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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF CANADA

(ON APPEAL FROM THE COURT OF APPEAL
FOR THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA)

BETWEEN:
DON BRODER

APPLICANT
(Defendant)

-and-

CRAIG BRODER

NOT APARTY
TO THIS APPLICATION
(Defendant)

-and-

EARIL BRODER, GEORGE BRODER, RICHARD BRODER,
MARGARET MACPHEE, DORIS BIBAUD, LUELLA ADAM, AND DORIS
BIBAUD AND GEORGE BRODER, PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES OF THE
ESTATE OF EDMUND BRODER, ALSO KNOWN AS ED BRODER, DECEASED

RESPONDENTS
(Plaintiffs)

NOTICE OF APPLICATION FOR LEAVE

TAKE NOTICE that the Applicant Don Broder will apply forleave to this Court
pursuant to s. 40(1) of the Supreme Court Act, and amendments thereto for an order
granting leave to appeal from a judgment of the Court of Appeal for the Province of
Alberta pronounced December 23" 2005, or such further and other order that the said

Court may deem appropriate.

. AND FURTHER TAKE NOTICE that the following documents will be referred
to in support of such application for leave, namely the materials appended to the
Application for Leave herein and such further or other material as counsel may advise

and may be permitted.




made o

1.

AND FURTHER TAKE NOTICE that the said application for leave shall be

n the following grounds:

The Court of Appeal erred in law in holding that the “relation back” doctrine may
be applied beyond the expiration of the applicable limitation period whenever the
action is one “brought for the benefit of the estate, which error of law raises issues
of national and public importance which warrants determination by this

Honourable Court; and

Dated at the City of Edmonton, in the Province of Alberta, this 22" day of

February, 2006.

To:

And to:

bl “
g K [l

Marvin R. Bloos Q.C.
Counsel for the Applicant
Don Broder
300 MacLean Block
10110~ 107 Street
Edmonton, Alberta T5J 1J4
Telephone: (780) 421-4766
Fax: (780) 429-0346

Maitre Anne Roland
Registrar

Supreme Court of Canada
Ottawa, Ontario

K1A 0J1

Elizabeth M, Maclnnis
Weir Bowen LLP

1600, 10104 — 103" Avenue
Edmonton, Alberta

T5J OHR .

Counse! for the Respondents




NOTICE TO RESPONDENT

Pursuant to subsection 23(13) of the Rules of the Supreme Court of
Canada this application for leave to appeal will be submitted by the Registrar to the
Court for hearing after the Respondents' Reply has been filed or on the expiration of the
time period set out in subsection 23(11) of the said Rules (30 clear days after service of
the application for leave), as the case may be.







IN THE SUPREME COURT OF CANADA

(ON APPEAL FROM THE COURT OF APPEAL
FOR THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA)

BETWEEN:
DON BRODER

APPLICANT
{Defendant)

_and_

CRAIG BRODER

NOT A PARTY
TO THIS APPLICATION
(Defendant)

-and-

EARL BRODER, GEORGE BRODER, RICHARD BRODER,
MARGARET MACPHEE, DORIS BIBAUD, LUELLA ADAM, AND DORIS
BIBAUD AND GEORGE BRODER, PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES OF THE
ESTATE OF EDMUND BRODER, ALSO KNOWN AS ED BRODER, DECEASED

RESPONDENTS
(Plaintiffs)

CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL FOR DON BRODER

I, Marvin R. Bloos, Q.C., counsel for the Applicant Don Broder, hereby certify
that there is no sealing order or ban on the publication of evidence or the names or

identity of a party or witness in this case.

Dated at Edmonton, Alberta, this 22™ day of February, 2006.

V-M K. /Qﬂrmh;

Marvin R. Bloos Q.C.
Counsel for the Applicant
Don Broder

300 MacLean Block




To:

And fto:

Maitre Anne Roland
Registrar

Supreme Court of Canada
Ottawa, Ontario

K1A 0N

Elizabeth M, MacInnis
Weir Bowen LLP

1600, 10104 — 103" Avenue
Edmeonton, Alberta

T5F QHS8

Counsel for the Respondents

10110 - 107 Street
Edmonton, Alberta T5J 1]4
Telephone: (780) 421-4766
Fax: (780) 429-0346
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ACTION NUMBER: 9703 12949
IN THE COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH O ALBERTA

JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF EDMONTON
BETWEEN :
EARL BRODER, GEORGE BRODER, RICHARD BRODER, MARGARET
MACPHEE, DORIS BIBAUD, LUELLA ADAM AND DORIS BIBAUD AND GEORGE BRODER,
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ESTATE OF EDMUND
BRODER. ALSO KNOWN AS ED BRODER, DECEASED

PLAINTIFFS
- ang -

BON BRODER AND CRAIG BRODER
DEFENDANTS

AND BY WAY OR COUNTERCLAIM:
DON BRODER
PLAINTIFF BY COUNTERCLAIM.
-and-

EARL BRODER, GEORGE BERODER, RICHARD BRODER, MARGCARET
MACPHEE, DORIS BIBAUD, LUELLA ADAM AND DORIS BIBAUD AND CEORGE BRODER,

. PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ESTATE OF EDMUND
BRODER, ALSO KNOWN AS ED BRODER, DECEASED

DEFENDANTS BY COUNTERCLATM

ON JANUARY 19 TO 23, 2004,

BEFORE THE HONOURABLE )]
MME. JUSTICE M.B. BIELBY ) INCLUSIVE WITH REASONS FOR
LAW COURTS BUILDING ) JUDGMENT ISSUED ON THE 9™ DAY
EDMONTON, ALBERTA ). OF MARCH, 2004
) .
)
JU I L

AT THE SITTINGS of this Honourable Court he)d on January 19, 20, 21, 22, and 23,
January, 2004, at the City of Edmonton, in the Province of Alberts; HAVING READ the pleadings
herein, AND UPON hearing evidence adduced on behalf of the Plaintiffs, and the Defendant, Don

Broder, AND UPON IIEARING submissions made on behalf of the Plaintiffs and the Defendant,

Fl
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Don Broder; AND UPON the Court allowing the Defendant, Don Brader's son, Craig Broder, to

assist his father at trial; AND UPON the Coutt rendering its Reasons for Judgméut on March 9,

2004, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED THAT:

1.

The Personal Representatives of the Eslale of Ed Broder, Deceased arc entitled forthwith 1o
posscssion of and directed to seil the World’s Record Non-Typical Mule Deer Lrophy (the
“Trophy").
The Personal Representatives of the Estate are directed to attend within 30 days of obtaining
possession of the Trophy before either the Honourable Madam Justice M.B. Biclby or the
Honourable Mr. Justice R.P. Marceau for directions in relation to the mode of sale of the
Trophy. Ampie notice of bringing of that appli;:aﬁon is to be given to the Defendont, Don
Broder, who is at libesty to attend and make representations,
‘The claim of all other Plaintiffs, including those of Doris Bibaud and George Broder in their
personal capacity, are dismissed.
The Trophy is to forthwith be made available to George Broder and Doris Bibaud.
The Defendant, Don Broder, is to receive the sum of $21,995.00 as a first charge on the
Trophy sale proceeds, net of the cost of salc, in respect of his counterclaim if he also delivers
the replicas, life-sized mount and backdrop so that they may be sold in conjunction with the
Trophy. If the Defendant, Don Broder, does not deliver the replicas, hife-sized mount and
backdrop so that they may be sold in conjunction with the Trophy the Defendant, Don
Broder, is to receive the sum of $1,995.00 as a first charge on the Trophy sale proceeds, net
of the cost of sale, im respect of his counterclaim.

If the trophy 1s ultimately sold to Don Broder the amount he has been awarded pursuant to
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the Counterclaim may be attributed towards his purchase price.
7. The Defendant, Don Broder, is also to receive his equal share of all Estate assets when
distributed, including his share of the balance of the net sale proceeds of the Trophy.

8. Each party shall bear its own costs..

. JUSTICE OF THE COURT OF QUEEN'S
BENCH OF ALBERTA
For o.n(l c'oll?h"L ﬁ/b % - J

APPROVED AS TO FEESwmEms

LACOURCIERE CERVINI

OLICITORS FOR THE DEFENDANT
DON BRODER

ENTERED THIS _/ #° DAY OF

, A.D. 2004,

ety

CLERK ORTHECOURT. ./







Court of Queen’s Bench of Alberta :

Citation: Broder v. Broder, 2004 ABQB 175

Docket: 3703 12949
Registry: Edmonton

Between:
Earl Broder, George Broder, Richard Broder, Margaret MacPhee, Doris Bibaud,

Luela Adam and Doris Bibaud and George Broder, personal representatives
of the Estate of Edmund Broder, also known as Ed Broder, deceased

Plaintiffs
-and -
Don Broder
Dgfcndant
/
Reasons for Judgment
of the

Honourable Madam Justice M.B. Bielby

DECISION

(1] The Personal Representatives of the Estate of Ed Broder are entitied to possession of and
directed to sell what is said to be the World’s Record Non-Typical Mule Deer Trophy. While
they took no action to recover the trophy for almost 25 years after their brother removed it
without permission, their cause of action did not begin to run until 1997 when it came to their
attention, for the first time, that he was claiming the trophy to be his own and thus engaging in an
acl inconsistent with the estate’s right to it.

[2)  The Statement of Claim was issued prior to the appointment of the Personal
Representatives by some of the beneficiaries of the estate. The Personal Representatives were not
appointed until after the expiry of the limitation period then applicable in an action for replevin.
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This action is nonetheless not statute-barred, nor a nullity through application of s. 61(1) {b) of
the Limitation of Actions Act, R.S.A. 1980, c. L-15 (“ the Limitation of Actions Act”) or,
altematEVely, through application of the principle of “relation back”. While the principle of
“relation back™ is normally available only in regard to actions taken in advance of the granting of
letters of probate by parties named by will as executors, it applies in this case to save the action

because that action was commenced in advance of the granting of Letters of Administration for
the purpose of preserving estate assets.

f3]  Laches does not operate to bar the claim notwithstanding the long delay in the absence of
any action by the Personal Administrators or any beneficiary amounting to waiver and in the
absence of any evidence of reliance on the delay by the Defendant. other than in relation to
monetary expenditures made by him. Those expenditures are compensated by grantmg to him the
right to recover the first $21,995 of the net sale proceeds froin the trophy.

FACTS

[4] Ed Broder shot a deer in 1926 which yielded what is said to be the World’s Record Non-
Typical Mule Deer Trophy. Ownership of that trophy forms the subject matter of this litigation.

{51  The parties are his seven children, the Defendant being his eldest son and the Plaintiffs
his other sons and daughters. He died in December, 1968, his wife having died the previous year.

~ No formal application for Letters of Administration was sought or obtained for Ed Broder’s

estate until 2001, well after this litigation had commenced. The Plaintiffs considered that he had
died intestate. No suggestion was made of a possible will unti] the month preceding the
commencement of this trial, 6 and one-half years into this litigation when the Defendant

produced a purported holograph will pursuant to which he alone was made beneficiary of his
father's personal possessions.

. [6] Ed Broder lefl relatively few personal effects. Aside from the trophy which had hung on

the wall of the family home since it had been built in the 1940s his estate primanly consisted of
an old Mode! T car, chaps and 2 saddle, some firearms and miscellaneous small personal effects.
The family home had belonged to Mrs. Broder who by will permitted the Plaintiff Richard
Broder to purchase the house from the estate which he did.

{71 The parties agree that an informal meeting of all 7 living siblings was held a few months
after their father’s death, at a date I find to have been in April 1969 when the disposition of his
effects was discussed. George Broder was chosen by consensus to be in charge with Don Broder
to assist him. Those present agreed that an effort should be made to find a buyer for the trophy
and to place an advertisement in Field & Stream magazine for that purpose.

[8] A letter was sent, signed by George and Don Broder, requesting each of the siblings to
contribute $40 to the cost of the magazine advertisemnent relating to the trophy. Each one
contributed that sum with the ad being placed and running in the October 1971 issue of Field &
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~ Stream. While 19 replies to the advertisement were received and some correspondence ensued,
no offer to purchase was ultimately received and no sale ensued.

191 Subsequently the other assets, aside from the car, saddle, chaps and firearms were
divided into 7 piles with lots drawn by each child which allowed him or her to select a pile to
keep. The car, saddle, chaps and some of the firearms remained in the family home, now

occupied by Richard. The car remains there to this day, with the balance of these items eventuaily
passing into the hands of other of the siblings for safe-keeping.

[10] The trophy remained on the wall of the family home until 1973. Don Broder had
~ approached his brother George for permission to remove the trophy to place it in a sportsman’s
show in Calgary. After that permission was refused Don Broder nonetheless entered the house at

a fime when his brother Richard was absent and removed the trophy. He has retained it since that
day.

[111  All of his siblings knew he had the trophy yet none asked him to return it at any time
prior to 1997. Various of the siblings visited Don Broder’s home through the years and saw the
trophy there but the ownership of it, or the right to retain it was never discussed. George and Earl
Broder each attended a sporisman’s show at the Edmonton Exhibition grounds in the early 1990s
to see the trophy. Earl remained as Don’s guest at the sportsman’s dinner that night. Don -
Broder’s right to retain the trophy was never raised.

[12] In 1994 Grace Parotta-King, an Edmonton lawyer was retained by the Plaintiffs to try to
find a buyer for the trophy, at Earl Broder’s instigation. He did not advise Don Broder of this step
nor tell Ms. King of that fact. Rather, Earl Broder represented to her that all of the Broder
siblings supported this initiattve. He provided her with retainer funds which had formed part of a
bequest to all the siblings, from an aunt’s estate, a bequest in which Don Broder had an interest.
Eari Broder did not advise Don Broder that he was using the funds in this way.

[13] Despite a comprehensive search by Ms. King’s office, no buyer was located.

{14] To this point I find, and indeed there is no reliable svidence to the contrary, that the
Plaintiffs all knew the Defendant had had the trophy in his possession since 1973 and had shown
it at various sportsman shows yet had never asked for its return or raised the issue of the
Defendant’s right to retain the trophy. No consideration was given, at any time prior to the

commencement of this [itigation, to have any of the parties apply for the right to administer Ed
Broder’s estate.

[15] The first demand for the retwmn of the trophy followed shortly on the heels of an article in

the Edmonton Sun newspaper of March 4, 1997 which read, in part: “[Craig] Broder and his
father share ownership of the trophy”.

[16}  Earl Broder read this article and, incensed by the suggestion that the Plaintiffs were not
also owners of the trophy, retained Ms. King to write a letter, dated March 6, 1997 demanding
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the return of the trophy. That letter was followed by the issuance of a Statement of Claim on July
8, 1997 on behalf of all the Plaintiffs in their personal capacity, which sought to replevy the
trophy as well as obtain a declaration that it was jointly owned by all the Broder siblings. Don
Broder raised a limitations defence, among other things in his Statement of Defence. In March

. 2001 Master Quinn adjourned an application for an order striking out the Statement of Claim on
the basis the Plaintiffs had no standing. The adjournment was expressly granted to allow the

- Plaintiffs to apply for Letters of Administration of the estate of Ed Broder.

[17] George Broder and Doris Bibaud were subsequently appointed as personal representatives
of the estate on May 24, 2001. In the course of dismissing a subsequent appeal from Master

.Quinn’s decision Justice Clarke of this court added the personal representatives as Plaintiffs to
this action, on September 18, 2001. The Alberta Court of Appeal dismissed a further appeal
noting that the issue of the limitations period was reserved for the trial judge.

f18] OnFebruary 7, 2002 Justice Veit, in comprehensive written reasons dismissed an appeal
from the order appointing George Broder and Doris Bibaud as administrators of Ed Broder’s
estate. Don Broder had asserted before her that he had been given the trophy by his father during
his father’s lifetime, a claim which was not advanced at trial. She also held that while no action
had been taken to administer the estate in 30 years, that was only because there was no need to do
so; the need only became apparent in 1997 when, presumably, the Plaintiffs first had notice that
Don Broder was claiming sole ownership of the trophy via the article in the Sun. Justice Veit
stated at para. 36: '

It is true that the first action they took was not properly perfected, but they have
since taken the necessary steps to perfect their status and to take advice
concerning the way in which the property must now be administered.

[19] She went on to conclude that the issue of delay was trrelevant to the application for the
appointment of administrators as delay did not by itself remove the necessity of obtaining
administration.

[20] The pleadings have subsequently been amended to raise the issues of an accounting of all
monies eamed by Don Broder from the showing of the trophy and an order retuming the trophy.
A counterclaim has béen filed which includes an altemative claim for monies spent by Don
Broder to restore, preserve and promote the trophy while he has had it in his possession.

[21] No good evidence was led of the current market vatue of the trophy although apparently
all parties believe it may have substantial value. No evidence was led as to the sum of money, if
any, which Don Broder has earned as a result of displaying the trophy.

ISSUES

[22] The following are the issues before the Court:
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a. is the holograph wiil valid?

" b. when did the limitation period start to run?
c. is the action barred due to laches?
d, is the action out-of-time because the Personal Representatives of the Estate
were added to the action more than 2 years after the cause of action arose?
e. notwithstanding the provisions of the Limitation of Actions Act, did the
limitation period start to run only upon the granting of the Letters of
Administration?
f. do the personal Plaintiffs have a cause of action independent of the Personal
Representatives of the estate?
g. should the Counterclaim succeed?

ANALYSIS
a. 1s the holograph will valid?

[23] Each of the parties who testified agreed that Ed Broder had, at most, a grade 2 education
and had a very limited ability to write. All agreed that his wife took care of all those things which
involved writing at least from the time the family moved into the city from the farm in the mid-
1940's to the date of her death in 1967. Doris Bibaud testified that her father could not spell or
write. If something was written out for him he could copy it. She gave a graphic example with
her autograph book in which her father had inscribed his signature and a message when she was a
child. She testified that she wrote out the message “ By gum I'm stuck” on a separate piece of
paper which he copied into the book and then signed it “Ed Broder”. Don Broder testified that
“you could put the fotal amount of handwriting [his] father did in his lifetime on one page of a
scribbler”.

[24] The purported will was written in Scn'pt in pencil, and reads:

Dec 21 1968

I give all my personal belongings to my Son Don Broder to divide up as he sees
fit. Ed Broder (illegible second signature), :

[25] None of the witnesses were able to identify the text or signature as being in Ed Broder’s
hand. Even Don Broder testified that he could not swear the document was in his father’s hand.

[26] A handwriting expert, Leslie Pearce, testified that he had examined the purported will
against several known examples of Ed Broder’s signature. No examples of Ed Broder's other
handwriting had been located to provide to him. In his opinion there is only a remote likelihood
that the signature on the purported will was that of Ed Broder. He was 80% certain that this was
the case or, expressed another way, his opinion was 4.5 out of 6 that the signature was not
authentic.

RN
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[27]  Mr. Pearce testified that had the document been written in ink, current technology would
have allowed him to date it accurately if it had been produced within the last 2 years. As it was
written in lead pencil such an approach was not available.

[28]  As stated, the purported will was first produced within a2 month of the start of the trial. It
had not been included in the Affidavit of Records nor the possibility of its existence raised at any

time during the prior 6 year history of this litigation. All steps up until December, 2003 had been -

taken by all parties on the basis that Ed Broder died intestate. In particular, Don Broder had not
raised the possibility of a will at any time in his attack on the validity of the grant of the Letters
of Administrafion before Justice Veit, described above.

[29] At trial he testified that he first located the purported will last December when he was
looking through his 1968 income tax return as he was curious to see how much his income had
been that year. He did not explain how 1t came to be written, nor did he testify to a positive
memory of being given the document by his father, Rather, he agreed that his father was in the
hospital on December 21, 1968 suffering from his final iliness. He speculated that his father must
have given it to him when he was in the hospital visiting and that he stuck it in his pocket, forgot
about it, and probably IEft it on the table when he went home with the result that'it got mixed in
with his income tax materials which were in the course of preparation.

{30] The purported will appears to have been wriiten on the back of one of three sheets of
pencilled score-keeping for a game of some type, on which scoring appears under the names of
“Dad” and “Don”. Don Broder testified that he did play cards with his father in hospital but
could not identify the handwriting in which this score-keeping appears. None of the Broder
siblings who testified could make such an identification nor link the score-keeping to one of the
few types of card games their father was known to enjoy.

[31] Don Broder failed to appear for an Examination for Discovery scheduled by agreement
with his then counsel to take place in the week prior to trial upon which he was to have been
examined in regard to the purported holograph will. :

[32] While Don Broder was unrepresented at trial, he had been represented throughout by
counsel unttl a week or so prior to the start of the trial. That counsel appeared on the first day and
provided the Court with a book of authorities upon which he had intended to rely prior to the
termination of his retainer. That book of authorities had been prepared- at the direction of the case
management judge, as was a companion book prepared by Plaintiff’s counsel.

[33] Tallowed Don Broder’s son, Craig Broder, to assist his father at trial. His father applied to
be allowed that assistance given his advanced age. In. fact, Craig Broder conducted his father's
entire defence, cross-examining witnesses, leading evidence from defence witnesses, testifying
himself and proffering read-ins from the Examinations for Discovery of the various Plaintiffs as
well as arguing fact and law at the concluston of the trial.
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[34] Craig Broder did not argue that the purported will was valid or that it raised a defence.
Plaintiff’s counsel, on the other hand, argued that it was invalid or alternatively was ambiguous
with the result that the estate should be treated as an intestacy.

[35] She first relied on the plethora of suspicious circumstances surrounding the production of
the purported will, so late in the day in this bitter and protracted litigation. She relied on the
opinion of the handwriting expert Leslie Pearce as evidence that the will was invalid. She argued
that Don Broder had not met the onus upon him as the person propounding a holograph will to
prove the signature of the testator; even he himself could not positively attest to the validity of
the signature; see Dugas v. Amiot,[1929] S.C.R. 600.

[36] Iagree. The Defendant has not met the onus of proving the validity of his father’s
signature on the holograph will. In fact, all the evidence supports the conclusion that it is highly
likely that the document was not created by or at the direction of Ed Broder.

[37] Assuch, it is not necessary to consider the optional argument that the will failed as it
created an ambiguity by the use of the phrase “to divide up as he sees fit”. I note that a similar
phrase was held to create a trust which failed for uncertainty of object in Re Madison Estate,
[1997) A.J. No. 51 (Q.B.) (QL). '

b. when did the limitation period start to run?

(38] The Limitation of Actions Act applies to this action as it was commenced prior to March
1, 1999; see Limitations Act, R.S.A. 2000 ¢. L-12, s. 2(1). The former Acs provides:

8. 51 ... an action for...
(g) the taking away, conversion or detention of chattels, may be
commenced within 2 years after the cause of action arose, and not
afterwards.

[39] L.N.Klar, et al sct out the elements of conversion and detinue in Remedies in Tort
{Calgary: Carswell, 1987-) at 4-14:

1) the property must be specific personal property; ii) the plaintiff must have a
possessory interest in the chattel; and ii1) the defendant must commit an
intentional and wrongful act in respect of the chattel. In an action for conversion,
the wrongful act may take the form of any intentional dealing or interference with
the chattel inconsistent with the rights of the person entitled to its possession. In
an action for detinue the wrongful act consists of the wrongful withholding of the
chattel.

[40] Where the defendant’s possession originates lawfully, there must be a demand and refusal
before an action for conversion will lie (at 4-22).
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[41] Fechar l. stated in Barberree v. Bilo (1991), 84 Alta. LR. (2d) 216 (Q.B.) at 219:

Counsel for Silo also posits that Barberree's right of action against Aslin has
expired under s. 51(g) of the Limitation of Actions Act, R.S.A. 1980, ¢.L-15. The
limitation period for commencing an action in conversion begins to run from the
time a demand to turn over the chattel is made and refused. (See Davis v. Henry
Birk and Sons Limited, [1981] 5 W W .R. 559; affirmed, [1983] | W.W.R. 754
(B.C.C.A.)). The period runs for two years from the date of the refusal.

[42] The parties all agree that Don took possession of the trophy without permission at the
onset but the Plaintiffs admit they did nothing timely as a result, in reliance upon his status of one
of the two brothers informally charged with caring for and trying to sell the asset. If this action is
characterized as an action for conversion, the wrongfu! act which triggers the running of the
limitation period must take the form of any intentional dealing or interference with the chattel
inconsistent with the rights of the person entitled to its possession. The Plaintiffs argue that the
first such acl arose upon the publication of the newspaper article in which he claimed ownership
in March 1997.

[43] If the action were characterized in detinue, the result is roughly the same; the limitation
period would normally start to run from the time the demand to turn over the chattel was refused
which was in response to a demand letter in June 1997. Under either characterization the 2 year
limitation period expired in 1999 well before the amendment to the Statement of Claim adding
the personal administrators as parties was issued in March 2001.

[44]  As stated the Plaintiffs argue that the limitation period did not start to run until there was
an act which was inconsistent with the understanding, testified to by each of George Broder,
Doris Bibaud and Ear! Broder that Don Broder was safe-keeping the trophy on behalf of all of the
family until the day when, sooner or later, it was to be sold. That understanding was not said to
be based upon any express agreement reached with Don Broder at any time after he took the
trophy in 1973. No Plaintiff testified that any express agreement to that effect was reached.
Rather, they argue that such an agreement should be implied from the circumstances of his taking
the trophy and keeping it, as well as the fact that he had informally been appointed as a “helper”
1o assist George Broder in gathering and distributing estate assets at the family meeting in April
1971.

f45] The Defendant argued that the limitation period commenced to run in 1973 when, to the
knowledge of all of the Plaintiffs, he took the trophy and kept it; nothing having been said or
done in regard to his retention of the trophy for almost 25 years they should have logically
deduced, at some point, that he was claiming the trophy as his sole property. Alternatively he
argues that the limitation period commenced running when he had his lawyer wnte to George
Broder in 1975 to assert his ownership claim to the trophy.
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f46] Don Broder did not testify that he asked permission of anyone prior to taking the trophy,
other than of George who refused permission. He did not testify that anyone expressly told him
he could keep the trophy as his own thereafter. Rather, he asked a friend, who was also his
lawyer, Randy Benjamin, to write George Broder, which he did. Mr. Benjamin festified that he
sent a letter addressed to George Broder dated June 26, 1975 which read:

Mr. Don Broder has asked me to write to you with is instructions for the
disposition of his father’s personal belongings.

He indicated to me thét a few days prior to his passing on December 26, 1968, his
father gave him his personal belongings.

His instructions to you is that he is keeping the Non Typical Mule Deer Trophy,
and you may divide the rest of his personal belongings with your brothers and
sisters.

Yours truly,
“R.R.A. Benjamin”

[47}  George Broder testified that he did not receive this letter. Mr. Benjamin testified that he
never got a reply to this letter. Don Broder testified that he and George Broder never discussed
the letter or its contents. I find that George Broder never received this letter, nor any express
nolice that Don Broder was claiming an interest in the trophy before 1997 other than as
beneficiary of his father’s estate. '

[48] The Defendant further argued that a conversation took place among him, George and Earl
Broder from which the latter two should have inferred that he considered the trophy to be his
own. His friend, Don Durand testified to a conversation which occurred among the three brothers
when Don, George and Earl Broder visited Don Broder’s hunting camp in about 1988, Mr.
Durand was present and overheard the conversation. He testified that Don Broder offered his
brothers the opportunity to borrow the trophy if they ever wished to do so. From the use of the
word “borrow” the Defendant argues that his brothers should have understood he intended to
keep the trophy as his own.

[49] Neither George nor Earl Broder recalled this particular conversation. No record was
made, of course, of exactly what was said or what words were used. I do not conclude that even
if the word “borrow™ was used that term was inconsistent with Don Broder maintaining the
trophy for safe-keeping rather than asserting ownership to it.

[50] On the other hand, I do not find that Don Broder made any representation to his sister
Doris Bibaud which supported her understanding that he was retaining the trophy merely for
safekeeping when, as she testified, he showed her a vault he had built in his garage in which to
store the trophy for the family. He denied describing the trophy as a family possession duning this
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visit. Again, the event occurred many years ago, no record was made as to exactly what was said,
the words purportedly used were ambiguous and subsequent recollection has been colored by the
high degree of animus which exists between brother and sister at this time.

-[51] Nothing can be made of the fact that Earl Broder retained Ms. King to attempt to locate a
buyer for the trophy in 1994 or that Luella Adam, recently deceased, made inquiries in 1992

- about a possible sale to a collector of trophies when she visited Texas as Don Broder was not
made aware of either of these initiatives by his siblings. While the failure to involve him as safe-
keeper of the trophy in these sale efforts raises the suspicion that the Plaintiffs expected difficulty
in getting the trophy from Don Broder to sell it, those suspicions do not translate into an act by
him of such a nature as fo trigger the runming of the limitation period.

[52] Don Broder’s evidence contained a variety of inconsistencies as between that to which he
testified at trial and earlier at examination for discovery. There were also inconsistencies between
statements made by him in testimony at certain points of the trial with what he stated at other
points in s evidence. For example, he first stated that he was not sure whether he ever talked to
George Broder about possession of the deer head after Mr. Benjamin sent the June 26, 1975
letter. He next stated that he discussed it with George when they were hunting together in 1988 or
1989. He had testified at Examination for Discovery that he never discussed this issue with
George after the June 26, 1975 letter was sent. '

[53] In another example he stated that he did not know if any of his other siblings told him he
could keep the trophy. He then changed that to stating that it was just that he didn’t write them
about it, then to that there was no communication of any type on the issue and finally that he
believes he told his siblings of his ¢laim on many unspecified occasions. At Examinations for
Discovery he agreed that he had testified that he had no discussions with any of the Plaintiffs on

this issue after June 1975 and that none of them ever told him whether or not they objected to his
keeping the trophy. '

[54} In the result, where there is a discrepancy between the evidence of Don Broder and that of
any of the Plaintiff’s witnesses and Don Broder’s evidence is not otherwise supported by reliable

independent evidence I accept the evidence of the Plaintiff’s witnesses as true and find Don
Broder’s evidence lo be unreliable.

[55] Inanyevent Don Broder did not advance any right to own the trophy (outside of a claim
based on the purported will) other than as a resuit of the Plaintiffs’ claim being barred by laches

or by the expiration of a statutory limitation period. He did not claim to have acquired ownership
otherwise.

[56]  That said, the evidence of George Broder, Earl Broder and Doris Bibaud which [ have
accepted as true was that the issue of ownership and possession of the trophy was never raised by
any of the Plaintiffs with Don Broder at any time after he took the trophy from the family home
in 1973, up until they read the article in the Edmonton Sun newspaper on March 4, 1997.
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[57] Having concluded that the Defendant has not proven that George Broder received Mr.
Benjamin’s 1975 letter, the only circumstance which could have triggered the commencement of
the limitation period prior to March 4, 1997 is dependent on an inference that the Plaintiffs
deduced or should have deduced from the long delay with no action that Don Broder was not in

fact keeping the trophy to try to eventually sell it on their behalf but rather was keeping it as his
own.

[58] While this issue is the most troubling in this litigation, I conclude that the Plaintiffs did
not arrive at this conclusion notwithstanding the long period of inaction. First, that was the

~evidence of those Plaintiffs who testified, the others being deceased (in the case of Luella Adam)
or too frail to endure the burden of participating in the trial. Secondly, they did take some steps in
1992 and 1994 to try to sell the trophy, which steps were inconsistent with any belief that it then
belonged to Don. Thirdly, and most important, is the utter absence of communication on either
part from which they could conclude that he was not simply, de facto, retaining an asset which
had proved difficult to sell. None of the parties was particularly sophisticated and, prior to this
litigation commencing all appeared to be confrontation-adverse. The Plaintiffs’ inaction was
equally consistent with their belief that a family treasure was simply being retained and preserved
for the family as that it was being retained and preserved for and by Don Broder alone.

[59] Therefore I conclude that the first time the Plaintiffs knew that Don Broder was claiming

the trophy as his own was when they read the March 4, 1997 article in the Edmonton Sun. The
limitation period commenced running at that time.

¢. is the action barred due to laches?

[60] The Defendant argues that the Plaintiffs should be barred from success because of delay.
While I have found that they did not know Don Broder was claiming to be the sole owner of the
trophy before March 1997, they knew as early as 1973 that he had removed and kept the trophy
without their penmission yet did nothing about it for almost 25 years. Further, the Plaintiffs
George Broder and Doris Bibaud in their capacities as Personal Representatives of the estate of
George Broder delayed in obtaining that appointment and from being added as parties to this

action in that capacity for 4 years after they learned of Don Broder’s claim of ownership of the
trophy.

[61] While delay, or laches, is often discussed in the contex! of being an equitable defence to a
claim for an injunction or the specific performance of contractual obligations, nothing has been
provided which suggests that in a proper case it could not apply to an estate matter such as this.

[62] LaForestJ. in M. (K.) v. M. (H.), [1992] 3 S.C.R. 6 {at pp.76, 77) adopted the

explanation of the doctrine of laches as set out in Lindsay Petroleurn Co. v. Hurd (1874), LR. 5
P.C.221: '

N |
i
|
i
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Where it would be practically unjust to give a remedy, either because the party
has, by his conduct, done that which might fairly be regarded as equivalent to a
waiver of it, or where by his conduct and neglect he has, though perhaps not
waiving that remedy, yet put the other party in a situation in which it would not be
reasonable to place him if the remedy were afterwards to be asserted, in either of
these cases, lapse of time and delay are most material. But in every case, if an
argument against refief, which otherwise would be just, is founded upon mere
delay, that delay of course not amounting to a bar by any statute of limitations, the
validity of that defence must be tried upon principles substantially equitable. Two
circumstances, always important in such cases, are, the length of the delay and the
nature of the acts done duning the mterval, which might affect either party and
cause a balance of justice or injustice in taking the one course or the other, so far
as relates to the remedy.

La Forest J. concluded that mere delay is insufficient to trigger laches under either of its

Rather, the doctrine considers whether the delay of the plaintiff constitutes
acquiescence or results in circumstances that make the prosecution of the action
unreasonable. Ultimately, laches must be resolved as a matter of justice as
between the parties, as is the case with any equitable doctrine.

Delay as a potential bar to relief is discussed by Mr. Justice Robert J. Sharpe in his text

Injunctions and Specific Performance, 2d ed. at 1.830 as follows:

[65]

Consideration of delay is an aspect of the more general principle which takes into
account the injustice of awarding relief against a party who will be prejudiced on
account of a change of position related to acts or omissions of the party seeking
relief. '

In illustration Justice Sharpe goes on to cite the decision of Duff J. in Bark-Fong v.

Coogper (1913),49 S.CR. 14 at 23:

The doctrine of laches, it has been frequently said, is not a technical doctrine, and
in order to constitute a defence there must be such a change of position as would
make it inequitable to require the defendant to carry out the contract or the delay
must be of such a character as to justify the inference that the plaintiffs intended to
abandon their rights under the contract or otherwise make it unjust to grant
specific performance.

and the decision of LaForest J. in M.(K.) v. M.(H.), supra at 77-8:

A good discussion of the rule and of laches in general is found in Meagher,
Gummow and Lehane, [Equity Doctrines and Remedies (Sydney: Butterworths,




F22 . R |

kel

Page: 13

1984)] at pp. 755-65 where the authors distill the doctrine in this manner, at p.
755:

1t is a defence which requires that a defendant can successfully ;
resist an equitable (although not a legal) claim made against him if ‘
he can demonstrate that the plaintiff, by delaying the institution or

prosecution of his case, has either (a) acquiesced in the defendant’s

conduct or (b) caused the defendant to alter his position in

reasonable reliance on the plaintiff’s acceptance of the status quo,

or otherwise permitted a situation to arise which it would be unjust

to disturb.

[66] Therefore, more than delay - even delay in excess of 20 years - in asserting a right is
needed to succeed on this defence. Either acquiescence or reliance must also be shown. Justice
Sharpe defines acquiescence as being the equivalent of waiver in para. 1.870 of his text. No
conduct on the part of any of the Plaintiffs which can be said to amount to a positive act of
waiver has been established in this case. There was no evidence of an express or implied
representation by any Plaintiff that they intended through the period of delay not to eventually
demand the return and sale of the trophy, or that an application for the appointment of Personal
Representatives would not eventually be made if necessary, see also Spry, I. C. F., The Principles
of Equitable Remedies, 5th ed. (Agincourt: Carswell, 1998) at 239-240.

[67] The Defendant arpued that George and Earl Broder should have interpreted his offer to let
them “borrow” the trophy, made while they were hunting with Don Durand, as positive
knowledge he was treating the trophy as his own, with the result that their subsequent inaction
amounted to acquiescence. However, for the reasons stated earfier I do not conclude that even if
the word "borrow” was used that term was inconsistent with Don Broder maintaining the trophy
for safe-keeping rather than asserting ownership to it.

[68] The Defendant altematively argued that his position was altered as a result of the delay. In
Blundon v. Storm, [1971] 20 D.L.R. (3d) 413, Judson J. on behalf of the Supreme Court of
Canada concluded that in determining whether laches could be raised as a defence the court
should examine the nature of the acts done during the interval which might affect either party and
cause 2 balance of justice or injustice in taking the one course or the other, so far as relates to the
remedy.

[69] The Defendant argued that the expenditures he made in preserving the trophy and in
acquiring objects which aided in its display constitute an altering of the status quo on his part so
that ordering the delivery of the trophy up to the executors of the estate at this time would be
unjust to him. He has shown that he relied upon the ongoing state of affairs at least to the extent
that he expended considerable sums of money to facilitate showing the head, or the replica of the
head at various sportsman’s shows. However, I find that prejudice can best be addressed by way
of the Counterclaim, as suggested in Spry, supra at 232:
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..if the material prejudice to the defendant arises through the expenditure of
money by him, in appropriate circumstances an order for specific performance
may be made that is conditional upon his being indemnified.

[70] Even if that were not the case, to the extent that laches must be resolved as a matter of
justice between the parties, I note that on the facts nothing in the evidence at trial as to the
siblings” dealings with the trophy suppotts the conclusion that they intended to alienate their
interest in it to Don. He suffered no prejudice other than financial expenditure as a result of any
delay in demanding the return of the trophy or in an application being made for Letters of
Administration. On the other hand, I am forced to conclude that Don Broder’s attempt to mislead
the court through the production, in suspicious circumstances and timing, of the purported
holograph will might in and of itself have led the court to exercise its discretion to refuse to apply
the equitable doctrine of laches to deny the Plaintiffs their proper remedy; see Spry, supra at 246.

d. is the action out-of-time because the Personal Representatives of the Estate were added to the
action more than 2 years after the cause of action arose? '

[71] Notwithstanding statements in the pleading advancing a cause of action on behalf of the
Plaintiffs personally, no evidence or argument at trial supported the proposition that any party
other than the estate of Ed Broder, as represented by George Broder and Doris Bibaud as
Personal Representatives had a claim for recovery of the trophy from George Broder.

[72] Those Personal Representatives were added to the action on September 18, 2001. Don
Broder argues that the action is therefore out-of- time as the only parties who had a proper claim
were added to it more than 2 years after the cause of action started to run; their subsequent
addition cannot breathe life into an action that was, in effect, a nullity as it was brought by parties
without standing, notwithstanding the orders of the Master, Justice of this Court and Court of
Appeal each of which declined to strike it for this reason on a preliminary basis,

[73] The Personal Represenlatives can succeed only if allowed to take advantage of the earlier
proceedings brought prior to the expiry of the limitation period notwithstanding the absence of
any party properly entitled to sue at that time, i.e. absent Letters of Administration having even
been granted, let alone the Personal Representatives being named as parties to the action.

[74] The Plaintiffs advance two reasons why the Personal Representatives should be entitled
to rely on the timely commencement of this action by them in their personal capacities in
conjunction with their other siblings.

[75] First, statute provides a potential remedy via s. 61(1} (b) of the Limitation of Actions Act
which provides:

s. 61(1) If an action to which this Part applies has been commenced within the
time allowed by or under this Part, the court, on application, may authorize an
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amendment to any pleading or proceeding therein that will result in a change of
parties to the action...

(b) when the action is one on behalf of .. the estate of a deceased
person and the action was brought by or in the name of a person

not entitled under law to bring an action on behalf of...the estate of
the deceased person, if the court is satisfied that no affected person
has been misled as fo the true nature of the action and if the change -
is only the substitution of the proper persons to bring the action;...

notwithstanding that the time limited by this Part for commencing that class of
action had lapsed between the time the action was commenced and the time ofthe
application for the amendment.

[76]) This provision, although now repealed and replaced with the broader s. 6 in the
Limitations Act , R.S.A. 2000, c. L-12 has been interpreted to avoid the conclusion that an action
is a nullity; see Stout Estate v. Golinowski Estate (2002), 100 Alta, LR, (3d) 5, 2002 ABCA
49at para. 93; Frank v, King Estate (1987), 56 Alta. L.R. (2d) 289 (C.A.). Section 61(1) (b) was
passed to mitigate against the harsh consequences of cases such as Public Trustee (Alberta) v.
Larsen (1964), 47 D.LR. ( 2d) 184 (AltaS.C.AD.), as descnbed by Justice Wittmann at para.
86 of Stout Estate.

[77] Applying the evidence against the requirements of s. 61{1) I observe that addition of the
Personal Representatives of the estate could not have resulted in the Defendant being misled as
to the true nature of the action; there was no evidence that he had been misled in any manner. All
the parties to the action remained the same; it is simply that an additional status, that of Personal
Representative, was conferred upon two of the Plaintiffs. This “change” resulted only in the
addition as parties of two of the Plaintiffs in their status as Personal Representatives of the estate;
they were already parties in their personal capacity. The substance of the issue in dispute

‘remained unchanged.

[78] Therefore by application of s. 61(1) (b) of the Limitation of Actions Act I find that this
action is not statute-barred although the Personal Representatives of the estate were added as
parties more than 2 years after the cause of action arose.

[79) Second, the same conclusion would result at common- law. There the doctning of
“relation back™ if applicable would allow the Court to consider the action as if it had been
commenced by the Personal Representatives, at one time known as Administrators, in 1997
although they were not appointed or added until 2001. That principle is described by the Alberta
Court of Appeal in Stout Estate v. Golinowski Estate, supra where Wittmann J. A. stated at
paragraphs 29-31:
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Relating back...generally holds that an appointment of an executor may relate
back to the testator’s death, but a grant of administration would not similarly
relate back to the instate’s death. An executor’s powers derive from the will, and -

5o commence from the moment of death. Thus, acts done by an executor pursuant i
to that title after the testator’s death are valid notwithstanding that probate may

not have been issued; Williams and Mortimer [ Executors, Administrators and t
Probate, 18" ed. Williams on Executors and 6" ed. Mortimer on Probate l
{Agincourt, Ont.: Carswell, 2000) p.87.

On the other hand, the powers of an administrator derive only from the grant of i
letters of administration. Prior to the grant, the administrator has no powers to

exercise on behalf of the estate. It is in this context that the statements about !
nullity arise. An action brought by a person as an administrator of an estate has . '
been said to be a nullity if the action is brought before the issue of letters of

administration, because it is only upon the issue of letters that the administrator

has any authority to represent the estate: Ingall v. Moran [1944] K.B. 160.

Williams and Mortimer discuss this at pp. 93-94:

At law, letters of administration must issue before the
commencement of legal proceedings by a person entitied to
administration for he has no right of action until he has obtained
them and even if he obtains a grant afterwards, it does not for thig
purpose relate back. The proceedings are a nullity and cannot be
validated by a later grant of administration.

There is, however, some precedent for relating back in the context of
administrators, with the resuit that acts done before the grant of administration
might be valid. This possibility was said to arise in cases where the acts were done
for the benefit of the estate: Williams and Mortimer at pp. 94-97 and McEllistrum
v. Etches, [1954] 4 D.L.R. 350 (Ont. C.A.), reversed in part (1956), 6 D.L.R. (2d)
1 (SCC).

[80}] In Williams and Mortimer at pp. 94 the anthors observe :

The general proposition that letters of administration do not relate back to the date
‘of death is subject to a number of exceptions or apparent exceptions which apply
by statute or at common law where this is for the benefit of the estate. The test is
objective, that is to say, the grant will “relate back” only if it actually benefits the
estate and not because the expected administrator thinks it will benefit the estate.

and at 95-96:
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An administrator can recover in trespass or trover against a wrongdoer who has
seized or converted goods before the grant. The reason for this is that otherwise
there would be no remedy for the wrongdoing.

(811 In McEllistrum v, Etches, supra Laidlaw J.A. stated as well:

The doctrine of ‘relation back’ does not apply, in my opinion, to every case and is
not available ‘for all purposes’. It is my considered opinion that it is applicable
only in cases where it is necessary to protect the estate in the interval between the
death of the intestate and the grant of letters of administration.

See also In the goods of Elizabeth Pryse, {1904) P. 301 at 304 where the English Court of
Appeal stated that a person who 1s eventually appointed administrator may bring an action for
trespasses committed in the interval and, more recently, Bellegarde v. Murdock (1978), 25
N.S.R. (2d) 375 (C.A.) at para. 17.

- [82] The Defendant led evidence from his then counsel, Joseph Kueber ta the effect that Mr.

Kueber wrote to Plaintiff’s counsel in April, 1997 advising that he would advance a limitations
defence but neither of his letters expressly raised the issue of the Plamtiffs’ standing to sue at that
time which, in any case, was before the original Statement of Claim was filed. Therefore, those
letters create no estoppel which would prevent the application of the principle of relation back.

[83] That the action was brought for the benefit of the estate is not in question. The prayer for
relief in both the onginal and amended Statement of Claim does not suggest any relief
inconsistent with this result. Further, the evidence of the Plaintiffs, which I have accepted over
that of the Defendant, was that their father repeatedly told a number of them during his lifetime
that after his death he wanted the trophy sold and the sale proceeds divided among them, whu:h
is consistent with the conclusion the action was brought for the benefit of the estate.

[84] The effect of this action was in part to prevent Don Broder from disposing of the trophy
during the course of litigation. I note that the Statement of Claim did request relief which
included an interim injunction restraining the sale of the trophy and for an order directing its
interim retum. It is not clear whether an application for either type of interim relief was actually
made but the trophy has clearly remained with Don Broder throughout. The risk of unauthonzed
disposal potentially increased after March, 1997 when the Plaintiffs demanded the retum of the
trophy with the result that Don Broder knew for the first time that his siblings challenged his
right to call it his own. '

[85] While clearly it took a significant peniod of time for the Piaintiffs to obtain Letters of
Administration and they in fact made no efforts in that direction for several years after the action
was commenced, I conclude that the Plaintiffs brought this action promptly for the purpose of
ensuring the ownership of the trophy was litigated, once it came to their attention that ownership
was in dispute. That litigation required that the trophy be preserved through all steps prerequisite
to that issue being determined, including the proper appointment of admimstrators.
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{86] Therefore [ conclude that the action would not have been statute-barred on behalf of the
Personal Representatives of the Estate of Ed Broder, George Broder and Doris Bibaud through
the application of the principle of relation back even had s. 61(1) (b) of the Limitation of Actions
Act not effected the same result. While they were added to the Statement of Claim more than 2
years after the cause of action arose, the action should be considered to have been commenced

within that time period, when the pleadmgs were originally issued, through application of the
principle of “relation back™.

e. notwithstanding the provisions of the Limitation of Actions Act, did the !lmltatlon penod start
to nin only upon !he granting of the Letters of Administration?

[87} In light of the above conclusion this argument need not be considered. That said, I note
the authorities which support the proposition that a cause of action can accrue to the estate of an
intestate only upon the granting of letters of administration; see J.S. Williams, Limitation of
Actions in Canada, 2d ed. (Toronto: Butterworths, 1980) at p. 191, Canadian Encyclopedic

Digest (Western), Executors and Administrators §388 citing Meyappa Chetty v. Supramanian
Chetty, [1916] 1 A.C. 603 (P.C. [Singapore]).

f. do the personal Plaintiffs have a cause of action independent of the Personal Representatives of
the estate?

[88] Again, this issue need not be considered in light of the above conclusions. I note that the
uncontroverted evidence shows that all parties entered into an agreement that Georgc and Don
Broder arrange for the sale of the trophy and then divide the sale proceeds equally among all the
Broder children but whether an actionable breach of that agreement arose to give rise to a
personal cause of action on behaif of the Plaintiffs was not argued at trial.

[89] This issue is noteworthy because the Court of Appeal earlier relied on the allegation of
such an agreement as a reason for concluding the Statement of Claim disclosed a cause of action
and was not, therefore, a nullity. However, in the end result the action is not a nullity for another

reason, through the application of s. 61(1)(b) of the Limitation of Actions Act and the application
of the doctrine of relation back, as described above.

- g. should the Counterclaim succeed?

[90] Don Broder argued that if the trophy is to be returned to the Personal Representatives of
the Estate and sold he should be entitled to recover the monies he expended as a result of
maintaining it since 1973. He was unable to give exact figures for many of the expenses he
claimed in this regard, nor to produce receipts for them given the passing of time and, I find, his

belief that it would never be necessary to claim these sums in set-off or otherwise account for
them. )
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{91] He testified that in 1983 he paid between $400 and $600 for a new cape for the trophy. A
cape is a deer skin used in the mounting process. He also placed a rider on his house insurance
policy for coverage for the trophy, which he valued at $10,000 for insurance purposes. This
nsurance cost an additional $45 in 1998 or 1999, the only year for which he had documentary
proof of the cast.

[92]  Craig Broder, Don Broder’s son, testified that commencing in 1996 he and his father
began to show the trophy more frequently and employed different mechanisms.to help defray the
travel and other costs associated with this activity. For example, they sold photos and t-shirts
relating to the trophy at the varicus sportsman’s shows where it was displayed.

[93] They decided to make a replica of the trophy and to show the replica rather than the
original to ensure the original was not damaged in transit. The initial replicas were made in
Wisconsin. Three replicas were made at a cost of $1,000 US each in addition to the $2,500 US in
travel expenses Don and Craig Broder incurred in relation to obtaining them. These replicas did
not prove durable with the result that two hardier replicas were made at a further cost of $1,000
US each.

[94] Eventually a life-sized mount was obtained, which could be used as a base for displaying
either the original or a replica. It cost $5,000. Don Broder expended a further $3,500 US to have
an artist travel here from Ulah to visit the area in which the deer which yielded the trophy had

originally been shot and to paint a backdrop in accordance with that scene against which the life-

_ sized mount could be displayed.

{95} No receipts were produced to support any of these costs but the Plaintiffs did not lead any
evidence to otherwise challenge these figures.

[96] Craig Broder testified that the genuine trophy has not been displayed since the first
replica was obtained. He believed that the expenses of obtaining the replicas, iife-sized mount
and backdrop had increased the value of the trophy in some undefined way.

[97] The Plaintiffs argue that the only costs which were incurred to safeguard and protect the
trophy were the original cape (needed because the one from 1926 had begun to deteriorate) at
$600 and the yearly additional insurance premiums paid by Don Broder. at $45 each year from
1973 to the present which total $1,395. This would result in an admitted counterclaim of $1,995.

[98] However, I accept that had Don Broder not believed that his siblings might not claim the
return of the trophy, based on their years of tnaction, he would not likely have incurred the
further substantial costs of the life-sized mount, the replicas and the backdrop. He obtained these
for the purpose of showing the trophy as its owner and would not have done so if he was only a
partial awner and expected only a Iimited time in which to claim even that status. [ have not
found these expenditures sufficient to support the defence of-laches but they may properly be
considered as part of the damages claimed in the counterclaim.
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{99] No evidence was led to suggest that these items would have any more than a nominal
value if they could not be displayed in conjunction with a claim that the original trophy belonged
to Don Broder. No evidence was Jed on what amounts Don Broder eamned by way of sale of
souvenir items at sportsman’s shows or that such sums in any way exceeded his costs of travel to
those shows. In any event those travel expenses were not claims quantified or advanced by him in
support of his counterclaim.
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[100] No evidence was led by the Plaintiffs to suggest the figures advanced by Don and Craig
Broder were inaccurate. Based on that evidence, admittedly based on cost estimates and
unsupported by documentary proof, Don Broder expended $16,000 US or $20,000 Canadian tn
this regard in addition to the $1,995 for the original remount and insurance costs for a total of
$21,995.

[101] The conclusion that the Plaintiffs lulled the Defendant into thinking they might not assert
the estate’s ownership right in the trophy through their long period of inaction is not inconsistent
with the conclusion that they did not in fact abandon their interest as a result of this delay. I have
found they believed that the estate continued to own the trophy but did nothing to realize on that
asset. It is the lack of action which created the situation which led the Defendant into making
these expenditures.

[102] Therefore, although the trophy is ordered to be delivered into the hands of George Broder
and Doris Bibaud in their capacity as Personal Representatives of the estate of George Broder,
the first $21,995 of the sale proceeds of the trophy, after deducting the costs of sale, shall be paid
to Don Broder to compensate him for these expenses if he also delivers to them the replicas, life-
sized mount and backdrop to be sold in conjunction with the trophy.

[103] Further, I order that the Personal Representatives of the estate of Ed Broder are to retum
for directions in relation to the mode of sale of the trophy within 30 days of receipt of the
judgment to either myself or to Justice Marceau who as case manager is well famihar with this | l

matter. Ample notice of the bringing of that application is to be given to the Defendant Don i
Broder who is at liberty to attend and make representations mcludmg a proposal or proposals as
to means of sale. ‘ l

[104]- Steps are to be taken to sell the trophy forthwith which may include sale by local auction
unless a better proposal is advanced by any party upon the bringing of the application for
directions for sale, Those proposals may include arrangements which would allow any of the - l
Broder siblings including Don Broder to purchase the trophy by matching the best offer recetved
for it or, if it is sold by auction, to bid at that auction.

[105] If the trophy is ultimately sold to Don Broder, the amount he has been awarded pursuant
to the counterclaim may be attributed toward his purchase price
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CONCLUSION

[106] The claim of Doris Bibaud and George Broder as Personal Representatives of the Estate
of George Broder is allowed to the extent of entitling them to take possession of the trophy for
the purposes of sale on behalf of the estate. The claims of ail other Plaintiffs, including those of
Doris Bibaud and George Broder in-their personal capacities, is dismissed.

[107] The trophy in question is to forthwith be made available to George Broder and Doris
Bibaud to be sold in accordance with the above directions. The Defendant is to receive the sum
of $21,995 as a first charge on the sale proceeds net of the costs of sale in respect of his
counterclaim in this matter if he also delivers the replicas, mount and backdrop so they might be
sold in conjunction with the trophy. He is also to receive his equal share of all estate assets when
distributed, including his share of the balance of the net sale proceeds of the trophy. '

COSTS

[108] Inlight of the long period of inaction on the part of the Plaintiffs in which they did
nothing to assert the estate’s right to possession of the trophy and in light of the four-year delay
between the cause of action arising and the application for the Letters of Administration being
made, the Plaintiff Personal Representatives are not awarded costs of this litigation
notwithstanding their ultimate success. Each party shall bear its own costs.

Heard on the [9" day of January 2004.
Dated at the City of Edmonton, Alberta this 9" day of March 2004.

C_;—_"/\
M.B. Bielby S~

J.C.Q.B.A.

Appearances:

Elizabeth M. MacInnis
for the Plaintiffs

The Defendant Don Broder appeared on his own behalf
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0403 - 0267-AC

Queen’s Bench No. 9703 - 12949

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF ALBERTA
BETWEEN:

EARL BRODER, GEORGE BRODER, RICHARD BRODER, MARGARET MACPHEE,
DORIS BIBAUD, LUELLA ADAM, AND DORIS BIBAUD AND GEORGE BRODER,
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ESTATE OF EDMUND BRODER, ALSO
KNOWN AS ED BRODER, DECEASED

RESPONDENTS
} hereby certify thia to be atrue (PLAINTIFFS)

copy of the original. - and - '

DON BRODER AND CRAIG BRODER
APPELLANT
(DEFENDANTS)
-and -
BETWEEN:
DON BRODER

APPELLANT

(PLAINTIFF BY COUNTERCLAIM)
- and -

EARL BRODER, GEORGE BRODER, RICHARD BRODER, MARGARET MACPHEE,
DORIS BIBAUD, LUELLA ADAM, AND DORIS BIBAUD AND GEORGE BRODER,
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ESTATE OF EDMUND BRODER, ALSO

KNOWN AS ED BRODER, DECEASED

RESPONDENTS
(DEFENDANTS BY COUNTERCLAIM)

Docket: 0403-0356-AC
BETWEEN:

EARL BRODER, GEORGE BRODER, RICHARD BRODER, MARGARET MACPHEE,
DORIS BIBAUD, LUELLA ADAM, AND DORIS BIBAUD AND GEORGE BRODER,
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ESTATE OF EDMUND BRODER, ALSO
KNOWN AS ED BRODER, DECEASED

RESPONDENTS
(PLAINTIFFS)




W2 0972006 09:17 FAX 7804242323 WETR DOWEN [@oog

3l

, ' -and -
DON BRODER AND CRAIG BRODER

APPELLANT

(DEFENDANTS)
- and -

DON BRODER

APPELLANT
(PLAINTIFF BY COUNTERCLAIM)
- and -

EARL BRODER, GEORGE BRODER, RICHARD BRODER, MARGARET MACPHEE,
DORIS BIBAUD, LUELLA ADAM, AND DORIS BIBAUD AND GEORGE BRODER,
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ESTATE OF EDMUND BRODER, ALSO
KNOWN AS ED BRODER, DECEASED

RESPONDENTS

(DEFENDANTS BY COUNTERCLAIM) l

BEFORE THE HONOURABLE:
MADAM JUSTICE CAROCLE CONRAD
MR. JUSTICE RONALD BERGER

MR. JUSTICE PETER COSTIGAN

ON FRIDAY, THE 23¢
DAY OF DECEMBER, 2005
AT THE LAW COURTS,
EDMONTON, ALBERTA

e i A

JUDGMENT ROLL

UPON the within three appeals being heard on Thursday, December 1, 2005; AND UPON
the Court reserving Judgment and rendering Judgment by way of Memorandum of Judgment dated
December 23, 2005; AND UPON the Court hearing oral argument by Counsel for the parties; AND
UPON the Court reviewing the Facta of the parties and the Appeal Books as previously filed;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED THAT:

L. Appeal No. 0403 - 0267-AC, being the appeal relating to the estate’s entitlement to the
trophy is dismissed, and the trial judgment is therefore confirmed,

2. Appeal No. 0403 - 0202-AC, being the appeal relating to the finding of civil contempt, is
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allowed, and the citation for civil contempt is therefore vacated;

Appeal No. 0403 - 0356-AC, being the appeal relating to the penalty for civil contempt, is
allowed, and the order for payment of a fine of $53,208.26 is therefore vacated; and

Costs in the sum of $28,500.00 are awarded against the appellant DON BRODER in favor
of the respondents DORIS BIBAUD AND GEORGE BRODER, PERSONAL

REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ESTATE OF EDMUND BRODER, ALSO KNOWN AS
ED BRODER, DECEASED.

