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No. 35. To the Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, dated Fort
Saint George, 12th October 1860, No. 608.

In continuation of my letters dated the 5th May last, Nos. 292 and 294, relating to the dis-
posal of the jewels, and of the contents of the armoury of the late Raja of Tanjore, I am now
dirccted by the Honorable the Governor in Council, with reference to paragraph 5 of Mr. Secre-

tary Edmonstone’s letter of 8th September 1856,

Proceedings 23rd March 1860, Nos. 19 & 20. No. 4,644, to submit for the information and

& 2.
Ist May ” o4 t§o oy, orders ofthe Government of India, copies of let-

1

' ]8th 9 IT) 3

03rd June . ., 8. tersfrom the Commissioner of Tanjore, and of

:: V4th July . ,» 25&26.  the Proceedings of Government thereon, as

. 16th August ,, » 4‘3. t049. noted in the margin, respecting the investiga-

” Rlst Sept. n 16877 tion and settlement of the debts due by that
Prince.

9. In his letter of the I14th March last, the Commissioner brought to notice that the
claims against the late Raja were, in several instances, of very petty amount, and proposed
that he should be authorized to pass at once for payment all under Rupees 50, which he might

on investigation find to be well founded. To this course the Government assented,

3. With his report of the 11th April, the Commissioner submitted a statement of claims
above 50 Rupees each which he had investigated, and a Memorandum showing his decision in
each casc and the grounds of it. The number of these claims was 48, and the amount claimed
Rupees 8,13,986-11-7}. Of these, 16 were rejected and 32 admitted. The aggregate amount
awarded under these 32 claims was Rupees 1,11,509-12-63.

4. My, Phillips, the Commissioner, explained that, subsequently to the death of the Raja, and
while all the members of the family were united in their desire to secure the succession to the Raj
for his daughter, the affairs of the Durbar had been, in most instances, honestly and regularly con-
ducted. Among other measures, alist of the pecuniary liabilities of the deceased Prince had
been prepared in the Sirkele’s Department. Additions to it were made after Mr. H. Forbes had
been appointed Commissioner, but these had mostly reference to claims arising on the supply, loan,
or deposit of articles, of which the prices had not been definitely fixed at the date of the Raja's
demise. This statement was closed in October 1856 ; but it should be understood that its pre-
paration must have been conducted independently of the individual members of the Raj family,
whose names appear in it as creditors for large amounts.

5. The aggregate number of claims entered in the lists prepared by the Sirkele was 602,
embracing a sum of Rupees 8,30,0G8-1-2; of these there were,

Above 50 Rapees............... 114 = Rupees 5,253,060
Below 50 4, ... e 488 — . 5,007
602 = 8,30,067

Thesc last Mr. Phillips proceeded to dispose of under the authority given him, as stated in
para. 2 of this letter. The 48 claims entered in the Statement and Memorandum which accom-
panied the Commissioner’s letter belong to the first class. They include, with one exception,
all the debts standing against the Raja in the Sirkele's list ¢f which the amounts respectively
exceeded Rupees 1,000.

6. Among these 48 claims in excess of Rupees 50 each, there were however [4, in cach
of which the sum awarded by the Commissioner was below Rupees 150, and he was authorized to
discharge these at once.
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7. Besides the 602 claims borne on  the Sirkele's lists, there were as many

- N ) o . 3
2,976 others, originating in arrears of stipend, salary and wages from porio s piior 30

. . cres of the
It P subsequent to the Ruju's death up to the date of
* ot .. . - - ral, Whanentse
Dowlut Pamloke. abolition in 1857 of the three® mincr estals Slunentss
Hoozoor Pamloke. . a1 a0t Ot
Dowlut Lushkur Puttak. These 2976 claims amounted o Rupees (!’-1- F‘C(.-si
these 86 aggregating Rupees 13,615 wore each m €X¢¢
z o N -~ My 1 ps
of Rupees 50. The remaining 2,890 amounted collectively to Rupess 20,476, and Mr. Phral
was authorized to settle them at once under the power previously given him.

8. Trom the Commissioner's letter of the 12th April, it will be seen that of the abave
2,976 claims, 992 belong to the Dowlut Pamloke Departient, of which two above 50 Rupees
were settled by the late Sirkele after a list of them had been prepared, 936 are for sums Fespee”
tively below Rupees 50, which the Commissioner has sele
disbursement of Rupees 6,995-
by him.

