


Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
12th April 1861. '
P SRR S L B L S i i, AR e
No. 199.  Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 10th April 1861,
No. 1,862 :— ; e
Read the following letter from G. S. FORBES, Esq., Collector of Ganjam, to J. D.SIM, Esq.

Secret;ry t;l‘ the Board of Revenue, Fort Saint George, dated Chetterpfr, 19th Marcl’z

1861, No. 74. : |

SIR,
1. T have the honor to submit for the approval of the Board and of Government copy of

a statement which 1 propose to file in the Civil Court of Chicacole in a Suit brought by one

Katharasetti Venkata Narasaya claiming Rupees 8,211-4-0 from the Sub-Division Manager and
myself on the ground that this sum represents the Rajahbaghum or landlord’s share of the
village of Polaky which was rented by him from the Government and which remained unculti-

vated owing to the contumacy of the Ryotsand the failure of the Officers of Government to give

timely instructions empowering him to procure the cultivation of the land by others.

9. Translations of the plaint and of the orders and arzees which seem to me material to

the point on which the claim terms accompany this letter ; the plaint contains so much e

irrelevant to the point at issue that I am, surprised.it should have been bryought on the file of
the Court in its present state, it enumerates Petitions and orders which passed both before and

subsequent to the petitioner’s application for my interference and my order in reply. I have

not thought it necessary to notice these in the statement herewith submitted and I think the
Board and Government will be of opinion that sufficient, is there set down to show that the
village remained uncultivated during the season in question because the plaintiff himself neither
acted on the orders issued by me nor yet would agree to the usual terms of a division of produce
on which the Ryots themselves were willing to cultivate, and that either of these courses wa;

open to him at a period when the entire village might have been cultivated.

3. Under the circumstances above stated, I request the authority of Government to
defend the Suit at the public expense.
4. 1 have not alluded to the charges of corruption and intrigue against the Sub-Division

Manager, as they do not affect the real question at issue and should be put forward by

plaintiff in another form.

Read also letter from the same Officer, dated 21st March 1861, No. 76.
(In Cons. 3rd April 1861, No, 2,019.)

The Collector reports the institution of a suit against himself and the SuB-Division
Manager in the Civil Court of Chicacole by one Katharasetti Narasaya for the recovery of
Rupees 8,211-4-0 as the landlord’s share of the produce of the village of Polaky which was
rented by him for the three Faslis 1268 to 1270 at Ruvees 3,575 per annum. '

2, The plaintiff alleges that the Ryots would not come to terms with him for the
cultivation of the village and that the Collector did not pass timely or sufficient orders to enable
ds cultivated by others, thereby causing the losses for which he now sues.

him to get the lan
3. The Collector shows in his statement that he duly issued the necessary orders and

losses were caused by his insisting on a fixed rent in money or grain instead of

that plaintiff’s
and by other defaults of his own.

sharing the produce according to usage
4. The Collector should have forwarded the terms of the rent which can only be gathered
at present from the papers. "The Board presume that such extra judicial aid as plaintiff claims
did not form one of the stipulations. They observe also that one of the conditions ot‘rth; :
lease is said by Mr. Tod (in paragraph 8 of his memorandum to the Collector) to have rbeen
that the village should be settled on the sharing system. Both these points should, the,,Boud

think, be urged in the reply. ‘

5. The Board resolve to request the sanction of Government for tke defence of the am ,

ye

in the first instance, g
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
12th April 1861,

6.‘ _The Collector is requested to state whether the village in question as well as the others
similarly rented cannot be settled in some preferable way,

7. He should have given the number of the Suit and stated the period within which the

 answer must be filed. :

8. The Board remark that the correspondence between the Collector and Principal Assis
tant appears to have passed wholly in the vernacular. This is objectionable and the usual rule
of restricting vernacular correspondence between European Officers to matters of office detail

- should be adhered to.

9. The charges of corruption will not of course be neglected, merely because they are
- brought forward in an incorrect mode, if they seem probable to the Collector.

(A true Copy and Extract.) ,
(Signed) J. D, SIM, Secretary.

