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MINISTRY OF L.AW, JUSTICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS

(Leglslatlve Department)
NOTIFICATION
New Delhi, the dth November 1976

8.0. 708(E).—The following Order made by the President js published for general
information,

(ORDER

Whercas the election of Shri Balwan Singh, thc returncd candidafe from the Sarwan
Khera Assembly constituency in the State of Uttar Pradesh at the general clection to the
1.cgislative Assembly ol that State held in February, 1974, was declared void by the Allaha-
bad High Court by its judgment dated the Sth April, 1975;

And whereas an appeal of the rcturned candidates to (he Supreme Court apainst the
judgment of the said High Court, was dismissed by the Supreme Court by its Order dated
the 4th Febrvary, 1976;

And whercas the Secrctary, Tcgislative Assembly of the Stale of Uttar Pradesh, being
the authority specified by the Central Government for the purpose of sub-section (1) of
section 8A of the Representation of the People Act. 1951 (hereinufter referved 1o as the
said Act). under the notification of the Governmen{ of Tndia in the Ministrv of Law, Jus.
tice and Company Affairs (Lecgislative Department), No. 367(II) dated the 25th May, 1976,
has submitted the case to the President for determination of fthe question as to whether
the said Shri Balwan Singh shall be disqualified. and if so, for whai period;
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And whereas the President has sought the opinion of the Election Commission in the
maticr in pursuance of sub-section (3) of the said scclion BA;

And whercas the Ilection Commission has, in its opinion (vide Ampnexurc), recom.
mended the imposition of a disqualification on the said Shri Balwan Singh for a period of
five years from the date of the Order of the President under sub-scction (1) of the said
scelion BA;

Now, therefore, I, Fakhruddin Alj Ahmed, President of India, jn exercise of the powers
ct_mterrpd on me under syb-‘sectlon (1) of section BA of the said Act, do hcreby imposc o
dl;e_aqll(g]lgcatlon on the said Shri Balwan Singh for a period of five years from the date of
this Order.

Rashtrapati Bhavan, FAKHRUDDIN ALI AHMED,
New Deihi, the 28th October, 1976, President of India,

- ANNEXURE
ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA
Berore THE CHIEF FLECTION COMMISSIONER

In re : Reference from_t/w President under section 84(3) read with section 8A(1) of
ghe ﬁepre.s‘z’marlvn of the People Act, 1951 regarding the case of Shri Bahwant
ingh.

This iy g reference to the Commission from the President of India under section 8A(3)
read with section 8A(1) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (hercinafter referred
1o as the Act). The election of Shri Balwan Singh (hercinafter referred to as the returned
candidate) to the T.egislative Assembly of Uttar Pradesh in 1974 has been set aside on
the ground of the commission of corrupt practices under section 123(5) of the Act. The
reference seeks the opinion of the Commission as to whether the returned candidate should
be _di;qualiﬁed in terms of scction 7(b) rcad with section RA(1) of the Act, if so, for what
period.

2. The returned candidate was elected to the legislative Assembly of Uttar Pradesh in
February, 1974 from Sarwan Khera Assembly constituency on the ticket of thc Bhartiya
Lok Dal (BLD), His election was challenged before the Allahabad High Court by §/Shri
Prakash Chandra and lai Chandra (hereinafler referred to as the election petitioners) who
were electors in that constitvency. The grounds on which the election was challenged
were ;—

(1) that the returncd candidate himsclf and his workers, agents and supporters with
his consent, made offcrs to Khanazda Thakurs of Village Baithana that they
would be recognised and amalgamated in the Thakur community if they voted
for him and not for the Caongress candidate: thereby committing a corrupt
practicc under section 123(1)(A)(b) of the Act;

(2) that the returned candidate himself and his workers and agents with his consent
threatened the voters of villages Baithana, Umran, Sanghasiapur, Sarsi and
Maranli with dire consequences if they did not vote for him and voted for
the Congress candidate; thereby committing A corrupt practice under scclion
123(2)(a) (i) of the Act;

(3) that the returned candidate himself and his workers, supporters and agents with
his consent hired, procured and utilized cars, jeeps and tractors with trolley
for free conveyance of electors; therchy comumnitting a corrupt practice under
section 123(5) of the Act;

(4) that the returned candidate and his workers and agents incurred an expenditure
of more than Rs. 35,000, thercby committing g corrupt practicc under sec-
tion 123(6) of the Act;

