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of the Fourth Plan period has, if
anything, been worse’ be deleted.
Instead of the existing sentence in
lines 17 to 20, namely, ‘In 1966-67,
the approved outlay was only 52%
of what it should have been accord-
ing to the full schematic require-
ment in the current year, it has
come down to 409%°, substitute the
following : ‘In 1966-67, the approv-
ed outlay was only 529 of the full
requirements under the schematic
pattern while in 1967-68, the
percentage went down to 429%,.

The question, it may be mentioned, did
nct come up for oral answer,

(iv)

12,02 brs.

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER OF
URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Uncertaioty over Indo-Nepal Talks

SHRI E. K. NAYANAR (Palghat) :
Sir, 1 call the attention of the Mnister of
Foreign Trade to the following matter of
urgent public importance and request that
he may make a statement thereon :

“‘Reported uncertainty prevailing over
the next round of Indo-Nepal talks on
trade and transit.”

THE MINISTER OF FOREIGN
TRADE (SHRI L. N. MISHRA) : Mr.
Speaker, Sir, The Treaty of Trade and
Transit between India and Nepal which was
concluded in 1960 came to an end on the
31st of October, 1970. There had been some
frank and friendly exchange of views over the
past few months on the arrangements to be
made besond the 31st October. These
helped indentify the issues.

It has been the carnest endeavour of
the Government of India to find mutually
acceptable and beneficial arrangements for
trade and trapsit which while helping Nepal
to maximise the export of goods of Nepalese
origin to India and to third countries and
facilitating the import of goods needed for
consumption in Nepal or for the develop-
ment of the economy of Nepal, will take
care to avoid diversions and distortions
hsrmful to India’s economic interest or
injurious to Indian economic policies.

NOVEMBER 12, 1970

Indo-Nepal Talks (C.A.) 200

A team of officials of His Majesty's
Government of Nepal came to New Delhi
on the 25th October and bad discussions
with officials of the Government of India.
The Minister for Industry and Commerce of
His Majesty’s Government of Nepal also
visited New Delhi. The Nepalese Delogation
returned to Kathmandu on the 1st of
November. It has been agreed between the
two Governments that the current negotia-
tions will be resumed by the middle of
November and will be concluded during the
course of the month. A delegation of
officials from Nepal is expected in New
Delhi tommorrow to resume discussions on
the details of the new arrangements for
transit and for mutual trade.

Meanwhile, in order to avoid disloca-
tion in muweal trade and difficulties to the
people on either side of the border, existing
arrangements for mutual trade and transit
have been continued.

With the close and friendly relations
between India and Nepal 1 have every hope
that mutual satisfactory arrangements will
be evoloved expeditiously.

SHRIE. K. NAYANAR : We are ex-
pecting the officials’ team's arrival in New
Delhi tomorrow and today we are discussing
about the trade pact, the attitude of the
Government of India in regard to that
treaty, and after ten years of trade dealings
how it happened that it lapsed on the 31st
October.

According to statistics India’s trade with
Nepal in the past few years was :

1966-67 Imports—Rs.
Exports—Rs. 21,0 crores
Benefit —Rs. 8.8 crores.
Imports—Rs. 15.1 crores.
Exports—Rs. 18.4 crores.
Benefit —Rs. 3.3 crores.
Imports—Rs. 14.1 crores
Exports—Rs. 24.7 crores
Benefit —Rs. 10.6 crores

12.2 crores

1967-68

1968-69

Now the trade facilitv with Nepal has
lapsed after ten years. 1 want to know why
our neighbouring countries are hostile
towards India. We should re-examine all
these things.