No. 200. OapEr THEREON, 12th April 1861, No. 821.,

1. The Honorable the Governor in Council sanctions the defence in the first instance at
the public cost of the Suit instituted by one Katharasetti Narasaya in the Civil Court of
Chicacole against tue Collector of Ganjam and another ; but he will determine when a copy of
the Decree is submitted, whether the costs, if any be adjudged against the Collector, shall be
borne by that Officer or by the Government. '

2. From the imperfect information supplied by the Collector respecting this case, it appears
very doubtful whether he was justified in passing orders as he did. If, as seems to be the case,
the custom of the village in question is a division of the crop, the village could not properly be
given to a renter on other terms. It does not, in fact, appear to have been given on other
terms ; as Mr. Tod says expressly that it was stipulated that the renter should “ receive half

; share of the produce®.” The renter was bound to

® Memorandum August 28th, paragraph 8. adhere to that condition, and it does not appear how
the Collector could properly uphold him in insisting

on a breach of it. It cannot be supposed thatthe Ryots would wantonly, or without some
reason which seemed to them very cogent, have refused to cultivate their lands to their own
great and certain loss. If the case is as stated in this paragraph, the defence should not be

that the Collector gave the order sufficiently early, but that the renter had no claim to such
aid at all. » '

3. The Board will call on the Collector for explanation as to the actual terms of the rent,

and the grounds of his order in favor of the renter. That order has certainly weakened his
defence to the Suit.

4. The Government approve the Board’s orders in paragraphs 6 to 9.

(Signed) J, D, BOURDILLON,
Secretary to Government.

No. 1,562.
PROCEEDINGS OF THE BOARD OF REVENUE, dated 10th April 1861.

Read the following letter from G. S. FORBES, Esq., Collector of Ganjam, to J. D. SIM, Esq.,
) s ' i 3
- Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Fort Saint George, dated Chetterpore, 19th Ma&ph
e : ,

1861, No. 74 :— : | t
1. 1 have the honor to submit, for the approval of the B.oard ar}d of 90vernm;:1{) czgz
f t:atement which I propose to file in the Civil Court of Chicacole in a: S‘ll]:t broug’ v -
o Venkatanursiah claiming Rupees 8,211-4-0 from the Sub-division Manager an
e lell und that this sum represents the Rajahbogum or landlord’s share of tlfe
m‘)"self’ . “; gl'ohich was rented by him from the Government and which remained unculti-
‘vlltl,:geo(xfirl:; l:o {h:’contumacy of the Ryots, and the failure of the Officers of Government to
val

ive timely instructions, empowering him to procure the cultivation of the land by others.
gl\'c 110

: laint and of the orders and Arzees, which seem to‘me material

" "rr:nsm\t:l(i?cixoihzhiliim turns, accompany this letter; the plaint contains so much

to the i 25 to the point at issue, that I am surprised it should have been brought on the
matter melevan.t b rezent state ; it enumerates petitions and orders which passed both before
fle o fre it 1“ lthcl: Petitioner’s application for my interference and my order in reply. I
and sulssqnens e essary to notice these in the statement herewith submitted, and I

ha.ve s thou(ig i (;tGon:Zrnment will be of opinion that sufficient is there set down to show that
thmk.the e ‘and uncultivated during the season in question because the Plaintiff lfin.as'elf
th? e l‘emﬂ"tli orders issued by me nor yet would agree to the usual terms of a division
ll:lthe; Mbe(:a O:hicli the Ryots themselves were willing to cultivate, and that either of these
of produce o

pen to him at a period when the entire village might have been cultivated.
courses was o . .
Under the circumstances above stated, I request the authority of Government to
3. Under :
defend the suit at the public expense.

18 5 tion and intrigue against the Sub-division

r lluded to the charges of corrup g sio

M : Ia,sl tl‘e n(;): :otuaﬁ'ect the real q:estion at issue and should ke put forward by Plaintiff
anager hey

in another form.

ExcLosure No. 1.

