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Separate paging is given to this Part in order that it may be filed
n3 a separate compilation

MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS
(Leglislative Department)
NOTIFICATION
New Delhi, the 30th August 1976
$5.0. 576(E).—The following Order made by the President is published for gepe-

ral Information:—
Orver

Whereas Shri Hardeo Narain Singh, the returned candidate from 261-Gaya
Muffasil Conslituency in the State of Blhar at the general elecudon held in 1969
to the Binar Legislative Assembly, has incurred disqualification for a perind of six
years under section 8A of the Represeuntation of the People Act, 1951 (hereinafter
referred to as the sald Act), as it stood immediately helore the commence nont of
the Election Laws (Amendment) Act, 1975 (40 of 1975);

And Wherens the sald period of disgualification has not expired.

And Whereas the sald Shri Hardeo Narain Singh has submitted a petition to
the President under sub-section (2) of section 84 of the said Acl for the removal
of the disqualification for the unexpired porfion of the sald period.
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And Whereas the President has sought the opinlon of the Election Commission
on the said petition in pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 8A of the sald Act;

—

And whereas the Election Commission has given its opilnion (vide Annexure)
that the disqualification incurred by the petitioner should not be removed for the
unexpired portion of the perlod of slx years;

Now, Therefore, I, Fakhruddin Ali Ahmed, President of India, in exercise of the
gowerg conferred on me under sub-section (2) of section 8A of the snid Act do
ereby reject the petition of the sald Shri Hardeo Naraein Singh.

FAKHRUDDIN ALI AHMED,
President of Indla.

Rashtrapati Bhavan,
New Delhi, the 13th August, 1976.

ANNEXURE
ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA
BEFORE THE CHIEF ELECTION COMMISSIONER OF INDIA
In the matter of:

PETITION UNDER SECTION 8A(2) OF THE REPRESENTATION OF THE PEOPLE ACT, 1951,
RY SunI HARDEO NARAIN SINGH

In this case, under section 8A(3) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951,
the opinlon of the Election Commission has been sought by the President on a
petition submltted to him by Shrl Hardeo Narain Singh, Secretary, Bihar Pradesh
Congress Committee, for the removal, for the unexpired portion of the six years
period, of a diSqlualiﬂcation incurred by him under Section 8A of the Representa-
tion of the People Act, 1951, ag It stood immediately before the commencement of
the Election Laws (Amendment) Act, 1976.

2. The relevant facts gre briefly as under—

(i) Shr1 Hardeo Naraln Singh (hereinafter referred to as the petitioner)
contested the general election to the Bihar State Legislative Assembly
in 1989 from 251-Gaya Muffasil constituency as a Congrezs candidate
and was declared elected, His election was challengeq kv one Shri
Suraj Deo Singh (hereinafter referred to as the election petitioner)
before the Patna High Court on various grounds of corrupt practices.
By its judgment dated 5 March, 1970, the High Court set agide his
election on the ground of the commission of corrupt practices of
undue Influence within the meaning of sectlon 123(2) and of
obtaining assistance for the furtheratce of the prospects of his elec-
tlon from a person in the service of the Government, within the mean-
ing of gection 123(7) of the Act.

(il) According to the findings of the High Court on the charge of the com-
misgslon of the corrupt practice under section 123(2), both the peti.
tioner, Shri Hardeo Narain Singh and his proposer at the election, Shri
Nagendra Prasad Singh, gececompanied by some others were moving in
a jeep near Kaiya polling station in the constituency on the day of
»oll and Shri Nagendra Prasad Singh wag seen carrying a gun in his
hang by a Sub-Inspector of Police (P.W. 48) who was on duty at that
polling station. It was also In evidence that there was an attempt
made to persuade the collected voters to vote for the petltioner and
that failing in this, a cry of “maro, maro” was raised by persons
accompanying the petitioner and Shri Nagendra Prasad Singh In the
jeep. A gun shot was heard ang one Shri Dukhan Yadav, a voter
at the said polling stallon, was Injured. On hearing the gun shot,
many of the other voters got scared and left the polling station without
castlni their votes. The High Court held on weighing the evidence
that the onus of proving the corrupt practice of undue influence,
which was on the election petitioner, had been successfully discharge.

(ili) Cn the allegation of the corrupt practica under gectlon 123(7) of the
Representation of the People Act, 1951, the High Court examineq the
evidence given by varlous witnesses and held that Shri J. N. Singh,
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the Block Development Officer, Gaya Town Block, had, in fact, can-
vassed for votes in favour of the petitioner Shri Hardeo Narain Singh,
and was also movimg in the company of Shri H. N. Singh, on several
occasgions.

