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OPINION NO . 243 
ANSWERED BY LETTER
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Be a State va • Ar-lie Bennet" W1Uiuw 

l>ea:r Xr. Beaaa 

1'hl• 1• 1n napmae \o fCNI' ftq\leat to• an opin-J.on tn 
the capUQJ:led <*lae. 

h hfl"e&te4 ln#~tioo 0011cern• the ~· iD. Wieb 
tbe ~icttment -~~ tbe captioned la41vidu&l &~hoUl.d be eOllCbed 
to cmarp ellbeuJ..-n"1 a. toUon-1 

•x woulA like to inqul" wh.-"tb.e~ OJ' not the 
V&dlc'l:iJiaen$ ~ be ccmcl\114 ~ t•~ ot the 
4etenaut at-.1 ina the ~ lo1lO\Int between 
ttl• 4&\'• • .A~at l.at• 1963 -.nd Sep~ 
30, 1964. 

W• beU.w the 4ecld0ll ot the S~r ... Court ot 111•~• 
an a.mc, 1n the cue ot t.&oar v. Ka~:J. 176 s.vtl 24 6ae. to l)o 
a OQIIplitte anner to the inQuU7. ~~ 4• •t pep 625 aa -tol• 
lou a 



\ 

woW.d at-ill be &004. fim.e i.a not ot the 
~••enoe ot ftcb an ot1'em~e; • • • . 11 

-
!he embes&le~Umt provt.a~ bave been i.nco.tporatecl 1n the 

new ·~ at.tute (Section 560.156. BSlCo ~959_) an41 tberetore1 
&U tbAt la: necee•q SA that the clet&ndan"t" abargea with aU&~ 
lng a eut&!D a1101mt o-r IIOJ'ley ~ a ce.-ta1n perioc1. 

Ve;ey t~ JOUH, 

HIM:mje 