(5)(a) that the teturned candidate and his workers and agents with his consent got
printed 1dentity slips containing his symbol znd distributed them amongst the
voters wilthin the constituency, and that it materially affected the result of the
election;

(b) tha; the rteturncd candidate made extensive convassing within 100 yards
of the polling station and that it materially affccred the result of thic elections
thereby contravening rules framed under the Act;
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(6) that the returned candidatc und his workers and agents with his consent, got
pxl-mted and pul;llshcd a pamphlet containing a staiement to the eflect that
Bnbu_ Lal Dhobi h:\d retired from the consent; thercby committing a corrupt
practice under section 123(4) of the Act;

3. The allegation regarding printing of identity slips containing th ho :
pressed.  The Court found that the returned canci’idate? (or his wgrkcr:, q:;;}:ntsl a‘;f:lls Sﬁgf
porters) had not been proved to have interfered with the free cxercise of their voie by voters
and had therefore wot committed u corrupt  practice of this kind Lsection
123(])(A) or 123(2) of the Act]. The Court recorded a finding that the retuwrned candidate
had indeed procured Tractor No. UPG 9962 with trolley and hired Jeep No, UPW359 and
Tractor UTE 5865 with trolley and thut the said vehicies had, in fact, been used for free
conveyance of voters to Naubuasta, Jagarpur and Tigal polling stations; thereby commitling
a corrupt practice under section 123(5) of the Act. In view of this finding the High Court,
by its judgment dated 9 April 1975 declared the election of the returned capdidate void.
The election petitioners were oot able to prove the other allegations to the satisfaction of
the High Court.

4, On 28 April, 1975 the rcturned candidate filed an appeal in the Supreme Court
against the decision and Order of the High Court. By its Order dated 2 Muy, 1975, the
Supreme Court stayed the operation of the judgment and Owder of the High Court. Subse-
quently, after analysing the evidence adduced before the High Court in the matier of pro-
curing/hiring of vehicles for the free conveyance of electors, the Supreme Court came to
the conclusion that the findings of the High Court that Shri Bulwan Singh hud procured
Tractors No. UPG 9962 with trolley, that it had been vsed for the purpose of free transport
of the clectors 1o the Naubasta polling station and the returned candidate had thereby com-
mitted a corrupl practice within the meaning of section 123(5) of (he Act were correct
und must be upheld. In view of this categorical finding, the Supreme Court did not find it
necessary 1o examine the allegations regarding the hiring or procuring of the other two
vehicles as the commission of a corrupil praclice had already been proved in regard to one
vehicle, The finding in respect of one vchicle was sufficient for disposing of the sppea] and
voiding the clection. By its Order dated 4 Febroary 1976, the Suprems Court dismissed
the appeal of the retruned candidate,

5. On rcceipt of the reference from the President, the Election Commission issued uotice
to the returncd candidate, affording him an opportunity of being heard, before tendering
its opinion to the President under scction BA(3) of the Act, A hearing was fixed for the
purpose on 12 August, 1976. The returned candidate was preaent. He was also represented
by Shri Sham Lal Yadav, M.P, and Shri R. D. Upadhyaya. As they desired to refer to
and rely on the Paper Book submitted to the Supreme Court and requested time (o produce
the Paper Book. another hcaring was fixed for 26th August, 1976. On that date written
submissions were made on behalf of the returned candidate and were brought on record.

The casc was also argued.

6, Shri Sham Lal Yadav contended that the returncd candidate was found guilty by the
Court of only one corrupt practice under section 123(5) of the Act, when he was alleged
to have committed a number of corrupt practices. His slection had also been sct uside on
an earlier occasion on the pround that he had committed a comupt practice under scc-
tion 123(5) of the Act, Tt was most unlikely that the returned candidate would risk the
voiding of his elcction again by committing the samc corrupt practice. The tractor which
was proved to have been used by the returned candidate had been purchased hy him in the
name of his wifc. The transaction was ‘benami’. Tn fact it wad his own tractor. There
was, thercfore, no question of hiring or ‘procuring’ this fractor. Tt might have been qused
for the purpose of free conveyance of clectors incidentally. This was fo be distinguished
from a cuse where thore was regular hiring. The appellate court had not given a finding
on the other two vehicles,  Inviting attention 1o section 100(1)(d) of the Act, he con[.cnde»d
that when 2 corropt practice is committed by an agent, il should be proved that it has
materially aflecied the result of the election. Only one tractor and _(ml]eyful of voters had
been actually seen carried free. A material influence on the clection result could not be
presnmed.  Moreover, the consent of the candidate had not been provgd to have been given,
In any case this was not such a seripus offence as to merit disqualification. The returned
candidate had been only a ‘proforma’ member of the Assembly since the date of the Stay
Order granted by the Supreme Court viz. 2 May, 1975, The retarned candidate had alrcagly
suffered ‘de facto® disqualification since the date of the order of the ngh‘ Court viz. 9 April,
1975. Even if any disqualification was 10 be imposed. the period of ‘de facro® disqualifi-
cation already suffered should be considered adequate,