A to be presented to the Civil Court at Chicacole, in O, S. No. 30 of 1861.
FT of an Answer

his claim on the assertion that timely orders were not issued by

ble Plaintiff to procure the cultivation of the villagt.a of Polaky rented
Sud S ;,o e(;zvemment If it can be shown that the orders Plaintiff sought were
by him from the

ivati illage the plaint falls to the ground. And

in ti i the cultivation of the villag .

gy 0 t’01 advI:lilzti he micht have had a landlord’s share of the produce without the
it is shov g

DrA
1. The Plaintiff rests

S0 a.ls() lf ent 3

: 3 yernm . :

intecepiitn of G(::r « from tho Plaintiff on this subject, dated 20th Mareh, 215t April and
2. Represen 10T

Fo st Defendant, who, as Manager of the
: arded to 2nd Defendant by Ist ) Kb g
7th May 186%’ :v;ne f,or:;'::ed all matters for 2nd Defendant’s orders, during the absence of
Sub-division Cutcherry, .
s : llector.
i 5 As"‘sml:: C;‘he;e three representations all reached 2nd Defendant on 16th May.

: i lleged to have been sustained
rtain grievances and losses a
oo ghe{hse;lizﬁgﬁ'c :t :he gﬁmds of the Ryots and pray that unless the latter
y the

. 3 r mone I)Ialll' ]" Sh()ul(l be duthOXlZed
Eements to ])a y a fa 1 Yent elthel in g] a1n o y2 »

to employ other cultivators.



Marked B. 4. An order was despatched by 2nd Defendant on the 21st of the same
month to the Peshkar of Polaky, directing him to inform the Ryots that the

renter was authorized to employ others unless they exchanged cultivation agreements with him
on fair terms.

5. Copy of this order was sent at the same time to the 1st Defendant at Chicacole.

Marked C. ) 6 The .Arzee of the Peshkar of Polaky addressed on the 6th June to the
Principal Assistant’s Office, shows that this order had been duly received at
Polaky ; that the matter had again been discussed with the Ryots and the Plaintiff ; that the

Ryots were then willing to cultivate the whole land on g division of produce but refused to pay 2
fixed rent in money or grain.

el

D. 7. On the 16th June, a Yadee was received by the 2nd Defendant from the Prin -

. f:ipal Assistant’s Office, from which it appeared that no steps had been taken towards
cultivating the land up to that time.

: 8. The 2r'1d Defendant iv a Yadee, dated 25th June 1860, then repeated the instruc-
tions already given to the Polaky Peshkar in the order of 21st May.
F

WIS s b e s 1 9. An Arzee, dated 23rd August, addressed by the last-named

Officer to the Principal Assistant shows that the Plaintiff had up
othing towards causing the land to be cultivated himself and was
ots should cultivate on the usual understanding to divide the produce.
> that even up to the end of August there was still time to cultivate the
'(Wl.nch has ample means of irrigation). After this the Plaintiff still continued
incipal Assistant Collector, but took no effectual steps towards cultivating the

to that time done little or n
still unwilling that the Ry
The same Arzee shows tha
village of Polaky
to address the Pr
village.

10. It follows from these facts that the Pl
sufficiently early to have secured the cultivatio

Se s his own inten(,ied arrangements, he might have accepted the terms on which, as shown
in the ?ola.ky Pe.fshkar.s Arzee of 6th June, the Ryots were then willing to cultivate the
whole village. His claim to be reimbursed by Government for the loss of the Rajahbogum of

the village (for so the plaint runs) is, therefore, clearly untenable, and he is himself answerable
for the village not having been cultivated.

aintiff received the authority which he sought
n of the village. If he felt himself unable to

- ——

ExcrLosure No. 2.
To the Civil Court of Chicacole.
Plaintiff.

NP Defendants.
hatlfnsetty Narasaya of Chicacole by versus 1. Raugo alins Kautoty Kantarow
profession an Inamdar and a renter, Pantulu, Sub-Manager in the Principal

Assistant Collector’s Office of Ganjam at

Chicacole, and an inhabitant of Chicacole.
2. G.S8. Forbes, Esq., Collector of Gan-

Jam, and an inhabitant of Chetterpore.