: . weroere rale

d by awards involving an agureds
i y . sl on

1-10, and the remaming 31 above that smount are reposteu

9. The total of all these 3¢ claims is lupees $,936-1-7.  The Commissioner has re;ccted

19 and allowed 13, the aggregatc amount awarded being Rupees 1,314-8.6. The hizhest ““"“ld’

. - .3 the
as will be seen from the Statement appended to the report, was fur Ruypees Jl-u-v, ane the
lowest Rupees 17-0-8.  These were ordered to be paid at once.

10.  The similar claims in the Hoozoor Pamlck: and Dowlut Lushkar Puiuk Dojarts s
are as follows:

Above lelaw
Rupees 50 Rupees 50
Hoozoor Pamloke ......... R i 1,633
Dowlut Lushkur Puttak......... . 13 301
50 1,934

Those above Rupees 50 (incrcased however to 36 in number) of an aggreyate atount (lf
Rupees 10,933-8-102 have been reported on by the Commissioner in his letter of the 26th April.
He has rejected 23 and allowed 33 at an aggregate sum of Rupees 6,:19-9-13, which he was

. . . . . at once
authorized to discharge at once. The 1,931 cases cach under Rupees 50, he disposed of at on
under the general power given him,

11. Above, in paragraph 3, it was mentioned that of 114 claims above Rupees 30 on th'c
Sirkele's lists, 48 were reported on by the Commissioner in his letter of the 11th April. .‘_" b':
letter of the 19th idem, the Commissioner reported on Gl more of the same class, the remaning 9
having apparently been settled by the Sirkele. These G! clsims amount in the aggregate 10
Rupees 12,227-13.6, 23 have been rejected and 36 admitted, involving a disbursement of Rupces
7,499-3-2. Of the 36 allowed, 12 are for sums below Rupees 100 each, which this Government

has ordered to be at once dishursed. Thus all the claims, G022 in number, entered in the Sir-
kele's lists have been reported on or disposed of,

12, Besides the claims borne in the Sirkele's lists and those connected with the Dowlut
Pawloke, Hoozoor Pamloke and Dowlut Lushkur Puttak Establishments, several claims were
preferred to the Commissioner in person. In his letter of the 25th Juune, Mr. Phillips reported
on all such claims remaining for enquiry, which had been preferred to him up to the lOt'h of tll;at
month, the date fixed by this Government as that within which all claims must be sent in. . }e;
ducting claims which were mere repetitions of those already reported on, and 4 of which th
Commissioner himself disposed of as being below Rupees 50 each, there remained 28.

; 16th
- in his lettar
* These Establishments arce deseribed by the furmer Commiseioner, Mr. 11. Forbes, in gencral terms in

Jauuary 1857, A
Dotclut Pamloke —Servants only who were sppointed to Office by the late Raje.
H =200 Pamloke.—Servants who were in Office at the time of the Raja's acecssion.

- ! - i i 1 58 .
Loowelu’ Lushhur Pruttak—Raja's rciations, and all connceted with His Highness' Troop

| hbceediugs of the Madras Government, Political I)epm*tmcnt
12th October 1860,
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13. The sums claimed by these 28 parties amount to Rupeecs 1,02,382-12-6. The Cow-

missioner has rejected 20, and admitted in part 8, the aggregate sum awarded to these last

H [5 16 Jd Iy

befng fupees [1225-5-2 4. The Commissioner was authaorized

No. 17 Visalakski...... ............. Lts. 36- -G 5 gisburse at once the sums awarded to the
w18 Chintamani & her daughter. ., gg‘l(q'g parties named in the margin, if the claimants
; }?g E?Z:::;);:?%a’;;jawﬂlf(’?” ’,: I:‘}ill:l(;:.‘} were willing to accept them in full of uli
? demands. The sum of Rupees 127 8.11, awarded

to No. 21, Gopaul Naik, was, as will be observed from the Commissioner’s Memorandum, to be

paid frem the amount in dcposit on account of the claimant in the Collector’s Treasury.

