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" OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY b :
Elliptical Road. Diliman, Quczon City
March 15, 2006

MS. FLERIDA A. JIMENEZ
Resident Awditor
This Department

Dear Madant:

" We arc submitting herewith the comments of audit observation memorndum # GMA
PF - 01 mmammmcm 04 both dated Jnmmr) 20. 2006 .

i Please acknowledge receipt hereof. i
Thank you and best regards.
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C *ing
ChicfiAccountant
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| f AUBIT OBSERVATION AND COMMENTS
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AUDIT ORSERVATION

[PARFUL

hem No, 6(GMA-PFOL)

Avudit disclosed that of the P96,563,92% dishwrsod by DA-RFUs,
54,744,200 were expomded for the precwroment of 47,652 botiles of
Faliar | iguid Fortilizees as foliows:

raady Ullhd Afssne]
00|13 i35m0
_l.!’%__'&__’a!’_’&
-
[ 1LS73] 0] 9098480
A0l W Lwsse
3058 22457, 3% |

lem No. 7 (GMA-PEO1)

o Bglan | the ATL wtd the canvass sunds from Groos Bos Liguid

. olior Pestilior ot P1ESARar while i Region XI the ATL, send tgr

cumvesy gris of Peliocs Bsan Foliar Fartllingr st P120/iter. Since &
oty of 300 = Is s Musger evellabls in e loonlicy, the term urod
the prices por casvass per Sitor 1o the advinings of e spplier.

[tem No. 8 (GMA-PF-0I)

Currvess mnde by the ATLs of DA-RFU I and X1, to desarmmics prico
reasonableness revealed et Ghe procurement of foler liquid
fertilizers totaling 54,744,200 were overpricod by & otal smount of

P43,.067,00 or T20%, sepresceiod below
DA RFU | Quastity | Canvess Price Cost Excess Cost
A un-. o
1 21,308 165 | 22,497,300 | 3,515,820 | 14041, 480
XI 26,344 120] 32,246,900 } 3,161,280 | -+ 29,085 620
Total 47451 34,744,298 198 | '™ 108
ltem No. 13 (GMA-PF-01)

Moreover, the above purchases were found to be excessive s
provided for in COA Circular Mo. B5.55A which siaies thai
"excessive expenditures signifies unreasonablk expenses or Cxpnses
incurred at an immoderate and exorbitant price. It also includes

P which une bly high beyond just measire or amount,
They also include expenses in excess or reasonable limits®.

COMMENTS/RESPONSE

ilimmry INS Moskti-Purpose festilizers (L) its over
coumier pry eiswt price iz P),628.00.
hpiwmhibyﬁ:md-wﬁm is uil‘

Re: A0, ltesns 13

t premised on the above-stated Management Comment on
Item # 7 & 8, the pucchases made from the concerned supplicrs,
should not be inferred s excessive

t the said purchases widerwent the process pursuan 1o RA
9184 and its IRR_ -

g

Mh%“limm;ﬁl.\!lﬂuﬂhﬂ%
from Bhe herein- sxcrtioned sugplicr.

%)
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wore dotcrmiscd (s fuve prebaile o iminsl culpability under Section
30 of Republic Act Y019, stharvrine known as the "Anti-Gradt end
Continpt Practices Act”. of comsing sby wadee injury b my pasty,
including the govermmend, or giving sy privae party sny
wowartasted beuelits, advantsge or preferences in the dischas ge of
oliciel adwinisirative or judicial furctions through manifest
partially, evident bad faith or gross incxcusable negligence.

lem No. 15 (GMA-#F-01) .
We reconswind that managesseni conduct further investigation wo
dctormio: o persuns loble sl Ml logal actionm i werrsmicd.

-

B LNt

DA GMO 2 provide for the rulos oot the delegation of sutharity 4o

signiappinve oflisial papers, decwwenic =nd cvsiracts st the

pr of the Ragions! officers involving the smount

® bulow PS0M should be sigasd by Regional

A s certifying official and Undersecretary concemed
e officiad.

hom Ne. |

Director
for Box C

liem No. 2 (AOM-GMA-04)
Fund Transfer to LS

C. Region 02

Ea)

DA-RFU 1l

liem No. | {AOM-GMA-04)
DA GMO 2 provide for the ruies on the delegation of authocity lo
sign/approve official papers, documents and contracts that the
dishursement voucher of the Regional officers involving the amoynt
of above PLOM w below P5OM should be signed by Regional
Director Box A as certifying olficial and Undersecretary concemed
for Box C as approving official.