With Ceylon we are not in friendly terms
with them and we have a dispute over
Kachativu. India is isolated from the
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neighbouring countries. We have no friendly
relations with Pakistan, Same is the case
with China. Now our trade pact with
Nepal has lapsed. Recently Nepal signed
trade pacts witk China, Soviet Union and
other countries. Most of the goods imported
from these countries find their way into
Indian market. In black market and white
market we can get these commodities. India
and Nepal bas differences at different levels
on many issues. Indo-Nepalese co-operation
began in 1952 onwards. (1) Minor border
dispute over 4} sq. miles of territory around
Sus‘a area is not settled. (2) Then came
the demand ¢f Nepal regarding withdrawal
of Indian personnel from border checkposts.
They demanded that the Indian Military
Liaison Group in Nepal should be wound
up. (3) Nepal demanded transit facilities
for Nepal’s trade with Pakistan. India said
that trade facilities will be provided on a
reciprocal basis. India urged Nepalese
exports into this country based on imported
raw msterials should be regulated. These
mainly related to stainless steel products and
synthetic fabrics. At the same time Nepal
wants India to adopt a more liberal attitude
towards the growing export trade of Nepal.

Now some anti-Indian campaign is going
on inside Nepal. Some political Parties are
campaigning against India. The Nepalese
Commerce and Industries Minister, Mr. Nev
Raj Subedi charged that India is obstructing
the Nepal’s trade. 1 don’t know whether
it is correct or not. The Government must
clarify that position,

The World Bank Team’'s suggestion
regarding construction of a highway in
Nepal is not helpful to India. The World
Bank team suggested the construction of the
National Highway linking Kathmaadu valley
with the Nepalese Terai and India and the
rest of the world. The Study Team suggested
that the road should run along the Bagmati
river bank. This has created an ill feeling
for India in Nepal. Indian industrialists®
attitude regardipg starting a textile mill in
Nepal also created bad feelings.

MR. SPEAKER : 1 am fed up of
reminding you. The moment I do it you
insult the Speaker. I am fed up of remind-
ing every time since the last one year about
the procedure of this thing and that thing.
Kindly ask a question for clarification.
Don't make a speech.
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SHRI E. K. NAYANAR : I am saying
that Indo-Nepal relations are not as good as
we want them to be. The trade and transit
treaty which was there for the past ten
years is allowed to lapse. 1 want to know
the reason. I want to examine these things.
At the same time, an anti-India campaign is
going on there. This is being spear-headed
by some political leaders. Mr. Kirti Nidhi
Bista who was a former Prime Minister of
Nepal charged that India should not block
the trade. May I know what all steps
Government are going to take to improve
trade relations with Nepal and clarify India’s
position ? Will the Government have some
rethinking and take constructive and helpful
steps to improve relations not only with
Nepa!, but with our other neighbouring
countries, to improve the trade development
of India and the prosperity of Indian trade ?

SHRI L. N. MISHRA ;: We are in a
very delicate stage of negotiations, The
delegation is coming tomorrow. It will not
te advisable for me to give all the points
that we are taking up with the delegation.
About the differences in our point of view
with Nepal, I would like to say outright
that there are very few points of difference
on trade matters and there is no question
of many differences. We are having good
relations with Nepal on many matters.
There might be some differences of opinion
on some points, but they are not many.
Such types of statements are unfair,
especially coming from a Member of Indian
Parliament. The India-Nepal trade bas
increased manyfold in the course of these
last few years. Whereas Nspal’s trade with
third countries was only 2 million dollars
in 1962-63, it has increased to 20 million
dollars in 19¢8-69—10 times improvement.
This is what is the position in respect of
Nepal’s trade with third country. This is
the position in these 5 or 6 yeais, We have
provided facilities for that.

About other neighbouring countries also,
I wish to say that we have very good
relations with Ceylon, we have got very
good relations on trade with Burma also.
Only yesterday I have had a discussion with
the Delegation from Burma and they were
very much satisfied with the discussion.
Similarly, with Afghanistan, our trade is
i mproving.

On our general policy in trade matters,
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[Shri L. N. Mishra]

I wish to say this. We have never wished
to place any obstructions in transit facilities
to Nepal. In fact, the facilities we have
provided over the sixties have helped Nepal
to secure a manyfold increase in its trade
with third countries. We are prepared to
provide even better facilities for their transit
trade in the port of Calcutta, despite our
wellknown difficulties in that port.

Ia respect of mutual trade we have so
far been sharing our goods and services with
them on an equal basis as if the two
markets form two independent parts of a
single hall. It is for His Majesty’s Govern-
ment to consider whether they would like
this position to end. So far as we are
concerned we would like to do all that we
can to help the speedy development of
Nepalese economy and its diversification and
industrialisation.