M. CASSIDY
7drREGISTRAR, COURT OF APPEAL OF ALBERTA

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT BY:

LACOURCIERE ASSOCIATES

Per:

——

Guy'Lacourciere
Solicitors for the Appellant

WEIR BOWEN LLP

Per:

-~

-

Elizabeth M. Maclnnis
Solicitors for the Respondents
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BRODER, DECEASED

RESPONDENTS
(PLAINTIFFS)

- and -
DON BRODER AND CRAIG BRODER

APPELLANT
(DEFENDANTS)
-~ and -

DON BRODER

. APPELLANT
{PLAINTIFF BY COUNTERCLAIM)
-and -

EARL BRODER, GEORGE BRODER, RICHARD
BRODER, MARGARET MACPHEE, DORIS
BIBAUD, LUELLA ADAM, AND DORIS BIBAUD
AND GEORGE BRODER, PERSONAL
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ESTATE OF
EDMUND BRODER, ALSO KNOWN AS ED
BRODER, DECEASED

RESPONDENTS
{DEFENDANTS BY COUNTERCLAIM)

FJUDGMENT ROLL

Elizabeth M. Mac[nnis
Weir Bowen LLP
1600 Beli Tower, 10104 - 103 Aveaue
Edmonton, Alberta, T5J 0H&
Phaone: (780) 424-2030
Fax: (780) 424-2323
File: 7839 EMM
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In the Court of Appeal of Alberta

Citation: Broder v, Broder, 2005 ABCA 442
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Memorandum of Judgment

The Court:
I. Introduction

1] This appeal demonstrates the importance of applying for probate, or letters of administration,
in a timely fashion. Some 37 years after the death of Ed Broder, his seven children are involved in
litigation over the title to the World’s Record Non-Typical Mule Deer Trophy (the “trophy™). The
appellant, Don Broder (“Don”), appeals a finding that his father’s estate owns the trophy. In
addition, he appeals a finding of civil contempt and the penalties imposed with respect to that
finding,

II. Issues on Appeal

[2]  The appellant filed three separate appeals. First, he appealed the substantive judgment
awarding possession and sale of the trophy to the estate. Second, he appealed the contempt finding
and, finally, he appealed from the punishment imposed and the fine of $53,208.26.

III. Background

3] Mr. Ed Broder died in 1968. Rather than apply for letters of administration, his seven
children appointed George Broder to informally co-ordinate the division of the estate, and nominated
the appellant, Don, to assist him. No decision was made about title to the trophy, which remained
on display in the family home.

(4] In 1973, Don approached his brother Richard, who was then living in the family home, to
borrow the trophy in order to exhibit it at a sportsman’s show. Richard refused. Don subsequently
entered the house, took the trophy, exhibited it, and retained possession in his own home.

(5] In 1994, the siblings, less Don, made an unsuccessful attempt to find a buyer for the trophy.
Three years later, in 1997, they saw an article in the £dmonton Sun in which Don and his son Craig
claimed joint ownership of the trophy. The siblings made a demand for the return of the trophy. Don
refused. The siblings then brought a civil action seeking return of the trophy and a declaration of
joint ownership. In addition to filing a statement of defence, Don brought a counterclaim seeking
damages for care and maintenance of the trophy.

[6] In2001, Don brought a motion to strike the siblings’ action for lack of standing. The motion
was adjourned, sine die, to enable the siblings to seek letters of administration. Don appealed that
decision to a Justice of the Court of Queen’s Bench. In the interim, Don’s siblings, George and
Doris, were granted letters of administration and appointed as personal representatives of the estate.
They immediately applied to be added as parties to the action, seeking the return of the trophy. The
two applications were heard concurrently. Don’s appeal was dismissed and the siblings” motion to

|




58

Page: 2

have the personal representatives added to the statement of claim was granted. Any issues of
limitations or standing were, however, reserved for the trial judge. That decision was upheld on
appeal to this court, on the basis that the limitation would be a live issue at the trial.

IV. Trial Judgment

(7] The matter came to trial in early 2004. The trial judge found that although the siblings were
aware Don had taken and retained the wophy in 1973, they assumed he was merely holding it for
their joint possession. She found that the first time they knew otherwise was in 1997, when they read
a newspaper article in which Don and his son Craig asserted ownership. It was at this point,
according the trial judge, that the siblings demanded the return of the trophy and Don refused to
honour that demand.

[8] As a result of this finding, the trial judge found Don liable in both conversion and detinue.
She concluded that the limitation period for both was two years from the date of discovery in 1997.
She concluded, nonetheless, that the action by the personal representatives in 2001 was validated
by application of s. 61(1)(b) of the former Alberta limitation statute, the Limitation of Actions Act,
R.S.A. 1980, c. L-15, In addition, she found that the 1997 civil action was legitimized as an action
taken for the benefit of the estate under the common law doctrine of relationship back (see: Stout
Estate v. Golinowski Estate (2002), 299 A.R. 13, 2002 ABCA 49 at para. 93; Frank v. Canada
(Minister of Indian and Northern Affairs) (1987), 88 A.R. 241, 56 Alta. L.R. (2d) 289 (C.A.). She
directed the return of the trophy to the personal representatives for sale and distribution of the
proceeds. The trial judge allowed Don’s counterclaim for expenses in the amount of $21,995, less
the costs of the sale and subject to certain further conditions. With respect to costs, she found that,
while the personal representatives had been successful, the excessive delay in this matter mitigated
against any award of costs in their favor. She directed, therefore, that both parties bear their own
costs.

[9]  Following judgment, the appellant failed to deliver the trophy. On April 13, 2004, Veit J.
ordered the appellant to deliver the trophy to the offices of a law firm and, if he failed to do so, he
was to appear in chambers on Friday, April 23, 2004 to show cause why he should not be held in
civil contempt. A fake trophy was delivered.

[10] On April 23rd, the appellant, aged 74, appeared before the trial judge. He was not
represented by counsel, and did not disclose that the trophy had been sold and was no longer in his
possession. Rather than show cause why he could not deliver the trophy, he took the position that
there was a lien against the trophy and it would not be delivered until his charges were paid. The
trial judge found him in contempt and ordered him taken into custedy until he purged his contempt.

[I1] At a subsequent chambers hearing, documentation was introduced demonstrating that an
American businessman had bought the trophy some time in 2003. In the face of this new evidence,
the appellant admitted that he had sold the trophy and that it was no longer in his possession. The
trial judge directed that he was in continuing contempt, and he was to remain in custody until he



Page: 3

paid the amount received for the trophy into trust for recovery of the trophy. The appellant produced
the requisite funds and the trial judge released him, holding that he had purged his contempt. The
trophy was recovered and then resold to the same individual at a higher cost by the estate.

{12] The estate subsequently applied to the trial judge for its costs from the date of trial. The trial
judge did not adjust costs, but she imposed a fine of $53,208.26 instead on the appellant for
contempt of court. The fine amounted to the siblings’ solicitor-client costs from the date of sale of
the trophy up unti! the conclusion of trial ($37,887.13) and the accrued fees ($15,321.13) due to the
contempt proceedings. The award was then discounted by $1,995 — the amount of costs for
maintaining the trophy.

A. Standard of Review

[13] The appeal raises both questions of fact and questions of law. The standard of review for
errors of fact is palpable and overriding error. The standard of review for errors of law is
correctness: Housen v. Nikolaisen, [2002] 2 S.C.R.235 at para.§.

V. Decision
A, Appeal relating to determination of ownership of the trophy

[14] Theappellant argues that the cause of action was statute-barred. We disagree. The trial judge
made very specific findings as to the date when the respondents first became aware of Don’s claim
to ownership. She accepted that, although they knew Don had taken the trophy from the home, they
understood he was keeping the trophy safe, on behalf of all of the family, until the day when it was
to be sold. Indeed, Don did not testify otherwise. Her finding that the limitation period began to run
on the date the article appeared in the Edmonton Sun in 1997 is a reasonable one. Sirnilarly, her
decision that the claim was not barred due to Jaches is also reasonable.

[I5] The major argument on appeal was whether the trial judge erred in finding that the action
was not statute-barred because more than two years had elapsed between 1997 and the date the
personal representatives were added to the action in 2001.The trial judge characterized the 1997
action as one brought for the benefit of the estate. She relied upon s. 61 of the Limitation of Actions
Act, and the common law doctrine of relationship back, to find that the action was not statute-barred.
In regard to the latter, she carefully reviewed the common law relating to that doctrine, including
the limitations on the application of relationship back, but was satisfied that the doctrine applied to
the facts before her,

[16] We cannot say the trial judge erred in characterizing the 1997 action as cne brought on
behalf of the estate. The statement of claim clearly referenced the father’s death, and stated that the
trophy was an asset of the estate. The statement of claim also set out that there had been no
administration of the estate, and that the benefits were being sought, not just for the plaintiffs, but

J
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for those who would be entitled to distribution of the estate. The trial judge found at para. 83 (AB
|, F26):

That the action was brought for the benefit of the estate is nof in question.
The prayer for relief in both the original and amended Statement of Claim
does not suggest any relief inconsistent with this result. Further, the evidence
of the Plaintiffs, which [ have accepted over that of the Defendant, was that
their father repeatedly told a number of them during his lifetime that after his
death he wanted the trophy sold and the sale proceeds divided among them,
which is consistent with the conclusion the action was brought for the benefit
of the estate.

[17] Inour view, the trial judge’s finding that the 1997 action had been brought on behalf of the
estate was reasonable and did not amount to palpable and overriding error.

[18]  Similarly, we find she did not err in law in finding the common law doctrine, surrounding
relationship back, applied to save this action. Her factual findings support that conclusion. We do
note that it is also arguable that the action in detinue may not have arisen until the personal
representative was appointed, because this was when someone became legally entitled to possession.
It is, however, unnecessary to deal with that 1ssue in view of our decision that the trial judge did not
err in applying the doctrine of relationship back. Neither is it necessary to resort to s. 61 of the
Limitation of Actions Act.

[19] We dismiss the appeal relating to the estate’s entitlement to the trophy.
B. Appeal relating to the finding of civil contempt

[20] The appellant raises many issues with respect to the procedure, evidence and rights of an
accused in a civil contempt proceeding (which is quasi-criminal in nature). We need not deal with
all these arguments. In our view, there is a problem maintaining the contempt at this time, because
the citation for contempt related solely to an act that could not be performed at the time it was
ordered. The appellant was cited in contempt for failing to deliver the trophy. In fact, he did not have
the trophy in his possession at the time of the citation having sold it in 2003.

[21] Having said that, the trial judge did not err on the facts before her. The appellant chose to
remain mute about the whereabouts of the trophy and he has only himseif to blame for the fact he
spent time incarcerated for contempt. Instead of explaining that he could not produce a trophy he
did not have, the appellant’s son suggested the only reason it was not produced was because there
was a lien on the trophy for work done, and that it had to be retained until all charges were paid or
the lien would be lost. The trial judge had no way of knowing Don had already sold the trophy.

[22] Nonetheless, on appeal we are faced with a citation for contempt related solely to the
performance of a directive that could not have been performed. The only issue before the judge was
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whether Don was in contempt of Veit J.’s order to produce the trophy and the trial judge’s order to
deliver the trophy to the personal representatives. While there may have been other matters for
which the appellant could have been cited in contempt, such as his fraud upon the court, the
contempt citation related only to delivery of the trophy. The trophy was not in his possession and
compliance with the order was impossible. It is clear that a mere request to the new owner would
not have produced the trophy. Thus, the actual finding of contempt cannot be upheld, although we
wish to make it clear that it is on that technical basis only that we vacate the finding of contempt.

C. Appeal relating fo penalty for contempt

[23] Having concluded that the citation for contempt cannot be maintained, it follows that any
punishment imposed must also be vacated. Here the trial judge ordered a fine 0f $53,208.26 payable
to the respondents. The trial judge refers to the punishment as a fine, noting that the respondents had
merely requested a fine large enough to compensate them for their out-of-pocket costs as a result
of the appellant having put them through “this charade” (AB 1, F53). The trial judge went on to say
at F54/14:

Had there been no contempt on the Court, had Mr. Broder not sold the antlers
before the trial had started, had he come to Court and told the Court that he
had sold the antlers and where they were at the time the trial had
commenced, we would not be here today and this would not be an issue for
me to decide. This decision is simply as a result of those events which
happened independent of the trial. The misrepresentation to the Court, the
lies that he told in regard to the location of the antlers and the fact that they
were no longer, in fact, still in his possession.

[24]  Although the trial judge ordered payment by way of fine, when the appellant’s lawyer
questioned whether she could fine a private citizen, the trial judge said, *“That is what is anticipated
by the Rules of Court.” (AB 1, F55) '

[25] Rule 704(1) provides the jurisdictional authority to punish for civil contempt. Section 704
empowers a judge to order, inter alia, imprisonment for not more than two years, a fine, and to pay
the other person such costs and expenses as may be considered proper. It also provides that a court
may waive the imposition of any sanction, or suspend any punishment, if the person purges his
contempt.

{26] Here, although the trial judge called the award a fine, she was obviously referring to the
portion of 5. 704 that allows a judge to order a payment to the other person of such costs and
expenses as may be considered proper. She specifically noted that she was not revisiting costs. It
is clear, therefore, the order was made to punish for contempt, and as such it must be vacated if the
citation is vacated.




4o

Page: 6

[27] Thus, we vacate the citation and the fine imposed. That does not mean, however, that we
cannot consider Don’s conduct when we impose costs of the appeal. In addition, during argument,
Don acknowledged that he should be responsible for the fees incurred in the contempt proceedings
and offered to pay $15,000.00. We agree that he should do so. In addition, we are of the view that
although he was successful with respect to the contempt appeal, he was unsuccessful on the appeal
with respect to the merits of the conversion, detinue actions. The contempt appeal would never have
been necessary but for Don Broder’s deceptive conduct. As a result, in addition to the $15,000.00
the appellant has agreed to pay, we order one set of costs of the appeal in the sum of $13,500.00.

[28] In the result, we vacate the order for payment of a fine of $53,208.26 and direct that the
appellant pay to the respondents (personal representatives of the estate), the sum of $28,500.00 in
COSts.

V1. Summary of Conclusions
[29] The appeal relating to the finding that the estate is entitled to the trophy is dismissed and the

trial judgment confirmed. The citation for contempt, and the fine of $53,208.26, are vacated. Costs
in the sum of $28,500.00 are awarded against the appellant in favour of the estate.

Appeal heard on December 1, 2005

Memorandum filed at Edmonton, Alberta
this 23rd day of December, 2005

as authorized by:  Conrad J.A.

Berger 1LA.

Costigan J.A.




Appearances:

J.L.G. Lacourciere
For the Appellants

E.M. Maclnnis and P.G. Kirman
For the Respondents
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MEMORANDUM OF ARGUMENT

PART 1
STATEMENT OF FACTS

This application for leave to appeal pertains to the definition and scope of the “relation back™
doctrine in the context of the Law of Wills & Estates. In its decision below, the Alberta Court
of Appeal held that this doctrine may be applied to “cure” an action which was a nullity as at
the date it was originally commenced, and which remained a nullity until after the expiration
of the applicable limitation period. This conclusion is directly at odds with the leading

decision of the Ontario Court of Appeal on the same point.

. The parties to this application for leave to appeal are the seven children and one grandson of

the late Edmund Broder (“Edmund™). The Applicant, Don Broder (“Don”) is the eldest of
these seven children. The Applicant Craig Broder is Don’s son. The Respondents are
Edmund’s other six children. The Respondents Doris Bibaud and George Broder have now

been appointed as the personal representatives of Edmund’s estate.

. In 1926, Edmund shot a deer which yielded what is said to be the “World’s Record Non-

Typical Mule Deer Trophy” (the “trophy”). The current dispute relates to the ownership of

this trophy, and entitlement to the proceeds of its sale.
Reasons for Decision of the Hon. Madame Justice Bielby, at para. 4. [Tab 3B]

Edmund died intestate in 1968 with his wife having passed away the previous year. From the
date of Edmund’s death in 1968 to the year 2001, no formal application for Letters of
Administration was brought by any of his heirs.

Reasons for Decision of the Hon. Madame Justice Bielby, at para. 5. [Tab 3B]




. Following Edmund’s death, the trophy remained on the wall of the family home until 1973,

At this time, the Don removed the trophy for the purpose of exhibiting it at a sportsmen’s

show.

Reasons for Decision of the Hon. Madame Justice Bielby, at para. 10. [Tab 3B]

. By 1997, the Respondents were all aware that Don had had held the trophy in his possession

since 1973 and had shown it at various sportsman shows. Notwithstanding this knowledge,
none of the Respondents asked for its retumn or questioned Don’s right to retain the trophy.

Also, none of the Respondents had applied for Letters of Administration.

Reasons for Decision of the Hon. Madame Justice Bielby, at para. 14, [Tab 3B]

. On March 4, 1997, the Respondent Earl Broder read an article in the Edmonton Sun

newspaper that read “[Craig] Broder and his father share ownership of the trophy”. He then

instructed a lawyer to write a letter to Don demanding the return of the trophy.

Reasons for Decision of the Hon. Madame Justice Bielby, at para. 15. [Tab 3B]

. The letter was followed by the issuance of a Statement of Claim on July 8, 1997. This

Statement of Claim named all the Respondents in their personal capacity. The relief sought in
the Statement of Claim included an order directing a replevy of the trophy, as well as obtain a
declaration that it was jointly owned by all the Broder siblings.

Reasons for Decision of the Hon. Madame Justice Bielby, at para. 16. [Tab 3B]

Statement of Claim dated July 8, 1997. [Tab SA]

. Notwithstanding the presence of claims in the Statement of Claim which purported to have

been brought on behalf of “the estate”, none of the Respondents had applied for or obtained
letters of administration entitling them to commence legal proceedings on behaif of the

estate.
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10. The Applicant filed his Statement of Defence on July 28, 1997. Included in this Statement of

Defence was a defence based upon the expiration of the applicable limitation period.
Statement of Defence dated July 28, 1997, [Tab 5B]

11. In March of 2001, well after the expiration of the applicable limitation period, Don brought
an application to strike out the Statement of Claim on the basis that the Respondents, not
having been appointed as administrators, had no standing to bring the claim on behalf of the
estate. Master Quinn of the Alberta Court of Queen’s Bench adjourned the application sine
die so as to allow the Respondents to apply for letters of administration. This Order was
made without prejudice to Don’s right to have his limitations defence fully heard and

adjudicated upon at trial.

Reasons for Decision of the Hon. Madame Justice Bielby, at para. 16. [Tab 3B]

Broder v. Broder, [2002] A.J. No. 550 (Q.B.). [Tab 6A]

12, The Respondents Doris Bibaud and George Broder were appointed as personal
representatives of the estate on May 24, 2001, some 4 years and 2 months after the date of the
Edmonton Sun article, The Statement of Claim was subsequently amended to add claims by

these parties in their capacities as personal representatives of the estate of Edmund Broder.

Reasons for Decision of the Hon. Madame Justice Bielby, at para. 17.

Amended Amended Statement of Claim, filed November 5, 2001. [Tab 5D]

13. On September 18, 2001, Mr. Justice C.P. Clarke of the Alberta Court of Queen’s Bench
dismissed an appeal from Master Quinn’s Order, and added the personal representatives as
Plaintiffs to the action. The Alberta Court of Appeal dismissed an appeal from this Order

noting that the limitations defence was reserved for determination by the trial judge.

Broder v. Broder, [2002] A.J. No. 1211 (C.A.). [Tab 6B]
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14. The matter came to trial on January 19, 2004 before Madame Justice M.B. Bielby on March
9, 2004. Justice Bielby held that the limitation period applicable to this claim began ticking
on March 4, 1997 being the date of the Edmonton Sun article.

Reasons for Decision of the Hon. Madame Justice Bielby, at para. 59. [Tab 3B]

15. Notwithstanding the fact that the administrators of the estate were not appointed until after
the expiration of the applicable limitation period, Justice Bielby held that this defect was
cured by application of the “relation back” doctrine and by operation of s. 61 of the
Limitation of Actions Act of Alberta.

Reasons for Decision of the Hon. Madame Justice Bielby, at paras. 71-86. [Tab 3B]

16. In the result, Justice Bielby found the Applicants liable to the Respondents in conversion and

detinue, and ordered the return of the trophy for the purposes of sale and division of proceeds.
Reasons for Decision of the Hon. Madame Justice Bielby, at paras. 106-07. [Tab 3B]

17. On appeal to the Alberta Court of Appeal, the appeal was dismissed and Justice Bielby’s
decision affirmed. It was held that Justice Bielby did not err in her application of the relation

back doctrine, and that it was unnecessary to resort to s. 61 of the Limitation of Actions Act.

Reasons for Decision of Conrad, Berger and Costigan JJ.A. by the Court, at paras 16-18.
[Tab 3D]

18. The decision of the Alberta Court of Appeal also allowed appeals by the Applicant respecting
orders and penalties applied to the Applicant for civil contempt. This application for leave to

appeal does not relate to these aspects of the Court of Appeal’s judgment.

|




PART 11

QUESTION IN ISSUE

19. The Applicant submits that this case raises the following issue of national importance:

Did the Court of Appeal err in law in holding that the “relation back” doctrine may be
applied beyond the expiration of the applicable limitation period whenever the action is
one “brought for the benefit of the estate”?
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PART III
ARGUMENT

Did the Court of Appeal err in law in holding that the “relation back™ doctrine may be
applied beyond the expiration of the applicable limitation period whenever the action is one
“brought for the benefit of the estate™?

A. The Traditional Approach to the “Relation Back” Doctrine as Adopted in Ontario

20. 1t is well established that an admimstrator derives title solely from a grant of letters of

21.

administration. Consequently, in the case of an intestacy, an action purportedly commenced
on behalf of the estate prior to the issuance of letters of administration is a nullity. This point
was explained by Lord Parker of Waddington in the decision of the House of Lords in Cherty
v. Cherty;

It is quite clear that an executor derives his title and authority from the will of his testator
and not from any grant of probate. The personal property of the testator, including all
rights of action, vests in him upon the testator's death, and the consequence is that he can
institute an action in the character of executor before he proves the will. He cannot, it is
true, obtain a decree before probate, but this is not because his title depends on probate,
but because the production of probate is the only way in which, by the rules of the Court,
he is allowed to prove his title. An administrator, on the other hand, derives title solely
under his prant, and cannot, therefore, institute an action as administrator before he gets
his grant. The law on the point is well settled: See Comyn's Digest, 'Administration,’ B. 9
and 10; Thompson v. Reynolds, [3 C. & P. 123]; Woolley v. Clark, [5 B. & Ald. 744].

Chetty v. Chetty, [1916] 1 A.C. 603 (H.L.) at 608-09. [Tab 6C] [Emphasis added)

The principle reflected in the above passage from Cherty v. Chetty has a venerable history. In
his Commentaries, Blackstone states that administrators are only officers of the ordinary, and
that their title and authority were derived exclusively from the ecclesiastical judge through

grants of administration.

William Blackstone, Knt. Commentaries on the Law of England, at Book II, ¢. XXXTI, p.
496. [Tab 6D]

Fred Long & Son Ltd. v. Burgess, [1950]1 K.B, 115 (C.A.) at 119. [Tab 6E]

J
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22. Prior to the decision of the Alberta Court of Appeal below, the leading Canadian case on the
subject of the “relation back™ doctrine in the context of letters of administration was the
decision of Laidlaw J.A. writing for a unanimous Ontario Court of Appeal in McElistrum v.

Etches.

After the most careful consideration [ can give to the important question in controversy, [
have decided that I cannot follow the earlier decisions in this Province. I think the
statement of Boyd C. in Trice v. Robinson, supra, that "It was sufficient for all purposes
that he [a plaintiff] should obtain letters before the case was heard, as they ... related back
to the death”, is too wide. The doctrine of "relation back" does not apply, in my opinion,
to every case and is not available "for all purposes”. It is my considered opinion that it is
applicable only in cases where it is necessary to protect the estate in the interval between
the death of the intestate and the grant of letters of administration.

-]

I hold, following the high authority of Lord Parker of Waddington in Cherty v. Chetty,
[1916] 1 A.C. 603, and the subsequent cases in England to which I have referred, that an
action under s. 37 of the Trustee Act for torts or injuries to the person of the deceased
cannot be instituted by a person in the capacity of administrator before the grant of letters
of administration. In accordance with that view I must conclude that the writ of summons
and subsequent proceedings in the action, so far as they relate to a claim under the
Trustee Act, are a nullity. The judgment of the Court below should be varied and, as
varied, should provide that the action under the Trustee Act be dismissed.

MecEllistrum v. Etches, [1954] 4 D.L.R. 350 (Ont. C.A)) atlp. 357 [Tab 6F], rev’d
in part on other grounds: [1956] S.C.R. 787 [Tab 6G]. [Emphasis added]

23. As the McEllistrum case indicates, the “relation back™ doctrine has traditionally operated to
allow prospective administrators to commence legal proceedings prior to the issuance of
letters of administration for the purpose of preserving estate property during the brief interval
between the death of the intestate and the grant of letters of administration. This point was
further explained by Luxmoore J. of the English Court of Appeal in the case of Ingall v.
Moran, followed by Laidlaw J.A. in McE{listrum:

...It is true that a person who ultimately becomes an administrator may start proceedings
in the Chancery Division for the protection of an intestate’s estate, and can obtain in a
proper case interim relief by the appointment of a receiver pendente grant, but in all such
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cases the person who institutes such proceedings has a beneficial interest in the intestate’s
estate, for he would not obtain a grant unless he had such an interest either as heir at law
or as one of the next of kin or as 2 creditor. In such cases the well recognized practice in
the Chancery Division is to endorse the writ in the first instance for the only relief then
obtainable, namely, the appointment of a receiver pendente grant, and to apply to amend
the writ after the grant has been obtained, if further relief is required, by adding a claim
for administration of the estate with or without specific directions with regard to any
special relief required. A study of the cases referred to in the argument, and relied on in
support of the supposed difference between the common law and chancery practice,
makes this position clear. I need not refer to them in detail, because my brother Goddard
has dealt with them in the judgment he is about to deliver, which I have had the
opportunity of reading and with which I am in entire agreement. I have no doubt that the
plaintiff’s action was incompetent at the date when the writ was issued, and that the
doctrine of the relation back of an administrator’s title to his intestate’s property to the
date of the intestate’s death when the grant has been obtained cannot be invoked so as to
render an action competent which was incompetent when the writ was issued. In my
judgment, the leamed judge was wrong in coming to the contrary conclusion. It follows
that no proper action was commenced before the statutory period of limitation expired.
That period expired before any grant of administration was obtained, and the right of
action was lost to the intestate’s estate. Although I cannot help feeling some regret I have
no doubt but that the appeal must be allowed and the action dismissed.

Ingall v. Moran, [1944] K.B. 160 (C.A.) at 169. [Tab 6H]

24. Ingall v. Moran, was followed in Hilton v. Sutton Steam Laundry, where the plaintiff had
filed a Statement of Claim seeking damages under England’s Fatal Accidents Act on behalf
of her late husband’s estate. In dismissing the plaintiff’s request to amend her pleadings
beyond the expiration of the applicable limitation period, the Court of Appeal held that the

writ was a nullity and was not validated by a subsequent grant of administration.
Hilton v. Sutton Steam Laundry, [1946] K.B. 65 (C.A.). [Tab 6I]

25. Similarly, in Fred Long & Sons Ltd. v. Burgess, the court accepted the view that the doctrine

of relation back may only be applied to protect the estate from the wrongful injury occurring

in the interval between death of the intestate and the grant of letters of administration.

Fred Long & Son Ltd. v. Burgess, [1950]1 K.B. 115 (C.A.). [Tab 6E]
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26. As the above authority confirms, the relation back doctrine applies to validate proceedings

commenced for the purpose of preserving assets of an estate during the brief interval between
the death of the intestate and the issuing of a grant. For example, proceedings may be
commenced by an administrator prior to a grant of administration for the purposes of

obtaining an interim injunction to prevent the disposal of assets belonging to the estate.

B. The Test Adopted by the Alberta Court of Appeal

27. The approach to the “relation back” doctrine adopted by the Alberta Court of Appeal stands

28.

29.

in stark confrast to that adopted by the Ontario Court of Appeal in McEllistrum. Rather than
inquiring as to whether the action was commenced solely for the purpose of preserving estate
property during the interval between the intestate’s death and the grant of administration, the
Alberta Court of Appeal instead applied the test of whether or not the action was “one
brought on behalf of the estate”. Having found at paragraph 18 that there was evidence before
Bielby J. which was capable of supporting such a finding, the Court of Appeal dismissed the
Applicant’s appeal.

The test adopted by the Alberta Court of Appeal appears to have been denved from its
previous decision in Stout Estate v. Golinowski Estate being a case relied upon by Bielby J. at
trial. In Stout Estate, Wittman J.A. for the Court made the following obiter remarks

respecting the relation back doctrine:

There is, however, some precedent for relating back in the context of administrators, with
the result that acts done before the grant of administration might be valid. This possibility
was said to arise in cases where the acts were done for the benefit of the estate: Williams
and Mortimer at pp. 94-97 and McEllistrum v. Etches, [1954] 4 D.L.R. 350 (Ont. C.A)),
reversed in part (1956), 6 D.L.R. (2d) | (SCC).

Stout Estate v. Golinowski Estate, [2002] A.J. No. 247 (C.A.) at para 29. [Tab 6J]
[Emphasis added]

As areview of Stout Estate confirms, the “relation back” doctrine had no applicability to that

case since, prior to the filing of the Statement of Claim, the plaintiff had been duly appointed
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as an admimstrator ad litem which order had not been appealed or set aside. This
circumstance may explain the relative lack of analysis as to the nature of the test applicable to

the relation back doctrine.

The remarkable breadth of the test adopted by the Alberta Court of Appeal will be noted. By
operation of this authority, the “relation back” doctrine may now be applied to cure any and
all actions deemed to have been commenced “for the benefit of the estate” — even beyond the
expiration of the applicable limitation period. This approach fully emasculates the
longstanding principle reflected in such early authorities as Chetty v. Chetty and Blackstone's
Commentaries. Now, legal proceedings may be commenced on behalf of estates in the
absence of a will, and in the absence of letters of administration. Even where no urgency
exists, and where a grant of administration is not being sought, actions may be commenced
“for the benefit of the estate” by persons with no right or title to the estate property. It is
submitted that this alteration of the “relation back™ doctrine by the Court of Appeal raises an

issue of national importance.

‘C. Conclusion

31. In its decision below, the Alberta Court of Appeal has enunciated an approach to the “relation

back” doctrine which is inconsistent with that adopted by the Ontario Court of Appeal in
McEllistrum v. Etches, and which effectively reverses longstanding principles of law and
practice pertaining to estate litigation. It is submitted that this decision raises issues of

national and public importance which warrant review by this Honourable Court.

e T WE R En .
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PART IV
SUBMISSIONS IN SUPPORT OF THE ORDER SOUGHT CONCERNING COSTS

1. 1t is appropriate that costs be ordered to the Applicant.
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PART V
NATURE OF ORDER SOUGHT

2. It is requested that leave to appeal from the Judgment of the Court of Appeal dated
December 23, 2006 pertaining to the ownership of the trophy be granted with costs.

ALL OF WHICH IS RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 22™ day of February,
2006.

V’ 1
- “\ ]
Marvin R, Bloos Q.C.
Counsel! for the Applicant
Don Broder
Beresh Depoe Cunningham
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PART VII

STATUTORY PROVISIONS
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IN THE COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH OF ALBERTA
JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF EDMONTCN

BETWEEN:
EARL BRODER, GEORGE BRODER, RICHARD BRCDER
MARGARET MACPHEE, DORIS BILBOE, and LUELLA ADAM
Plaintiffs
- and -
DON BRODER and CRAIG BRODER
befendants
BTATEMENT OF CLAIM

1. The Plaintiffs and the Defendants are all resident in the

Province of Alberta.

2. The Plaintiffs and the Defendant Don Broder are all

siblings while the Defendant Craig Broder is the son of the
Defendant Don Broder.

3. The Defendant Don Broder has for many years been in
possession as custodian with the knowledge and consent of the
Plajntiffs of their father's "world record mule deer trophy,"
(hereinafter "the Trophy"), following their father's death in 1968.
The Plaintiffs say that the befendant Don Broder's custody of the
Trophy was for benefit of and on behalf of all siblings.

4. In or about the month of February 1997 the Defendant Don
Broder with the assistance of the Defendant Craig Broder, and
without the knowledge of the Plaintiffs exercised dominion over the
Trophy aéserting the Defendant Cralg Broder was the seole owner
thereof by displaying the Trophy in a trade show and receiving
media coverage as owner, and against the rights and interests of
the Plaintiffs.
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5. . On or about March 6, 1997 the Plaintiffs made demand upon
the Defendant Craig Broder for the return of the Trophy and have
made continued demand for the return of the Trophy from the

Defendants, but the Defendants have refused to return the Trophy

and have made continued demand for the return of the Trophy from
the Defendants, but the Defendants have refused to return the
Trophy.

6. The Plaintiffs claim that the Defendants have received
monies for the display of the Trophy in or about February 1997 and
on prior occasions, particulars of which are unknown to the
Plaintiffs but within the knowledge of the Defendants, The

Defendants have refused to account to the Plaintiffs for any monies
received.

7. The Plaintiffs propose the trial of this action at the
Law Courts in the City of Edmonton in the Province of Alberta.

WHEREFORE THE PLAINTIFFS CLAIM:

(a) Replevin of the Trophy;

(b) A declaration that the Trophy is jointly owned by the
Plaintiffs and the Defendant Don Broder.

(c) An accounting from the Defendants for all monies had or
received derived from their use or possession of the Trophy;

(d) An interim Injunction restraining the Defendants from
displaying the Trophy or otherwise dealing with the Trophy
(including selling/leasing, reproducing by cast or otherwise)
without the Plaintiffs' written consent; '

(e} An Interim Order for Replevin returning the Trophy to the
Plaintiffs or to a storage facility;

{f) Damages as this Court deems meet;

(g) Such specials as shall be proven at the trial of this action;

(h) Prejudgment Interest on any monies had and received and due to
the Plaintiffs and on any other damages;

(i) Costs on a solicitor and client basis;

. -

_ _
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DATED at the City of Edmonton, in the Province of
Alberta, this 8th day of July,

1997 and delivered by GRACE
PARROTTA-KING of HUNT, YOUNG,

PARROTTA-KING, Barristers &
Solicitors, #440, 10055 - 106 Street, Edmonton, Alberta, TSJ 2Y2,

solicitor for the Plaintiffs whose address for service is in care
of their saild solicitor.

ISSUED out of the office of the Clerk of the Court of

Queen's Bench, Judicial District of Edmonton, this 8th day of duly,
1997. ’
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IN THE COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH OF ALBERTA

JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF EDMONTYON

BETWEEN:
EARL BRODER, GEORGE BRODER, .RICHARD BRODER
MARGARET MACPHEE, DORIS BILBOE and LUELLA ADAM
Plaintiffs
- and -
DON BRODER AND CRAIG BRODER
Defendants.
STATEMENT OF DEFENCE

1. The Defendants admit paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Statement of Claim and agree

with the proposal for trial contained in paragraph 7 of the Statement of Claim, however the
Defendants deny each and every other allegation contained in the Statement of Claim as if

traversed seriatum and puts the Plaintiffs to the strict proof thereof.

2. The Defendant Don Broder admits that he has had possession of the world
recc;rd mule deer trophy (hereinafter "the Trophy") since 1968. The Trophy was given to
the Defendant Don Broder by his father Mr. Ed Broder prior to his death in 1968 ang the
Defendant Ddﬁ Broder has since that time possessed and held the Trophy as his own. At
no time did the Defendant Don Broder ever agree that the Trophy would be held by him
as a custodian for the benefit and on behalf of the Plaintiffs. At all material times the
Defendant Don Broder maintained Eh_gj rophy was and continued to be his sole property

and possession.

3. The Defendants deny paragraph 4 of the Statement of Claim. The Defendant
Don Broder has always maintained that he was the sole owner of the Trophy and the
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Plaintiffs have had knowledge of this since 1968. The Defendants deny that the Plaintiffs
have any interest in the Trophy as claimed or at all and put them to the strict proof thereof.

4. The Defendants further deny that the Defendant Craig Broder has asserted any
rights of ownership of the Trophy and put the Plaintiffs to the strict proof thereof.

5. The Defendants further deny that the Defendants have received any funds from
the display of the Trophy as alleged or at all. ‘

6. In the alternative, the Plaintiffs and the Defendant Don Broder, subsequent to
the passing of Mr. Ed Broder in 1968 agreed to distribute his personal effects and property
among them in the settlement of his estate. It was agreed that the Defendant Don Broder
would receive full right, title and interest in the Trophy without any further claim to such
property by the Plaintiffs. The Plaintiffs, in turn, agreed to accept and divide among them
a Model T automobile, saddie and various other personal possessions of Mr. Ed Broder,
deceased. The Plaintiffs are estopped from making any further claim to the Trophy.

7. The Defendants plead the provisions of the Limijtations of Actions Act being
Chapter L-15, R.S.A. 1980, and amendments thereto. Any claim to the Trophy by the

Plaintiffs is statute barred.

8. . The Defendants claim that the claim against them by the Plaintiffs is frivolous,

vexatious and otherwise an abuse of process and claim costs on a solicitor and his own

client, full indemnity basis.

WHEREFORE THE DEFENDANTS PRAY that the claim against them be

dismissed with costs on his own client, full indemnity basis,

DATED at the City of Edmonton, in the Province of Alberta, this __ day of
July, 1997 AND FILED by Bryan & Company, Barristers & Solicitors, 2600 Manulife Place,
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10180 - 101 Street, Edmonton, Alberta, T5) 3Y2, Solicitors for the Defendants, whose
address for service is in care of the said solicitors.
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IN THE COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH OF ALBERTA

o r——

JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF EDMONTON

EEN:

EARL BRODER, GEORGE BRODER, RICHARD BRODER,
MARGARET MACPHEE, DORIS BILBCE, AND LUELLA ADAM

PLAINTIFFS

- and -

DPON BRODER AND CRAIG BRODER

DEFENDANTS

AMENDED STATEMENT OF CLAIM

1. The Plaintiffs and the Defendants are all resident in the

Province of Alberta.

2. The Plaintiffs and the Defendant Don Broder are all
siblings while the Defendant Craig Broder is the son of the

Defendant Don Broder.

-

3. The Plaintiffs and the Defendant Don Broder's father, Ed

Broder, died intestate in 1968. Among the assets of the Ed Brodér;

Estate is a world record mule deer head trophy. There has never.

E

been any formal administration of the Estate of Ed Broder.

3 Ed Broder died leaving no surviving spouge. Pursuant to

- .
I ¢

=i

’
]

|




wl

2

the provisions of the Intestate Succession Act, R.S.A. 1980,

Chapter I-9, asg amended, the said Estate shall be distributed per

stripes among the issue, namely equally between the Plaintiffs and

Defendant Don Broder.

5. From the time of Ed Broder g death until some time in

1973 the gaid trophy remalned in the custody and safekeeping of the

Plaintiff Richard Broder. In 1973 the Defendant Don Broder

gssumed custody of the trophy and has for many years 'been in

posgsession as custodian with the knowledge and consent of the
Plaintiffs of their father's "world record mule deer trophy",
{hereinafter "the Trophy"), following their father's death in 1968.
The Plaintiffs say that the Defendant Don Broder's custody of the

Trophy wag for benefit of and on behalf of all siblings.

[ In or about the month of February 1997 the Defendant Don
Broder with the assistance of the Defendant Craig Broder, and
without the knowledge of the Plaintiffs exercised dominion over the

Trophy asserting the Defendant Craig Broder and/or the Defendant

Don Broder were the sole owners thereof by displaying the Trophy in
a trade show and receiving media coverage as ownerg, and against

the rights and interests of the Plaintiffs.

7. On or about March 6, 1997 the Plaintiffs made demand upon
the Defendant Craig Broder for the return of the Trophy and have

made continued demand for the return of the Trophy £from the
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Defendants, but the Defendants have refused to return the Trophy.

8, The Plaintiffs claim that the Defendants have reéeived
moniesg for the display of the Trophy in or about February 1995 and
on prior occasions, particularg of which are unknown to the
Plaintiffs but within the knowledge of the Defendants. The
Defendants have refused to account to the Plaintiffs for any monies

received.

S, The Plaintiffs propose the trial of this action be held
at the Law Courts Building, in the City of  Edmonton, in the’

Province of Alberta.

-

WHEREFQRE THE PLAINTIFFS CLAIM:
(a) Replevin of the Trophy;

(b) A declaration that the Trophy is jointly owned by the
Plaintiffg and the Defendant Don Broder;

{(c) An accounting from the Defendants for all monies had
or received and derived from their use or possession of

the trophy; :

(d} An interim Injunction restraining the Defendants from
displaying the Trophy or otherwise dealing with the
Trophy (including selling/leasing, reproducing by cast or
otherwise} without the Plaintiffs' written consent;

(e} An Interim Order for Replevin returning the Trophy to
the Plaintiffs or to a storage facility;

(f}) Damages as this Court deems meet;

(g} Such specials as shall be proven at the trial of this
action;

‘(h) Prejudgment Interest on any monies had and received
-and due to the Plaintiffs and on any other damages;
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{1) Costs on a solicitor and their own client basis;

DATED at the City of Edmonten, in the Province of i
Alberta, this 8th day of July, A.D. 1997, and FILED and DELIVERED

by MESSRS. WEIR BOWEN, Barristersg and Solicitors, 1600 Canada Trust

Tower, Edmonton, Alberta, T5J OHB8, Solicitors for the Plaintiff

herein whose address for service is in care of the gsaid Solicitors.

ISSUED out of the office of the Clerk of the Court of
Queen's Bench of Alberta, Judicial District of Edmonton, in the
City of Edmonton, in the Province of Alberta, this 8th day of July, ,
A.D. 1997. | -
_ JOHNBACHINSKL m_)
CLERK OF THE COURT N/
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IN THE COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH OF ALBERTA !

JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF EDMONTON
BETWEEN:

EARL BRODER, GEORGE BRODER, RICHARD BRODER, MARGARET '

MACPHEE, DORIS BIBAUD, LUELLA ADAM AND DORIS BIBAUD AND GEQRGE
BRODER, PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ESTATE OF EDMUND

BRODER, ALSO KNOWN AS ED BRODER, DECEASED |

PLAINTIFFS : ;

-and -

DON BRODER AND CRAIG BRODER

DEFENDANTS

AMENDED AMENDED STATEMENT OF CLAIM

1. The Plaintiffs, Doris Bibaud and George Broder were appointed Personal

Representatives of the Estate of Edmund Breder, also known as Ed Broder, Deceased pursuant to

an Order of this Honourable Court pranted on May 24®, 2001 and bring this action on behaif of the

Deceased’s Estate and for the benefit of the beneficiaries of the Deceased’s Estate being the

Deceased’s children, Earl Broder, George Broder, Richard Broder, Margaret MacPhee, Doris Bibaud,

Luella Adam, deceased and the Defendant, Don Broder. The Plaintiffs and the Defendants are all

resident in the Province of Alberta.

2. The Plaintiffs Earl Broder, George Broder, Richard Broder, Margaret MacPhee, Doris
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Bibaud and Luella Adam, Deceased and the Defendant Don Broder are all siblings while the

Defendant Craig Broder is the son of the Defendant Don Broder.

3. The Plaintiffs, Earl Broder, George Broder, Richard Broder, Margaret MacPhee,

Doris Bibaud and Luella Adam, deceased and the Defendant Don Broder’s father, Edmund Broder

also known as Ed Broder, died in te i 0 Broder Estate
is.a world record mule deer head trophy (hereinafter the “Trophy™.
4. Ed Broder died leaving no surviving spouse, Pursuant to the provisions of the

Intestate Succession Act, R.S.A. 1980, Chapter I-9, as amended, the said Estate shall be distributed

per stripes among the issue, namely equally between the Plamtiffs, Earl Broder, George Broder,

_Richard Broder, Margaret, MacPhee, Doris Bibaud, Estate of Luella Adam, deceased and the

Defendant Don Broder.

5, Fromthe time of Ed Broder’s death until some time in 1973 the said Trophy remained.

in the custody and safekeeping of the Plaintiff, Richard Broder. In 1973 the Defendant Don Broder

assumed custody of the Trophy and has for many years been in possession as custodian, with the
knowledge and consent of the Plaintiffs, of their father’s “Trophy”, The Plaintiffs say that the

Defendant Don Broder’s custody of the Trophy was for benefit of and on behalf of all siblings.

6, Inor about the month of February 1997 the Defendant Don Broder with the assistance

of the Defendant Craig Broder, and without the knowledge of the Plaintiffs exercised dominion over




|
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the Trophy asserting the Defendant Craig Broder and/or the Defendant Don Broder were the sole i

owners thereof by displaying the Trophy in a trade show and receiving media coverage as owners,

and against the rights and interests of the Plaintiffs.

Z On or about March 6, 1997 the Plaintiffs Earl Broder, George Broder. Richard

Broder, Margaret MacPhee, Doris Bibaud and Luella Adam made demand upon the Defendant Craig

Broder for the return of the Trophy and have made continued demand for the return of the Trophy "

from the Defendants, but the Defendants have refused to return the Trophy.

8. The Plaintiffs claim that the Defendants have received monies for the display of the
Trophy in or about February 1997 and on prior occasions, particulars of which are unknown to the

Plaintiffs but within the knowledge of the Defendants. The Defendants have refused 1o account to

the Plaintiffs for any monies received.

9. | The Plaintiffs propose the trial of this action_be held at the Law Courts Building, in

the City of Edmonton,_in the Province of Alberta.

WHEREFORE THE PLAINTIFFS CLAIM:
(a) Replevin of the Trophy;

(b) A declaration that the Trophy is jointly owned by the Plaintiffs and the Defendant
Don Broder or alternatively by the Estate of Edmund Broder, also known as Ed
Broder, Deceased;

(c) An accounting from the Defendants for all monies had or received and derived
from their use or possession of the trophy;




(d) An interim Injunction restraining the Defendants from displaying the Trophy or

otherwise dealing with the Trophy (including selling/leasing, reproducing by cast or
otherwise) without the Plaintiffs’ written consent;

(e) An Interim Order for Replevin returning the Trophy to the Plaintiffs or to a
storage facility;

(£) Damages ss this Court deems meet;
(g) Such specials as shall be proven at the trial of this action;

(h) Prejudgment Interest on any monies had and received and due to the Plaintiffs and
on any other damages;

(i) Costs on a solicitor and their owrn client basis;

DATED at the City of Edmonton, in the Province of Alberta, this 8th day of July,

A.D. 1997, and FILED and DELIVERED by MESSRS. WEIR BOWEN, Barristers and Solicitors,

1600 Canada Trust Tower, Edmonton, Alberta, TSJ QH8, Solicitors for the Plaintiff herein whose

address for service is in care of the said Solicitors and Aménd‘ed on the [2™ day of March, 2001 and

Amended Amended on the 21* day of September, 2001.

ISSUED out of the office of the Clerk of the Court of Queen's Bench of Alberta,

Judicial District of Edmonton, in the City of Edmonton, in the Province of Alberta, this 8th day of
July, AD. 1997.

CLERK OF THE COURT
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Indexed as:
Broder v. Broder

Between
Earl Broder, George Broder, Richard Broder, Margaret
MacPhee, Doris Bilboe and Luella Adam, plaintiffs,
and
Don Broder and Craig Broder, defendants

[2001] A.J. No. 550
2001 ABQB 344
Action No. 9703 12949

Alberta Court of Queen's Bench
Judicial District of Edmonton
Master Quinn

Heard: March 22, 2001.
Judgment: April 27, 2001.

(22 paras.)
Counsel:
E. Maclnnis, for the plaintiff.
Robert J. Sawers, for the defendant.
MEMORANDUM OF DECISION

1 MASTER QUINN:— This is an application by the defendants to strike out the statement of
claim pursuant to Rule 129 of the Rules of Court on the grounds that the Plaintiffs have no standing to
commence an action against the defendants, and that it discloses no cause of action. The defendants also
say the statement of claim is frivolous and vexatious and is an abuse of process.

9§ 2  The plaintiffs and the defendant Don Broder are all children of the deceased Ed Broder, who died
intestate in 1968.

€3  The defendant Craig Broder is the son of the defendant Don Broder.

€4  There has never been any formal administration of the Ed Broder estate.

5 The plaintiffs allege an asset of the Ed Broder estate is a world record mule deer head trophy.
They allege the defendants are asserting ownership of the trophy and have refused to turn over the
trophy to the plaintiffs and have refused to account for money they received for displaying the trophy at

a trade show.

6 Theplaintiffs ask for replevin of the trophy as well as a declaration the trophy is jointly owned by
the plaintiffs and the defendant Don Broder, and for certain other relief.

file://C:\Documents%20and%20Settings\njw\Desktop\QL%20Cases\Relation%20Back\Br... 2/22/2006
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€7  Even if this statement of claim is struck out the question of who owns the trophy will remain
unanswered.

8  If there was an administrator of the estate he or she should be the one taking proceedings to
recover the trophy for the estate.

€9 In an intestacy situation no one other than an appointed administrator has any status to sue and
there is no persons recognized in law who can make a claim:

Stout Estate v. Golinowski Estate, {1999) 251 A.R. 20;
Fiebich v. Ortlieb, [2001] 2 W.W.R. 155

410  The plaintiffs submit they have status to bring this action to preserve the trophy for the estate,
They rely on the decision of the Nova Scotia Supreme Court, Appeal Division in Bellegarde v,
Murdock, (1978) 25 N.S.R. (2d) 375 (C.A.).

§ 11  The headnotes of that case is as follows:

An illiterate old woman went to live with her son and daughter-in-law just prior to her
death. In the short period before her death, she transferred her home to the daughter-in-
law and converted her bank accounts to joint accounts with the daughter-in-law. The
son and daughter-in-law also alleged that certain shares were given to them although
the certificates were not signed. The daughter-in-law refused to let plaintiffs, who were
the other children of the woman, see her before her death. After the woman died, the
other children brought an action to set aside the gifts. At trial, the action succeeded on
the basis that defendants had failed to discharge the burden on them of proving that
they did not exercise undue influence over the woman. On appeal, held, the appeal
should be dismissed and the trial judgment affirmed.

12  The plaintiffs in the Bellegarde case were the children of the deceased, other than the defendant
Howard Murdock. None of them were appointed as personal representative of their mother at the time
the action was commenced. One of them Mrs, Bellegarde was subsequently appointed Administrator.
The court held the appointment "dated back" and that the action was valid.

13 The present case is distinguishable on the ground that none of the plaintiffs in the present case
have been appointed as administrator of the deceased Ed. Broder. No one has yet been appointed as
administrator of the Ed Broder estate.

14  Atpage 4 of the Bellegarde v. Murdock case at paragraph 17 Macdonald J.A. said:

17 In the present case the doctrine of relation back is sufficient in my view to give the
respondent Josephine M. Bellegarde standing to being this action. In addition and as
pointed out in the Fairchild case by Currie, J., a person interested in an estate, not being
the personal representative may sue "if but for such suit assets would be lost to the
estate." This latter principle, if necessary, could be invoked by Mrs. Bellegarde to
support her standing and, in my view, probably gives standing to the other respondents,
I must confess however that I fail to see why it was necessary for them to be parties.
The action could, and in my opinion should have been commenced by Mrs. Bellegrade
alone. I leave the matter to the taxing master to take into account on the taxation of
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costs.

(emphasis added)
15 No Alberta case has been shown to me that followed the Bellegrade case, but the approach taken
in that case is very appealing. From a practical point of view to apply the "relation back” doctrine is
preferable to striking out the existing action and requiring a new action to be commenced when an

administrator is appointed. That is especially true in a case like the present where the court file is already
quite thick.

§ 16  Moreover it obviates the necessity of determining whether the decision of Currie J. in Fairchild

v. Mitchell and Mattatal, (1959-60) 43 M.P.R. 9, referred to by MacDonald J.A., should be followed in
Alberta.

17  The only sense in which the present action can be viewed as not disclosing a cause of action is
that the plaintiffs have no status to sue.

18 In these circumstances I am adjourning this application sine die to give one of the present
plaintiffs an opportunity of being appointed as administrator of the Ed Broder estate,

19  The plaintiffs are expected to make the required application without delay and the defendants
are expected not to interfere with such an application.

€20 If there is any unreasonable delay the party complaining of the delay may bring the matter back
before me for further consideration.

21 Ifno one is appointed as administrator it is my intention to strike out the statement of claim.
4§22 Iwill make no order as to costs at this time.
MASTER QUINN

QL Update: 20010509
cp/i/ne/qljpa/glhes/qlitl
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Case Name:
Broder Estate v. Broder

Between

Earl Broder, George Broder, Richard Broder, Margaret
MacPhee, Doris Bibaud, Luella Adam and Doris Bibaud

and George Broder, personal representatives of the

estate of Edmund Broder, also known as Ed Broder,

deceased, respondents (plaintiffs), and
Don Broder and Craig Broder, appellants
(defendants)

[2002] A.J. No. 1211
2002 ABCA 232
Docket: 0103-0410-AC

Alberta Court of Appeal
Edmonton, Alberta
Cété, Conrad and Costigan JJ.A.

Heard: October 4, 2002.
Oral judgment: October 4, 2002,
Filed: October 11, 2002,
(6 paras.)
Practice -- Pleadings -- Striking out pleadings -- Bars.

Appeal by the defendant Broder from a decision refusing to strike out the statement of claim on the
ground that it disclosed no reasonable cause of action.

HELD: Appeal dismissed. The statement of claim pleaded an agreement and a breach. It was not
plain and obvious that the claim disclosed no cause of action.

Appeal From;
On appeal from the order of Clarke J. Dated September 18, 2001.
Counsel:

E.M. Maclnnis, for the respondents.
ILL.G. Lacourciere, for the appellants.

MEMORANDUM OF JUDGMENT
DELIVERED FROM THE BENCH

The judgment of the Court was delivered by
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¢1 COTE J.A. (orally):— It is not necessary to call upon counsel for the respondents. I will give the
unanimous judgment of the Court.

92 The Statement of Claim here may not be a model of clarity, but its paragraph 3 arguably pleads
an agreement, and the following paragraphs arguably plead its breach. Therefore, it was not plain
beyond argument that the Statement of Claim disclosed no cause of action. It could not have been struck
out, and was not a nullity.

€3  The only other objection new raised to the amendment of the Statement of Claim is limitations,
but in paragraph 3 of his order the chambers judge preserved that issue for the trial judge. The appellants
did not appeal that part of the formal order, and there is no cross appeal. Paragraph 3 of the order makes
academic the limitations objection at this interlocutory stage.

94 The appeal is dismissed.
(Discussion with counsel re costs.)

€5  This relates only to Court of Appeal costs, not to Queen's Bench costs. The two defendants, who
are the appellants, will be jointly and severally liable to pay one set of costs to all the respondents in any
event, but those costs will be payable only at the end of the lawsuit.

€6  This is a very distressing lawsuit, and one has fears that the expense and the acrimony
engendered are disproportionate to what is in issue. If this has not already been explored, we would
suggest that the parties look seriously at some type of mediation. One possible type would be the
judicial dispute resolution which the Court of Queen's Bench offers.

COTE J.A.