stress was on the cvidence on which the returned

i . h i ai
7. Shri R. D. Upadhyayas main der section 123(5) of the Act. He

candidate was found guilty of the corrupt practice un



submitted that the finding of guilt had been made on the basis of the testimony of one
polling agent, who was a close relation of a rival candidate and at whose instance the pcti-
tion had been filed, Shri Upadhyaya also submitted that five different corrupt practices
had been allcged and even il the veturned candidate was found guilty on all the counts,
the maximum penalty would have been six years. In this case, the returned candida(e was
exonerated on four counts and was found guilty only on ong count, Thercfore, a lesser
punishment would meet the ends of justice. Furthermore, the lapse on the part of the
returned candidate did not involve any moral turpitude. Shri Upadhyaya also referred to
earlicr rulings that the use of one’s own vehicle or carrying voters free would not amount
to a corrupt practice involving “hiring or procuring” a vehicle under section 123(5) of the
Act.  He pleaded that in view of this the law had been a little doubtful and asked that
a lenient view should be taken of the use of a vechicle only nominally belonging to his wifc
but in fact belonging to the returned candidate himself. Coumnscl further pointed out that
the returned candidate had won by & large margin and the free transport of a few voters
could not have materially affected the result. He contended that the returned candidate
had alrcady sutfered disqualification inasmuch as he had lost all the privileges of an elccted
member of the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly. These should be treated as extenu-
ating circumstances and no disqualification should be imposcd. If, however, any disqualifi-
cation was at all to be imposed, it might be restricted to the period which the returned
candidate had already in fact, suffered.

8. The Commission had pointed out at un carly stage of the arguments that it was bound
by the findings of the Appellate Court and, to the extent that the Appellatc Court had not
given any findings, on the findings of the court ol the Arsy instance (viz. the Allahubad
High Court), both on fact and on law, The Commission was nol a second and superior
appellate authority to differ from the findings of these two courts. Both courts had wrilten
elaborute judgments and given cogent reasons for their findings and orders. The Commis-
sion could, therefore, only examine whether there were any extenuating clrcumstances
because of which no disqualification should be imposed and the guestion of the quantum
of disquulification, if one is to be imposed.

9. Tt is indeed true that there were a number of allegations of the commission of cor-
rupl practices under section 123 of the Act; but that the returred candidate has been satis-
ractorily proved to be guilty of only onc corrupt practicc vader section 123(5) of the Act.
However, in the absence of a finding by the Supreme Court on the hiring or procuring of
a jeep and a second tractor and trailer, the finding of the High Court on the hiring or
procuring these two vehicles also must hold the field, In the result, the returned candidate
is proved to have hired or procurcd three vehicles and used them {freely for the transport
of voters to several polling stations without any payment by the voters. On the admission
of counsel himself the returned candidate had at an earlicr election, been found guilty of
the same corrupt practice, leading to the voiding of his election. The hiring or procuring of
vehicles for the free transport of electors to or from any polling station is listed by the
law as a corrupg practice as such free transport would be a wrongful inducement to voters
and would place the candidale committing this practice at an unfuir advantage compared
with other candidate for the same seat. The returned candidate has used not one vehicle
but three and the trend of the evidence shows that the threc vehicles were freely used for
the transport of eleclors without payment, In the face of the record of the returned candi-
date of similar guilt on an earlier occasion even inviting the penalty of the voidance of his
election by a couri finding and order the Commission feels that there are no ecxtenuating
circomstances and that it would not be advisable 10 take a lenient vicw of the guilt of tho
rcturned candidate in this matter, It is, therefore, the opinion of the Commission that a

disqualification must be imposed,

10. There is not much force in the contention that the returned candidate hus already
sulfercd a de facto disqualification. The stuy order made it possible for the returned
candidate to retain 'nis seat until the final disposal of the appeal. Therefore, from the
date of the stay order of the Supreme Court viz. 2 May, 1975 until the final disposal of
the appeal by the Supreme Court on 4 Fehruary, 1976, the returned candidate has been,
in the eyes of the law, a mcmber of the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly. Hig scat
had not been rendered vacant and no vacancy had arisen, It is well-cstablished law
that where there 'nas been an appeal to the Supreme Court and a stay order has becn
granted, the disqualificalion runs from the date of the final disposal of the appeal and the
order of the Supreme Court vacating the stay.