AT W (FFA) . Hemw
AR, T gAY faheaw qetat | @
&, 98 g wEiek o) gy faw-dw
oY & 1 ety svardt, @wE mrs
X ATHIEATST A9T WA-HT F G qAR
1 W OF qA § wrafua § 1 g7 QA
it F wifgsy AR sETwA w@fg 31
TAGEL A A G T A AR IEFT o
% TNTW AL AT & | 97T AR W
ot A A @ aw ST fawEre W€
FE—a & awwar § & @d w4
7T F A @ R fmw af 3—fw
wa Haagg dF 2, a5 At aw
T gt &, #i areaE

st AT Y Fer & R Efa & an
# arat 9w @@t &, Wi ag feafy #r
¥t a<e 4Th G FT aF {1 W AW
N T ¥ A e & 1 AfeT 99 swfw
g o 9 W g oF T d@fy w3
Ffaew G E g N AT WARH I
TSFTW TR T guAr g A [[
TR
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FagaRtefF aRa A ¥ I
el W & @1 AW F A AW E,
w7 gF & 7E glawr & sgar e
§ oTAT AT S WA ARG H AT QT
T AFY T @I R, I9P FRQA TG
fove grem qar g€ 2 7 #ar 3z afr d
fF Jer § SY ST @ar &, SEwy
¥ ag guer dar a9 g€ &, afew zw
|fg FT A9T TR FF AR W W
AFAQT § @A qraT W g 5K
ET ST @ §, IqF FIQ ag a9
fer g @ ? @r & A A & e
a@e ¥ e qX foag fiaier, @R,
Y W fate R mfe sl # gat
&% & amfEl §—sg W =
g ufgs 3fg7 fm—awer ¥ Sw
R o) gFH @i i § AR ¥ oag
A I N I § 1 afew a feafa
73 ¢ & fae ¥ &£ wr@ = a1 que
FUed F AW F G AST @I
gIfF 94 ¥ OF FEiF odT W A
#T A8 gar &1 3 e fem ¥ fAQ
oY Jurer wE omar g, afers SO A
qiY T9 AT @9 FF FWE 9T A
1 faear a9 § &R age Wow &t
TS STE ST AT S | W g9 q1@ &Y
aifag %3 a%d § AR wf W W
Iq e & § zafag S o z@wr
safemTa FHE NI | 59 SHIT FT T
IR EE AR A W@ R W
FAIfeE AR 9@T F |y 94, I9E
F FAAFT 1 & JIA 7 AT TS
F A9 O FW §, T TG 3T qCAAH
Y ¥ gAw & ar 7@y 7 9T qEAr gy
fapaT ST, dY A9T & AT AT fwan
faagar | ¥ sarard A FT AW A9 §
gz fadm wet R § AR Fg a9 &
IR AT W8T AF “AE-AM GRS
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IR TEQ G| AW T T@E |
o wrer Y Tfaw @Y Wy & o
I IT X FETE ¥ HFT a0
¥ rear fasrenlt ar agf ? wwk @
Y forar @3, @ fe SR Aqe &
qrg #YE WY @fe Y 93, 97 qww  TE
gr 5tz faar 1w Anw & |9 g
fezar fawgwm | adara feafa & forer &
ft gEay § 9 gArT W g @
/e

AqS gTFC A gg Wi o g f5
FAFAT ¥ IA& fAY w M 7 sqaenr
F 913, foad a8 stwr Ao @ @ &
ag ST Frgar g R W@ aswe #@
@Y wr ot ) Fanwar g 5 gd
T AR ¥ 718 amafa 7@ wifed |

39T aTeTeT A1 9T @l T A
it wre wamar 8, forad fae ag g AW
# ¥ Tear ngar &, 99F W & faFd
T @I QT | FER | a § @
g I FT @

wedl wgeg X wgr & 5 Wk amet
T AT F 919 IR AT @UT ALY &
1965 % FJure & #grasm ¥ afasdt sy
AZT FT IEUEA fFar a1 | 399 /gy A7
TR IAF IJATEA &Y HT & | FAT HFR
IFFANGIEI @ a7 ? ag
T W qF GIEH TG & HT § | A
IR ag g1 onar & fF gw q@ Arae
TH-ATY qF 5 | 9F qF qnAsq w4
TR T AT g9 G gar €, v
«wqﬁwﬁﬁﬁmmwmﬁt
Y g FI T 5 fpar s ?

