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M r .  J u s t i c e  L.  C .  Gulbrandson d e l i v e r e d  t h e  Opinion o f  t h e  
Cour t .  

Edward F. Becker ,  Jr. ,  p e t i t i o n e d  f o r ,  and was g r a n t e d ,  

a  d i s s o l u t i o n  o f  m a r r i a g e  and now a p p e a l s  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  

p r o p e r t y  o r d e r e d  by t h e  Yellowstone County D i s t r i c t  Cour t .  

The i s s u e  on appeal  i s  whether  t h e  D i s t r i c t  Cour t  abused i t s  

d i s c r e t i o n  i n  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of p r o p e r t y .  W e  a f f i r m .  

The husband sets f o r t h  two s p e c i f i c  i s s u e s :  

(1) Did t h e  D i s t r i c t  Cour t  abuse  i t s  d i s c r e t i o n  by 

i n c l u d i n g  i n  t h e  m a r i t a l  e s t a t e  t h e  h u s b a n d ' s  s t o c k  i n  one 

c o r p o r a t i o n  w h i l e  e x c l u d i n g  t h e  w i f e ' s  s t o c k  i n  a  d i f f e r e n t  

co rpora  t i o n  ? 

( 2 )  Did t h e  D i s t r i c t  Cour t  err by f a i l i n g  t o  se t  f o r t h  

t h e  v a l u e  o f  t h e  w i f e ' s  c o r p o r a t e  s t o c k ?  

Although n o t  s t a t e d  a s  an i s s u e  on a p p e a l ,  t h e  husband 

a l s o  a s s e r t s  t h a t  t h e  D i s t r i c t  Cour t  i n c o r r e c t l y  v a l u e d  h i s  

c o r p o r a t e  s t o c k .  

Ed Becker ,  Jr . ,  a p p e l l a n t ,  m a r r i e d  t h e  r e s p o n d e n t ,  

Sandy Becker ,  i n  May 1974. They have one c h i l d .  A p p e l l a n t  

p r e v i o u s l y  worked f o r  h i s  f a t h e r  a t  R e c k e r ' s  G l a s s  Shop, I n c .  

(Becker ,  I n c . )  , and ea rned  a  n e t  monthly income o f  $1,717.  

A p p e l l a n t  was t h e  v i c e - p r e s i d e n t  and t h e  shop foreman of  

Becker ,  I n c .  H i s  f a t h e r  f i r e d  him a s  a r e s u l t  o f  t h e  f i l i n g  

o f  t h i s  d i v o r c e  a c t i o n .  H e  had worked f o r  h i s  f a t h e r  f o r  

f o u r t e e n  y e a r s .  P r i o r  t o  h i s  m a r r i a g e ,  a p p e l l a n t  had r e c e i v e d  

1 ,000 s h a r e s  o f  Becker ,  I n c . ,  from h i s  f a t h e r .  A f t e r  h i s  

m a r r i a g e ,  he r e c e i v e d  21,000 s h a r e s  o f  Becker ,  I n c . ,  from h i s  

f a t h e r .  A p p e l l a n t  was employed by Becker ,  I n c . ,  a t  t h e  

v a r i o u s  t i m e s  he r e c e i v e d  t h e s e  s h a r e s .  H e  owns 42-43% o f  

t h e  s t o c k  of Becker,  I n c .  



A p p e l l a n t ' s  b r o t h e r ,  J i m ,  a c q u i r e d  s t o c k  j.n t h e  

c o r p o r a t i o n  w h i l e  h e  was employed t h e r e .  A p p a r e n t l y ,  J i m  d i d  

n o t  a c q u i r e  any  s t o c k  a f t e r  l e a v i n g  t h e  c o r p o r a t i o n .  

A t  t h e  t i m e  o f  t r i a l ,  a p p e l l a n t  worked i n  t h e  g l a s s  

b u s i n e s s  f o r  h i s  b r o t h e r  and  e a r n e d  a  n e t  mon th ly  income o f  

$1,627.  H i s  j ob  i s  s e a s o n a l .  H e  h a s  a  b a c h e l o r ' s  d e g r e e  i n  

b u s i n e s s  f rom E a s t e r n  Montana C o l l e g e .  