QL Update: 20021029
cp/i/qlmmm

file://C:\Documents%20and%20Settings\njw\Desktop\QL%20Cases\Relation%%20Back\Br...  2/22/2006

|






h Sy Gy UEm aE G N W e

"EENAOE CEOT PUB ‘NOIONIGAY M
30 HEEAVJ TUOTT ‘NOSRINLY QUO ‘NUOHSTHOT THYH & juosdig »

Jo uonniosep v o) Jupmo oanoefep SW0ceq FEY JNq PHINIGEUOD
Apaodord Aqewifiio #ea (MR oy qIIga Ul 62940 Jou ng ‘segred
opYwW waoq Furawy jou suosred 4qdur ogy jo Uoskel Aq eapoelep
M IME ¢ goigM T saeun soyeidmeduos g v 3uy3 (g) ! MpUomo[ileg
WIBOE o0} UL 103%)90) o) JO #eERE 9I8 oIoqy JT (q) PUB ‘[RImop
10 soepd g dogeyse) ogy 3o Me] oyl 03 Furprooow PRa W 1 (v} B
#luewoeq HILny oyt Ul 9wqoId Jo o[qudso o1 o1mop 5 I09%}8%
oy jo aoeid oy wr pedead qou yIhoqre 'syuelierjeq MIBNG O3
SPIBING SIPYLIETS 20 “STPUY YIPLIH U POITOP J09%959) © JO [[14 0
‘{uoistaozd Ieqyo Lue Jo ooueEqE SY) WI #)USOMESY FIvlE 9] UL
sqsorydde opem &1 qoigs) vonderd geday oy 03 Burpiooow yemy (g}
‘ojeqozd seoumouex oys JogNOeXs w8 o) ew swond  :epsqord
SUTE3q0 o USYM o¥p oq} woIy A[Uo 0T PUB YIBIP 21079993
37} JO 39D 9 WoJ [ ‘8-qus ‘L1 *8 Jo Jurusews 9yl WIYILMA ‘JTOE T
fugngnsur jo oqedeo sapwyuesarder (edap ® 8T SJTLWE[1)FY 9B
oq3 w egwqoid jo 2@&3 [ & Jo Jojnoaxe ol teqy (1) 'PrE
—i . * AqIed B opeW 08 9BM 9 UM DPIINJTGIUT
usaq 9ABY 0 PEIERP 4 Wy spredol e [[eYs JIns oY) ‘POppY 1o
peIMIIRQNE 81 JUepuRlap o prured s0u B s v Jo ROWNIINUL o3
IONE ‘UShM ,, :EG 00y | uonmoydds 10 jms gony Juryeta o
Funpnyiear Jo epqrdeo posvasep oy Jo eanwguesesder reda v o1 sxomy
Uy UMY o) Woll peindmo? eq [fBYs donwjury jo pourad ey
‘soniooy B ey edojag sotp ‘coneordde nw oyum o0 jme ¢ Ny
-138ut 07 33 ¥ oawy ‘JUTAT] oTom OY JT ‘PMOM 04 TosIed v Uagy |,
P oCe-qne L] )09g— BMOT[0] 9% woplacid ‘wyms jo uwomejrmi] el
I S[eSp UOTYM ‘GERT }0 § "ON SUBUIDI() #USWnIey SIElg

‘961 ‘€01 88 "L06I
fo 1g on sounwaprp rrSwIpIRy INVLS—GE ‘LT 98 "R681 fo 9 0N
WUTWIPLO STRlenPE  Sroag—Innld [0 uenmpIsqRg-—pseinu]
fo uoyngoraq—,, pne Sunpusur fo opgudng ,,—aweosg—proiqy
popronuop iopss L—ome  of wONL [0 (oric0F—a0pnoaxT——ubHIIIwlY

HEQ4VONIE IV LE000 AWHI4(E THL KOdd Tvaddv NO

‘088 "0 "V [9161] (&) _
"88e “d ‘oymy (g) ‘900 *d “oquy {1)

N 00 P sPuop FUBLITT

: SRUBAIOYUL MOS0y MPINJORJUTNY USIPYUE] 10] 81031070
uosTIAD( P vosuapg ‘Nl ‘pany

! IPUIATIYT mﬂaﬁoo eﬁpam 10y ﬁﬁoﬂuw faw1019y 10§ w03 1tjog

'0) P YessnY sapvyy)  Jwepuodser 10§ MUY

weppey ® eyv)g - mueedds 10] sr0ymIOY

"§J500 03 ¥ JOPIO OU o J[I4 QIS 'POIEOIPUI dA0qE J0eT0
a4 03 9q pmoys (vedde sy toe MYy srojeq JBnolg swonsanb sy oy
BrIMETY 943 1873 L3sslely ery esaps Alqumy [rus sdigepIor] IRY],

A “38%0 973 ul yuewdpnl o9 w1 ewep sum vy Iy of o
yuepnad 301 8191 9913 UoTIdo Jo 81 pIEOy 93 PUE “RIOBINYD 10BRTIEqE
A8y 8 jo sjuerudoleasp e} Jo A0S W ‘Yeaamoy ‘ere suorsenb
og], -euoussnb seeyy Huuemeuw wr o[qEdvoed 81 Se SOUWSlEEH
yonw de 9a1d o3 (g) wopny M A "0y Mo} a9 uyop Ayl Jo 0med
o} T pamoARIpUa 2a%Y sdryspro xoyy ‘7, pue g smoysanb og sy

{1} 2smp
pzupuog Y3 W yuswdpnl sy w yrdue] 9% pies aswy Loyj 9By OF
ppe o3 Aressevsunm g1 Fungy sdmspioT ey ‘g wonsendb o wy

(8) mraoquF 40f paauan
-fimeopp ‘A vpounyy dof oravag-faony pus (1) sspy vzuznog 9T
w sqmetndpnl oqg £q jo posodstp Ajyuatorgne axe § pur g SUCKERNY
(1) ‘Buryy sy 7 “a oy Bunagy piop yaary vzuvwog wl uaatd jmoradpn]
a1} urquatpadxs 6158 £JUSTONE 98 PITIASUE I § PUB | FUOTIHINY
*9UOp Ueaq 948Y 0] 9T} Iopmuco L9ty Ie] moy
ageorpur Aplons [ sdgepio 193 pae ‘o3 pairejal ApeoI|B BeSED
sy o1} ur spuemFpnl a9 w1 Jo pasodarp naaq aawy peeres suogmnb
973 Jo 980t TO1sEI90 JURsad 91g wo Jery cuadder 08 1 “TPAIMOY

- INFANOISAY T ALLHHD NVINVAVHIAS N '® suotgisodosd JomxjsqE Jo s9UBIO01 .2%49
oTE1 axy o wet 1yer syyndsip 9je10u00 Juoqe wonedny (engoe urdn swmos N 5
vor L INVITHAZY ALIMH) VIIVAAN 9 'Y W 'S 4aT3 [1UN Pojels MOT 980T ¥8 qone smonsenb Fupwep wory 9qissod “AERIOLLY
sv 18] v8 Juraresqs Jo souerodw gurnotmered any ooy Loy ‘segirm  oravang
UIDNA0D XA1Ed) -mef) [eRIpnL oY) Jo muewIpnl Ieyree W pouliese STII} [BleAds on%mmc
smoseal 10] ‘yug wonemBe| Jo Funusiy qusnbosuoo sy pue epeaey AINIOLLY
Jo woynjmeuo) a7y jo woryelardiogur oy} Wl 20uB)EETe ajenbape 916t

166 Juunoes Jo MOTYIp Wedo 91 Torga ‘Nxom oY1 W seouraoczd oy o°r
g wwannony o N b W 1

TIONNOD XATHd ANV ola) o161l SaHEQT J0 FSNOH %09




136 (9N " 0 91 (gwsr) (1)
quenboruoo fea 4nq ‘eomasd jo aBuwgs [wer oUW peqoage 1epIo S,
*30UNTIPI() 381 JO GOT '8 Iepun Iopie wo-Suilires © joafd uI sem
*e0TTUIPI() 2INPI00IY [LaK) 9T} Jo gE] '8 IBPUN dpwTHr M0} Wl gdnory
‘e16T ‘1T [udy jo wpioeq], ‘gz ¢ o Burusem ayy umgys gourerd
#0U gj0u sea jueedds oy, erpuy W epeqoxd of permps Fea (14
s M Ty jeurede qms v Sunnygsw yo sjqedeo ee popreder oq
10UTE) 10YN0AXe 913 PUB [ oY) Sunndstp JesurTy sem quspuodser
2YL 0161 °I0J2q POUTS}qo Usaq BARY 40U Pnoo 21vqoad wongoes
1813 Jepum Ing ‘[a 243 jo £doo pejwonuaysne ue uwodn peurwqo
aq PINOO BWMWI33eg HTen1g 943 m oyeqoad ‘b 5 ‘06T JO 3T ON
20UFUIPI() IAPUN JVY} NI 81 §]  'SFUSWIAYIRR #ITEIGQ 9T I 3nuqoxd
70U IR UONBISTUTIIDE PAUTEIQ0 IASY P[ROD IOINIIXI YY) ‘0FR '8 °LOBT
30 1§ ‘ON POWBUIPI() 8IMpP3001J [IAY) SIUAMIN|330N MIRIQ 27) Iapup)
117 d pe |OT ‘Broinoexy ue swenpy, ¢ (1) peaonog a uyenbuny
: uogotpsim[ 98y urgdm 938001d I0 TOMBNSTUTCIDS Poule)qo PRy oY
TI3UN AT373 9T B 2N LA JOU P[HOD SFURTES[HIFY SIIBIIR SYF SP1INO
peormop Juieq 1099893 oYy, ‘gg ‘d “pe [ ‘wonosrg 94eqoig

‘¥j000) PUB WEIBLLY, : PILwWe0sp 9GY JO [IBOP 97} WOI} JoU pus

qus1d 97 WO 2)¥p ans 04 JYSLI I P IH)BIISTUNTDE TR JO 8[30 3],
'98 3T “1] "poYoy TI3lm ST UL HI0JALSY) v8m PUB T [H] '€F 1900300
U0 PROTSUNOD £8m JMs oF] ‘397 ejmepusd momemsITIDE JO
s19439] poyueid sea puured [swduo aq) uweym QY6 ‘0T [OIB[
[Bun qms ayy Funnyysm Jo ajqeded as1yejusserdar [enossd ou seM
A1OYJ, ‘YIUOD S S10§5q PISTI0IP BYY O} PANINTT JOU FEY TOHOT jO
398 a3 qoTgA Ui syme e 03 sargdds 91 ¢ yms guaserd aqg op sedde
SOUBUTPL() TOWeITII] Ay Jo ‘[ -s-qne ‘4 'josg queradde oy
10§ ‘gpovop pus 'y ‘Rioboiyy vy g% “1g ‘07 UBL 961

BunguessTp [ woPAY “f YIS
aqmooley pur ) Fumow :ﬁmo.pm Af PesIasnl EBM TOIIND
srqy predde wodp)  -perreq jou swa jms 9Y3 3¥q3 peYy f omordg

‘BI09F 977 JO JUIMIWIE pooide ue uodn pandis
Apuenbosqns ses postsz 05 Me[ jo Toneend oYy pus ‘uonwym Aq
vﬁaﬂ sam JmE a3 yeqg pepwe)d sowepep ery £q juepuedses ey,
"pRIgREque
quaqedds oy Jo omwa o3 pu¥ Jms 3] ut grurerd £9 J00 yonns aq
pmoye Lggey) eddedoy A vV W 1 °d JO ewa¥T oYy J¥Y? Juesuce £q
pazapIo eva 31 ‘gT6T “I1 1Ay up  -oprm L{Birprocde seam jumif oty
PUB ‘paxaum® [[L 373 T4 TOWBNSIUTIIPE Jo 512331 JO e € gyuow
-a[379g PITRIGY P9 TUI UTEpqo of Lomiogge jo ramod Aq yuspadde o1y
peamodde og Brpu] wr e3sqord peulwqo PEY I0u0eX9 SFY IOYY
"WOTYBIT[BA1 pUB
$|OM000W 90T 93 10] PUE ‘PIsEO0Ep 34 JO YIBIP ¥} Jo uoEwal 4q
PaAJoSSTp S84 quspuodssr o) puw Pogwesep o3 usamieq aiodedmg
w diqezemyred oy 38y3 wonEIsiOep ¥ Furmrep ‘3mop swmeidng ayy
ot 58 quesaad o) peoTawTuod ‘891 syuepued IojensTIIIpY ¥8 ‘07
‘TT6T ‘g% Q00 UQ  "HMOD 183 Jo WONIpSLI] a3 UIgyIa sjoeee
a3 04 9 93] oymapued TONRmETUTIIDE JO S19739] ‘PRERRP 93 JO
mopua a3 Furyeserdes su ‘Aygey)) vddedomy A 'V "W T 'd 03 peyweid
azodefmy 4% mo) smaidng a3 ‘0T ‘0T YOITW TO 'S[IqAUBIY
"BI6T "0 YOI8Jy w0 BIpuy Wl
10qm00%a o3 03 pegrerd Ljenguess Buleq 2ynqoid ‘¥BIPER 98 4IN0)
7Sy oq3 4q potnIl® sea [ axy eBpup oISl o3 £q apise 398
Buteq regyy  £TPITEA 84T PaEILUO0 PUT 4894TO ¥ PAINYUS JuOpUOdFDl
ay], ‘egeqord pue woyeneal lo STPUL YEHLG Ul 3MO) Yy 03
porwosead wea [[L4 9U3 FOB[ ‘Ioqmaos(] U -juspuodear oY) Yolm
dreremyred ur erodefmy 48 szousng € wO PILLITO PEY PIEBICAP A[Y
TaEsp oTq 22070 8I8aL omos 10 1061 “4enIny 0} 1oud eyep swod
18 opmqord paowmonsl oM uosiad Toqpous pue (10J130X3 53 POLf¥O
10yyvureIey) A1eq) Amesemey Y f 'Y sTonoexe 1y s¥ pajuiodds
& s Aq Smawy ‘FOE1 I1 QURADN UD pAp “erpul YSHUG
o vo:eﬁsow PUB J0 3A1TU B 984 oA Ay usmemaideg ¥ 'Q
“[ezy oy 98 a3pn( o3 Jo 3uemBpn og) Fumrasea

‘ELLEEQ

g *2]0U-PBAY Sy} UL IO 198 218 ‘(a10de o JUSNAMG) TG AVINIR
“yazng n.—dmhvpma Om.—d azIam YOTA ..NN ‘8 pug "._” .mahﬂ.ﬂnm .F._.. ‘3094 .._u_..Cm‘.wd:O.mm_..mu ﬁH@H @.N sun g EO}QU.@ 210 _Hﬁm o3 Eb S 7 198 ¥aa08
b : : : mMIeng oq3 jo pmop) owexdng oy jo jusmdpul v woyg vELay a
xzzamg  9Y% JO 93Ep o7y wnoy s1®3s 9a1qy oq [[eys drgsmmized posjosstp : FLEEE)
YHTAIN ¢ 3o sygoud oy JO S18Y8 B PUT JUNO00OE WE I0J 9IS ¥ JO 98B0 oY) Ul 1061 TAIVIER
gt61  mouwyrm] 1o polad oy ey sepraoid ‘gg pIw 1T pAYOQ PUs § '8 4q 10 I§ ‘0N SOUSTYPIQ MPIOLE TIAK) O3 J0 g9 °8 JPIM OpIM 9 9161
Ry ‘9681 JO § 'ON 9OUBUIPI() UOHBIAF] SIUSTII[}9eQ §31813§ oY, piooTs Teple Uo-FUILIIeo B f90UBIEWROID 10048 O} UI ! {¥arequr oL
OO 509 TIONNO0 XATEI ONV 0V o161 STEOT 40 ASNOH 09

7




HM/
T

PENL ¢ o)
HVINVH
-vadag
‘&
ZLLEH])
YaaVERR

SRl
ner

Lo9

02 "1 % LW 1 {ge81) (3} 101 PreR g {L1sE) (1)

-rempred 373 38y} uoyBIRAP B 10§ JuT(Ee ‘gme quesazd aqy PAgRYIETL
o] ywepued zojensTIIpE O3 (161 ‘€% RYCIO) U0 Pa¥ ‘MOPIM
8,10y9899 913 Jo Lewiogyw o1 ‘Apeq)y vddedog A v "I "1 "d 03 100D
3973 £q pejueid e10M ‘F)URTIO[YRQ MIBIYG 9Y) Jo Hmoy) emaxdng 9qy
10 wonorpsuml Q3 UIILA 292Nq18 ‘1048999 Y3 JO 94TIE @YY O3 231
aquepuad woRBMSIIIIDE JO B13999] OTST ‘L UDMBR 0O ‘D[Mauvagy
Twuno) ut Lseley sy £q possTISIp WO L[3U905
997 SRIPEY Wl 2MMYBOPU[ Jo Mo YBIY Y} jo IpI0 2Yy woy
[eedde oy -ABurprocon pojuerd ‘1T ‘01 YoIe wo €8 agvqoxd
Tous pus ‘3307 Amesvmrey ‘[ W 'S 0% [ 99 Jo 9yeqord junid )
sI0pep[ 18 95pn[ JoUEl(T 9Y) PRIPPIC FRIPET 3B 2IMIBOLPN L JO HN0))
Bty +9 ‘worpeduy patensjord 1eyys ‘LjejrTan) WI0F TTI|08 W
i oy3 Supunodord ‘Louapisalg sepejy 943 Ul ‘eInpsyy jo e3png
19ugRLT #Y3 JO 3m0g) o) Wt uoiyryed ¥ pejueserd (speqoxd pesumoual
Sutavy 104n09%9-09 s1q) £399y)) Amresvwey W W 'S ‘LO6T Wendny uwr
pus ‘s sq) jo joord 9y 1sTETE PO SIoM FIBOAB)  SINHNOOXI
s 2q 03 yiouw puy ey Lmessuwy W Y 'S peiwodde
[ s1q £q Fulaey $061 ‘IT IPQUIOAON Ue petp oy ‘juepuodser
oy3 i digsieugred-00 Wl sjuRwIeljjeq SNy 243 W etedsdug
ur seomsng Juipuel-Aenomr ® yywep stq 09 ol syesd swres 10§
w0 palizes {,, 1098I88] 9Y) ,, 98 0F DILIRJA IeJHUlelay) BIPUL YsUHIg
wr pejwumep puv jo aanwu ¥ ‘Ayey) vensmsidng v ¢ egndsp
U1 40U 918 JTWO STYF JO $10BF Y], ‘NOLONIQAY M 40 MANIV ] QIO

£q pereatap sea sdiepioT mey) jo quetuBpnl eyJ, g Yoasy

fyred B
10U §1 OYm IOJNDIXD Y} JO HPE juenbosqne £q polreq woveq
PATY JOUTBY 1 | PROUITUIUCY SBM 41 U4 PALIB] 0T 2I0JIIAY] 6B
931] ®juspuad zoqBIysIUTUPS Wy £q poIngusal 4 Ay (7) anog
‘A upboq © (1) g "A 20T STUBKIIRIRQ SINBNIG 973 UY FATppIr
-I09UT 0 JUNCWIE J0U §90D BIPU[ WI 24Bjs? 943 Wl FUNppomIeguf
‘gpeqoad Jo wonspuamRr 10 9ouedaN0E UL O] WP pajUNCIB
TOTYA 8JUaTIE[})ag 89IBI}g JY) Ul Sutpiou eucp pBY 109109I3
23 PeIn3NFUT gBM 4Ing A7) USYM PiBp oqy 9¥ L(des ur pumop

“0UBAIPI()
aInpacoL ] 943 JO ££1 B 19DUN HPBW §0OB] UL SBM I3PIO Y], 080U
TTIONGQD ZATEd ONV 0V

TR (8N} g D et (L)
‘LO9 '68F ‘9 "D ¢ (g¥R1) (9) ‘999 "1 °H ¢ ¥ "1 (5L81) (8)
89 ') 1 T ¥e (go81) (9) 831 A W °D € (L281) (3)
FrL PV % g ¢ {8E81) (%) F0% PIV % 4 9{1387) {14

fes 9T} [ AIwspoooutn o phoA wWOTONE 4wyl 03 omaoxd eqy,
‘POUSUTPI() UOLyWIT oYy Jo gg ‘s Jo Furuwew ogy uI|La
pyued aou v sem ‘GIeT {1 Mudy jo Iopio oyt Lq pyuwed se
peIngyeqne sva oqm ‘quejjedde quesead oqy, -pelisq s e1 Jms
o3 91 squspued jueid 2y siojeq Sums jo ajqedeo eanejueserdes
OU £R4 910Y) JT USAQ J0g]  *[¥LI} () BOTNOD JINS 21y 830}oq uorjorpsum!
eqy W peureyqo Fmeq osqord 1o wonsrwmrmpe jo jumB e o
Aysmeosu o3 09 L[uo rojex queijedds eyy £q w0 Pel[sl EICNOGAY WO
SWET[IM T oFwssed oy pue (1) proneg A wpnbun 4 Ul w0WIED AYF
‘peUTeIqoe U9 9A®Y pmod sjeqord )Ep eTA 98 uonmenb jusserd
2} 07 [BLIZ)UI J0U §14] ‘SJUQUIR[3312G 818G ) W oqeqoxd Jo aiqedwo
Buieq [fus oY1 ‘g FH 'S ‘606T JO GI "ON eouwurpip £q pepustms
8 FL06] ‘90UBUIPI() GINPe0oI] 94F JO ¢FR '8 2epum wrpu] ut 4usid aqy
9107aq POUTBI(O UIDY 9A¥Y PN SJUITII[JIOQ FIIBLIY 9T UT 238q0Ig
(9) ssoy & Mfiypyy *(Q) soysag fo spooy ayp uj : o101} sjesee 918
213 JT HJUSTHR}I0Q 897827g 243 U e3sqoxd jo ojqedes 5t peweasep oy
JO [orwop §o 308[d 93 Jo s8] 9yT 09 FUTPIC0IE PBA [[I4 ¥ [RIHOD
afer0y ¥ Yjla 109382] € JO IONOAXI 9T jo 988 2yd ul ofdivund
U] 90UD13JIP O 81 912 ], -9OUNOUL1 J0U P[Nod ‘pe]ppatrIeyul Jurasy
‘204n00%9 Y} 218y ! oY £IIU[AL UOTIBIOUNRI 51} ENEI] UNL j0U
B30Pp 911 &R_Em SO0UMOURL I0qMo9xa (08 BT  (F) “yuop) A fagjoom
F{g) ofin " zouy ! (g) spronfiay -a woswoy ¢ o1 g PUB § ¢ ., IO
-BIFTAWPY ,, ‘el 8, 0AWO]) © (B 2Y) 38 9[119 JO 20UPLAD 8B LIe8
-ga0eu A[o19m Futeq aeqord ‘1099837 9Y JO YIwAp 9y 193y awy Luw
4% 208359 9} JO J[BGIQ WO JINE ¥ INJUYSTUI ULO LOINOILI WE TUOIHOAP
9504} 09 urpioooy  ‘puviduy Ul suowstoep erorpnl £q peysTqEles
PR 4B 9Y} JOTUP 0f SEA WOWUWAHW Yy pue ‘(1) o) vipu] svg
“A fioLmpp ul pesa 4my] 81 UOI30Is-qN8 33 Jo sTendum] 2y, peireq
S1 Mms 9Yyj 9880 IO Wl | 9yeqord pesunousl IONOOXD PUODY
ot VYA 98D Y3 WOIJ 28T AUT 48 10 ‘10481833 93 JO TIESP 219 TIOI]
i o) wedeq swn ‘yme juesard syy o serdde ‘1 s-qng LT R 98
Sumemses wosly -guepuodser oyl 10} ‘ewmy pue O Y ‘uyolln
‘UOY0us
I¥))B] 93 JO SIXIZ) ) UIGILM 9S5I%4UI JO UOBSTmENE ® wodn

fo181] STECT J0 H800H

ZLIAHD
HYINTH
-Yudog

&
ALIHED
VIIVAATY

——

9161
UM o

909




2

O
Do

ALLEHD

NYINVR

YHAOR
3

X3LFTYD

. ‘68 4 I3 [1081] (2)
FFLUV R g9 () €81 'd %0 € (1)

puw lempuly je oFpng jounely oG o Hmo) o wr ejeqoxd
03 UOWBIIP®? #11 £Q WMOYS Be ‘[OIIOP ¥ I038)82) o) JO M¥[ 0T} 0
Surpioooe piyes sea 31 061¥09q (*[) MUSMWB[IYSF MIRLIE 843 T pasord
Ua9q SATY P00 [[ia 9J0jwiwy o) 383 amofoy 3 (g) wugwg
"A uosugoyy pue ‘), -d *T *Joa “Pe 19 *STIIAL UO UBTLIR[ 9968 : [IOTWOP
943 J0 BMM0Y) 3 Ul peaoxd jury 9q PROYE 91 3973 LIessegeu J0U 81 9]
‘nonotpeim [ 677 UIYILY 2)98E% 91 BIOY) ET) PUT ‘[PITOP 647 Jo AB[
a1} 03 Surprooss [ PYea ® 8 31 99Y) joosd todn prolqe pe[wmmop
wostad ® 3o (|14 99 Jo peqweid oq Lt ogwqoud ‘songoeid yerduy oy
Surpiocoy  -o(qeondds eloJereqg 81 %0 noeid qenduwy 9Y], pe[0mop
10491974 uosled & jo [Jua 079 Jo 978qo1d Bunjuwesd wony MuewE(yey
Neng o) Jo mo) swerdng o Furpnpeid syusureyigey MITENY
o1y U1 2010] o1 mu] Suw Ul 10 opoy) 943 ur Furgyou s1owy], paydope
Pus pemo[o] oq ‘9q Avm Fe 180U s ‘[EYe pueduy W emyw0php o
qImop) swardng 81 U1 eoloy U1 Faleq SWT 99 107 0oHIBIE PUB JITPRO
-oad o1y ‘Bureq swuy oYy 10§ 2030} UT M {U¥ Io 9po)) Y3 Lq opwm

81 nommaold 18I0 O eIeym 497 sepLaoxd 9pon 98] JO ¢ oAy
- "L06T 1o
1g "ON SoUTWIPI() ‘%PO{) SIPIt0IJ [AK) 873 uo spuedsp monsenb
S HUeme[eey F1911g 93 M Meqord jo e[qedes oved jueserd
oy UI 99a (L 8,J01BIEd) OYF I9YJOUM QI0JPIRYL ‘peuIaiIsidp oq
0} FEY 4] [F8} 19N UoWOw o3 9S00  oyeqoid jo o[qwden aq
$10]019T} 990U FTIIB[O IVJNISX? 277 [OIYM Jopul [[ua 9], ‘Pouresqo
8q 19Fm 06109p ¥ Yoiga UI Jd € Juymnsur Jo opqedee weem
.. 3me v Juyngnsas jo a(qedeo |, sproa eqy ‘vonndo sdigepiory 16Ty
w g yweid v opem A[eniow se 1Ime)) 9] moqs 03 ucersd v oq
. eanejuesarde es] ,, ouguos 09 PowRHIpI() 93 W Furgion 81 1A ],
‘uoymnb ur soweuIpI) 23 Jo [ ‘B-que ‘4T ‘¥ Jo SWURL oY} WGILe
yms 8 Junnynem jo oqedes g ‘I03w1se) B Jo sanwyuweserder

18361 o1 A[HO 90U 8L 109NRX0 TUT 1B} ‘AIOJIIAYG 'WNeeF PIOM 3]
(z) g1 a-hagoo gy * (1) sprowhizy
& wosdwoyZ ‘0l pu® ¢ ‘g ‘uonensTImpY ,, ‘asaByy 8, mlmmop)
08 : pop3es [ea 81 quiod o) Uo me| ogy qumd evq e3e8 oy 210jeq

VIAVETR (|709BIJSITTIPE §% TOT0R US #NJIIEUI ‘9l0]3I8Y) ‘a0uned pu® ‘yueid

609

9161
0T

5Tq opun L[908 913 BPALSP ‘PUTY 19790 973 UO ‘I0JEILIUIPE WY
-om o 24024 0 PesO[]E §[ 97 ‘4IN0() 873 JO SO[NI A} £q ‘Torga

TIDNOOCD XATHS (ENV oV

ut des Ao o) 1 ogeqord Jo womonpod ey ewmeseq Inq ‘eyeqord

o mvﬂamw 373N 9Ty 2gnetaq J0U F1 8TYY 9nq ‘e3eqoid a10jeq eezsop v

UTe4qO BRI} BT I Jowweo off Tl oYy oa0xd oY a0jaq 10400z jo
183082 $T] U7 TOKOB U INYTIEAT WED 5 983 8T90TaNbesn0o 13 pus
YIBIP 8,20793594 oy uodn Wy wl 69924 “wonow Jo Mydu e Furpnjpm
‘10499893 o1y Jo Liaedord pemostad oy, -ereqoid jo quwid Luwe moy
30T PUT 109%489% 6T JO [[lu 873 woly L4uoq)nn poe 9[91) ST SSAURP
109109X3 U¥ 1¥q} J8e0 oymb a1 37 ppydn eq jowmso monmsjmoo
¥} 9T} TOENIW0S o) 0F ewWGD easy sdTepIoT 1RQ) 'ejnguEd!
0} 1FU v sany Fuag amm oq Jr PIos 103®Ise; oUg YOTIM Jme
¥ 9 03 PAmaap 3q 09 87 $1Y3 3873 ‘BUCPAp oI 0 ‘Fumunesy

OI6T “ Yorely wiozy pesndwoo aq 9smen nonwrany jo poued

Y} S10RIIYY 1¥(} puT ‘Y HUPWId rojENSIIIPE TR Jo ‘Or6T
"}, Q1w wo ymemquiodde aq) [ yme sTgy Funnynear jo siqedes
1090991 9% Jo eanmimesoidor [ede] ow sem olsyy ywy popusgued
9] -uenesqdde 10 gmy gone Fuopew 1o Junngnewr yo eqqedeo
PessaIap o Jo valyeIneseldal enosted reBaf v s o107y weym atay oy
woxy peyndiod oq [[ege monwINRy Jo poured ey ‘wnmoe 1qu a3
a1032q $1p uonwondde we oxew J0 jme B 9NYTET1 09 9YBL ® saUY
‘Juian arM 97 JI ‘pruos ogm uostad ¥ wega gvy goprord Toma
‘aourup() 83 Jo ‘[ "8-qus ‘AT '8 wo peow(d .umwo&on. ‘at gousIEy
“3ms querard a7y Jo
TonmgNsI 973 03 J01ud wnr puy ew 3 99y peyndsTp jou s191 ‘OTEWPIY
81 jo ¢g 03 ¢ '8 WI PemInguod Lrexjuos o) 0y Jurqremos 81 e1ey
SS3[UT PUE 38D $ 10489809 073 07w0 Juesead oy w sum TOHN|OSIP JO
99FPOYY, UORN[OESIP 3T Jo 238 o3 ™o) eIva4 eeryy 51 drysramyred
PRAJOSSIP ® JO §950ad 973 JO OIS ¥ PUB JUNO0OV WP 10] TS B Jo H5ED
93 0T oMpAgoR puodeg o4 £q peqiaosesd pousd eyy souspep ® su
dn 398 weeq seq woHHTT 387) pepiaoad ‘pessrusip oq [[878 079197}
SMmpeyog pPuoeg 93 4q 10197} peqiiesrd wolyeiwny jo poued aqy
1033% pynasur pns L1949 (RABT[IUI Joalaqy g7 09 g €8 W POUrEILOD
suotsiaod 93 03 99e(qne) 1813 sepraoid esuwurpi() B 3O 329Q
‘8 INS JO WOUTIT]] 93 03 Junepe: MB] 7Y PUITAD )
edwwnIpiQ) we Fwaq ‘96RT JO § O 2ITRUIPIQ FINIUR[IIEG SITEG 0T
30 ¥ '8 £q pelreq UOLTIIISUI $41 JO 998 oT) 38 Fem IS Y DAY M
Sl 9pIep 09 249y rdMEPIOT IRy wonsenb g eyr syumosow
dmgsrongred yenen 2q3 10] pur ‘Praop ,10099599 873 £q pPoA[oBSIp
U29q PeQ JUPPUSIOD 2} PUR I0)®ee} o) ueemieq Bunsmre diys

(916811 STEOT 0 IVNOH

"LILBHD
HYINVH
-YEaog

a
AL1BH,

]

VIIVIHERE

P

6T
or

809



‘ELLAHY
RYINVR
-vHang

ALIEHD
VISVAR

———

vb 119

2

9161
o

w0y 13 Jo efwyweape weRe} aswy pmoo Juwpuodsoz oy J¥yy Ay
108 op edIgEpIo] WYY, “4[uo wonoes §qY Iepin juwedwmod Fes
n unmaomﬁoo, 88 JODIO 9} JT PUE ‘0poy) 9§} JO §9 ¥ OPUn IApIO
ue s8m poxtmbes ews jeqy  g161 §1 rudy Jo 29pIo oy Jo w0y ey
Jo 9o #agLw L][vel LJmogyIp aqY, ‘wplom sansedo ey Hurorpmoo
#¢ W0 Pof[el 94 JOUWED PUE ‘meeined Tod PoLIosT] UNeq 249 ¥
LOUFUTDLY 93 JO §F '8 03 ortaoxd oYy, serpred Bunnynsqns o Burppe
I3PIC UW JO 40U puy ‘sfurpascord wo L1res 09 Jpio uw yo Lem £q 8t
{powrax xedoid ey puw ‘apoy) empesolg MAY) oq3 Jo ‘g9 ¥ MM
1q ‘¢ST '8 UMILA 9] 0T O BosBd QOOF  ‘199I93UT JO Uoghjoaap IO
oBuwyd ¥ woeq wwy 2191 aTMEI0q 2ATIRJOP eMI00eq EY g sonIed oy
ve pangneuod Ljzedord Lfjewmduo ses gme o) GOIGA M $RSED 0F UL}
~wordde Lwe ewy SouTTTPI() ) 30 g7 "9 JeYF quTY] Jou op sdrgeploy
1wy, g £q pyngusm Apedosdunt 4ms v jo efeymuaps ex¥; o
‘90 TBUIPL() WO} TYIWiY 973 FUIPIOAY [0 0 ¥E 3T} 10 ‘TITY 4 0fT% 03 Fuorn
£13w92 5q pmos 91 ‘ans o) wostsd JqBu 573 81 Y T PAITIMSqNE
o pappe g o} L31wd redord o1 sejquwe pue punord sty uo gms ¥ jo
39210p oY} Jsureds soplaoid apo)) ampadoly [LAK) 9q3 JO GET W9F
Hmop) 8Y3 el0jaq Fulaq 40U pejsea 81 ms Jo 4qSu sy mogs ur
suoszad 9 Jo ouo Io tosrad a3 Jo UoswRl £q 9A1309JP 51 NS B YOTHM
u1 89580 sedu[dwagnos zg ‘e yvY; uomndo o ers sdigEpioT IRYT,
I Y4 [99P OF 9]quIisep 2q Arm 31 2010mxd UT
aouwpodm sy1 Jo ‘tasomoy ‘mata ay  yuod sTgy oPtoop 03 Lreswoen
‘Bunyeeds 4pougs You s1 1 ‘uonzanb 7817 913 wo worewsp edmspio
aeyy o} predu Suasyg  guweld penifue oqy £q peyngmsur
FeA4 UOI308 A4) USYM DPSLIvq J0U F8M 70 JI USAD ‘PIIIBQ §8M TO10R
o7} 239P QoA 1% ‘G161 31 [y uo paynjysul weaq 2497 0f PITIIIP
aq ‘goueurpl() 99} Jo 77 '8 IPUN 98N S10Ja3aY) 9mE ayy “yuepadde
oq} spredel ge ‘4eTy papusiuoo #1 37 Pyure|d se qmpedds omy
Junninsqus pus guured [puduo 9y qno Jurquye yms I3 Ul spEW
sem IaPLo Ue ‘orgl $T [dy mo ‘fpusnbesqng 10qmoexs Suraord
473 20y fowxo3ym e quspedds o1y 09 sjUaTL[YGeR FITEILY 673 JO 4IN07)
sutexdng oyy £q pojuelsd oIox paxsune [[La 979 JIlM UOIBRISIUNUPY
JO 8133%9] josIeqj mAI] UI PUE ‘PO[RaUes SIam 9me srqg wr grymed
remduo aq3 o3 pequwif 9 ojuepmed woymrjsMIIPE Jo 8189191
aq) smpepy 98 o3pngp 9oms 943 jo 33n0)) 94y £q 93vqoxd Jo yuerd
o1 10938 ey wweodde 37  -gryuwred povwedssp o) £q pIIniSI HRM
1 HO4 PIYnIYYSUL GR9G 2ATY 03 PRSP 3 T FpIudal ew [[BYS 31

TTIONNO0Y XATHL ANV oV

A

¥

b o

.,
¢l

i

G el B AL

k2

sy

EE

SRR,

D R aE s AT

0z PIV Y L9 (3) 988 "I 'H § U "1 (1)
‘sanuimasezdor refel vy Aq penuyuoo 61 Jms oY) puv ‘wIp gryured
% wga 19} pepuord ! Azred v opetn 08 sum oy moym pejmgneul
mesq GAEY 0} peumep oq W spredel se [[ege Jms oY) ‘pepp¥ Io
PHInegns & grurerd Aeu B 9Me B JO UOUNYNE 913 109JU TIYM 8]
swplaoid Tornwes eg], POTEUIPX() TOMEITIHIT 373 O GF 'E Jo j0age
o3 wodn smmy sdrqepaory ey exojeq pendre wonrenb puooss ey,

"PRININEUL T84 JINE ) 6I0TA]
posdu[e 0ASY 0FED AU U1 AIOJAIA} JHTN SO UELIPI(} 93 £q poquoserd
armed eory) eyj, ‘womow oY) Fumninsm jo ojqedwo pUB I0JNIIXO
o108 210J3107] sea 4399y Sureserawy [ "W 'S ‘2061 “ImBuy sowmg
‘1061 “peminy adofaq ewmy swow 1w wyiqosd peOTMOTRI I04MO9XE-00
#,41997)) {wevswey ‘| ¥ 'S 987 savedde 41 ‘pagued oq 03 93sqoxd
Bumoextp serpejy 98 21my80rpne JO $xo)) G 973 Jo WPIo 9T WOl
redde a3 uo piodex o} 03 ‘Tesomoq ‘0molfl U  9IVIES I
Jo Jreqeq uo édurpesscerd opnifgsm Lj1edord wes s10qmoexe Junf omy
JO AUO JaIeYM [NIIqNOP B 31 0sNB0aq ‘evwa quasaxd ox3 jo wesodmnd
243 Ioy guspodun o 9q3mu smyy jvgl 9qdunoyy 381y 3% edrgeproy
1YY, a9uqold peounoust Ajymenbasqus efurpeesosd pejnanenl sany
498 m oqa 103n09XR 9] 190309 273 9q PIUOA UM O} 78 PTES 08¢ TBM
1sep pood v e srpy £1dds o4 pepusym sem noysenb ur ssusurpig
973 Jo ‘7 8-qus ‘41 ‘s Feq3 9yqeqoird ‘moraido edmEprey 1Yy wi
B1 91 (8) o) mpu] 150g A fivunpy @ UOYSISTUIWPS o BIAYS] JO
quezd [vmyow oy wosp A[mo UMI [jLa 9UIN ‘IDINODXV OW 9 VIO
r quq ‘(1) 9Ay "a zouy :poursiqo ussq jou ey »eqord g3nowsy
U249 ‘I0INOIXD UB 8 SI9YY J1 'UNX 0 ULy 2010 77 [[14 W YI TP BT
199Je 10 98 noszad PIgEa0AD T JO 91¥1%A 911 JO MoAR] Ul Justre Uooe
JO GENTD ¥ JO 26WD Y U] 'THOWOB Y SNIHST! UBD OTM SUO IWOS
8 01913 #69]UN SNIN0E 10T HIOP UOI}IE JO IINBY 7 JNY ‘UOOE JO 9TNBO
511 JO I2NI00B 97§ THOI) PURI WY UOTEIIEIT Jo WInjeyg qenduyg
o3 Jo ssodmd o) rog ‘smuowRleg St 9Y) Jo ssouwuIpI)
89 Jo Surnern o) uwo 14y Fuimoryy pue 3mo( 97y opmF 07 1yfne
o sopdwund oy Fugsmenjr B [njIm sEM JURAlfRI A|joWs
qou edeged g8noqy ‘wowsnosrp sigy, -eigeoqdde useq vonwyMury
10 sanymg YsSuy 97y PUY JNMI 9q) USSY 2ABY P[NOM JuMm O] 98
pisoyg sdepio 1ey) a10jaq TOIEYNOSIP JO |80P Poo3 ¥ Sua axeyy,

EYIRTRAE BNy
2] W 93FNYI8 A[[Bo01 103819} I3 JO FIIBIV 219M 19T asneeq ('7)

{a18T] 8qTOT 0 ABAOH

LELZHD

NVIRVR

-vEIng
‘e

ALLEHD
Vdd VIR

—_——

9161
nr

019




I 3N B AR G DD B GE BN WD BN G N N SR an am P8 N

QETINT
ERINHITTON

ROTTY(

(3
AEQHED

(O
OD €19

NUYH

——

8181

uo ewres oY) tmojred pue |Gy oy Hooyepun syuepuodeer egy
pue Ammoo eyy jo smoyem¥er pus sy oyy 03 vesfe pue ‘g
*£2q0 01 OORIGPUT TEUTHIoM 073 Jooq uo-Furudmw oy £ “eotales Jo
10%I3U00 973 PUE “Yooq amjeule 4ou1iwed o3 ‘Hooq uo-Furuls oy
*Apwen ‘Lromoo o3 18 Lyoedes Lue ur pelopdum swosmsd e g
poudts oq 04 pormbet oTes YIYA ‘SymemMo0p sexy) peuds Juerredds
o3 ‘g161 ‘19 A9 Uo gwemfodme gywapuodsed oqy Buteuo ugy
JoF 973 JO
Furreewr oq; urqyis jueredde oqp jo srefoidme ag axes Logy 1By
perep eouepep gy £q sjuapuodser aqy, G161 "RV (eFsy wnw
-TUT}Y) seurpy 1800} 993 £q popraoid eyer wnrUTI 93 ey 98a] j0u
98 sofea pred aq o} o[y 82 eyuepmodser oy v quendopdue 30
90%19W00 81 JO BOLI} Y PO PIYTIUS 984 0 JBT) WOTBIT(ISD ¥ J0f
sjuspuodsaz ay; y9urede quepedds oy 4{q 9q3noiq sea wogos Y],
-Azo1[[00 °qY 9% 131 ¥ g8 padojdurs
#sm Juefodde of] ‘PleGIe0d OIF{IOX TUJNOE oY3 UL 948503EW
‘AI0T[0) POOMISAJIY 9T} JO SIOUMO 973 s sjuspucdsel eyl
“F 2gEreq 0
jusmBpn( ¢ Furtieaa peeddy Jo 907 63 JO IPPIO UE WOG TYIIIY

pesrosss woddy Jo qrnog) o Jo womoeq
“poyFmBursp

L6F 'H M 3 [PI6L] somongo) uopy puv wovEsiyM A epaTyORy
‘wRuIom o) J0o Imsemied oqz on® oq pmoye wlojduw oy 1
£13958000 J0u A1 9 ‘GIGT oY (sfvM WuwmR) semp [e0) oy 3o

‘T°e-qus ‘1 "8 3o sevodind oy lo g : SUTmIvON (] JO AWYQ PICT 42T
wies umwrmm v wry £ed 0 ofqer] 9xes pue 0 o3 jo
Suroeet o wIILs IS[TE OUY Jo sreio[dme oqy orsm Luwduros oy
jeq) pus ‘gl Av[-£q £q deMe usxey JoU pem puw g Mvl-Lq £q Ie[(y
2173 03 woffas £ed og Lueduwos Lionoo o) o pagodonr s wonednqo
ue 1eq) ‘sefem 1w juemAordme Jo jouruoo ¥ JUEOWI'ZIG] oy (0Fe
WAUNNK) WK [¥0) 9Q3 Jo ‘I 'e-qns ‘[ "¢ Ul pemonuwem |, Jusw

-fopdws jo gowmuoe,, o} yeq) Furpwep jnoqia Summness ‘pre

—_— ﬂﬂv
9y3 J0 weodmd oqy roy exafojdwe g1y Jou etem Loqy quqy ??3%
‘10f1y oq3 3¢ srefojdwe oy elom sefem yo jmmied o3 weqy feYio
wasodand e 10y oym ‘Loedwoo oyy, -Luedwon Lo oq) wogy
o¥es WMuUNMIm B PIWTER OF eUL FI6L 10V (eFey mnmrmiy)
SOWIfY [¥0) OU} 1epun POINAD tva 0 YoIqs 03 ofva wnwrurm
o} UBYy see] FeA jmowmBUelry g1 Iepun e[y oy o3 Formoo
@0URTEq O Yoo UTPLIG0 € U] Ul OM) 073 Jo Youe £q POFIoR s)yTYe
70 JOqUINT oY M IDUERPIUOYE wr popratp Lrenbo sem oowereq

(2)"1°E  oyy puw “s[ JIqs 083 10} JBHIGIY L0} J0O} F8IQ JOI[0D oY} £GaIoqs

"TIDNQOD XATEI (INV DY

EEANAG CUOT PUT ‘ROIDNIQAY AL A0 EIXUVJ QFO'] ‘ERIINTRIRA(Q 40
MYHS TEOT ‘MOSKIELY QEOT '] WEISYRAXONH THOT -yl o

yRURIPeie e ppun [[v4e ¥ W ISL[00 ' LY PORICM BT ¥

(o F10%. guosrad YONY WOYR
roy wosred oo 10 104enymoe oyl pred sasy Loq) 199)e suosled qong
o3 oup rodem oqy 107 o[qvI[ o4 10 30 jmmied ogy 0} eev 0} punoq
8q gou [eYY LI0T(os oy} jo SIoUMe o} INQ ‘ARN[0V o3 JO B[O
1910 oq} pue sael-iq o83 42q0 03 pUNOq °q [BUT oYl YRy
L[uo queyxe gy 07 LIGN[00 O} jO LUSTMO oY jO SITBAISE 3T 3
03 poureep oq [reqs suosred Iy Io wropenuor £q pled lo 107 Lo
Iopun Furqlom vuowted 0¥, 'gT avl-fq £g ,, L1emfoo 3y e Fuweq
oury oqy 107 wium Jo 9981 (waLmd o3 03 Surprooce juemded pue
gofEm vateoex [uqs - - -+ pofojdwe suwosssd [y ,, ‘z we-dq &g
‘Loedmoo ey Jo ssw(-Lq 4Y3 POUTRIUGY YOITH JO U6 ‘JUIMNDOD
oory) uds 04 PUNOQ oJaM ‘SIS[D IO SIB[U9 ISYIBUM ‘UIWHIOM
o} v Auwduios Aremod oqy Jo eorarss o3 Juweiwe wy LU}
wosgeq meireq ejvald o JGPVIT ¥ weM XY OI PUB ISL{[LD o3
woamgeq fud o) Jo UMOSIATP 9G], "IIAI(|00 I JO U0 0} ‘¥)99 JqSN)
I0 9]quop JO 95€d I WL X0 IO of3 o3 pred ses Lowom aq)
PU® {Te3® o) JO JeqWMU 93 0 Jno opvm s 30u-Led Apeen v
‘w08 [¥00 O (IIA COUBPIODOE UT 939l ofeuues v uodn pred sinm
wewr oy, '[re}¢ euo ul lamiedo) pafiom ‘WY pue SI3I[[00 10 laqunu
renbe we 3o pesodmod ‘Uatl Jo 999 2[qaI} I0 J[quUOP B Lifpuovisedd0
juq ‘reje Jo 9091d Jurmioa punoirepun wowd 03 ‘IOfF ¥ Pus
1700 ¥ ‘mamiiom om) poudiesy Aqenan Luedaroo £191]100 ¥

T e-que 'L g (g 2 'C 020 @) G161 WF (sfr gl
WRUMNIT ) SN 1D0}—doun(y o) fo Rnpquig-—iotiten wosf
fipoasip eobo g Durarevos sopny——aanpg puv sapon—,, sefiopdwigy
— yoypmaeue) — enag  fo Pouue) — 9bpy  wnwu sy

“SLNEUNOdSET
. aRv

CINYTIZAAY
('eag ot 20 2800H]

‘weu P wgsty ‘25peg ‘ybnosogybno guspuodsar 1oy stopvpog

QIRT

QILIRLT SHISEITI0N NIVH NOXTVA g7 vop

REAHD 31w

0y P sany Y - yueqodde 10y s1ojrom0R et
-yaday
93800 Q314 POSSTIISTP 99 P[aogs [eadds oy 1543 3SIS  spiemy
T ostape Ljquny [Tia edigspao ey eOUSSTNOL O3 Iopupy  VATAEK
-wioj 1edoid Ui speur woeq pey opao S 916
9oelqne waeq 94y PO o YorQs 03 L3iiqer; ¢ adwosa 03 19p10J0 D T
a1811 SaEO1 40 TSN0H 519




2 l I k
k 4 N . .
- o E




I — - ‘

T68I
TANVIWOD IIOONIJLLYT 9 °C

VIRLTIAVIIHL

I ? T H00T—T "10A .
UVE RUOX MUV TUHI 40 MR v 14

'BISYD NVOININY OL SHONIWITITYN ’ _
0§1F ANy

'QEVTAY UNY ‘HEANTAON ‘437 'AXIIN0 ‘NYILSISED

aQ

‘SHILON ANV “JOHIAV THI f0 TIIT ¥

a8 7Y

THOLIIAX EOANOT MINTIALIININ -HOL XKOmL

'SAILATOA OML NI

“BYATE HONMOD L0 1TA00 201 J0 FADLLEAF 2AL 40 AK0

‘INY INOLSHOVII RVITIIM YIS .

Ad

HOM THT 10 SISATYNY NV

niism
e

'SY004 U004 NI

ANVTIONI 40 SMVT

A0 AG

o() SATYVINIRNOD . .
X | _ _

B T U I SIS P M- Ve R o T s o X = ML A



. ¥8E ‘FEEY |
(ATl v IgE N19'SoA 8 88 .wg
muneg 1 ¢ (1297 ‘il lwuingolmy esg
«'(08 "y o) "Ruy) tovnow
wu pav ‘esjesmi jo aiv 9g1 v vy w Ay
puv *uedunof jo ol oyl 1u ]Rm B Aq epwW &
Kt otwi9s [wmomaad §o (jtw ¥ vy ‘eFpnf pe
W JYL YHM EIPT{IUOD Oym “IAwIRiR] U
iy parhigean A|paurwa) 109qnY ST 905 ,,

wp oy vodn opum wrm G[MJ ¥ ‘(§EOT "uny )
iy A €2 jO oFed GTI U1 DUV 109 Ry
B Ul POy ‘wiuouy) usleslzolll JO R0yl
Braw SUQEYHORIELOD 2E0YM ING ! UEW |rIsTaY
Araa v st faagos 3day 5 PIoed Y UaYm oym
£uwd v wode ponsst puy Aovan] Jo vorssiw
woo ¥ p 1008 ‘g id fduinguiag 238 ()
“(GH w0 5l ewury) sund
L9 csep g twwung ca Aemdpny  cggg
A B[ ‘worspunby a peonsys) Fuigneds
ipomne “Loven] jo do *AJUTRGL JO U0 U 9g

uTWIX 1D e SIJLM Tk DORO T
‘prriwmo () pany weela owrudwi,, B8 S0P
«3ag @ efesivd on Jo oqesdy Nandw 6T
7o 7 1109e ‘g 1d on eI B WY agm ‘onIngEihg
£q opem g ewm UDROMIOD eq] T
«1NG) dof peiniad GEm FYwEIE K IR0) YTy P
‘ButpHed 1 seead 9yt JoUTOLIS T RSy veeq
WY By, IEQE ‘SOAIGRRO UENSMYD WY T
560 g g ede Josinalk g
WI[TIS 'R B ST s R{ioZL-mIN W] }

-Ay 191 ‘205 ! (761 PR £ magoy 4 nynfflg )
fpoiowrurn £vw Jo LNpima #p Bunvemns
ur whiem Jo 0URMEWNNITY ¥ o Hm 33 L@y
-0y 1werd £ parmedwoove Taaw fing (§[ runl
884 [ 'pEeg ca noT) tAndwdwou v Auvd
ot Jo voipduresaad 9 Auenl 10u sacp enoie
ety pl0 ¢ o ' o terunghing e (g)
{u gpg U v0)  Crmew rodinos usm
st Kamuyut priadiad w8 £g At ey woyy
e B0 9L éon_:uum THpUnl o Burproane
Joipt ue g Jo3s ‘g W ewinqutmg 99g (B

@ Cmgep 3y o Aue walqos ‘een
40 1T 0} #91ka judosiad Jay fayug Ay 110w
o1 3 den dmdoel 31 10 190 39u 39 swepun ('eg §
PP CHMES B D)1 S1Q GO UOLLIEIUIIPE

M I Y BN T D A BF T BN BN O W T BN OB s o e

NG 3yw} UeD 0w pURGANY 241, 'sfvuIn) 09
PRI BN BUTwI0 T Uy anusuwp
112 #= 1T3Y TRy | o) patiyjard m MOpPla
wt %5_ 'PAUIULLITB 1 vOlRisunwpy  Fut
-1ovad o 33pI0 @ g 'LE b b g W g AE 4

oe ot g fu)

o - BTl P EE ()
512 "TflA "WOTT 9% B1nwe aipy Aq pUgsI|oge M
PRALOmP ¥l PUT (10T wyweif 37 ruowoy perdry)
SEL G Y 'orlag reded & £q pag1ivs sem uopodosd

STL “eiftjetio ) 8] puowyaly jo Livodeop a0 oy

T UBLYUDOS G2 10NTp Ut JURITHIP vi revn ruod

13130 01 pus yBlid Sys o weal 3 uciiodosd ey, iy
B G CH G T C(R1AI36 uf ()

BrYe Ry )

'LLp paroyy dy)

“Aep a1y 1% puonensiuImpe 3o me terened et spues Bunooy s vedpy

i} ‘ §-sasesid 97 sara goiym wasve o1 vonnup
¥iy £18UTp10 ANt 82418 'PRIPTIY JO W21 wtWes Ayt W a1E suuntad Frow 20
viﬂ&oﬁk PUB ! UOTIRISETP UMO PR T8 ‘WG] 40 309 01 #0 ‘1Y Jo 1Xa o
o “MOPIA OUI 01 Jognts vONENSTANUPY e 01 iy swoled prre ! eFpn(
feotimerea|502 8q1 jo damod am alow omm mam_.h...._cs. ¢ T2 TI1A .ﬁmﬁ.

mes aq Enoqt ‘Ajrandwdul jo suutap 1nwasd ‘PIMO(|0) A]25012 691 O TIDOWEISYL, PN
qanur  ooad poe ‘e Jo st Aved ey vaye  Fiip O osneal}, ssogm Jo wed paovey ap
weqns Ajjear Anen ‘Asuwim Sulmp wwite o) ! oplnd a1 40) QUINGUIME WXV 577 7Y wirwad
gasoddne sAum|® 51 4o ANpqReIp [Ranayiod  -dv seyloe ano ‘Eynbol sigy Buinwnd up (3]

WERFTCOD () TRAE RE AWM me.._ﬂn airopon 1)
£05 § ‘ruimed (5) ] -2 9 ' d Be w0 “ydiopon (o)
#ip dem Jo woseas Aq ‘e[qedeout ere eseyr e——(g) seotEonIp fum
penoEaq #2818 Ireq oAey se gons ‘(¢) Jedureistp so éB¢ plo jo uoseer
&q Te1pime umoud suvosred (1) 5100) [AIEY 10 10K '$rapodiuoa nou avIM
1310 10 ‘TAWMPE]] IUIWRIEI) BT MOIUBAD {{IA 1ED ‘Kamr-pue-ino)
10 uezuNoj jo 25% o1 1T IGTIOYM ‘UOTIAIDSTP WSIIPNS JO 10U SEM 10171997
oq1 31 ‘nq : 058 jorues 10) ATeaa ‘uaalinog Jo TURIUL U JO [{14 o1 01 Pl
“rnpE 9 Uea uonoe(qD Ou 1M 05 mT] [ROUSEIS]IDE o JO sejl B Ag
pauraa08 oq 1enar eses aig1 ‘Aitoedes RIoImsal L1aad fo odpn{ oy St unod
[eonswmisapase om se ek {4) ojqeden st 97 useiyfls sopun tem pRiURp
eaty sl pre ‘(5) usmeser v axew 1yEnw (ppo s1ed 1anoj uess) obe
Lww jo 1wyl UE TREGL PY wAvY siakMe] WoWmos Ino Jo suros Hinow froy
{d) me| [1AID 9 JO 3N 91 8 qOTY A ¢ |SATEWIS] Nl @alemy PUT ‘SO[RW JI woey
-moj Jo ot em) Jepun ‘siuuyur ponOYdaL 0 01 31 #3tdeds 153y B Y |
- 1anpuoe eu
A9 11991 Jo MODde U0 PAT ¢ [[Ia 901f PUR A)19qI] YOSIOIGNE §O
1L6%.] WM 107 ¢ UOMIEIISIP WRIOLGNS [O 1IEM I0]  MUNDDOT, I81) unin
Ayedround sre suomqigo:d Yorgm :micisnd fo mef Aq uonigTy
01d eroade owoe J9pUn 10U BT 1R F[la € OYeur 0 LLaq pue tomod Tny
qyer nosiad £1aas ‘Aeinder ‘op ¢ Konqmerd Ljprriue st (o) mw] s1g) puy
{g) e1mmoun etp 01 mey 4q poBijqe A(oirjosqe ore suosted rega ro !iuem
-g1891 ® 0P ‘0w Avcu 1o ‘Sz ogm annbur o1 “Apwesss “sou paedosd |
“me] o1 L Lzeeidye
pareurtion suosred femonred o1 temod negi [re Nwmed m wot Fuidngo
£q “ege wl wom woy aaye “wourered o Amiogme Aq 'spieiioye
wea 31 Mo pue ! aovedmpm (efor aqr £q sdogsty oy ut parses [ir 10 16
g To17%] SUt I2TURM TEYA W1  SHONENSIUIUPE PUR SIUSWERISRA Jo s521301d
renpesd pue [emifuo oty miys o3 Fuiaies K|to pPeyremar oizayily uedl sty
s  wy uodn 51w enp UeWw weq S weYM Lp U3 PUNOY ST OY YegM
pue ‘JoiEneUITpe vy ou Aem oym pue ‘Avmn ouqm o preBsimiim ‘sre|
mojued azow mey » vonwew “xmdeyo srp Jo sverford reyite) o ul ey

1384 SONIFLL J0:

TZ-#MIBE BY [, SOHIGURTP [279] 64 J3pON 81 1RY) po 0 rEae 9

(u) .mo.wummm_a.._ st ogm ! ;wsaur om Jo wmv.:‘\ w:%man._ﬂm., %wh\ﬂ.«u:nhawaﬂ%h
2]l Yo ‘ouns S 0 sotunsuid Ut g Aq pemmedde “f1etitpio oy
jo $1eazo o Sjuo oam oym ¢ puwre wasaxd e fer1 se ‘s1012n8tUNLpR jo
[emiue oq seoemyy, c(la L9 paiwgedde somsaxa sv Sununossr o [
Byrms 01 predal yna ‘Funcoy elurs om wodn ind v1r simensimipe yorym
Yspood Big meisTuLt(re o1 pesteoap o1 Jo spuary e 1ot .d:.w 1900250
sy owmdap (ois Liowpio Bgy 'Armsan o ased wl ‘12q) ‘Rapla ’
«oxd T 1] "MPR 1§ SINmIs a1 s10jessq pue n_ﬂcﬂxaacm. {96ta)
SIRIP3IULNT LBY1L JO @SOTL JO ‘SPULY UMD I[sy) UL MUTVIIMUMUDR ‘
ouy 193uof Aue Fuidooy wod) saueuIpIo oy Ineroxd ot Iapio ut ‘esodierul
o1 urede simie(stda) omi peuoTsodn lamod Yaulm Jo ssunqe weiRey oy,
srouddy pinoys liewpre eqy Jo eawerdsuos eyt sesudind 13ABIEY A D}
poridde 24 01 “sputy MOM UL [|US peuemal ‘e1qep Jo watuind 1eye wnnp
-i524 o 104 ¢ epncwap (ymep pue 1snf a1t 20y S1Tsenn s Jo s1oupaIR
¥ 01 a[qeT] 9prm mou slam Aoy yRnop g -seuwurpo Yim pRAsND
P me[aq1 gara “remod Jmiqroxs mp o1 vewrf yoduo 1Ig ol sEA
BIqJ, [0OW STy 10) s5UW 0 ‘witnbas Kne e enord Jnn a1 esnE 1[a
¥ qja[ PUY peswodap 9f) S5TD U PUDOY IBM RIOINI0XD Tel] JIuWTUl Biues
Sy U1 ‘pudixa [{lm SPOOS SIY Se Iv 05 01TIEAIW. B Jo SIqAp ot Lvd o1
puneq aq jrens Aiemipio oy vey fur) z ‘unse y JO erniee 9y £q pajoeud
Fem 31 'udseal Yaigm so] Cuoedn sofieys Iawe so '$1qep mjme] sSIq
uaae Futled inomiis ! poronpsp e1sm NAIPID PUR BJim ol Jo ‘sparyg oM
10 ‘saptqyuoztos sarpd G IATR 1160 £ISUIIND 1) [0 SNPTEAI S[OYm AL
(100d pire yornta dyp Jo eweu Ay apnn) () saspsaatn 01 yoor AT1at0
werdod oy "sny, 169 spunsviodstp umsadnod 13 pisapase sudo s oppisar
§o wmguspuanap wnimoq ssoed o) DIADIAET UL, JRip fMm) notes veam_,_n,_
SnEl 20 Umop 1 D] o MIArANA ¢ (FEZ T 1894 Ay noqy uama f(y) A ]
washan] sdod Jo 19018 v weyy sizadde Apuapias wow ‘patties sem osnqe
sup Knbiu: go qfesy v yeym o puy | @onerriguysip quntonf wogiqa
@IS 1o WD SauDdnD50 ISR FULWOU DUGH wousniny .A.u.ﬁ.._a::. i wﬂ.m‘..
(7} pedrerdmor sum 11 otm ema ] M uwsas my (%) E:?ow Jtdyu 10y
2405w pie pox) 01 1nq ‘LuT 01 IGRIENLIIL 10U ‘210)IAY) DIAM §919]
‘o1 'puBIsAar WY “4EN0 BNOTINATOEU0D PUR GWe[OY R0t e uodn
Lrentpio o ur powos endy Seitaq sveestuy egi jo Speed ey,  iog.]
g -Aqe1emy papsmiedis Afrenindjje sem mes

*Tq [0 pood eqy io) weneye &Y Bufmqizrerp Jo 1§50 esoqm “arejerd ey Jo

SLHOM a1 v







[ uospoyy FPUN UORMITIO y—payoamy
1 qnbeg [Py Jo sienap suynpqo gmw«,ﬂmiﬂﬁmf. fo aurprog—uonray
LR %_m wpm Fusasp ‘quvusy peseesap fo .smfawﬁu A
Cr by gy VOWDMINLG I —uOLSINT ¥ pup "q g Jo H3p fomonapuon fo
ovex O TOHONAmmISHuL jupnd ponpvimos fo m.hﬂ%éi uo proscs gimb
/ ot pHY proppwnf
v . -
SSHOYNE ¢ "UT NOS ¥ ONOT g
WDD
10 D 62613 -{1)
1ol “piof ,
puv ums_w mﬂﬁw& S 9 uosuyo[ ‘upmuad 4of ‘sioppmiy
. snf (s aq) pnmed ey 107 stoydfog
27 - ‘0 § SuoS ‘suivy
teyospy - (puegsny  9qi) juepuajep uﬁu 101 mmoromw%ﬂ
P Gl -
.zm.wﬂm vod ‘pPamo
‘2 eodde oy jeqy 9a18e 1 -30enues Supumg e uocz«. A
cunasrye oW W juawealSe o i PR U ST INSUnaep
72 woyy Sumaow Ul JeU3 pue ‘pueqsny Y3 03 ofum oy
661 m : UO®I2PISTOd AU® JO [[E 18 20USPIAD OT S| o
_ QI JUIYY [ SIOUBISWINDAD 3sOY} ul - ' S1 912~
vy : 1Y) wowdy s woudy.