(iv) As result of these findings, the High Court set aside election of Shis
Hardeo Narain Singh.

3. An appeal wag preferred by Shri Singh in the Supreme Court against the
order of the High Court and pending the hearing snd finel dizposal of the appeal,
the Supreme Court, by its order dated 22nq April, 1970, granted stay of the opera-
tion of the order of the Paina High Court. By its judgment dated 12 August, 1471;
the Supreme Court confirmed the findings of the High Court. The following
observations of the Supreme Court are relevant:—

“There was some commonplace comment at the trial about the witnesses
namely that they were inimical or partisan or they were not consistent
about the iime of the occurrence. Mr, Gupte however did not rely on
such comments on the evidence. He put it quite squarely tha. 1t wus
really a question as to belief of the evidence ol behalt of the pelioner.

The broad and basic features of the petitioner's case have Leen estat-
lished beyond doubt.

The First Informalion Report Exhibit 4 was recorded at 4.15 P.M. on @
Fehruary, 1969. It was really the most contemporaneous doclrventary
evidence_ which supported the case of the election petilioner, There
is no evidence whatever {o suggest that Dukhan Yadav manufactured
a case against the appeliant. The appellant and Nagendra Singh were
together. Nagendra Singh was carrying a gun. The appellant asked

l\iugendra Singh to shoot. Nagendra Jg‘,ingh fireq the gun, Dukhan

lagle_iv received a pellel injury from the gun shot. Many voters were
wailing In a queuc to cast thelr vote. The Hun shot angd the cry of
maro maro’ raised by Sakaldip Singh and Nand Bihari Singh scared
away the voters. The repori of the Presidlng Officer also indicates

that the number of persons who cas i i
incident was large” o cast their votes prior to the firing

4. In his petition to the President under section 8A(2) of ihe Representution of
the People Act, 1951, Shri Hardeo Narain Singh has urged various pleag in support
of his prayer for the removal of his disqualification for the unexpired portion.

5. According 10 the usual praciice of the Commission, the petitloner was offered
an opportuniiy 1o appear in person or through an authorised representative and
plead his case. At the hearing held on 18 July, 1976, Shri K. P. Varma, Senlor
Advocate, assisted by Shri 8. €. Misra, Shri K. K. Prasad und Shri R, N. Roy,
Advocates appearcd on behalf of Shri Singh and made oral submisstons.

6. The grounds urged by Shri Varma for the removal of the disqualification of
Shri Singh are briefly stated here;

: vaar period of disqualification of Sbri Hardeo Narain Singh commenced
on ?EeAstigugt, 11‘91';1 atclld will come to an end on 12 August, 1977. There is, therc-
fore. roughly only one yenr still lett. By its limited stay granted on 22 April, 197G,
the Supremc Court debarred Shri Singh from enjoylng all the privileges that are
normally avallable to a member of the Legislalive Assembly except that he was
allowed to atlend lhe Bihar Legislative Assembly for a minimum nuaber of cays
necegsary to keep his seat going. Shri Singh was, therefore virtually sufiering
from the disqualification with elfect from 22 April 1570 i.e. the date on which the
limited stay order was passed by lhe Supreme Court. If thig iz laken into account,
Shri Singh had already completed the 6 year period of disqualification. A criminal
case wag flled agalnst Shri Nagendra Prasad Singh and Shri Hardep Narain Singh
under sections 324 and 100 of the I.P.C. and section 27 of the Arms Act before the
Fourth Additional Sessiong Judge, Gaya, covering the same incident at Kalya

lling station which was the subject matler before the High Court and the
g?lpreme Court in the election cagse, There is y difference of opinion hetween the
ceriminal Court on the one hand and the High Court and the Supreme Court on the
other regarding the allegation against Shri Hardeo Narain Singh.. Attention of the
Commiszsion was also drawn to paragraph 5 of the judgment of the Sessiong Court.
The Additional Sesgions Judge had held that the proscculion had failed to estab-
lish the charges against the accused who were given the benefit of doubt and
acquited. There 13 nothing in the judgment of the Sessiong Court {o indicate the
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direct guwll of Shri Singh and no inference of undue influence can be drawn
against mim., The petitioner hag rendered long scrvices to the couniry from 1942
onwards. Because of disqualification, he could not contest the general elections of
1971 and 1972 and varlous elections Lo the Council of States and to the Legislative
Councll of the State gince August, 1971. In these clrcumstances, there 15 a sirong
case for the iemoval of the disqualification tor the unexpired porlion. Shri Varma
did not advance any arguments on the findings of the High Court in regard to the
corrupt practice under section 123(7) ot the Representation of the People Act, 1951