A. Paud to Suppliers:
No. of
Transactions

Region Total

111 I 3,270,000 (kx

AUDIT OBSERVATION COMMENTS/RESPONSE
lom No. mma-rnu " '
Consideving the foregaing facts, the aforcmentionod Irmnaactions That the DA RFU 1 noithor received AOM e

12 transactions P 46,370,000.00

4

wnceof the said m“mmﬂ

M the Resident Aulilor in regard 0 the said]
lemcefinth, the DA REU | coubd coteporicah

{nimt thant ﬁlcﬂldplmlut wore i guger

Re: A0, Items # 14
ot the DA-RFLS 1 scitcrates s commcnts uder iom Ne. 15,
there cbuld be wo crinnal ceipability 10 spcak of.

The offios based its suthority W0 sign/approve vouchers sbov
H.ﬂlﬂuhhu—-&rﬂmu‘lt‘l'ﬁw‘mlh

transfer 1 concemned LGU incir allocation under this program{
bascd on the attached special authority.granted by the Sccretary
and Undersecretary. Hence, there is nof
violation on DA GMO 02 '

Based on our records, the disbursement vouchers ol 5.

Agriech Corp y Inc. tion were as follows
Date Payee DV No. Amiount
2004 ;
{May 25 SL. Agritech Corp.  2004-05-322 J50.400 00
S.L. Agritech Cor.  2004-05-323 419,700 ()
S.L. Agritech Cor.  2004-05-324 495,396 N
S.L Agritech Cor.  2004-05.325 297 AKK) K1
S.L. Agritech Cor.  2004-05-126 668, B44 ()
S.L. Agrilech Cor.  2004.05-327 59.400 0o
S.L. Agritech Cor.  1004-05.328 178,200 00
SL Agritech Cor.  2004-05-329 59400 1
V2

a
oot 9 ‘tm

AUDIT ORSERVATION AND COMMENTS :



R L B © o ANNEX M

L L' AUDIT OBSERVATION AND COMMENTS * ' * .6 m
— ~—“AUDAT OBSERVATION COMMENTS/RESFONSE,
2005
Apeil £2 S1. Agiterh Cop 20505 T e0mn
SL. Agrilech o MNIS.S. . amawmn
i St A‘IM Cm M0 1. 0000
TOTAL 3188.316.09
3. Fund Transfer to NGUs: Based on the memorandun daied March 16, 2004 of Secretary
% No. of Totsl Luis P. Lorenzo, k. & Undevsecretary oo fy - 1. Bolante (
Region | actions T AL md mcmorandum issued by Undersocroiary Mclyn
. . Bolewic detcd March 14, 2004 (Ammsx A-1), we eviered &
900.000; with llom. Jamps Goedon, Sr, Congrenaman of §
... : . o ict of Zambales (Anncs Ry, .
j— u-u-. k. cwdored Sikap m
Mic. a5 his implomenting agonty for hs
wndeor e GMA Rice & Com Program {Amex 81),
" C. Fond Trumator 44 LGUS: ﬁlﬂiﬁﬂuﬂyhmdﬁmuu\m
o of Totl P1OM coiling for the iransfer of funds 10 LGU on
Ragion | v oommctions lsswed by Undersacretary Socelys 1. lolanic
17, 2004 (Ammcx A-1) snd Memorandum of Secretan
- 2 . 52,010,000.00] P. loreaso 10 USEC Jocelyn |. Bolente dated March 16
; 2004 (Asmen A).
DA-RFUY
ltem No. | (AOM-GMA-04) .
1. DA GMO 2 provide for the rulos om the delegation of suthority i It is mout reapocifilly represciied that the appraving authority of
sigwapprove official papers, docwinents sisd contracts that the i offios thwy then OIC-Regional Executive Director Heclor M

of shove P1.0M to balew P5.0M should be spproved by the and covered by the general suthocity 1o all :
Underscoretary for Administrative and Fimance xxx. "Abowt 169 Exocutive Derciors underéhe DA General Order No 2 series o
disbursements vouchers totalling to P437.4 million exceeded the 2001 and in other transactions involving the transfer of funds
mnlmdhkqu\ll Executive Direcior” + hc_ll_muuihwspnciﬁuﬂyn-cﬁuwdud:lhwiu