Ve

£

.. N. H
ar L
S e e Lt o AT o e
. g o3 pajmeid
oS st i s e e
.h.aw.:u huwﬁ-«u 993 O UBOREBISTINDPE J0 SIsyie] Jo joexd v uH-o_”nnv
“so pendde ®q3 9p20 @ juswuInofpe we ‘pajuerd ormm -
:oﬂoﬁ.umo SIOEPUOIIp Iq3 ‘preoq jred gem ssed ag) Ue . N
nowgamuu.ﬂom 9yl U0 PSTRI oUM 'suos S woly omMWw o
s uﬂ. uuMmM 03 SurmTep 2Mod A30M05 33 U1 noTyTe ndﬂawm_uowo
peq Jaeus [ A334 © PUe 95007 373 JO noﬁ.mmﬂuwo at penuTo .
1 ‘eyse n”omm.w M.ﬁ Jo 5005 ox3 9qL “Arempio sy W ped g
o.w pue .Bﬂ:&EuﬁMMm P it s Julogra uﬁwwawﬂw

SU3 Wt ‘pagsoa : -3y '

Mw «.Mw 359 Furpnyouy) a3esse _Esh&u%w ﬂﬂqu Wqﬂﬁm“%n%ﬂsoﬂ o
i Eosh huMuMMuoﬂm% 30 TonEnSIAnIpY I3 wm 6 .m«wo uﬂhw
4 MU 3Ty 93 JO TOISIAL y
e ISl Ajpedrap
_omuwmww wqwswo 1OIPISRL Y3 w0 ‘gher Lz sa&upwzﬁmw S
RRaR H« by 03 330U ® PaAISS SPIOLPTE] 943 ‘RFET 'g1 Foaost
T 3 JFQUIBAON U0 3JeISNUT  pAID ‘530 H@AEEmuuboZ

M 343 03 399[qus ‘2snoy-BuEMp © jo Jiremoy ﬁﬂw‘m.%h.”u s H

T,

oy Lwompors s e proy o3 suppy—

PFLIFE unuuv 0f KON Uy pupuFy femIovifuor som AU DT U P
b

ur W
P usop prey opdiounid oy3 uo 3jqes0Iojueun PUE PIoA @aq -

"NOISIAIG HONII §,9NTY £

paiiot ot €€5 oy 'y [B161] {n
2ABY PINOM guiAidde os wory UIRIPs 01 1Y &g wantd astuzoxd
e juq. ! oUERUANTEW yuateutiod 10 930 suepued Auowrije
10§ 11000 ) 03 Ajdde o3 jou ‘BupfEilapin s, pueqsny Y3 10§
 a9meqoxo Ut *ojim-aq) AQ SUD{EHSpUR UE 3q PIROM SROUEISUNII
9y wolf WAL Aq peonpep oq PMmod QIAM uoT3RINPIS
‘uod A[e 2YJ, 'PAffEd J0W 19M ‘xey1e1 ey 03 armyEudls ®
-JTeqeq -39Y WO pIUIEIQO OYM ‘sloyoNos 19F] 19NN ST 103
gmiar w Jurqion prp puE Surgiou YooMSpuUR AYS IR 10959
"y 0} SBA 'PO[ED SSATILA A[uo oUp Sem OUM 'opM g Aq
oAl ‘I9A0IIOW ‘PIWPIAG Y, -uoryeondant Aq pa1eOIpul U2A?
10 pogoads TOREISPISUOD Aue st 1UWMOOP STYY JO 90F) AW
| 00 2I9GMOT JBr) B9 St U anq ‘orduns Jo Ie3[0 10U st STLL
-reyyeu 03 SurpuoedsaLiod Sunqouros ‘o1qeqoid SUAds S8
raureusiurem juawrenad o3 Sirpuodsei00 SuryIawos 10 3
> gpuepuad Aucumre 03 Surpuodsariod Suryiaulos st Aed 01 519
JEUM JOUIAYM TIRIIS0TUN 1 gmazeey ‘Sed 01 soe1de oy ¢ 1ofuo|
10°3Ja STY SUIETUdI IYS §8 Suoy os Armo os op 0% soa1ds aq
Byyeys opQuop s 1Ing ‘ fouom oy} Aed 03 sesrde pueqsny
agy, - "esEdd pmOts Loy “Aum J1 ‘3UA3 JEOA w I0 INTHUAGD
pmogs 423 Suol moq 10} 30U inq ‘mndaq 03 AIe siustded 24)
gorgm WO 33ep 94} sogtoads JuBWINDOD 3L ‘ao18e jouTed |
~ rpoadser: yeaxd A DI pue snondiquienn “opdurs
| geap ST IWEWMI0P 2 PSP SEU ‘yugwindre snowadul
Ue 30 9sIMOD I A ISTHOD sopm aql T HLINOSY

"pamo[[e 2q PIoys readde 9q3 30 sa13e | pIUOEAl a3pn[ 3moo

£yumod o) YoM TOISN[RUOI AW yoddns o3 2w 0} 1eadde

10U saop (1) osed woyam M 30 S3OURISIONAID pS0Y} U 'ajM

oy pue pueqsny Y3 JO SIAL ymol sty Suunp Fumuruod S

M5B9 9g) 10 aJelareUlal 9} U0 U e 0} Guwrod Jusmi

-3913% 93 \HLM JUAISEUOD SE AT U0 paI[al §19¢ Y} PBIUOD ¥

a1om 2Ioq) J Wead ‘doe[d pU0Rs AN uy  Croong IR0
fw Aq spew 31 UO SUOEAINGO o) s sarde 1 JEUL Aes
o3 31 sogyns ¢ jutod jey) 0301 1IN 03 10U PR I IOBRIIUOD
£ St aXey3 1BY) IEa[d sueaw O £q st 31 eseo yuesard oy} UL
1dope 07 ‘ulsTy GO SmApa1 ‘(pSUN0D AQ pajTALL St 300D 97 YIW[M
WOLITIISUOD 313 poddns Afeooambsun Uo perjel are UoIgM
§108 ‘oq2 3 () pue ‘PrLHUD E st axal ey} (B) wAoYs 39
jsnut 31 ‘aIdq perdde aq wed 3! arojeq ‘ATUTR}IRD pUE ‘AYED YIM
pefdde-.2q 01 sommbax (x) asea woyr M 4 wormnde Auwr uy
‘pIM ST pue J[estIy 3O gaar ymol 8yl 10} Awoumpe fed 0} sem
Jwepuarep o431 yey} mala AN

foe6t - MOISIAIQ HONAS S 9NIH

papioddns )€ SUBPUAp W

fryesel

“YHOLS

DYTASIVD)

12031

¥

Ladd




]
]

ap 'Hog ¥

avung
2
aRoY
sk 2. §
6¥61 ’

v

. zgb g W 1 [gh61] (£) wouugwonmmvmm WHMM MMW
TOISNOUd U pajsaa AoweUa) Iy} WOy W uosiad oyl weeq
Mwma 03 ME] Ul Ppoliiaap Sem 2uO[e I0JRIISTUNLD ¢ e A ,,‘foeq 1
ue mmﬁ , .ﬁwo SWLIIOGP 9} Jo anarA £q '3weis o) jo vﬁ%mﬁ Eqm b
. ﬁEoﬂB&HwaM%%ﬁ&ﬁo uw.ﬂwnw 31 THUR ‘parsea Adweusy
: I Sem JUSPIS q
9582 ST} UI 35ue jou pIp {€) uowgog M um_:ﬂw Mﬁﬂvweww:mﬂomm
mﬂwﬂ.ﬂw%o% Teley,, 9431 IBg) puUR 'UCTIEIISTUTWDE wc el e
Sﬁdo% nom,ﬂvﬁ 3STO JBY) UL 5TIR09q (X) L3I0 “A Y115 Yila
s jou pIp uolsidap s jeql pres o8pn{ ogj .E.mm.ﬁ
A10JnIRIS SB JoAO PIOY 0} PIpIIUL sem ‘Gons se ‘pue {ozb1
ouoé( ﬁmnoﬂo.tuwomv 1sem3u] 23efuolW puE Jusy JO ISEAIOUY
ﬂ“ﬁ ﬁom W_H $-qns§ ‘21 'S 295) A0weUa) 91 JO Uol)euruLIe)ap 943
.wmow.Sm ﬁ.Wc mhﬁ .am Joeta) [enideIjued Iy} sem ‘aI0JeI9a}
oy o Eow.ﬁu I0JRNSTULIPE 33 UT Pjsas SEM ‘qieap 1ay Jo
mﬁvﬂoﬁa mwm w.mﬂmmnﬁmw%aw%mm ‘IZ1 JO ,‘Gzﬁduﬁ TenIDETIUOD 12
IpRyom Je1S9 Ayl ‘(2) wumiopy ‘& o]
MME ﬁmo w wmuomnunaq 4£q pepunodxa se , ‘yoeq %M.nﬂum ww«
o 1 pooTasd asom Gver S Aosnon] PO SomAmmrrs
jo s1a339] '6¥61 ‘o1 gnum o 5%«%5&%%%%#%”% wﬂ ;-
. pewmnolpe wamy seM aseo 24
. W.MEEM 2T UOLBI)STUTWIPE JO SI9310] JT UdAD .vu«ﬁmov ou v>m% *
JURRURAISP 213 7R3 PUSIUED [ o Ydnoys ‘spuure(d oy .-
Iojtom10s 93 Aq pasoddo jou sem Ewﬁﬁsoﬁg . wm.m./z mmm_u,m
www Jo 210U 2Y] UORIISTUNIPE JO E&LE :«mo axe} 03
howaw uu.ﬂd u“ﬂ.m“ Syoepusp 943 9[qrus o) JuswrLIno{pe ue
sjueus) S} I0j Moﬂww%o% MMW&M.WM o.ﬂ o A |
. I peIn sem (1} 4
w.w N.“wﬁ.vw Jo ased ayy Joj paridde uasq pey =0Mm.wpmﬂﬂﬂﬁiuWM ;
J0 S19333] J0 3ue1d OU Joy3 paNIpe SjuRu) O oy 10310170
Y] IUBU) “AIOINIE)S B JOU PUR TEMIIRIIUOD E SEM ﬁ.mu@
Iaq Jo Wy 24} Je ssafing sy JeYY Pleq ‘6¥6r ‘g Lrenme[
uo Suireeqy 3IsIy aqy Je ‘sweaq Aale) 23pnl Imouoy syy
‘$10Y TWOTPLIISIY JU9y] 243 JO U018
MMM Ew“.w_&mﬁmw”mﬂmwmoﬁ Mwa .ouMwwov H.EMM %M.,h } .EM.%W»%OOH.M
1 1ssess0d 0 A19Acdan aq) Surumre|
medwwaﬁzoabm X 183N ) W UONOE UE _Mamsowp.mm.uoﬂﬂaﬁ
mmo?smﬂwwﬁwo.s B Dme :asnog oy} Adnioo 03 penupuod
o, o mm,w PU® pagry gbbr ‘iz Ioqueaoy @o
: 2 10BNEOD Y} UMILIAIAP ¢) paerado Appejjrupe
ST BUTPIC 3} Ul PIIseA 31 ‘a)eise [euosiad jo e

‘NOISIAIG HONID S ONIH G O

' oyp n CAjrousiog Se JUIINI

ames JIYl ©3 puw Jauaeul

awmes oy} Ul paysea PEY IRIN reucsiad pue [2a1 139 ‘CzhI1
qoy Sjeisg Jo UOMEISIUNWPY 973 jo 6 S jo oM Aq
woga Ul ‘OOISWAL AIeIMOpy PUE S%I0ANL ‘ayeqoid 943 30
JUBPTSaL 2T} U0 ‘PrOY PRYYRNT ‘121 'ON 3mb 0] 010U B PAATIS
‘synyurerd SY3 ‘SPIOTPUE] 1o 'gI IaqUIdAON U0 Pue ‘ayeisagum
perp ssefmg "SIy ‘g6I ‘L I9qUISAON TD -goom & pE 'sb Jo
‘sajel JO JAISMPOUL ‘JuAl B B Aoueua) [EMIOEIIUC) B JRPUL
ssadmg pIORT) PUE PAI[y SUOS 0M3 I YA ‘qINOWIER
‘prOYy  PIPTUAIT ‘12T e PasQ ssafing I £¥61 wWoig
‘11009 A3UNOY FHOULIEX JEAIS WO TYHddY

‘Sowgal-e 10 S[es AQ WS UM Surpesp pue
sssnposd agy Suriagua-a1 uy I7ES A PINOM oY 1330 “%3 ‘sqdu
£ 03 S JQUOpP YRR JO nopsod ® Uy 's1edL J0) 9Q Jgdnu ¢
‘projpwe] ® 9a€s] PINOM HINOY I} cjaq a5 a3 JO 2507} ST INS
1S0UTSTANOI M STLIFI0P Jeyd £idde 03 yey) pue ! [eAISIUL DRES ELt
m pexnboe AQnpue] sISPIAM syepream o potidde 2q jomUT
. Aoeq wonEpl,, jo sidpund sm 3FH (‘€] !realssur piEs a3
Suunp ‘emofue jo pred 23 uo FUoLw 10 JNETY JNOELN pogsindurxo
noaq 10 paysuad seY gIUM Sunpsmos o3 IR ® St 3 K HIRq ayerat
jouneo spu € jeq3 (Z) ¢ DOEIISTUTIDE JO S13339] JO Jweld aqy PUR
YIeap o3 TIIMISq [BATNTL 33 ur Jurrmooo Arnfm pifuomm troLny
sreye 93 199301d 0} JAES 'pondde sq 3jom FsATe BORENSIUTmpE
j0 s19] jo , Hoeq TOREPI, W jO aMIDOOp s e 1)
“SUONITIFUOD § PAOIPUR] T3 UL 92ICF (YINUI FM QXL T WOUnD B

‘warE[o 9Y3 O} WUIHIP

. fue peq SIURPUSISD oG} ‘pautol anssl 10 'pIO[PUR] 243 01 PYIRATD

sea oy0n quierd 93 SWR O} IV LITIIYM SEM Moo AJunco gy W
anest 93 TP ynod sy ©wo of[e pOe [duo armboe oy ‘wonEn
-SIUTIHpPE JO ST Furmeaqo Aq ‘TIGE MO[E OF paurnolpe sea
a5ED 91} 1BQ) PR S0UFAP oW PEY Koty HI0GO S DI0§3q 35IY SIIM
SITEpuSPP g3 USUM IBU3 ymod 9q3 no papsIcns SPIOTPUER] I
PqauAM IPDEP OF Lresseosuun sem 3 IEQ ‘K18urpicore ‘PR H
-pampisuoo ‘zgb " M 1 [a¥61]
uotos ‘A Jundy ] PUE sz1z g 'Y T (gYBI] 4eyavp¥ A YIS
1Y, WO PIAIRS SBAL 4mb o sopot Uagw JOSPISALT A3 SE uoysod
suFes oyl Ul JOJRNISTUNUDE I oaed j0u PP, §o®q UWOUETPRL,,
JO SULIFOP U3 (-€) pue 1 Aaueuay pRIEUILLISE Y} IR O3 Auq 03 58
qyeop Y JO SIEP A 03 JIEQ SjE[L 05 j0u PP JUEa) paseIdp
oy JO TOS ® 0} TORENSTITIPE JO saopap jo Juesd agy (7)) 1gY6I
£z 1equuasoN Uo Aouetdl s) POIRUIILILY JOIPEILT 9U3 U0 DPoAI9S
gsnoq su3 3nb o3 200U oM (-1) 7eqs ‘eedde s@ Fupnorre TH
) —: spiopue] g} £q eedde ug juRwEs) L103n3®3s
=, 5% $noy 903 3O uossessod @1 SNUTIUOD 0F PIPUUS SEM NS SB
‘pue JoAIeT) JUETS} JENIIERLECO agy “pemdxo 3mb 03 2onou U3
aumy 94} 3T “SEM OQM ‘IOJRISTUTPE 9y} Ul PIEaA SEA gieap 199
10 Jury oYl WOy JURG posesosp 903 JO 93EISe W 'gor ~d 3®
ool g "M [YFOL) upsopy A #oJuy w " ] 100WXN] Aq papunodxa se

{ogeT) ‘NOISIAIG HONTH S 9NIH

-sSgounH

I3

ONOL
aEed

(1148

v'0

‘w ‘HOS A

oIt

e




g

1 powng

‘e ‘7..0w I
oxo]
aEwy

o
Ve

SSEONNY
i

661

¥

e

96F (e 351) murony xpoelg z (1)
Ayl 13® ‘dnou Yons pue ‘imb 01 sonon w:d,» 7 2419001 0]
Ayoedeo Tede] o) 2A®Y ST 9 JUTYF | ‘POYEIIPHT 2ATY T S5®
yons §I wothisod s 1USpIsady Uy 11
o} AYMm ST IBY] “UED SUO O ‘08 Op JOUTED oY Iy

TeSe 2uios YIM 0B 2a131s0d B ST JUSPISIIT 9y W 2IIS? 7Y
jo Sunsea ayy ‘Afreouroisty ‘pue ‘aidpuud wo ‘yeqy Yungy T ¢
: "aed’ sTq) 0} Ardde

pmoys uray} ur pautsiues sfdround a1y 1ed) Aes 03 swo ayqena
01 SB-958D ST} JO $30%] 2] 03 AIITRIUNS Yons AU 9ABY J0U 0P
. FTQ TOIETSI - JO SUUIIN0P Y} GILM TeSD TYOIM $Ised Y}
‘vordo Aw uy  -polgns a1 wo Aywoqime N A1ex 2q 0}
SIS AISGY ¢ Itdmweside Aouwews) oy) Funpeumier w aaey
ICJEnSIIWpe 9¢) U0 3mb 0} sondum oM pmom 19519 Teus
‘05 J1 ‘pHe Wi WO pasiss sem 3mb o) sonow wsym JUapIsIIg
2y se morysod JUTRS 9y) U IDTRMSIUTUPE Ayy-pnd:, qoen
uone[s1,, f0 AULKO0P A3 $20p (v) pwe ; ghbI *Lz Iaqursaoy
U0 PayRUls} PBY YOMm Aomeus) eyy &y oy Suuq | yoeq -
UGHEAT ,, JO 9ULIIO0P 543 i pafdnon ‘661 S Arenue[ uo uon)
~EIISTUTUIPE JO Jeld 3y) saop {g) ‘os |1 ¢ gFOI Lz Iaqusanyy wo
fowrewsl syl siewwir} 3mb o) 20130u oy PIp () : suonsanb
SUIMO([07 Y7 SOSIRE ‘1 935 [ §B 'S1 srojaq wagoesd OMIpsql -
‘91BQOLJ JO 1IN0 PIINIWSUOY A[MIu A

0} paLISJSuer} sem UOTIOPSLIN| 31} PUE PSYSTIOQE Sem TOTIRT)
~STUTUIP®E JO $19139] Jueid 0) s1IN0? Jaf30 [fe PUE [EIr)SeISe0s
oy Jo uonotpsunl aqy LEQT ur ‘AffEnjuUsAY UOTJRIISTUTIDE
JO SI9333] PRIRUTWIONLD Afensn B UoNw stuead Aq o9pnl
[e21ISBISITODD S WO A[PATSI[OX3 PSAIIP 2IaM AJLIOTINE puue
AT T19Y3 JBYL PUEB I D L VS ‘IIT Cmpd ‘I 93myEIs sy Jo
apuensind ut uriy £q psyurodde “Arenrpre a1 yorsasoggo oy Afuo
are SIOJRNSAUMUDPE oy} jey} sejeys (I} seumpuawrio)) Sig o
‘anoISYIR[Y IUeWETIRJ Jo 530V Aq palpuqe Aenpeid afom
stomod 9setp ng ‘sejeiselm e Jo Ayradoid reuocstad s yo
Tesodstp 23nosqe ay3 Me[ notmwos £q pey ArenrpIo sy £I1035Tq
Teds] jo spouad A[res 9y3 W] -UOWEpUMO} jumAE AI9A E
U0 pIjsal [ e jnoqimm SntAp suosiad Jo syoage s 1040
PASINIaXd SHMOY) [BINISEISI[D0H U} Gorym monotpsuni ey jery
ayeys ‘oge "d je ‘UOSIAKT sjeqOI] SY) JO S0TIDRL] pue MET

'NOISIAIO HONId S ONTH K 34

Iy paysea s1 Ayradoxd
“Ayradoxd
A jnoge suonoanp aard o1 1amod edep dawy jouw pmoys
JU5PISoL 33 AYISSI0IU JO 9SED B UT AUM UOSEIT OU 998 T g
‘wonyeI)sIIIpe jo joelf T gdnorq) areisslur o yo Apadomd’
23 Yim Tedp 03 stoszad 10 wosiad e sywmodde ‘eSpnf ayeqorg
a3 jo pssodwioo AJISWIIO] ‘U0 oY} Af[EULION  ‘35TEISQNS

zrz g M @ [g¥61] (1)

.. § 39w IO JO {£Z6T) UOLIPa PUOIIS 373 JO SIONPa PAUIEI[ ]

-§)09pe PUE 33BISO reuostad o} Ajao

; vw:n&"m 61 s yemy 3daoxe 261 ‘Joy S9YEISH JO UOLRNSTUILIDPY

oy Aq poreadar sem motgm ‘ghgT 10V 2jEqoid JO MMO)

397 J0 61 'S Jo JUW)OREA-AL ¥ JIY UT ST 'CzbI "oy s9VEISH Jo
. mORNSTUTHPY 97} 0 6 wendag  6X 0 ' "MPH LI M Bumpress

‘soqnyeys - jo Tequiny s3re e steadar 3oy sy 03 JI SMPIDS
1107 GBI 243 JO UOISTAK( AJ[BIMMIPY PUE 3D10AL] 91Eq1] ,,
o1 Jo Juspsald oyl suesw | 93pnf 9peqoid, t{ax) €5 s

&g monensrmuope o juexd Awe Supjoasr o ‘Fumreoas
© !Burureiqo 105 10 ‘uesiod PISEIOIP I JOTIIM 33 JO AJpITEA 93

Surmono) Sutpuad are sSuwrpeacord [e89] ATy uosisd paseadsp ®
JO 972159 I} JO UOTIRIISTUTLUDE JmeId 07 [noo el Jo zamod
a1) Y S[eap 'S261 10V (uonEpTosuo)) armestpnf Jo 3no)

swardng ot jo €g1 s Aq paoerdal mou ‘91 'S puE ‘mosiad

|pesesap oY} JO 9FEISe 3G} Ul PRISaIdjul suostod {[E J0 Sygdu
a1} 0} prESeI SATY [TEYS 1N0D A} UOLIENSMUMIPE JO SISHI]
Sunpresd @y 1By s10emd Szbr ‘wV {nonyeprjosuoy) aanjeopnf
jo 1mo) swaidng 2y} Jo 79I 'S £q paoerdar Aot DI WO
o, 'SIO)EI}STUTWIPY PIfe SIOINORXF ,, PIPEaY St qIyM "10Y 3 JO
1] 14g Ul PAPRIONE ST MOTINS YL, |, AJRUPI0 3 W PAISAA
3 212189 feuosied JO esed 93 Wi AIULI0} ST YUAIXD JUWES
oWy 03 pue Jouwew aures ) w 23pnl ayeqoig agy Ut 134,
Meys ‘qoatamy 9adsar I PRIURIS S UOHENSIUIEDE. (uT
‘37150 rewosiad PUE TeAl STY ‘2723sAIUL Satp uosiad B QUM ,,
< speua wonwas oyl - SZHI Py $9IEISH JO UOTIRLSTIIUIPY
o3 10 6 ¢ jo woneorydde ptre UDROINIISUDD ¥} UC uwonsanb
Fuuysazerm we sastel [eadde srqy - [T TIINM00E ‘Se Amf

HHA PP 4BD)

~pajuasardel jou slam pue readde 10U pIp SHUBPUIRP 94
. o U1 BELINDSY
jo yuswdpnl Y3 Ui pezLIRUMUDS Afing 51 juewmndre 1ayy)
~gpiojpue| ) IOf Sury wvMiopN DUe nowmdryy wAHgns

-pareadde spiojpuej ay] -worssassod loj
TUTR[D §, PAOTPIE] S1f1 SUSNYAI "yUreus} a3 10g juswdpnl aned 3y
fSmproooy |, ,9|9Bq UDHE[AI, JO QULIDOD Y3 JO EIIRYE,
2y e Ye Suuepisucd jou aem ASUl jey) ISqQUIIWAL 03,
pue “[eaddy J0 3m07 o) a10jaq SIOE} A Jo ¥4 ek ur (1),
Aayo gy A yug 12diojut 63 juepodwt £1aa s137,, [ PrES 9

{0g8T] ‘NOISIAIG HONTY §DNIN

‘ssFOHOY
‘i

oNOT
andy

6¥61

¥

‘aq ‘NOg X

Q11




-~

1 onag
SSEOUNET
)

‘a1 ‘Nos ¥

o]

onoy
azuyg

6¥61

v

frz -dey by -qun (9zL1)

nuoyy Ay ut opwendre sfuexig Aq paye L6 emg 1 {grii) (1)

(spmurerd o)) spaorpuey sy ‘ases Jusserd 23 U ‘[eaTa3m oY) Uy
“(x) Asssgmacy A Fusav gy : TeAr)I o) Soump pannbae Ampme;
sisazaymr qIngsip o1 se pandde os aq jomwes 3t ‘sqeondde asim
‘PO OAUT 9G JOUTED I
0815 {31 sxyoAul 03 97EISH B Jo monosjord syl 0 Aressadou
10T ST 3 Aley  Fureq oyw 3 paffed yorgam vsodind a3 jo

-15y30 $1 s(dioud oy aTsgm uvsaq (€)

sy aq3 spisjno Aidde jou sa0p ‘1ansmoy 'yoeq UOTIELAR ;,
jo douud aqy  ureyy 3o joadsar m ans weo ‘Jo pavrerdwos
s1o® 84} syt paywodde ginomy acjenswumupe sy wamy
JTRTA00 1O S3Ydea1q Aq ‘SPOTSSEI] JO IFED AYY ul ‘10 'sumofire
10 3xed 53 wo syoe snonio) £q pogruarep usaq SeY yess A3
TRAISYUT O} UL ‘] “[BaJoym 347 ut Anlur mySuom wolg ayerss

a1} Jo woneassard 1o uorosjoxd oY) qiim pa3osumod aq 03 [E |

Ino wmy ‘paseur usym ‘asey) pue |, ‘sssodmd remonred
301, (xxb-bob "dd e ‘1 ‘(oA ‘(31p> WZI) SI0YeNISITIUIDY pUE
SIOIMIaXY UL SWENA) Ur pasn afenSue; 5q) sjonb op) sendde

ATuo ‘PIpualuLd IOYHny sem I . 9'q uolyerar ,, Jo oidruud

aqL {'z) -asdiod ® oymr sy med syjesiq jouwweEn |, ¥oeq
TonElal | JO BUINOOp syl Swrgyou 03 SN ® ST 3L I0) ‘Hoeq
2¥E[3I A[5A1}030% JOUUED AT} Y] TRAISII 53 Wl padonssp
1o 350 1913eY> = se worysod swres aqy 3snf wr oedsar swq3 wi st
(.. 1BAT2IU] 343, ‘1107 107 ‘[red i | UorgM) juerd 37} pue
URESP 943 U33M3I3q [RAIRIUI S} W pagsmBuryxa asea{ v 3wesd
993 JO 5P 31 JE 2sso WY FUNILUICS 0] ST B 9q ISOUI 1 ‘§Ieg
9JB[2L 0} (30 4yl I0g ‘PIjURIF AI® UOTIRIIS[UTUIPE JO SI19338]
TaUMm 2w} 973} Aq ISTX3 0) Dasesd sEY ‘monelado sy Aq palep
-91U® 3q 0} JGInos SI GOIgam 0} S[}1} §,JOIRIISTUTIIPE A} ‘Jasse
Y3 a1y uoneondde ou sey ‘psndre sea It ‘yIeq uolEE: ,, jO
spdpund sqy (‘1) : Smmoroy o3 194 28pul 1mos Lyumoo sy Jo
UDISIOSP 373 28IAII 0} Sn PYHAT |25mmod  spro[pue| jwepadde
A3 YoM Uo spunoid wrear oYy saafe 1 ‘[ AHIINOSY

paMOT(E 3q pnogs
resdde 2q3 urgy 1 -op Jq8nm 95BO JO UL} SIR 0} SULI0P
943} Jo uwomsmayxs auy Uomga aonsnfur jo oS Y RSN
A[prata 9520 S1q3 Wl apeW Sem JUBIT SY) GOIGM ISPUR SIOUEIS
SWMIID S F  “371] 03 }0BI3UGD PESP 213 1YSEN0lq wonenSIupE
Jo jmerd yuenbasqns ® jeyy ploy 03 jsnlun aoq pmos 31 yem
SWI 0} SWIAIS 3T 'JORNU0d 5} SAIBUNLIA 010U Y} U} IT
+ YUBPIS3Id 9] U0 1ou v Smiales ‘Alpureu ases SIgy we
pajdope ampsooxd aq3 st yeqy Swop 10} anpaeoord redoxd

"NOISTAId HONEE S ONIH AT

rgb g 31 1 [g¥61] (2)
S—¥rz 'rrc g M ¢ [gh6r) (E) z1z g Y ¢ [g61] (1)
oy} ‘our 03 Swads It Sy “JusuIsalde a3 Ul 10F peptaoad st
sori0m 10A3TEYM Aq U we 03 Adtreway amy Juniq 03 PAOPPIE
o3 ut emod B aq ISOW A T yuasard ayy SB YOOS |
soowejsTNAI® Uy ,, © (€) pres yuow3pnl s1y Jo SunrmBaeq 243 1e
{1 reazewog Teaddy Jo 3mo)) aU3 Aq pajoeler sem (X) soymwpy
‘A ypws U Juswmdre sy §261 Jo WY AW 10 6 5 I9pum
g 5 patsea auresaq AoueuD) TENIORIINOD A USYM Emm Aed
0} 5[QET] S1009q 10U PINOM JUSPISILY 3 S© Jonil SE Ul 511
jou prp suosiad JUSISHIP OM3 UIBMIDQ JUAL 107 Ayqiqey] 01 se
10TgUOD [ejE; o} 85€D S4oywy Ul SESISUM "SpEW UINQ peq
wonexstunLpe Jo jueid € EI JUY) I /ML ‘A1dde you prp
(z) wosups A suudy] UL GMOP prey (I 373 JEY} pojtwIgNS
syuepueyep oy 10] fasuncd ‘(x) 3589 sy Ut yuswndie wy
"pal1ajsTeI) 10 pISIImIING Usaq ATpea pEY .nuE?
fyredord o ySm ® opmUl 0} Us{E} 3G JOUWES PUE Jwrerd
a1 JO SWT IY JB PEY SIBISHUL AR ST Aruo Ayradoxd gons
jo ‘Us¥E} 2q ISnw Jueid Iy} ‘yoresd ® Sumre;qe UL papesddns
pue os suop- peyq Aaq3 It ‘Afarns Ing ‘59puf 1moo Aymod 33
a1079q 35¥0 917} jo Fuueay M Sunmp UOIIRIISIHILIPE JO §19113]
101 SwiA[dde jo yurqy jou prp 15)y§nep 10 WOS 2} JE} AT}
a3mb ST 3] PeMmOI[E 210J3131) SEM readde syl -Aoueusy owm
Jupanaysp 03 S SpIo[puel A} 03 1Y Suald 307 2IMPII0
tadoxd o) seam 31 1ETY PUE PIEA SBAM JUIPISAL unw o3 uoﬁm
oz 323 pley feaddy 30 3mog Ayl ‘readde uo 'mq 'UOLS3SS
I0] UOTIOR SPIOIPUY] S} PISSIWSIP 39pn{ 1m0y Ayumod YL
-omyy AUe jE INO UWSYE} 2I1sM UONENSIUIMIPE JO s19133] ON
-Juaprsard 9@ Ue ymb 03 00U PIAIN spaoTpue[ sY3} ‘9FbI
‘IaquIsoa(] Ut puE ‘g¥b61 '1aqo30) Ul IESIIUW patp ._wwuoﬁ
syy qyEsp 13y JO SuMy SYI Je 1Y WA Sutar a1oM 123Y3NTP
pue woes Iaf PUE ‘JUEUII [EOIOBNUOO I} SBA Iowr YL
-g5E0 ST} 0} JEIUNS 31am SIOE] B3 (1) sopppy A ypswes Ul
"33 5 .?.m& vy Pey juspisaig ) 03 waatd jmb 03 sonou
o 1oy wondumsse oY} O pajoe aARY OuM 9507} 03 3UOP
aq Aswm sonsufur pue Treasad e AJUTEIHOUT. PUE UOISTFUOD
‘quapisalg o3 0} udald Apiea ymb 03 O Y PHEAUL
ﬁdﬁ. 01 51 {183 2y} I93JE STEIA IPBU wrexd vy CIeijews snpy
T Jry Swity 0u ST AIsYyY SPEW 2q Aeul TONBIISTUNUDE JO
1e1$ © 'e3eISaRUL O3 JO YIRAP A 03 jusnbosqns 27ep AUE Iy
-meald aq A[pres Ued jmb 03 0p0U 9y woyM O3 Jusprsasd
oy 1mq mosxad 1510 OX ST A13Y} PEUL U2BQ SEY coumbmﬁw_mawmm
,u.o juead ou §7  "109WS TEBe T SEY ‘ourry jo osder 1

[oge1) "NOISIAIO HONEE S,ONIM

[ Imepang

‘esgaung

@
g ‘ROS ¥

aROL
auug

,w*aq
¥

nz1




¥e

f “Cot ysey g (Logr) (1) o
" 91} U0 ‘PaAIIS J0U IO ‘PIAII sonou Aue p[nod 10U uapisaLd 5
3U3 U POISIA GARY IPASU PINOD foweus) Jenjoenued I3 ‘pey
" aqeyy (€) peTp sseding CSIN UIYM jwesm agp re—ghol
£ IoCIISAON U0 AOUBUSY [BNIVEIU0D STy} O} opn oy peamboe
Amevonou  Sumaey se pajean aq jSnut  JOJRNSIUMUPE ST
arojeray ] (2} “Tealdiul a3 Jo yoadser wt ‘sygoxd pue sjU
ay3 roy Ayprqel siY 03 j0olgqne ‘s;wEUsA0D I} UO NS 03} WY
ajqea 03 Se 0 ‘(1) {Jo spuvpquyu]) K210 “A Y TYESD 3T} ¥o
ajup o) WOI S¥ .IoyensTuTIup® 3} Ul {£oweus) Ten3de1yuod
 TEMIOM PaSES0Ip 3} S [ons) 5°193U PIOYSEI] Aue §3594
yopoeq wonEps ,, o sidwuud ayy (1) - saurl sl PamoT(o}
1No3-ATNoo 9} W IPIS SIUBPUARp O3 uo yuatundre 941
Lol ‘apuajep Aue peY SHUEPUIIAP AN
amsst-jo tepuol 1o jurerd sy jo Ul 3L 18 19yIaym ‘A[Eured
‘surmiralep 03 PEY o8pul oy Juole YOTym pue ‘sgurpeod
31[} U0 POSTEI SI9M TDIYM SIMSST 943 JWYE 10U PI0od ‘SIUEPUIIP
37} JO 5U0 07 TOLBNSIUILIPE JO yuead 51 ‘enbas s ‘1adoadunt
10U SEM TOIDE UINS JT UIAD ‘JBl]) PUE ! SUO simboe 03 ‘uon
-ensTanUpe SuTuTeIqo Aq ‘A13 07 WA} MOT[E 01 SB OS ‘I9AI UM
35Ta]dP 0T PR SIUEPUSSP I} UIYM U} ® e yuannonolpe ue
Fuuapio pue Susodord ut a¥pnl pnoo Apmod sy} JO TOTIE
1adoxdmmy 273 Aq PIIEIIIA JUIAS fue up seam molaq TeLg Ay el
STIOT}US}TIOD 3A0QE 3} (B Suyunsse ‘yey} pres sem )t “Apset (9)
-3580 ¢ GoNs UT SOEYD 37LaD PNOM  FIBQ UORERI,, 10 2TUIICP
ayy Jo voyeonidde aqy 'Z 03 3 31 10 X 03 31 padednowm peyq
oym.YX 0} pIogasly oG} PIoS PEY ‘Suumjus-eI Ioye ‘PIOTPUE
ap -Fusoddns 10 -pouad JeT} Jo 30adsal wt Sfqelf UL aneq
pInOM IOTRIISTUTIPE '5Y} Iy 10} JusI JYY JO 19SHO UE 01
Apqssod jo0lqns ‘AjFurpoxoe sygoxd Susaul 10j S[QEL I PUE
s1eak 10§ Sumssedsal) U3DQ IABY SIVSSIY MU 1T 10 sprojpuel
ay |, /qoeq serefel ,, SO S 191 ‘payniodde si 103BIISTUIUIRE
ue ‘1ayey siead ‘sdegrad 'uay] -uosiad pIryy & 01 I9[-91 IO
saapasway) sestwald 3} perdnooo pure palajus-al SPIOTpUEl W
‘prp -Aoy3 se ‘Adurud) oy U 3SIISIUL s,juapisaly oy} Juneut
-ute} Ajprrea 19iye ‘Smisoddns ‘0UEISTL 0 ‘seouanbasuo?
‘QIQRISTOYUT JOU JI JUSIUIATNCOT! O} PE] 1ydnu yuassxd ayy SE
aveo B TOUS W IR PIIE[RI 2T M) 1EYY PIOY 01 jer; pendie A
roqumy sem 3] (¥) -sigy Jo paisdAtp 3q MOU JOUUED AIYJ, ‘af 'Hog ¥
-qmopIsalg A} Ul ‘13)jealay) ‘pUe paIstarap 2y3 Ul PIIsea UINq w”mw
pEY YOI ISIIIUT PIOYSEI] SuIpUe)SING 3P UNISISA I8} - -
oysr pOqIoSqEal ATMOpAE[ UOSLAIY ANENWPY PUe 90:0aKI srer
‘ajeqolg S JO YUIPISAId 9P} UO PIAIIF 22O pmea ® iq VD

m'nD

. YIMOWAD X 70349 110t »m:tn‘ ;
faaydungr sof 09 o suapivg  SpIoTpel Ay hm.wmsmvagom 7 :

“pomon add
..oo.._m,m~ { HOosaoy

Ayunod ayy ur sfurpessord ayy jo Juswwmolpe sy wo E_uﬂsawo
JuWRSIE Y} 03 ST mawa ou ssoxdxa peou 1 pUe ‘pamore a
pmous readde a1 teqy armbax o3 sur 03 wads mnommﬁ.vmmﬁo.n
“Anedoad ey qiim feep PUE 137UR-91 K[ajes weo oy 30U
10 19U3aYM ‘SoueIST I0j | xyBu S1y 0] ST jquop IqEis[oiut
jo uohisod e w1 ‘s1vad 10f 9q Aewn 31 “projpuef uﬂ.z SIAEI] asw0
yuesaxd syl Jo 55071 sB Yons §20UEISUMOID Y 11 Adds 03 3ep
puw ! [earaiur 943 ut paimboe hﬂsﬁsﬁ.. s15aT0}UT ayepIeAUl
”d st os pandde aq jouues | yoeq votjefar,, jo ayd tomd uﬁ jer)
' Teazeut ay) Ul suokue yo jed oy uo Sudim 0 uﬁ_ﬂ a:o”ﬁ«w
paYstSunxs ueeq 0 paysusd seq yorgm Fanpowos 03 of1) e 513l
1 }{2'q 91B[F1 JOUUEd I B JEYY Amaon.mm&‘mumﬂ ose0 ST
Wl goTgm o) [eAla)(m a3 mr Surumdoo Amfur mySuomm Emwﬂ
aye3sa aq} 19310ud o3 9aes pardde 9q jou ﬁmiﬁ. %.B:oﬂ.ﬁﬁ .Bum
JULIID0P Y} FeT[} SPIOTPUeE] I3 LO] @uoqﬁ%w:w.aonnﬁmou Elig] u
9210f IMLL 5] 3I9Y) JBY} SUI 0] SWIIS I .v?srﬁ oq pots
readde oyy pue ‘3q8u axe sproppue; puurerd oyl | reAsid
jouney ‘SIUBPUIFIP oY IO} SULwmmIre Pmoﬂ ‘MILA A oy
o . *31ap10] 0] Burylou suo 5oy o7
M.wu« TOTIILISHY U ayy o wondajoid %&oﬂﬂwﬁﬁﬂ“
OINIBIS T 0} [ERYIBIINOD & WIOI] Paildalion aov.p aaey prmos
”53.2 23 ‘I0IBNSIGIUIPE Y} UO PIAIIS U PEY 9900T JT In;
10JRNISTUTHIPE Y} 'WIIT} UO PIAIIS 901I0U ® sTenba Em..umouw oam
U0 PIAIIS 9ITJOU ISMEIAG PUE 'JT DAIIO0I 0) SAIVEIUasaIdal 1o
by, YURSE SIOJRNSTUTLIDE 5q) S JUSpISIIg uﬂ. S99UTE)SWITIILD
...... UJTS UT 3STED3G 3q AJmo meo siy) Suﬂu.m.«m. 10 30uUeAdfal Aue ww.ﬂ..—
o mmmﬁwoum 973 1o pasrss ynb 03 soou a1y ;t ‘Kppaneurany 3
Nog ¥ ..:SE: [en3zenuoes [is st pwe ynb o3 sogou peyg 19A9T SEY
p yured 3xoum ayy 03 pelqug  pus we B.umﬁowﬁ sty manﬁ Mn
oo asuts peuaddey sey Sunpyou pue ‘g¥oT ‘L amﬂEm,».oz, uo .h.su_ w
o ,ao:mﬁEBﬁoo UI ‘J0ers) Ten)2enjued suredsd 10)elsmnupe mﬂw 1
: solured 2y Jo sIYSU oy} uo 1daye Awe pey u>.mﬁ.~ wﬁ?mpﬂ

ce AT
” u NOISIAIO HONIH $ 9K it

{1 wambsy

EsANNNg
i1
‘SSEDANE

[ogeT) - ‘NOISIAIO HONIE S ONIY e







sefnoqq 18y !, apIyea Surwiod

; L AT I U0 213 JO 1jeed 2

JBYL W Ftb 1oy o

.HMMM.E.HW wﬂm oﬁmwwwn mna.c paseodap oy jry xed s a% WMMM:MN

o cmwﬁzﬁ 1581 Aug £q pasuup 101w sea uno.@aun st} 1wy
TjBs 10T pBY JUTPUSFep &Y} YL PrNoy Kt gy,

oad on 1 FWY pres Sy1 JO SUDISL
o mMMMu MM@M:mMEanoa B,t 01 PSIIIUI 9 01 WIRp %:.»W a0 @o.ﬁww
e st ,.:Wﬂ g} mw PAULI283p 101U WALy ‘HAIpIIN? Rt
b Ew&& ) .cwa WMIISIADIY S1ey)) sepino(] pies w&. m.o
BT 50 6Rp0 w0 orasen soEpO P 281 906t -0t
i 3 wme puw ‘zer 2 ‘pesT “O'S”
3 ﬁ_ﬁw MMmM:MW%MA. ﬂﬂm.h aqy, Jo suotstaod moﬁ .,ocm_%M @dexm
a1 30 mqom:wzm pue ‘0¥ deqy ‘06T Q'S ‘v wsnag
e OlstAo 87 apon pue Lrenosied gomsw supy sSuLig
..:.Hw.ﬁwamrwwz .mﬁw: %Lm.w s128 Burpesrd ey Jo ¢ m%.&ﬁw&
K S mMH 1 mo. .ww?:oﬂ PIUS a7l IO §29F2 pur 90so
bt .nwﬂmm . ST yrueld 21 9eqy,, ‘orpr 4ogus ‘sfa
oL et vmmw mw om‘ VD IIPUN PAISAIRD WIH]D 0 JusTa
- .HB.n.Sm mm@ WNOSI[FOT] Biex) suifno(] Jo alelss
- Emwﬁ.qm.wm» 58 puw Syjeoosiad Toq,, IBYIRY 8, IURIW
et s .Snﬁmmn M UOTI0E 311 JBY} SMOUSs nwd Jo 9jdie u:&
R R g U STOWWMS IO 1LIM T JO INSST Aq “Juvpm
] QITF ‘WNUSIERTY SeIFo(] L4 pULImS st uolioe :M .
. Yresp WL paussy ssnmlur Sty puw ‘weylw : .
wmnﬁoﬂ Mbﬂ uolqSNe NI UC ‘yueymn UR .Mhﬂaﬂﬂ%wmw .wﬂwwa.ﬁww_
(J YonI3S JINL} I0IVWN S, IMEPUIFIP 7] ,mmmw ‘e aP_&m HWD ﬁ

atous 1o . PONOT FYT W Y07 WS EW O
- Mw e ﬁmwwﬂﬂﬂ m%%.%qﬁ A, PUIIR(] JO HWDUDNRIZ I} @:u:ﬂw
o TPAdY) JUepmaja(y oyt JO JITgg U0 pasow
. ﬁ.zw&a %Acm: EMEE-EPG Fo Arw Mg TONOIY 1O B0T0N
Q) 8l WA uompvn% muwmawﬁhﬂuﬁ MTH uﬁwow o e ﬁ.ch
: W 1, nou oard 1uvpuazop A o
-WWM_W mmuaﬂm_oaoa aou 100 PIROU T GRS nomo.% %SMM M,%M
qo:oﬁamw od¢ M $502 oHo fea £ wonowr Jo ooniou Y} prAWIER 0]
_EH: pRigh ,M:M wwmﬁ.mw_ﬁmw%muﬂ Apuanbasqnyg  pasadmp aq
ot g CEL O'SU PV Spapar g
ot pun sSunp 27 s e T ' 0ug 18 10 e
2 ._o.m t.za.a_f cﬂ 20F PAMUD o proons jwdwdpnl 1eq .Sv.:.u
o :2.3.3 ! M. wusa IO Jreqeq uo udald sem ?.,i:m-rwdpu Jo fum
e oo wu MON . wnl aeadde feur 1noy apgeanounoy
mwoﬁ mﬂﬁao.mmw.ﬁo TI0 puw IMLINY YINS X0f pue,, .wmmcadm
ot d.oﬂ, : Mmﬁ ouc wmmg”ﬂa. ag} 107 DAIADIO G [BLI] MOT P
o g Quclmﬂ O'SY ‘W 291504 W4} 10 suorstAned 3
Juarerd 93 03 pasoye sefewrep yo wnnarnh cﬁ.mﬁwnvmw

1cg (V[ wepprerT) sweoag A RARISTTIROT

24 Aq peuma 3 Juowdpnl syl 18q} AT JUBPUIFIY A3 [wed
«le go ooriouw A} W[ GLEI 20q010() 3T PUE WI9E O 1o
Lmf e QU (eL) 18138 U £q posumouord juatuapnl
v wmogy yme) s 0 spedde jEepuRpap ML~ ST AVTEAIY]
£ pPAIIAIIP ST 1IN0) I O paowspnl oL
quepuodsdr aof “0'd ‘Agsiey f'd
-quepeddr a0y ‘woisrM g M
“ped a1 poY

-pout yred W peszasad—( Q) 7V spnapoy 3pd 293 Jepun
sofpUINp JO YUSUISSISSE-21 B I0F guue(d AQ TYELLY-SS0U0 ¥ pue
((aaQ) PV g W ropun yumeid o saflpurep SWPIUME
¢ wRTUFN JO juowdpnf © WOIF JWEpUSIdP Aq vHILY

el 2 ‘0861 ‘OSH PV FIuaPIOY
prod 118 € ‘0% 0 ‘0961 "OSH JoF 993endl PRIIPIBUCD 820185

*03 PO OELT HA UV T [ees1) “0D UL IDIUIWIT
4 upgouwsg GT 'EH T [ESEI] Taqauo) oA rwung o1y @ T (0561]
‘srabang ‘A PIT HO§ P Sue’] pead PEROD 1T W MM T S gTat
‘[egsr] " LLO A werluiing TILE MO 8T ‘2p¥ A P0UD 'pardestp
‘9g3 H"1°0 &9 "169 WTA 1 [Ez61] “00 2037 1UIPKOY 142D ‘4 U
ayor 3L HIO 8 usinbnogd A g -GE¥ “HTTO § oD #Evid Mg
puowm ‘s Itod ‘ogp W'O 4T 'voTuqOY A agtel ‘PIOY "G36 HH uv
t (g961) “0p P OH ‘A sourQeaig 59 EH [pye1] ‘Aspunp] WPANF
wopng "A worpHE 091 A [3+61] ‘wosop ‘A qoOuL €09 OV I [oretl
‘ypays upsomwoadng 'S Mayp TddoR ipejoN AljeRIpnL SITED
-yns 9y} Jo wopin)enl LLee]
aoyansmmwpy peywjodde Teeq 10T PEl 8y 18U WY
o} oNdEOp JVA0DHI oy pepypue §1 °Y WA} ' fyopdad a1 T8I0
Bjq Usw) el reuostad 8Iq U1 Funs IvA anmeld oul 3Bal IBNBY
J0 ®d18 ey WoL grgedds 3} 31 ‘ZEI © ‘0961 'OBH IF BUIDIOT
o[98 UB jO 290 9] B ‘IAM0H
odds 27} [JIUN 2IUATWTED 10U PIP wOd
.28 Jo eEnwo BN} VWY €Y ‘araa Apdde j0U 830D pure uolYENS I
-pu Jo JueaE oqy puE Weep g1 UdLMiq [Balsu} 2@ T M 4t p)
1o9301d 0} LTesgeded &) 11 21egM 89Fed 0} LU0 argenddes 87 ‘qyeap
weymEauy oM JO 9IEP aiy jo 8 ‘HO(EIISIUIOPE 30 s1g1391 30
yoeld B fujupeiqe S{g 0o rpensUmps w2 JO By}l oMl SWIUOI
A L ATe] BoERL, IO 2ujII00P UL ~CHUOTEMNE 10 i eqy JO
engg] oMy Jo eux] AW} ¥ pauiwigo 0¥ ueaq 10T PEQ L9173 71 UonI0®
ey Jo [E14) oUl O3 1014d M0 TLHEG M Mo 1BAISIIEDE O 5187180
a1 uSnowe j0w 8} U ~gopyensjufmpe jo 8RNI jo 1meld aul
210Jaq 10yeIIS|UiWDE ¥ Lyoeded By UL nosiad B Ag pejninsul aq
jouuty peFBadep ¥ JO posxad 2] o1 §ejamfwt JO 9300 aoy ‘Q0F 2
‘0gsT "O'SH 1OF 297EMLL suy 30 Lp 'S Jepun puEnoiq woppe Uy

Jo ewR 29} I8

—ang 03 AN
-g)8 8y uaﬂh%ﬂ .—2:»&3 —_— uc@h‘w..—.- me_.: 1__3 ung jo
uﬂuswuﬁoaﬂus uIIM)3G ﬂdtounm ur ﬂeuﬂ-_&nd ho.—ﬂuanﬂn_gd-
|A..=~0v Y wnﬂﬂ.—&oo¢. waud_m- _Tﬂu A.u.nOv »Y E=) i ER N aap
-un lojBaymurmpe Lq WOIRY — epudjap 10 aywmadpdau Lq
pory pD — T € I weed — JI1 ' s10lBRLISUIMPY S101NXY

“yogr 12 soquinrdag

Epr ADFOOR D A PUT yriomen Ay ‘mopIny qoadd ¥ [0 14100 0LDIND

$FEDIA A KOULSTITI?H

g 1a v [Fo61] ] SEH0IIH AV NOTIROd oce




Q!