The village of Polaky in the Taluq of that name was under the management of its late -

proprietor up to Fasli 1262 when it used to yield a revenue of Rupees 1,170-9, viz., value of
176 garces of paddy at 6} a garce, Rupees 1,100 and ready-money rent of dry lands Rupees
70-9. In Fasli 1263 it reverted to Government, and by the improvement of irrigation works
such as the repairs of channels and erection of sluices, and by the extended cultivation of Banjar

lands, the village of Polaky was capable of yielding in the first crop 500 garces of raggy and -

pac.ldy from both dry and wet lands per annum, half of which, viz,, 250 garces, was the proper
Rajahbogum. But when the Taluq was under the Circar management the real yield was
understated by the connivance of native Officers of Government, and hence the Beriz of the

i 00 Rupees up to Fasli 1267 ; the Government, therefore, gave the village in
;ﬁl:%iix (1)':111); ffcompezftionri)n common with other villages of the Taluq, whe.n the I.’Iaintiﬁ’
presented an offer for Rupees 3,575 a year for three Faslis from 1268 to .1270; l?elng an increase
of Rupees 775 per annum, and his proposal was approved by Circar., With a view of sub:]ectmg
the Plaintiff during these three years and then the Government 1.;0 a loss by not showmg th_e
actual capabilities of the village, and of having the lease o.f tl.le l.’lamtl.ﬁ' cancelled and getting it
back for the Ryots before the term of the rent of the Plaintiff is over, .the Ryots a,n'd the first
Defendant, &c., Government servants combined together aiW caused 'the Yﬂlage to be mlsman:g(;d
during Fasli 1268 and subjected the renter to great loss. ‘By the intrigues of the 1st De end-
ant the lands of the village were left waste, the cultivation decreased, the crops were ma :

in Fasli 1269 in which the village (of Polaky) was under the mana‘gement 'of: Governmen
P4 ther irregularities were committed. Under a promise of giving redres's to
sl o Ty d some other native officers took bribes from time to time

intiff the 1st Defendant an ; ; ;
;r:mpiil: til){i:in:ﬂ‘ Sboth in person and through some of his people, Not being contented with

i sine sided with the Ryots, they had the village administered by

“"hat giy s ‘recew:(:' ;na(ililai;zgili;iut the cons);nt of tge Plaintiff and subjected him f,o
o g 9 f’ﬁw}‘i“] :’ Defendant and others are responsible. A reference to the records will
e FO.I' e ePlsintiﬁ' presented some Petitions to the effect that the Ryots cannot be
0l th(;s't.o l")rhlfi lantls on the condition of giving share of produce for Fasli 1270, that form.al
:i::f:nts sh:uld be immediately entered into binding tl.lgm to give a fixe.ad rent e]i:her in
% .1 In failure of this permission should be given to the Pl:.a.mt}ﬁ' to make over
A gmm}; by ousting the Ryots before the expiration of the cultivating season ; that
f,he o<l e 4 t is not granted the village may be taken under Amani and the
e & f produce. On the same subject the Amins of the Polaky

inti full share o i
;’l?ntxmﬁ'a dago::,:let:port,s and some correspondence took place between the Plaintiff and the
aluq ma 8

i between the Collector and
ins me, several Official Memoranda passed i
A'mmb'. 'In suPp?rtsz t}:l;a some orders were issued to the lower officers (Amin’s Cut:cherry)
hlijrrmgp::li;szmém’,s also were made. The following are the record connected with the
and some

present case :—

3 Petitions presented by
in the office of the
Defendant owing to the

4 Petitions presented by the Pl?i
1860, in the office of the Prin

1. An Endorsement of the above o

the Plaintiff on the 20th March, 21st April and 7th May 1860,
Principal Assistant Collector which was under charge of the 1st
absence of the Principal Assistant Collector.

ntiff on the 14th June, 24th July, 8rd and 19th August

cipal Assistant Collector.
fﬁI::er on the Petitions, dated 24th and 26th July of the

s yw;,h office of the Peshkar to that of the Principal Assistant Collector on the
i e
: Arlz(l):;f;?; 24th April, 6th June, 24th July and 23rd August of 1860.
Letters from the Peshkar to the Plaintiff, dated 13th and ?Otl;) J :11){7 I 8610tt o,
rtod i wer to the Peshkar’s letter a ‘
d August 1860, being an ans
Letter, dated the 23r g
on the same date.