‘(Nute: On the part of RFU § (Bicol), a wtal of P47.4 million was uod:rgrlmm:ndwn provision of the General Memoranduny
transferred on vanious dates in 2004, to twelve(12) local government [Order peruining Lo the limit of authorily granted 1o the even
units-citics, municipalities and provinoes, each siconding the PI Regional Executive Director o facilitaie the implenieniation of
million a5 per approving authority limit under GMO No. 2 of the the program rendexing the act of DA RFU S ‘as valid am
OIC-Regional Execulive Director Hecior M. Sales, Also, 1 toal uthorized under the law. Generafia speciabus non degrogani
amount of P 8.0 million was transferred to two (2) NGOs in various Special and specific provisions prevail over general provisions
daigs in the same year.) irrespective ofthe relative

. |positions in the statuies. Such iMerpretati \snetcsmymn:dm
1o harmonize alf keagl issuances on the desirable premise that
laws, rules and issuances should be taken a5 3 whole and
apparent conflicting provisions should be first reconciled, as uill
tust be interpreted and applied to give (ull effcct fo {hen

mtentions.
Iten No. 5 (AOM-GMA-04)

*COA Circular No. 7-41 provides for the prohibition against Undet the COA Circular No 76-41, onc of
splitiing of requisitiond, pruchase orders, vouchers and others” the forms of splitting is Splitting of Payments
“About 149 paymeonts {shoubd b disburmoment being runsfer) which consists in making two or more payments
xxx, were split in violstion of the OCA Chcular xxx”, for one or more items involving onc purchase

) . order. With due respect to COA, considering
\Note; Transfer of funds mase by DA RFU § was covered the circumstances of the matler, there was no
by twe checks of same date for every release which appears Splitting involved the subject trarsactions of the
a4 splitting of vouchers.) DA RFU §

Hasically, under the COA Circular, nne of 1he
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AUDIT OBSERVATION 'COMBIENTS/RESPONSE

winl parposcs of the 3ct of splitting,
J of Splitting of Fayments as cited in
Audit Memorandum is 10 3void review or
of higher swiwnitics 31 in the sulject
17 March 2004 {Anncx A) issucd by then
For Fimmnce sl Adertinistiatinn

MCELYN 1 N ANTEF with sehicvt as.
“Autharity 0 esier into Memeasndum of
Agreement with concerned Local Government
Uniits (LGUs) under the DA Farm Inputs/ -
Ferm Implemens Program™ which specifically

ized the concesencd DA-RFU 5 wiicial
. ‘ follows-- :

“In ordder 0 cxprdine the innphomenindion of dhe

ﬁr-wnww— vou ey
*ﬂbmhlwq-,_?_ ST

o (MOAY wich oy LGUs contred by sadd = ] -

Fou are also auiharized io rige and effects the
payment fo the sold LGUs rwbject to the availabilin:
4Hﬂniﬁgmmhdm
ey amd regulstion:.

Plewse be puidicd acvwrdinghy. =

[As regaids the ssthority of DA RFUS perinining
relende of fends sbove its approval Limit i
: NGOs, there was Momorandum deted December
', ’ Lms(mspmmwmmy
3 Luis P. Lorenzo, Jr. with the subject matter as
"Reguest for Authority to Enier into MOA with
jconces ned Congressmen and NGOy in the
ingblementation of Projects Funded Under the
Priocity Development Assistance Fund. " the
[Memormidum staics as follows---

1 “In order 1o expedite the imolemenintion of the
different agricultural -~ ‘ects wnder the Pr' ity
Development Arsissance Fund (PDAF) of the varions -
Congrazsmen pou heveby quthorized to encer info
18 {Memorandun of Agreement (MOA) with NGOs being
’ sfac by the congr concermed.

Ay
Ek

You are alio eushorized to sign and effects the
jpayment io the said NGOs subject 1o the avarlability
of funds and existing accaunting rules and auditing
rules and regulations.