Respondent  i s  employed a s  a  l e g a l  s e c r e t a r y  and e a r n s  a  

n e t  mon th ly  income o f  a b o u t  $1,300.  She d o e s  n o t  have  a  

c o l l e g e  d e g r e e .  D u r i n g  t h e  m a r r i a g e ,  s h e  was g i v e n  s h a r e s  o f  

s t o c k  i n  h e r  p a r e n t s '  fa rm ( t h e  M i l l  C reek  Farm) a s  p a r t  o f  

h e r  p a r e n t s '  e s t a t e  p l a n n i n g  e f f o r t s .  Respondent  t e s t i f i e d  

t h a t  t h e  s t o c k  h a s  a  t o t a l  v a l u e  o f  $32,725.  Responden t ,  i n  

a d d i t i o n  t o  h e r  s e c r e t a r i a l  j o b ,  t o o k  c a r e  o f  t h e  h o u s e ,  t h e  

c o o k i n g  and  t h e  c l e a n i n g  d u r i n g  t h e  m a r r i a g e .  

I n  F e b r u a r y  1984 ,  a p p e l l a n t  f i l e d  a  p e t i t i o n  f o r  

d i s s o l u t i o n  o f  m a r r i a g e .  A non- ju ry  t r i a l  was h e l d  i n  t h e  

c a s e  i n  O c t o b e r  1984.  The D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  i s s u e d  i t s  f i n d i n g s  

o f  f a c t  and  c o n c l u s i o n s  o f  law i n  December 1984.  N e i t h e r  

p a r t y  o b j e c t s  t o  t h e  d i s s o l u t i o n  o f  t h e i r  m a r r i a g e ,  t h e  c h i l d  

s u p p o r t  award ,  o r  t h e  c h i l d  c u s t o d y  d e c i s i o n .  A p p e l l a n t ' s  

o n l y  c o m p l a i n t  i s  t o  t h e  d i v i s i o n  o f  p r o p e r t y .  

The D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  found t h a t  21,000 s h a r e s  o f  

a p p e l l a n t ' s  s t o c k  i n  B e c k e r ,  I n c . ,  w e r e  a c q u i r e d  d u r i n g  t h e  

m a r r i a g e  and w h i l e  h e  worked f o r  t h e  company. The c o u r t  

c o n c l u d e d  t h a t  t h o s e  s h a r e s  w e r e  t h p  p r o d u c t  of t h e  m a r i t a l  

e f f o r t  and s h o u l d  t h e r e f o r e  b e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  m a r i t a l  

e s t a t e .  The c o u r t  v a l u e d  t h o s e  21,000 s h a r e s  o f  s t o c k  a t  

$37,841.87.  The c o u r t  d i d  n o t  i n c l u d e  i n  t h e  m a r i t a l  e s t a t e  

t h a t  s t o c k  g i v e n  t o  a p p e l l a n t  p r i o r  t o  t h e  m a r r i a g e .  The 

c o u r t  b a s e d  t h i s  v a l u a t i o n  on a  f i n a n c i a l  s t a t e m e n t  o f  



Eecker ,  I n c . ,  which had been s u p p l i e d  by t h e  company's 

c e r t i f i e d  p u b l i c  a c c o u n t a n t .  

The D i s t r i c t  Cour t  found t h a t  r e s p o n d e n t ' s  s t o c k  i n  t h e  

M i l l  Creek Farm had been g iven  t o  h e r  a s  a  g i f t  and was n o t  

ea rned  by h e r .  The c o u r t  f u r t h e r  found t h a t  a p p e l l a n t  and 

responden t  had n o t  enhanced o r  ma in ta ined  t h e  M i l l  Creek Farm 

o r  r e s p o n d e n t ' s  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  farm. T h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  c o u r t  

d i d  n o t  i n c l u d e  r e s p o n d e n t ' s  s t o c k  i n  t h e  m a r i t a l  e s t a t e  t o  

be  d i v i d e d  among t h e  p a r t i e s .  The c o u r t  d i d  n o t  a s s i g n  a  

v a l u e  t o  t h i s  s t o c k  i n  i t s  f i n d i n g s  o f  f a c t  and c o n c l u s i o n s  

of law. The c o u r t ' s  f i n d i n g s  of f a c t  and c o n c l u s i o n s  o f  law 

a r e  o t h e r w i s e  d e t a i l e d  and complete.  

