2249 Re, Adl. Motlon

quite contrary to what the facts ure and
what stand the House has also taken, it
is not oply an insult of the House but also
.is a grave betrayal of the trust that the
people have put in this Government. There
are two thing. One is that the Govern-
ment must supply a copy of affidavit filed
before the Court and secondly whether
the affidavit is filed on behalf of the Gove-
roment or by some individual io his indivi-
-dual capacity.

SHRI HEM BARUA rose—

AN HON. MEMBER : Sir he gave the
ruling.

MR. SPEAKER : He was the Chair-
man; so he gave the ruling.

SHRI HEM BARUA (Mangaldai)
This sffidavit contradicts what our previ-
ous Prime Minister has been saving all
about the Kutch. Therefore a statement
should be made.

MR. SPEAKER : That is what I have
heard. Mr. Prakash Vir Shastri raised some
points. You were im the Chair. It was
said that they should be discussed on the
floor of the House when it was contrary
to what was said in the house by the then
Prime Minister. Naturally it can be raised.
It is not a matter of questioning of what
is being done in the Court. It is only
questioning the view of the Govemment
that is stated here. Any way all the things
are put together. Tomorrow, if it is mot
a privilege motion or something, we shall
see how we shall discuss. [ will formu-
late something tomorrow. I have allowed
it. Not at present now, tomorrow evening
we shall discuss this.

.« wy fowd: gEE-AT A §F AT
w¢ ifod

MR. SPEAKER : Lot me sec. We shall
decide.

SHRI §. KUNDU : Have you seen the
lines. 7 For your information, may I read
it out, Sir ?

MR. SPEAKER : Not now.
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SHRI §. KUNDU : I think Govern-
ment will circulate this paper. How can
-there be a disussion in this House unless
.they circulate copies of this ?

MR. SPEAKER : Lel me see. | am
not going to decide here and now. Let me
'see. Shri Y. B. Chavan.

++17.21 brs,

CIVIL DEFENCE BILL

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS (SHRI
K. 5. RAMASWAMY) : Sir, on behalf of
Shri Y. B. Chavan I beg to move*

“That the Bill to make provision for
Civil Defence and for matters connec-
ted therewith, be taken into considera-
tion."

The Civil Defence Bill was introduced
in this House last December. The Civil
defence organisation was set up under the
“provisions of the Defence of India Act and
Rules; 1962. With the revocation of the
emergency the Defence of India Act will
cease to be operative from July mnext. To
continue the organisation and administra-
tion of this Civil Defence organisation we
need some statutory provision and hence
we have come forward with this Bill. Sir,
I need not emphasise the necessity for such
an organisation, especially after we had an
experience of the Chinese invasion and
involved in a war with Pakistan.

Civil Defence aims at saving life, mini-
mising damage to property and maintain-
ing continuity of production and civic
services of the country.

Sir, Civil Defence is mainly a volunt-
ary offort. The members of this organis-
tion Join this on voluntary basis and it
gives them a feeling of involvement in
nationmal participation and also they
have got a satisfaction for contributing
their mite for protecting the country
during the times of emergency. There
are about twelve services to be organi-
sed under this organisation and they
need long training and so this need for a
permancat set up under this Civil Defence
system. Alot of equipment has to be

" *Moved with the recommendation of the President,
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procured, instalied and stored. So, the
Civil Defence System bas to be & parma.
pent one If this is to function effectively
at the time of emergency.

The present Bill contains provisions
which are already found in the Defence
of India Act and Rules and also it conta-
ins the provision of the Personal Injuries
Act, 1962, in regard to compensation to
civil defence volunteers, under this Act.

This Bill does not make any change in
administrative or organisational set up of
the system already pravalling. The orgaai-
sation will continue to be wvoluntary as
before and no pressure of any kind is to
be used in enlisting the cooperation of the
people.

1 am sure the House will appreciate how
necessary it is to have an efficleat system
of civil defence for our country to function
at the time of emergencies for the protec-
tlon of the property and life of the people.

So, I commend this messure for the
consideration of the House.

MR. SPEAKER ' Motion moved.

“That the Bill to make provision for
civil defence and for matters connected
therewith, be taken into consideration.

SHRI SRINIBAS MISRA (Caottack) :
On a polat of order. This Parliament has no
power to make laws regarding any matter
contained in List Il of the Seventh Sche.
dule. If the emergency is tbere, then it
could be done under articles 249 and 230.
But uanless those condition are satisfied,
this House has no power.