For your complianee. =

Assuch, the DA RFU S has the proper authority
1o effect transfer of funds o the local and non-
|government organizations concerned. The
[Memorandum, in effect and unfer the principles
of statutary consuruction, being mofe recont in
datc and specific in pyrposc, has accordingly
|modified the general case where the disbursement
of the regional offices to the local government
unils were being treated as unauthorized, the
jamount involved being cxcess of their approving
authority under the General Memorandym Order

No. 2 serics of 2001 . In this regard, DA RFL §,

/s
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AUDIT OI!EIIVA‘I"IOH

COMMENTS/RESPONSE

DA-RFU VIi '

e No 3 (AOM.GMA .04)
“COA Clronlar No. .41 provides for the prokdbition sgainst

"Abowt 149 payments (should be distarommmt biing i¢utafar)
xxx, were split in violation of the OCA Circular xxx®,

splitting of roquisicions, prachese orders, vouchers sad ethers™.

with the ropresemiations shave. is confidet o say
a4 the two paymends made for every relcases
p comcermed LGUS/NGUS. wore not SPLITTING
W PAYMENTS wecier the (1A Cirewla since
samc wad it (esotted Ky s welan i junpose
cviding wr aveiding 1evicn of approval of 1PA
or efWiciets since YA RELT S, thew then i -
Regional Excewtive Director Hovtor M. Sakes has
pecific suthorily to approve DA regional offices
pving suthority. Thws, the cvil soughl io be

poyments. As sach. thore was proper s + abid
-Mw«rmmhmﬂnl
s purswsnd 1o the contractusl obligation of

mid sramamction is not in violation of COA-

culer 76-41 deted July 30, 1976, The chatlenged
piion is Trassfer of Funds to the sccrodiled

Foundatioa of NGOs 23 well as 1o identified LGUs.

D wmd’h(‘m“m{m&w

thwdiv_ This can be clearly
pdeduoed from the aforecied COA Cirvular which
mufﬂpdimcly is hereby quoted:

A "zxx Spliwing. in its baternl moans dividingor breaking
lintosepardie parts or poniios" == an ot resulidng in = flsnere,
iraptere. Brefih. Within the sphere of government procuremad
|spliinng is assacinred with requisitions purchase orvers.
friwliveries ond priyments

Form Splliting:
Spdeving of Requisitions conzists m ihe mon-comsolidation
of requiztition for ole or more dem it néciled ot or about the
same time by the recuititioner,

Splining of Purchare Orders comiupty im the issuenre of
o or more purchase orders baaed on jow or more
requuitions for the some or abowt the same ttme by diffecent
requaritigeer; ang

Spluring of Puyments consisis in making twa or more
PaOYERLE fr et OF Weed fivemy hmnﬂmr
order. xux®

Since the subject Trenaler of Funds is nol among
any of the above-innumerate categorics of Splitting,
it is safe to hold that the alluded transaction is not in
violation fo the sbove quoted Circular.

flence, there was no splitting of payments to talk
about. Without going into detaifs, the transfor fu
funds is bereft of any legal impediment considering
that the Regional Executive Director in transferring
Llhe funds is clothed with the necessary authority ts

e stipaheiud W 60 I8 Shres of 1o payments

%/

MR
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s ANNEX AN

e, ' AUDIT ORSERVATION AND COMMENTS s '7 6‘{ a
AUDIT OBSERVATION COMMEN TS/RESPONSE |

o No | (AOMGRA 4)

Ay

lem No. § (GMA-PL-84)

Ileludmmlnlhc Founcation or NGi()s
[HE'S

[The transfor of fumds b s arwus | acel Cavernment
‘hﬂl (l.l..'-l.h’ amount lo TINKTY THREFE

SIX TH(ASAND FESUS

r Maﬂd FIVE MILLION PESOS

T 5.000.000.08) 10 Nean Cey et aseent
Urgaalration (NGO R wet vwlate evistieg 1oles
land regulations of the Otfice particulardy DA, GMO
No. 2 and COA Circular N To-41,

DA GMO No. 2 11U peonides that Hie Mennrmndum

ol Agresimcti on the Vansicr of Fumls awwe than F

h“kﬂﬁhﬂﬂlﬂaﬂhwm‘dlﬂﬁc

SBCRETARY of the Department. The .