st ®o Ao fAw : wexmr w@Em,
AT G ¥ aga @ A Ior &
S99 § =t avarg R fm ¥ g 99
FTIuX ¥ R gwar § | wgt ax fF amai
F fapaar 1 a9 ¢ F faaw frdww
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Fgr 5 amt fawa a8 g€ &, wafna
gt g vtorfs gw Wi Y @mT @1
(swmaw). 3l qd@ N 1297 IO
W g AN F ALY oY ag TA G
9t | gafae gw &Vl & w9 T
ara =t w% fag o fF gard ok SR
F T A gt At ag a7 fem mr fF
IuH Yzw T faar @ AR g AW
# o 1 ag W a9 q 5 99 aF af
g 7 @ a9 IF AN AT Y
SeTaT 9 #AE FE g qEr ag
a7 | ST AT aEem ¥ gy afs gen
T T@T T Y Aqre & AN A qgd
TFHE g, IaF Efaw Sftaw A AT
o 7F ogw ot | gifs 31 ardE &
RarygrfHear sgrar 5 oaw
I@ d@fa F Q) W A IEW Far w
Tt STHT AT S WX W g q,
39 AT 9T gAY uww 3 fFar | g aF
fr g% %1 ¥ 738 F1 qA ¢, 99 FER
fres@ R E? g a9 ¥ gAY I9
A7 @ frar & AR wgr & FF oei aw
m it AT T R gE Y T
dF, SUFT ) @ET §, A gRAT ST
e, AfFT AT FT AT N Fqw @
DI wrar § T gAT -SRI
foraet #g2 & a8 a1 @ o @
SqF|IT 9T g9 94T § | @fAC @WK
fag a0 & 5 gw "ol W FX AR
AT St QT §, IAW &, 9] THEH
EEE Cl

o} W W EEE AT X FT
| Ay §? A guy Fmmfal T
ey i af w@y ?

st Fo Ao frer : ag FA A Fwar
2 7 600-700 i #1 gaft dirar & fraer
gfere da1g?, framr s 70 ? 4
gavag ara § fr gw 9aw O% §)
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[sft &0 are fasm]

g % AT MR FV GG @, FAFS
¥ F ava ag &, F61 gAY Fg1, Hewdr
Ut wfeT g § wgi g¥ g7 emA W
THATE § | 9€ TR | AT 1 59T
T @A & fag, gwn #7r @ e aw
FREIJ AT it @ g § oA W
MW § ST & qrg I falw &q § W
X A% A grERawar g Iak fay
TR A IT% qifRax agi agaT 6
G, fagr doreT @ a¥ @, g AR
ER ROl

amwY fagm Y § stew a1 N F7 07
Afgars g & o H am §1 F
Fu% Ak ¥ 7 T wgT www |

it wrzer fagrY amdft (TATIR)
aeIE WRIEY, U8 AIgUN A AW
g § 5 Aarer gATT T § AR SR
are g® frxar 3 afssaw wvamw anfim
FTT qeY § | AfeT afe ox @am aur
FETYAT-qF 3 F AR Farer 7497 et
FT S W@HT qIfeEE T N7 & a9
e qAT qhAT § A1 gAY Rl ST
frghay A W & fgal N ggear |3
gam ) Fag o WA g 5 owd
7EET X FqY T F gAw IRER &
gfaw am ¥ Fer §

“They helped identify the issues.”