So, it has to be seen whether by simply
affixing the phrase ‘defence” it could be
made to come within the purview of List I.
By simply affixing the phrase ‘defence’ and
calling it intellectual defence or health
defence and so on, could we legislate for
{hose matters? By saying intellectual defence
Act, can we legislate in the matter of
oducation? In the same way by addiag the

word ‘defence’ can we legislate for
morals, religion for endowments and
everything else?

MR. SPEAKER : But defence is with
the Centre.
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SHRI SRINIBAS MISRA : Simply
beciues defeace K with the Coatre this
kiad of argument will not hold good.

MR. BPEAKER : whils speaking on
the Bill he could make thess points,

SHRI SRINIBAS MISRA : It I a
constitutional question and not & qQuedtion
of making poimts. Itis a coastitutional
question whether this Houe has the
competence to pass this. If it is not within
the competence of this Houss, why should
it be taken into consideration ?

For this puropse, the provisions of
this Bill have to be seen. Clause 3
reads thus :

“The Central Government may, for
secutlng civil defence, by notlfication,
make rules providing for all or any of
the following matters...

When even Parliament has no power
to make laws regarding these things, can
we delogale the power t0 the Cemtral
Goveraméat to make rules and laws regard-
ing this? This is to be seen, This is a seri-
ous matter. Uoder the guise of civil
dafence, the Central Governmeat are trylog
to nullify List II by seeking to take all
the powers that are vested In the 3tale
Governmwois aod the State legidlatures.
An snumération of the variouse items will
prove my point.

The whole of clause 3 refors to entries
1 and 2 of list I1. ¢ Clause 3 (1) (x) : refers
to ¢

“preventing the prosecution of dny
work liklly to prejudice clvil defence;”

This comes under item 35 of list I1.
Clause 3 (1) (d) reads thus :

“prohibiting or regulating trafic...”
This comes under item 13 of Mat II.
Items (j) and (1) of clause 3 (1) are prohibi-
ted under articles 31 and 19 (1) (f) of the
Fundamental Rights Chapter.
Item (n) reads :
“seizure and custody or destruction

of Injured, unclaimed or dangerous
animals.”

Article 31 is violated by shis.
(o) (i) reads :

Praftways, tramways, roads, bridges,

Item
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and all other means of transport by
land or water,”

This comes under item 13 of iist IL
Item (o) (iv) reads thus :

“sources and systems of water supply,
works for the supply of water, gas or
electricity and all other works for
public purposes.” '

This comes under {tems 17 and 25 of
List 11,

1 would not enumerate all the items
but I would only mention that all these
things come under List 1I. If in the. guise
of defence, the Central Government want
to regulate the whole of List 1I items, why
should the State governments and State
legislatures be there? It it possible for them
to regulate all these things only when there
is a declared emergency or when the Stales
agree. Why do they not approach the
States for agreecing to these measures?
Unless the States agree, simply by adding
the word ‘defence’ they cannot take the
power to make laws regarding these matters.
So, it is outside the competence of this
House to pass this law.

MR. SPEAKER : Is Shri Samar Guha
moving his amendment ?

SHRI SRINIBAS MISRA : My poiot
of order must be decided.

MR. SPEAKER : 1 bave already
decided. The hon. Member himself has
said that by adding the word ‘defence’ they
have taken it over. 1 would have
said the same thing which the hop. Member
himself had said that by adding the word
*defence’ they have taken it over and can
do it at the Centre.

SHRI SRINIBAS MISRA : They
cannot do it. That was what I had
submitted.

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contal): I
beg to move 1

That the Bill to make provision for
civil defence and for matters conpected
therewith be referred to a Joint Committee
of the Houses consisting at 16 members,
11.from this House, namely : —

(1) Shri Rajendranath Barua

(2) Shri Krishna Kpmar Chatterji
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(3) Shri Y. B. Chavan :
(4) Shri J. K. Choudhury
(5) Shri Benoy Krishna Daschowdhury
(6) H. H. Maharaja Pratap Keshari
Leo
(7) Shrimati Sharda Mukerjee
(8) Major Ranjeet Singh
(9) Shri P. G. Sen
(10) Shri Arangil Sreedharan ; and
(11) Shri Samar Guha.
and 5 from Rajya Sabha ;

that in order to constitute a sitting
of the Joint Committee the gquorum
shall be one-tbird of the total number
of members of Joint Committee ;

that the Commlittee shall make a
report to this House by the 29th Jume,
1968 ;

that in other respects the Rules of
Procedure of this House relating to
Parliamentary Committee shall apply
with such variations and modifications
as the Speaker may make ; and

that that House recommends to
Rajya Sabha that Rajya Sabha do join
the said Joint Committee and com-
municate to this House the names of
5 members to be appointed by Rajya
Sabba to the Joint Committee. (13)

MR. SPEAKER : Both the original
motion and the amendment are now before
the House. Shri Samar Guha can speak
Jater.

