v e ,  wh ich  i s  
t o  c o r r e c t  a  l i m i t e d +  s i n g l e  d e f i c i e n c y .  When a b r o a d e r  r e v i e w  i s  
needed, l e g l s l a t i v e  o r  p o p u l a r  i n i t i a t i v e  c a n  be used t o  c a l l  a  
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  c o n v e n t i o n .  

The r e p o r t  o f  t h e  C o F m i t t e e  o n  F inance ,  L o c a l  Government and O t h e r  
M a t t e r s  o n  Commi t t ee  Recommendation No. 1 as r e c o r d e d  on  pages 

/4 584-597 o f  t h e  Journk i l  o f  t h e  f i r s t  C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  C o n v e n t i o n  
(Vo l .  I I) sheds  a d d i k i o n a l  l l g h t  o n  t h e  s u b j e c t .  I t  r e a d s  I n  p a r t :  

The C o n s t i t u t  io inal  C o n v e n t l o n  p r o c e s s  f  a c i  l i t a t e s  a 
cornprehenslve r leview o f  t h e  e n t i r e  document, o r  m a j o r  p o r t l o n s  
o f  It, and assulres c i o s e  a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  e x p e r i e n c e  unde r  t h e  
c o n s t  l t u t  ion,' w(h l c h  o f t e n  c a n n o t  be done by  o r d  i n a r y  
l e g l s l a t l v e  p rdcesses .  

Lggl~lg~ly~,J.@ Ala,tly_e. A c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  convent  I o n  t y p i c a l  1 y  
i n v o l v e s  a  b r o  4 d  r e v i e w  o f  t h e  e x i s t i n g  constitution and I s  
n o t  a  m a t t e r  t d  be  u n d e r t a k e n  f r e q u e n t l y  o r  I i g h t l y .  Based o n  
w l desp read  e x p e r i e n c e  i n  f  l f t y  s t a t e s  and P u e r t o  R ico ,  
however, t h e r e  I s  need o r  d e s i r e  t o  c o n s i d e r  s p e c i f l c  
amendments o f  $he c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  some o f  a  t e c h n l c a i  n a t u r e ,  
o t h e r s  r e l a t i n  t o  p a r t i c u l a r  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  p o l i c i e s  o r  
p r o t e c t  I o n  o f  f nd i v l d u a l  i i b e r t  ies .  Among t h e  f i f t y  s t a t e s ,  
t h e  l e g i s l a t u r k  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  forum f o r  
p r o p o s  l ng i n d i k i d u a l  c o s n t i  t u t i o n a l  anendments. . . . To 
f a c i  l l t a t e  v o t e r  u n d e r s t a n d l n g  o f  t h e  i s s u e s  r a i s e d  by t h e  
amendments, any s i n g l e  amendment would be l i r i t e d  t o  t h e  
s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  c o n t a i n e d  i n  one a r t i c l e  o f  t i re  c o n s t i t u t i o n .  

e ~ ~ l J & ! ~ _ h ~ f d p ~ y ~ .  . . . To p r e s e r v e  t h e  > u b l i c ' s  u l t i m a t e  



r i g h t  t o  d e c i d e  t h e  c o n t e n t  o f  i t s  fundamenta l  document . . . 
R a t i f  i c a t i o n .  .. . . The range o f  changes t h a t  a ------------ 
constitutional c ;onven t i on  m i g h t  propose . . . s u p p o r t  t h e  
h i g e r  v o t e  r e q u  i l rement  i n  t h e s e  i ns tances  . . . 
Qsgs~lr_a_tl_o_n-_of C_s_n_s,tl,t,uIJ~_n_al~C-o-n~,e131-0~. - Once a  
c o n s t l t u t i o n a l  d o n v e n t i o n  i s  a u t h o r i z e d ,  i t  s h o u l d  be  f r e e  t o  
c o n s i d e r  a w ide  r a n g e  o f  p o t e n t i a l  r e v i s i o n s  o r  amendments, 
s u b j e c t  o f  c o u r  e  t o  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  t h e  Covenant and a p p l  i c a b l e  
provisions o f  t e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  Constitution. , . . 
R e s t r i c t i o n s  o n  t h e  scope o r  power o f  a  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
c o n v e n t i o n  was n o t  c o n s i d e r e d  warranted.  