R R E ST B

FOLLL PAMO[e) {Cff BUIUY puy quperaly pue o) pAos) 1anod
{PUMTSLAL{] ¥ "Pasueasd]) by} JO 318183 911 10 HONBISTUTTUPT [0 £13)
SB[ wayy mpepaed poutkpye ‘mopis siy fynureid sy, wouedy
RAU PAdd[w Ay 01 San SLIRpusiap ay) A posepdus MRUDLOM
WO 11REAp Ayt a0y .n.,...w::_m_.. ARA0d0T 0) .v:m__s.#uﬂ ERAL ﬁ:.z.wus ..v:u

BoF WLV 8 (FOGL) 2D FMY Jung prowel Ca e 1)
WOMOY A1 BN0UY OIM BHO0 DY) I FTM HONENSIUUPE qmigo
0] PRI AR BIpowiy nosIxd MY} 2Iaa IWEY B 0] JULIPBOP M1
PUNIND o) posmgor M g f, e 10 agdu vy sl o Sulomyg
ADT il SOWON AR DL AOFRG RIFI] M) WO 01 yrurepdl s
ny qaRONY |1 L. P Oanba s apna wpy puw ‘g 40 Pl ex
TLRERL) Jouanff c\ dpianff 01 PR1XAYA1 ') plog  pagsInBurnikip
SUA nedng fwnsidgoyr ca e0iap CuoTiow 9y Fung o1 fmimw ou
pey guurepd 241 dmyl pay SR 1] CIRISIINUPE 01 PONOTEA f[1Im
Lul nesaoad oyl aou s panted M PAIUSTURGH SEM TANOR 1L
W BipL AR NG Aeu saesstinoud v oae judmipel v uodn uonsw

ue wdnoxq pronvepd auL pog 40 91 (GRS} #PY A pavyn Uy
' L PRIUINUIGD ST NOTIOR N[ AU Sy}
I8 PANSE] UCNIROSIANPER JO STNIAE AR DIMOYS XLIDMISTNGPE L0
A0TRISIULINRE Mg} 1RYT Aessaaau Jon §t 1f,. tleyqy uetundo s
PRssAuILy pur Py o) j0 quawdpal A s paaade P ouoe
S8Xe L FF Y OCLRQT QNS PV umpmpmp iy Jo {giiee s Lq
palsaaip #w ‘mrel ju ny o1 pasoddo seoauisop spqnmbs a1 o
waga dsed o W(BIL] (€60 D 6T {ELRL) WeuF A 0 #0.5¥
siry yfangapy Dnoqiaw s pateth 2, MITOP A 01 Waiwq
PRIRIRL PRUTEMEY HAYMN WA ST OCRUEAY SEA OSTD 3] A0Faq
ST BYT WIPO PNoys M 1eny sesodand Jle 107 1MARYQMS seA
3, YRl pIRS pue g v Ay pinos o ar10jaq JoiRlSiHIupy Jo
JRIOTLVID YL (I 2wy 20 o AQDCE..@_EE@: JO 810119
mo oy o) uosred Ayl sxoan oy g1 'yuwmed ® a0y mipesu jon
seM J juy,, “wel av 1m0l poeoddo se sfuipassoud Lmouwyy
Ut A{UT Y} Ol pPALIIFAd BF[ TP A1 AI0TAq PIIDdyIad gea
xpgrastunupe su yuuied e apm oy, uonoalqo Ayl 01 dams
-UB IOUWNY B ST PUR 11 PIUAD A[[E0ofads 10U PRI 2y dEnwang
puwerl o Jo nedes sanmmasaaddr a1 paNIWpR uwpEa)

-3 I FNMPPTLI FO sa[uy Y1 Jrpun 11 £es 01 papdaodd ]
Goanperd oy 01 Bulpiossy [RTIUASSA R ST 10N CiLIM 23
noe Fums Arogeq oieqoxd Juo dYYl JO WONBXISTUITIPE JO SIFIH
arego snur aneiuessxdal [pHap 9yl 1w AwWS 10U Sa0p %,
D{egp A} paiwis WAyl pum WONSE IO ISURD M) A0 golgm ngUys
a3 pejonl g paog CITE d P9 WIR SI0IMIXY WO SHIT{[TAL
03 wonsodoad JBY) 0 AIoIUE 10 PALIAAT 9} polwod
-de BN Mg ' UonoR Jo 1A OU PRY ICIBNSTHIMpE e leyl
pandie we[lodde syl w7 [psmnd S p mosniia g puw y pAog agoy

e DV ampuerT) SEROLF A IRANISTYTHOR

-oq pondee reedde ugy -, wouow ayy jo Burduuq 9y jo wml Ayl
1® 9011), ATUSE Powwevdp STt 0 sanmiuesexdal [eBay, Yo x(ien
-SUOTwpE 9YY 10U sEA griure(d U1 18YI,, ‘pp 49jut POpPULIUCD
sem 3] pag Iaquepdeq [IUn pojuwdd 10T 3Iam 91EISS S, PUBRQSTY
157 0) TONENSTTUPY J0 E118[ 10g 9STE WnAny ue M
1oy pansst guureld o], '1geT ‘I sunp uc prusddey ssors uone
JO 95UED BY) YOIgAL WL JUIPIOOR O, puvqsny 13y Jo P
ay1 107 seRwwrep 1o] mosuiqoy 1a8qoy 1sutede ‘paswavep fa0lLy
Aluof ‘puvgsay IeY Jo XLNBNSTUTWP? B '9M[, MY £q ‘ZZL
§ 6T 0 “L8RT "O'SH ‘PF osuenyy sonfyg oY) Iepun judnolq
sem omov uw ‘peF WO 9T ‘(8991) woswrqoy A foME UI
-pretfuyg UT S1MO 3G} UT PIPIOSP SIUC L9)B{ Y} UL
pUR ®LMON IMO W1 LD Y} ISIF §s0oSp o) Isodoxd y pme
[esmoo £¢ 01 PAITIFRL §IEBD QY [{B LT LM PITPIIS BamY I
TR} M 1IFUes 122D Tt pue pugduy
ul 9S0YL URY IANIRD IV (PU[A WULAOLJ FIY} T SUOISIP TO
W@l 9 AWl 10U} IR WONRMSTOUPY JO S19113] PAIUTId TWoaq
wu peg oy jep Awpusisqaion goured op Aq peowitrod
pre prinneton (radead sea woTIve 911 18Y] SWTIUTEW juspuods
X 971 10 [#SUMOM 'PUBY JAYI0 Y WO PUBFUY Wl SUOBIRP
Jo Joqunu B oodn SIREI PSEne? JwRamfie sup §o jroddos ny
‘3070 IR 11 SETOSTP DIOTADUI [EYS T PUB ‘€ornw A jo Lpea
a1 01 %208 yurypdde oy Jog pasumed Aq WARLY UOTPILQO N[y,
", UTMPUBIOWRW L4y}
-upuropddns,, ¥ afy 03 Juapodsad oYL J0f [PSUBEY panIuad pue
mina] e senard qieq 1oy PSUNGD O JUAUMEIT PAVRL| 1IN0
sy , eeddmssor) a1 yuwewndly,, §138E00D jO aed stomel
PU® 108} JO WMPUSIOWAND 31 W L0 358 BT 3T juq ‘Wne) suf
o vedde 30 0MOU YL WL AD ‘[BLI} 1B IO TOUAFID IO NIFWIIEIS
sy ur paster jow sem awod eyl Cpumed e 0 pajuedd
atan TOMBRIISTUNODY O $IA] 205 PONEST STM JT OSHRIY
AN B FEm STOMMNS FO LM ) I jured aq) pasteI weyl
PY[ CIIQFUORTAIUT PWE DATSSIIND SRM P F2IALE BY) Lapall
Lanf oty Aq pamop[e sefvwep ro umimenh ayy jeyl pansie pue|
.ppdde amy 207 RUNGY Furiwor| Iof U0 owtwd (radde ) HAYM

‘69°0L6'¢%

ﬁz .......... EEC O RO I W@Mﬁﬂﬁ—.ﬂﬁv nﬁhﬂﬂnmw HNV
S.BN ......... R R N m@aaﬁv ﬂﬁhugh AHV
—PY SIMEPWOY (818 oq], 1opof (?)
00'000'c  Rutzegms paw uted 107 J9Y ISHLY, Y3 BPUN) (qQ)
mm_CNh G Pk b L L~ =1 v 16 box" ) ﬂOuAUOnH;MOu#U.O ANV
MO0 $8 alam grpweld 2 £q penpwisns safewep ay) 1By}
o/ne JUPPUBEID O PUB IMTF 1T 954(L FeM WMISHIHIIY Awan)

w1d v [pe61] ] 'S180d3% MV NOINIRO( zee




QA

4 le0) oy A juep-ipny puv ‘0FE 4D ¢ "UT ‘(OLRT) moys

fog s suvag o} patiezex Ay} 27, sNINOYIne I18[ 9 O
w."mﬁnoo EL 31 PIP oF JT,, :pIBS DU® ‘Juwmid ¥ poureqo oy 810504
O1BIISIUIWPE S? (14 ¥ o{y 03 uosiad v 0] uado pem 1 jims Lo
weT() £uv ul 1aqy wmop Lef o] aswo 1B} Ul URIW 00 ?.m. ayoIMm
P4BY pio] uoturdo wig w 38Y] pajers I9H ‘vudns C.e.ezusm_m‘
A MyT UL DBMO[IO] YOMIAGLY STUJ T 1IN000 [PUOISIAL(Y 2 YOI
vadns ‘ofpryng A yeg DassnosIp ‘[ PMEPpPOn  widide sy
PUE , H9¥q MONER[L,, 30 SUIOOP 97) PassnIsp ] 28?@ .
" Juladmoo totew oy JHPUDI
Pl SE 0 PaYOAUL a(| 0T PIIOO Yleap §,21V1597UT 93 JO Ajup Yy 03
UORBNSTUIWDY 0 R0} JO Jueid v Juiureige uo I §,30)
[BLISINTWIPE U2 JO ,Yovq WonEe[pI, oyt Jo ULIPOP 91 JBYl Puw
LI 9y3 3o ansst 3y {q mondesur w1 yo 218p 24} 38 Jwajximon
UL FBAL TWONOR 243 191, PRY MRO) oY) [eadde uo mq ‘,,qoeq
011810, , 70 sulrpwop ayy paydds agpnp djunoy oy, ‘eleIslmy
PO1 30 qIRep 943 01 3BQ poje[ex J01RSUTAPY 943 JO 203 2:_
poturad orom HOQBISIUTWIPY JO R19)39] waum ‘A3mbs Jo .moME
pPY1 Aq ‘483 papuajuon pumeid oyy, im0yl jo ajEp oy J293e
Juow g L1931 [UN NONBLSIOTIpPE 30 %19433[ 100 9YE} 10U pIp
U I0q 91EIS9 5, W08 S JO 101eSIMIEpY SU Lieder 9ayE Ry
2adax ® wm ons o Smumep pegr PV (suowmsaosg uaow_:ﬂ»o
SR} ws0fs3] mu ey Ispun wny 4q 1q9n01q morOR W ur jiam
ponsst gnwsid ouy ‘09t g [#F61) ‘woso A yobuy ug
“FPL PIV B °9 G ‘44010 A Aopoog 1531 'd 3 "D ¢ ‘sproufis
A uwosdueyr QT pas g g ..noﬁwnpﬂa_ﬁu%, qpm%m:mm Mﬂu.msow
98 PeIe% J[oa 61 amiod 9y wo A8 oy, ,unﬁm.mﬂ 5ad ay

(PI0J3Q JO1BIISTUTWIPY §% UO)9R uw AIMINIITUT  ‘VI0JAIN] JOTUED
m.:.m ‘4ue1d STq Iepun Apejos [} ®BALIGD ‘pUBY I9W0 oWy WO
10IBUSMIWPE Uy o[y ST esoad 0} pamops 81 37 ‘Wmioy) I
JO So[AI 9qy Ly ‘Yorgm ux Aem Ayuo |43 B #eqoad yo wonenp
-oad oY1 9sn0sq 1nq ‘syeqoad wo spaedap eqiny STy omuﬁwn._ J0u
BLST) g ‘areqoxd axoeq wexoop w uieiqo ‘onay &1 3 oumes o
[ 9qy sdaoLd 8y aJoyeq xojndexa Jo noﬁﬁmﬁ.. mmﬁ m uoile
UE Simnsut ues 9y 181 51 evusnbesuon oY) puw ‘Eep s, ..HS&mB
9q) wodn uny ur §3594 ‘Uonae J0 ByEu 1% Bupnpun “oieisy
o3 70 L1edord wuaoszad ayy, -#jeqord Jo pnﬁw hd.w.ﬁopy 10U
PUB I0J%$37 61 O s oY) wody L)uIoyine pus 3] BIY SOALISD
I0INIEXD TP 1B Iwd[H oub ey 31 ,, ‘6800 dd 38 8Les v.ﬁ .H&Eu
“STUIWpPE W8 IO 38() pite I0)n99%e Ue Jo eQin A) WIINING WOTR
"UUREp 9Y3 01 sjuted wolSwppEy, Jo domaeg PIOT 209 D'V .ﬂ
LO15T} Faayp urowsdng s fyeyy oddofiagy 0y jsay q373 T

“HOOT) I AI0FRY M0U PUR| 973 JO UOMOE UR o)
Anprres sa12 01 payoaur 9q jouuTs £3mbs o 3na Smyruasad ety

con {'vp MBTPIRT) SEEHOLY ‘A NOYIETTIAOR

jeqy pue saswe lemanaed 0y spuov serpdde | Fowy uerjejaa,, 30
DMLIDAP BN} JRYF PIp0e] ATy SLIN0) 243 puvSunl wi g
PEF SPUEPIOY [n]
O JIBpUN AN PF 293sTbF ST XIPUN SOTIIED JIA0IAL 0] 10381)
-slu(mupe g £q 501308 SUIPD{IW ‘SISYD JO SISSE]D [[8 0} diquatd
-le se poidesne axvm sepdpunnd ssoyy, pwadxd s Lunbe
J0 s 27y "A1nbd 1o $INI W) Pu¥ Mp[ UOWINOD JO SI[RL )
99130 SOULTIZA J0 1D[FUOD JO BIAITW UL JTI O] angonpnp
S} JOpUN WOWRIP 9Y] 03 55Uy 350U UL Usald Sua j0ays [0y
‘PEIMONIT  °,,PIEYY FBM SRED Y 10J9Q SI91I9] AYI UIBHIO pruoys
|mureid w] 8y jeq) sssodund 3pp <40 1USEDS SeM 3], IPYL
‘9gF A 18 "GO 91 “wosurgoy A evmy ul pates ) plog syl
B8P 7O 9IRP AL 01 MONBIWTIIWDE JO S13)19] O ruwad oy Jo
SUH} 91} THOIF JOIBXISTUTIIPY DY} JO 9733 8YY IO ,, ¥oBQ UOTIROL,,
30 sunjoop Yy 3o adods oy modn Uoywtuny Lue pasepd jou
5YG MO A3 6ased FmeBa10] 1) UL IBY] PRALIS(O 9 (e 1
: 4, PIWIEISNS 3¢ Uy {[Iq [OYM
U} pue ‘§oRq TOLIR[RI $vY FR)IB] Y} U3 YItA FUSISISUODUL J0U
9111 SR T qILM F{EUNY 59]0[0 Spdeadsyju bur 08 s30p I
el Yl 1¥ AL sfqenbe uw Yia jiq 7 $9[g Sued B azena ey
—uorsodord easwad siqy a0 LomIms juepunge S A4S,
sswopioy e ‘g d 38 T8g 'y by 1L gL ‘(6F81) monpd A atfoq
U1 xoqewsy)) 31v[ 91 JO SpIom aU} pujonh adpup paturesy oy,
Iojensuiume su gunie(d oy} 94uIasep 01 g® os sFurpawsosd ot
pusms o3 uonywaipdde uw pamoye o3pnp Ieill pauIsa] ayl g
‘918189 Y1 JO JOTRIISIUTIIPR S8 ang Aj[eogroads j0u pip mruwsqd
84, “ZFraureld oY) 0] WOIIBIISIONUPR JO $I19319] FO 1uwad ®v 2107
-3q forjod eowmansar Juaplxes ue uodn 1gSnoiq sBM TOUDR DU
809 DV T [9I6T] Aney) A Aypay) 03 IoJax J0U S0P U 3TY)
'‘Fuissed W 0AI9sQ0 [ Coudns Cog SSmi VT PUOTUMET A Hfoqg
pue sombrog ‘a g 0} SIIFAI PUB MOSHIQOY A 99LLL BMO|
-10F uomswap AyL P INA Aq Peplaep sEA ‘96T HTO €9
168 YA T [6ZBL] “on 90,57 juepaF LuH A uOsuyop
(912159 Y] U1 jsardjmn ou syi) glyarerd 9yj MMUM WOAA ‘UONDE

—

a1} jaoddus 0) JUSLIMS M8 X0IBISTUTTIPR SB HOTIDB SI R¥ULI
puwmed oY) 3I9YM ‘[RLI} 93 23079 PUER UOIIR IR Panssl uon)
“BISTUTWPY JO 8I91397,, 148y} {djoupwsy a1} atonb 1) play sem
11 pus ‘pIsmoasl sga [ uwoldulpr jo inawdpul oyy o ssmpy
g puowngy A efio DPUB u0SHIQOY ‘A 201 PRISPISUOY puw
‘299 WHE LT '6TE 4D g ‘(QFLT) wSprnng A o4 POMO[[O]
R0y [euosIAlg ® ‘ZIL “WTO 8 (FOST) <ombnuy A i uf
ooy 9Y; S3EDIRA O
58 08 J0Bq paIRPI Lot} 'mopum sF yuureld 9y) 0 pejusad L(3gdum
AT9M TOJBIISTUTUIP® JO $I2110] 941 J1 18Y3 P[oY PUE #0suqoyy "A

WTd ¥ [pee1] ] s1s0dny M NONTRO([ o8




Q>

-pasooxd a3 Jo sBeys Luw I¥ unuld 9} jo *uRYIp m jared mesoxd
9yl 9RTEI 10U PIp JUBPUOFEP Y} IO} [IFUMOT} CPISSTWSIP 3q
POF o9pMuy oYl JOpUN UORDU 2yl 3Byl oplacid pmoys ‘petasa
8 ‘puUB pALITA 9 PrOOYSs MO a0y oyj o jwwdpnl syfg,
MU B WT Py 983sn4f Sl JI3PUR WIB[D B 0§ IB[RI L)
BB 18] 0B ‘m0l10% 93 Ul SBuipesdord juanbesqns pue SHOUNEMS

130 JLIm 977 1RY) SPL[IUCD ISOW [ MITA JRY) T[ILW JVWEPI0INE U]

U0 RISTUINEPY JO 8193191 JO 1UnI8 9y} 210y J0}BIISTUITUPE JO
Ayordes oy w1 wossad B Aq PRININIEUL ¥ JOUUERD PIFIIP A7) JO
uosIad 9y} 0] SoLINLUL X0 §1I0) A0 OV PopsnL] 31 JO AL § ISpun
10119% WE JRY} ‘POLIOFAI a8y T Yorum ¢} pue(duy Ut soses juanb
=9squs AL pUB ‘09 OV T [916T] “Aey) A fineyy T uoBmp
“poM FO JaqIeg paoT Fo Anroqing gy 3q1 Fawmofio) ‘proy I
Juil] JRY3 940]9q jou pur ‘paimoddy sus IOIRUISTUTHIDE MG
UM PIOUOUIMIOD UOTIOR JO IYBII 27) Jo oF1] Y UOTIBLISTHIT
-pB 3O £I9919] ST POUILIqO JOJBIISTATUIPT 2U} HI0THq IAUVII0T
-ug IYSu oYy SPUUT UOIYM WOUDIE Y1 Ol JUIIOW $§1 I3 Ing
{I0YBHSIUIDTPR 9] UT TO1I08 JO IHI1L ¢ Po1sald #inings o) jo non
-09% 18U, ‘YIwOp SIT FO AWIl U} ¥ ISIXT 0 PRSPOd 9AUY pmosm
e F1g W dejFesJoyl pue ‘peusddey judpraor 97} juetmowm
3y) Je pIFLOIP oY) Aq passessod morpe jo wmso ol puw peild
-d® AR PIUOM DUOLIFE WRD INJLO SyUoseed G100 TILYRIH 3]
PEF #9104 94} JO Le 5 10T 100 210M 30 JT "MV Sy JO 19559
wWR M0IN| 0} &8 05 YIWepP Sty U0 ssecd oW pIp UOIPT 0 asnEo
rROY, CA[BIRIPATIUL WY Ul Pojsel NOLDT JO 6UEd ¥ Spayoa
030§ JURPUYIAP AN} iq pAInlul Sum PISBI0SP Y} WAV M

“WOUBIISTUTUIPE [0 &I9113]
0¥ DUB 210150101 913 JO YIBop 9} U00MAIN] [EAISIUL
9T} Ul 978189 I} 3091010 01 A1uss090u BT 11 313s 80580 W L[mo
apqeat(dde &1 11 183 vorurdo patspitsuod aw st1] ¢, sesodind e
I0F,, 9[(e[lBAT J0U B puw o5ty Al9ad o] wolmde fw mr ‘fdde
W S0P {peq TMOP[AL,, JO IWIA0P 2L, "3pth 001 ST qiesp
Y} 01 {oQ PABIAL * * - AOY] £ PIEIY BLM 25BD I} 10T KIINIF|

‘ureye prooys {guuterd w] ey qemy sesodand [ Zoy 1wsomms

SBA 9T, 1) ‘Dadns CuosuQoyy CA Sl Ul 7)) PAog 10 juem
91818 O] UMY} [ UlA0Lg STYI Ul SUOISWep 1911199 97} MO[[0]
10TTED I 1843} POPIOIP AR ] ‘AxIdacnjuo i uorisenb jumaed
S0 513 0] PALS 1BO [ UOTIBJIB[ISUON [MTAIE) ISOUT 9} IN]Y

‘paacaddestp orem ‘pudns ‘uernbnny
A PUB (o)) SS;Y geid puowtmyg A 9rfieq  mOnRISUIW
-pE JU 849119] JO WY 03 (LIS BUl AI0TAY IV SHuSPROT pomy
9yl ISpUT 1A B SMSSI 0} 4B o0 SBY IMUTIKINUODY T 1T
PR FEA 11 WoIT4 W uMAYMERsER Jof [eeddy 3O wmop) eq
W WOKTIAP B FEE WTA T LEEET] 00 W LD A nepburng

Leg (v wepler]) SIHOLY A HAYISTITHOK

o ApPse] ‘Wno)) eIy POLIdjol JEEpusjap ) 103 [OSUNO)
OEIL WE 1V T [g961] “0) von
-ppuduLa)) A WDOPWNLY UL POMOJIOF 33dm ‘Duadns FLApUnoery weagy
uopng ‘A wOIPH PWE wpdoFy ‘A pobuj UOHIE Ayl WFNOIq OffF
gorga ut £Lyoudeo 9} 2IL[I9P 30U PIP PUB SuIEIE euosaad xay
poquowp Adans aqag aqy w gnurerd Sy 3o uvopdueasap 2q) m
. FLOBISTIIWpPS,, PUE , AOPTA,, SPIOA 9V} 9F0EII pIuiBjuIRm
SEA 0P SuePROT [DJ0d 9G3 JepInL wolde Sl WL Enwp M|j
£rpou ® s 9Ny epem gourerd oyl Ky mo udNw) WD jou
PPy HOUEIISTUTIIPY JO 819139 Fla oyl Suumssl 1o omy) o) 1 1)1
1083 91 FCET POT (SUOIRIN0F SMOAULTIISLY) wo[ayy MO ay)
15pum safprep 1oy UIRR & Jo jeedssr wi gy padde s
ap oy asuned ‘gz6 WH UV T [RS6T] “00 P 0H A shuq
-qa3Q U ‘¢T 'g'M T [7e67] ‘meqdwn)) A Swang Wl parjdde aram
‘Sridns A4puUnD WDIF WO A BOIN T PUR UVLOF "A nbuy
‘HOTIRISTATUIPE J0 $19333] JO J0EI3 2} pue Arisaiul o
10 ITRD UM TEALElW oY) ur Supumodo Lrnfu mIduorm
woly fuse o) 10etoxd o] saes parjdde aq 10U ISROT  HITG UONT
-ar,, JO SMAIPOP M el Mol Iy} pardadsow T wimbsy el
-d 18 o7 g T [0C6T) ‘seabung A prT 1og P BueT poay I
-WOLBLISINIUpPE Jo jurtd juonbotns a1 £q PIIUpiBA 10T SEAM
pUe Aupnic T STAL UL M[1 VB[ PRI Sem 1T PF SIuproF
0, Y1 APUR WIR[ 9yl OSTE puUB ‘PY {suotstorg) shemim
-P0SHIF WOfo MmO 91 I9pUR WITE 9l IO Toadsel wy ‘oudns
ey ca pofug perpdde 1ane) 94Y  WOTIBIISINIWIPE JO KI1R]
MO UYEL ‘PONSSE SEM JLIM 9] WaMm WD O} 8 OH P Ryg
e ST 30 19050l W FEGT 4OF (Sneisiand ) snesunyensty
wro fayy M A1 I2PUN OSTE PUR ‘R SPuIpdT Rty 9 depud
wdewmep I0) {oeded JAIBUSIUTUPE OB I TONOE ¥ 1qEnoJq
‘prRgSTI] PIsesdop Joy Jo jurpusdep 9os B} SwM OUM ‘puymrerd
oM ‘ey ‘g L9FGY] Asprnoy woalg wepng A WOIMH I
(o O8IEe o
yoojoerd 03 1BN0Iq ST WOIAR AT, LA BYY JO 0ITP BYI JB IpVUL
w22 10U 5T IUBID B 3SNEOd(| JUBPUITIP ¥ SPEIL §I uosrdd # gons
piora X0 gruTe(d 1 s18339] ureiqo o3 peliud uwosred 3 ATYM
2970 'pOYTYBP 0T AIT HONEBXISTUIPE 971 UL SHLITIRIUDY 9N
pmoa oya suosiad £q Fnolq suondE 1ol MOYS LR SR
-s2 J0 WOIBIISTUTIIPE 9} 01 SUIje[dJd S)MS 10 §ns uonersiuin
-pe eIam §95TP oAy TIV,, ° [TA1 "d] woyi yo prvs puw iryesp
oy} 0} {omg SV JO}BIISIWIWID® A} JO OPT YR ‘Pruned
319 SIPVA] UM 1BY) SUIMOUS $ISTO UITLIED PAIIDIEUOD IEL
‘gadns ‘Apzay) A oy MO[OF 01 400D B JO
Ayap wreld I3 sea 3 IRY) PAPD{RUCD 9T pUE Jurod W Ljeaaip
‘farnbe w MIMS oG ‘g8 WH 9F ‘Lee S F L D AL £ (208T)

A Td ¥ [Fe61] ] 'Su80dT MV NOINIFO( 9ag




¥

‘Syjaofpwr v Lq Py WY U0 POR SJ911BUI SNOIUBIIXI U0 Paguq
g8 08 0P O] [¥sNIal 631 Y] FulFS|Ie DPUB I3PIO UO|IBIPIILD
aq} puosdd 03 (1)¢ ‘s JSPUN 0¥ ¢ pPIBOg An0qe] 9y FAPILIp
snwopuows 10) paaom Jedofdwa og) puR 9ued|[dde [njssadons
-un en) nodnasayq], '893A0idUId ATl JO AIJ0[EW B 108) U] JOU 2JOM
mugofrdde 293 leyl oy jioddns AL)pdofewr €97 380 pRn UOjuf) PID
1132 94} 18Y3 DATSIIQEIET 10T BBA 1] ‘13A03I0W yEq) pue (J3foid
-m3 3} £q pandsu) £{iwes Ineq) weddopdurd eql Aq ATUO uLO)
Ul epew sRA ] IBY) puncad syl uc uonedjdde aqr pIYItus(p
(41pd0fem = £q) pIvog a3 ‘paymesordal alam ledojdme oy pue
goTuq] pegnJged aql ‘sesfojdma juedjjdde ay) yoiysM 38 Fupreey
® 19))8 ‘pPum ‘Iafojdma 8Y3 01 U9ALT Smm SO[ION I9PI0 gnorAsld
fus Sdipuswre Jo JUpUTORRI BIIPIO XYW O3 (3)g ‘B IOPUN DPIVOH
By Jo Jamod 8 0] jusnaind ‘TOIW[] 2PERL], 941 JO UOIITOQPIrI2BY
107 panoeg 9y) 03 pejiddy soafopdma uasigqdia 821079 3L Jo Ia[oM]
Anuanbasqng "(THEES) pIeog SUO{IB{PY ANOQET oY1 240]aq pPIYSTL
-89 9194 839710exd Anogqe] i{vjun Jo sjuade w pus Iefojdumm oy}
jsujedn gupeldorod EU0IEFEI00 JO I9qTINT B U0 POW PAIIndo0 aWIn8
B ‘JU3masaEy U IPNHUCD 0) Iqeun Iiom sapLed ou) uq 49
D '$86T 'SSH MOU 10T wopugl 2pDiAg S4) JBPUR BIOIY [TNIRL ¥ JO
saafopdme 0 Jusde FNINIBIIsQ BY pPap()iad PEs TOUN OPWLIL ¥

—(s®S) 30V uoMu[) Ipel], — SOWEPUENM
Suiiq o) reLojdwd Jo Burpuety — apirdoidde Snmppovnr
Y1 A —FUOIJRIIPISTAOD SNODULIINS UO PITIE PIVOG JOQIDQM
—1akopdm2 pue gadfo|dws L£q snuwrepuwiy — 2u0R tou uorr()
Jo jroddns £juolsm ey} 3mpuly ~— £[00 wWio) ay gx3do[d
w2 Lq uonen|dds Jopui] — pisoy inoqe] £q pIEHIm
-grp gaafordwa Jo monwdndde uoljwlgnaIg — VYV [ Snwep
-uBf — € 1A ‘F I sUonesmeil] Inoqe —— AT JANBNSTUIADY

‘tosr TR ADE CVLL wOnm) Puo
UIALATOJT 221004 ‘wops0f) v LD WD oddd T [0 34000 UDNIYITONEDG

NYMIHDLYHSVS
J0 qUVOH SNOLLVIIY d10dV71 "4 ‘¥ 32 301avs
ANV Al ‘03 HLI0ATOOM ‘M I 134 X¥ NEIAD ARL

Y SPRpROT I
sapun sgfoweg fo Juowssassy Jurjosds
‘24 pEmoND eddn-ss040 FPOF S91SRAL
£opun uney Burpoadsas pamopu waddy
Apwd B3I 01 $1509 0U MO[TE Pluoa |
‘SUDURISWINSID Yl UL ‘PUR POPIATR 81 1000 STY] Ul SF20005 2,
"1I000) ST 21079 UOTJOTT JO 99TI0W AT A1 Ul
RO 138 SITRWPUAWE ] oXrUL 0 sorrwd A} Mojle pluom I
"PO-19% N0
SILA RR0S N0) AJUNOY) oY) UQ RJ SIuPWOT ong A3 Iop
-un WIgj> g} Jo twedssl Wl uoner oY1 Jo s1s09 syl guuareid sy
MOT[® PMoa [ Peswedsp oY) 30 qiwsp 94} JO woswel L{q paragns
sadewep [2701 343 JO 950g dnleq ‘cgg$ Jo wWMS Ay Bia S1Y pue
gumsid 9] 81y oya ‘JoF SIUSDINYF (010, 1 19pUN pI[ifjue
smosaad aq) jo yreyaq uwo gmured 9yl {q Aiaodal 103 apiacad
P[MoYs ‘paliva 8 ‘puv Ponrea o pmoye readde o wnawdpal oy,

6CE ag "1EY HOCHY| A HIHOMTOOA

‘g[Ie] ‘WIB{D JO JUSTIE]S AU} UL PV 5% auosaad esoy) 103
R 5Y1 PUB ‘posEsIsp Al JO Sa9isls pum £197301¢ q} PO
-01 J0T 0P 3]NIWIS 2} JApUN PIIINe suosxad o ¥ey1 mo juied ¥
woruedxe [04sUny I0F (CZE FOo NS °UYI UM IoY1B01 ‘DS 10
UM 9T} MO PINoM | FREBWED IS0Y) SSASTE MOU P[ROYE 12007
gy el pajmesuoo senaed wjoq Lo} [ASUNC)H Sl ayy £q
opumI Usaq PATY PINOYS JoY Surplooy (o M [Leputt papinud
guosaad By §o wonEpadxs Lrvmndd Jo S0 Y} JO JUAUNSSISTE
puv ‘me] W 10113 U8 8| TOISSLWO0 B PV “jusIUl 943 JO IBID
a 107  Sofemep [wisuad,, AwE sO{[E 03 pAILNO Lmf{ oqp,

‘mOTIOR JO 98TERY 1Y) JO 10adsdl ul pINHsuoY
Luadoad st wonos sy 1WMY3 PIOY ¢} Butjiim we [ VIOPRIYY, PV
SPULPpI0dT (D O3 BPUN SITRUIEY Isacval 0} £ywudes puosied
§Q Ul TOTDY 34} pAiniisut puureld 9y3 1BYs HoUs 0) B8 SEa ®
[ONS W PEAI 8 P0G WWIE[R JO JUATUNWS Puw SUOWIUINS JO LM
a1 Jo} 'RUTQ [ ASnOIPULB ‘patEls JuEpuRep o4l IO} [45UN0D
BEOAUMBANN 19F SINPRIY 120 ) Iapun TN a3 sHuaq
prureid 3 RIAM Of Syowrdun Ayy ATIBI[D WO[ISIP ‘worurdo
AU U] 40U 0p PU¥ SYLIEE Ul POXIEIP B 03 AN JAT] unn 3o
JUsWAIMS S} PUB ENTY JO o[41S AU, ISV AN JO [PUBLY JEYY JO
1o0dsal T PISTITLE UV UDLDR{Qo OU M} ‘UOS ST JO 1B 973 10}
oF SJUEPOY D UL I3pUn sodguep 19A003L 0} .mr_uaa.mu
reuostad 51y wr guinred 2wy £q 1gAnorg FEMA UOTIDT W3 W¥[D
10 VRIS DPUT 95MED JO 91418 AL JO UOMPILIISTOD 18] ¥ UC
“19ABMOY J1 'JOF 224M4f Y3 I2PUD UOLDT I JO UIUBIG Y3 JO
1oodsar Ul wAALE 9apT [ FUOSEAX AWTLS Y I0F [IRY 4snul 1L LAY
‘ropexiswurups o £31oudes 31 Ul 0OHAB AR wsnoaq griwepd oyl
I1 19T Stuepioo¥ pivg i ISPUL WITU[2 A 0} mou umgy |
-00C$ 70 WIS 31} I8 pAsEsIIP 31 JO Suuagus pue wed
10] SORUTIED By} SEUSSE pROM ] “JudsHoa Juij} uUC dupey  wos
rodoxd @ Ssossr DPINOYS 14000 Y1 ‘WUBAS THNS WE “18YL PAIULLU0D
sorpred QI0G A0F [9SUNO)  JUOIUSSSSFE MIU U arbal 01 Sw Jals
eoxa 08 §1 uraogns pus ured 1oy Ll aqt LG pawo[e oon'es 3o
ums oq wottpdo A uy tegef sdep §oyieep iq (ol QU] umﬁ
(03 SSOUSTLONSUOD U1edad JOu PIP o1 PUuv JUIPL2E 91f} 13138 S8p
o3 o pauLIofiad sem uonwIdlo Wy NIRQ FIY puv UBWOPQY Silf
w sted 30 poweidwod puw SOU PoIEIO(SIP ¥ PIIOYNS vo%ouwc
3], -P[BUOSERIUN DUT DAISTIXD S Lmf oqy fq possossy S8y
-wEp jo urnymenb Ayl 1eyl wewmdar 93 10 108831 UL BMITA Al
23819 01 Jadoad SL 3l ‘BER[BIIIAU “waald 2amY ] SUOSBAL O} I0F
morndo £ wp ‘STEY 107 9935M47 Y J9PTUM U008 Y3 STHIM,
o *40[eq 1IN0 I3 UL §1800 PIMOTTE o j0u PIanYs
JIEPUAAP 21 PpRW moU uorioefqo 2y} 01 ISMETE OU 9SINGD
Jo S 109] W) ST & PUT “4anoy) SOy} T LI 3} AOFH| L jved

w1dg ¥ [Fe61] ] su30a= M¥] RONTROQ BGE






TN
puz Inantg ‘JRUMISE) ‘MDY, PEB D) WM ;zﬁ_..um.mnwwﬁaﬁ

PV A JO gouRaq STyl WO 1eAwdpni aavyg
plroys gimrerd 21 pae ‘punosf 1wl wo 13afqn O} PITAY Bq MoT 100
PIROYS 9Y SOMTISWINOND 259y U] prinnzuos Ajzadosdon pes aamoy
7 e qmod e Bwisres 10T SeM 2y 19N} WE 11 3PEU 40FpOIED
9F JOF [UFUNOI 11 FRM IAIVOL a1 2TUVNARS 01 2401 WA 18 WA
alos edels 0w reiy WoSEAl Ay cgnuiepd Lued ® s poppE eq o
-sasiarupe 1o Aerdse sig w gEnured agg e Japao oy 9w 1em W
TAY o w0 WARG AV TN PROM 9T PUE Gtiw T JO TEE )
19178 NUA pnunsd wreq 100 PR TonMISIUHGPT (0 ehd 1vm afpnd
TeLI 9l 30 WOIITMIE I 0} SWED 1 o pardxd pag Qorrerong 1o
ponad 0N CIPT SILIPIIY [DIDJ 2y, JAPUR TEIR[D DA § 11 T PSS
Apamimper grans(d o 20WIE 0707 W P 108 SSeRYLIRANT PR TRNNR
T MM YT TG 0 GANBOSTTRUPR J0 US| 1o 1read am arofag
wrrnsianmpy o Lnrder agl up uosiad ® g PN 3 100 piRoo
13V @RIENLL Y[ 10 IC S 1GPUN gond uv olrens) mt swpr 'Rmprep jen
N BOrornsy 300482 STNOTT PRRPAsl 8q PINCYS 10WIRY wqY, PRH
mamrmtedddy STU SR TN 28 01 SIOWIE O P JoYRa)
-STUIUE UF 9YWS TIF 2AMMLE AYL 1ApUn SN A1 01 [EIE] gwat jom)
ay 291 prav readdy jo wnog am pre ‘anard T M AnNROSTUTIRPR
I0 siEMe] 10 YIwsd I 210JA9 FY00M QM1 JUIOS PATUBNINIO) FuM OOTIV
Y, Y FAINLL PYL [0 L2 F BPIN SNINIS) 8 DOS 97 JO JOTRISTULOPE
§8 pOR OV Sruapmel gming Ay lepun ‘fqevosnd moq Rrromeo
‘MOS IEIGT TTY JO queep 21 IO ino Ruwty syfwmwp Joi pens gnumed om,
TR B O0F Y 0BT OXSTH I9F BRI Ay [-RIDUDIRWAD
~13 JRY QOIS Py [0 qupid puofso pampnsta e y-Anoodod
»awwawﬁmwﬁa.ﬁ Ul uOOD mt.ﬂa a7 q.hiv,wcla..aqub,ﬁ.ﬂ.:am»c pun LIiQIrary
‘pasoadde rgr Cg'Q {IE61] Aoen ca e 39
12107 CRRatadIe puv aamaiima ofn axy o priqe ¥ wolp proddia
3 01 BIED A PISIOILEA 1MHIWT A IAIaYM TS yord ul Aamf am o]
worsanb ¥ & 3 ‘pmeqe aduafien Lo1aqurood [0 UOTSNMTR ¥ IYRTI
01 S8 yIng 109 s7 9f¢ P sleym 19l = s tadosd oyl pracuddd
ST OROT W OCTEEY SF {ORRT) PAIPAIT uaumy P osym) n o wodg w
VL TRmanL], o wmi  eousddou Lioinqunuoe yns padmmp aq ot
12490 €7 s293L @ 10 PITYO ® IRY] NI [WINOF v IO MO PR oq H0TURe 3]
pmdds
29 03 ary—saoaR sapu2) fo pryp—eswaltnson AiOMquUINGF—erwIBNN

OTYVING 0oL TYEAJILY 0 IHN0O AHL MOHL TvEIIY NO

LNIANOasAY " (puvprafe) STHOLT SAMY L ATHOUY

\O) axe

H

9 e e e mb:u.:a&nwa paseaaap

.  LXVTIRAaY UINAST[APTY BRE) sefdno 10 aieiss

0z 61 omar, A JO IOIMIISIUTUPE 8 pe  Ajpuos
961 ~ed meq "WAMISTTIIMN SYTHN0A

2 YIVNYO JO LUANO0D INTAANS HOS

‘uodo ] ‘pummol p
unfreny ‘wungg ‘fusg mng ‘ynag WOpITO R JumpLOong
el ayy uvyy asyo spuapnodses sy a0l stopopog

OQUOI0T N0 (A Tunpeddo ay) o] sononoeg

§3502 Yo pastunsip addy

1700 Ut Jrodd® UL SSTOISID PO T 187 SM0[[0OT 1]
“OSTE MONIEIND pIodms BN uo M0pRQ SNy Ayl Lq peyeuad
UOTEN[IUOD 3Y) YILs JUINIHAIFR UT UIR T SUOSEAT 9321} 10 ]
TUOITRNRY GO0 PIOAR 01 9IRSV 911
jo wenumm yuaredde a1 01 wags 2F [ apgrondde sw
11 ANNSUOY 01 M pue [Huneawr (e 1o 1 aandap 01 Apwm
-TIA 3Q PINOM J¥q 18 ASED Ul jo f10%) i o1 ayqeariddemn
FY UOTSOYOXD 9 ANMNSTHe2 01 wm our 01 sreaddy 1y
YFL AIN[NSR YONS S¥Y YT LT SDAL] I §T
fuop og swmoowt oy pred oq 01 ST AInosE Ay VALY 9A1T
01 v Aadord o) ur weameIn [RIagauRq gons sey Laadoid
ISR WI0M] paarsop wwoour o 1uardizor oyl aaeys drwaado
01 papuayint ‘wolvtde Stu UL ‘ST UOMEM[IN® YT uRY Ul
IFA11UT TRRgRUa pRisaa fuw oo aunduv ST Jou gareys a1l
Uy notFERRed UL FAINUL [RIogataq AUT SPIf 959 810 OU 8HAT]
gotey ey ev Ruop 0§ ey 1v 95w 2 Uy ~A1rsdoxd peptes
YT Ul IERIMIN [EPYAURY 9YL $RY ¢ 21 s1y Suump 1Byl
preg aq A9T5 1 YIRAP ST U0 JRAQ SI2PUTROTAE LM 30] 0] ¥
w0 poras st Araosiad o L1189l ameum 1Ryl Jurp T yaoads
AIUIPIC U] CUOMENLIE R [RASNUN 02 10] apraoxd o1 papuaiug
almwistia aty vt asoddns 01 anoump ST A7 CeAsnAl AY)
10 SPURY 2P UL 1 JARI[ IVUIAUIAUCY JO IO1TEW B ST AUYSNU
2 qanowne ‘sndied WL jo I21SUTI AIMPATING BT PUBWAP
PINOT 27 FFED TITUM UL “POALIIP $¥M IUWOIAL YL UPIYM TOT]
sndiod A J0 A[0UM I 01 PAJINUA APAISN[INA SEA SN
® Japun amosur jo uRidoal o atogm Ao smxado pinoo
(f) 1 = 10 (A1) "[9 U1 HOSN[IX 3T 1TYL MO[N] 01 UTAAF P[NOM
1t pardonde S1 quaTnEE s [ CYYIREL JIED) [0 [iwap
Uo- SIWGS Y1 01 PAMINIA 2UTOIIO M OUM VfamUIELISISEUN
194 e% ‘guostad 4o nesiad ayr U SATEYUE ML W SISALNI [PRY TIBUs
-ataq FUTPURISING 278 2191 1YY PAndIe ST 1T 2S0531U T610Y o 12 g0
~aUD A1, AR 101 DIP Y [RALED SEM AW0IOT Y1 [HYM o“m‘..mmoa
WY S9rEUs oYt UL 193U (WIIGAUI(q B, DRY TDIRE] 1B} mwandsvas,

——

A7TYa 1R uRf[Rddy 8Y) AQ POPUIIUOD ST 9T PUE (PISTIMD gegp

{acat! VIVNYD 40 LHAOD ANTIWANS 9%




S
Q..,

D maa sy

SIRDLY
N1
FAEL

“SITIFORE
——

9561

68L

2PYda Furmosno ap [0 Yiwd Sy o1m poLap S| IR

at juadndeu sea winnsHoly Frea)y seiino poTRIdep oy, Alny Jomsuy

IPAISTSOOD WMNSTILIY Fiwr)) swiSnog] paswaoop iy Jo SowafirBau oy
YA 10 L[N 1B G R Y, 8] 5 CON monsend) o1 rwxsuw mod )7 g

B R TIRGATIE T AN S0

JSITL IMSTY FIOAPINE 31 O PAROQUITND 30 PAENRY IDIGA mANENHA
Brea) supdneg paewanap Iy 10 wed oy Gu ouniFou Luv MY ¢ T

0N IMMTEY AN, W

(SN nasuy  pund @i wo 1onpucd adasimt 1o 20afgEau Lme {q pasnra
10T FEM JUSPIMW 91 181 N0k pOOSIS say ImEpumap 2 ST 'l

—EACQT[O] T IV SIIMSUE I pUB

Aanf ayp 01 panrwgns suoysonb aqy, os prp s3pnl (vun oy

ApAIquopun pire 113wt aY1 YA 193 APIE U3 WO [HEUND)

Aqewnsaad ‘ruevgur a1 jo 1red a1y wo adusfgdau Loinqn

-Uod jo uONRII[T OU PATRINGD JDUIJIP JO JUIWSTRIS Q)

Qm:oﬁﬁjw YOUAPIAR 00 DI[[¥Y 1011%] 3 ugpuapep aq jo

AI3A0081P 10] UOMIRUTUIEX? 31} WD} §HoRNX2 J0 JUpra 2
popniowt yargm 9sen g pnurerd 9y JOo WOMNDHOd 21 IV

10 e0qe W3 fys way ] RASTRE Ay
S AUR ATEMATRE =11 O 100 Dp [ TeN CKORIWON [, S
431 IN0nqe AXEMAP 21 nf Fatgroa B DT, JINSmoy ST
dEM0y Anp U wrwnundine pHay ATe qite [Rap M 1 IR0 A
210120 war: ewa nonsapddy ayn Tpanr] fng onpliod Sampy ARSING C4yg
Sruaidag JO MG MY RO PINST TRA NIu 3G POy CATHSTRY] rfy
PCRT 'IEIAANG [0 TICE MY FEM HONRARNUIIET j0 K101 AT 10 Funued
YL ‘EERL MIBIY 10 1§ YL gha MIROp o SIWp B4, LARSIO Y
frequiatdag 10 1R o PANGRT PR HIw AL ITASARY] STY]

PRI AL TONANSIRUNPE 1O S1AN13)
BI0j2q PR D0} AW TCRIARFTOD IMOF JOWNNMMPR M1 S oM griurvd
2 A PTE SeM Unl SR NG ST U aquiagindie piys mon® nu op |
quied Jemnated Jry o [1INPpTHIAN AT o) [RETNO0] NOSIRON T, 13y

eopt rrqusadag 3o [} IR A S TORROSTNEPS 0§00} S
10 Ammuwad g o awp AL [ WNE! A J0f [9SUnoa) AAEIR I
LJUOHIRNSIRDIE 10 829112f 241 10 51TP JI0 ST WM\ [AITHSAE0-] ST
— pALINII0
Sutwo[[o) o1 1qlyxe ue §8 DAY 20m  UONRASIITGET
10 S19113) 91 UMAYM JRII YY) 1Y CENIT [0 1UAMITIS )
Ul pPaummiued nonsfage ayl PPy NINpUaap 2 eehl
‘gz Jaquandag parAT{Rp A2URAP S UL NG ‘PCRY 'en Jaq
-wnday nan amenstutmpe paivtodds jou seaw grured
U1 19BL U] URIUT 91} JO SIDBLD PUE RIS oy Jo I
~siuTpy agt sea pgrourepd M 1wy pafoqr fRM 1 JoRnm
1 emwd G pur ‘pegl ‘el IR pAIARp SR WIRP
10 JUITIAIRIS 317 | £CRT ‘g Ioqudidoq PONSST FRM LM 2T,

YAVNYD JI0 LHADD ANTHINS HOS

0EL CWTC P (6611 RIS YO [Fe6l) (D

‘eCg [ ‘g TPIRY WO paIp B enyuuury [nyured
10 doap o1 asvadsar a0] Adeaxd $NODSUEIUN  PIWFUIAL
3y AWl 1By} WIOJJ PUR PAAOWAL sy uagpds parmidny oy
urd g1 T0qy  Cuskins 01 aBq UoTHpUed SUj BTN
IX3W A1 U0 QEOL MOqE PUE UCNTALSQO Japun jdoy sua
ay ‘pmrdsor a1 o} pracwel sorry Lanlut (nyuted Lpurnxd
up fupaq £8 pIquISAp Ssum yorqa u2alds ol jo axmidm
v Surpn(pul saunful jEuaaiul pus §asTnlg peiauad pwq sty
U0 RIAM AI8A98 9R0U PRORSIP 10 PAANIOBLI B JO PRISISU0D
sounful ST CARPIE3a SuiRavn OF[F SEM TIIMm D{TIRA
Iojow eluvpEajap 8yl Aq Jongs sva pus Lewydng ayy
10 norliod parEars: am 01 PUO 5JES B STM T ‘uonsod
IR wey paaont 3y A|paignopun  Cwesey) jo digsusod
3U1 UL ANUBAY UMYFNTENOTY JO APIS YLI0U 31 UO ALMISAM
Suryma sea £0q Iafunol v Aq parweduoore sxwad g jo alle

MY pagINAL 1SN P OfM “TURIUL 91 ‘RCAT ‘§ GBI U
uRaty sfuarpaascad
911 JO IMWMOS PUE TOMTE 2Y) 0} 2SI JAUT 1DIM JIUALINID0
21 [T919D SUINE W 1Mo 0w 07 {Imssadan sT 1 unpadde om £q
poste1 suonsank 110 snowea ayeioasdde 01 IOPIO T AR
-moyy  Cromnsnmpe porutodde usaq 30w pRY Nan 2 Jo
ANSST 9] JO 91UP MG 4R oy w] Ay £q 1iAnesq Lpadord
sEM ONF P DCRT COSTYM I2F MRISRAL Ay 10 e "8 J9pum
sagvuTRp J0§ UONID® Me 911aYA 01 % unnsanh s uodn ssed
AU N0 ST 1RYL 9pdo 1 1A sea aava) e awadde
PinOM 4] CHOS YR §17 O NIRISA DYl O ICIRNSIUTRIPY
sv pue Awoeded [riostad sy Ul WRHSFOTY  Se(Ino]
gt ymoveyd ey, c&ani puw 2Fpnfl v amyeq pravy [FL1 9]
1% qustudpnd syl patIRA PRy OTM (1) WNOD 18T JO U
-Fpnf ¥ woar spraddr vonoe st ot ynurerd ) cLU) 103

rEaddy 10 10D am jo 2a€dy Lg— IOTISAL JATH]) FHJ,

Kq parATap FEA 1INOD) 93 Jo jwewudpnl 3yy,
‘Juapuodsal JurpUAAP AqL 10f “Oo°f) ‘uesnAgt g A
preppadds ‘grursid aqy d05 0D fFqsieg f

“1aed ur

10} peaddy g0 amo i 1o wwewdpnl 3y woay TyHEJY

[oear] FAVNYD A0 LA10D ANIRINR

SIMILY

Mt

MOuL
pamope rraddy rin 18 ymewmdpnf ey Burlies (1) oMUY -srgor

6l

g



7
S

Faehut iy

SAHOLT
M1

TTOML

-SITIYOIY

164

—_——

g6t

0} (19D ut 19704 01 28pul (B3 o1 U0 WOTIESI[QO OU FTA
21911 ‘9sey s gnured 9y jo ared se ut ynd wsoq Aurasy (ow
-PUIIP Ayl 30 AIIN02FI] IOJ TOTIBUIEXY 91 WIOU] $108NXT
‘uoryoe saueviul Il Fwiquosap jo Jauurw 9sudorddenr
e J0U SBA 18(1 '3DUSPIA UT DOSTL 1M SU0ISSAIAND JPAMIBYLA
9snEoaq ‘eusifau Lioinquuod jo A3 usaq pry oty 1Y)
puy 1S Loy ‘eqorueine sauTpuapap o) jo qind aq
ojui Paltep,, pey Aug a1l paasprsuod L3yl JT 381 uwql
paronnsut 3y agwe Laml a0y aGreys sadpnl ey apy jo
ared jemq jo yuppduod s gnuge[d ayy 1o} $IEG OU §1 134T,
1amod ot prad Lpzadoxd qou sea
A3U0T0 YT 1RYL PITF 30 MOUW JOUIRD AT PUT SUI) Y] 1R PAsIed
U330 BAEY PIUOYE UDISAND SIYJ, UONAW JO ASNED 10 TIW[D
(Ed 0 90adsar ur pred wms 91 puw apRwr swa qusurAnd
Ut 0 102dsal Ul UOTIFE JO SaSNED 10 ISU¥D J0 IR 2yl
Areds jqou pip 1 1NN 913 Jo I9PIO AUY INOYM ISIEIAg
INPAINOLJ PUT INIBLJ 1O ST orgIuQ) Y} JO Ore Yy
qirw A7duies Jou prp 1ameos orur juenried 1o 99100 913 1RYL
pondre seam 17 "9[UIs HUIES A1 U0 1UFPUI]Ip A o3 griure(d
ay) &q pred ag pinoys 3mos oyur jwawded 1913w €1502 A1
1By pue grurepd 23 01 quepuwerp oyl AQ 1Moy L1unod)
a1 jo 9rens oyl uo pred oq pmoys 1unod opm uatuiwd
U WO0T 9Y3 10 £1502 91 %% $9ptaod 1apan [rmlioy amql
PUT patrta sem §1502 01 7 woiosnp a1 pwaddy 10 amoe)) aq
10 uoniuani® 971 01 yAnoig Futaq 1Ry wodn CREAT ‘9 104
-upnday 0udpIP T 10 AIBAIEP A JO WM HYY 1¥ LITETD
s gnured 511 Jo woriowysties ur 1anoo owut onn‘1g pred peq
ayf 1l punoad o) uo Iepsrdey ot LG PIIES T SN
3 938 01 PIALW AWEPUARP Y PANATEPR usaq p3y
traddy Jo 1moy a1 jo quawdpnl lof suoseal o) 1INV
‘Teaddy 10 1Mo AU [0 TOIIRHSID Y1 1M JIIJIAFUT 10U [T
1NOYY ST {BLY) 3Y) JO I8N0 Y] JO ABLA ] “9TBD ITF] 1R}
18 payd v yons esrer 01 quwpuayep ol Fumaroued wl 1ino))
Y} JO UOIINE A O UIYH1 81 uonda{qo pue [waddy jo 1000
apy Aq porusad alom suonow 283 jo ylog ssuafirgRau
Aropngrazuod yoms Fudeqw yderdrmd v Fmppe Aq a0uajop
10 JUAWAI VIS SI PUITIT 01 FATI] UAALS 3¢ PIHOYS UBPUIIAP
aq oy ‘guurerd agy 01 worssiuad 1wy Runuwid 1000 af
JO 1U94d SY1 UL 1B PRAOTI 1UBpUBp 2yl Uodnasdga ‘jumnd
91 Juistel Aq 20110U [FIIFLIO S PUIUTE 01 9A¥I] JO] UONIOUL
JO 9U1I0U ¥ POATES IY 10IE] Mg dvudBrBeu LI01nqUIUOd JO
gafd Aug jo 20udsQE 2 1n0oge Furplur Les Apres(o jou pip

YATYNYD 10 U000 ANTAdAS "o

guuepd aq) {raddr-95010 JO WDUIOU STY U JO-185 T JROTIIA
unony L1ungy 9yt Jo arwas 9l ue gnureld ay) o} 1uepuajep
ayy Aq pred 2q oy sjuap9F 00y Y IBpUN wWrelo 8y}
J0 10wdSaL UL UOHIE 9Y) JO §I500 A} 18Y) PUB [9Ju S1q PUB
Wiy oeaiaq £enha pagoniodds ¢z 1URpURRR 9] WOl
1940090 griurerd 9y 99 SIS0N 1N0IATM PISSTWISIP aq 19F
BIIITL L Y[ JIPUT ANIRNSWREPE 5% graure(d S jo mrep
o1 181 I1Z0IA§ JO IS 93 JUVPUIDP A1 WOI] 1340031
Apuossad myurerd ayy 18U PUY PALTBA 2q [¥14) Y1 1B JUSW
-Fpal ayp ywy) pa1doarp (reddy JO 1no)) 2) SToSYAL 1507 ST
L pspeadde-ssoan gnunepd sy evuapiaa jo 1ylom 3@
PU® 0UIPLAD 21 13uRfR PUE 2]QRUOSTAIUN DUB 2AISTIOND
SBM PRpIRAT juncwe 21 1 punodd a1 uo sefewep yons
Fuaresagze-o4 o osodind 2yl 10y PLIARIO 9 [T MIU T Y
1o oy easna g dy g, epun gnuield ayl pamofy sodvarep a1}
Jo wnenh 9y Aurssasss-a1 Aq parma ag juewdpnl Ayl 1ep
Surgse waddy 30 2no) 9y o1 papvadde ruepuatap Iy,
#1800 STy U0Ard sem grured
a], Bampeoy awp wepan Lyowded jruosied sty un guaooepd
o1 01 pred 9q ¢7¢ yey1 pazvearp A8pn{ yein S 1us0 sad 2
30 juxe amr o1 Juwwym e jo ed B uo edusSrFau
jO Burpug ayt jo msta Ul puw (BSTRANT [RIDUNY 0] 2101818
AQ pexy uuy 93) LS 18 I 0 0SB "O'SY 1Y spuap
S0V BT 3Y. 7, Jepun sodetuw] [WIC) Ul POTIIESe dwrawy
Al 9y 10 91 U] "e26$ “aornstarupe v grursd ay Jog
* (sasuadxo 19xaod-jo-1n0 107 Lanl a1 £q paxg qunowre ayy
10 e sod of Furq) [701g¢ ‘Aroedsd psuosiad sup w gny
-urerd 3 10y (eamo[[of 5B dn apewr [ [T 1E I0] JUTpPULfAD
Aty 1suTYEY pAIdue sww juewApnl ‘smwsue assy) uwodn

N mereereeeeeaeeseesiassianaas seftpnmp puaousny (g)
Bogeg et e e sosundya jesung (1)
1Y S30APEIY R 21 2R (9)
NS Tt Foueing pow BIRJ 20§ 12 S5221804Y, 2pur) (9)
QUDZL B e o eseuadxa Aayood [0 100 (M)
ABMISIE T

ssiinog 'gnod sy (g pemrmens safeurep (v 9y §8AReE nod op
JRAOUTE TRM IR 'FUisAnl 19010 2T SRR anS MOy [0 aanaadsnf T

L ..::..:.........:. _—
s s TR U
gz e R tommnsmEaRg 8mk) swBuoq pesvara(

TR 01 AQEINQL 2200Inde
0 nwy jo s9afep s eEmuanisd Wt name fEaX,. €1 g ON uonsany
0} BasTE MOL PUv YON,, FL [ CON UGTISIN?Y 01 Jamsuw 0 I]

foest] VOVNYD 40 LUN0D ANININS

O WY

SIHILT
0

TANL
-

—_—

6T

08,




ot At )
G-ERT AT BIE WUTD) BF (RE6L) ()
018 WO te (0sl) (D) EFE YR ORSE CHOE TR (RORT) (1)

[3sUN0OD pus wﬁmwmo_wm A1F013 sum 9rguTse s Ll o) 1w
Baddy Jo 3an00) o LM 30IH8 244 LM 2 JO ANSST B
JO F1FP 31 1® AW SITEIUL a1 JO IOIRLSTUIUIPE 100 $BM
9y aneoaq Fuiyrduw o3 papnes 30u sea guampd g 1oy
PIpRou0d 10U pey 11 j1 Swpway 1Ryt j2pun gped pepiume
aa®y ppooa eaddy 1o ynen sy, ‘eouedIsu Lio1nqurEed
YIT4 PORIEYED 9Q 10U PIROM JUTIUT 3} 18Y) UOTIPUOD 243} WO
USATE UIIY PRY HUASUOD ST 1R PAIRIS AQS0e I YEnoqIE
TRl M3U ¥ ARy UTYl JIWIBI SIBWIOED oWl XY PInoys
unoy) 1Bl 1ueAa Jevyl O I1wqy paardw pwy sanawd qrog
207 [BSUNOT)  CAPIEE 13§ B PINOYS T 1Y BATSSAIIND A[560.4T
08 SBM J2F 937SNL L Y IDPUD PIMOJE 1UN0UIY 21} SIS
- 31 I3]0 18yl paapsues eaddy o 1me)) sy,
Ainf amn
padasya os aFpnl (w4l oy aswo qussaud 21wy duauadxe
PUE 3TIYRAUL 97 991] Jo DT ¥ wiody parsadye aq o1 am
3Y} PISTIIND JURIMT SUL JBYIIYM 05Ed ydws ur Lunl o o)
uonsanh ¥ st 11 ‘pansqw eauslnfou L1ngrnuer 10 uosTRD
-510 B 3{PW 01 §% YINE 10U &1 037 31 aIaga 1B UMOD PIF]
8q mou pynors 17 ‘cep *d ‘g = ‘Teat souednFan Liongmn
-0 PU¥ SMIOT, 1HOf UD JIoa S 1T SWIRI{IAL T {[LAUBD
AQ PRILIGUUNNS ST MB[ 01 10 wmora dupad ey, eouady
-BoN, U0 HWIAdg] 01 DOULIBIAI T ST Q22w Aeym (¢) panuwg
fappordorg puy  pun mopnmg o ydesof m papwmap
lou 1N pauoiitpul §oJarew ayy,  resdde o] spenn wasg
10U pey 238 10 sawad 2 apun fog v 1o Led 9w uo seuadFau
Arornguiuog seyr wonnddo 10 sew [ nosndmg ‘gro d
1 sawadde sv ‘asnmraq ninod iy apnes Jou pip Ywim Aq
01 pRaRlal () Apopyampy jo ol 2yl ca o2 sipayary
wpCp wosngra g Jo auatufpnl 213 WY1 PAlod g Pmoys 11 10g
Proy os pip o norRwpr  ung qiea paaade prosatamgy puw

LRLCMCUC R {OFGE] DAS CHOAM § (OBRIT TTOT TN CUMIT 8F (9)
ROT T Y A9961] 7029 THIAV AL € (92611

9T Y UTI M Bumuan T gUIO € LERRET) S WL LSSeT (1)

BLOHD 6T Borenmes kg0 WIVO AT (RRSIE (E)

WS R T (@

ERCCMUTTL € LIRRD IR RO 1R A
~ywads Y UBTUIANLT, 1O JUSWUIIVIS DY INQ 0 2I0JIG O S
pagnsnl 2 uwd 9%EY VYL NI 1% PIALIT IO YT BIDYHN
uadndau Lronqroued jo Apnd ag 10u piios sieed g 1o (18
€ 191 pray wgoiuRyy 0] maddy j0 Lmo) A (¢) papnng
UL A F D 2 spfig up sawak ¢ 9q 01 pRITIs S 9dv oy
suoday wqoluwyy Ay U afiysm 88e Jo sarad §osem DI A
1uNoN) ST ur uodat a1 01 Suipiosdy (R rysmoyfizid g
A Aupdwn)) flog suosprafy ul U0IRAP 2 WA 112S1E
-upawt 1 St aoNy  a8w 1o sread §p osea nonsanb wl sy
prro o e sreadde 31 gpugs Jo qsoder sy wody el
v anrmEpnl ® Fumnngw () owsrugy sofp paddy gooume)
s Jo 1mpwdpnl e wory yradde ur passTsp OPIE DYI0
a1 16) asunod uodn Furped moga oy By aeTa {F)
1238BUDS A "07) woFnF " [ UL1UM0) ST 10 1uawipnd 313 pue
NI TR Gt LuRISEEuodM Srmiou s oama(]  Caaueidau
Liownquiued jo Apmd sra uonsanh Ul a1 ero Y] FF Yans
awrepun we Jamians Aml aqy 10f vonsonb wstarawyt (1) Aodn
noye g2 Jeosa If ut [raddy 10 WIN0D OLITIUQD A JO UNISep

Mg any sx0jeq pry oFonl [RLl ANl 1Ty podade SU AT

‘paionh 19RIIND agy i PUND] A AVUT 3NRE 0N JUEPHIRD
a1 uo fes anoydnosyy enuo 9l v awdy A[URpUnGT
1 ApFw 2y Al sy anoyEnoaty) 1%y parm i SUneagg
Fungm g
of 10m [t A WAL SANYND Ay POR A0 NoE AandE O
St sy £ BaarE ema 1Y) AdTAPAL A3 JaprEEes Enl and g cunt
20 Ieav] STy o TRt 01 RAESAMIIA 16 Jaceunn AR v pafea g
ARG 19T A AGY A ol mnn aew Low fra o nl nod as
18] 10T PINOYS NOL NG op L9 Ao L 1R e

AN, CRMEOPAD W Ind ¢ INY YURPAIIP B IN] RN 20U ST pRe
0 annoa wp m oaadaad ansh s ) CRoesTaEna M e off 01 danging sty

O/L prenodiyy pur uado 1t 1R 9 1w0wp @ fsowediBeu Aioingrn
0D IN} AATIUNOIT St 2FE j0 *IRAA Q IO PIEY T IIMILMM

01 st uonsand Yl Ipap 10U op “y uwmenly, 4 no

10 ueewas A Rmyiioe o ignmasg Y Gl AALR o m minfn Surge day
FATI YOR O LIS AUT 10 TG om0 3503 UMM FupPOme opm 1ou o

rouy paad (1) prdgl @ Aundwon Rompoy nupeepg badnnn gy —Aanl rD g
R - - e - - - - . A & . - . '
stmory  PML WL GN(T §0 MRWSPA( oyl -S1RmMoovnT 2 01 1M ) ayy pawanp oFpnl Mut._ ua.u UEM 01 €Y C9duepLAY Auw ﬂ:ﬂ;m
ragr 90 Isnu @oweRnBou Lioingraued yiw paireyy oq 1ouuw b PA[[¥ 10 XOQ-SSIUILY 3171 01UL DUET .3: ey a:q?éoﬂ ..ﬁz A
sy douetadxat puw afv 1apil 19y jo nosiad B 1R, PATSHGWISD 1YY 10F] 1 01 MR JO RGN PALIIAL PRY PHUE{L 011 -Am3opy

101 [esumnes Linl a1 01 s5aappe sup ul  paseadde BRI 1BYM gegp

oeel Meas eua 2 381 ‘Roy 'd 3= ‘uney ey jo yreyen oo 8

£61 ¥V A0 LHA0D AWTHINS Hoe [pee1] FAVNYD JO LUN0D AHTA08 6L




210
1% sy,

9ce1

S~
O

T ULy

STHILT

~SITTT Y

6L

n
MAaOuL

——

9061

fe—eipgs

T UR[ON PUE 11009Y ‘K908 MYSI90se ], PO ([ UIATIY | LNINE],

WPURY 9 1aley
Y§ 9P WON NY. POPTN{ B WONBWIOMI a1l JI PausiiEs Luangng
SLJupua2mbod STyl YERmsour 3 JO TR OT 30T PUR UA0ST) S Jo
STTY AL UL PRONEUOT 3q ITNTT SUONIAGE0H [RUTHIL I DN €T 11 Sy Ay
PRAONIIY OCT 38 CF[ 'O 96 (6F61) Suy oy A dryg Am!
®nore afpnl v L pau) 9q 0 04F 0 99F ‘005 @ JBpOn paaae ey
PAsIOST 31 2aauw 7o sagddn 'f mIng ® WUaUnATPE U o umremdard
Y JuLrabal ‘grp v POy UONETLON ne Tl padreyo,, f1 pasneaw
oy 2xYM 2P WUNKILD oY) JO 19f “F PR pamavw 241 10 10250
Y1 uodn pudiep 0% ss0p pus snjosqe o TONMpeunl s ananr®Renr
T, IEAUAMPUT UC JO WOTRARAdME Mp 10T AYEEN0IU OW BT AIH ‘AN 0)
UOTAIPSIING D1R[05qE SHIMASIENT o) UINA 1 IR SOTOPO AgEINDUL
Uroqrs pafieyd wnsiInm v ddofaq yBnoug mopacnooe uw LT T
L s f1g 0 Tunp) begegt spe)
Uy 2y p—reenjonpd ool moynn namdwed pun om0
fo Aouzmyfng—sooueflo srqoroppui sof soympnbow Aq SfOUL T —~oD) PP u )

OTFINL IO FINTAOUL THL HOL (FATS TVEAIV)
HONIA $ NFAND J0 I¥000 THL NOHI VALY NO

LNIGNOIEEY T CONEIHEAD GHL ALV HAH
aNv
SLRVTIRAAY TSIVANVIA QUEAINIA TINYA

wopuog "unsduoy g
J D ppovod uapuodsas Juppuafap oy) a6f dopoyog

"DJU0LD ],
‘figsjog cp g uoppdde foungd sy aof sopmog

od ur pomoym waddy

THTMOY) S T S1809 ou

34 PINOTS DI SIIURIFWNIID Y2 [[B JAPU7] "LIM07) 1941 £q
Pa19p e 8q [ras (raddy 10 10007 2y) Ad0Jaq $1809 By,

ey 37

O 9y 10y ey Nl lapun ...uw_._.m«..:_vﬁ SEOARRDIRRD DT WL J2AGhAL

ynmepd a1 qeqy aFpnipe pan 9PAG LM IOP Mo Sy, {2)

—: BurMorng

YL joassy nay wl Furnpsw pug (Z) P mo [uopns £g

papudure aq prnoys ‘eaddy jo ame) ayy Aq patrea se vin

FAVNYD 0 LUn0D AWIvdns HO"

4

o 1¢ uaurdpnl AU JO SULAN AU SHPOQUED YAGM FCHT
‘gz TequiraoN perep ‘readdy J0 1INOT) Y1 JO JIPI0 [ELLIO}
omi 30 1 "ered puw wsd uy pamorre aq pOos (wadde ay],

, UOTIOR JO
BRTED STII WO NCTE 0] wwipnl 03 11eIgns 01 PAIVYO 1N0))
srqy ut qnamndre o wo umidy pue paddy Jo wnon) e ur
1empnl oy I8 uayIrta sIsdiag £q pue nad a) wo JsEw
01 Y39 10U PIp JuBPUedsar a1 0] (95uho2 By Ul ones Jo
2R 23d (3 ‘ST %YL 0CTE 10] POIDIUR A PINOIE 121 23R4T

-2y), IOpHN TOTMOB JO ARNWD A1 U0 ARwApn( puw ‘unoe)

suqedde s m 199(qo 01 paway 2g 07 101 1IN0 Juspuodsal

21 SPOUMSWINGID 9%l Iapun  paimnsuoey  Apedordun

gBA uoow oyl 1o 1wed 2y Fustes 10u sem 217 18 wwd

10 ApRTT 1Uapuodsar Y1 Jof [AEUN0D 191U FEMA YT 101 319N

onww oqy ezienSar op sd21e LIReEDIAU DUL 1R UOSEAL

P puR ‘pauaaIl prY unnreiTn 1o powmad ou sun 1wy

y cpnamd Ausd ® SR pOPPE GRY1 q IIRUSIMUME §0
Krosdee sty m oeppdds o) 1ol 1920 01 proa s 10 Im
SRNSTUTUTPR NS D7retit TR 21 01 PIYT[RL 111 AT 8T Iv] O3

18Y AA Y} U0 ‘wiy 01 wado wAdQ DARY PINOA T LM A

10 3nssT 971 12ye mun qrurepd 0@ 01 pAUTIR waa 10U PEY
UOTIBASTUIUIP® JO SIA13] 4B 'geqT ‘07 12qor( uo ‘@fpnf

[PLI} PRUIBD] ST [0 0TI 9L 01 1yFnorg SR M U0Tm

1R FMOJIO] AT 0307 2 (MU 10U STM 0N 1A AT

IOV SR jorny w47 sapun safvuwmp fof Livde [ruoes

-aad =g un geomepd 9qy Aq e pr{gs ® patIesse A[paninupE

11184 U TBY 1R IEWD D) 1L TR PIALOSYO aq [ A1 ‘Ayq[nu v

30 PIROM 1M Y1 PALIASSE ST AR IMNTI0 0N 333G POIIaUI

-OY 08 UOMST UE 1T I8Y) PU¥ UONMNSIIUDE 10 SI9113]

30 3ursad 95.233 oyensimupe jo Luveded ap w uosaad v

£Q P2ANUISUT 9() TOUURD PAspaadp ¥ 01 pasned Lnfut feuosad

103 1301 B 10] SATWUCER I0] PF 2SN YL IO L8 S dIpun

gonae wy folreing ul ey FEpmap anogs Huimssy
AN ' SEA IORNSTOITUpE Jo 4MOBIRgR ay) Wt greured

o) Aq poLIRSST 0 2278Ne [ A, IDPUN UOTIIT JO #30Ed 31 L
0} PRIFRI H §¢ 18) O SUOWUINS IO 1M 1 WY PP oy gryray
01 A0MSEa20U 10U ST AT ‘[RUIT 9I[1 JO 9SIN0D ML JO MATA U] comory

. - ‘a
paddy jo ey aip o
£ PAUOKITATE JUNOUIB A1 1L 33IRFSID 01 UCSTAT 01 375 M ~TrTIFIIY

puw safwurep 9y Xy Prioys as 1w paasde senred qoq 20§ oo

[ocar) VAVNYD 10 JMA0D AINAYIAS 6!