SHRI K. P. SINGH DEO (Dhenkanal) :
From the statement of objects and reasons,
it is clear that only that Chinese aggres-
sion in 1962 helped to hit home the fact
on our Government to introduce civil
defence me=asurés in the country. Till
then, we were living in & world of fantasy
and toyed with funny ideas and neglected
this important factor.

As far back as November 1957, on the
occasion of the 8th anniversary of the
Territorial Army, the late Prime Minister,
Pandit- Nehru, -fo his message to the
Savdaan, the jourmal of the T.A. had
stated :

“In this world of storm and conflict,

" 'we have to be ready and vigilant, and
the readiness demands from ys train-
ing and wpity™, =
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But noting happened in this sphere till
in 1962 and 1965 wo were canght papping.
Ewven till now the Territorial Army is in a
shambles not to say of civil defence where
very little has been done.

Countries all over the world today
maintain efficient and sizeable civil defence
organisations and remain in a state of
effective readiness at all times with a high
pitch in this regard constantly maintained,
s0 that they are not caught unawares in the
event of external aggression, as we were
subjected to in 1962 and 1965.

In modern warfare, the test of strength
lies not in the battlefield alone but also
in the morale of the people on the home
front, and their will to survive means a
great deal. It is the strength of the whole
nation that is at stake when the enemy
endeavours to impose its will on its
opponents, by the subtle use of diplomacy
and phychological warfare which is
designed and aimed at destroying the unity
and collective will of the people to resist.
The low morale and iadecisiveness which
the epermy aims to create and spread
among the people through planned pro-
grammes of propaganda and publicity,
through the press, radio, fifth columnists
and aided by other unpatriotic and anti-
national elements, as exhibited by Radio
Peking and Radio Pakistan ia the past,
and very subtly by Radio Peace and
Progress—all this can be effectively com-
bated by proper civil defence measures
only.

Fear and excitement are the two things
which in times of danger result io chaotic
and irrational behaviour where clear
memory and judgment are things of the
past. The enemy strives lo sabolage the
war production and it is not only the
civil population that it cfected but the
armed forced that are starved of their
requirements, which can mean all the
difference between winning and losing a
war.

A well-fed, well-trained and valiant
army can save the nation from external
aggression, but a well-organised civil
defence is a must to save the community
from intetnal disruption, panic and
demoralisation.  Civil defence measures
,hould be designed to achieve one object,
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namely, maintainance of will and morale
of the civilinns.

Since the succeesful operation of civil
defence measures rtequires the spoataneous
co-operation and enthusiasm of the people
as exhibited during the second world war
in Britain and recently in the 6-day war
by Israel, the economic, social and political
conditions of the pesple should be kept at
a high level. This will go along way in
getting the co-operation as far as the com-
munity is concerned. There is no dearth
of eathusiasm in the people for civil de-
fence, as was exhibited afier the 1962 and
1965 aggressions on us. But the Govern-
ment have failed to rise to the occasion to
canalise this enthusiasm into a disciplioed
order. Complacency and the ineffective-
ness of the Government has been demon-
strated in Delhi itself where Rs. 25,000
worth of civil defence equipments have
been lost under the very nose of the Home
Ministry. God alone knows how much
has been damaged or lost in the whole of
India afier the Pakistani aggression.

In this context, I should like to say
that proper inputs for civil defence shouid
be made available to the State Government
such as fire fighting and medical equipment
ambulance and rescue vehicles and crash
helmets. The State Governments should
be subsidised for the fire fighting equipment
by ths Centre and the Centre should insist
on maintainiag a certain standard.

Civil defence can be divided into two
types ; active and passive. The Govern-
ment of India has failed in urging the mass
to generally participate as was expected.
During the Pakistani aggression, our colle-
ague Mr. Dhillon with the people of his
area who were unarmed organised civil
defence ; unarmed civilans on their own
initiative captured a lot of Pakistani para-
troopers without having a single weapon
or any direction from the civil defence
a uthorities.