L e g i s l a t i v e  I n i t i a t i v e ,  on t h e  o t h e r  hand, I s  des igned t o  p e r m l t  
l i m i t e d ,  o f t e n  p u r e l y  t e c h n i c a l ,  amendments t o  be proposed, w i t h o u t  
t h e  e x t r a  d l f f l c u l t y o f  c a l l i n g  a  c o n s t l t u t l o n a l  c o n v e n t i o n  o r  
o b t a l n l n g  s i g n a t u r e s  o n  a  p e t i t i o n .  S ince t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  does  n o t  
r e p r e s e n t  t h e  v o i c e  @ f  t h e  peop le  s p e c l f  I c a l  l y  w l t h  r e s p e c t  t o  
c o n s t l t u t i o n a l  I ssueb,  and t o  p r e v e n t  p o l i t i c a l  p r o f e s s i o n a l s  f r o m  
c o n f u s  l n g  or man ipu l  b t i n g  t h e  v o t e r s  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  a  
c o n s t l t u t i o n a l  amendbent, t h e  r e s t r l c t l o n  o n  t h e  scope o f  
amendments p roposed  b y  l e g  I s 1  a t  i v e  I n l t l  a t  i v e  i s  a p p r o p r  l a t e .  

r' 
P o p u l a r  I n l t l a t i v e  I F  I l k e w l s e  v e r y  d i f f e r e n t .  S i n c e  It r e p r e s e n t s  
t h e  d i r e c t  v o i c e  o f  t h e  people,  In whom a l l  r l g h t  and power o f  
governance r e s  lde,  a( r e s t r l c t l o n  o n  t h e  scope o f  a  p roposed 
amendment I s  n o t  on l ly  i n a p p r o p r i a t e  b u t  would d e p r l v e  t h e  p e o p l e  o f  
a  f undamen ta l  r 1 g h t . 1  However,. i n  r e c o g n l t l o n  o f  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  a 
p o p u l a r  l n l t l a t i v e  c lou ld  be p u t  f o r t h  I n  t h e  h e a t  o f  t h e  moment o r  
b y  a s p e c i a l  l n t e r e s l t  group, t h e  f r amers  o f  t h e  o r i g i n a l  
constitution t o o k - t y e  c a r e  t o  I n c l u d e  t h e  r e q u i r e m e n t  t h a t  t h e  
p e t l t l o n  m u s t  " c o n t q i n  t h e  f u l l  t e x t  o f  t h e  proposed amendment." 
( s e e  a l s o  t h e  A n a l y q l s ,  pg. 190) By e n s u r l n g  t h a t  each s i g n a t o r y  
sees t h e  f u l l  t e x t ,  t h e  f r a m e r s  p r o t e c t e d  a g a i n s t  abuses w i t h o u t  
I n f r i n g i n g  o n  a  f undamen ta l  r l g h t .  T h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  r e q u  l r e m e n t  i s  
n o t  l n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  o n  l e g i s l a t i v e  i n i t i a t i v e  and 
c o n s t l t u t  l o n a l  c o n v q n t  ion ;  however, t h e  l e g  i s 1  a t u r e ,  r e c o g n i z i n g  
t h e  v a l u e  o f  t h i s  p r o v i s i o n  w l t h  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  peop le l s  r l g h t  t o  
know, i n c l u d e d  i t i n  t h e  p r o v i s l o n s  o f  Pub1 i c  Law 4-30 r e l a t i n g  t o  
t h e  f o r m  o f  t h e  ratification b a l l o t .  