7. I have carefully examineg the petilion, the supporiing documents and the
oral arguments advanced by Shri K. P. Varma. It is not in dispute that there was
a Hring near Kaiya Polling Station asg a result of which one voter was injured and
many voters, who were walling in the queue to exercise their franchise had been
scared away. On the basis of the evidence of P.W, 46, i.e,, the Sub-Inspector,
who was present at the iime of the firing, both the High Court and the Supreme
Court had clearly held that Shri Nagendra Prasad Singh was carrying a gun and he
was moving in a jeep with Shri Hardeo Narain Singh near the Kaiya polling stallon
on the day of poll, According to the judgment of the Supreme Court. the report
of the Presiding Officer also indicated that the number of persons whu cast their
votes prior to the firing was large as compared to the number afler ithe flring ineci-
dent. The ingredients that would go to establish the commission of a corrupt
practice of using undue influence and the ¢riminal charge under sectiong 324 and 109
TP.C. and Section 27 of the Arms Act are different. The gravamen of the charge in
the election petition was that Shri Hardeo Narain Singh and Shri Nagendra Frasad
Singh had gone to Kalya polling station in a jeep, carrying a gun and had caused
a scare among the voters who were wailing in a queue to exercise their votes; and
as a result of the firing incident, many voters left the polling station without voting.
This was sufficient to establish the charge of undue influence againgt them. There-
fore, the findings of the High Cour{ and the Supreme Courf are in no way allected
by the judgment of the Criminal court acquitting the accused by giving them the
benefit of doubt. The criminal court held that il had not been established that
Pukhan Yadav sustained an injury from a pellet fired from Nagendra Pragad Singh
and so acquitted the latter as well as the petitioner. In democralic elections any
kind of ltimidation of the voters, interfering with the free exerclse of their fran-
chise, 1s a serious matter. It is not in evidence whether there was or was not
any prohibitory order in regard to the carrying and or use of fire arms cr other
lethai weapons during the election period. However; the carrying of fire arms
and firing them during an election would obviously scare awgy simple rural voters.
This woyld definitely be an attempt to viliate free and fair electiong end act as 2
grave threat to the freedom of choice of voterg in a democracy. Such practices
should be visited with the utmost rigour of the law. Ag both the High Court and
the Supreme Court have found that there was the exercise of undue irfi1ence I
find it difficult {o accept the arguments of Shri Varma that as o result of the
acouittal in the criminal case there are circumstances in favour of the petitioner.

8. The petitioner has stated in the petition before the President that so far ag
acction 123(7) is concerned, the charges and evidence were based on the provision
of law which hag already been amended with retrospective effect; and that apart,
the allegation on the face of it was technical and the evidence adduced on the point
was shaky. This is not factually ang legally correct. The amendment to section
123(7) made by the provisions of the Flection Laws (Amendment) Act 1975 relales
to the arrangements made by an officer in the discharge or purported dischurge of
hiz offictel duty which shall not be deemeg to be assistanec for the
furtherance of the prospects of the candidate’s election. This amendment
has_ nothing to do with the corrupt practice under section 123(7) found proved
against the petitioner. The corrupt praclice which has been proved against the
petitioner was that Shri J. N, Singh g Block Development Officer, canvassed votes
for the petitioner, and moveq with the petilioner in his jeep on an electioneering
campaign. There is nothing in the apprecialion of evidence by the High Court and
the Supreme Court to show that the evidence was shaky. The other grounds urged
by the petliloner for the removal of the disqualification cannot be considered as
mitloating factorsg in this case

%, For the above reagsons, I am of the view that there are no circumstances in
the insiant case which would justifv the exercise of a discretion to show clemency.
I therefore, tender opinion under seciion 8A(3) of the Representation of the People
Act, 1951 that the misdemeanour of the elected candidate. Shri ilardec Narain
Singh, should be punished with the full rigour of the law and that thig ig not a fit
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case for removing the disqualification for the unexpired portion of the period of six
years effective from 12 August, 1971 durlng which Shri Singh would remain dis-
qualified, under the original section 8A of the Representation of the People Act,