17.36 hrs.
{Mr. Deputy-Speaker in the Chair)
. MAs for passive measures, casualty

centres should be opemed in everyneigh-
bourhood. Private and Goverament doc-

tors should bg jnduced to act as voluntsers,
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Air raid shelters should be constructed in
every new house which is to be construct-
ed from now on, as they have in Burope,
Israel and, lately in the U.A.R. Civil defence
should be made u compulsory subject in
high schools, colleges and universities.
Civil defence authorities should be held
responsible for any indiscipline or in-
efficiency and siringent measures should
be takea.

Civi] Defence Bill

In this background, | submii te the
Home Minister—that he should have no
objection to amend these clauses accerding
to my suggestions and should look into
our amendment.

In clause 3 (1) (a), the words are “pre-
venting the prosecution of “any work like-
lv to prejudice civil defence.” The phrase
any work" is not only too general in de-
finition but in the point of application will
infringe on the normal avocation of citi-
zens’ fundamental Rights. So, the words
“amy work™ should be substituted by some
other suitable word defining the scope and
nature of the “work™ which should be
sormally public in character.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : The hon.
Member should remember that we have
hardly ene hour for the whole Bill.

BHRI K. P. SINGH DEO : | come
to clause 3(1)(g). Securing of buildings other
than the residents actually living—this alone
should be permissible. The wording ‘in the
event of hostile attack’ is too vague and it
should be substituted by “at the time of
attack only”. [ now come to clause 3{1}(r).
It should go altogether as it deprives a
citizen of the elementary rights in a demo-
cratic way of life. Clause 3(3) is too
Yague and should include wilful acts and
acts as a result of 2 conspiracy to subvert
civil dofence measures should meet with
detersent  punishment—imprisonment or
fine or both. Finally, clause 13 substan-
tiates the objections raised with respect to
clause 3(1) (a), There should be a positive
and clear cut definition of “"any work™ and
“as little as may be consomant”. We
should take the cue from the example of
Britain during the 2nd world war and more
recently from Israel during the 6 day war
and take up our civil defence measures in
u more serious manner to be in effective

readiness than we had been till now.
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=t wofo wywem(fewmyy): swrsas
wg, ag W) Fefaw Arse fem v v
t WEF IR H A AW ¥ W R
T® TN AT F | WTRT T &Y S
fo dmam w1 gfvw v gun @
T TR A F o7 & g 9T gR
fefawr fodia &1 dar@t w1 w1, @
WHATES FXF 1 aq wveT feen @
We oW AR e am oar ) 0F wg
T W fF & oy et ofonw # v
T FF | o & fwar 9 oga
| T F0T W gNR W A agi
daR 6 1| 99 91w A ¥ faw w
g wew v, a9 AT aQrew Wi
fesw & o a3 8 frar

ot w19 W fF w5 93W F qar
Zat ardt # oft @ra e @y oy §
WhRE A6 a g AT & -
“Provided that if there is in existe-
nce in any area in a Siate, immediately
before the commencement of this Act
in that area, an organisation which, in
the opinion of the State Government,
may be entrusted with the functions of
the Corps, the State Government may,
instead of constituting a separate Corps
fgr such area, call upon the organisa-
tion to take over or discharge the func-
tions of the Corps in that area......"”

T F BT AW FT DG qET g
gt Bt ot G o am A e
vk € 2, weaf ¥ av wey gaw W av
g A ¥, a%  wAere 9 foe-
arex & faar wiw st gaF o ad)
wfwwre G ot fir frfer frca & st

o for W @@ ¥ o dwarfea

Memat s syl

o WAL A w9 DF
g ot 3% v ¥ gmd g gfew o
R A gt At} e
qu A ¥ fag gv fiw ww'w & qgmn
X g gz @ o ol wifge ) qER
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(s wo Fao agr=]
wE § wd AN §) e TR
N mgrmar XA Y A faRw
g i foadt ot wo aeg & s
o f& gw ardw &t W v T
Tt § o1 fafaw fewm #7 wreem o¢ wamé
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fir e g W A fom o w19 & forlr
Y a1 ST Wifgw