7g & o & 7 39 9w fan
tfrogias AT & T g W
At & gax fau Y gw A8 A5 A
T ATy AfeT Ay 2 F1 aar g
AT FEETY €T ¥ W@ F amam &
FiETE Gav F0 | 74T AL $FF & AT IF
& garar R Y S & Far A

TR TEH FILC TH ST
0 W & gg ST Srgan § i e
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T WERE A AT AQE & aeE &
R F AN iR fmm § A E
fan da &7 &9 w9 T qEi QY
W g gt & ag o faaed
@ W gEifm § @wy § AR
TFR &7 gfewwy vy, Aaa e
e} 9T a9 TR W & WX A AS AT
¥ for aEar qwg A &, &7 gAw A §
faQer g=i 1 fazara ¥ 39 7 srawawar
 wiifs fFdlt axg # Tw@EEn A
@ arfgd | Aare & arg fmar & &4
AT @Y gU AT g WRa & fg@ @
Feaw Wi | it wgem afk e
@R fmE AR daara g e
aga @ namefAaT §X & Sma |

=t Fo Ao fAw : FgfaF W@ F
feasr gza & ok QY OF T G FHRA
gHma NI ?ew a9 N FY
i sdumm Y AT AN AT & B
R F fgafra ¥ g ? 2w %t fiw
@ @ fF Jem 0 gl @ ok
AqTe F1 faFraw @ | 77 AR 9E 2
2 & grawy graT g fF oW ow
qET AT AW § 1 A99 OF PeT AT W
glrgm saEr Ay Tt T 99§,
AT F7 F qwar T | Afww T we
ag ag & fF wra #1 = oo wwm
fegr g fos AaX T FT AT WA &
afA ¥ 59 qwE § TUET TU EE
fog gw wgna T & aw B A A
FT A1 7 qgi F aAr gE NS Aorer ¥
AT T I A ITH g0 W|A W/ |
ag ier @1 g gy At g |

IR oY wgr 5 wrwn fegw
aresfewrd gu § darfe qud og® A war
a7 stz mrer Y F Fgar ¢ T et
& 39 o7 0 7 s Ay ¥ Afew
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dAqrer & AT & Fowy § AT IO
fear feaxY arilg azeg A Rar @
g o9 M 77 % T3 a5 -
fFa ol o3 wade § AR SEN gw
faamr Ty § wifs Sy agfaay &
T w9 F | gl ST TF aqTa
# 3t A & AT a7 TRE Y I
¥ar o, § A ITFTI @A FW@E T ST
FT qudT 73T ALATE L Y ol wE
A R A A
W aET 4 O w i g
fir ¥ w7 &1 9fge @ ag FW
g 2 A 3% @M gH agRd qEl
Dasx §

WRE o) Aqe & &9 § Y gwwtar
D I QR 7 A R ¥ foy
ST ag UsHiaE arg &1 ol aF W 3w
Witiie go & satt 39 ag A TI@ A
g5 & ) oF qut fawfoar Aom ¥ @
q€ FI ag ogw arawar 1 & geiEr
FEW fFag gi g aeefe § f gw
T a%w @ ar vk ¥ P i fe
gW 9% & Jrod | frd = W ag
qrAar g fF gw o W gay & 3w
N Fr R Efmrg o d
Y gfas T3 7 27 Arzar )

o} sz fagrdt qroey - qeft AErey
I gwE A awy QA # faar gw
T AR F 97 3 FE@T AET
F1\ 4 I G A AT E oY Ao ¥ qW
gar &1 & wAar gy feafy =) &few
faet 24t Y gueFT Ao F arw v
syt &, saR gF @ F faw s
fForar wi g g@ % #ar anfa § ?
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=it oo ATo fan : aqrfed avw
% fagg ¥ o> 9F AN A gd AR
AR uege agied, § ¥ g9 aidl
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e A TS ¢ R 0 aTa S v
stRags@ ¥ ag & 8F m fawg &
5g Fg gHaT 21

SHRI RANGA (Srikakulam) : Are they
not working in close co-oneration and
consultation with their Fore'gn Minister ?

SHRI R. BARUA (Jorhat) : It appears
from the Nepalese statement that they,
being a land-locked country, are not given
international facilities for transit of trade by
India. That is the general complaint and
main propaganda against India. What are
the facilities that we are not in a position
to offer them according to the international
code ? Sscondly, how is it that these two
friendly countries have not been able to
iron out their mutual differences through
diplomatic channels, and how is it that, on
the other hand, we have allowed Pakistan
and China to come much closer to Nepal ?