[00

"NYEOLY
N

TIVORT

191

2,5+

v

‘zg1 ~d ‘€¥61 10y 9omyoRLI JENUOY ‘10€ '66Z plevIeS I Ammoz (2)
aoe ! pagprodarun (Eob1) () ‘ri€

'809 ‘€09 ) "y I [9161] {£) doyg m.ﬁuﬁﬁﬁou (§6o1) (1)

"UOTYE1)STUTIIDE Jo JUEL] ay3 paure3qo peg grurerd oy juswdpaf
I0] IPpIO 97} PUE JUm Y3 JO anssl I} WIamiaq ySnoyire
‘PUSIED 0} PAEBS] [BUOIPUOOEN aaed pUR "UOREIISTUTWPE
10 s13139] Jo jueid aropaq lojenjstonupe se Suns wosisd
Aq DanssT JLIM ® UO AIX ‘1) JIPUN Paureiqo uwq peyq yorgsm
“(¥) quomysy A prsiogpy w juowfpnl © Ipise jes ‘punold
siqy uo " aroum g |, 'PA[33as (@M st jutod sS4y mo me[,
aqy cjuwer§ sy s}af 3y aI0j3q JIOJBIJSTUNIPE SB UO[OR UE
3)MITISUT *2I0J3UAFYY JOUMED PUE ‘JUEIS ST JIPUN AT2[08 3313 STY
SIALIAP ‘PUBY 1130 3} UO “JOJBIISTUTWIPE Uy "33 sy asold |,
0} PIMO[[E ST 3 ‘1IN0D Y3 JO SINI a3 AQ “Yorgsm ul Aem Ao ,,
a1y} s1 areqoid jo woponpord ayy asmedsq juq ‘eyeqoxd wo

« spuadsp 27313 S1Y 95NEDAq J0u ST STQ Ing ‘2)eqord a¥oyaq saldep |,

¥ Uurejqo ‘anij SI 31 JOUUBD Y 4 33 seaold I alojeq ,,
103N193%3 JO 1330BIBYD I} Ul UOIIOR UE 3M3LSUT Wed =g JByl ,,
st aousnbasuoo a2y} pue ‘Yiesp §,201®ys3) 9yy uodn umg wi,,
$389A "monae Jo syydu [re Smpnpu Joye3sey ome jo Lyradord |,
revostad oy -3yeqold jo juess Aue woIy jJ0u PUER 1078}SA] SIY ,,
10 M 9y} wody AJ0YINE PUE (I STY SIALISD IOJNOSXI UE ,,
yeq; Teap aymb st 11, @ pres (€) duayy umurmpidng A dgay)
oddolopy w (pUNO) Aaug ey jo sepmmo) fepipn[ Ayl
JO 80IADE 9} SULBAT[SD Ul I9{Ieg P10 |, uNyg 0} pajueld
UOMBIISIUCIIPE JO S12]33] I0Jaq 9B JOULEY JOJRISTUTUDE
we jng,, ‘pres ‘{ sAmoJ a1aum ‘(z) peofyuvgl A paofyuv gy
OS[E 995  "WOTIRISIUNLIPE UE JO 95B3 9} UL ISLAIDYI0 S1 31 Inq
¢ [[3M ST 31 *SaXe[0ap 91 ueym 2wy I3 3® s1eqoxd oy reg ey
I0IMOIXD WE JO 5L U : (I) Lo, ‘A wep Iy UL PrEs "["0 J10H
~jueld B pauTe}qo $eY Y [IJUN UOIYEISIUTIPE 2y} U1 s§urpasoo1d
9B} J0UUERD PUE 'GOIJRIISTUTWIPE JO siajjap ayy Jo juwif ayy
WL I[H} SIY SSALISD JIojerstuiwpe Uy ueard st juwemdpnl
arojsq M o1} Jo ¥jeqoxd sonpoid o3 sqe 2q Jsnur 9y Ing
‘paacud st [im 9} al0jaq Paseadap Y3 JO 93BISA 33 JO JYIUIY
aqy 10 WOTISE sny SULIG 0] PIMO[TE ST 9 PUE ‘pIsesqap 3t} Jo
(M 903 WOIJ I[i[) STY SSALBP IOJNIDXI Uy “I0JLIISTHTUIPE UE
JO 3T} PUE J03nd9xs uwe jo uwomsod s waamiaq momouTISIP
pia B St aryl Suorm sem adpnl ymoo Ayumos . jo
UOISIOap Y ‘JUEPUASD Y3 I0] #0ay] g DU "' Savy

[

‘pareadde
jwepusjsp oy -seSewrep ‘pg 'sg f¥O6F wiy papreme pue

‘NOISIAIQ HONZE $,9ONIN a9T

0 vedsar m 10 ‘Sguomine 10,
.'PORIXOR TONOR Jo 2808 303 ,, Mnp onqod 4ge yo ¢ * - - uon,,
QIMGMUC 3P e} WOy Ieadatojo,, -MoSXS PIPUaW IO 'TORNOSXS ,
nonendxe 313 s10jaq peoUswmod,, 10 ‘edmensind ur guop 1o Ame
)| u. wﬂﬁﬁ Auopne 10 £op,, oy uosred Aue jsurefe jgdnor
* gonE AUR jo womuaoxs ,, oq [[EYS UOQIE ON,, I ‘B-que

S U NP o 3oeidsn Auw,, ‘Iz s 6E6T 3oy monermry (1)

‘gnyurerd sy3 Yoy punof , }joeq TOLE[RY , JO 3uL}o0p 3y} pardde
adpnl 31noo Ajumod 9q]  "ayelseyW 93 JO [ITIP 94} 0} }oeq
P31E[21 IOJENSTUTWIPE 3G} JO 3131} 93 ‘pojueid azom Uonen
-STUTIOpPE 30 §19332] Ueym £3mbs jo sama oty 4q jetR papusuco
puureid @ Inq 0y WOBRR0IY SMUOMNY OdYqng oq3 jo
uoyoejo1d sy 03 PARIIUL Sem juepuRlep oY) e 25pn{ wmoo
A3unod ag3 ar0jaq PayrUIpE sem 31 (r) 6£61 ‘oY moNREITIIT
aq} Jo ‘I 'sqns ‘1z ‘s Aq paireq sem J ‘zbd: ‘TIQUIBAON
Ul UORENSTUTIpE Jo SI9339] Jo jweld oy £q Pejmanysuod
A112doad sem monde AU ;I WLAS ‘JEY POPULINOD IoGMMY Oy
‘91] 30U PMOM UONOE 3y} PUE 'aTS 0} S[31 OU pey ay ‘33eiso
S,00S S1Y JO IOJRIISIOTPE 91 JOU SBM PINSS] sem JuIm aq)
UIYM W} Y3 ye gnureid o3 se ‘JeY3 PIpPULIUOd jUEPURjap
L z¥61 ‘EI 12qUIRsON 1IN UOLJEISIUNUPE JO $I33J3] INO
oy} j0u pp puurerd aq, FEI ‘10V (SUOKSIAOLY SNOSUR[AOSTY )}
w103y ME] U} ISPUN ‘JuEpuwRjep 2y jsurede ‘ajeiss § mos
S JO 10}eI}$[UTUIPE SE ‘U0l}DE jJuwesald oy WI Jum 2y} panssl
puurerd aqy 'z¥61 ‘Lr equeideg wQ JusUMIIACE wEPRUEN
oy Aq pouso Auo] ¥ Suralp sem OgM ‘ISTPOS ummpRUR) ®
‘JUEPURSP Y3 JO 90U Feu o) £q pasned JUIpOE UE W PA[TY
sem oy mogs ‘Aemydng oq) Suole wonRUIqUIOY I[IAD I0j0WI ©
Surpur sem grurerd aqy o wos agy ‘rbbT ‘61 1equmydes mp
‘Hneo Ayunod wopAor) wogy TvEddY

Jusredmo wonoe S} PPUA 0F 2 OF PONOAUT
$Q 30T PINOO [HESP §,93TSNM 873 JO 93EP 24U 0} 'UOQEnSTUTWPE
jJo s199] jo jueid e Sumr®Iqo U0 ‘el SI0)ENSTUMMPE TR JO
Feq TORRIRI 913 JO SULN30P Y1 JEql PUB ‘JLum 973 jo 9msst a3 Aq
mondeout s31 o 93ep 93 I J0sadWooUT SEM UONOE T3 YO ‘PP H

— 3Lm I JO SYEP I3 ITE FRUOW Omg L[reso

O DOWERNSUUIPE JO SI339] N0 oXE} J0U PIP 3 INg ‘HTIR

§,u08 ST }O lojrnsmumiap® 8 Awedeo sageyueserdar € Ul ans o)

Summrery €61 'V (SUOSIACLY SNOSUEQENTY) TUOPRY aw] ST}
13pun wiy Aq 3ySnorq uwomde T W e € ponsst guurerd Ssyr

"yorq uostwtes Jo suspo

—~ons o7 [Jyuwsoyd fo o p—uoymasturtiipn Jo saanay fo moid ssofsg

OPOISTUIDY AQ PINSSL 114 M- SOPUAMSIUMLLD £G BOWI F—UOUDASIUNUDY

'NVION @ TIVINI

(pyor] "NOISIAIQ HONZE §ONIY




9Tz "M B "W I {Ebgr) (1)

peas SATY ] pue ‘JUPWNIIE Ul ST 0} PIIP Iam seser AUeR .

‘9)BISII I} JO TREIP
aq; o3 ,, ¥oeq PejE[RI,, PN syuurerd I R UONUANUOD
a3 Aq sespd yloq ramste o3 jq¥nos gmoed eqy 1z S
“6£61 “Py uonieymur] ayg) Aq pasmbar s ‘UoRoE Jo IsNED A JO
[ETLI0E Y} WIOI] SYINOUI 3a[am] Jo pousd Lroinjeis o) unpim
., PIOUSUITOD |, JOU SBM I SE ‘9JB] 00} SEM JBQ) 'I9QUIIAON
m yueid oy £q DOJNITISHOD T9M SUIEIq IPAd UOLIE Y)Y
J1 usad yeyy 'APaneuraire ‘('z) pue ! Suwmofo} EX 19qUISAON
uo A[Uo $eM UCHBISIU[WPE JO SI013[ Jo jueld 33 109

uxr ‘zk61 ‘L1 Ioquaideg uo pomss jum Aq ‘10JRIJSIUNWPE Se°

pruterd 9g3 £q worpow salyeinssaidal  oq o} payrodind 11 aTrym
yeqy ur paynjisucd Apadosd 1masu sem vonoe aqy yeyy (1)
" —penSre Aqny arom yoigm sesjd om) paster sowIpRp AR 3uq
‘20waddau §,3wrepuap Y3 YEN0IY) YITAp jo ansst 3y uo (eadde
OU sem 219y} sn alojeg safemrep rewads se somereq ) 10}
pue ‘311, Jo uoryededxd jo $sOf 10} seSeurep Teiamad Io] f05h 0F
se—pg -s§ ‘6t 101 gryurerd oty 107 Juewdpn[ eaed 3smyy 99pnf
mouocyy sty -eousdydou s juepualep oy jo uosedar £q ‘1¥6I
‘61 Iequaeydeg uo jusapooe JojowX e Of ‘Ajmami Ide ‘uos sIy JO
qreop a3 jo 1oedsal ur PESI Py (SUCISIACLF SNOITETSISII)
ULIOJe)] ME I} JPUN H[qEIA00al Sedeluep 0 ‘93RISI $ U0S
srg 0} Jojensiutupe jo Aoedes sanejueserdar sy ur Jums
‘19q3e] e £q JqSnoIiq sem vonoe pajymRI sty [T 11008

‘pear aram Sjuamdpn[ Suwmorio] Ay oI "33

R Apn dn))
(o1 pausyar ospe sem (1) sappg A 42150]
"uoISTAL] qousq s, Sury 243 w peridde aq pruogs opdpund sures
aq3 yeq3 payyrwdns st 3] 'pajoapsad st a(n s JojeISIUTWpE 3

‘019 'd y2-3 'y T [g161] (z1) obt g € -y 7 (odgr) (9)
1$¥ goequgmo) (£691) (11) gk g 'y 1 [z€61] (§)
‘1%t ‘sa1lyg (z891) {o1) ‘o1 (") [ 1 €z (ESg1) (¥)

-ezd 1 1 19 (6g81) (6) x6E “6FE smp g € (YELT) (E)

-+6E ' g O 61 (Lesr) (8) ‘ozt MY ¢ lokl1} (z)
L€9 g @ [ oo E (f9g1) (L) -g¥ -y T 1 [E161] (1)

j0 ssuen B ing ,, : (2X) Aoy upsupwpidng A Ay vddola
uy pres uoydurppepy Jo 1a3Ted pio] (1IN0 FDOIE UIIQ AEY
PINod jum 2y} Aojar} pue ‘Ajpeded aanejussardar ou pey
oy uagm oum ® je Aypedeo sanmussader v ul guured oM
Aq pensst Suwq SB PISIOpUI SBM JLIM YT {1 aavaaon)
*M¥[ UOUTUIOY JB POod 9q JOU P[MOM UONDE UE (PRS YInomie
‘moryoT 9} JO [ew) 9U3 9I0[aq Ing "Im I JO AMSSI IYY IR
PaUTE}qO 18 TOIRIISIUNUPE JO S53133] J1 JUSTOHPNS ST Aymbe ug
“(z) 28ptagmy ‘& o - Iqdnorq Apedord sem JojersTOMIpE
se gnureid o Aq jySnorq uone ag} ‘sI0pIAY) ‘pue
¢ (11) "sony | (01) GgrH A SuoT 1 3YISANUL I} JO YIEIP I JO
Jwn 993 03} ¥oeq AEEI LGy ‘PAIUELS are UORELSTUTMDE
jo s1ope] weqp  Prureld oqy 10} gessog PUE ") SPRMTS

['poID osTe am (6) ySnoykussg “a wospny DUE ! (8) (2N A
uopp M | (L) soay fo uonpiondio7) A peurn-fouogy (9) mpysivg
‘A supasT | (C) "0 ooupinsu] suomMuO(] YSHI4g @ 4DIS ‘ndvg

p 0dgopy | (V) douiofy - sousof] ¢ (€) skosydunpr A sKoygung

‘(z) 28pwmpT A pPg] CSTOmENW JO IIMESs B IIpun
sossassod oy [oiga 1S e jo juepUsjep ® daudap 0} se 0§
PU9IXe jouuwed §3mod Aroueq Ay jo omeid 9g) ‘uonen
-STHIIIpE JO §19339] Jo }weld ® UIaq sey aIdy} (1un ywdnoiq aq
0} U0 TORENSIUTIIpE Ue MOf[e JOU [ KR 943 UOISIAK]
puag sdury oy3 oy juted SHI U0 SMNOD ME] UOMINOD
puB AIOURY> 9} usamiaq opoeid T7 IDUIIPM T S1 YL
ans 0} JqSu oum pue apy om pey pnured g} USGM

a10joq Am{m jsureSe ayeise a3 piendsfes 0] IOpIO WT [HEIP
§,9)BJSa1UT 343 0} ¥oeq Surye[al se PIjeal} St} §, JOJRISTUITIPE
ue uomsLayq A130weq) ou3 ul gnurerd gy 0} vonENSUTLIPE
JO SI13339] Y3 jo JuRLd Y3 IsyE [IJGN UMI JOU DP[NOM AWM}
ased Jussard Iy} UT AI0JIIBY], |, UOTJBIISTUTWPE JO SIFNI JO
Jueld [enjoe o) WIoKy ATUO URI [i4 9TOI} IOINOAXI OU 3] 19T} ,,

PonsSs] SeA ‘210RIY} ‘1 3G, prarerd 3Y3 U J0U pUE I00)
ySiy I jo uowsal] AIRITWPY pue 200Al] ‘Aeqold I JO
JUIPISOAJ I} UT PSeA ‘UOHBIISTUTWRE JO SI}II[ JO jyreld I
Mo ‘Sem ‘qieep ST Jo 0adsaI W1 uono® jo 13U I FuTpnpul
9ses jusserd oy} W pesesosp O jo AEIse YL 'ziz d
‘1 oA ‘('po WITI) sIOIDaxy TO SUTERITAA OS[E 335 : 3y8no1q

TR S A et T
el ¥

)

T
RS
o

R R T

wviom L DG {° 0 pauTeqo u3aq jou seq geqoxd yInomy weas & SEM UOMOT I} s NS 0} I ou pry yryarerd 9q3 3ey) wvEoR
._.:.wzH ‘I0JG09X2 e 2q 1Y} J1 ‘UTL 03 uLdaG FIUO JE [[M IUT) 'Yyeap S pUEB ‘ORI g DIOA 213M UONBISIUIWPE JO SI9I] sgnued g
————— wIy 191 10 Je uoxizd paseadap v JO 9IBISS I} JO JNOAT} Ul e ol o3 PIOY SeM 3t ‘M € Sem 209y} jogf jo jutod u uagM e
—_ £461 JuisIIe UOROR JO 2STED ® JO 9SED 9Y) U] UOHOE Y3 AMISUT HE ‘10JRI)SIUTUIPE SB UOIIOR UE PIOUIUIMOD PUE UOljRlSITmIpE
O v UBD OUM SUOIWOS I 913} SSI[UN Moo Jou SSOp WONME ,, jo jueid © peureiqo peq gnureld € aruMm (I) pr2s) A P4 UL ¥V D
——— £ NOISIAIQ HONIL SONIH 4931 (vvo1) "NOISIAIQ HONHE S$,9NIX 291

D
R

T
S




pauraouod ATuo are 3p, Teadde s1q) 03 oowreastas Aue aaey ued
.. Jurpeasord 1910 Aue |, SpIOM Q) JUTY) JOU Op | |, "UOTIIE
ue jo Ao syeads 6£61 Jo oy oy | ‘smpasooid 10 .h.
Io uonnodaesord ‘uonde Aue | Jo syeads £691 jo 10V gy mﬂnsf.
‘pruonjuswr aq sdeylad PINoOYs Yotys SIIMjelS OM) voﬁoﬁ.qu
aaoqe 2y} ur adenBue] Jo DUISIIP [[EWS U0 ST I3,
*Apyuasard
13pstod [ | ‘uonreondde ou aouspLAR O] S}OB] 313 UO SEY PV
UO1I9I0LJ SITUIOYINY OMqnJd 9Y) 18y} PUIIUOD 0] ‘UNOD STy}
ur juspuodsar se ‘guureid 2y} 03 wedo st ;1 1ayraym “Zbb1

| 0% 13quiaydag 210)9q Il !, PATUIDOE UOTIOR JO ASNED 91} UM

23Bp 9y} WoIJ Ieak U0 jo uonendxad ) 310J3q PIOUILTUIOD |,
J0U Jt palieq @q PINOM UOHIE Y} '0M] 21} JO JI9Y3 PIUIQOD
) Aq ey os '6€61 oy uonermry Iy} jo ‘I ‘s-qns ‘IZ 'S
pue '£6gI 10y UONIIIOIJ SSNUOHINY Oqnd 2yl JO I 'S ul
pauyap AJo8e1ED SY) UMILM 2UO SBM YIRIP o} PIsned nu:?w
asmadiSau Jo joe ) ey asodind siyy 10] swnsse | ‘uonen
-SIUTWIPE JOo Jueid ] 138 SABD 2AU QI ISQUISAON UO e
JO JUIWHIBIS 3} PRILAIRD 9 U '159)8] JE |, 'pIouawimod |
sem wOljoE sty ey} Aes o) puurerd oyy papinius pue jueld
9} JO J1BP 2Y) WIOI} SB UOTIDE A} 0} ANPi[eA aavd ‘JlIm ay) uI
32919P 9Y) 21N 10U PIp 31 IT ..ﬁ?ﬁwﬁﬁ? ‘I0 ‘1M IY] O} UIAD
£3piieA 24eS Ual) PUR 'JOJRIJSIUTAIPE JLTEDI] 3 USYM JUSWOW
3} WO SB "JuM SIY panssl 3y Uym uonoe Jo Jydu s yuarerd
Y} peoloape UoIysm AJPIBAUL 3] DU ‘PIPHSIUOD SBM
M ‘YoM | ‘RoBq UOIIE[2I,, JO QULIDOP Y} wo ‘umoneondsi jo
Aem Aq ‘A1a1 03 pey ghurerd oy) seold 10q UQ  UOSINP 10}
s[Te0 JUrepuRiap 24} Jo eajd puooss syl I1BYL ‘9Inaeys 2l AJsnes
01 JUIDYNS S1 THTED JO JUAW)E]S ) Jo AIIANEP Jo ouly oul)
ye £119eded aaneyuasardar Jo gryurerd 21y Aq worssassod 1 L[uo
st 37 -snonpradns sem ainjels ayj jo ead oy pue ‘grured
243} Jo InoA®] ul juswmdpn{ pITeA OU ag PMOD pUE SEM Iy
UOIIO® PI[EA B I3AU SEM UOIDE o3 §I "eold sanemiye ue
A[[®91 S1 SYJUOWL IA[am} JO uUOBIUI A10jn7e)s & Jo Bajd aff]

. ‘05 Aes 03 AInp Ino
st 71 pue £1) 0] o3pn{ patres] 2Y) 210§3q. UOTIDE PIEA OU SEM
219} ‘peq arem sFurpeard sy} pure uonde ayy o1 Joj ‘Aroyednu
astmaqT aIam ‘o8pn( 1moos Ajunod psures| ay} jo juswdpni
ay1 Supnpw ‘uonoe pasoddns ayy wr sSurpasoord Eusw%n:w
e pue ‘10 swaadng o) Jo sI[my 243 A paziudoss1 uolnoe
Aoe PII3ASP 10U SEM WIET JO JUIWNEIS 37} Je( m:m.:m.vu
SMOTIO] I 1YSLE ST UOISHIOUO3 Jeyl j[ - "PIAlA3I g 10U PIRod
pue ‘peap woq sem J] AR B A[qRmOm ‘gIni} m ‘sem

"NOISIAIO HONEH S, ONIM ‘HF1

§: i

LI
S T

i

R O e

jum plo 3L 'SPV aImyedrpn[ Iy 10 HNo) swezdng aq)
jo semy Yy Jepun o[qissTarad aq 30U POMA J[ INEIIG ING
“aoua1ap Jo sygSu Suysixe sompnlerd 1ySmu 3t asnedaq £juo jou
mos A Aq Pasnyel U FABY PMOA 2JBP JEY} Woy pIres
Asanpadsonai se £1 requiajdag Jo J1M TeuISuo 3y 3213 03 WY
Aq uoneoridde wy [fe SeAs 3L} INQ 'JUM MU B PINSST 3By
U1} PMOo PUE ‘90S 03 PIHIUS JTTRIRG IDEY guid sy woljel)
-siutape Jo jueld g3 Aq eQn Sy o8 Iy waym ey Ay St 3]
-unrep sanmuasardal € Supninsqns AqQ puUawE 03 IAEB3[ PAXSE
Apusnbasqns peq pue paseddap Y3 Jo e 3 Jo passassod
Aqyme] aq o3 Sumumed jus Teuosiad B pansst pey I I Se
0s yonuw se ISN{—UOROE PIEA B 0jJU JUAUIPUSE AQ UOSIZA
-uo0o 10 aqedesu; ‘uormdo Lw Uy ‘sem UoljoR UE Yong ne
soruys usaq 2aBy A[reonewojne ‘uonedndde sjuepujep 943
uo ‘pnom uonde ay; way) sonpoid 0} aInyre; s, yuurerd a3 wo
PUR UOLEIjSIUIUDE JO SI21}3] JUI)STXe-UocU 1) J0 uonponpold
popUBRmAP 2A®Y P00 JUBRpURRP UL -Kyoedes salIBRIURS
-s1dax smq w 1deoxa umrep ALue anoesoxd o3 uonoe By W
jqdu ou pey °y ey ‘A[puosss ‘pue g8 umo sy w Funs
10U SBM of Y] 'ISIT ‘Passaued IO [OIgm UL UonoE we—¥ 1
‘ITL “3() I9PUM UOTIOE aAljEjURsaIdal B youne| 03 pawodind 37
-Jotensunmpe se 31 pansst oy jeyy Sudere (Appusoomu aymnb
1qnop ou ygnoyre) Apstey ‘i ® ansst 0y papiodind 9 EIYA
30 199dsel U1 ‘UO(3OR U 250U SUIA(AINS SBOS SIY O} I[N O
mopeqs ou pey yiurerd U3 pansst Jus JO JWH Y3 je 1Y
"A[uessaoat ‘smollof 3 ‘TequusaoN TTH jueld ou Sem 2193 pU®
rzb6T L1 Toquua}dag UO PInsST SEM JIIM I} SV TIOFEISIUILIPE
gy 0y juwmpserd oy3 worp ssed Aqeonewojne prnom i
—a10}9q }OU PUB—UIY] PINSS] 2134 UORLSTUIIPE [0 S13333]
[T Wi Ul PaUeal PUe ‘Uomsial(f AEIMUPY PuE 33I0Ald
‘31eqOId ) JO JUSPISALJ 24} O p3saa 3 ‘33e1S2JUT PP A SV
*10)TI09%3 STY U Pa1SaA 2ARY A[[eoljewuoyne e3P 514 JO JUStuoW
o} Te POsM 1 ‘T ® 39 PEY Y J] "9AIAINS 0} JT pasnwd
yoigs PEOT Jo 30V 2Y3 103 Ing IEIP ST U0 perpdde aaey pmos
., euosred wno Jmuour stretossad 010y ,, WIXEU! ME[ UOUIUICD
ay) 31 O] SN Sem TOMDE Ul 9S0YD Jeql “HO} S3Uepusiep
a2y} Aq UIny 03 PasnEd Sem Se I Jo Uolr)oadxa Jo SSO] Yans 0}
uoryesuadmod e} PPNPUL sofEmrep SIY o aInsesw 3yj pue
‘pamfm sEM 9 UsHm JUIWOW Ay} JE ‘pe[ pesesxp ) W
Pal1SeA SBA DUE ‘950IE UOUDE JO ISMED I SeSEd 80U O
aoweAsa1 astoa1d ayy Sutuyep ur diay el UOHEBUIMIIANSP IO J0}
Surstre suonsenb [eSer o o swAreue Areurmypad e JUT T
g ‘W) JO MIAAII §,PIEPPOLS) 13U}01g Aol i 2913e pue

(¥¥61) ‘NOISIAIG HONZ4. §,9NIX

[ 1035
‘NVEOL§
a

£¥61
v




8 -

5

Q

——

s B2

RVYHOR
il
TIVOR]

.31
¥

Lot

ayeqoxd jo yread oy T s, I0YBISOY STY WOI ans 0} PN
reds sTq 59ALISp 109N09X2 oy ure[d ST uosesy oYy juRId SIq
paurejqo seq gruterd ag) [un pake)s oq $9580 Swos ut few |
gonoife ‘PAMIGSUCT [[9M ST UCH)OE Y3 'UCIIIE 3Y3 JO Fuuesy
aq} arojeq-pejuerd st ajeqord se Suoy 05 ‘Jey) pue pajued
ST [ S,10)%)59) SIY Jo sjeqord arojsq uonoe Ue AINNISW UED
103MHaX3 UE U] PIUSTIQEISS [[am ‘uly} J 's13] U0 EBNSIUTWID®
j0 sI3719] jo jumid oy 2lofoq papre)s uonde ue wr Aypedes
aanpejusss1dsl e wl ans A[uo wes ogm guurerd © Jo SNIEIS 373 07
uoneorjdde Aue sey ‘932159 5,posBA0RP ® 0} 331} S IOYRIISTUTIUDE
ue jo joadsar ur pogsfqelss [PA ST QoIga ‘JoBq UONE[!
Jo auupoop sy3 Iogyeym st [eadde oy w Susue wonsenb
Ao g3 pue ‘Jnod siqy 03 peresdde Sey juepuasep SYL
‘palreq 21nJEls WIED 33 PUE jusjaduroouwt sesm uorde 3
JeY] UOMUIIUOI §,)TEpUIp 2y pajoafer ‘A[ywnbesucy ‘pue
‘wrepo s, gryurerd o3 pgdn pure ‘yuaumdre suyy paydaooe morsq
adpnl syl ‘posesdep syl JO YIEIp I} O} HOBQ PRI pu®
spn spnureid a2y pejospad uwerd juonbosqus ayy “pansst
SEM UM 9Y) USOM 31BISD §,PIses0spP 973 JO 10}RIJSIUTWPE S}
‘yoey w ‘J0u sem 9y YInogie ‘Jeiy paSm sea 31 pruweld g3 Jo
ITeqeq uy Z¥BT ‘oz equaydag arojaq o1 ‘THHI '6I Iaquiaidag
133Je 3X0U SYJTOW JATaM] UIGIIA |, PIOTIUTCS ST L S$a[um ,, 37|
e UOT}O’ OU 1Y} S1 "ased juasaid a7) joage A9 s Ief os ‘0}
peLrager suormstaold £301n3els oyj jo 309ge YL dpew Apylu
SBM UOISSIOU0D 3y} 3Eq} Jupocoj aqy mo pescsord arojarey
pire ‘pnoo ST U 10 MO[q HIN0O 3g} Wl 13gye ‘yuiod s uo
juswnre ou sem axayy] Anp onqnd e jo souensind ur Auof siy
SuLALIp seM JUBpUAJAp 2Y3 asnedaq pafdde o3 PILISIAI UOIIOS
aq} y2q) gumrerd o3 JO JTeyaq Uo papaouod SeA 1 [EM) 373 IV
*6£61 1oV moneylmyY 9 JO ' 'S-qNs 'I1Z S £Aq paireq Sesm WITE[
s, guurerd aq) jeyqy peSe[re JuEpusyap 3y} ouaddeu jo TenIap
sy woy jredy -[syoey oqy Fumels mye] [] TWOORXNT

-\.o n Q.Hmow Qo
13337] 943 ‘MO[3q PUR 2137 §3S00 UM IPISE 195 Mo7eq jusuedpn{
oqy ‘pomope aq snw eadde syl -ywod o¥3 wo uonndo
ou ssaxdxa 1 -A1dde prp 1y o4} 18q} Mo[aq papsouco Arssaidxa
uzaq pey 1 13iye ATeradse ‘Teaddy jo 17007 3G3 W SUITY 151 AY)
10} uayEy @q 03 yured ® yons moffe o3 Juoim aq PmMOM 3] PV
gsnug 2q) umgiwa |, Ajuogne onqqod |, € joU Sea JURWTIAA0T
TR} pue ‘Juswurea0d terpeue)) 3y jo Lojdws o} Ul seM (IBAD
2Y) PISNES YOIYM ALIO] AY) Jo ISALP 33 3snedsq uonedridde

'NOISIAId HONIH S9N qaAI

igb'dye g -3 1 [c€61] (1}

ou pEY 39V A} 1B} Sem 1] CMOTIq UMOd Y} Ul pIWTERSIp
Arsaidxe uwedq peq GOIgA uwonueltiod B asrel 0) ‘gryureld
a1 Jo J{eUeq o ‘st 310j3q spewt sem jdwayie yuey v peadde
yrosaxd oy @ voneoridde ou sey sULIIdOP Y3 1B} SMOTO) 3]
"SSIWIBA[0 IFQRIAUWPE Yous 3w uonysod anry aqy suredxs yorgm
“[*7 a1ooumxny jo juawdpnf 573 01 ppe 03 Sumypou 3aeq
‘Aymbe w MAuo ST PUE ,, JoBq UONE[SI, JO IALIOP 3q} U0

“JNO UM PEY SUET) AIOINGBIS It
1ayye grurerd se IojeIjSIUTIpE Ue pPpe 0] 1[3nos ‘moryejrur]
10 33n)e)Q 9y Jo meid ® o) Jemsue w ‘aIeqy pnureld oqp
,coniels o} preSaisip o3 pmoo 2y Ioj Iqgssod s 3 Moy
puElsIspun 0} I[QEUN WE | ‘polieq Syt pIPpe 2q 03 14anos
uotp® jo esnes mau ogy 1o guured remonred agy jeyy
193 MOYS SIOB] Sy} JI  "eouSep (e[ ® JO JUEpmOjep E
saudap 01 3sn[ SE )1 PajEaI) TAAST SeT LIN0O 9G] “Pajeajap 3q ,,
P[moA SUCTIBIIIIT JO SYIBIG AN} JO S0P 1} 'PIMOJE 3A2M |,
U JT ‘2I5YM PIPPE 3q 0} WOOE Jo asned 10 Ayred e mofe |,
0] pasnyar sdempe seY }1nod 3} dwerredxe Aw uy ,, : ymod
ut Apyoanip aae ‘(1) "0 24 ‘913pq A osqupy Ut “'[] UOIINIOG JO
Sp1os 29[ ‘POIO9LIMSAI 3¢ 10U P[NOI PUE ‘PIITeq Sesm TCHOE JO
Jsueo ayy “Toyexsiurwpe pagenb A[np e Aq pansst Amp 1M E
mogs pessed peg ‘zbb1 ‘61 raquaidsg souo ‘Aemyg  cjum
pansst Amp ® £q pepeoeid jou UmED Jo JusmIlelS B 0] £)IEal
9a1§ pmoo Roeq UONEB[EI JO IUMIIOOP OU pUE "ME[ JOU pHE
10%} o worisenb ® Sureq Se M IR Jo snsst aq) jo Suryeads
w 1019 Uy sem adpal paures] oy -pIJNIUIIIOD IBAIU FeM
uoQoe Y ‘pInssl UIUM peq Sem JuM 33 JJ "®sid Iemye wo
wrg d2yq jou seop sutnoop jeqy ‘mormdo Aw @t Inq ,,'yoeq ,,
UOI}E[aI |, JO SULIDOP Y} “Z1A ‘uonyeordal aures 9 03 WIALD
st oq zold qowo Aq pasTer anss] 3T} UO JEYY SMOTIOF 3T IUA
3ATJ09Fe pUE pTreA B Aq UOIOE SIY PIOUATHIHOD 3 B} PUIIU0D
0} WY 1] §t 11 SE ‘UNEP JO JUAWAIE]S SIY PalsAldp 37 Ueqm
WOPE ST ,, PIOUIWWOS |, 97 JEY) pusiuce o3 pryured g} Jog
aiqussodu se 3snl “31052131 ‘ST ‘31 Aq peouauwImiod Sutpdas
-01d [P T soesw |, UOLOR ,, PIOM 3y ‘SZOHT 30V sinyeorpnf
a3 Jo Szz s jo nonuysp a3 Aq ‘pemraouco st resdde juasoad
91} SE Jey 0S8 'I0] ‘preA UOTIDR 3T} S{ELT JOU S0P sisaqjodAy
JEY) I0G WITED JO JISWDIEGS B S© 3AT309]3p Suteq WO UM JO
JUSUISIEIS 3} PIAES £X JeqUeAON WO S18)39] JO jueld oMy ¢
‘Teye} 30U ST Jum o3 Jo ANprRAT 543 Jemy spusjuco grureid
9y , uopoE ,, plom 3} Jo Suruesw Jyy Uo spuldap I3JAI |
gorga 03 jurod sY  “UOIRE jo jySu e jo Sutleq o WM

(pr61] "NOISIAIQ HONIE S ONIY

1 g

“NVEOW
TIYOR]
961

VO




[~ 300X
TNVHOP
TTVON{

Eb61

VS VO .

auny sy je j00-PeY Y ‘J0%) UL “AN0Y) ‘PeSERRp AR JO 3erse
9} JO JOJEXISTUIODE Sy} Se J[IsWry PIgLIssp jus 573 W
ynurerd oq[ ‘940 I0j0uI sp 03 oFwwrep pue sesuadxe Tereuny
SI] 10} pue ‘paseasdp [eSUl YISUURY PpeIV 9UC JO S JO
uotje}sadxe jo ssof 83 Yoj sedeurep 1040031 03 PELI Py wLIOfeY
seT aqy Jepun jydnoxq sem uonwe sy - [T @uvadaon

‘POSSTUISTP UOIIOE 3Y) PUE PamoO[[e aq }snur
ﬁ&ma 3G} jeq} Ing jquop ou 9aey I jeifex swos Surasy
dpy jouumes 1 ydnogi(y -23eise $,9)E}S9IUI 24} 0} ISO[ Sem
ToT)o® 30 Y3 24} PUE ‘PIUTEGO SEM UOTBRISIUIWIPE JO juesd
Aue atopaq pexdxe pousd jeyy pandxe monejtung yo pouad
£103n3®)s 91y 8lojeq peousUImoD sem uonoe Iadard ou jer
SMO[[O] J] ~UOET[PU0d AIBrjuco 3y} 0} SUIMOD m Fuoim seMm
38pnf peures| sy ‘JuemIpn{ Aur ul -ponsst seM JIM A USYM
jusyedumosun sesm gorga jajeduroo worpoe e IGpPUAI 0) SE 05
PS0AUT 3q JOUTED PIUTEIQO USIQ SEY JURLS IG) mOYM [Iesp
$,2]B1581U1 Y31 JO 33ep oy 03 Apadoad sereisayut sig 03 apn
5 JOJEIJSIUTWIPE TE JO 3oBQ UOIJE[AI 94} JO SULNOCD 94} 'R
PuUeB ‘pIuSS! SEM ILIM 943 USUM 91ED 243 Je juejedmoour sem
worjoe s grurerd sy} 1€l 1qNOp ou eAey [ ‘jusmvaide argid
ur ure 3 gorgm g3 pire 3urpeat jo Ayuniroddo sy pey saeq |
YOIYM “TOAT[IP O} Juoqe st 9y juswSpnl ayy Ul Yy gim ITeap
SEY PIepporn) 19 )01q AW aSTEI9q ‘[Te3sp Ul Wy} 0) I9JeI 01
peeu T "reapd uoytsod snyy sesem ‘sonporad Alsoweqo pue me|
TOUITIOD 3} Uaamlaq soualagrp pesoddns o jo yeddns ur no
por[a1 pue “Juommdre sy} Ui 0} palIa]a) $95E0 ) JO Apnis v
‘permbex jerar reweds Awe 03 prefer MM SUONIAID dgmads
IO 10 M 9F€}Se S} JO UORRISIUNODE IO] WITE[D B
Furppe Aq ‘pa1mba1 s1 JoTlas IOy J1 ‘PoTTe}qo Wseq sey jueLd
oy Jeyye jum oy pueme o) Aidde oy pue ‘yueiS sjuspuad
JoA1e301 € jo Jweumuicdde sy ‘Apureu ‘ojqeureiqo U3 JOIAI
A[U0 373 1O S0TEISUL JSIF ) UT JLI4 I} SSIOPUR 03 ST UOISIAL
Amoueyy syp ur sopoeid pozuBo0al [P oY} SKED gONS ul

~IOJIPAID E SE X0 ULY JO JX9U 31} JO SUO ST I0 Me[ J¢ 110y 5@ ISg9

1S9133UT UE YINS PRY 5Y sS9[un JUeld v mre)qo 10U PnoM I 1o}
‘278]159 $,9)e1S9]UI Sy} Ul }S2I191UI [eRGLURq © seq surpasoord
ons ssjnsut oya uwosed sy sases gons e ur jng ‘jueld
uspuad 1ea1e001 ® Jo juennymodde oy AqQ JeIRI WLILLUT 95ED
1adoxd e ur ureyqo Wes pUE ‘51eISS 5, 9)E}SIIWT UE Jo morjoejord
ay1 10y uowmiayy Alsoweq) gy ur sTupesoord jreys Lewr
I0}BRIJSTUTOIPR UE $awooaq A[PIBumn ogm uosid ® jeqy snn
SI 3] °I02LIOOUl Ale SjuUsUajels asoy ‘juswadpnl Aw oy

"NOISIAIG HONHES SAONDI e O

papodaun  {€o61) (z) ‘o9 v 1 [oré1] (1)
‘Tako pue
wajoid jo monyoqe sy WS ‘UCISIALY oUag ¢ Fury Bq) w
waAR ‘Joell S10fRq 9N 03 PAIIIR MOU JOU ST IOJEIISTUIIPE
e I3)aqm PISTES ST 3qUIOD € 219} Ingq “‘edrjoerg A|iesx oy} ul
sreadde joege swes oy 03 jusweyels y | Juiresy syy je |,
paonpold are wONRISIUIWIPE JO SI9119] Jeuz pepacsd ‘uonven |
-SIIIpe Jo jmeld 2I10J3q 9NS ARII JOJRIJSTUTWPE U BOISTANT ,,
Awoweq) uy  (6obx ‘z Am[ ‘siqueyp or “f axowY ,,
‘(pepodexum)  yuomysy A ppssp[)  UOWRISIUIWDE
jo yuesd Sy poureiqo peq puurely oyl juswspn{ iof
JopIo 9} ple Jum JY) JO SNSSI oY) UIMISq yInoqyre ! woatd |
PUIPP 03 SABI[ [BUOTIIPUOOUNL PUE ‘S}S0D YIIM IPISE J26 SEBA |
"UOIBISTUTUIP® JO SI9339] Jo jweld 2I0Jaq JOJRIISIUIUIPE SE
Suns wosiad ® Aq pensst JUm B uo br "I Jepun Emn_m_ui
pimo1d S U Clojensmnmpe aq v uosred Iepotued
Aue AdEISejUl UR S 21973 JU ey Jou ‘Adeysejul ue Si,
axay} yeyy Ajurelso ou s alayy juerd yoms [1um 10) ‘pajwerd
Sl WOLRNSIUNWPE [uUn UOMSIALY yauag §.3uy ul ans o3,
PIANUR jOu ST IOJRNSTWWDE We Ing  'opn siy jo uonaid
-wod & AJuo Jureq 9jeqord Jo jueid o) pue ‘10IN09XD FB [[IM
sy} w poweu 3uwg a3y ‘eyeqord Sunueiqo sIojRq MR
qStyg oY) wWr 9Ns 01 PaMIIUL ST IOJNIEXA WY ,, 1 SWOTOf §E §
sonoel ] fenuay sy uy ofessed yreasarsyy Fr afed 3e obb1
107 20110e1J Afress oy ul osre pue ‘zgr aded je ‘CFH1 10§
90moRIJ TENTUY 3G} UT PAJ0 St {pIYm ‘srequred Yousg s Jury
m ‘f arowmqgg Aq pieey (z) (yromysy s poséayp ) Ised
psyodarun wE 0} PSIISEI MO[EQ HNOY A} Ul JUEPUap YL
‘sur1e) yseurerd U3 UL ME] S) 24 03 STY) SIS "paiTajar Apeeire
QAR [ QOTQM 0} 9SED 9} UI JIONIBJ PIOT ‘ILIM 2} Jo onsst
33 JO S)ED 9y} JE Wy UT PIISIA UOTIOB JO IETED B DARY jsnul
guurerd 9q3 woRoE U UrEjuTEW 0} ¥opI10 ur ‘Aynba W pue me|
TOTIOD 18 Y30 JeH} 3qNOP OU 51 219q) INQ ‘YFEIP §,9¥E)SA
3q) Jo syep I 0} Foeq SSIE[RI USY} OJaXeU) S[13 SqF puE
"apemn st 3ueld oy woym 0] Uostad a3 UI 51594 “UOTIDE Ul $I50TD
e Swpnpun 'sjejss §,9)B3saqUL 2} ‘SPBW SI UOTJEIjSIUILpE
Jo juesd T UIGA Jeq) S0J) St 3] - ‘UORRNSITIIpE jO jued
a3 00 A{os spuadep ans 03 9[1n 51 10] ‘uonisod JuRILgIp € Ul
‘981M03 Jo ‘ST Jojensturuipe uy (1) ey A ApayD Wi i1Rg
p107] Jo ymewiSpn{ oy W punoj aq 0} St 31 PaNMbal ST Sty 10}
Ayuomne Aue J] -JOINDIXA I} ST AY ey 0¥} oY sacxd uwd
10)059X9 9} goTga Aq 1IN0 JO S[RI 9} AQ PIZIUF00s] poglamr
Areo 9} ST 1 asneseq Armo Aresseseu st duuesy oyl 210J3q

(p¥81) "NOTSIAIC HONFE S,HONIH

*{~1 2s00mxP]

“NVHOIY



o1 (D) * ~7 e (9)

"16€ smp g £ (S) i pry » @ S (zzer) (2)

‘ozt ' ureg ‘oz MV T (M) . €2 'g 2 0 € (Lzgr) (1)
3q SN PUT S SI93I6] N0 dFE} 0 PINNITS mostad Ay asmeseq
uorjoR 9 03 wonds(qe OO 3 PNOM I} TOREl)STUTIIpE
oq) w Arewgeusq ® 2q pmoa ofga dosred ® £q qSnoiq
;U ‘ptre ‘s1ene] jo juweid e Surpwed 1varader ® jo juswymodde
agy. oy Suryse jusm T A0Ss 0} 3q PMom $onoeId wapowr Iy
*332359 53 199j01d 01 JBN0Iq ST TOIOE QY “JUM 33 JO IEP
3} }® SpEW We3q 10T SBY jueid e ISMEDI] ‘JUEPUIRD ' Spew
st gosiad & gons asoqm Io gryurerd sy SI3)19] HTE}QO O} PITINUR
uosrad 2] AYA IOYIL ‘pIleEejep 10U AR HORRNSTUNIpE
@ Uy souELgeulq 3q pmom oga suosiad Aq 1yfnoiq suonoe
18Ul MoUs A4l °s91eise Jo woijensmurmpe 94} o) SunEpl
$}INS 10 S)MS UONENSIUNUPE 3Iam SIsed 2593 TV -{g) 2uswopy
A 2usof pue ‘() skesyduingy s shkeaydunpr | (¥) 3prmmy

‘pagrodeauny (€)

‘A 2. 7—pare)s wonsodord oYy 107 Ajuoyine sB 0RIRIY AT

~UEY7) §JPTIE(] Ul Pa3I0 Ie YIT[A SISEO o) 03 19721 03 fnous
SL1] 9P 00} S| BOISIAL AI0URY) 373 U 9WOP 9q ATuI eum
0} SB JUam2}e}S 5] pue IYdu sem ‘[ aTowmIyg JO WOTSIOIP 3Mm
‘morurdo Awr ny  -Ajueipne [mpquop jo 3q 03 {E} yuoaysy
‘A US4 [ SISPISUOY YITYM 0FI0RILY ALIRI X 33 UL 310U 343 ST
1oega aures 3y o] 2SE -d 'pe g 901I0RIJ AI30URT) S, [eTaR(]

03 opEW SI a0uaiRja1 pue ‘Suuesy o1 je paonpord are s

90} 1°q3 pepusoid ‘wonensmmmpe jo jueid arojaqg Ins Aewm
I0JEnSIHWPE e UOISIAK] AT2OUeY)) 24} U1 }eq} Pajeis st U
2oy -ywemdpn( azojoq jmerd e poureiqo pEY ogs- NG ‘M
97} 30 I3EP A} JE PIIURIS WeIY J0U PRY SI9IIR] Wohm 03 10})eI}
-smmurpe se Suins mostad ® jo jins ag) 1 pewreiqo juewdprnl ®
2pise 335 siaqureqd ur [ AroUNIYA ITYJ PIJeIs ST 31 21oum
‘uonyTpa £F61 5Y3 Jo 29I d mo ST IO EYD Y JOOY ISUWLIOY Y3 uY
‘oN0ely A[TEa X 273 pUe [enuiry 3y U giog pajm (€) yromysy

R

S

'gog 'fog ‘0 v 1 [9161] (z) “¥6z ‘@ 'g D = (rag1) (1)

‘s wosgwoyy ‘ol pue 6 ‘g ‘uohenswmmpy ‘w3 .,
s,;uAmo7) 398 1 PoEIas oM St jutod oy WO mel AL “JuURId SIY ,
5128 9 210j2q JOJEISTUTUIPE SB TOTDE UE nJNSUT ‘uopRRy) ,,
‘Joumres pue ‘JueLd STY RPN A[F[0S [ SIAUID PUBY PRHO
I To 'IOJBRIISTUTIPE Ty ST} STY saoxd o3 pamofre st 3 ,,
‘4mo7) ay3 JO Se[mY 93 Aq ‘GoryA Ul Sem Lfuo gy st Ajeqoxd
10 uoponpaad oy IsMEOSQ jug “syeqosd uo spuadap apy,,
STy asmedeq Jou ST STRF Ing ‘3eqord 9I0jaq INP B UMEIO
3017 ST 31 JOUNED BY C[Iw I sesold 9Y arojaq I0INAXD JO
13)7eTEqS SY) UT HOROE UE JJNINSUI Ued oY ey s1 uwdnb
-35U00 Y} pUE ‘Yjesp 5,103¥}S9} I3 uodn WG UL $3S9A
'smopor jo sYSu (e Supnpm ‘03eysey gy jo Aedoad
reuossad sy "eqoxd jo jueid AU® woIy JOU pU® I0}EISIT
STy jo WM @) oy Ajuomine pue 3NN S SIALLD ,,
10jmO5xa ue jeqy respe amb st 31, Pres 3y (z) Aoy A
dygmys W sepummic]) EPIPR[ 3T} Jo 01APE 3y} SULRATEP
w Py pIoT Ag pIels ARAIRIIOTINE SeM 1oadsse1 sty ur
IO7ENSTUTWPE PUE JOJNIDXI We Jo Wonsod Y3 W USREIP YL
MOsLIOS 0} UOIRNSIUTIPE JO s513313] syuei®¥ Y I3 TOISIAL(T
ajeqoIg I JO JULPISIL Y3 U $3S9A "SIPMIEYS IA[[IeR S}IBU-2I
oodsar ST} W PTA PV SIRISH JO UONENSUINPY A3 jO
anpna 4q ‘mou pue "ATRUIDIO oY} UI [IBIP UO pASIA Ajzeumwio}
‘woro® W sesoq Jurpnpout ‘Arredord s,23eisoUt Uy ‘uonysod
JUIISEIP © UT §1 JOJes}STUNIOPE Oy  ~PIsSTSIp jou inq ‘pedels
3Q [ WOWOE Y] 'PUOP meRq SeY SIYY 1Y peagoxd oy uorpoe
3} Mo[[e 30U W PUE PN SIY 309ped 0} wry sarmbaz oo
a3 INQ ‘ans 03 IPN B Se IF  "PIsEINSP I3 JO T[4 35E] 93 S
103NN SE WY SSUTEU YOrga [iIs 903 JB1) aacxd 01 ‘St 3R LM
oy sao1rd 03 st op 03} sey I [[B PUE 10IEISV I} Jo [P
a1y wox se3erado OTYM [ 3y} THOYJ PIALIIP ST [T S, 10INIIAI

“A yos4spre 7 J0 35E0 poplodarun U] SeM W O] PIID AJLIOGINE WM ou} Jem) ‘3qUOP O ‘ST STy IO} UOSEAI Y[ (1) upds
Amo syl -preasrd jsnwm 1913e] a3 ‘Ayibas pme me] waemiaq mw fo yupg prosowmo?) A wiv] : payread st syeqoxd I@ muUn
JOTguUOD ® a1am alegy i ‘iey} pue ‘Aymbas wr os op pmoo g wm, padeis aq Aew suonoe ay} ySnom ‘apeqord Sumureyqo 910394,
5199391 70 Jmerd ® al0Jaq ME[ JB 905 Jou PO JOJRIISTNUIpE Ue i SUOTIOR JMISUT UED 1333e] I} I0JNI0XD WE SIUEU Ua197) pue
ySnogy "JEq} HOSR{OUoD 3y 03 sured ‘Juawmdpni peucsear [om sm 1is © sare] uosrod PIsEROs] © JIYM JBYD JQROP O ST IRYL .
T1eP™0  nire myered ® U1 ‘oga ‘afpul 1mos £junoco paures] ) 03 PAID g astre TR
wwiow 30U SeA 95%0 STUL -yurod 97} JO SAISTIUOO UE) ISLAISGIO SE - uonsenb 13yzo OU PUE ‘Bms 03 A} OU peq oy uoswd e Aq  xvop
rvoyy  ATHOYINE g81Y gons yo juswsounouocsd € 3eal} 03 s[qissodut s 31 i 1ySnoiq Sureq S PEQ ST UONOE 9T} 12U SMORO] 31 JOU SBM UYL yyng
erer ‘3mod sngy Uo Burpmq Af[eonnyoe) jou Ydnoyy ‘pue ‘ISUUNG ] “pIp 54 U2GM 30s 0} PIIIUR SBm ST IAPIYM St uopsenb ayy - cves
/d/v plo7] pUR UOSUT{IY PIOT ‘MGIleT PIOT AIaM pIECq 9} & "PAISANAP SEM WHETD JO JUSUIANEIS 9} 9TI) 3113 £q os suop pEy Y
D B e JO SIaqmemI Ialo Syy (2} yévp) A Lepoogs (I} sprouday u 1$noy3 ‘UONEBNSIUTWPE JO S19333] paureiqo panss! SEM JUM ) )
1
-, "NOISIAIQ HONAS S, DNIH S'91 &350 ‘NOISIAIC HONHE S ONIX ol1




Pl

.o.m.n.uvﬂ

61

[T paEppon

RVHO
Ta

TIVON]

/Wl 14,0

D VD

“— &1

v 107 gegs o3 Aq jsenbal e Jo yusuwrsiss € jo jred s qrounco oq3
Aq uaard wesq Smaey saouesmo[re 9q3 IEYY ! POIOPUAL BNIAIE IO)
uone1sprsuca agy jo 3red se pred arom sI0URMO[E Sq3 30 ‘PIH
—: IOWPNE JOINSIP S jO TOBRSP aq3 ysenb 0} wonowm B 0O
‘wE] 0} Amnood auojaem) 2rs pre ‘nuadmer sy Aq mouncd
Y3 0} DAIFPUII SIVIAIIS 3} O3} UCTIEIS OU DEY SIOUEBMONS 91
jeqy pmmoid o4} OO ‘[IDUNOD ) JO SISQUINT UTeRted padregams
PU¥ §30mEMO[E §, TIPS 10} muvwied sy pPamo(TEsTD [IEIH JO
AnsTany 943 30 I07IPHE JOMSIP AL "TOREINPS SWG-[0f FToinpun
o wengda 19pm 1o ‘efe jo sIesd wespmop Ispun PIYY (IES
107 qoam Jod ‘pg ‘5T JO SOURMO[TE WE Aed 03 ‘smopim PUE SIomMODLA
‘g POLLIETD O 9S¥0 a3 OI 'OS[E DOE Shuoq Inm SUnsDe o
AfTersual S5EAIDUI 0} GQIIUIMICY INOQE] PUE safum ‘sarreres 31 Aq
uoyEpuswmosel € paydope [PUNGD 0% ‘Yem sy 03 anp Suray jo
1500 PISESIDUL 9} }eSUI O GRS 93 JO UOHBIUNIAI DUE SILIE[es
23 Sursesiont 10} stesodosd porSNOSTP 919m QOTYm JB ‘TIOUNOY A3 O
seanmuesdal pire [rouno) A wreySarmng 93 Jo Fejs [Enwem
-aon oy Jo svAnjeymessador agqy mesamijoq sHupeewm Aumofog
“z "5-gns oY s *(16 ‘9 'S ro2n ¥  £T) EEGT
"17Y PueNsuOReD) 1000 T—AIDITT—ueipniyd of sooupmony—,, oY
“DIFURMIA NQDUCSTRY | —SE2fJD Jo UONDAFURWIT—IUIMUIZL0T) (D30T -

'SYHHLO UNV STMHAT 'S "M 40 TvdAddV

HHATVM 40 NOISIDHT 24 4] -

wyo0s D M pOureld 10§ SI03OTOS
00 @ woydurg T FURPUISP 10} SIONDIOG

pamoye IGEY

51500
M ‘MO[Rq HNOD 3] Ul JUEPURJAP Iy 10§ parvus juemidpnl
pUE ‘53500 Yim pamope oq ‘woimdo Am w ‘pnogs reedde
ayy -eouadmSeu Jo anussi SY3 UO }50] L3Y3 Se §3500 Jo uwonsenb
] pIPUSNPUT 4By [Em JUdnu os op 0} AIN[rE} I ‘reln
211 [ 31 Jo joadser U1 uonoE ou mANE} prY SIUEDPUAJSD ag} puE
taA18 usaq pey uondmosep redoxd o JI puRq IO I UQD
“paaes ussq 2aeq 1q3rux ssuedxa yo [Bap Pood E PUR ‘UCNOE AR
sstwstp 0} uoryeordde ue Aq ‘a8eys Ajres £194 T J¥ DISTEI WB3q
aary Jysrar wonsanb a3 uopensIUTLpE JO sI18335] 03 pPIRINUR

'NOISIAIG . BINEH § DMLY ¢

o9 -0 v 1 [9161] {¥) orE gy § g T (2)

Lfgsp-[negt (f) "oz€ ) WIRg 1071 MY = ()
uostad Y} se WY pequUOssp LM Y PEY  -IOjENSIIIpE
93 JW00Rq PINOM I YL ARG 0) U0SEI AI2Ad pBY puE
peyoadxa prre podoy yryurerd oy} 3ey; punoi? sy uo paynsof aq
jouued uonjdiossp © Yong  “I0jenSIUIWpE UE JOU sem gryureyd
973 3243 23pajmouy 231} 0} UIED 31 1BY) 2FBIS I9)E] B[L} 10U sEM
W oY) aq [ A 31 3By} PIJIIUPE JOU ST UORBRLSTUIWpPE Ay}
Jo Jue1d aqy ey ST Pres ST e} [ 30ULjAp By UT JBY3 J0¥) IY)
woiy 133ed 1 yINoy) ‘A0Uy 10U Op | SHURPUSJAP SY} PI[STWL
3 IeRRYAN  IOJRNSIUTWIDE 33 SB Jua oy ur guurerd oq)
poquosep 2aey 03 Juoim Apmue ‘noruido Aw ur'sem 11 ey
A®S 01 21159p [ IUWBDUALAP 1) 10} PaI9jUL Usaq IARY 0} JyYIno
yuswdpn! poe Jusiedwoour ‘peurewpI sAEm[® PUE ‘Sem uoIOR
S1G) JBY3 ST }[NS51 8Y]  'SIAlAINS UOIII® JO 3sned a3 papraoid
‘qIesp SIY A10J3q 3IBISAIUT 9G] O} POOUIDE peY IBY} UOIIOE JO
3sne0 ® jo Joadsar ur ans Aewr 34 se ysni ‘yuesd oq3 Jo 238p 2y
PUE TIEOP 373 JO 33Bp Y} USaM}aq UISUE ARY YOMM SI0}jew
jo yoedsar ml ans ABW I10JRNISTUTCIPE 2U} JEY) OS AVBQ SIIB[AI
SN ) ‘PIUTEIqO URq AABY SIS)I] U0 ‘JEI S1 MOUs Aoy
v -uonsenb sty o3 voneondde ou aaey Loy ‘yieap a1 03
IOBQ ST JOJENSIUNUPE 343 JO 331} Y3 pajuesd are s1e9]
30UC JBY} MOUS IPIYM sased Aemr ay) Iapisuod 0 AIessaosu
I ST 10N JUBPUSIIP E® 0} JOUSJSP ® DIOPE 10U PIP SI9}33] JO
UISQE Y} gITYH UT 20 INs 03 AP STY Ys1iqeyso o) grurerd 10§
ATeS5200U JOU 313M SI33]3] YOIyM U1 Sa6ED a1 Lag] “me] Jo Il

St} 03 aoydaoxe UR 10U aIe [[BIUB(] Ul PRUOHULI $I5ED YL
“jutod
STy} U0 JaEmpucd st jeqy pue (V) Apoy) A Ay mofio)
0} Hn0d s1y3 3o Anp urerd aq3 sty ‘uonudo A uy ‘asnedsq Juaty
-ndre ur payo seseo Auew oy} yFnowyy oF oy Aressadeuun st |
nq ‘yutod ut Apoonp are ‘Aymba ur syms yoq (€) uony fo wuoxn
-040¢407 A (psusD-Kausony  (z) 2awysiog A suvag “SoUOYnE
Isye] 93 03 ATENIUOD ST Y PIp 2y J1 pue 'jueld B paule}qo
9Y 210J2q JOJENSIUNIIPE S [NIq € {7 03 uossad & 03 uado sem 31
1ns Ateoueyy Awe wl Y2} umop AB[ 03 JUeanr 2 HUY3 JOU Op |
nq ‘ANnbs jo 1umoo ' w paxmbar jou sem jeyy pue SN
Q3 jo pejoad ayemr 03 aamy pnOm Y 3BY} ‘TOr}RIjSIUTLIDE
0} pepnime Apareur sem oysm uosiad v Aq oqeuwrmjurewr Sutaq
10U MT[ JE UOIDE UE 10} uoseal B B 2a®d 'Youdg s Sury oy}
Jo 2omsn[ j2rqy pI0] Ussq OSTE PEY OGM ING ‘IOTFOUBYD PIOT
T9Y} “SAIMPIRY PIof (I} 25ptaunT A g UL ey anay ST 3]
"apewl. Usaq 384 Jou seq juwesd 9q; §3noly jUEpUSIep ® SpEW

{81 "NOISIAIG HONES S ONDI

I1 preppen

“RYEOR
.._.Hmwzu
ErGr
‘v

zly




= : .