ay 6(1) ¥ oA wrE & A A
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foegwr wgma g | 9@ a% fedt it W<
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fefafeer adf <an s, € A gLE
a9 A& gwdr § | UF T 9 B g
a1 W IEE W qEh ™ w4 g,
g atg & w1 AN AT AL & AW
®Y GO A BTG F LG qA0 G
o ST Y J=E g wefafae-
o7 ® 99 ¥ frg wTow aga qaw e
T | .
oI W H WA R 0 sqEeqT Y
3w agr  fF oo wYE s
st A1 &% ¥ Agr Favrar & a1 fogw
F@T 9 & fag @ s@w g
Srar ¢, @ I 9 g 6 WA s
frar 91 gFaT W 9EF T W
s Ao WA fwar om awar @ ag
W aga wedt smEem wH ¥ B F
wh frga agm o & g g fe
IaF 19 @ T A ¥ v D -
eqr &Y st =1fgh | W ww fefafwT
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s @ e g @ § gg st wEar

g & ot st feafog & 9°% qra o
fammg @ axdt g W)X I A
H e gErd ARG 74 O g
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ANy wreR et # o form o fow &
e fn:

“If any person neglects or fails with-
out any reasonable excuse to obey any
order made or direction given to him
under this Act or rules made there
under, he shell be punishable with fine
which may extend to five hundred
rupees......"

A w7 § anig w<ar g1

fgfiaemifrecor a9 A
T = & fefafe foar & doae fega
#, fafaw feda & g0 a1 2P &)
q3l X T AT A mw FEEd &
afe Forrfrgs oo ot § S ¥
W XaET =R g s Aifgr o)
I qam Aifed fe &) e A
g e

ag 3% § e areite wds & awa g
TH I I TATAT AT | IH A4 gH ST AR
fe =1 g gHar ye<a gEd 1 Afe
% 3w o g o ama & wrd o Oof s
FETT 1T | GEEY WG FEAAR W T Y
et § | 5T aA WY wTver # Ao gan
arfordt wax ¥ 3 =iy« Fag feat @
g 18 a8 & F9< § WX 30—35 axw
¥ T g AR A FTH v gvY §, I fag
oY gawr Anfasf s dw g

fafer fedw & oY s &, swr
qT WA FT, ST qdT w7 W9 &
3, I EF W WY @ §, I
| w71 F aaed w9 | 919 & ;19
wq A1 I 9%, A6 W9 IGA T
FIT T §F, 4§ 3TIEAT AT FT |

W o= & g d cw fadaw W
adT F@r g |

s v waears (srre): IoTemE
wdica, fafea fade faw ot 3w gor &
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tawr & ardz s7av § ) @ 9w faw
fafazd grar & 78 @it | F99 Al
guen Y Rl ®19 &3 arw A
frmraY, sdwfar aar gox wRfadl 9x
@t 2 2 arg @ arg i SR -
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TEIT ¥ B THAS FW@ & | AT A0
AN FEEY AT g faar @, gad Ao &
Iawt aurs dar g

are e frw atg A g ¢ ?
WIaEE Aed AT A &1 gArs e
T FErd g & AR QR W 9% IEE
NI g9gar 31 0% gwa ¥ gz aEdE
a1ar @ fF o marY ay S T §
A&y gart gael ¥ 99 # ST H
Wi | Y AT ufary §, 98t 9 wa g,
agi & fog s sow) e w3 9o
sgaeqT ®OAY Sifge mifs @RT AR 9T
fafasr fewg o1 ifge 3 a1 w93 9%
¥ g% ¥ ww waw fafaw feda ik
® ¥ shrEE 9 Aifgd arfes grarar
T W JAL &1 IAET gEANT & /4O
waH |

srofle wE® & aug wey waw ¥
zafy 9T Suaeafy aify dae fer M,
gst gfam &t af | e ¥ wiw-riw F o
qura-gEE ¥ @ awe o g &
7t | g Y § FA 7w AW TRHATT
¥ o Domr aark 1 off aw or W
a¥t v fr e & ongfa qar gf 8, Rw A
FAA A GG WITHT T STRIEIT o T
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2 | 5wt a% gg siar a1 e g e
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[= 7w fag smw)
smeat A 3 g @ fE qegrae
fafeedt aige & whomm & foo e
w3, AT oud fro #E g @
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ag ot A gen & s gy fewa Y
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e Faz hamwar g e o 2w &
ot 7% feafs dar grag g, Fordt g'olt-
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TR & @ §, At s fasgw
R g1 €} 1 xw wrEewr ¥ fafaw feww
N a1 % Sifew SRT F AU & | 5w
feu a7 wams & & 2w ¥ ow W@
AT qar & 9 R awar gz aww
f& a7 garw W § W @A fgwwa
FEAT GATT F950 & | 97 3@ & FO€
@i & ar @A F g AEE At afle
TEl &, @1 A a5 ¥ fag 3y Adt @,
@ U gea 7 S F foe fafaa ek
¥ At daw AT a1 IR Y g §,
R @