The m a r i t a l  e s t a t e  was va lued  a t  $159,144.27. Of t h i s ,  

r e sponden t  was awarded $74,097.40. She a l s o  r e c e i v e d  a l l  o f  

t h e  Mil.1 Creek Farm s t o c k ,  which h e r  u n c o n t r o v e r t e d  t e s t i m o n y  

va lued  a t  $32,725 ( f o r  a  t o t a l  award o f  $106,822.40) .  

A p p e l l a n t  r e c e i v e d  $85,516.87 from t h e  m a r i t a l  e s t a t e .  H e  

con tends  t h a t  t h e  Becker ,  I n c . ,  s t o c k ,  which r e p r e s e n t s  

$37,841.87 o f  h i s  t o t a l  award, i s  a c t u a l l y  v a l u e l e s s .  

A s  t h e  f i r s t  i s s u e ,  a p p e l l a n t  con tends  t h a t  t h e  

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  abused i t s  d i s c r e t i o n  by i n c l u d i n g  a p p e l l a n t ' s  

s t o c k  i n  t h e  m a r i t a l  e s t a t e  w h i l e  e x c l u d i n g  r e s p o n d e n t ' s  

s t o c k .  

The s t a n d a r d  o f  r ev iew i s  c l e a r .  

In  d i v i d i n g  p r o p e r t y  i n  a  m a r r i a g e  
d i s s o l u t i o n  t h e  d i s t r i c t  c o u r t  h a s  f a r  
r e a c h i n g  d i s c r e t i o n  and i t s  judgment w i l l  
n o t  be a l t e r e d  w i t h o u t  a showing o f  c l e a r  
abuse  o f  d i s c r e t i o n .  The t e s t  o f  abuse  
o f  d i s c r e t i o n  i s  whether  t h e  t r i a l  c o u r t  
a c t e d  a r b i t r a r i l y  w i t h o u t  employment o f  
c o n s c i e n t i o u s  judgment o r  exceeded t h e  
bounds of reason  r e s u l t i n g  i n  s u b s t a n t i a l  
i n j u s t i c e .  



I n  R e  t h e  M a r r i a g e  o f  R o l f e  (Mont. 1 9 8 5 ) ,  699 P.2d 79 ,  8 3 ,  42 

S t .Rep .  623 ,  626; c i t i n g  I n  re M a r r i a g e  o f  V e r t  (Mont. 1 9 8 4 ) ,  

680 P.2d 587 ,  41 S t .Rep .  895.  

A p p e l l a n t ' s  f i r s t  i s s u e  e s s e n t i a l l y  r a i s e s  two 

q u e s t i 0 n . s  ; (1) w h e t h e r  r e s p o n d e n t ' s  s t o c k  s h o u l d  h a v e  S e e n  

i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  m a r i t a l  e s t a t e ;  and  ( 2 )  w h e t h e r  a p p e l l a n t ' s  

s t o c k  s h o u l d  h a v e  been  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  m a r i t a l  e s t a t e .  A s  

t h e  t r i a l  c o u r t  r e c o g n i z e d ,  t h e s e  a r e  two d i s t i n c t  i n q u i r i e s .  

S e c t i o n  40-4-202, MCA, s t a t e s  i n  p a r t :  

. . . I n  d i v i d i n g  p r o p e r t y  
a c q u i r e d  . . . b y  g i f t  . . . t h e  c o u r t  
s h a l l  c o n s i d e r  t h o s e  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  o f  t h e  
o t h e r  s p o u s e  t o  t h e  m a r r i a g e ,  i n c l u d i n g :  

( a )  t h e  nonmoneta ry  c o n t r i b u t i o n  o f  a  
homemaker; 

( b )  t h e  e x t e n t  t o  wh ich  s u c h  
c o n t r i b u t i o n s  h a v e  f a c i l i t a t e d  t h e  
m a i n t e n a n c e  o f  t h i s  p r o p e r t y  . . . 