Therefore, the disqualification of the returncd candidatc cannot run from a date
earlier than 4 Fcbruary, 1976. In order that a disqualification imposed as a penally for
the commission of serious corrupt practices may be effective, it must run long enough
to prevent the returned candidate from participating in at lenst one gencral election.
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The Uttar Pradesh Legislalive Assembly was constituted after a general election in
February, 1974 and its life would ordinarily be until February, 1979, Under a constitu-
tional amendment already introduced in the House of the People, the normal life of the
House of the People as well as of State Assemblics may be six years instead of five. If
and when this is passed and becomes luw, the prosent Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assem-
bly may continue in cxistcnce in the ordinary course until February 1980. In order
that the returned candidate may be prevented from participating in ‘at least one general
election, il is the view of the Commission that he should be disqualified for a period of
five ycars from the date of the order of lhe President imposihg a disqualification uhder
section BA(1) of the Act.

11. Accordingly, I tender opinion under section 8A(3) of the Act that the returned
candidate Shri Balwan Singh should be disqualified for a period of five years from the
date of the order of the President under scction 8A(1) ol the Act,

(Sd.) T, SWAMINATHAN,
Chicf Election Commissioner of India.

Nrew Drril,
15 Sepicmber, 1976,

[Ne., F, 7(19)/76-Leg. 11)]
E. VENKATESWARAN, Jt. Secy.

fafa s AT erdt &4 dv@AT
(Farsrat frsrm)

afggaar
77 facedT, ¢ 77N, 1976

®lo Wro 708 (%) ~—vregafy grar faar war faeafefaa maw adanno F1
sAerer & o swrfaa fear srar 81—

nigy

s e fag, saedamfaam awr & e wwEdt, 1974 § g @
faates ¥ sw wrow & axaw ger gur-faales g & faifae sadt 9 ) s
SS9 AmIEa  qrom 9 wite, 1975 & wo fue g 3ad i w1 g aifew
T fur qr ; '

IFT I ~AATAT F Fy & Teg Is=aw fmarey § fagitaa srvod¥ 7 s ia
Y ISAGW GIAVET H AT 4 BLEET, 1976 ® muw wewm gra @it a1 famr
qr ;

IAT 93w OeT 77 Gty a9r % qfww §, W a5 sfafafier wfafqzw, 1951
(fsd zad =t owa wfufaaw @77 T §) #7907 66 F1 9991 (1) F 947
ard W aErT & fafa, s T Aot w0 wavew (TEan fowe) $ sfrgsan
Ho 367 (£), ardra 25 wE, 1976 & wetA, F=tw g @ fafafae mifem §,
IHG AR TeEnta BT oag wawiE o ¥ R wiga fRar @ e s ow Y e
fag # fr<fes &< faar o aitx afe &f, o frad safu & fed
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wzafa ¥ g0 W 9¥, 9% HUU 8% ®Y Iwr (3) % wwer § fataw
o A T A

fratsa st 3wy <o ¥ (Surew Afad), oz fewrfo 21 & & saa
ST Fq0T Fag F1, 337 9 8% &1 39407 (1) F W T wegnfy ¥ wRw A adra
¥ a7 3d g7 wafa & far fcfea ¢ fzar smo

Ha:, wE, ¥, FEEENT FAT HAR, ARG w1 vemly, sFq wiwtww w7 awr
8% FN SOMCA (1) & w7 qA T AfFqal ®1 TIW F7 g, 595 = Fwarw foy
FY ST AR R @ F of7 of 71 wafa F o frfeq s=ar g

HHAEETT HAT WA,
a2 fawt ; T & Tegafd |
i 28 WATHY, 1976

IqTEY
Wil w1 frafan
weq fratem sngea & w9g

st sfffca mfafeam, 1951 WY wrer sw(1) & mra ol v sw(3) @
s sy TN FoE ¥ A ® qreey § Ueqln § gq fdn € faea d )