15. This Government do not altogether concur in the view taken by the Coinmissioner
of Ramanatha Bhat's claim, No. 5, and in his award of only Rupece 4,611-8-0. They observe
that the sale price fixed for the houses purchased 'for the R'a?a was Rupees 16,611-8-0, and
that only Rupees 6,000 have been paid towards this sum. They therefore do not sce any
reason why possession is to be given on payment of only Ru;fees 4~,611:8-(}. They are of
opinion that the full balance of Rupees 10,611-8-0, ought !’o bL:‘p{Ll(‘J, and this sum 1hey.accord-
ingly recommend for the sanction of the Government of India. Um.furtl?er demar}d for interest,
they consider, must be refused, the enjoyment of the property being viewed as its set‘ O%Y.

16. In case No. G, the sum of Rupees 8,100 has beeu allowed by the Commissioner as
principal due to the claimant, as admitted in the year 1841. It s.eems to the Go?'ernment then
but fair that interest should be allowed on this amont. This for.19 years will amount to a
sum equal to the principal. Payment of Rupees 16,200 to this claimant is therefore recom-
mended to the Government of India.

17. There is another case, No. 19 of the Sirkele’s list, reported on by the Commissioner
in his letter of the 11th April in which this Government has seen reas?n to differ from the view
taken by that Officer. 'The claim is preferred by Vencut‘ Row, Shens.tadar of the Go‘vernmer}t
Agency. The total amount is Rupees 37,487-3-4, the major part of whxc? or Rupees 31,1 10,. is
for arrears of an allowance assigned by the Rajah Saraboji to Vencut Row’s wife, whom the 'Ra‘;ah
is stated to have adopted. Mr. Phillips has discussed this claim at some length, and has rejected
it, on the ground that it is not supported by the accounts. ‘

18. ‘Ihe Government must, however, observe that this claim, then stated to amount to
between 28,000 and 32,000 Rupees, was advanced by Vencut Row in the year 1846, in Petitions
which he addressed Sir H. Montgomery, then conducting the duties of Besident at Tanjore, and
that in forwarding it to Government, Sir Henry stated that the Rajah had on one or two occasions
mentioned to him his desire to discharge these arrears. The (hen_GoTIe.rnmem were, however, of
opinion that so long as Vencut Row was in the employment of the British (‘foverfxment,.he could
not receive maney from the Tanjore Sircar; they therefore would not sanction his receipt of the
arrcars unless he previously vacated his appoistment as Residency She‘rismdar. '

19. It seems to the Madras Government that this distinct yecognition by the Rajuh of Ven.
cut Row's claim must be held to compensate for any defect of proof as fa‘r as t?ke I”ah\c‘e Accounts
arce concerned.  They could not therefore feel therf)selves warranted in rejecting it, and thﬁ?y
accordingly recommend to the Government of India that the amount, Rupees 31,110 be paid
N ,”g)(.). fu the opening paragraphs of his letter of the 28th July .}asr‘, the Cm‘xn‘nissioner lxa’s
offered a few remarks on the conclusion arrived at by Gover.n.m.ent in fa:vor of Vencut Row's
claim, but the Governor in Council does not see cause for modifying his views.

91, It will be seen that the Commissioner has, in O‘bedience Fo the Order of this .Go‘-'cm-
ment, dated 23rd Jure, taken steps for bringing hei:ore' him the various persons whose clu.xms upon
the late Raja bad come under his enquiry, and af'iordmg thcm‘ opportunity to state In person
any objections which they might have to urge to }.ns awards. The meal'ls employed ‘seem to Lave
been sufficient.  Mr. Phillips explains why he did not adog)t. Lhem. in the‘ first instance, and
shows the peculiar character of the dealing between the Rz.}_]a and his creditors, avd that vearly
all the information on the subicct of his debts had to be obtained from the Palace Acccuiis, the
conectness of which Lardly any claimant had attempted to gainsay.
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T Chicf Secretary.
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. Tani the sanction of
f the claims against the late Raja of Tanjore recommended for
Statement o

the Government of India.