SHRI L. N. MISHRA : According to
the international convention, any land-locked
country has got a right to have access to see,
and that we have given. They have got access
to see through Calcutta, and there cannot be
any two opinions on this matter. About
other matters which are political, I would
not like to say anything, but about transit
I can say positively that Nepal will have
free transit of goods originating from Nepal
to go to any third country that they like to
send them to, and they will have access to
Calcutta port.

SHRI HEM BARUA (Mangaldai) : 1
wrote to you about one thiog urgent this
morning.

MR. SPEAKER : I have seen it ; she is
not here.

SHRI HEM BARUA : Whszn she comes
back would you ask her to clarify the
position ? . (Interruptions) About the sale
of arms by the United States to Pakistan
and their explanation that it was one time
exception she is reported to have said like
that to Mr. Rogers ..( nterruptions’) Will
you ask her to clarify the position ?

MR. SPEAKER : 1 receive something
new every day from you ; I take it like that.
She is not here. When she comes I shall
send it to her. 1 expect something every
morning from you. I am careful about that,
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SHRI NATH PAI (Rajapur) : I am
glad you have admitted Mr. Limaye's
privilege motion. What bhas happened to
mine ? When is the enquiry expected to be
over ?

MR. SPEAKER : [ do not think that
you should ask about it ; I shall myself tell
you when the enquiry is over.

SHRI NATH PAI: It is part of our
duty ; are you reminding the Defence
Minister to complete it...(Interruptions )

MR. SPEAKER : Kindly do not repeat
it every day. Unless ycu give some notice,
it is not possible for me to decide. I gave
my ruling yesterday ; they are pending.

SHRI NATH PAI : You have withheld
your ruling ; you are still considering it. You
are a distinguished lawyer ; it is nota
ruling...(Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER : Whether it is an
observation or ruling, you take it like that.
Unless I hear from the hon. Minister that
1 shall not decide about it ; it will be kept
pending.

SHRI NATH PAI : Please keep remind-
ing him to complete the enquiry.

SHRI UMANATH (Pudukkottai) : I do
not wait till the enquiry is over. My
privilege motion is on the reply of the hcn.
Minister that he will not place Henderson
Brookes report on the Table of the House.
That does not require an enquiry that is
pending in the Defence Ministry. You can
decide on it.

MR. SPEAKER : It is pending with
me ; I have rot decided on it. You should
ask me in the Chamber and not get up like
this in the House. I am readily available
in the Chamber and you can ask me about
it. I can ask the Minister. Please do not
raise it every day in the Houe...
(Interruptions) Mr. Limaye’s motion is in
order. I think he should ask the leave of
the House. Shall T read it ? Or he can
read it.
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12.35 brs.
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE

Re. Illegal Custody of Shri Madha
Limaye

st wg fomy (F3%) @ Fv § Afew
o3, afew gad 8% @ Qi ad <
§?

oaR wgEw: g faw W)
Lt

=t ng fowd : g9 ogd gy difa-
frrd ®Redz &@ Qfvw, g s
Lol

TEqY WAL, §F AN ¥ dF TH
gk & f5 9 wuw ) & sFwr ¥
TATE AT T FAT@ HAMT | FARE
¥ & wrogag S QU 91, I9F A8
2afagr, AR FT JU FEAFF 47 |
T # ¥ 99 & 4@ 0w o
TEAA 9 qI9T 91, TaF GAET FAE
¥ 4 wYS wAwY g a1 | AfFA w@
Feard o ¥ SAQ AR A H &
FT TR R AT F@r O e F gfew
gRIX A PE T QF AT T oag
o f R R E) & qar 5
T WG e Wg & ? IR FEr
are F¥¢ gt §, afF7 mw N feamn
ST, e gfaw '3 afag | agh we
& @17 ¥ IO 7% are @ T frar
T, T PR w1 FT aaran var e g
4 fra v @t w@r 8 sw few
AR ar| fex gR fad dfgsze
gged § § AT AT AN FIT IJEA
frmaa AR Fe F gRr 112§
g Afew nd F@T "I@T L A OoSAW
g 5 @@ T Afew ¥t @
T, AN qEAr AT F AR X oW
F 0 sy frar §, afe aff fpar g o