- N E 4E S EE S EE Ey 2 S IR BN I AP e e Em
T

II°) wouew
pow baxg op

..m__q

Szozdmf

4455 ]

VO

*[1 soueR

“varsiig

A

agrrmr]
vHILII)
TOHIRNAG

flll
Qo

~

114}

VO

. PONSST gBM J[In 33 US[A SWQ o3 I¢ 30U Peq NG ‘Juepmpow 4q -

aﬂnggoﬁhaggvaéuﬁbmﬁnuﬂkugo& i
yoq ‘ogr g N [W61] wesogy A podup Surdidde (xhb— pry
—! HORROSIUIIDE JO EINIS] INC UIYE}

@esp 51 Jo 3edsel UT S0y BJURPROY [EIR] 93 wpun seflemrep
10} &wedes sanensmummpe Te Wr woRor We jgdnoiq ‘pueqsny
posEeosp 19m jo juepuadep sios oy} sem oya ‘guurerd eqy,

IS “(§6 2 “p14 BT @ Lz) YogI Py sepoy owg—E s
€6 '2 1314 01 P 6) o¥gY ‘B siipLoay oI —¥ "4 'E 40 O S H—
pomonD fos fusipustu —sSurpesso s Furburiq sof suisy fo uooikyT
—mppusdap sp Apoodoo  mmpraipus ws Fuans Ag pum puswio
03 wonmoddy—ymwq woyms on—ems of Jinuord fo amI—sry
HUIPIIY (DI0.] JOPUN UADIS—HONDASIUIGPD fo S0y fo pupsd adofeg
AOIDASIIMED g PINSSS JLi 4 SOIDASTRINDT AQ HOBIY—NOHDISYHITHP P

‘AUANNVT WVALS NOLIAS 4 NOLTIIH

g1T7T M )
ssanq @ Swapng  synureld 1of SIS
"0 § wvydp) ‘Hyoimy) 1 JUEPUIJAP 10] SIOYON[OS

"§3500 1M passtmsTp aq snu readde oy
yeq) s01de [ -moissassod 10 19p1o we spewr AQygdu o8pn[ pmdo  n

Ajunoo o) pue 'ssed Juosaid S U OGNy @Iem m.mo,u
30 30V 913 Aq TMOp PTE[ SUORIPUOD 93 [{e 383 ST IMSAI oYY,
“PROTIUWOD 2134 mwﬂﬁooooa
Juaserd ag3 aI1ofeq 351000 jo ‘pue ‘ymb o0} 20007, 373 Jo IED
a3 210joq poseed pey jusmiopdws jeqy se ‘Juiod M3 PRSP
0} Aressooaumn ST 31 jNQ ‘93Ep JUEAS[I I} ST ST} B} MILA
93 03 AUTPUI [ "35ed 3Y presq a3pnf pmoo £yumoo I} 2107
Lwedmoo guureld g3 jo jusmiopddre 2y W 9q OF PISEX
PEY JUEPURIAP 2} Jqnop ou aq Tes 2R} (*A) noamusw 0ySY -
‘JATEULIE 2} U PARMSTE 3]
1suur (*ay) uonssnb pue Auedmoo gryured aq; hn_ Jrawdordurs
s1g jo sowenbaesuoo m juEpuajep o o) payweld ADURUS) B M
ymb 03 20130u a1} hn PIUIULIIIOP SBM [orgsm LoUeus} 5} SO

-Auedmoo ymureld a3 Aq juswdodurs syy. jo souenbosuon:

m JTEpULySp Y} 03 pojueid sea Lourwe] JRU3 JE(R JqUOP oU
aq e 91913 pue ‘IFHI ur pajesmd AduEus) w3 pmm pred sq o3
PONURUOO JAl 3} M4 AW U  -pejerard Aqaiay) sem Aoueus}
a1 ® jEQ} Suproq 107 punoxd pond om s9s TeD T INg ‘pIsER
pey jusmAoidure sTg zoye JUEPUSpP 9Y) WIONY {oom B SOI
30 31 513 jdeooe o) penunuod Auwedwioo yryurerd 31y 3¥G; IR}

"NOISIAII HONAd S,ONIX A1

Cos ‘S6F g W 1 Tvon“_ {r) Lok *yo¥ ‘g 1 [1267] (1)

st 37 -juewmire jeq; 3dsao® j0u Op [ INQ ‘WOBTIPUOD Iures
uﬁ_ 03 poy eseo yuwesard a3 WY 90ULPLAR o ey pondre juep
AP 073 IO [35UMO)  "PIOTPUE] 93 Aq JuemAo[dwa $,3UETY)
a3 Jo souenbasuoo UT pajueld Ussq 30T PEY YRIgA ‘AduEne) mau
v sea 3mb 03 20m0u oy Aq pourTmIalep SeM YOIGM AOTBUS} I}
7} MILA 31} %00} HM0O STYY (2) wopéod "A proy UL  { PIOTPTEY
o3 £q yoemfordms s1q yo sousnbasmoo ur yuewe)y S 01 payurad
190q pry yoma Aoweus) ® ‘ymb 03 sonou oy Aq powrmLRiep
sem [OTQM ‘ASURTR} 93 SBA\ ! SMOJ[0] Se payels A[eyeincom
2q Aem ‘swn JER 3 SE ‘PIPRSp °q 0} SEY Yorgm uonsonb
gy #oa Awt uj ‘3mb 03 sonjoun Yy Jo IjEp I ST PApLAP

| oq 1snm wonsenb ST} (MM 32 S eI o) 3eY3 (2) wopuD)

A ppoy W 1moo sty Aq paress sem 31 ‘(ar) wonsenb 0} sy
;sak |, aq jsnwm uoyysenb sTg) 03 TemsTe ag)
arojaray] tPé1 €1 Bnﬂuooﬁ 03 dn ‘sresd ouros 107 Awedumods
pryurerd 5y j0 jnemAojdure oY T seM 3TEPTYSP IY) JEq3 JqNOp
ou 3q weds 2153 (M) uonsenb 03 sy 'papracad Sureq uonepom
-moooe Sursnoy 10 TEUOIIPUed JIMU0S [Ila 0TI PaIsus sem
JuewmAordurs J0J J0RITO0 € R 250 Jussad 9y W paaoid usaq
10T SeY 37 SSNEIAq ,,'0JUN PIAIIUR U3 STY uﬁﬁho_mﬂw ons |,
10} 1OBENUCO € ﬁoﬁgc.:m Sureq norjepownocoe Juisnoy UO
TeUONIpLoo 'moyM 1A 10, (J) 'T ‘(RS I spIos 3y preSorsrp |
-smosiad 1omo jo jusmdordwe sumi-spoys o) ¢ padeiuo
sem Jnq ‘spnurerd gy Aq amyny oy w jusufodwo wn
-ooqm 4of paffefion wadq pey Jmydg ‘SP61 ‘mudy 03 Areugayg
wog ey W o) swees 3] ‘[T uouuryory Aq pejess suosesr
31 30J 30U PIP S JEG) AUIYY [ Inq ‘9)ep Wres e j2 uondinssp
ST} PAISMSTE 91 JIIATMA IPIFP 0} “A0JIIA} ATessesoutn 51 3T
‘spreato ‘SH61 ‘91 fudy moxy sgrured o Jo JuemAopdws sy
-oT0UA 33 U1 poffedus ses JIMUDS JE) IqUOP OU St A Se
“aaryenrgre a3 tr (1) nonsonb fuuamsue ur qdu seam 28pni o
os Sureq JeY]  '93EP JIYJ0 AUE 03 I9jas PTOOTs ,, Juembordme
omn-oloqa siq W peBeSus ,, MO[O] GOTGM Splom 3G} Aum
Toseal 0T 335 [ *0z6I o 10y o M sieadde 11 se eseryd sures o)
UO UOISIOIP ® ‘(I) ApLpJT "4 2paz N 295 'JULIEI] 913 1O A)BP 33 O
19J0130Y 33 03 '[ o8 J0 (F) "ered ur ,, pexmbas Ajgenoseas st
SPIOA 9T} eI} PAPIas [ea st () noa..ﬂnw 0} SY do_mmummom
30} IOPIO UE IYBW O} I[qEUOSEII AIOW 2G PMOM I IAYA ur
5% € omBew 0} JNOGIP } PUF [ WY Pz 2913¢ A[rerpaco
I pue ,'sex ,, (1) uonsenb paramswe oSpn{ oyy -ed am
03m JEq Yool snw o (ar) pue (M) suonsenb Juuamsue jo
asodimd 213 10 S[IYM 95T ST STEIY 9 TAYM D Y 12 Funsie

[o981] "NOISIAIQ HONZE S SN

T3 vy

~arang
“a

QELINT]

‘{mvEDCTRY)
VONIHNET

1438

0

ko




TAMONAY]
HVELG
NOLING
‘8
NOXTIF],

SHor

/g e
-

——

06 ‘N 'Mm [EE6T) (2) i
107 3wy 3y} o monEyUny Gy Auo st 3y . -Kyoeder rencsrad

B I0 JANENSTUTUWPE e Ut sons gryureyd oq) 19q1oqM jmse1 owmes i

373 s¥Y 530y 9597} I3puUn UONDE UE yeuy Jurses JUIWpMRWIe o) =
Juimorre 10] punod [ewads st 219y 107 pavse JuaWIpURUTre S
Ao[re 03 1g98no Jnoo aqy ‘Aywedes saneusserdar & m 193nony |
9IE 510Y SHuIPOV [eyeq aqy 1epun sfurpasdoxd oy3 pue Suori
ST WL JO JUITINEIS Iq} O TONONIISUOD 3YY JO MILA STq} JT © -

: -sSurpassord
Loymoopdmr w jred joo) pue resk ® poyrem jnq witkp -
JO JUATNITEIS AU UI WIreY 9y} Ine y1s 0 pardde aawy plricd
Louy  wopenstuwipe jo Jwesd ou pey guurerd sy jey3 POl

s1am Aoqy usgm AysemSdin oqy Jo sreme aureodq SIUTPUP |

Y} 219H ‘9NN JBUCSESY B UTQILM SPRUL 3G ISHIT JLIM B opise
195 0} voyeadde Aue ‘z 1 19pun

“uoU JEY} IEep 3 S{euwr ‘'z pue I ‘U ‘ol 1piy [(z) uoe
Pstyoy o4 wJ 0) polrsjer Aagj] "OONONIISUOD NI SU O
WD) JO JUsTU3Ie)s 3 Aq 2Uop sem ey} pue Juepusdsp ajos s¢

Ayoedes Teuossad ® ur ons o3 gryurerd ayp pejqewd teyL I s -

‘981 10V SIUPIOIY [1e,] Iy3 UTGIL 9580 uT Aproeden [euostad
' ut sjuepuadsp oqy Aq Jo IO0JRISIUIIPE 10 IOJRSIXD UR Aq
745101q 3q PO $PY SIWIPINY [eIB 2Y} 19PUN WIEP o) 0T
"UOTYRNSTUTIID® FO 515319] 300 Uaxe} jou pey yrywerd oy asnedsq
PIOA SL wirers yeqy (r) wpsopy s fipSu] UL GOISIIIP 943 JO MaiA
Ul puT palinuod sem ‘FEGI oy (SUOKIAOIZ SnOLUE[ROSH)
UWIIOJY M 93 s Tey 05 L3wweded sAnEI)SWUTCIPE Ue Ur WIE)D B
apew ATUO TWITEP Jo JUams}e)s o3 Ajroedes JATIRIISTUTUIPE UE i
Wrep © 9peW Ao Jum 3y Ay 'sened jo ropurol-mou 10
Iapwofsit 3q3 yo uoseas £q pajeayep 2q 03 ST 2P IO YEMED
ou ‘IT 1 ‘9r ‘10 A&q wqymyg Aypedes sAnjensmmpe we W
Speu St UITe € J1 Aes 03 ATessadau 31 saxyewr ‘b 1 ‘€ ‘10 pue G 1
81 10 £q payruirad st Areuosied wiry jsureSe 10 £q swrep Qs
I0JENSIIWP® 10 I03N09X3 Ue Jsurede 1o Aq swrep Jo 1apuro[ y
‘Brureld ouy doj uvwpoon) “py g PUe Y uosspusl T "D

“pareadde ymured
9Y] UONIOP S poungye [ })oWilg pue 2A®d} postyai
wiseur 3y, -Awedes feuosiad ® ur gnured aqy Aq wrep
B} 2R 0} SE 05 'S]OY SIUIPIOY [EIR] Ay} ISPUR WTE[D At
Surhrea pue 'PEGI J0Y (SUOISIAOLY STIOSWERIOSTIY) ULIOJSY me]
3Y3 JepUm WED 31 In0 Suriils £q WL JO JUIWRJEIS PUE JLism
39} puawre 03 3A®a) 107 pardde arojaroyy gourerd syy  pardxs

‘NOISIAIQ HONHH S SNIH gAY

"$1990p 08 1MOD 9} SSAU |
proa 3uipascoid e 19pUAI 10T S0P SIMI [im souerndumon

091 g "3 {Fk61] (1)

peq ‘spy 2soqy wpun wrep ¢ jo SwSauq aqy 10f gbgI Jo
1PV 93 Jo € 's Aq payrary ‘Y)yeep o} Jo 3yep I} Wog syuow
2aTam) Jo pouad a1y} heseq SPY SIIRPLIY [8184 94} Idpun
148no1q 2q Jou PMOED uoRIE Mou © ‘poridde swyy JT U0 patfar
2q 30U PMMOD YIEIP 5,93ISOIUI 3T} 0} 20N §,10)ENSIUTWIPE UE
$O W9BQ TIONE[AI Y} JO SULIIOP 3} JEy pue juaiaditoour
Ses 'JN0 TIXE} Weq PEY UOHRNSTUIUPE J6 SI3NI] 240Jaq
238359 §,U0s 12y Jo xujersmmpe se A1peded sapejwesa.dsr
® ur ons 0} SuTurep VE6I ‘Y (SUOISIAGY] STRU[ROSI)
Hco.mom aeT ) tepun gnurerd ® Aq jySnoig wonpe me jey
{x) untopy “A frodug m paproap sem 31 ‘EFHI ‘oI 13quIadaq uQ
€61 ‘2z 19900
uo pojueiS ATUO M QoG  ‘UCHIETISIUTWIDE O SIANI
Jo jue1d ® paureiqo jou pey grnureid Y3 WrEpE JO USRS
oYz JO AIDAT[3p 513 PUE JLM 3Y) JO INSST Y} JO U} o173 IY
-_.-wOOHlo*mH o
‘510V SIUSPOOY [E3Rd ) I9pUN Pasesosp Y JO qIesp 343 Jo ,,
uoseay £q sSeurep paragns SeY OuM Paseadap o) Jo juepuadsp |,
2705 U3 F[9S19Y JO JyaUaq oy 30 pue 'PE61 'y (suomtaoig |,
SNOJURROSTI) W0 MET 93 IapUun 33B)ss Yons JO 1gouaq ,,
oY} 10} 2)eISP §,PISLIIR, 9} JO XLIJEISTUTUDPE SB UOLDE
ST} s3ulq ‘paseanap UOYTH WYO[ JUeLT JO MOPLn 343 ST ogam
gmurerd oyl ,, : MO0} 5 sEm X “ered pue ‘£¥61 51 gorely uo
WTEP JO JUSHIAIEIS B PAIAT[AP Y5 |, FEGI ‘ov (suostaoig
SNOAUE[0STHY) WIOISY MEBT Y} PUe SPY SHUSPIOY TRIB]
aqy o suowstaod 1y 03 Juensund Lynp A1oynge)s jo goearq ,,
pue souedyau 10] syUEpUsyep Y3 jsureSe sofewrep ,, Sunarep
‘278159 §,pasesdap o) JO XLIYBISIUIIDE §€ JUA B Pansst ‘UOTH
a0y Aoy ‘guurerd 2y ‘€61 ‘6x Lreniqag uo pur ‘sespurard
SITEPUSSp 2y} U0 padoldurs a[Igm I 03 JUSPLIE UE JO JMSal
oqy se pap pueqgsny s pnurerd oy ‘zhbI ‘6z IaqoloQ uQ
‘[ ¥eng woly Tvaday

. *fyroeden euosted € o1 moRoe moun € Furusunmoo
woy grureld oq peyueasid gorgm ‘ghgy Jo 30y o3 Jo € 6 Aq RV
53USPI00Y 238 91 9pun ot ue furduug 107 poxy Ju SWR ST
J0 1gousq oY) JO sUEptojep of3 oalidsp pMOs JUSUPHSTIE UE
qous mopre 01 fywedes renosred 1oq w grurerd og3 £q 3gdnoaq
U0 OJUT UOTYE W) MIAUCO OF §% 05 ‘YJeap €,pueqsny A 19ye
Teak © Tey) S10W WMTE[D JO JUIUIAIEIS DUR jLI4 O3 JO JUOWHPUSUTE
UE mO[E 30U D{0OD 1UOD I} ‘Jnsax Iwres 2y Qe Lpedes
reuosted = ur 3uepuedop ojos se grurerd oq Aq jyfSnoiq wseq sawy
pinco nonae o) qFnomTe "y ('z) pue ! woReEnsSMTIpE jo juweil

H@vaﬂ ‘NOISIAId HONHH S ONIY

' KMANAV]
NO11OS
HOLTIH

11,71

e




k.
TSI IO

“AMQNOY
FYALS

Horrng

n
HOLTIH

13 43

nw/\du
-

3s0qM U0 ostad ) Jo aured : 3JnJEIS oY} JSPUN OP 03 punng st
s qoTgM ‘Y SIUIPIOY [eve ] 273 03 juensmd sremonyred oq
‘s9A13 9YS }® PIY00] ST ‘JUBAI[RI SI S€ Tej 05 ‘mre[d Jo jusTIiNe
73 10 31591 ot wqay  qdeifered oqy pear os Jom OP I WY
WLIOJAY MET 9} JpUN WIB[I I 0} PAUPU0D 3q IS |, 8IS,
§,peseadsp O3 JO XUJERSTUTIIPE S€ ,, SpIOM 913 Jey) pansre st iy
"SpIos 3} JO UOIPPNISTOT [BINIBU 273 9q 03 mx 0} SW3dS 1YL
Juepuadap 910 .S€ [9S19Yq JO Jgouaq ) 107 ISED R0 )
ur ‘pue  '23e1$3 33 JO J5IURQ AR 10}, ‘esEO JU0 Iy WL 1O,
3geuSq 913 10} ,, SpIOM 1) Aq PRONPOIIUT qUUT] YOS ‘TTE]) 23 §O
SQUIT UROq I2A0D , 98152 §,PISEI00p I} JO XINENSTUNEPE SE ;

spIOM ) JBY] “UstjSus jo =v91d E sE ydeifered jeqy Surpzar:

Jq8noqy sa®y pmogs ¥ -Kywedeo sanejussordas ® w1 SpEm
3q 01 suodmd 1 -ered sepum Tmep 993 5319V Tioq Jo joadsad
U1 pUE JIIM 94} SMOJ[O} EITE Jo juswejels o] persofing
moreerdojuy 9} ITe9q J0U S0P PV SJUSPIOY [E3Rg oM
Fpun Wrep 2y) spredal se arepo jo jusmaieys sq3 uonndo Amray
xuyensiunupe se Ajredes pedore 107 Wl UEY) ISLMIITI0 SEA
e 199 3y} 'Pe3safans 3q 30U PMOd YT HSINGD Jo pUre ‘PoysaFing
JoU ST 3] 'pPeuIadsiod SI Joy TI0lsy Me] 9 Iepun wrep
a3 se rej og  Apoedes eanjejmeserder € ut jou pue Apede
remossed 1oy G 30V jeq) 19pun Juymrep 4q PV SITPIOY,
[ea®] o3 Topun wirepd 93 spredor se ‘pumoid 197 PAYIYS s¥Y o
‘mrep J0 JUIMSIE]S Yq] Jo UOHIMNSTS) 311} 9} TGO "Feq3 JTPYaq
15 vo pandre st j pue ‘EF61 ‘SI gorejy Uo WD JO JUIWIIEIS B
PAIGAT[3p S  "UISLIE 2AT P[ROM AMOGHP OU LM ST JO ayep
S73 7€ HOREXISTUTIIPE Jo S19339] P[oY 30¥F Ut peq yrure(d 9} J1
-peninus are ogm symepusdep o 03 ‘adid jmpuod ® qanorgy
se 's90d yng ‘vosred paseedsp I} JO LIS AR jO jred mioy
10U $30p PIIFA0IRI ABUOUI 9} SNEOIQ 'IUIES 20} Apsward s
1[0S91 9} UOT)O® JO ULIOY 53 ST IoASTITA  ‘SYIUOT XI5 UIgA
s3urpasoosd maq 03 pafref sanejuesaidar reuostad ayy ‘U0 seM
191 | ‘IO ‘oaryejussaider reuosied ou sea 219 dIUM saged
- worjoe we Suuq 0} panwe seam juepusdep € "POST JO PV Sm
-pusure a3 Aq ‘pue ‘syuepuadsp Sy Jo JGRUI] 93 10] Juq AEISI
2y} Jo Jy2uaq 9} 10§ J0U ‘sanjEjuUsSRIdaI euosred (B39 13 sBA
goae o1 Juriq o3 uosxad 913 9PQI Jo 0V AR TRPU[] ‘Ayoeded
Teucszad Joq Ul juspuadep 9} Aq IO DISEIZIP WY JO 9AR
-ejuaserdar Teuosted oy £q Jq3norq st UCHOE B} INIAYM juep
-tadop 21 03 09 T yoepuadap 2u0 A[UO S1 AR BIYM *yuesaxd
3ty 9] 9520 B U1 ‘PAIDA0IZI ASUOTT ST} Y} WINPT ST} STY

‘PUBY IO 9} U0 'SPV SIUIPIOOY [BIES SR Jopun e ¥

*S10JIPeId STY §O STWTE]? 23 0} pue uosrad pasesdp o3 jo Aue. gt

‘NOISIAIQ HONASE §,9NIY e &

091 g "Y1 [¥F¥61] (2} *Sg¥ gr 31 x [z€61] (1)

[Tt 53 07 109[qNs STPUre 918353 3} 03I STe] PRI9A00d1 LU0t oGy
* 33183 oI JO JgEULq O I0] W € 1 'PE6T ‘py (sHostaoLy
SROSUEROST)Y) WLIOJSY Me] 33 IpUn WIEP. Y 'OUSISHIP
[EIUsTrepuUny € 9AWY YOIym ‘UCIJE Jo SISNED a1eredas ymb
oM} SeSTRL ‘a0E] SJ1 WO ‘9smod jo ‘jeqy |, PE6I PV (suows,,
-1AOLJ SNOSUR[RISIR) ULOJR] MET ) PUR QY SIIPDOY ,,
[eyeg ay3 jo suosiaord s o3 juensind Aop Axomyeys
1o goraaq pue ssusindsn o) sofetrep Joj ‘peseandp UOTH ,,
mof Ul 30 XUeNSUTWpE se swrep grueld SqJ, ,, : SWUR
SULAO[O] 9} TN ST JUITIISIOPUD 5y} J0q ‘MO € se Approur
PaqUOSSp ST 9GS JLIA 93 JO 0¥ Y UQ - FIM B ponsst 3ys
[1€p 9} JSIE STIUONT 2AY Jnoqe ‘st jeqy ‘€YBI 61 Areniqag up
-Agp jeqy o uml o) wedeq PV SIUSPWOY (EIE] Y} Iepum
wrep € jo SUSuLq 973 10} PAMO[TE SYIUOW dA[om3 Jo porrad gy
ey} ST ol0JeteT} yMsar aq], "z¥bI ‘62 13q03a() U0 JUIPIIDE UE JO
1[NS31 21} ST PATP OYA 'PUBQSNY Paseacap 1oy jo juepusdap a10s
o1} ‘A[3091109 JGNOP 0T ‘SIFI[E 9YS SE 'PUE MOPLM 3} S puured
aq1 - ‘aswy ejeUTyIOUN uE SI SyYY CWW ANIWD qUOT

"STOTJRJINLL] JO 3NJeIs AUE Jo JGeUq I} JO JUEPULp
e saudep 0} {noo a3 Aq FUCp oq M Suryiou 1B} PR[N9S
Ps st 31 € S ‘bRl PV siwepoy [ejed 9y £q pesodur
suorjor Jo Suifuuq S 10} AR UT UOREIUN] S} JO IJAURq
a1} Jo syuepmegep o) esudap pmos 3YIN0s SJUSUIPUSWE YT,
“PaAIARI 3Q JOUTE) PUE PEOp 1I0q SEM UOUDE Y] PEOT oy
(smotsEAOI] SNOMUIE[[R0SIH) ULIOJSY] ME] 9U} I9pun 3UC qim
KLrenbs 51OV SjUpoy [Rje] 943 1Ppun uonoe ue O} pondde
aq 15N QoI (z) upsopy A podu] jo Ayuomine 943 uo Lymu
® ST 010J2I3U[} UONDE [ "WIEP Teuos1xd e ajeorpdl 03 Sunqjou
ST I3[, "WITED JO WIO] 343 pue I “ered ass ! Ayoedes sures sy}
m uoyve UE UONONIISUOD STI} S31 UO ST WIE[D JO JUIMIEIS sy
-payess 0q.03 Kymedeo a3 10} Aresseodu 3 soyews b 1€ 1 pue
Kjmedeo sanjejussardar v my grure(d aqy Aq poansst sem Jim o}
ApeyprwIpy syuepuEp 9u3 10} swan( o L pUe )N Kousg
$E6I Py (suoisraclg
SNOITE[[0SI) WLI0Jey] A 9y} ISpun Uonoe e 03 AQuo pajeaI
UM (2) #peopy “a frodu] WoIl SIQRYSMIUNSIP ST 9580 Y[,
(x) 00
FHUDINSU] SUOSUUNO(T YSHIME P 4TS '71FVT A 04U PUR II X
‘91 “1() 995 syuswpuAwre a3 jo Ayendord g3 0F SV “Kyoede
reuosiad & Ut uonoe Asu B Surmmuisag woyy gryurerd J siuasaxd
e QeI HY3 WO} Teak U0 0] §10Y 2597} J9pUn Suon O JuTduniq

[ot61] ‘NOISIAIA HONEL §,9NDM

- XMANOYT
AVELG
HOLLOS
‘i
NOLTIH

£h61

¥

89




N

auoanr) pao]

‘AEANDVY

NOLTIH

RVEILS
NOLING
‘a

S+61

‘091 °g Y [¥¥61] (1)

Iq3 0} preESal YILA SSI0M Y3 I0] UOIIE 53 UT S}UEpUa}ap a4y mo ;
uorysod a3 SMISITE JO 10973 ) FATY TIIM SJUSIPUIUIE IS0}

30U 10 I3Y33Ysm ST IPDIP 03 3A'Y am wonssnb renyuessqns gy
"Ayoeded BpPLATDUT 19y W 197 Aq TN UB UT WirEd ¥
20%) 531 4o Apresp 93mb wmep jo juowayess ayy Suaed] ‘xnen
-SIUTUpE Se woRdE ayy Sunduuiq sem 9ys jey; uoryedare 9} o}
wre(s Jo JUImIE)E Y Jo 1 ered ul 20ua1afaI 93 Jo pu Juryed
Aq pue "oy W0y Me 93 Bpum wrep I jo pu Juijad 4q
193n0s a1 SjUsTIpULUIE [e13anbasao wirep Jo JUIURYE}S Ay} Uy
‘Juied 10y 10 ST T uopoe Ue duuq 0y PggI 1oy SIUSPIOY
18] 243 Jopum 3uepuadap ® jo remod a3 03 yuensmd ‘Apedes
Teuosiad 15y W I0Q ¥LIJEI)STUTEIPE SE J0U ‘137 AQ PInsSl JLm
® §2 JUIM Y3 9Aws] pue ‘gryureld 9y} o Ayoedes aanejuesoadar
ayz jo uwonedsfe oyl jo pur 328 03 sem Auresp oy 1ySnos
Ses YOTIM JIIM 9} JO JUITIPUIWE 373 JO 1591 243 JO UONRUSIN
1 g IOV UL mEBT Y3 Ipun wnee ) JNo Jurfus
Aq dmys 243 vy 0) POITSIP IIDJIISY) SEa J] PINSSL SEM
M 5y woya pajuel Ussq pey UoHEISIWApE JO SI9}R] on
1By} UOseAl 3G} 10] [IE] 01 PUNOQ Sem UOIIE SIG} PV Loy
MTT Y] I9PUN WTER € ST ‘3I0JAI3Y} ‘Je PIR00T “93€IS9 93 Jo
Jgeuaq SY) 10} WL e SI YOIgs 10y TLI0J3)y MeT 3Y3 Ispum
wWred, ' 01 PIe[al UOSIOIP Ity e} uoseal aiduns Lsa sy Jof
950 ) s1aa00 A[3a1dutod (1) upiopy o poduy 1e13 ‘Doisaddus
101 ST ATRIJ0D 273 ‘paspul ‘pue ‘QUI 0} SUIAS 71 ‘PIUISOU0D St
Y WIOFR] MET Y3 IPpun WER 23 s ref os ‘jeyy Suides Aq
2ouo 3e juod WIOISY MET 93 Jo pu 398 ued | WOV UIIOROY.
MAeT 94} 03 IUIISYAI 2} PUR |, PISEL0IP UOYTH uyof JueLyjo
21150 23 JO XLIIPIISIUTWIPE SE ,, SPIOM 34} 100 LIS 03 Jydnos
poured 943 JuA 3Y) U CSIYY Sem I0] PIXSE SIUSTIPUSWIE

3] JO 2INJEU Y] CWIE[D JO JUILIIIRIS PUE jUM Id[ PUIUWER

03 aaeoy 1o} uonenpdde spnureid 9y pesnye1 oym ‘IdjsEmm
313 Jo 19pI10 e Furowrguod [ }9RIE JO Japio ue wo)) Teedde
ue st 3] ‘Tesdde st yo smjeu [enjoe Y} Jnoge plom © Aes
jsnm 1 ‘sywsumEre a3 Ageuq SuLepisuod alofeq yng ‘Aiddejou
op (1) uwéopy & froduy jo saydpuud ayy Jeqy pres st o3p
‘AjIemSsin 315wl B $BM 37 IRy} punaid oY} U0 ‘HINoY JO Samd
313 Jo AUe J3pUn 1Moo Y] JO I13p10 AUR AQ IO 'UOIFRIISTUTIIDE JO
s19339] Jo we1d agy £q IO ‘permely Useq IATY 0} PIES S[ WITER JO
JUSUIYE}S 92U YOrgMm WO SISBq mau padafle ) Aq 12y)1 ‘SpIem
-193re peuaddey jeqy Surqidue 4q pajeprea 3q joU pnod pue
Ajmu € sem 3R] jum [BUISLO 33 JPY} UESTI PROM JT ISED

sty 0y s(qeoridde are umop prep atewy sejdwund aqyyr Ay

"NOISIAId HONAL S,9NIH X1

‘091 g "R {H¥ér] (1)
e ses ‘Furumdaq o) Woly ‘(N JLm TewnSuo 243 3EpIreA 0]
Apanoeonsl s3219do 10U PIP UCIIRNSIUTAIPE Jo SI9339 JO juerd
yuanbasqns 3y} 381  I0USEAM J1 TRYJ P[aY SEM 31 PUE ‘Judiadwod
SEM- OONO® 90} ‘SIOUBJSUWINOND 3SOY} Ul ‘IIJIYM SBA HNOd
5T} o10Jaq uonsanb ayy Isye| syjuomn om) MIUN jno wexEy
J0U ar3M A37] PUE IN0 UaXE] US| PRy UCIBISUTNIPE JO S1339]
OU D3NSST SEM JLIM 9} USUM OJED a1} IV . 'I0JeljSTUTUpe $e
Ayoedes aaryejuosaidal padsre s todn wirep sy peseq pue
‘PE61 3oy (SUOISIAOIJ STIOQUEY[20SJY) WLIOSY MEY 3y} lopmm
Surmarep sem grureld ay3 219UM ‘(1) #psopy A priuy 1o o9sen
® SeM YeyJ CSUIUCW 3afam) i Jo uoryendxs oy} miye ‘Aes
03 ST JEG} ‘OI YoqUisod(] U0 PIIdAn@p sem juamdpn{ pue jmod
STq3 Ut pondre sem 2seO € ‘gz puR Lz ‘9T 100300 UQ  I1ySnoiq
aq 0} PEY WV SIUSPOY [ejeq Y3 ISpUn UOLOE UE gomgm
uTgim SYIUOW apem)} Jo pousd Aroymeis ay jo uonendxs
Y3 21053q YoM ® ‘Aes 0} ST JEU} ‘ZZT 12q0)°() U0 UOuERn
-siupape jo.jwerd e grjureid sy3 Iof paureiqo 30T W s10)DI0S
YL . 'OuIUT qe J POOF B SWBIG JUM Y} JE} 05 XIjEn
-sturpe jo A3oedeo padafle 3y} U1 PONSST UG PEY YOIyM JLmM
® 2)eprea pmos jueld juonbesqns ' jeqy ‘mer sy sem jeyy
YB3 JoT[2q ® sToprenb souos U Juarmd ‘fury) ] ‘ses alay) paepu]
"JLIM 3T} JEPIfEA 03} SE 08 bupﬂu.&mobﬁ nesdo Aem suos w
pmos 'Ajdde 03 Smsodoid s1om Aoy yorgam 10§ juesd unuuwomnnm
® 'DINSST SEA JLLM O} UIYM UOLBIISTUTIOTE JO 5121391 JO Yo 3y~
Surpwe)stivaion ‘1eq) Uorssaadwn 33 J9PUN 319M SI0JOI0S S
1¥q3 193397 1eY) won readde pmom 37 ‘jwerd sy Jo Sutarzygo
o3 Jurpuad padels oq puogs wonde 2y yeqy Sunsedins pue
UOLRTSIGIAPE JO $19339] 00 ayes 03 yuured 2y 105 Aressaoeu
aq PMOM 11 3B SUTARS 3301 A3 JOSUNOD Jo 201ADRE Y} Usye)
Suaey ‘Lz A[ wo pue “ymod aqy poIIPISUCY S10}IOMOS Iy
*XUJelSTUTAIPE S 2NS 0} PI[3IUS SeM SIOUBISWINOND 28013
ut grure(d 3y} I1oylaym PINSE UsY} SIOIDINOS SIUBPUSJSP 3yL
"1001 ISpUN SEM 93EIS? 9U3 JO IMJea ) SB N0 UINE) UAsq
peq UOTIEIISIUTUIPE JO SI91)3] OU ¥y} Pres Ay} yorym I ‘1317e]
27} moxg 19139 ¢ Suldpamounoe sicywrjos spnued ayj o)
19139] ® 91014 SIONONOS S}TEPUa)IP 3y3 'EF6I ‘LI Aejy uo ‘CH61
.wu YOTel] U0 DIIFAISP U99( JUIABY WTEP JO JUSTIIIE)S Y],
"pajEoIpUl 2aey | Aes 5U) Ul PESI 3q IShIU UNe[
JO JUBWISTE)S Y] JEY3 ‘210J21573 ‘AUIGy [ “Senrdedes judisyp
om} padaqre aqy Aea Aue up SurgsmSunsp jom ‘poy uuoyey
AT Iy} Ppun ('Z) pue ‘)oY SIUSPWOY [eyeg oy .m.v:n {:x)
'sofewrep suiep 395 roARld Umo 197 W Uy pue ‘peseaosp
373 JO MODPIM ‘TOTHY wmom Ay Emﬁoﬁ St Uonae 3y} jreyeq

[ev6T] "NOISIAIQ HONZE S SNIN

AW
ogeal®) an

TAMANNY
NVELG
NOLLOS
“n
NOLTE

Sto1

v



TR
wowaln) pIog

TXEANOYT]

PR

p———

£

RVELG
ROLLOS
‘0
ROLTIH

$¥51

V0

‘ppe 0} Suryiou saeq | pue ‘PioT Aw Aq uaald suoseal
o) I s91de | aured 33pnl pguresy oYy yomgam o3 TolsNPEod

913 UT OFESIWN OU S{ 2X9y3 yurqy ] -esxde | [ Boavdg na .

‘51500
QM pesstwstp 2q jsnmr uonntdo-Awx uy feadde 2y} ‘notsmpucd
s1y3 03 9wWod 0} paffedwrod aq 03 ‘sem [ NNy se Auos pue
gre 1 qSnoy) A1I0S JnsoX 943 W] "$20U0Nbasuo0 9} a¥E) jsnut
ags 'A[pruniiojun ‘pue ‘ssessod jou PIp 9Fs Qorgm Ajweded
sanyejuasardor  m uonoe ue 0) JsIeY pumoq gnureld ogy
PUE 9SEO STY} UY SUOP 58M JBYJ,  “}LIM 9} UO JURUIISIOPTD 3} UT
povyess 8q ‘F 1 ‘€ "I10) Jopun ‘Jsnud }§3N0xq ST I1 YOrgm Ut Ayoedes
a3 pue ‘sspoedeo JULIBQIP Ul wondE we ST A[(EONIYI) Je
Poyoo] "IOLYE 24} By} J0€F 93 I9)[E J0U s20p ] “sjuepuadap
ay; Aq 10 sanejusserdar reuosrad Sy Aq 3ydnoiq st spPY
3} I9pUN UONOE Ue I2G)oYm dules Y} ST JMsay 3 ey} °nn
Apoapad st 3y peysedans ymser oy sonpoid jou s0p ‘uorundo
AUl U7 YorgM JUWO SI SUO ISYIEI 3} PUR SSED ST} URIMIS]
paiseins wonOIHSTp 9YL UM dapeiussarder Tewiduo 2
onjrur qe Sunepifes ‘3oofe T ‘pue ‘uteSe 139} §3 UO UOLDE G}
Suryyes £q 33N3E3S Y3 JO IYIU 23 JO SYUEPTALD 573 aaudap
0} 20 PINOM JUSTIPUITTE SIY} MOT[E 03 ‘JBY} W 0} SUEIS 1 35T
supp up  sSurpesjd m sytewpuRnre Fumolre 4q spYSN S0

jo uny aatzdap 30U [ 1MOD T3 JEYF AL 33 jO worjesrpdde |
10Is 973 U0 3SISUL 0] PAIUS A[TE[IITS ST 3l S)YSLL 3oLNS S .

UO JSISUT 0} “3IN02 JO ‘PIPRIUL SI SUOLFBIITI JO 3NFels 3y} jo
1gauaq a3 parmboe sary 0} INOUS 3JLUNHIOY ST OYM JHEPULIP
® pue ‘S[Ey 3 ST[B} 9XE 33 NVUQ SILSW g PATLIZOT00
10U ST SUOREIMI] Jo 2J0jEIS 9} ING '3PIS NY} UO SHOW
ou 3q 03 aw 03 Teadde azyy ‘AIMOMIP 573 N0 pajutoed ssauIrEy
W SJUEPUSJIP 33 IO SIONOTIOS U} e} 0¥ 33 Won redy
“porence oq 03 dys jEUMUIONM S} JqEUS PTROM [PMA
uonounstp 1adoxd Awe SuLIsAcOSTp 0} 38I2A® o 30T PMOTS |

: "2OUEISNS JO IS})EUI € SB
30T DU 20TIUIATOD JO 13)3BW € SE PV [RUIIUO 33 J9pM ons
03 nosrad 213 se ut 3Snosq ATuO seM aa1%yuasardai Teuostad 3y
PUE ‘I9}J€UT 37} U PILIOUOD JOU ST PIFEINIP 3} JO TN 3
* sures 93 9q P[ROA pauTesqo JI juewndpnl oy Jo sslrepgoueq
ag :ans o} suosiad JO SOSSE[ IUAIAPIP OM] SI[QRUI MBS
213 gnogire 2wres Ay A[2sP31d ST UOLOE Jo FENEDd 3] JEYR pres’
ST 71 ‘osed 1oy u  Ajoedes euosiad 19 40 stq M juepuedep
v Aq wep ® pue aanejussoldar Tenostad € Aq Py s1mep
-120Y 9} 97} 15pUn UIME]d B US9M13Q 0TBISANS JO SOTRRGIP
ou §1 91573 3o} : JUARPIP ST uotsod 33 259y 3By} N0 paymod

*NOISIAIQ HONIH SONIA ‘g9l

‘o9t ‘g 'Y [¥¥61] (1)
Uy STI]  "31E352 93 JO 3JAUIQ Y} 0) SINU3 PIROA. ‘Pood IpELT
sem 31 J1 ‘'TITER Y} Jo 3GAUaq I} RWEIq ‘PIsEARD I} Jo AR
-pyuosaxdaa reuostad a3 Aq TITED B SBAM 'JqfnoIq sq Pmod jeqy
wrep A[uo aq} pue ‘pasjoant aep ATuo o) I5E JRQ3 Wl jE
‘Apoe1100 ‘Jn0 paymiod ST3]  "3BY) WOY 35EO ST} SUNERUIISPIP
$® sn 0} poysagEns moaq SPY YOIyM UOHOUNSIP JO punoid Juo
Auo st o1eq] “ase2 3y} 0} s[qeondde are (1) uvdopy A HoSur
W 3mod s1q3 AQ wMOp Prey ‘paiejer aaey I YOG 03 sepdp
-mud oq3 1 yempuowre i JuMOTEE Jo 30aye A4 o3 3G A
7o) pire ‘STON BT JO 31n)els AUR JOPUN 33U3J3P € JO JUEPURFp
e Smandap-jo jpoye a3 SUARY SHUSUIDUIUTE AO[E JOU S30P
JIMOD 3} TEq) PA[1IRS [[oM AI9A ‘JoAamOY ‘ST "aImyeds oy} &q
umop pre[ pored Lol SY3 WOl JYIUR] ol UTElqo [ A
asnroeq paorpnlaid aq ‘3oodsar yety Ul ‘T sjUEPTRISP 3} ‘yram
-pUJTE STY} MO[[E a4 U3y} JI ~pesdep seq uoto® Juajadurod
a3u ¢ Surgoune] Jof AUy 2} sstiedeq ‘Surgiou op Teo grurerd
o3 Juejedwioo 1 TORYE S} T ‘I9Yim )99} S WO uohoe
2y 195 03 prareld a3 S{qea A pue uejadwodut st igdnoiq
peq 9Ys UOHOe oY} 95MEaSq 350] Ajqeredaiit ST 9520 s Jiurerd
a3} 123 ondre o) worjrsod A3 Wt ‘purels sJurgy Se “aIE OuM ‘SJUEp
-uayep >3 3o wonsod gy Supipnlard aq [Egs sm juRYIpTIIE
21} MOT[E oM JI 23 2Q (M ‘3I0JAIdY] ‘}NSaX SUJ, 'SHIAUBIY}
o [rej Avwr 31 ‘950D Jo ‘GINOYIE ‘pUNOLS JeY) UO [TE] J0U [
UOTOE 97} ‘POMOTE St JUSTIPUIWE o3 JI [Ie} M UONHOE Iy
18} 9q JSTX ToRSOND Jeq} 03 PMSITE o) ‘WY ULIORY MBT A}
ropun wrep ) o3 Adde A[qedonsanbun Aoy se ‘1Y SHEIPLIY
eyed 9} Jopun wirep sy o3 Aidde (1) uvsopy 4 #p3uy U umop
prey sordivud o3 JI ¢ Tre} ATHRSS09T- 38 [Jis ‘SPUEIS MOU 11
se [ew} 03 Spasooxd UOTOE A} PUE ‘DIMO[E JOU St JUSWIPUIE
sy Jeqy Suwoddng ey A[TEsseNeU ISOUT YOTqM UOHDE UE
W STmuRued JO 35usdxs oY) JRSIY JATS PIed IS 10 Jurreay
213 1% 1Moo o3 Aq U2ALBI0} 'ST 3T Yfe 1 Jeq i “AjrenIsin
o Suryie8 jo sdoy eyi ur wo 0F oyye pmed IS 1eq) o
prmos gryurerd 2q3 jo uonsod 53 ‘PsTYal Sem PUSTIE 0} IABI]

o3y puswrs 03 daes] Jof mou Furfdde Aq uoryisod 313 3593 03

JUBMIRATIOY JEN0Y} Ses 1 pue ‘adeys JETR Ul SI9)1ELI 2AES] 03
POITSOP 300 §BA 3] "SO[AI AR ISPUR HMN0J 37 JO I3pI0 Teeds €
Aq patpeurel oq PITod GolgM ANTEIIUTIR) 31510 B SEM wondirsap
st oq3 jeqy o39pul TELn @ Sl0faqg ondre o3 guyured
oy 03 wado 3q TS pmoas 3t popuenrewn sdupesid pue jm
213 UO TELN} 0} JUAM UOLIE 343 JT Jeu) pa1seddus sem 3]SI0V
SYTpIOY Teje] Y3 UT UAGP Pre[ uonejrw 1o pourad A1ojniels

[o¥6T1) “NOISIAIQ HONJL §ONIA

AR
sTaaIg pr

"TAHaROY

RVELS

NOLLOY
‘f

NOLTIE

£¥6T

)




- pue 19551 oy} pezsoubs ‘moy jou smouy oY ‘Apusyraspelt,,

‘uodn psfedus ‘AuoTHrISe} WIOMS TMO ST AQ ‘SUOISSTUIPE [[8 Aq-,,

9y pUIW JO TOLIPUOO JEY) UI SeM IY ‘jsomye ‘ATLrejuoumous ;.
sjga yeqy pue ofereS oy) pa1sius pey oY YoM 10§ AuOfy,,
31} Jo uOMOIXS I} IOpiSe s pue joSiop 3y ye Arawiq
IS UM PAIIPILMB] OF SEM UECI ST} ‘J9A[0ADI PIyI00 PUE,
POPEO] ST} JO UOHIQIYX 33 AQ P00 3q 0} Pastyal UeWoM ,,
S YA 3By} Aes 0) ST 3y ‘YEel1q JO 110§ B SBM 913 JEN),
Aes 0} payIAL] TR9q SABY MOX  'SPWEY STY Je IEIPp I9Y J80X

uemom Junod Jjeunpiopm STy Auope} paulre Jeyl JO asinod |,
oq) w pue * * * * Auo[s} ® ST Yeql pUE ‘A19qqol poulre U ;

SEM TEW STQ] ‘95D SO} JO SIOUESWNOID 973 03 ‘Aewm | Jr;,
“moary Adde 9Ux 3] “ME[ 9Y} JO SWII) [EI9WLS Y3 Te YINg
-1oySnesuewm jou pue Rpmw jo AmS st oy ‘Aucpy ® 01,
S)UTOTTE JIIYA 158 Ue ST{OP 1 9Y ‘30T [njmepum pue snotaduep ,,
swes yey) SUI0p T ‘f INq ‘[MJME[EN ST JOT I JTSL JEQ ‘MON |,
-1oySnepswem J0 A3ym3 st oy wayy ‘uosiad 1YIOUWE JO qIEIP IqG -
sosnes 19t 1BY} JO Isop oy} ARUspeapEwl aymb pue ‘mosiad
Jayjoue amim o3 ATo] ST YOTYM 30® TE ‘st JeY} ‘e snozsduep ,,
® 1 31 ‘owm owws Ay e J ey ‘Toyaepun st Summopnd
ur pagesSus st uosiad ® YEIYM 19E e ARGA ey} ‘oFe sresh ;,
sorqy se Apmeoax se pue ‘saSpnl Joqio pue JRsAWm Aq sewm
Auew umop pref Useq SeY 3] ,, ¢ Pres ‘dn-Furumms sTq JO 951100
aq) w *f SOlEY) WMoY [EUTHLY) [EXjUR)) 33 I [2L) 93 3V

. -adeose ST SPE ‘§910T 9Y) JO WoSs paqqels Suiaey
‘aremure[ -0f ounf wO PaTp PUT PIPUNOM Af[eiI0TX punoid aqy
03 1oy sdmmrqd ‘ssy "3983m ey ssad 0} papuULIuL J0U pEY
ay jeq3 pue !, gO 1uam tnd a3 Uoym ‘op 0} Jeqm Sumurygy
sem oy Jeqy,, 'Op 0} JRYM Mouy j0U PIp Y PUE IO Y4
uy pejesil pEY s ‘Iag waqSug 03 &Eﬁm "SI 1€ pajuod
‘puey 3o sTq ur [o3std papeo] o ydex oY yInoyl jeqy pres
50UspIAS Ty ‘uremre{ |, 'pImsqeaq 3uo( ,, : Pres sdIMUd SIH-
&0y ou jure sy, :Sudes pwey W[ S W I H00
pue uns oy Pay000-9I ual) wremwire  “roq waIYSLy 0} 'Pres sy
‘pIp 9Yq §Tq] "IaqUueld 93 WO pumol am:Ppajele us jng
o1 o} paxoos ‘paseeras Suivq yoyeo Ajayes A ‘urentref
As °q uoQ,, :Ppres pue wWq je PaNoo] ‘mad 3y} umop
ind us} ‘SUATION IWOS JOJ L1 O} panunuod sdrnyd SIN
,3ISIS 4eq) TR LY ,, : Smdes 194 e prey jyfu s/ o joysid
oy poyniod ‘20usplae sTq puUE somod IY3- 03 JUSWIEIS SIY 0}
Surpioooe ‘vteurre] 1Y Jo JUCY] U SUlaq $OT IWOS JO doy
atj} uo I9AYES Jo. sand oMY ‘s8ure) s Aep 373 Summod ‘I9pysed
v ‘sdiug Ae AA] 'SIN punoj oy “Aemioop a3 ySnorg; .

‘NOISIAIQ HONILE $,ONIH 43T

passed oy s pwey 343 s1q Ul suTzeFews papeo] s31 Yy [o3std 243
Surpoy ‘qiesl] uojuIoY] ye aSeres) MoLry pay 3 Jo 2070 YY)
pazejua uremref ‘S¥61 ‘gz sun[ uo ‘mrd g pue of S maemleg
‘passaxd 1238y a3 pue (,, SuUm(o0d ,, ST UMOMY ST PUR I3QUIBD
oYy ur punoi e sade[d Ydigm UoROE ue} podesdus Julzedew
911 ‘paseslal sl ¢oyed AJBJES SYI ‘I Ay o3 ‘paymy St joistd
sTq) jo awzeSewm oyl uaypy  AIsqqol peuwre  Suryim
-woo jo asodmd oy 10] ampoemuew uweldpg jo [oysid
mewoine Suiomolg ® peseqamd wmewmre[ ydssof 1939

: “J3pINTT 10 UOWHAUOD jsurede Ivaddy

-panidde 6LF - "y [0t61] peioog "A suoynoesosd Mgnd fo 40199447
TmotA
Y} JO IEOP 33 Ul "A[JUIRIFAPROl WAAI 'IINSII SAINSEIW JUIOA
95013 J1 1apInm Jo A3Ind ST PUE S Wm0 ST 3B 05 S0P 'P0U[OIA
renostad SurajoAur ‘ANOET ® JO USISSTITIND 4} O $IIMERIWL JUS[0LA
sosn oym uosrad ' 3Ryl ! UOROSNPSTD OW SEa 31903 jeq) PRRH
—: danf omy pegoarrpst peq #8pn{ remn °my Jemy ‘A1Surpioroe
‘PUE ISpInw JO sdreqo v 0F 90USP B SARME ST QITOP $aSTED YITYm
3o® 93 jo Swop oy m eonajzaapewr jeyy juefadde Iy 10f PepY
-uod sea 3 [wedde 00 WL JEYY JO PAIILAUCD SBM PISNOOE AL
‘pmw sea jEQ ‘Apuepaspemr 1831y oqy pessexd pey o &
ueA? 'AU0]3} © 03 POIUNOWE YITgm J0¢ SLorduep pue [Njme[un ue
m pofedus Fem POUIPIAS WMo 1Y AgQ ‘Pasnooe a3 saums jeqy Lmf
oy} pojoanp 23pn[ 3y [e11) 303 1V 'SPUNOM I3y JO PIIP IITUSED A T,
“padeoss ‘gses $q3 Jo awos Fuiqqeid pesnoor Sy} pUE PIPULOM 9]
1a1ysed 991 ‘12831 sy} ssa1d 03 papuUS)dl ‘PIRISSE 3] 10U pey 9
PO usa und sq3 nsys op 0} jeqm Jumjunp ses ag,, j=U} PUE
'OP 03 JEOaA AOUN JOW PIP 34 UI0IS QA Wi pajedn} prq 9lgses
33 9IS P DIES 54 29Uaplad Suwmil up  -req e o3sid onrmojne
Surusorg peRood pue papeo] © poywiod ‘sBuprey sdep W)
Sonunoo sem ogm ‘fergses aq) UsIY3U] o] Jounoaespud 1aye '[[ Lonsu
sfered v Jo somo sy3 ul Aisqqor ur pafedus ‘pesnoce A
4233 fo PaNSS4G JUILINPOU— IO PIUIIUL f
o1 jors1d payror puv papvo] SuswioJ—Alaqqoy—apanp—ne] UMD cH61

NIVRAV[ = XT™ v
5"

TAHANROYS

AYALG

SUOWIIS P SUOWUS 1M @ aysanz) ‘publd | SI0)N[OG ROLING

. '

‘passuusip adqy e

HN0Y U} JO SIPqUIITT IR0 Ay} Aq 9] §¥61

ST YoM J21501 oYy areys J pue ‘serde oste T [T NOLHOW o]
[9181] "NOISIAId HONIH S ONIM i







Z / 5 Page 1 of 22

Case Name:

Stout Estate v. Golinowski Estate

Between
Sheila Stout, Administrator ad litem of the Estate of
Kelsey Anne Stout, deceased, Sheila Stout and Timothy
Stout, appellants (plaintiffs), and
The Public Trustee for the Province of Alberta,
Administrator ad litem of the Estate of Allan M.
Golinowski, deceased, respondent (defendant)

[2002] A.J. No. 247
2002 ABCA 49
Docket: 0003-0014-AC

Alberta Court of Appeal
Edmonton, Alberta
Picard, Fruman and Wittmann JJ.A,

Heard: May 9, 2001.
Judgment: filed February 28, 2002.
{109 paras.)
On appeal from the order of Clarke J. Dated November 9, 1999. Filed December 30, 1999.