1951.
(8d,) T. SWAMINATHAN,
Chief Election Commissioner,

New Delhi, July 21, 1976
[No. F. 7(15) /76-Leg. II]
B, VENKATESWARAN, Jt, Secy.

fafly, am st wRet w16 s
RECICIRELR))
wlagaa
7% faesfi, 30 v, 1978

wlo %Mo 576 (g).~—rgala gra frar aar fremfafay sw  qumeTor

wY STy ¥ Ty seerfma frar oar & —

WT Y
st g arvam fag WY 1069 ¥ fagr< fawm wwr & faw g grarr frafsq
A fagre wrsw ¥ 251~ gefead frafes o ¥ fraffag sadi § @ sfaffoa
wfufrow, 1951 (fodrwwil zo% wowry 999 afefre wer mar §) & oo 8%

F o, Je g frata fafe (dmvasr) wfafeas, 1975 (1975 %7 40) & sTOW
% % gz oY, vy a4 A sty & fae ffew @ ™y ;o

T frgar A 95 waty o Al gf

M I A g@7 qruav fag 7 o wfufraw & aro s gwaTrd
(2) % st o woft o wafy & Mo s & o faedar gere o & fore ety
N wegd A A

A ety ¥ or wfafaoa 5 aro s B gvww (3) F saqueer ¥ 9w
ooff o fafaa wrmr & wa anfr 47

wiT Pt e & oot o (Surdy far) & g fr owoffare gra sww
facdar =Y o o ¥ wafy F g sy & oo 7Y g s =R ;

0T WA, H, GEeRE Ui WEE, W w1 Usafa S¥F ufufmw g
86 X1 ITMTIT (3) A1 @ & NiFal 7 A0 5 g, INT <N gwWA qaqan
fag 1 wolf arip F@T 8 )

Ul W, HHEGET WY HEAE,
af faeel, 13 90ET; 1976 VT & Oegfy |



1764 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA EXTRAORDINARY Parr II—SEc. 3(ii)

I
g w1 frafwT wew
ea frafa® grqes ® qRw

ot sfeffe® wiwfam, 1951 @ wrer 8w (2) ® w7 Y g
wroa™ fag T qeq® o O oot @ fogr §

g we §, ww  Afafater wiafme, 1951 gro o8& (3) & W
Aefa q Pt qefw Y U Iq wOAt ¥ a7 A Y o fawre sdw wtwe afaf
¥ wdlY, =it gy A fag sy ME  wfafafaca wlfafaon, 1951 3 oo s,
ot g frataa fafr (Fataa) sfafeam, 1975 & ew & Sta ggdr o, & sl
T HTA 9 79 3 (rear #7 vy wafy 3 fag 9q faxdar w gew 77 F fag

UsgfE FY YT BT E !
2. ga Tomr wHT # 1q AR F -

(1) = g aew Tag (foeg oot 589 wodm woffars #gr mm g)
1969 # fagre v faura gt & fag goror faafes 2s51-mar
qefera frataT @7 & wimg awdf & &7 # @97 o7 =0T 9%
fratfaq wfaa firar smrar ) ot g3 &= Fog (Fog @9 qow
qurg frafad weftaz wgr 7ar §) 9% fAafeq #t 6w
wraTr & fafer w97 qemr gww e § A & oA
e AT J, areg 5 99, 1970 & wuq fAqg FRT ITET
fagteT g ara= a7 wqre w1 faar qr 5 gl wfufaas &
uTT 123 (2) & wylada TEaE WY e wOA ar 123
(7) % watrada guars %1 a1 § & foy sl § oow frata
FT GENTAAT 6T FAGT 4T & (90 Wgrgar O FW FT O
s fohaT a7 |

(ii) =& 123 (2) & sl wroz wra<wr f6Q ST & 99 & @59 § 99
aara & fawedf & oo, "asw & few sffar welq o
gidq areryr fog wix faafaqd € 993 weEs o T 3EE
fag, wv7 &l & arg, frataa G9 § f9r gagt® &w & fase
UF T HgH T WX 0w gfad gg werse]  (wiw-ane 46)
A, o fF 99 AqQrT FF A gqEr a7 9r, oft A vae fow w6t
Y W oagw § Wy gu 2T 9T ) arew ¥ ag o a1 {5 gwlaw
waaTEl 1 Oweffark F g H owq Tred ¥ fAq qeigEe w
qara far qav qr w9 99w § waww g u< 9w sufwgt
7, 9wl e =N T v fag & qg @ F 9, Cwra,
A0 ST §ATE Y ) AR ¥ O AT g9 £ wers gar g oy
A THT HARTT ¢ FT UF AGLTAT #f7 g@T AT AT g7 4v |
TRt HEY FY AT ADET, ST A qIETT WA &1 g i
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HGAT WT T (47 AILH FeF BIPHT Y A | WET FY @S FT
o amare § ag wiwiaifa foar fo fratea soffare s
THT I[ET F AL HTAT H1 Fifqq & § THd W