t
é) Amoqnt of recﬁrr:r(:)gﬁded
= g Name of the Claimant. , claim. for payment.
s | ———
7 °l - RS, [AJP. | Ems.  |afw.
z T T '
T Iy TnE SirkELE'S List. ol 4l 5 Loel d s
. RSN ¢ N ! » 1
The Avu Sahiba... ... .- 10,875 1 21 2,181 3 21
.‘]\’.Kamakshi_Bh?‘{liahlba U s 12 72 1'{,(4)22 Z Z
2?’8 B}‘{l:;lsa&i}ll\ai Ammani Raja Sahib ... 65905 2| 5 s
C. V. Mohana Mukta Bhai Ammani 172161311 | 3,498 4 8
58. C. V. N
aja Sabib. : - ; 2,496 1| 1
GSu{iti?xfna:gllai Ammani Raja Sahib gf)ig 3 3' 5,040/ 2 4
7|Sakvarabhai Ammani Raja 2746513 9 Qg’lf??]:ls g
Mangalavas .. ... .. 180,765 2 ¢ 117 4 6
lsl) Sl'al?f:ram Sahib... 5;56 5 2 5,756, 5 2
12 R‘;machandm Row Surve... ’238 810 238 810
13' Ramabadra Bhonsle . 630 0| ¢ 630, 0 0
15/Gnanambabhai ... ... ... .. w780 911 7801 911
e Tew Tanle, 7 280 ol 9251011
18 Ramachzi?dra Row Ingle... . 37487 8| 4 . 3L1I0 0 0
19{Vencut Row e
: -] 1,000 0] O 1,000, 0, O
33 Chitubavaswami .. 120,755 2| 8 4,621115 0
R4 N¢ “en e e ‘ ) (FW , 5 2
:l)'{’l;!(l;szlearluﬁamnad Bhat... | 1’23;; 00 | 411 75 2
";7 Rakhmaji Gantgay . | 188414 0 . 188‘14; 0
78 Govindasamy Mestrl.... | IOSt 8 5 i 108 § 5
w‘)‘}quhmnji Gantgay ... ... - | 18014 4 | 18014 4
119/ Vaithilingam, at Saraya Choultry 15515 7 15515 7
150/ Permal Naik, Herdsman g 830 2 0
()‘4{;!Modali Ausary, Carpenter... | 1501 0 o 150 0‘; 0
253 Rudra Cotti ~ cov e cee e 150, 0 5 41}
Zi"’w\’arminasami Naik ]79’ 13 l 179' 1l 3
4. ‘;,;\nnamale’ female servant... “ 639 5 6 639, 5 6
'1 "K marasami, Tailor ... ©o 166,14 10 166 1410
1198 tambars Ausary, Carpenter Y I 9T
4-'3:’~Zerrannath Pondia Guzar... . 173 6 ¢ 173f 61 0
453 Ramachandra Davi ... .. .. *. S 9 9 3491 91 4
4<"34}I{;1rnakristn:\l ZES‘ l 285; 0' 0 | 282‘ 8! 8
il swara Taker oo o oo 2659, i
136 Toppe Verkatakristna Chetty.. oy 322 0,9
3.‘;;"1‘0;;30 Subba Cherty... } 175‘14‘ 4 11514 4
4032 Bhji Vira Chetty 21529 1 2l52 9
4‘()':‘} Kumbi Aliziri Chetty ! 185{]' 4 0 185 ,1“‘ 0
G4 Subla Naik... oo oo 118,12 ¢ 1812 0
2((;3) T%‘ll):j)im V;nkat:schclu Naik... { 1436 g | it G 4
457 Devanna Mannara 480/ 0 ¢ 480 0 0
‘ﬁ:‘)"sm\vaji Scvaji Navadkar ... © 409 4 g 409 4 8
475 Gangathara Rokmaji... j K
! :FERRED 10 THE COMMISSIONER [
CLams I‘RLFLRRKI;DPZRSON. ! |
21,2230 0 | 10,611 8 0
5, Ramanada Bhat... ‘ 1,225 |
\pnaii e e 938500 0] g 1(131383 8{8
(‘N,Ig("i 4 ppn.]l ...... cen ot é ...-J: ’100 0 0 , : !
:.'l)'l’.:uin;]h:ulra Bhonsle and Gnamba Bhat ! 1 I
Dowratr Lusuxor Purrax. | Sl 0160l o o
‘Ui Mankoji Ramchandra Rau Gade 2469 9 2 “ a7
‘ ___Total Rupees...| 1,52,336] 4 6}

Remarks.

e ——— .

- A/ward modified by

the Commissioner,
Vide letter, 22rd
July 1860,No. 1313.

D do,

Admitted by Govern-
ment, Vide Proceed-
ings, 23rd June
1860, No. 392.

Award modified by

" Government.  Vide
Procecaings, }ith
Ju)y 1864}, No.
425.