wmmmpmnu
omormmden e Awisoritytiseed by Underftcretary
OCELYN T BOLANTE, entered into Contract with

pencarnod Local Government Llmits (1.GLs) under the

DA'S FARM inputa'Farm Implcments Program lo

for tve funds theveol do the LGUs. (See sitached

D s 86 Annex "A"). Ancnl to this, the wder-

ront asl incidental 4o carry oul the authority piven

the Usndersoorotery whao s that time has suthorized

the Secrotary of Department of Agriculture o

naid amthority 10 all Regional Executive Directors.
pace,, USEC Bolanie's action was sonsidered as an

act of the Secretery. Attached is the Memorandum of

former Secvetary, LUIS P. LORENZO for your -

reference. It ia then our considered view of that the

ali:ded Momoramdum has expanded the authorily of

he Regional Executive Directors and that.dhis actions

il within the bownds of the law. ARer all, the spirit

and the intontion of the alluded dirotive arc tnerely (o

pedite the tringaction in order to derive maximum

1S m’ie authority of the Regional Executive Direclor
s already boen expanded, in this peculiar case, of
logical and natural ¢ quence would the authonily

of the Division Chicls to sign, in this particular
transaction, also increase. To hold otherwise would -
result to absurdity. 1t will only work 10 defeat the very
purpose and intemt of giving the aforesaid authority.

The undersigned 1s wransfering the funds was just
Aloihwmg a valid order from higher ups. However, the
fex is in rdd with Commission on Audit
[Circular No. 96-003 which prescribes the guidelines
on the Release of Fund Assistance to NGOs or Pos

The procurement of the Fertilizers in issue, as stipuiated
in the contract, is the reaponsiflity of Ikaw st Aka
Foundatloa, the Nou-Governmeal Orgasization
(NGO) wherein this ofTice has entered into &
Memorardum of Agrecment.

The obiigation of this Office is only lo transfer the
funds to the accredited NGO dentified by the clected
official where the fund is allocated for his constituents
Itis the honest opinion of the undersigned that theic is
no legal impediment nol restriciions as lo whete the
FOUNDATION shoutd canvass the fertilizers
jrequired as bong as the FOUNDATION can deliver
the goods on the specified time and place. Alihough

7]

- A
P
.
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AUDIT OBSERVATION AND COMMENTS
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AUDIT OBSERVATION

COMMENTS/RESPONSE

Home No 15

Tem No. 25

liem No. 28

Item No. 28

DA-RFU X

IDA-RFU IX

lem No. 2 (AOM-GMA-04)

About §69 disbursmen( vouchers totalling P487.4 million
exceeding the approval authonty of the Regional Executives and
other signing $iTicials in violation to DA GMO Na. 2, series of
2001 us follows:

C_Regium IX 10 transactions

ltem No. 4 (AOM-GMA-{4)

About 149 payments totalling P115.97 million were split in
viotation 1o COA Circular 764! dated Juty 30, 1976 as follows:

<. Region 1X 6 transactions

ltem Nu. |, 2, & 6 (AOM-GMA-04)

llem No. 8,9 & |15 (AOM-PF-01)

P 44,000,000.00

P 5, 000,0043.00

said FOUNDA LN ts not govemed by Gov't.

ing and Auditing Rukc< and Regulations but
goworaity scccpied Primciples of Accounting s
Auditing Rusles ared Rogulations. Llence. is o st
e siribit of duthorily of the wakes sigrcd W
et veme: as b the prives sl the pachascd Fetiliaos,

; -
We recomunonmd the bighor managenend the follow i

fa? 1hat the standard pricing be cstablished for il types
of fortifizey to protect the REUs from arbitrary'
PHICE COMRraON,

Ll That the FPA showld bas e Gawarned the REUSE .
sttt withr the differend bratee montion in ikm #9
(ADM). This afe within-the jwrisdiction of FI'A.

LIWeMlhﬁ:immw
peiteats and pricing duc (o the invendors the brasd
being exclusive may have set their own prices
covering naprkcting snd promotion cost,

Wl;-ill imyrove the proceduce particularly the

We will direct the NGOs in the future to coordinate
with the Provincial Agricubturists, City A gricubtutisis
unicipal Agriculiural Ullicer and other concenid

Barsngay Officials oin the delivery of inputs,

We will improve on the efficicency of the wtilizatim
GMA Funds,

o3

DA-CO has issu~ *4emorandum to RED Oscar O,
Parzygn, suthorizing him to enter inkg memorandum
with the LGUs, 1o sign and effect the payment to the
LGU's in order (o expedite the implementstion of the
|PA’s Ferm Inputs/Farm Implementation Program.