(iii) o wfafafaca wfufrmn, 1951 # ww 123 (7) #
WA W AR F AfMEET ¥ gAY ¥ 9w sy
q fafaa =gt gra fag g o & S @ W @
afafrattze fwar war fF amw a0 @ ave fawrs afaert of Fo T
fag J, wega aeifarsf g e faeg & oot § wal & q@ren
T eft W 3 weaE Wit 7 of geT aroaw fag ¥ A ye-fe
IR

(iv) = {Aewaf & mfoomaeaRT ge8 w3 St g oA g w
frats sores w2 faam o

3. I |qraaay ¥ W & freg of fag 34 ovamw A § ade iy
wf ot 2 wfig F gEard qar wfw e W o, e ST ¥ e
22 WA, 1970 F WA ARW AT TIAT IvX FATAT &§ HRAT #F T FT O
faarar | I=@wRAEEAR, IO 12 AR, 1971 TR fviT gary Iv et
& frsat = gfee w3t | gvaam amaa garw Ry w8 fretafer T geve § —

“foraron & gHn @it ¥ o € ¥ 06T AR aEr T S iR ox
R At & waiq @z {5 & guady Y wawT & Gfw 4 ar 3oy famy
% fEarad 4 S F H2AT A ¥ w9 aray § oA gl 9 ) e,
s I | e dEen v fardd a3 fawna ot fear | s e
w1 g waar a7 faa wwe fisan 5 awga: @ a aefare s oR
# fau g wer o3 fammg s *1 ¥ wo{TarT ¥ Arad ¥ TR Wi
Afamdy qER aey § R u e §

g ool foE, w3 o4, 9 WA, 1969 H WUURA 4,15
st wffelad Y wf 40 | ag e wega: gatfos swarafor veadsd
ared %, toraw faate ooffare & ot aft qfeegd @) Qo a9
a8 g, foud o qar wwar ) v gaw aEw ¥ sefianff @
faeg a1 wraan ga@r ) wfiadt ik Ay fez ow wa
A Taw % arer awge €7 | wdverdt 3 TR fag w1 TR s faw
Fgr 40 fag T AT FaE | §ET g B avgw B TR § wfw
TFAC N AVE HATA FIAT 7T 9 F sy aamg s s 9 )
At 7 fiy wradly fag Wit 97 fagrd fag g wrd, ay
FI HATH @0 & FAZET WIH g1 T | fiswfiT wrfees 5 o
e agaar A § T Oy 999 A vear & g3 foweafreat § wae
fpar gast e wluw ff 7
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4. avF sfafafae afafram, 1951 & arar sv A (2) & weftn wrgafy
%) SrRgd A7 T waAr gt §, ofr gx@y aowr fog &, fregar waty & dw g
¥ foay sradY fa<dar gem S &) wad wrdRr F gmdT § 9w qofd o w5 §

5. SN FT Qg g0Har F 9T, AT F wqq ar et afawe 9h-

fufey & atfcg Safeaa 17 AT 9od wwsr H 9@ FST 57 qIGITTT AT ar qr)

16 s, 1976 &1 g€ gTAR F Fua, #ft Fo Fro awf, afvs  afgwwar, oy

ggraar & fag =i ggo o fag, st Foo wam AT = W7o Tro T, wltawar
q, =t fag & 3 ¥ Safea gu A o=gi Aifas &1 & fagar fwar