J Jul_y_ 180&‘

‘Award modified Yy
| the Commis-ione ¢
| Vide letter 25iL



fﬂ/ﬂf— |

o7

T Lot ftl fuct il

s

Yo flaleLrgnes o o o s, s o ctid







L

R Nams e L9 99+ L—L-(b B Qrlt B ‘

b -
““’:, u'.&. A N
N ’

»Y it p T @W%Mﬁ"/j‘“—”

5 ﬂ&"“-/*- a“-‘f&ﬁmuﬁu\

3 Lo e
»

L i %W[b—ﬂﬂjﬁ.u,u.ﬁ.“
- u@ 4psb-1-7. /A l




s v o e oot fattn St gt e e Lo,

.o \ ,
& 7Y % : fe & B I L4 R 3 ‘
; : . ,M Y 4 / MP& ;
L ! .

! ’ « ", " t
: R S I SR O Wm,._;;t wﬂ\*‘"“‘ . - 9 2 tt; . y
{ . } i < B &, o M - > ¢
3 N C ” s y /5.1
Y ’ ) e 3t T . . -
o R CoN - SR R E S Y K . . ‘ e
\‘. . R : - R ._‘

; e -t - ::;""“"s' ‘ . m !
R R o o T
; V . Viglaw & Y st gl e
ST . ...r‘*'*-c\‘.‘?‘f,:‘:'r: - - K N‘ﬁ-&*— P ﬁL . ‘) AL e L . . ‘ ‘ :
P o ke V%QMW‘:“;QJ A:" . ’ﬁ P . ' s L E e y ' M
R e ot o Bt ) Ry, oy My W)/
RN S R R.1 4%343“%“‘*“ .t o 2

’ L

* o g X u-“ . . .
S5 P

"' e
g @




o ’.\f

i \L_\é&#_“ ey w/& tﬂzl.»t-'
| &.a;_‘, .‘ —N‘.‘JM
T &‘/508147.1-
e W um.,u,w
‘ g l*rtum.L ’

LI 4.'6,,“. ! {
ST B - 4“‘“’%#& ........:t,...,a/..»t
| ‘:)-J{g{f',»*iﬁj :_\ w .’-;'- ':é‘:' g'\" N cad A,r“i%&,. . " |
B R R - VR O

v R fod X et

k‘“\'%«-m 3«»'.34_.«.#3.«.4— doa e ey M"”/&""‘."“"mz‘l—

» :
s ns

-

WM% RV Y "zw, LW :

Ll

wﬂ-«ﬁl-/-“‘/"' /

BN 3 ,-‘ P
Y

v . - ) if w@ /‘ﬁ-'-l,ﬂi%ﬁlz '1

4 - ;.;\ wr M- (“'Eﬂ"“" W

| \ - f” @/‘I-O——o- ‘VZL-LMI—

- #twﬂw%—@yj‘k
' A 82 '*étﬁj‘/““" '*"uk“’

i‘\ ! ’\) . ﬁmm-z M fheaoree .

et el o i,

\z S ﬁ_i ML‘—/"G—&J‘J &"“‘7“7""
PN ;r- t'.

Y ‘E‘FL‘ML“‘%M

T T b S

WP -—/’ | /‘, J./‘a*f»‘,‘t'ﬁmq\

%

v ; T
) ‘ .t
) N . >
Mg -
e "
e

@; a/nluﬁu.‘-/ﬂ-udﬂ-,_ﬁb;&...
3 ,L,.,.....t ..,ww;tl:.
' mz. J"r‘Mb ':k‘zz”"‘t“ﬂ“iﬁ“

wﬁ..“.xx:, wuﬂa-

s f -V“* “"‘_f. — b ,Mu b‘&:&#)&u- *

,m y e ﬂzﬂf%agwl-—v mM»A’

[P S SN S S



o~

"‘\\“; . e kéi:“uw ﬁkﬂ;im; - T %&MWLWX |
o s | — e (Ao g : v , Y o " -

oy c . SR ‘A . /..,;t% ) Mq’m/ - MLW/“
e L et ol R et dbiht
2540 »l... m..;,;‘...,“,_: S ~. n‘s, . . L /aiib: g . £ j‘,,,l?vj ‘_,".) | ’5 ; "-‘ : w,&“ [ E ,tfwr.k«wﬁ“ ;

R e B @t gy e Lo e WZWJ““‘ ,
\ : .
R %"ﬁ“ m#u . PO : E :7 ; AML .