The splitting of checks was due to the limil on the
|Bidelity bond whach is P1,000,000 00 of RE:D Parawan
s countersigning official

B n

The REDs were duly suthorized by cither the Secretar ¥
or the Undersecretary to enler into memtorandum of
agreenicnts, approve Fansactions and disburde funds
on selecied/parnticular transactions, Apptopriale

special issuances were issued covering these
transactions.

We recommend the higher management the following

) Ihat the standard pricing be established for all types
of festilizer to protect the RFUs from arbitrary

price comparison. The FPA might even establish
price ceilwngs.

-

- 14
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AUDIT OBSERVATION COMMENTS/RESPONSE

§6) That the FPA should have forwamed the RFUS if
ndeed the Macro- Micro analysis ane onded the
samne with the differenl brance montion in ilem ¥9
(AOM). This srcws arc within the jurisdiction of FPA.

) We should also take indo 3oc o proprictsey
=tenis aead pricing dug fo the nvewsa s the hamd
Pcittgt e xchugiv e may have st tww onn pices
Covet gt et keting and § diown cosd.

- X1

feern No. 1-15 (GMA-I'E-01) l_l=_ nhdmu::k?m;?'::uun: 5
wider the Priority Development Assistance Fund _
PDAF) stipnleting thet it is imewded For a specific brand an
the DA RFU X1 was constrained 10 bid, award,
procere by giving preference (e the seid choie of
concernod Congreosuecn and gramsing arguends that
e imvolved s caclesive bidder and an exclusive

jor b DA RFU X1 comptied with all the publication
i ;s

Regional Excoutive Direclor of DA RFU X1 did not

the approval suthorily because he was duly

o bid, award, procures and dishurse for the
of Folier Fertilizer under the Farm lnputs/

Farm Implements Program.

Item No. 16 (AOM-GMA-04)

DA-RFU Xill

liem No 1-15 (GMA-PF-01) [The snid AOM was just bt & hasty generalizaiion. The

[COA Audil tesm must have overlooked the necessity of

considering the quality and content of the Foliar Liquid

Fertilinary at the - of their inspecti>n. Brad names of
iar Fertilizers must not be the basis of comparisonas =

lo their price since foliar fetilizer could difTer in quality

- ' and conjgnt.

2y

While, it may be true that there ace certain Foliar Liquid
Fertilizers costing only P1,000 00iter or less, & fact
canno! be denied thal there are also cerlain Foliar
Fextilizers that cost moee or less P1,500.00/liter. One of
which is the Foliar Fertilizer (Nutriplant AG) distributed
by AMWAY Company sold at P1,430.00 without the
inclusion of delivery cost and other incidental expenses,
atid which if included. May cost more than P1 500/liter

The point here is that, the COA Audit Tean must have
considered other factors such ag_the quality and content
of the product and other inciden(® expenses like the
freight and handling ot the d:lwc.r-y-m g0 that they
could come up with an approzimate, & fair and relevant
findings.

Further, The COA should also remember that the Fund
being transferred to the NGO's was not solely intended

o purchase the Faliar Liquid Fertilizers with their
prevailing purchasc price but was inlended to finance the
implemcntation of the whale project, with all the

necessary and incidental expenses relative to the
pracurcmient, delivery and distribution of the sard fertilizers
tu the concerned beneficiarics

774
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. AUDIT OBSERVATION AND COMMENTS

AUDIT OBSERVATION CORMMENTS/RESPONSE

LY

I arder fo cxpedile the mplementation of the 1DA's Farm
Inputs’Farm Implcents Program, §ndersecrotary
MOCFLYN L IOH AN E in his Menwwandun, herew ith
anvd dated Masch 17, XM, hevoby suthonizol
YA RFU 13 to cmicr into M andum of Agreemci
ROA ) with the 1.GUs covered by the said program.

et No. 1-7 (ADM-GMA-M)

As sich, 1A RELE DY woae abe anlvie 2o W sige sinl

ifect the payment scfative thoveto subject (o the
vailability of fumds and cxisting accourting and suditing
ules and regulations. :

11 ix the homest belicl of thes oflice that through such
DA RFU 1Y had been given full suthority
uﬁt'ﬂnlﬂ){&ut‘m“ﬁiwm&
implementation of the project regandles of the Bmount -
iovolved. - . e s

’ 4/
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