W i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  r e s t r i c t i o n  on  e ~ b r a c i n g  " t h e  
s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  o f  mqre t h a n  one a r t i c l e N ,  wh i ch  appl  i e s  t o  
legislative i n i t i a t l i v e ,  we shou ld  no te  t h a t  t h e  f o c u s  i s  o n  t h e  
sub Jec t ,  n o t  a r t l c l $ s  p e r  se, I n  t h e  i n s t a n c e  o f  c o r t a i n  s u b j e c t s ,  
f o r  example, l o c a l  bovernment,  qua1 I f i c a t i o n s  f o r  o f f  i c e ,  e t h i c s  o f  

P 



government  o f f i c i a l s ,  etc. ,  t h e  s u b j e c t  appears  i n  more t h a n  one 
a r t i c l e .  I t  would be/ i m p o s s i b l e  t o  make an amendment t r e a t i n g  t h e  
s u b j e c t  i n  g e n e r a l  w l t h o u t  amending more t h a n  one a r t i c l e .  To 
r e q u i r e  s e v e r a l  sepada te  amendments i n  o r d e r  t o  add ress  t h e  s u b j e c t  
wou ld  make no  sense. Consequent l y ,  I do n o t  be1 i e v e  t h i s  was 
i n t e n d e d  t o  be  an a b q o l u t e  p r o h  i b i t  i o n  even on  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e ,  and 
t o  a p p l y  i t  t o  c o n s t l t u t i o n a l  c o n v e n t i o n s  as w e l l  would  e f f e c t i v e l y  
p r e v e n t  t h e  p e o p l e  fttom chang ing  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  t o  r e f l e c t  t h e i r  
needs and d e s i r e s ,  

We c a n  f u r t h e r  ask, "What s o r t  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  i s  t h i s  
r e s t r i c t i o n  a g a i n s t  qmbrac ing  t h e  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  o f  more t h a n  one 
a r t i c l e ? f 1  One c a n  e a $ i i y  make t h e  c a s e  t h a t ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  w i t h  
r e s p e c t  t o  a  c o n s t i t y t l o n a l  c o n v e n t i o n ,  i f  i t  a p p l i e s  t o  such  a 
c o n v e n t i o n ,  t h a t  it 1s t h e  same s o r t  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  as  t h e  
l e g i s l a t i v e  r e s p o n s i b 1 ; i t y  t o  l i m i t  b i l l s  t o  a  s l n g l e  subJec t ,  

-. T h a t  i s  a  r e s p o n s i b i  1 ity t h a t  i s  n o t  s u b j e c t  t o  j u d i c i a i  r ev iew ,  
T h a t  i s ,  t h e  i e g i s l a ) u r e  ( o r  t h e  c o n v e n t i o n )  de te rmlnes ,  i n  i t s  
Judgement, wha t  t h e  b u b j e c t  i s ,  