T h i s  C o u r t  h a s  h e l d  t h a t  a  d i s t r i c t  c o u r t ,  i n  

d e t e r m i n i n g  t h e  m a r i t a l  e s t a t e ,  i s  n o t  r e q u i r e d  t o  i n c l u d e  

q i f t  p r o p e r t y  g i v e n  t o  o n e  s p o u s e  d u r i n g  t h e  m a r r i a g e .  S n e l l  

r .  S n e l l  (Mont. 1 9 8 3 ) ,  668 P.2d 238 ,  40 S t .Rep .  1359;  I n  re 

t h e  M a r r i a g e  o f  J o r g e n s o n  ( 1 9 7 9 ) ,  180 Mont. 294,  590 P.2d 

606.  I n  re t h e  o f  Her ron  ( 1 9 8 0 ) ,  186  Mont. 396 ,  608 

P.2d 9 7 ,  se t  f o r t h  b r o a d  g u i d e l i n e s  f o r  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  

g i f t  o r  b e q u e s t  p r o p e r t y .  One s u c h  g u i d e l i n e  i s  t h a t :  

[ i ] f  none o f  t h e  v a l u e  o f  t h e  p r o p e r t y  i s  
a  p r o d u c t  o f  c o n t r i b u t i o n  f rom t h e  
m a r i t a l  e f f o r t .  [ s i c ]  t h e  D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  
c a n  j u s t i f i a b l y  f i n d  t h a t  t h e  
n o n - a c q u i r i n g  s p o u s e  h a s  no  i n t e r e s t  i n  
t h e  p r o p e r t y .  

H e r r o n ,  186 Mont. a t  404. 

H e r e ,  r e s p o n d e n t  r e c e i v e d  h e r  s t o c k  i n  M i l l  C r e e k  Farm 

a s  a  g i f t  u n d e r  h e r  p a r e n t s '  e s t a t e  p l a n n i n g  scheme.  

Moreover ,  n e i t h e r  p a r t y  worked o n  t h e  farm e x c e p t  f o r  



i s o l a t e d  odd jobs.  A t  t r i a l ,  a p p e l l a n t  r e p l i e d  " a b s o l u t e l y  

n o t "  when asked i f  he f e l t  he had made a  s i g n i f i c a n t  

c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  t h e  farm o p e r a t i o n .  H e  a l s o  agreed  w i t h  

c o u n s e l ' s  remark t h a t  a p p e l l a n t  made no c l a i m  t o  any i n t e r e s t  

i n  t h e  f a m i l y  farm. Under Herron,  t h e  d i s t r i c t  c o u r t  cou ld  

j u s t i f i a b l y  f i n d  t h a t  a p p e l l a n t  had no i n t e r e s t  i n  

r e s p o n d e n t ' s  s t o c k .  See a l s o  S n e l l ,  668 P.2d 238; J o r g e n s o n ,  

590  P.2d 606. W e  h o l d  t h a t  t h e r e  was no abuse  o f  d i s c r e t i o n  

i n  e x c l u d i n g  r e s p o n d e n t ' s  s t o c k  from t h e  m a r i t a l  e s t a t e .  

I n  c o n t r a s t  t o  r e s p o n d e n t ' s  a c q u i s i t i o n  o f  s t o c k ,  

a p p e l l a n t  a c q u i r e d  h i s  s t o c k  i n  Becker ,  Inc.,  when he  was 

working f o r  t h e  company. S i m i l a r l y ,  t h e r e  i s  ev idence  t h a t  

h i s  b r o t h e r  a c q u i r e d  h i s  s t o c k  i n  Becker ,  Inc.*when he  worked 

for t h e  company. H i s  s ister  d i d  n o t  receive any s t o c k  i n  t h e  

company. These f a c t s  s u p p o r t  a  c o n c l u s i o n  t h a t  a p p e l l a n t  

r e c e i v e d  t h e  s t o c k  a s  compensation f o r  working and n o t  a s  a  

g i f t .  A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  a p p e l l a n t ,  by working,  enhanced and 

main ta ined  t h e  v a l u e  o f  t h e  s t o c k .  F i n a l l y ,  r e s p o n d e n t  took 

c a r e  o f  t h e  f a m i l y ' s  cook ing ,  c l e a n i n g  and l a u n d e r i n g  w h i l e  

a p p e l l a n t  was working f o r  Becker ,  I n c .  Under t h e s e  f a c t s ,  it 

was n o t  an  abuse  o f  d i s c r e t i o n  f o r  t h e  t r i a l  c o u r t  t o  f i n d  

t h a t  a p p e l l a n t ' s  s t o c k  was a  p r o d u c t  o f  t h e  m a r i t a l  e f f o r t  

and s h o u l d ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  be  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  m a r i t a l  e s t a t e .  