Counsel;

K.G. Nielsen, Q.C. and D.F. Reay, for the appellants.
R.J.G. Baril, Q.C., for the respondent.

REASONS FOR JUDGMENT
WITTMANN J.A.—
INTRODUCTION
{1 This appeal raises issues about whether an action brought by an administrator ad litem, appointed
by court order on behalf of the estate of an intestate, should be considered a nullity or a curable
irregularity, and whether a statement of claim can be amended afer the applicable limitation period to

substitute the administrator of the estate in place of the administrator ad litem. This Court is asked to
consider and define the tests applicable and the result.

BACKGROUND
92  Kelsey Anne Stout ("Kelsey") was killed in an accident on May 4, 1997, while riding as a

passenger in a motor vehicle driven by Allan Golinowski ("Golinowski"), who was also killed. On April
28, 1999 applications made to the Court of Queen's Bench resulted in two orders. One was an ex parte
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order made pursuant to Rule 50 of the Alberta Rules of Court, appointing Kelsey's mother, Sheila Stout,
administrator ad litem of Kelsey's estate for the purpose of the intended action against Golinowski, The
other was a consent order appointing the Public Trustce administrator ad litem of the estate of
Golinowski for the purpose of defending the intended action.

€3  The order appointing the administrator ad litem of Kelsey's estate provided that:

Sheila Stout be and is appointed Administrator Ad Litem of the Estate of Kelsey Anne
Stout, deceased, and is authorized and required to act in said capacity pursuant to Rule
50 of the Alberta Rules of Court for all purposes of the intended action.

4 This appointment was acknowledged in the consent order appointing the Public Trustee
administrator ad litem of the Golinowski estate:

The Public Trustee for the Province of Alberta be and is hereby appointed
Administrator Ad Litem of the Estate of Allan M. Golinowski, deceased, and is
authorized to act in the capacity of Administrator Ad Litem for all purposes of the
action in which the Plaintiffs will be named as Sheila Stout, Administrator Ad Litem of
the Estate of Kelsey Anne Stout, deceased, Sheila Stout and Timothy Stout, and the
Defendants will, pursuant to this Order, be named as The Public Trustee for the
Province of Alberta, Administrator Ad Litem of the Estate of Allan M. Golinowski,
deceased, and Justin E. Laun, such action arising out of a motor vehicle accident which
occurred near Westlock, Alberta, on the 4th day of May, 1997.

95 A statement of claim, which was the intended action referred to in the ex parte orders, was filed
the same day. It named as plaintiffs Sheila Stout as administrator ad litem, Sheila Stout in her personal
capacity, and Timothy Stout, Kelsey's father, in his personal capacity. Named as one of the defendants
was the Public Trustee as administrator ad litem of the estate of Golinowski. Claims were advanced on
behalf of Kelsey's estate and on behalf of her parents personally. A draft of this statement of claim was
appended to an affidavit filed in support of both applications for the administrator ad litem appointment
orders.

6 On August 24, 1999, the defendant filed notice of a motion to strike the claim of Sheila Stout as
administrator ad litem as disclosing no cause of action, returnable October 28, 1999. The grounds for the
application included that only an administrator (or executor) could sue on behalf of an estate; that an
administrator ad litem could defend, but not sue on behalf of an estate. The notice of motion
characterized the claim of the administrator ad litem as "scandalous, frivolous, and vexatious, and
otherwise an abuse of process of the Court.”

7  Sheila Stout was appointed administrator of Kelsey's estate on October 1, 1999 and on October §,
1999, the plaintiffs gave notice of a cross-motion, also returnable October 28, 1999, requesting that the
statement of claim be amended nunc pro tunc to substitute as plaintiff Sheila Stout, administrator, for
Sheila Stout, administrator ad litem.

8 On November 9, 1999 the learned chambers judge granted the application to strike and dismissed
the application to amend. He held in reasons reported at (1999), 251 A.R. 20, that he was bound by the
decision of this Court in Public Trustee of the Province of Alberta v. Larsen {1964), 49 W.W.R. 416
(Alta. C.A)) to hold the claim a nullity, incapable of amendment. He reasoned that this ¢laim had been
made by an administrator ad litem, and this office conferred status only to defend, not to institute an
action, He concluded that although the action had been brought within the limitation period, the disputed
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part had been brought by a person who had no status to sue and therefore was void ab initio. The result
was that there was nothing to amend and no valid legal proceeding to which a new claim could be added
under limitations legislation. Further, because the grant of administration of the estate was issued after
the limitation period had expired, he held that a newly constituted action would be statute barred.

GROUNDS OF APPEAL AND STATEMENT OF ISSUES

€9 The appellants seek a reversal of this decision. They also applied to this Court for reconsideration
of the Larsen decision. At the hearing there was consensus that the issues underlying the reconsideration
application were subsumed within those underlying the appeal. Whether the reconsideration application
would be entertained depended on the determination of the issues on the appeal. In the result, for reasons
below, Larsen will not be reconsidered.

4§10  The central question on this appeal is this: Is the action on behalf of the estate, because it was
instituted by an administrator ad litem appointed by court order for that purpose, a nullity incapable of
amendment outside the limitation period; and if not, is amendment appropriate?

§11  This question comprises two issues:

1.  Must an action purporting to be brought by an administrator ad litem on behalf
of an estate be characterized as a nullity incapable of amendment, rather than
simply an irregularity which can be cured?

2. If the part of this action that is purportedly brought by an administrator ad litem
on behalf of an estate can be considered a curable irregularity, should this Court
allow amendment of the pleadings outside the limitation period?

12  The first issue requires a consideration of the principles flowing from Larsen and other cases
dealing with actions on behalf of estates. The second issue requires a consideration of the law relating to
limitation of actions, as it applies to this case.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

€13  The questions raised on this appeal are questions of law, and the standard of review for this
Court is correctness.

ANALYSIS

14  The task of answering whether the leamed chambers judge was correct must be informed by the
test that governed the applications before him: an application to strike a pleading as disclosing no cause
of action, along with a competing application to amend the pleading. The learned chambers judge
correctly noted that extreme caution must be exercised in striking a pleading for want of a cause of
action, A court must not strike a pleading unless it is plain and obvious that it cannot succeed and that its
flaws cannot be amended. Hunt v. Carey Canada Inc., [1990] 2 S.C.R. 959 at 971-80, 990. See also the
discussion and cases cited in Fullowka v. Whitford (1996), 147 D.LL.R. (4th) 531 at 537-538 (NWTCA).

15 The leamed chambers judge noted that it is usual to consider first the application to amend and
then, having regard to the outcome of that application, to decide the application to strike. However, he
viewed this case as being different because the application to strike was based not on a defect in the way
the claims were pleaded, but rather on a question of capacity to sue at all. He reasoned that if it were
concluded that the plaintiff had been without capacity to sue, the claim would not be a valid legal
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proceeding and there would be nothing to amend.

§16  With respect, that distinction does not determine the issues. The issues are intertwined. The
question whether the pleading is capable of amendment is part of the analysis of the legal effect of
instituting a claim in the name of an administrator ad litem pursuant to a court order. If the named
plaintiff had no capacity to sue, it must be determined whether the pleading was a nullity, or was an
irregularity curable by amendment. If the latter, the question is whether the case for amendment has
been made out so that the cause of action can be properly pleaded.

1. Must an action purporting to be brought by an administrator ad litem on behalf of an
estate be characterized as a nullity incapable of amendment, rather than simply an
irregularity which can be cured?

Actions on behalf of an estate: Larsen and other cases
Larsen

917 The learned chambers judge viewed this case as "on all fours with" Larsen (para. 8). He
considered himself bound by Larsen and compelled by its authority to conclude that the claim of Sheila
Stout as administrator ad litem was a nullity not capable of amendment. He held that Larsen established
that an administrator ad litem cannot institute an action in Alberta and that an action started by an
administrator ad litem, before the appointment of an administrator of the estate, is a nullity. The leamed
chambers judge further held that subsequent to the Larsen decision, neither changes to legislation and
rules of court nor intervening case authority detracted from this principle.

418  The circumstances of Larsen were these: The deceased had died of injuries sustained in a motor
vehicle collision. There was no executor or adnunistrator of his estate. An order was sought and granted
naming the Public Trustee administrator ad litem of his estate for the purpose of bringing an action for
damages, and a statement of claim was issued. The defendant disputed the capacity of an administrator
ad litem to bring the action and obtained an order setting aside the appointment. The appeal was from
the latter order. In the interim, the Public Trustee obtained letters of administration of the estate, This
Court dismissed the appeal.

q19 This Court rejected all three of the appellant's submissions: first, that the letters of
administration eventually granted could relate back to the death so as to validate actions taken prior to
the grant of letters; second, that the applicable legislation might be interpreted in a way that permitted an
administrator ad litem to commence an action; and third, that the pleading could be amended after
expiry of the limitation period to substitute the administrator as plaintiff.

20  Analysis of the legal basis for the Court's decision shows that the learned chambers judge erred
in interpreting Larsen as requiring him to hold Kelsey's action a nullity incapable of amendment. There
are some key points to note at the outset. First, the nature of the proceeding in Larsen was different. In
Larsen, the order appointing the administrator ad litem granted in the court below was set aside on the
basis that an administrator ad litem was not a party that could bring the action. The question for the
court in Larsen was whether the action that had been instituted by the administrator ad litem could
nevertheless somehow continue. But here, the administrator ad litern was in existence pursuant to an
unappealed court order, and was acting in that capacity throughout the relevant time. No attempt has
been made here to set aside or appeal the order appointing Sheila Stout administrator ad litem.

421  Secondly, there is a distinction between Larsen and this case because of the presence of
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additional claims. In Larsen, the claim of the Public Trustee as administrator ad litem was the entire
action. Here, there are individual actions as well. The importance of this distinction is in the possibilities
it creates in respect of the application to amend, as will be discussed more fully below.

{22  Thirdly, at no point does the Court in Larsen state that the action was a nullity. Nullity was not
the basis for its decision. Rather, the Court reviewed the applicable legislation and concluded it could
not be interpreted as pemmitting an administrator ad litem to maintain an action, other than as a
defendant. That is, an administrator ad litem was empowered to bring a claim only in the context of a
counterclaim or third party proceeding, in an action already instituted. The Court dismissed the
possibility that the problem could be resolved by the doctrine of relating back.

€23  Finally, in Larsen the Court held that the pleading could not be amended after the limitation
period to substitute the administrator of the estate as plaintiff. The basis for this decision was the
legislation then in force barred such an amendment outside the limitation period. The Court did not base
its refusal to amend on a characterization of the original pleading as a nullity.

Relating back: the "nullity” cases

{24  The chambers judge in this case rested his conclusions on the premise that the part of the action
purportedly brought by an administrator ad litem is a nullity. A determination of whether this premise is
sound will benefit from an examination of when the courts have characterized actions as nullities. The
"relating back” argument which was advanced in the Larsen appeal referred to whether the eventual
grant of the letters of administration might "relate back” to the date of death and allow the Public
Trustee as administrator to continue the action. The concept is important in understanding the legal
framework of the authorities. A review of the docfrine suggests that there are specific circumstances in
which actions have been characterized as nullities.

§25  The doctrine of relating back arises where an action is brought by and in the name of the
executor or administrator of an estate before the i1ssue of the grant - that is, by a person who eventually
becomes executor or administrator but before he or she has received the appointment. This situation can
be distinguished from this case, where the action is brought by and in the name of an administrator ad
litem who in fact has received that appointment at the time the action is brought, and who later receives
letters of administration. The same can be said of Larsen, except in Larsen the order appointing the
administrator ad litem was set aside after the action was commenced and before the letters of
administration were granted.

26 The distinction is important because each situation gives rise to different legal issues. Where a
person has brought an action as an executor or administrator of an estate before having received the
grant, the issue 1s whether the eventual grant can relate back to the date of death so that the person can
be deemed to have had the proper status when the action was instituted. If so, then the action may
continue; if not, the action may not continue. The legal problem in these cases is that the action was
brought in the name of a personal representative that did not exist in that capacity. There is no question
of amending pleadings; the appropriate party for instituting the action was named but did not exist in
that capacity at the relevant time. The cases historically have said that an action brought by such a non-
existent party is a nullity. More will be said about the nullity characterization later; for the moment, it
should be understood that this is the context in which it has been applied.

27  Where, on the other hand, an administrator ad litem is appointed and institutes the action and

letters of administration are later issued, the problem is that the action was not brought by the proper
plaintiff. When the newly appointed administrator seeks to continue the action after an intervening
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limitation date, the issue that arises is whether the pleading can be amended to substitute the proper
plaintiff even though the limitation period has expired.

€28 In Western Canadian Greyhound Lines Ltd. v. Pomerleau, [1955] 4 D.L.R. 133 (Alta. S.C.A.D.)
this Court similarly distinguished these types of cases and categorized the first type, the relating back
cases, as those where nullity characterizations arise. Johnson J.A. stated as follows at p.135:

The cases cited for the respondents fall into three general classifications. The first is
cases where the plaintiff is suing as executor or administrator under the Fatal Accidents
Act, or what would be under our law the Trustees Act provisions, and was not, in fact,
either an executor or an administrator at the time the wnt was issued: Hilton v. Sutton
Steam Laundry, [1946] K.B. 65; Bodnaruk v, C.P.R. [1947] 1 D.L.R. 694 (a decision of
this Division); Finnegan v. Cementation Co. [1953] 1 All ER. 1130; Last (Executor of
Henderson Estate) v. Ashworth (1955), 62 Man, R. 503. In these cases the action as
framed was, to use the language of Freedman J. in the Last case, "a nullity ab initio".
The second class of cases is where it is sought to add or substitute plaintiffs or
defendants after the limitation period has expired...

The third is cases such as Weldon v. Neal (1887), 19 Q.B.D. 394, where attempts were
made to add new causes of action to those which the statement of claim contained at the
date the limitation period expired.

[Emphasis added]

€29  Relating back is discussed in JH.G. Sunnucks, et al., Williams, Mortimer and Sunnucks on
Executors, Administrators and Probate, (18th ed. Williams on Executors and 6th ed. Mortimer on
Probate) (London: Sweet & Maxwell, 2000) [hereinafter Williams and Mortimer]. The nullity cases
speak to relating back in the context of acts done by an administrator of an estate. The doctrine generally
holds that an appointment of an executor may relate back to the testator's death, but a grant of
administration would not similarly relate back to the intestate's death, An executor's powers derive from
the will, and so commence from the moment of death. Thus, acts done by an executor pursuant to that
title after the testator's death are valid notwithstanding that probate may not have been issued: Williams
and Mortimer, p. 87.

$30 On the other hand, the powers of an administrator derive only from the grant of letters of
administration. Prior to the grant, the administrator has no powers to exercise on behalf of the estate. It
is in this context that the statements about nullity arise. An action brought by a person as an
administrator of an estate has been said to be a nullity if the action is brought before the issue of letters
of administration, because it is only upon the issue of letters that the administrator has any authority to
represent the estate: Ingall v. Moran [1944] K.B. 160. Williams and Mortimer discuss this at pp. 93-94:

At law, letters of administration must issue before the commencement of legal
proceedings by a person entitled to administration for he has no right of action until he
has obtained them, and even if he obtains a grant afterwards, it does not for this purpose
relate back... The proceedings are a nullity and cannot be validated by a later grant of
administration.

[Emphasis added]

§31  There is, however, some precedent for relating back in the context of administrators, with the
result that acts done before the grant of administration might be valid. This possibility was said to arise
in cases where the acts were done for the benefit of the estate: Williams and Mortimer at pp. 94-97 and
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McEllistrum v. Etches, [1954] 4 D.L.R. 350 (Ont. C.A.), reversed in part (1956), 6 D.L.R, (2d) 1 (SCC).

932  Like Larsen, this appeal is not a case in which an administrator commenced an action before
actually receiving the appointment or a case in which the plaintiff was non-existent. Thus, the relating
back doctrine cannot be the basis of a nullity characterization here.

33  There is also a distinction between a suit brought by an administrator ad litem and a suit brought
in the name of the deceased. In the latter case there would be no existing person as plaintiff, and suits in
this situation have also been characterized as nullities. The distinction is made in Clay v. Oxford (1866),
L.R. 2 Ex. 54 at 55:

This is not a case where it can be said that persons, not formally entitled to be parties,
have brought an action to try certain matters perfectly well known to both sides . . . But
here the plaintiff is altogether wrong, or there is no plaintiff; the man in whose name
the action was brought was dead. It cannot be said that this is an amendment "necessary
for the purpose of determining in the existing suit the real question in controversy
between the parties,” nor is this an application made between the parties fo the suit; for
there is no plaintiff, and, therefore, no existing suit, and no question in controversy
between the parties. If we could see some person suing who had a beneficial interest in
the claim made, though not legally entitled to sue, the case would be within the
principle of the authorities cited. But the power of amendment is limited to cases where
there was originally a party suing, possessed, though with a variety in legal description,
of the same interest with the party to be substituted.

[Emphasis added]

The words the court used in the first sentence to describe a situation distinguishable from the matter
before it can be used to describe the situation in this appeal.

Claims by an administrator ad litem

€34  The learned chambers judge was of the view that an administrator ad litem has no capacity to
bring an action; hence, the nullity characterization. He held that neither statute nor Rule 50 conferred
capacity. The nullity characterization was central to the chambers judge's decision that no amendment
could be entertained.

35  Although not expressly argued before us, a review of the capacity issue may assist in the
analysis of the nullity characterization.

Legislation

36 In Larsen, it was argued that provisions of The Fatal Accidents Act, R.S.A., 1955, ¢c. 111 as
amended, 1960, ch. 31 and The Trustee Act, R.S.A., 1955, ¢. 34, as they then stood, could be interpreted
so as to give an administrator ad litem the authority to sue. The argument was rejected. A similar
argument, based on the current versions of those provisions, was unsuccessfully raised before the
learned chambers judge.

€37 A review of the current legislation and Rules of Court discloses no express statement that an

administrator ad litem can never commence action. The Survival of Actions Act, R.S.A. 2000, ¢. 5-27
vests a deceased's cause of action in the estate, but it does not specify who must bring or continue the
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action on behalf of the estate. Specifically, it does not say that an administrator ad litem may not do that.
The Survival of Actions Act sets out things an administrator ad litem may do, but does not specifically
define the jurisdiction of an adminisfrator ad litem. For example, subsection 8(2) says that an
administrator ad litem "may take any steps that a defendant may take in an action”, in respect of a cause
of action against a deceased person for whom there 1s no personal representative, but it does not say an
administrator ad litem can act only as defendant.

9§38  The Fatal Accidents Act, R.S.A. 2000, c. F-8 states in s. 3(1)(b) that an action shall be brought
by and in the name of the executor or administrator of the deceased. However, the action referred to in
this provision is one "for the benefit of the wife, husband, co-habitant, parent, child, brother or sister” of
the deceased. The Fatal Accidents Act does not deal with actions on behalf of the estate. Section 5(2)
sets out what an administrator ad litem's powers are in the case of a deceased person as a defendant. It
does not deal with a deceased person as a plaintiff.

39  Section 5(2) of the Fatal Accidents Act and s. 8 of the Survival of Actions Act do not create and
define the limits of the jurisdiction of a superior court to appoint an administrator ad litem. They specify
the powers or functions of an administrator ad litem in the situations described in the sections. Thus, it is
necessary to look elsewhere to determine the scope of the powers associated with the office of
administrator ad litem,

Jurisdiction to appoint administrator ad litem: historical basis and Rule 50
€40 Rule 50 reads as follows:

50(1) In any action or intended action, where it appears that a deceased person, who
was Interested in the matters m question in an action or proceeding, has no
personal representative, the Court may

(a) proceed in the absence of any person representing his estate, or
(b) appoint some person to represent the estate for all purposes of the action or
proceeding notwithstanding that

(i) the estate may have a substantial interest in the matters, or
(il) there may be active duties to be performed by the person so
appointed, or
(i11) aclaim is made for administration of the estate, or
(iv) the person appointed may represent interests adverse to any other

party.

(2) An order so made and any orders consequent thereon bind the estate of the
deceased person in the same manner as if his personal representative had been a
party to the action or proceeding. '

(3) Moneys payable to an estate by a judgment in an action in which the estate is
represented by an administrator ad litem, shall be paid into Court to be paid out
to the executor or administrator of the estate when letters probate or
administration have issued or as the Court may direct.

141 Rule 50 does not say that an administrator ad litem can be appointed only in a defensive
capacity. At best, the wording appears neutral. However, predecessors of Rule 50 clearly have received
a restrictive interpretation. They have been interpreted to enable the appointment of persons in a
defensive capacity only. It is not clear from the current wording of Rule 50 why this is so. A review of
the earlier cases, the origins of Rule 50, and the history of the office of administrator ad litem may be
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useful in locating the basis for the restrictive interpretation of earlier versions of the Rule. This review
also shows that predecessors to Rule 50 have not been consistently interpreted as governing
administrators ad litem as distinguished from some other office.

{42  Larsen cited Bodnaruk v. C.P.R., [1947] 1 D.L.R. 694 (Alta. S.C., A.D.) and Abbott v. Browns
(1921), 58 D.L.R. 288, 16 Alta. L.R. 232 (Alta. S.C., A.D\) for the point that administrators ad litem
cannot sue. Bodnaruk considered Rule 63, the immediate antecedent of Rule 50. The wording, which is
different from the current Rule 50, is set out at p. 695 of the decision. The plaintiffs obtained
appointments under Rule 63 and sought to continue proceedings they already brought pumportedly as
administrators of the estates of the deceased persons. O'Connor, J.A. said of the then-Rule 63 at p.695:

In Abbott v. Browns (1921), 58 D.L.R. 288, 16 Alta. L.R. 232, a defendant appointed to
represent the estate of a deceased person under the then R. 30 which was somewhat
narrower than the present R. 63 is referred to as an administrator ad litem but R. 63
does not authorize such an appointment. (Article by Bora Laskin, 17 Can. Bar Rev., p.
677.)

The Court appears to have been questioning the characterization of a person appointed under the then
Rule 63 as an administrator ad litem. However, the Court did not say that the appointment under Rule 63
was limited to defending and not commencing the proceeding. It did conclude that the plaintiffs were
not administrators of the estates in issue and it struck the portions of the statement of claim wherein they
purported to bring claims in that capacity.

{43  In Abbott v. Browns an earlier predecessor, Rule 30, had been used to appoint a person to
represent an estate as defendant. The court revoked the order because it had been made without the
person’s consent and because the order had been granted after the trial was over. The court stated that it
would be illogical to appoint an administrator ad litem after the litigation was concluded. Further, the
plaintiff's pleadings had sued the defendant as the administrator of the estate. Again, it is not apparent
from the decision that an administrator ad litem cannot sue on behalf of an estate or that the Rule cannot
be used to appoint a representative as plaintiff.

§ 44  In Joncas v. Pennock (1959), 17 D.L.R. (2d) 60, 27 W.W.R. 174 (Alta. S.C., A.D.) at 65-66
(D.L.R)), also cited in Larsen, there was a specific conclusion that the appointment that can be made
under Rule 63 would not extend to authority to commence or carry on an action. The plaintiff sought to
be appointed administrator ad litem at the appeal, after having proceeded through trial without any
appointment. The Court held that Rule 63 could not authorize thus. Obiter the Court doubted that it had
the power under Rule 63 or any other legislation to appoint an administrator ad litem to commence an
action except, perhaps, where equitable relief was sought.

§ 45 Discussion in Williams and Mortimer seems not to foreclose the possibility that an administrator
ad litem historically could commence a suit, so long as it is the specific action in respect of which the
appointment was made. The grant of administration ad litem is discussed in Willlams and Mortimer as
follows at pp. 354-355:

It is often necessary, mainly in the Queen's Bench Division, but also in the Chancery
Division, to constitute a party, particularly a defendant, to the action.

[Emphasis added]

46  Black's Law Dictionary defines an administrator ad litem as follows: "A special administrator
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appointed by court to supply a necessary party to an action in which deceased or his estate is interested.”
This seems indistinguishable from a Rule 50 appointment. However, when the origin of Rule 50 and the
office of administrator ad litem are traced back and compared, it is clear they have different histories.
What also appears clear is that these histories have merged in more recent years to the point that the two
offices are now generally discussed interchangeably and probably equivalently.

947  That the administrator ad litem and the appointment under the original predecessor of Ruie 50
created two different offices is indicated in early editions of texts on executors and administrators and
Chancery procedure. Sir E.V. Williams, A Treatise on the Law of Executors and Administrators
(Williams on Executors), Sth ed., v. 1 (London: Stevens and Sons, Sweet and Maxwell;
Toronto: Carswell, 1893) at p.446 describes the early role of administrator ad litem as "limited to
commencing or substantiating proceedings in Chancery”. They add that "the appointment of an
administrator ad litem is now in many cases unnecessary"” because of the existence of the predecessor of
Rule 50.

948 The most recent revision of this treatise reiterates this for present practice. In Williams and
Mortimer at pp.879-880, it is stated:

The appointment of an administrator ad litem is in many cases unnecessary, since the
court has power where any deceased person interested in the matter in question has no
representative, to proceed in the absence of such representative, or to appoint some
person to represent the estate for the purposes of the proceedings. [CPR 19.7, 19.8]

€149  The two roles are probably indistinguishable today. The term "administrator ad litem" has been
used to describe the person appointed under Rule 50 (and is used in Rule 50 itself, in paragraph (3)). In
Narkaus v. Narkaus, [1947] 1| WW.R. 86 at 86, 89 (Alta. S.C.,, A.D.) Frank Ford, J.A. said at
p.90: "The use of the term 'administrator ad litem' to designate the person appointed as representative of
an estate under [the predecessors of Rule 507 is of long standing in this province".

§50  The history of administrators ad litem reaches back much farther than does that of Rule S0. It
appears the admimstrator ad litem office was a creature of the ecclesiastical courts for the purpose of
Chancery proceedings. Rule 50, on the other hand, has its origins in mid-nineteenth English procedural
legislation.

History of administrators ad litem

951 Williams on Executors, Sth ed., summarizes the scope of an administrator ad litem's power and
interest by saying at p. 448, note (h) that "as a genera! proposition, an administrator ad litem represents
the estate to the extent of the authority which the letters of administration purport to confer" (citing
Daniell's Chancery Practice, 6th ed., 207). The usual form of the letters was said to be as had been
granted in Brant v. King, ex rel. Mr, Wilson (1829), 2 Phill. Ch. C. 549-551 (which predates Rule 50
and its predecessors): "limited for the purpose only to attend, supply, substantiate, and confirm the
proceedings already had or that may be had in the cause, in the High Court of Chancery, or any other
cause which may be commenced, touching the matters at issue in the cause, and until a final decree shall
be made therein, and the decree carried into execution, and the execution thereof fully completed". The
wording of this form of grant contemplates proceedings already existing or related to causes already
existing,

§52 J. Mitford (Lord Redesdale), Pleadings in Suits in The Court of Chancery, 5th ed.
(London: Stevens, 1847), a treatise that also predates the origin of Rule 50, offers an early description
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of the early purpose of administrators ad litem at 203-204:

When there has been no general personal representative, a special representative by an
administration limited to the subject of the suit has been required. In other cases where
a demand 15 made against a fund entitled to exoneration by general personal assets, if
there are any such, a like limited administrator is frequently required to be brought
before the court... [T]he limited administrator can collect no such assets by the authority
under which he must act...

53 It is clear that the powers of an administrator ad litem were intended to be circumscribed in
comparison to the powers of a general administrator, even in Chancery. It appears, though, that there
were limited circumstances in which an administrator ad litem was able to bring proceedings in
Chancery if necessary for the benefit of the estate (at 205):

Where a claim on property in dispute would vest in the personal representative of a
deceased person, and there is no general personal representative of that person, an
administration limited to the subject of the suit may be necessary to.enable the court to
proceed to a decision on the claim...

See also Williams and Mortimer at p. 879.

€ 54  These proceedings would not have included actions specifically in respect of administration of
the assets of the estate: Mitford, supra, at p. 404.

€55 In Saskatchewan Farm Loan Board v. Tomlin et al., {1940] 3 D.L.R. 527, the Saskatchewan
Court of Appeal traced the practice of appointing administrators ad litem to the Judicature Ordinance of
1893 (which, by virtue of ss. 2 and 5 of the Judicature Act, R.S.A. 2000, c. J-2, reflects the current
jurisdiction of this Court). Gordon J.A. said at pp.528-529:

So far as I can find the practice of appointing administrators ad litem in the North-West
Territories was governed by r. 469, of the Judicature Ordinance of 1893. This rule was
as follows:

Where no probate of the will of a deceased person or letters of administration to
his estate have been granted, and representation of such estate is required in any
action or proceeding in Court, the judge may appoint some person administrator
ad litem, according as the case may require, to the estate, and the person so
appointed shall give security if not dispensed with as the judge may require, and
have, pendente lite as the case may be, the rights, authorities and responsibility
of an administrator as in other cases.

In the Judicature Ordinance of 1898 this rule was carried forward as follows:

592: Where no probate of the will of a deceased person or letters of
administration to his estate have been granted, and representation of such
estate is required in any action or proceeding in Court, the judge may
appoint the Public Administrator administrator ad litem according as the
case may require.
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956 It can be inferred from the underlined portions that these rules contemplated an action or
proceeding already existing at the time of the appointment of administrator ad litem. The administrator
ad litem was appointed not to institute a new proceeding on behalf of an estate, but only where
representation of the estate was required in a proceeding.

[Underlining added.]

57  As discussed below, the same language is found in the rules from which Rule 50 is derived.
Hence, the same inferences have been drawn about the original scope and intent of the rule,

History of Rule 50

58 Rule 50 had its origins in the procedure of the Chancery courts, in s. 44 of An Act to amend the
Practice and Course of Proceeding in the High Court of Chancery (also referred to as The Improvement
of Jurisdiction of Equity Act, or the Chancery Procedure Act) (1852), 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86:

If in any suit or other proceedings before the Court it shall appear to the Court that any
deceased person who was interested in the matters in question has no legal personal
representative, it shall be lawful for the Court either to proceed in the absence of any
person representing the estate of such deceased person, or to appoint some person to
represent such estate for all the purposes of the suit or other proceeding, on such notice
to such person or persons, if any, as the Court shall think fit, either specially or
generally by public advertisements; and the order so made by the said Court, and any
orders consequent thereon shall bind the estate of such deceased person in the same
manner in every respect as if there had been a duly constituted legal personal
representative of such deceased person, and such legal personal representative had been
a party to the suit or proceeding, and had duly appeared and submitted his rights and
interests to the protection of the Court.

59  Prior to this provision, the practice was for the ecclesiastical court to grant administration ad
litem, limited to proceedings taken in Chancery, in cases of pressing necessity: G.O. Morgan, Statutes,
General Orders, and Regulations Relating to the Practice and Jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery, 2d
ed. (London: Wildy and Sons, 1860) at p.225, note (i). The rule seems to have been created to obviate
the requirement in many circumstances for a grant of administration ad litem. A.L. Goodhart and H.G.
Hanbury, eds., Sir William Holdsworth, A History of English Law vol. xv (Methuen & Co.; Sweet &
Maxwell, 1965) at 118:

...it was the Chancery Procedure Acts of 1852 which inangurated the modern procedure
in equity.

... a series of new procedural powers given to the court enabled it to simplify procedure
and to do substantial justice with a considerably less cxpenditure in time and
money....If there was no legal personal representative the court could appoint one for
the purposes of the suit.

q 60 S.E. Williams and F. Guthrie-Smith, Daniell's Chancery Practice, vol. 1, 8th ed.
(London: Stevens and Sons, 1914) also discuss the new s. 44 power at 155-156. It is clear from their
description that a s. 44 appointee was meant to have the same function as an administrator ad litem.

Where a claim on property in dispute wounld vest in the personal representative of a
deceased person, and there was no general personal representative of that person, an
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administration, limited to the object of the suit, was formerly necessary to enable the
Court to proceed to a decision on the claim; but now the Court may, if it thinks fit, in
any cause, matter or other proceeding, appoint a person to represent the estate, or
proceed in the absence of any such representative.

61 Section 44 was Interpreted to have two key restrictions which would militate against a
conclusion that the person appointed thereunder could sue on behalf of the estate. Both arise from the
introductory words of the provision: "If in any suit or other proceedings before the Court it shall appear
to the Court that any deceased person who was interested in the matters in question has no legal personal
representative..." The first restriction is that the representative would be appointed only where there was
a suit or proceeding already before the court of Chancery. This is the same limitation that existed in
respect of the powers of an administrator ad litem. The second restriction is that a person who was
interested in the matters' could be appointed, but a person was not to be appointed to represent the whole
of the adverse interest.

€62  This interpretation is apparent in Daniell's Chancery Practice at 157-9, in a discussion of the
provision and its relation to administration ad litem:

The power of the Court to appoint a person to represent the estate, or to proceed
without a representative, will not be acted upon...where the whole adverse interest is
unrepresented; nor where there is personal responsibility attached to the position. . .

The proper person to be appointed is the person who would be appointed administrator
ad litem; but the Court will not appoint a person against his will.

63  As noted, the wording of the rule has changed since the original s. 44. The current wording of
Rule 50 arguably may remove the restrictions that governed s. 44 because it does not clearly exclude the
institution of proceedings and contains several other key additions. For example, in Plett v. Blackrabbit,
[2001] ALT. No. 1296, 2001 ABQB 843, a case that was decided after Stout Estate, Park J. held at para.
15 that the wording of Rule 50 "demonstrates that procedurally, an administrator ad litem can act as a
plaintiff.”

§ 64  That argument was not made before this court. It is not necessary to interpret Rule 50 in this
case because, whether or not the rule conferred authority on Sheila Stout to commence an action, the
statement of claim is not a nullity and Larsen can be distinguished on its facts.
965 I therefore leave for another day a determination of the interesting issue whether an
administrator ad litem has authority under Rule 50 to initiate a claim on behalf of an estate. I note in
passing that if the rule does not provide this authority, it should be amended to clarify its scope and
intent, as the current wording suggests a broad authority that could be a trap for the unwary.
66 It is appropriate in these circumstances to assume, without deciding, that an administrator ad
litem or Rule 50 appointee is unable to initiate a claim on behalf of an estate. There remains the question
whether the claim brought here is a nullity incapable of amendment.
Rejection of the "nullity” characterization

Acts done under the authority of a court order

67 At no time prior to the application for the order under appeal, that is, the application to dismiss
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the suit, was there an appeal of, or a motion to set aside, the order appointing Sheila Stout administrator
ad litem for the purpose of bringing the action. In fact, as stated earlier, the appointment was
acknowledged in a consent order appointing the public trustee administrator ad litem of the Golinowski
estate,

68  Thus, there was an administrator ad litem in place, and she had been given that appointment for
the purpose of bringing the action. This is a key distinction from Larsen. As stated earlier, in Larsen, the
order under appeal had set aside the appointment of an administrator ad litem.

69  The factual distinctions between this appeal and Larsen and differences with the leamned
chambers judge's interpretation of Larsen have been noted. Perhaps more important than these, though,
are other decisions and legislative changes that came about in the intervening period.

470  In many cases in which courts have refused to substitute an executor or an administrator for an
administrator ad litern, the administrator ad litem had been appointed where there was already an
executor or administrator in existence. Amendment would be refused on the premise that nonexistence
of an executor or administrator was a precondition to appointment of an administrator ad litem (e.g.
Mantle v. Mclntyre, [1965] 2 O.R. 130 (C.A.).) Thus, the reasoning went, the appointment of the
administrator ad litem was void ab initio and the action could not have been brought. The executor or
administrator could not be substituted because to do so would be to add something to nothing.

71  This approach was explicitly rejected in this jurisdiction in McLay v. Alberta (Public Trustee)
(1980), 36 A.R. 200 at paras. 3-7 (Q.B.). The court refused to accept the premise that an administrator
ad litem could not exist where there is a validly appointed administrator or executor. Purvis, J, stated
this at para. 7:

A grant of administration ad litem is a court order and is valid and binding untit
revoked by another court order, or until the reason for the existence of the grant
disappears. Consequently, the appointment of the Public Trustee in this case is still
valid and existing for the purpose of carrying on the litigation which was commenced
within the limitation period.

[Emphasis added]

€72 A five-member panel of this Court confirmed this view in Frank v. King Estate (1987), 56 Alta.
L.R. (2d) 289 (C.A.). There were two cases under consideration in Frank. In the first, Laurien's cause,
the plaintiff had obtained an order appointing the Public Trustee administrator ad litem of the deceased's
estate and named the Public Trustee as defendant. Unbeknownst to the plaintiff, an administratrix had
been appointed, and she subsequently was named a defendant in her personal capacity, as owner of the
vehicle the deceased had been driving. The administratrix obtained an order setting aside the order
appointing the administrator ad litem on the basis that there is no authority to appoint an administrator
ad litem when there exists an administrator or executor. She also succeeded in having the statement of
claim struck.

€73  This Court explicitly disagreed that the order appointing the administrator ad litem should be
characterized as void ab initio, even though it should not have been made. Stevenson J.A. for the Court
agreed with McLay, stating at 295 that:

... an order of a court of competent jurisdiction is not void, but valid until set aside . . .
The validity of such an order so long as it is unimpeached has long been recognized . . .
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In my optnion the order was irregular, at most voidable.

§74  Because the appointment of the administrator ad litem was valid, the action against the
administrator ad litem was validly constituted and the court refused to strike it solely on the basis there
was another person that should have been the named defendant. Stevenson J.A. said at 297:

In my view the action was properly constituted as against the administrator ad litem,
representing the estate of the deceased for that purpose. I would not follow the
authorities characterizing the action a nullity . . .

Since the order appointing the administrator ad litem was effective until set aside, the
administratrix can be substituted under R. 38. It is not a case of adding something to
nothing: it is a case of substituting the proper party for one irregularly appointed, but
appointed nonetheless . . .

When the action was commenced the administrator ad litemn was clothed with authority
to defend the action on behalf of the estate.

975  Although it is a case where the administrator ad litem was improperly named as defendant rather
than plaintiff, the Laurien matter in Frank Estate is more closely applicable to this appeal than is Larsen.
There was a validly, but irregularly appointed, administrator ad litem and a properly constituted action
brought on the authority of that appointment. Even if the appointment may be validly set aside, neither
it, nor the action brought on the basis of it, is a nullity.

Broader rejection of "nullity" characterization

§76 In Frank's cause, the second of the two matters under consideration in Frank Estate, the Court
went even further than its holding in Laurien (that an action naming a validly but irregularly appointed
party is not void ab initio). In Frank, the Court rejected the nullity characterization altogether, even
though one of the named parties was not a suable entity, and none existed at the time.

§ 77 In the Frank case the pleading named "the estate", not a personal representative, as defendant.
The pleading therefore named as defendant an entity that could not be sued. The Court said that the
authorities would have held the action a nullity in these circumstances. The Court noted that because the
deceased was an Indian under the Indian Act, the superintendent under that legislative scheme was the
personal representative of the deceased's estate. There was, therefore, a proper representative in
existence that could have been substituted. The Court chose not to decide the case by distinguishing it
from the nullity ones on this basis. Instead, the Court decided that an action against an "estate”, an entity
not suable, should no longer be considered a nullity. Current legislative policy could not support the
nullity characterization. The pleading was instead a curable irregularity. Stevenson, J.A. said at pp.300-
301:

I agree with the argument of Frank's counsel that there was a personal representative
who could be substituted but would prefer to say that an action against the estate of a
deceased person should no longer be characterized as a nullity. It is, in my view, in
keeping with current legislation and the principle that ought to be applied, that the
court, in deciding whether to add or substitute a party to an action, ought not concern
itself with whether the action is a "nullity”, but whether the amendment results in
prejudice, bearing in mind express limitation periods and the principles behind them . . .
This is not to deny the existence of error nor to say that error is always curable.
Moreover, error is often attributable to lack of care and we do not encourage
carelessness. I will return to that point in disposing of the costs of these appeals. Error,
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however, must [not] be compounded into injustice and the almost invariable result of
characterizing proceedings as a nullity with automatic consequences tends to that end . .

978  This approach was followed by Kent J. who extended it to a plaintiff in Wells Estate v. Purdy
(April 17, 2001), Action No. 9701-14530 (decided with Action Nos. 9701-14788, 9701-14763, 9701-
05316, and 9801-01644).

79  Rejection of the nullity approach in these kinds of cases is consistent with legislative
development in other jurisdictions. In England, even the doctrine of relating back no longer causes an
action commenced by an administrator before appointment to be considered a nullity. England has
altered that situation by changes in procedural law. Sir J. I. H. Jacob & L.S. Goldrein, eds., Bullen &
Leake & Jacob's Precedents of Pleadings, 13th ed. (London: Sweet & Maxwell, 1990) at 373:

The court has the power under R.S.C., Ord. 20, 5(4) [now Rule 17.4(4) of the Civil
Procedure Rules] to alter the capacity in which a party sues as the administrator of the
deceased, even if he has acquired that capacity after the commencement of the action,
and further, even if the relevant period of limitation has expired. The effect of this rule
is that cases such as Ingall v. Moran [1944] K.B. 160, which provided that an
administrator could not commence an ordinary action for debt or damages until the
letters of administration were issued, are now negatived. Thus it is only actions begun
in the name of the deceased as plaintiff which are nullities, incapable of being cured by
any of the court's present powers.

€80 In Ontario similar changes to the Rules of Civil Procedure are found in Rule 9.03. G.D. Watson,
ed., Holmested and Watson, Ontario Civil Procedure, v. 2, looseleaf (Toronto; Carswell, 1993) at 9-4 to
9-4.1 explain that Rule 9.03 "contains a series of new remedial provisions to overcome a body of pre-
existing case law holding that, in a variety of situations, the improper constituting of proceedings against
an estate made the proceedings a nullity.”

981 By Rule 5.03(1), a proceeding brought by or against a person as administrator before a later.

grant of administration is deemed to have been properly constituted from the start. By Rule 9.03(2) a
proceeding commenced by or against an estate naming the estate is not a nullity but may be continued
by or against the executor or administrator or against a litigation administrator. Rule 9.03(3) permits a
proceeding commenced in the name of or against a person who has died to be continued by or against
the executor or admunistrator or a litigation administrator, with amendment to the style of cause. Finally,
Rule 9.03(5) provides that a proceeding by or against a deceased or an estate is not a nullity because it
was not properly constituted. The court may analogize from other provisions of Rule 9.03 to order the
proceeding to be reconstituted.

q 82 These procedural amendments are not present in this jurisdiction, but the judicial
pronouncement in Frank Estate is to the same effect. In circumstances closer to the old nullity cases than
this appeal, the Court directed that the nullity characterization is no longer supportable. Frank is binding,
There is no reason not to extend the reasoning in Frank to a plaintiff in these circumstances. The order
granting the administrator ad litem appointment is not a nullity; neither is the claim brought under its
authority. Rather, the pleading is an irregularity at most. The question is whether the irregularity can and
should now be cured by amendment.

2. If the part of this action that is purportedly brought by an administrator ad litem on
behalf of an estate can be considered a curable irregulanty, should this Court allow
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amendment of the pleadings outside the limitation period?
Changes in limitations legislation since Larsen

83 In Larsen the Court held that the statement of claim could not be amended to substitute the
administrator as plaintiff because the action was out of time: "As the limitation periods for commencing
action under these Acts have now expired, there can be no question of amending the statement of claim
by substituting the proper party as plaintiff." The Court relied on then seftled law and the limitations
legislation in place and concluded that amendment would not be allowed as the effect would be to
deprive the defendant of a limitations defence.

84  Although the learned chambers judge held that Larsen governed this case and that the impugned
pleadings were a nullity incapable of amendment, he considered whether the effect of Frank was to
overrule Larsen to the extent of permitting an amendment to substitute the administrator of the estate for
the administrator ad litem. The learned chambers judge concluded that Frank does not go so far as to
allow the court to add a party to a proceeding brought by a plaintiff who had no status to sue.

185  When Frank was decided, different limitations legislation was in place than when Larsen was
decided. The parties agree that this case is governed by different legislation again: the Limitations Act,
R.S.A. 2000, c. L-12, rather than the Limitation of Actions Act, R.S.A. 1980, c. L-15, applies.

€86  The Limitation of Actions Act was amended after Larsen was decided. The amended s. 61(1)(c)
specifically allowed an amendment to add or substitute a party outside the limitation period. The learmed
chambers judge did not discuss the effect of this change in legislation on post-Larsen cases, including
Frank. He did refer to s. 61(1) and noted that it has been repealed with the repeal of the Limitation of
Actions Act. The chambers judge properly held that this is a case for application of the new statute. The
current provision dealing with amendment outside the limitation period is s. 6 of the Limitations Act.
The chambers judge was of the view that s. 6 would not permit amendment outside the limitation period
in this case because it allows a party to be added only to a valid legal proceeding, and that the action
brought by the administrator ad litem was a nullity, so was not a valid legal proceeding.

87 I respectfully conclude the learned chambers judge was in error in adopting the nullity
characterization. Thus, this premise for disallowing the amendment fails. Because the limitation period
here has expired, the question of amendment rests on the application of the new provision and case law
interpreting the court's power to amend pleadings after the limitation period.

988  The applicability of s. 6 of the Limitations Act was not argued as an issue before us, except to
the extent that a pre-condition to applicability was the existence of a valid legal proceeding. In the
Limitations Act, s. 1 states as follows:

1. In this Act,
(a) “"claim" means a matter giving rise to a civil proceeding in which a
claimant seeks a remedial order;
(b) claimant" means the person who seeks a remedial order;
It is to be observed that s. 6(1) of the Limitations Act references "a claim . . .” added to a proceeding

previously commenced. The phrase "the added claim" appears in subsections 6(2), 6(3) and 6(4).
Section 6 reads as follows:
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6(1) Notwithstanding the expiration of the relevant limitation period, when a claim is
added to a proceeding previously commenced, either through a new pleading or
an amendment to pleadings, the defendant is not entitled to immunity from
liability in respect of the added claim if the requirements of subsection (2), (3)
or (4) are satisfied. . . .

(3) When the added claim adds or substitutes a claimant, or changes the capacity in
which a claimant sues,

(a) the added claim must be related to the conduct, transaction or events
described in the original pleading in the proceeding,

(b) the defendant must have received, within the limitation period applicable
to the added claim plus the time provided by law for the service of
process, suffictent knowledge of the added claim that the defendant will
not be prejudiced in maintaining a defence to it on the merits, and

(¢) the court must be satisfied that the added claim is necessary or desirable
to ensure the effective enforcement of the claims originally asserted or
intended to be asserted in the proceeding.

(5)  Under this section,
(a) the claimant has the burden of proving

(i) that the added claim is related to the conduct, transaction or events
described in the original pleading in the proceeding, and

(i) that the requirement of subsection (3)(c), if in issue, has been
satisfied,

L
and

(b) the defendant has the burden of proving that the requirement of subsection
(3)(b) or (4)(b), if in issue, was not satisfied.

€89 In these proceedings there is no "added claim" in the sense that the body of the pleading
originally brought is the subject of the amendment applied for. What is sought to be amended is the style
of cause by substituting a claimant. The person who seeks a remedial order in the context of s. 1 of the
Limitations Act is Sheila Stout in her capacity as administrator of the estate of Kelsey Stout.

§90  The definition of "claim” as defined in s. 1(a) of the Limitations Act has two components. Not
only must it be a matter giving rise to a civil proceeding but it must be one in which a claimant seeks a
remedial order. "Claimant" is separately defined as the person who seeks a remedial order.

€91  The structure of s. 6(1) - s.(4) refers to added claims. Added claims mean not only matters
giving rise to civil proceedings. There must also be a "claimant"” - a person who seeks a remedial order -
to constitute a claim. It follows that the scope of s. 6 includes applications to add or substitute a claimant
or change the capacity in which a claimant sues without in any way altering the body of the pleading,
which is the case here. The scope also includes an amendment to the body of the pleading without any
change in the status of g claimant. In the latter case, for example, s. 6(2) is applicable. It is evident that
many combinations may be asserted by an applicant under s. 6 which need not be illustrated here.
Suffice it to say that, in terms of the applicability of s. 6, what is sought in these proceedings is an added
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claim that changes the capacity in which a claimant sues. It falls squarely within the wording of's. 6(3)
of the Limitations Act,

€92  The purpose of s. 6 of the Limitations Act is informed by its history including its relationship
with s, 61(1) of the Limitation of Actions Act. The applicable portion of s. 61(1) is as follows:

61(1) If an action to which this Part applies has been commenced within the time
allowed by or under this Part, the court, on application, may authorize an
amendment to any pleading or proceeding therein that will result in a change of
parties to the action . . ,

(c) when the action is one brought against a person who was in fact deceased
at the time the action was commenced against him, if the court is satisfied
that the action is one which under the Administration of Estates Act or the
Survival of Actions Act could, at the time, have been maintained against
the estate of a deceased person and if the change is only the substitution
of the estate of the deceased person; notwithstanding that the time limited
by this Part for commencing that class of action had lapsed between the
time the action was commenced and the time of the application for the
amendment.

€93  This Court in Frank at p.299 described this provision as "a legislative determination, that, for the
purposes of the Act, an action against a non-existent party is not a nullity but will sustain an application
to substitute."

€94 In the mid 1970s The Institute of Law Research and Reform began a study that led to the
publications, Limitations, Report for Discussion No. 4, September 1986, and Limitations, Report No.
55, December 1989. Prior to this, in June, 1977, it issued its Working Paper, Limitation of Actions. The
Institute's comments at pp. 63-64 of the Working Paper shed some light on the purpose of s. 61(1) of the
old Act and what has become s. 6 of the new one. The Institute mentions Larsen as an example of the
harsh operation of the rule as it existed prior to the 1966 amendments (which gave rise to s. 61(1)) and
goes on to explain that even s, 61(1) could benefit from expansion:

Our courts have accepted the judge-made rule that parties should not be added or
substituted after the expiration of time, and that this prohibition includes an attempt to
change the capacity of a party. . . .

The rule often operates harshly, as appears from: Public Trustee v. Larson [sic] (1964),
49 W.W.R. 416 (App. Div.) . ..

An attempt to change the party after the expiration of time was unsuccessful.

... 5. 61(1) permits change of parties in three specific cases. . . .

(b) Where the plaintiff suing on behalf of a person who is under disability or
is. deceased is not entitled to bring the action, as long as the court is
satisfied that no one has been misled and the change is only the
substitution of the proper plaintiff.

... Section 61(1)(b) deals with a case in which action is brought by the wrong person
on behalf of an estate but we think there should be a more comprehensive provision.
The present one does not cover all cases of the wrong plaintiff and one must fall back
on the distinction between a misnomer of the plaintiff and the wrong plaintiff . . .

file://C:\Documents%20and%20Settings\njw\Desktop\QL%20Cases\Relation%20Back\St...  2/22/2006




{ 5 E ) Page 20 0of 22

A general provision could take one of several forms. It could simply allow addition or
substitution of a plaintiff; it could allow addition or substitution on the basis of a
connection with the original cause of action, as British Columbia does; it could use the
criterion of prejudice to the defendant, or it could follow the proposal of Professor
Watson. He would permit the addition or a change of a plaintiff only where the
defendant knows of the claim within the limitation period plus the time provided for the
service of process, which is one year. We are not sure whether there is much difference
between these proposals. We are inclined to agree with Professor Watson.

95  Thus, the Institute approved of the reform that had been brought by s. 61(1) of the old Act but
found that it did not go far enough. Section 61 of the Limitation of Actions Act was considerably more
specific than s. 6. The learned chambers judge took the effect of the absence of this specific provision in
the new Act to mean the remedy provided by s. 61(1)(b) is no longer there. With respect, this conclusion
does not follow, The Institute's comments, and a plain reading of s. 6, suggest that the new s. 6 was
intended not only to retain the exception, but also to broaden it to encompass other situations. The
discussion suggests also that a purpose of both provisions was to relieve against the harsh results in
cases such as Larsen.

96  The new statute has only 13 sections, as compared with 6] in the previous statute. One of the
strategies of the new statute was to reduce complexity by setting limitation periéds that can be
mechanically applied, and creating exception provisions for situations where it would not be unjust to a
defendant to remove the limitations defence: Report for Discussion, pp. 1-2.

97 Two approaches have developed in assessing whether pleadings can be amended outside the
limitation period: the functional approach, which presumes that amendments will be allowed unless the
party resisting amendment can show it will suffer actual prejudice; and the analytical approach, which
presumes that amendments will not be allowed, even in the absence of prejudice, unless the party
seeking amendment can show special circumstances. The two approaches proceed from opposite
assumptions, and cannot be merged: Madill v. Alexander Consulting Group, [1999] A.J. No. 865, 1999
ABCA 231, 237 A R. 307 at para. 59,

98  The analytical approach was prescribed in Weldon v. Neal (1887), 19 Q.B.D. 394 at 395 (C.A.),
and modified by the Supreme Court of Canada in Basarsky v. Quinlan, [1972] S.C.R. 380, [1972] 1
W.W.R. 303. The functional approach was first advocated by Professor Watson in "The Amendment of
Proceedings after the Expiry of Limitation Periods" (1975), 53 Can. Bar Rev. 237. He suggested that the
effect of a limitation statute must be reconciled with the competing principle found in the broad power
of amendment, and that a restrictive approach might impair the just determination of the real matters in
dispute.

799  This Court, in cases governed by the former Limitations of Actions Act, concluded that the
analytical approach is the proper one: Madill; Neis v. Yancey (1999), 250 A.R. 19, 180 D.L.R. (4th)
463 (C.A)); Cunningham v. Irving-Adams, [2001] A.J. No. 157, 2001 ABCA 38, 277 AR. 115.
However, in Neis the Court foreshadowed the possible adoption of a different approach, noting that the
new Limitations Act would "permit a claim to be added after the limitation period [...] unless the
defendant can prove that he or she did not receive, within the limitation period, sufficient knowledge of
the claim to avoid being prejudiced in maintaining a defence": at para, 22. QOther provinces have also
enacted legislation adopting the functional approach. See The Queen's Bench Act, 1998, S.8. ¢. Q-1.01,
s. 30; Limitation Act, R.S.B.C. 1996, c. 266, s. 4(4).

100 The approach advocated by Watson more than 25 years ago has now made its way into s. 6 of
the Limitations Act. As the analytical approach has been replaced by a legislated functional approach,
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special circumstances are no longer required to amend pleadings. Instead, a court must evaluate whether
each of the requirements of s. 6 are made out in the circumstances of the particular case.

€101  The learned chambers judge based his decision that s. 6 could not save the impugned pleading
on the reasoning that a valid legal proceeding was required before a claim could be added, and the
nullity determination meant this threshold was not met. As indicated earlier, the pleading here is not a
nullity. There is 2 "proceeding previously commenced"” to which claims can be sought to be added.

q 162  Further, even if the impugned claims were somehow found to be a nullity, there were other,
regular claims, including one by Sheila Stout in her own capacity, that would constitute a valid
proceeding. The chambers judge did not consider whether the existence of the other, valid claims would
satisfy the threshold requirement of a proceeding previously commenced. The decision of the Supreme
Court of Canada in McEllistrum v. Etches suggests this approach is available. There the court assumed,
without deciding, that an action cannot be instituted by a person in the capacity of administrator before
letters are issued and held that, where an action containing a claim by an administrator not yet appointed
(which traditionally would have been held a nullity) also contains another claim that is brought by a
valid plaintiff, a late-appointed administrator might still be added to the action. The writ was held not to
be a nullity because it contained such an additional valid claim, and the trial court could consider an
application to add the administrator as a plaintiff. The limitation period had not then expired.

103  The approach the Supreme Court took in McEllistrum turns the question not to nullity, but to
amendment of valid pleadings. Here, unlike McEllistrum, there was an intervening limitation period, but
there is now legislation that supplies the court with junsdiction to add a claim if the criteria for
amendment are met,

€104  The requirements of s. 6(3) for this case come down to these:

(a) the added claim must be related to the conduct, transaction or events described
in the original pleading in the proceeding,

(b) the defendant must have received, within the limitation period applicable to the
added claim plus the time provided by law for the service of process, sufficient
knowledge of the added claim that the defendant will not be pl‘Q]udlCCd in
maintaining a defence to it on the merits, and

(c) the court must be satisfied that the added claim is necessary or desirable to
ensure the effective enforcement of the claims originally asserted or intended to
be asserted in the proceeding.

9105 Subsection 6(5) provides that the plaintiff bears the onus of proving the first and third
requirements and the defendant bears the onus of disputing the second.

4106 I conclude that all three requirements are made out. The pleading sought to be brought by the
administrator of the estate as the added claim is the same pleading that may have been erroneously
brought by the administrator ad litem and arises from the conduct, transaction or events described in the
original pleading, which is the same conduct or events from which the other, regular claims arise.

107  The respondent had sufficient knowledge of the added claim within the limitation period and
has not shown otherwise. This is obvious from the order, consented to by the respondent, appointing the
Public Trustee administrator ad litem for the Golinowski estate. As noted, that order was granted on the
support of an affidavit appending the statement of claim ultimately filed (which contains the 2ll claims
which, if the amendment is allowed, will have been brought by the administrator). The respondent does

file://C:\Documents%20and%20Settings\njw\Desktop\QL%20Cases\Relation%20Back\St...  2/22/2006




/ —5L/ Page 22 0f 22

not take the position that prejudice will be suffered if the amendment is granted.

€108  The third criterion requires that the claims sought to be added are necessary or desirable to
ensure the effective enforcement of the claims originally intended to be asserted. The appellant clearly
intended bringing a claim on behalf of the estate, and the order appointing Sheila Stout administrator ad
litem clearly was sought - and intended by the court granting it - to make that possible. In this case that
claim should not be pursued by an administrator ad litem as the capacity of a person to do so in that
office may be in doubt. In any event, Sheila Stout has now obtained a grant of administration and in that
capacity is the person with undisputed authority to pursue the claim. She has applied to amend. The
amendment is necessary and desirable to ensure that the claim which all parties, and the court, clearly
intended to be asserted can proceed without dispute as to her status.

CONCLUSION

€109 The view expressed in Frank that the nullity characterization should be avoided is extended to
a plaintiff in these circumstances. The portion of the pleading containing claims by Sheila Stout as
administrator ad litem should not have been struck. Instead, the pleading is capable of amendment and
should be amended to substitute Sheila Stout in her capacity as administrator of the estate of Kelsey
Stout for Sheila Stout in her capacity as administrator ad litem. In so concluding, I do not reject or
reconsider Larsen; it does not govern this case because the facts are distinguishable. Rule 50 of the
" Alberta Rules of Court should be amended to clanfy its scope and intent. Accordingly, the appeal is
allowed.

WITTMANN J.A.
PICARD J.A.
FRUMAN J.A.
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