Arzies sent by the first '
12th, 13th or 14th Apr

adies, dated 16th and 30th
> A;sist.ant to that of the Collector.

Yadies, dated 18th April, 15th May,

18]

—_—

Defendant to the office of the Collector, one bearing date the
1. and the other 8th, 9th or 10th May 1860. e
' June and 28th August 1860, from the office of the Principal

D

L]

95th June and 12th September 1860, froxliz the

.” Do) Assistant, and also copy of a Hookoom.

llector to that of his Princip :

office of th; ?;th May, 30th June, 10th and ‘16th July, 25th guﬁr and 19th Sep-

Ordersb,edvﬁm the office of the Principal Assistant to that of the Pes 2
tember

-

<
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4 Petitions presented b inti
y Plaintiff to the addr g
August, 12th and 17th September 1186;. I

1 g oy % ¥
Registered Petition of the Plaintiff, datéd 6th November 1860, to the address of the

2nd Defendant requesti i
ng him to fa i
under Clause 2, Section 4, Reg:ulationv(I)ro;nl‘;ShQ:;t & Gt o P vt

-1 Petition of the Plaintiff, d ;
ior . dated 28th D
Principal Assistant Collector. PR TR, e S s

1 Endors ) i
ement made by the above Officer on the above Petition on 8th January 1861

1 Endorsement made b
: y the Collect
Plaintiff, dated 12th Septeml(::r,or on the 22nd September last, on the Petition of the

1 Endorsement made b '
y the Coll
datod 27th Soptember, ollector on the 17th September, on the Peti_t.ion of the Plaintiff,

1 End i ‘
ndorsement of the Assistant Collector made on the 18th December, stating that it has

been made under instructi
: ctions from th 2
T S R Collector, with reference to a certain Petition

38 Total thirty-eight papers.

—_—

The abo
ve correspondence as well as some other records, &c., show that—

The Defendan .
opportunity to the tfiyi:nttsﬁze?d tt}l: R PN Rl by halr atas Mo iver ot
ouiyren e mf e ‘same way during Fasli 1270 ; that they did ng:t ive
and that they allowed the s3eR0 entlering into agreements and of agricultural o mtigl
A P A yots to hold lands under them without at least catl::in °:,;:;
consequence was that th e be transplanted thus keeping the lands e
A e Plaintiff suffered a loss of revenue that may be derived ;:ntet:h 'fli‘ll‘]set
e

crop of the lands under the 83 R
; ots of ¢ i £l i
Jamabundi and profit of the rentelr.y be village which is snswerable for the Circar

The delay of six months from 2

SR e e byOtt,ll:eLl{:;cIX gle dla)t(? of.the Plui'ntiﬁ"s Arzee, 19th September,
long period the 1st Defendant kept up with a m c].n?g 1:1n01pa:1 Assistant Collector, during which
and the defect of the investigation are proofs sz :1:118 lélotentlon e o B
allowed an authenticated copy of the above noti s Sta.terflent' The Plaintiff was only
c&te.d copies of other record accompanied by sta A Plamt“f_f's application for authenti-
Assistant Collector with an Endorsement t t)l' stamp papers was rejected by the late Principal
Plaintifs request. The report of th ; o the effect that there was no reason to comply with the
antid 190h Sepseiebiac; i chaid e eshkar', dated 23rd August, and the Petition of the Plaintiff,
e e 1 question’. The e:;y tthat d.le time of. cultivation has expired long before the date of
on the 8th January 1861 on t‘; 4;1 ‘A.cung Principal Assistant Collector gave an Endorsement
B 7th D has the 91 e Petition of tl?e 28th December referring the Plaintiff to that
dde:: Thist b 1% .aumﬁ h.as not received any Endorsement whatever bearing the latter
S znds in the vﬂlage of Polaky up to last Fasli, two of whom hold their lands
AT SEPEN Ay cnrrent.Fash. In the present year the lands of three of the Ryots
dnd Payskary ot whivs e;“ on grain rent ; of these three, oneisa Kadeem Ryot, and the other two
isG. 21, P. 27, M. 6 of°° up the lands thrown up by two Kadeem Ryots ; the rent of these lands
fhass 1% She D;fen.da,n & F;;dd)'- In the holdings of the remaining 83 Ryots which were left under
S5t Dbt sl Bk ti; le plants that were grown by them were not caused to be transplanted
Pt api <o be};a]f 3 é ands were allowed to be waste, and the record is a sufficient proof. The