Tmeanfa 3 ag fadw o wfafsfaea sfafsow, 1951 (5% gad =@
nfuafTaw wgr @ &) FY g 8-F (1) * amg ofsq ura s8—=(3) & mifra fratew
g &t frr B oft amaa fag (fowg 3g® s fratfee svadf e
¥) 1974 % IR 2w fagm aw & foy fatfaq g & s9% oo fal=m #7 g9
A T areT 7T faar war § fF o=gin wfafaes # i 123(5) § Sfcwfea
wez s f6d & ga fadw & fastse s 81 gw weaew @ g Wil o 3 fw
a7 fratfae weadt &Y wfafaas &Y aror 8% (1) & @ wfeg a=w 7(@) & sl
fefea s faar siran ifed M afe gi, @ ot safe & feq o

2. Faatfad aeadt =<1, 1974 ¥ 9T 93w faam oo & Q¥ gw@w |
ot Pt g & st @ @@ (Hre gmo ¥1o) & forz v faaifaa gar ar
gat frataw &) wdslt sam = A% smere (g gad o frafsa soffais
Fel ) ¥, 51 9a foatew o @ (atas 9, sam@r o= Ay F awey T
@ gt | 34 frataT &) fo At av T S af o, F fawmem E —

(1) f% g faatfas avmdff ¥ qar sew smFate, afesatst s gt
T Iuer wgals ¥ qqMT AW F GASTAT S ¥ qHA qg ey
Tt ar fr afz  #iie g Y ao 9@ guar a9 3 q 97 S1F
¥ wq ¥ "regmr Y oAt st smpe @me ¥ fawr fwor s,
Ta ST "wiufraw =7 g7 123(1) (F) (F) & =17 wee wreew
oy o
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(2) f& o faaffag et & wivend 3 @l 717 sfawabdi § oy
wzafd ¥ Fyrar, gaw, Farfeamgy, a6 N ARG mAt & wazmasi
T qawr qr 47 fw afe & 9% A9 7 % FUG gyadt A7 q4WGT 98
I ar gax aeiie  ofonm g, 3o e wigfran s ar 123
(2) (%) (1) & =efver wrez av=reor far 4T

(3) T =ad Fagtfaa weadT ¥ qar e awaisi, andst M afvrais)
& g ggafy & fratewi & wuq wagw & oo #1T, S o g
afgq dFeT wi¥ ax {5q, o gvra faar wix g3y Ioqn firar ;
g Trr sfafFra Frar 123(5) & A& W52 wray a7 sy ;

(4) fw fratas seadf i< 356 Foiwatsl ag Afgwatdi T 35,000
To & fuw m1 ey fwar g4 vy alwfran 1 aw 123 &
HT WeE ATFLoy fwar TJ4T

(5) (%) fx faatfag ned ¥ @l god aeisal s gl J
gaay menfa & 8 wg=rT ofwat woarg, fomd gawr 9 a1 #%
3¢ faatea fa % wagrarst § e AT su% faat=s & oftonw
YT WEAIU THIF 9T ;

(@) fa fagifas s § 9qaTT 3 & 100 9% & AITC AIGF €7
§ qagraal 1 M xu8 7 =97 08 wgeaqer 99 W31 0

(6) fx fratfaa svadt & sax a@watdl N afasdiw T 9 genfa
% g wwy #1 OF gferar geng wiv waifea o feoaw s
i Frate & gz aar ) gaga nfufrag @Y @vr 123(4) & w09
qez g frar mr o)

3. ware afeq g1 wi=at & qao araey afve g7 o7 o 26T faat sm
qr | JraTsd &1 ag frewd a1 & o fog =t gor & f fafeg svadt (ar 9q%
FIF TR whaRatst w7 qwdwi)F RAETw 3197 LA W €qqe w9 § 27 7 Ay
awTT F1 geasm frar o safed gra g wore a1 e A [Far fr ofafres
1 ara 123(1) (F) ar 123(2) § afog §] =8Y frar gqr ) wEEE 9 ag frod
nfafsfas frar fo atga:, fratfea s § s afeg E9e3 do o dTo HTo 9962
Iuret f3a7 YT G o Qo dTo T o 359 7T 7T &feq §7TT o o &Vo Fo 5865
12 5% ferar a1 w17 & nifyat Aaww, ssege w7 famd waera #7411 aF Aasramii &
e T F fog g #1A R & 8af; g arnfafma wraer 123(5) & miA
wez ey foear wm ) ga frogd st omm § @y gy, 9w @ J faifag
st w1 faatsw a1l o witw, 1975 % s faoff grer e wivfw &3 faar