As t h e  p r  lma ry  d r a f t e r  o f  t h e  Senate  amendments t o  House 8 1 1  1 
No. 22 (P .L .  4-30), 1 do n o t  b e l l e v e  t h e  l e g i s i a t i v e  i n t e n t  was t o  
r e s t r i c t  t h e  a u t h o r i t y  o f  t h e  c o n v e n t i o n  t o  p ropose  amendments i n  
any way. The l angua  e  I n  S e c t i o n  13 o f  t h e  law, wh i ch  I d r a f t e d ,  
was i n t e n d e d  t o  1 )  m k m o r i a l  i r e  i n  t h e  s t a t u t e  t h e  b r o a d  a u t h o r i t y  
t o  p r o p o s e  amendmentb w h i c h  t h e  c o n v e n t l o n  would have, and 2) 
r e q u l r e  t h a t  t h e  c o n w e n t i o n  n o t  p ropose  t w o  o r  more amendments 
wh l c h  a r e  l n c o n s l s t e r t t  one w i t h  ano ther ,  n o t h i n g  more. Indeed, I 
d o  n o t  b e l i e v e  t h e  I g g i s l a t u r e  has any c o n s t l t u t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y  t o  
r e s t r i c t  t h e  scope oif amendments p roposed b y  t h e  c o n v e n t i o n ,  
Amendments p roposed b y  t h e  c o n v e n t i o n  a r e  n o t  s u b j e c t  t o  
l e g i s l a t i v e  approva l1 ,  F u r t h e r ,  B r i e f i n g  Paper  No, 9, p r e p a r e d  f o r  
t h e  f i r s t  ~ o n s t l t u t l ~ o n a l  C o n v e n t i o n  s t a t e s :  " A  number o f  s t a t e  
c o n s t f t u t i o n s  t h a t  r e q u i r e  p e r i o d i c  s u b m i s s i o n  o f  t h e  c o n v e n t i o n  
q u e s t f o n  t o  t h e  v o t e ~ r s  i n c l u d e  i n  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  t h e  p r e c i s e  
q u e s t i o n  t o  be  p u t  do  t h e  v o t e r s  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  c o n v e n t i o n ,  
F o r  example, t h e  Ha a1 i c o n s t i t u t i o n  p r o v i d e s :  The l e g i s l a t u r e  may 
s u b m i t  t o  t h e  e l e c t  d r a t e  a t  any g e n e r a l  o r  s p e c i a l  e l z c t i o n  t h e  
q u e s t i o n ,  t S h a l  l t h q r e  be a  c o n v e n t i o n  t o  p ropose  a  r e v i s i o n  o f  o r  
amendments t o  t h e  c d n s t i t u t l o n ? '  T h i s  t y p e  o f  p r o v i s i o n  d e n i e s  t h e  
l e g i s l a t u r e  t h e  o p p d r t u n i t y  t o  1 i n i t  t h e  scope o f  c o n v e n t i o n  
powsrs.I1 (page  18) 

C ~ J , C ~ & S ~ _ ~ D ,  I b e l l e v e  t h e  C o n v e n t i o n  i t s e l f  i s  f he  s o l e  j udge  o f  
what  a  p roposed  ameqdment i s ,  When t h e  C o n v e n t i o n  t a k e s  f i n a l  
a c t i o n  s t a t i n g  t h a t  1 someth i n g  i s  proposed amendment No. 1, e t c ,  , 
t h e n  t h a t  i s  t h e  fokm it goes t o  t h e  v o t e r s .  The Conven t i on ,  o f  



c o u r s e ,  h a s  a  r k ' s j o n $ i b i l I t y  t o  s u b m i t  amendments t o  t h e  v o t e r s  i n  
a n  o r d e r l y  manner  and t o  g i v e  them f r e e  and f a i r  c h o i c e s ,  b u t  t h e r e  
i s  n o  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y  f o r  r e s t r i c t i n g  t h e  f reedom o f  t h e  
C o n v e n t i o n  i n  p r o p o s i n g  amendments, o t h e r  t h a n  t h a t  imposed b y  t h e  
C o v e n a n t  and t h e  C o n s t l t u t i o n  and  l a w s  o f  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  as  
a p p l i c a b l e  t o  t h e  C o ~ m o n w e a l t h .  The p r e c i s e  language  o f  P u b l i c  Law 
4-30  may p o s e  some pt-oblems, b u t  I be1 i e v e  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
p r i n c i p l e  s h o u l d  o v e r r i d e .  I f  not,an amendment t o  P u b l i c  Law 4-30 
s h o u l d  b e  s o u g h t  f r o h  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  i n  o r d e r  t o  b r i n g  t h e  
l a n g u a g e  i n t o  p r e c i s e  c o n f o r m a n c e  w i t h  t h e  i n t e n t  a s  s t a t e d  above, 