overnment are answerable for the loss thus sustained of the first crop of

1

i
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ich would yield in the lands of the village in question as stated above, the
{ of it, viz., 250 Garces of paddy for Rajahbogam ; of this Garces 21-27-6
Ryots should be deducted. Thus there remains Garces 228-2-14, which
Rupees a Garce Would amount to Rupees 8,211-4, The Plaintiff, there-
of this sun from the Defendants together with its inferest and costs of

500 Garces of paddy wh
Plaintiff is entitled to hal
being the rent of certain
at the present rate of 36
fore, prays for the recovery

g (Signed) T. VENCATANARASIALL

(True Translation,)
(Signed). G.S. FORBES, Collector.
Excrosvre No. 3. '

—Translation ‘of an Arzee addressed by the Sub-mzma,gef to the Collector of

ABSTRACT. ; -
Ganjam, dated 10th and received 15th May 1860.

Excrostre No. 4.

ABsTmcr.—-Translation of an order issued by the Collector to the Peshkar of Polaky, dated
the 21st May 1860. : R
E~crLosvre No. 5.

.Am1‘RA(m.—Trwsﬁtion of an Arzee addressed by the Peshkar
t Collector of Ganjam.

1860, to the Principal Assistan

E~crosurE No. 6.
Principal Assistant to the Collector, dated

of Polaky on the 6th June

__Translation of a Yadee from the

ABSTRACT. .
16th June 1860 and received 23rd idem.

ExcrLosure No. 7.

ABS'rnACT.——Translation of a Yadee from the Office of the Collector to that of the Principal

Assistant Collector, dated 25th June 1860.

v Excrosure No. 8.

1<lation of a Yadee from the Prineip
ceived 8th September 1860,

A
Excrosvre No. 9.
m the Collector to the Principal Assistant Collector,

A BSTRACT.—Trat al Assistant to the Collector, dated
28th August 1860, and re

A BanAcr.—Tmnslation of a Yadee fro

dated 12th September 1860.
Read also letter from the same Officer, dated 21st March 1861, No. 76.
(In Cons. 3rd April 1861, No. 2,019.)

et s

institution of a Suit against himself and the Sub-division
Manager in the Civil Court of Chicacole by one Kathrisetty Narasaya for the recovery ¢ ;
Rupees 8,211-4-0, as the landlord’s share of the produce of the village of Polaky which was
rented by him for the three Faslis 1268 to 1270, at Rupees 3,575 per annum.

9 The Plaintiff alleges that the Ryots would not come to terms with him for the cultiva-
tion of the village, and that the Collector did not pass timely or sufficient orders to enable him
to get the lands cultivated by others, thereby causing the losses for which he now sues.

v 3. The Collector chows in his statement that he duly issued the necessary orders, and
Plaintifi’s losses were caused by his insisting on a fixed rent in money or grain instead
uce according to usage and by other defaults of his own.

1. The Collector reports the

that
of sharing the prod




4. The Collector should have forwarded the terms of the rent which can only be gathered
at present from the papers. The Board presume that such extra-judicial aid as Plaintiff claims
did not form one of the stipulations, They observe also that one of the conditions of the

lease is said by Mr. Tod (in paragraph 8 of his memorandum to the Collector) to have been that

the village should be settled on the sharing system. Both these points should, the Board think,
be urged in the reply.

5. The Board resolve to

- 6. The Collector is requested to state whether the village
-similarly rented, cannot be settled in some preferable way. v
7. He should have given the number of the Suit, and stated the period within which the ;

8. The Board remark that the correspondence between the Collector and Principal
Assistant appears to have passed wholly in the vernacular. 'This is objectionable, and the usual

correspondence between European Officers to matters of office detail Gty

request the sanction of Government for the defence of the Suit

in question, as well as the others

should be adhered to.