A p p e l l a n t  f u r t h e r  compla ins  t h a t  t h e  lower  c o u r t  e r r e d  

i n  a s s i g n i n g  v a l u e  t o  a p p e l l a n t ' s  s h a r e s  o f  s t o c k .  A p p e l l a n t  

a r g u e s  t h a t  h i s  s t o c k  i s  v a l u e l e s s  because:  (1) t h e  

c o r p o r a t i o n  l e a s e s  i t s  b u i l d i n g  and l a n d  from a p p e l l a n t ' s  

f a t h e r ;  ( 2 )  a p p e l l a n t ' s  f a t h e r  can l i q u i d a t e  t h e  c o r p o r a t i o n  

a t  w i l l ;  and (3 )  a p p e l l a n t  h a s  no c o n t r o l  o v e r  t h e  

c o r p o r a t i o n  and c a n n o t  even work f o r  t h e  c o r p o r a t i o n .  

However, a t  t r i a l ,  a p p e l l a n t  a d m i t t e d  t h a t  he  t h o u g h t  t h e  



s t o c k  was w o r t h  s o m e t h i n g ,  t h a t  R e c k e r ,  I n c . ,  h a s  a good name 

and t h a t  t h e  company h a s  b e e n  t h e r e  f o r  a  number o f  y e a r s .  

The D i s t r i c t  C o u r t ,  i n  v a l u i n g  t h e  s t o c k ,  r e l i e d  upon f i g u r e s  

s u p p l i e d  b y  B e c k e r ,  I n c . ' s ,  a c c o u n t a n t ,  F.obert  A .  E v e r s o n ,  

CPA. The c o u r t  computed t h e  s t o c k ' s  v a l u e  b y  d i v i d i n g  t h e  

v a l u e  o f  t h e  c o r p o r a t i o n ' s  t o t a l  a s s e t s ,  less l i a b i l i t i e s ,  b y  

t h e  number o f  o u t s t a n d i n g  s h a r e s .  T h i s  C o u r t  h a s  e x p r e s s l y  

app roved  t h i s  method o f  v a l u i n g  s t o c k .  R u r l e i g h  v. B u r l e i g h  

(Mont. 1 9 8 2 ) ,  650 P.2d 753,  39 S t .Rep .  1538.  W e  u p h o l d  t h e  

t r i a l  c o u r t ' s  v a l u a t i o n .  

F i n a l l y ,  a p p e l l a n t  c o n t e n d s  t h e  l o w e r  c o u r t  e r r e d  i n  

n o t  making  a f i n d i n g  as  t o  t h e  v a l u e  o f  r e s p o n d e n t ' s  s h a r e s  

o f  s t o c k .  T h i s  C o u r t  h a s  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  t r i a l  c o u r t  m u s t  

d e t e r m i n e  t h e  n e t  w o r t h  o f  t h e  p a r t i e s  a t  t h e  t i m e  o f  t h e  

d i v o r c e .  I n  re  t h e  M a r r i a g e  o f  L o e g e r i n g  (Mont. 1984 )  , 689 

P.2d 260,  41  S t .Rep .  1892;  Beck v. Beck (Mont. 1 9 8 3 ) ,  661  

P.2d 1 2 8 2 ,  40 S t .Rep .  565.  T h a t  s t a t e m e n t ,  however ,  h a s  n o t  

b e e n  a  r u l e  s t r i c t l y  a d h e r e d  t o  b y  t h i s  C o u r t .  W e  h a v e  a l s o  

s t a t e d  t h a t :  