Y s . , !
R - CUWIIN Y S ) '§ i j_ Aty #
-
e - o - .
: JL‘ kK é . b ! 'ﬁ - ’
J & 4 N
. . ‘ - j . S .
e N L S . Y ' h . ¥ ' : b -
V . s . ) - ': - ) . "G/ . /w ‘
‘ ot U ' Y R
’ . / ) \I-' . ; »
. "e‘ : - . . ' - P




. sl . o 1. %’; : 7’71’,‘34. M'-U:
LTl | ay Lt - ' T ra—- .I.W.ﬂ-w@o’ ulC& 44, 4‘
B AN S R -y gt
R ‘» - Va 2 Q M _.,--'""‘"Jb. 7 };

ie




24 T L

Jeosfpaid ,.
L:‘L‘ A MJ&@ ' Aobb, ..
MM ,J..L waz...;éqa: N

Smen s L 2 MA. o

",

‘b‘ L‘/%«b kil fp i

R N o 7 :ffzzw«éﬁ/“l

R I %—rfwrwu o

L

. PO '\\L‘ :
e

. - N L.
.. VS S /“M “4,-%
) . n.:," ‘

s, \ 3 /.“../.Am.c
L H bW/z‘ /lfz,‘?f;,w‘
A L»/é’ﬂﬁ éﬁfé}@

& mﬁﬁﬁ f e o eaeolivsps ol i

!\u\.'b; ‘. — e+ '**4‘
- - b i

- . —— e

v\d - “'

(,8 /51 JJ£-7 b}g

,“./7 M/ﬁ/ﬁ‘wfﬂ‘«-ﬂ

e thiypeeniin

T e ®

[ g ooy M

:n\‘ 3 -_(.Q L e "" E /”‘/' u/_ [Stv-&fu/g&t/dy/lod
b .--

, e Wik serriy o s LY
£, B . - MM"L'L‘-“"W&“WC Wl . L

4 /,,“Q/ﬁl} /wwcv/a/«»t,lf,éﬁn-é
o ons el s o plfpreit e

o M (8 Speary e e olontl
/édi (Rospol one M 294

/(C) Llon - ﬂff/‘AAﬁl/lﬂ‘-ﬂ’[zv/é/Ll |

4 /f'z"c/““’“‘i
Wﬁ»ﬂf M’*
@ /0/3;7—0./0

el /uﬁyﬁ/'-ti
/%/fi MM/W 771

ﬂgolf ‘-/0_. ﬁf ﬁla/u»o«j :.
/%»%#Z/WM“; i
/f .
ﬂ 77);1.4..: ./l,{/blf» /\»ZL A /&

ey




e L/t,_.,lub._._. ) //z‘z-lﬁécm.
. AN e ‘/@Eo(/&}tlzg “KLMWJ

’

-‘ A ’;l’\\\“;\ }_ \

-



Ay’ A
377
37!

o) bs iy
;’/7 -a;}:?\iky

P~ N
=y . \R
’:Q\j
ARMLERL RN s (
£ h\& \ N \k § N v :\“
DN RSN T A N
'.‘\'\ | \ \w Q‘l‘g& , . o N
0o NN R N VO D N F
ALY RE RN b i R
% 2y NN > T ; <
A\ NN D N A Py U
N\ w\\&\ \X\\ SN T b\\ S B e
Mt X
Y NN < vk <
¥ R ERE : )
™ ! “\‘.\l. \g‘}, A\ RN -
N .

sa
R
oy
/8e /o 4
{'f'” 7 /:r/r/
850 2 - gev 2. -
/50 - - /80 - -
Lug 4, # bbb 4
//7 / 3 /// /9
e 7 Q@H)



e, a.ovgﬁ@ 2,
44 M)@W 88 4 M 4 w0

re @W%\ 24228 /g[// & . .‘:?éx,(ﬁu-léé
4 ﬂ/‘%‘?‘“ — 2860 | | fhre ~}§J"M'JMN
2/ M M )
4 L. 1) . . } 4000 o . Low . .
Aoz, £ Bt o
4/54«,:75 ke o,
S e =
‘ =y
2 il £ 0

ks e, -;,t.y,.u/z &




I Lo A 4o
“ ‘m {4 \MW\.N}\ t&



	Image00031
	Image00032
	Image00033
	Image00034
	Image00035
	Image00036
	Image00037
	Image00038
	Image00039
	Image00040
	Image00041
	Image00042
	Image00043
	Image00044
	Image00045
	Image00046