9. The charges of corruption will not of course be neglected, merely because they are
brought forward in an incorrect mode, if they seem probable to the Collecto_r.

(True Copies and Extract.) .
(Signed) J. D. SIM,
Secretary.
To J. D. Bourdillon, Esq., Secretary to Government, R. D.

Copy to G. S. Forbes, Esq., Collector of Ganjam,

Exd. J. Wright.




//r//’/'.»%

z
2

'. 4 gt éx A7 5‘77({".‘” e

AL w72 C-F I )/-

%1«4/ B o

& e %
Q/‘f{t,{(» W oPce /;,%f/./

tﬂa@(/ W&j% ,/7 P

W e)q‘(‘e)

/

%z -&4uﬂ,¢/’/a/// /f// e / 7

B2 2ol v oy Lo oleel. ‘,/ S T

2 aé/_/?‘/f;_"‘é'((a/f;/ BP0 g e~ b T ey //‘.»@_

B

3 : o B ; :
3 ‘ﬁ( G P 7/4( £ éﬂzc A B Olpry
| AP (/‘/ e s Z(C// P S v/;’/?{ 3

’/ LAt E L

M/’///’//a/{ rEEIFr L / /

",m(%_, \%/;Y//'/(’/ T & /’///1“’ 6!7(11 "{//

4{(’/ o o //;/R/ /////KC// /K;(/,
ré{’/fc/(ftw zc) APl /1////1 /

e / P

% G/J"/ . /6’{?/ o £ :"/( ‘f//”//q/f-'ér //’;/‘('/
- 5 L 7

Cl e { vtfﬁl/(/é( /{/)/ '//r{/(/ '//:‘,

% N,
;- e . :
{'/ /::7 "’/é"(/d SRl Cev tC _{/(//

5

R 2 e, Pt i 7
&?K//,/Z? Atrets Lotrccrcol 45 crot il erp.

B o
=7 ”/((/(/(f'/(, ceveel ¢ F oo,

A B /(/( 7///(‘/7 >//’ o //i /,’/‘//;,r-/:;;«.

- > -~
TN . P S b » 4 y %
(zr../(( /’('/»*7‘{:/ /r//r/’/// /,,/{(

.

Gz ~//¢—’//:‘./37 e 2 L "“‘/l'//(-‘/(///
‘»" : p -

X
(// 2.0 ,/' //;- ‘ s { : . .
e, : / 2 {‘((4( E'e e )%/; ZeED ¢ fé’(! //5 A (Fecivee 5

;'1‘,,§"§& i&‘& 21)‘,: B 0 T

&

ters 2Bt dortecke rrese tbve 4&@ :

-.Wzn.zfﬂ//é R /‘””/ @‘;’”’0{ |

?W.\

5 .

,44(¢(4(g,/ ‘,Vf/((.{»f/’/( /4 C’{l_(,ﬁ‘,(/zk‘@ /3;
PASVIN e <o 2kt

"

C ey ~/Q:‘( L ,»_/(//‘/' . Q/// ,f( Cce Le? ‘/‘ Q.)‘

& ; ¥

4//4//{’6{/ '-"" oo ‘%"‘”"f-’*% v ‘:

{{%ﬂw J/wzcé/ ISP 4 /4 S o,

éy-%gﬁeﬁz o e OreAE 2 4/472/ ,;.

e rE A | x
S 2 Sl cere e edé'g:
pre e orlloales fon pom A,m
£ /‘,‘,}; ot .4 e et L5 1«4/ 7

V/fﬁ ’Zfz(/ /(.«/// C;fc' //‘/("/(/cé'/,,, (/(

/r/ ;a' el tee //ﬂ( o2 ’/4‘23 =
/// Corlez //._/a 7 orzeler /z) co Cgz. :

o .‘41, = ,é z,a;’(w/;}?((. golt /( = //Vz'kee/

-

7

F o Sa e

«/,\é){ra vols é'z&ézz«f e M,







	Image00028
	Image00029
	Image00030
	Image00031
	Image00032
	Image00033
	Image00034
	Image00035