# firtraw wa ¢ e fafaw fedw ow
AMATL W AT gfwaT & 1 gafe oy
g ¢ f§ W s Wy earfae frear
wifgw WX &% fau oF eaad soew
14T AT AMEY | 39 79 ¥ qew
W gqR-az ¥ @i § @y arw At
s g 1 sfesw 3 & @o-are
W & Tt qrrewar 41 ¥ a e fedt
T A IR F AT w7 AN oHgE @
F FFT JHEAT F |

gfnet ¥ gt wft o ey freew 8,

wi *R Fed & wraw o fer o,
¥ (i Frde M g v
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gear & ; ¥ Al §, ¥ qgd A § 6
afh | fefww fede o w1 ot ween
T 0w aff et & 1w amy A ¥
o feeem &, ag goer faw fifaat o1
Tw @ &, 3T 34 gy 9y Frfewanm
2 FF & T & WY ) T S
& &7 ¥ R fegr i

e fagaams o8 gy T qiew &
fagg @z <@r § Afes foe oft sw=r
STEAA I &, TqF FTCEET A A
W ag Ag gV &1 W@ EwER!
sygEqT &1 Wiy WX e @ 1 @i 97
fafaw fegm & frg #r s & 2,
fpr fee ofr 2gt & S X woly <=
v gfvar @ Frar foar @ e ¥ fer
agrEe

fafaw feka & #14 ® G%7 ¥ &
frg 7 gwEl F FIH FAT NEAET
2 | fafaw few e & §raT #1 eardt qamar
Ay | AgrAT WIT TR A I W F
FIT & qagawi # W w sfwew
WA | A H wwaT A WIAAT G571 AL
"o W ¥ grewafaw < @ @ & &
oAl o gt Y @ R, W
¥ frg @ & Wit wogd F fag ot -
fratg s<71 sfeq & W s@w
INE FH W ATAEE F GAL FEAT
aifgr 1 wR W F A wwar § gwan
v ggfa g, o fafaw feww ama-
fas wdl ¥ ®ea @ @¥ar) IYR-GT F
gaf § @y Ty A Y il g
i & ard, @ifs Gardw & o srgfas
ol &, s Q% /)

18.00 brs.
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ot wy fem® (YY) : wrewe wg)-
5a, W19 § AT § wwrT wenf frawy

1890 (SAKA)  (Amdr ) Rules (M) 2268

# ot of i fear mat 8, I ofcrgal
#Y fvT aEw JsATwTEAT § 1 wAw H oy
fawg uw amow fagg § ot (it afiwdy
&Y g7 oW oY aAeTy, W AT oY gfe-
i ff orEY ¥, 97w o auf str A
g

IUTeTy WENEY, g9y B ¥ 4%
fATT seTagaT g P eac g wd &
gH ST GATAATE &Y I v § qATA-
I FHIT B THAT FT FE ...

ot fave Ao (wft) 0 20 A A

ot wy fomd : 21 @ SfE7 | gAT-
Y TS AT T I 9 TW L
AR W@ dag ¥ gaw  fwar
8 fr ogy, e gy, ag
qT AE AT F qIET AT U W ¥
oY ggeq &, 9 1 O AveAg D AR
& a1 we fed W &, s % ant & agtox
% fadas s a1 sk agw gé W
TR FE q3%GT ¥ R F v - AT A9
Aerdl ®) gfaad A ¥ aX § @ wiww
qTENg 30 & art ¥ wer A g v
g ot wferdl w1 wwar W@ TH S| o
g8 a0l 7 M wgr 5 wivwfal ak
Awargl F1 Aren o IIE ...

=it fire e : fe AN X W
I A0 Fr ¥ ITET

Waw e : a7 ¥ o amoe
ot o , o wEX ¥ fe gt wmw wemy
L S

sft fera Ao @ =TT e LA

%1

it wy forwd : f or Ew Y ac
wui WA wEaT § o Y, Ierae -
w, faww Aifig 3, eufodr 92 ate o
& & foged] f w9 oo s g