F a i l u r e  t o  p r e c i s e l y  set  f o r t h  n e t  w o r t h  
o f  p a r t i e s  d o e s  n o t  c o n s t i t u t e  a b u s e  o f  
d i s c r e t i o n  so l o n g  a s  t h e  f i n d i n g s  a s  a  
who le  a r e  s u f f i c i e n t  t o  d e t e r m i n e  n e t  
w o r t h ,  I n  R e  M a r r i a g e  o f  N u n n a l l y  (1981)  , 
Mont. ,  625 P.2d 1159 ,  38 S t .Rep .  5 2 9 ,  and  
t h e  f i n d i n g s  t h e m s e l v e s  w i l l  n o t  b e  
d i s t u r b e d  u n l e s s  a  p r e p o n d e r a n c e  o f  t h e  
e v i d e n c e  c l e a r l y  m a n d a t e s  c o n t r a r y  
d e t e r m i n a t i o n s .  Cameron v .  Cameron 
( 1 9 7 8 ) ,  179  Mont. 219,  587 P.2d 939. 

Le Prowse v.  LeProwse ( 1 9 8 2 ) ,  198 Mont. 3 5 7 ,  646 P.2d 526.  

I n  t h i s  c a s e ,  it was n o t  r e v e r s i b l e  e r r o r  f o r  t h e  t r i a l  

c o u r t  t o  n o t  a s s i g n  a  v a l u e  t o  a n  a s s e t  n o t  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  

m a r i t a l  e s t a t e .  H e r e ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  c o u r t  d i d  n o t  a s s i g n  a  

v a l u e  t o  t h e  s t o c k ,  t h e  c o u r t  c l e a r l y  c o n s i d e r e d  t h e  w i f e ' s  

s t o c k  and  awarded it t o  h e r .  T h e r e  was no  d i s p u t e  as  t o  t h e  



s t o c k ' s  v a l u e .  Respondent c o n s i s t e n t l y  a d m i t t e d  t h e  s t o c k  

was wor th  $32,725. A p p e l l a n t  does  n o t  a t t a c k  t h i s  v a l u a t i o n .  

Thus,  a s  i n  LeProwse and Nunnal ly ,  t h e  t r i a l  c o u r t ' s  f i n d i n g s  

a s  a whole a r e  s u f f i c i e n t  t o  d e t e r m i n e  n e t  worth.  The 

f i n d i n g s  were o t h e r w i s e  comple te  and e q u i t a b l e .  W e  h o l d  t h a t  

t h e  t r i a l  c o u r t  d i d  n o t  commit an abuse  o f  d i s c r e t i o n  i n  t h e  

d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  p r o p e r t y .  The omiss ion  o f  a v a l u a t i o n  f o r  

r e s p o n d e n t ' s  s t o c k  was,  a t  most ,  h a r m l e s s  e r r o r .  What t h i s  

C o u r t  s t a t e d  i n  I n  R e  t h e  Marr iage  o f  Z i e g l e r  (Mont. 1 9 8 5 ) ,  

696 P.2d 983, 987, 42 St.Rep. 298, 302, b e a r s  r e p e a t i n g :  

W e  do  n o t  wish  t o  r e s t r i c t  t h e  l i b e r a l ,  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  power v e s t e d  i n  t h e  
d i s t r i c t  c o u r t s ,  by r e q u i r i n g  r i g i d  
adherence  t o  t e c h n i c a l  forms o f  p r o p e r t y  
d i s t r i b u t i o n  o r d e r s .  T h i s  Cour t  
r e c o g n i z e s  t h a t  t h e  t r i a l  c o u r t  must 
ev idence  t h e  b a s i s  o f  i t s  u l t i m a t e  
c o n c l u s i o n  i n  t h e  f i n d i n g s  o f  f a c t .  
However, t h e  s t a t u t o r y  g u i d e l i n e s  
promulgated i n  40-4-202, MCA, w e r e  n o t  
des igned  a s  r e q u i s i t e  c r i t e r i a  t o  be 
i n d i v i d u a l l y  i t e m i z e d  i n  e v e r y  p r o p e r t y  
d i s t r i b u t i o n  d e c r e e .  

Affirmed . ,,,"- 
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J u s t i c e '  

W e  concur :  

J u s t i c e s  