6. =N fug % fredar g S & fag =7 a9 qary S qrax O feg i,
§ @87 § €7 T6T & i~

=t g<3q Araaer fag A1 fadar &Y oz ad 1 wafw 12 9, 1971 Ay wreew
g WIT I 12 WET, 1977 B FAC T | 74T: {1 AV 9T IUAT AT 97 OF A9
FAT X 1 22 WAA, 1970 %1 I=AW WA T HI{Qq wqua 71 wiaw 35T &7 fAz ay
g7 adt fatarfa et & faafoa w2 frar ar st ow faars qur ggeq 1 qwrr =7 7
g g § | ffeg 9 Anea ¥ 9Rg ©9 Arg A gared ¥ & oY B g 3o faw
fagr< faar qar B 5% ¥ Suleaq g awv & faa feq swfeqa grar 70 arg % fag
wirgras 3 Tr 99 faam gar & weer F ©71 § 3491 2909 47 © 1 79I A fag avean
¥ 22 wiA, 1970 & watqa 3w aidmw & faw advg £ 35999 @amaq 7 @ifeg
T mEe arfea frar qr, ez #raw o afy g7 safasr o frar sor o+ fog
¥ frregar 1 wafy & 6 v qgr &7 y¥ F% fag &) ™ T eaqd w63 AT wandw
% OHet o7 A gas THe Wi ol grag arame fag & faeg oF wrovofa s |mar
QI svr GfEdr &7 g 324 MT 109 TAC AT AT 9T 27 T AR
ToF THET ST 97| A WIHEAT HAT HIT AR AT IHIFAT T AT H qT T S5 J1a70T
ST PR Ao & awe frated arvad S fFem a g or | o ged aredn fhg ¥
ST T AT & aeEe & O A ife s qEmad w7 gudt M7 e s a4q1
FEIAT AT & T T § Aqaw § 1 S g & o & 937 5 F7 Ao
T TN FT ST WU BT T qr | we% Saw A T ag wfafqaifer tear
ur fr stfiatsra oar sefi & fama s ey w3 0 w96 (@7 & 0 ATATE A
S¥g T SI9 3T 5T I AR 1 f5ar @ 1 G e § o § G wi e
Tt & St o) g 1 wedet @ & WY TATY KT HEAH HAFT B ATHE W IT6
fireg AE ANET ST AT § | WAIATC A 1042 F A AR F AGE H AW A wqHE) Hav
wY & frgar @ oam, g 1971 WX 1972 F Wty fratas wie wvq qar &
fafars Fratry o ooea, 1971 & <o faes ofvaz & fog fralaa & as @ g
a7 aficfesfagi # ag ©F dar wwar & femd @ wafy ¥ fag fdar gevd A 1)
o qut ¥ A afafafier wfrfrs, 19510 # grr 123(7) & A7 wex qraTT
5 aeaeT § g Favea & fasent g ard qf vor ag e g

7. #F weff, wEF wwdT ¥ feg Ty gearAw AT A7 Fo Tro 7at ¥ Mfaw
ot € wEaTgdE S # ¥ ) ag ara frreaes 7@ & B S0 wqwra aR & o
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Ty Fars wf oy P v uformeTss wF wAeTat gys gAr 9r W HX F RTI4TN
AT T AT FR ¥ R, $65 g wT adtar w1 @ A, Wi A B er
g\ mfagtse wrefl ger 46 waty qa gEoy, A W F@TT I & WT ggt Wy
qvT, ET & AT G I3 qrved KT SoAeT AqrrEd Lt ¥ e w7 § 9% %i-
Fautfea fray a1 fr oft 97 fag g5 a2 g1 0 g waara & faag Bar waum e
# qrer =t g ATorger fag % Hrg T H A9 wogqr 1 Ioudw AT & fAnm &
nyavT, Do gifeee 1 fad & off a7 gar s=ar a1 O 39 sfaadt A dsor
Foeg iy sl weiry & 9 w8 I &, g3 et A dean W gwar ¥ wiuw ofr S
T T o wEAT F ORAT B 3 W) S ad T & s wA® TR R ST W
v Prar strar a4t wref {3 @ A qrr 324 w109 Far wrgg wfafers
g1 27 % A wwwtus o fag 2, % fam-foew § 1 frales osf § ool
uen A wg ¢ T ot ge’a qrame fag $YT s wier g fig v Sw § dr Gag
F%F T A AT ITH G 0T A oA 34T IR 97 AALrar F gwg oy v A S A
wg wran ¥ foor afF Far 7y 523 ;) o Al gen Ay Ay gz L gies-
AET WAF HALTA WG T oAy Wawrw g v S o A e fava meEems sy
% wrdw &1 fag 579 & foa gaar ff wafea & 1 o 99 ST AT IS ATY ATOTS
% fasea ox el o wiTe ¥ 2ifew anmew F 9w w1 wwm G G w5 Y
fsm g wfwgaat =1 @2z o1 =ira 393U 3F v o7 fem v ar 0 wifyw
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