
llr. Jamea L . Paul. 
At~ at taw 
PS.neYUl..e. MS.a•our1 

Dear Mr. Paul: 

JuJ.y 1, 1965 

OPINION NO . 69 
Answered by Letter~cFadden 

!b1a 1a 1n ~17 to~ requut tor an CJl'inion 
coacem!.zla the r.1gbt ~ a be.Uboo4.-n to Nq\\U'e tbat 
a pruoner 0111f.1loy a partlc:ul.a.r lalf1"er •• a condi t1on 
o~ tho boil agre~t . 

Ve t1n4 nothtng *ich epecificaUJ prohibita the 
bondsman traJl maldJ:la tb111 requireJient . llowover,_ the 
lMqer 1nwl.ved coul.d be .. 1c1 to have violated ~e Canan 
ot Btb.i.ca C)l1 tbe aubjec~ (Supreao Court Bule 4 .28) and• 
Mc:auee tbe b<nt.-n 1.8 a participant oz c~trator in 
tb&t :!'lolat1an1 he could not be .aid to be a l'elNtable 
peraon aa datuecl 1n the attached prior op1n1on ot thia 
of'tice (to Banorab~• VUJ.U. A. Collet, 7ebruary 15, 
1961) . I 

Sinco Su:preme Court llul.e 3a .14 requi.rea that a 
ba1lbol14--.n be a •np&table peraon" • the iDdlrldual 
70U de~cr1be cOilld not qu.a.l.1i7. 

Verr trul3' 10\U'a, 

HI.M:mje 