4. 28 90w, 1975 %1 Fratlaa weadfT & g=v apmem & favir 3T wnda
% freg S=90W WWTST H UF oiE GIe F | FESqW AEEd T aria 2 w9y
1975 & TG AW FIT I9T AT % (A0ra Hiw wdAw F owada w0 O faar
T W%, 9 e &1 fARAa w3 ¥ avr, o fatuwi & qd sadn % ey mied
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F QT FHCA[AE I BAF wrEed ¥ 9= ey # ¥ G w g, geeaw
ST T a9 gg=n fr g mmaa % ¥ frad & off awar fag 1 g
afgq gaeT o To To o 9962 I FrAT 91, THAT JOUANT FYaeqr wqarT 7= aF
frafawt & qua wagw #0 & fag fray war a1 92 gy g7 faifaa gyt & wfi-
fram FY mrer 123(5) % w4l ¥ e graww Grar, w5 § #itw g9y gfee mraas
21 7o ww frord ®1 sA § @S gX, ISR WA T 98 wEwT Agl
gaar {5 o= D wfga & w2 9¥ fao o M S frr ST qeaa sfwraat
FY A HY T FNTH 0F TEY F geEey § A9 wrawwr w71 Frar s fag g G
¥ o Ay &7 qrag ford, sifte w1 frverw w7 AR frate e afve foe
ary & fadr agicd q7 1 Iwwaw Ammen F faifaa wvedff w1 ooie arda 4
HEL, 1976 F TTA MW FT & 7T AT

5 wszqly ggiza @ fraw wed g1 9T Maglas mravr & wfafqas & grr
8% (3) ® sl wgalfa a1 swdt WA 3T % 0 d, faatfaa geadt @ qaaqrg #r
FIAT T FIT §C OF 97 A0 | zw Ao F fay 12 wwed, 1976 &
gaars faag # wf ) fraifea seff 38 fer safess gar ) semr sfafafac
Y BqTT AT AT, A TIET AR A Ao Fo Iateary 7 ofv fwar ar 1 s
yeaaw qraea ¥ wege @ g dreaw H vy fadw v o) e afae 3% €
TIBT IHT FY W T TF Gw FE & fa7 qug qfw | =73 26 7T, 1976 F gAY
gaard faag &y 7F 1 9w arda w1 (Raffaa aeadt w7 o) & fafaq fadza G oy
X 97§ ACAAG 1 HT AT TAT | AR 9T qgq A gE |

6. 1 vam A ared ¥ ug s &1 fw faaifsa gerdt &) amaag 3 gfie
fram &Y aTer 123(5) & WA AT TF W wqrA & fa¥ A qrar g7 97 v
Iq T FAF W ATAW F F AAT 4 1 IAF7 FatwT 12k g W tw g
q¥ HaEd T faay Tav ar 6 3ad wlafvan 3 G 123(5) F 70T s Hra
fipar qr 1| ag faar swivrey a1 05 fatt=a oendt 28 we str=eor s qav faqi-
4 1 O WET FIA F T ISEAT | A L9, fwawt amq a8 fag gwe ar fw
fratfag wendf & sam  goqw fear ar, faatfag weodt 3§ godft  ocdr & am o
GO 9T | FF T AT 9T 1 ARTF H A SHEL SHKT Y AT a7 17 THT FY Wi
qT AN AT AT T FT H AN &Y 487 &1 79T § FF wwifw = ¥ gwwr 9w
frats & AWy wagw & fad Pear mar g a8 T Mafra s 7 W@ av Fww
IqFHT IIAT FW Y faw & 1 A0 gaEa 7 wea D fgat @ e § w8 frowd
7&t faar ar wiufRaw w7 qRr 100(1) (F) B AT e sewfag 77 gh IFA
w1 % wa srse mracn fray wfaswat ¥ G & @ ag anfaa fear s anfey fw
gay fraifaa & aftom ov Ag@qer ©1 § qqfq 95T § | arewd § dww gF daex
o Fagraedt ¥ 9 2 g3 F et Ay 6l af @y ) frataa afeorm 9w
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