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WHY SHOULD THE CONCEPT OF ‘DHARMA'
REPLACE SECULARISM IN INDIAN CONSTITUTION?

Prof. Arvind Kumar Agrawal?

Ironically, India has adopted Dharmachakrato ador n the national flag asits cen-
tral symbol but hasrefused to accept Dharmaasthe pillar stone of itssocio-politi-
cal world view.

Dharma is an endogenous concept which serves the society in panth nirpeksh
manner. Seeking dharma nirpekshta in the name of Western secularism is afolly as
there is nothing dharma nirpeksh. Either it is dharma or adharma, one cannot run
away from or disown dharma. Western secularism is an aien cultural ideology. This
ideology is rooted in Western paradigm of history and philosophy. Its roots can be
traced in the Protestant reformation led by Martin Luther in Europe. Writings of Max
Weber and Ernst Troelsch point out the relationship between Protestantism,
individualism and secul arization. Western oriented intellectual swith col onized mindset
thought it appropriate to impose in Indian conditions. Unfortunately secularism was
taken as an imperative constituent of modernization and modern science. Secularism
was imposed on Indian political system by agnostic; Western oriented Nehru who
presumed religion to be an antonym to rational scientific temper and modernization
and promoted secularism. Nehru was of clear view that religion is an impediment to
modernization of Indian society as he saw religion as superstitious and ignorant. Thus,
Jawaharlal Nehru wrote: “We have to get rid of that narrowing religious outlook, that
obsession with the supernatural and metaphysical speculations, that loosening of the
mind’s disciplinein ceremonial and mystical emotionalism, which comein the way of
our understanding ourselves and the world”*. Here what Nehru is referring to
understanding is Western rational thought. He wrote that “the belief in a supernatural

Vice-Chancellor Mahatma Gandhi Central University, Motihari, Bihar
2 Nehru, Jawaharlal (1961). Op.cit. pp.552-553.
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agency which ordainseverything hasled to acertainirresponsibility on the socia plane,
and emotion and sentimentality have taken the place of reasoned thought and inquiry”?.
For him, religion was contrary to science “behind it lay a method of approach to life’'s
problems which was certainly not that of science”?

Strange uncertainties and contradictions bespeak of the 1949 Indian Constitution,
which sought to establish a secular state (article 15) in a society which it allowed and
even encouraged to be communally divided (articles 25-30). In the name of ‘freedom
of religion’, it allowed citizens not only the profession and practice of their respective
religionsbut also their propagation. Besides, it allowed the establishment of educational
institutions along communal lines. Secularism was finally inserted in the Preambl e of
Indian Constitution by IndiraGandhi’s Government in 1976 through 44" Constitutional
amendment. This article putsforth alogic justifying why Western secularism ought to
be discarded and be suitably replaced by theterm ‘ Dharma’. Thisshall bediscussedin
the following logical order:

() Why Western secularism is not suitable for Indian social reality?

(i)  Why ‘Dharma’ isthe most appropriate concept to replace secularismin
the Preamble of Indian Constitution and also how it would meet the
need of peaceful co-existence of multi-religious society of India?

Why secularism isnot suitablefor Indian social reality?

Secularism is purely a negative strategy which is based on denia of ancient
cultural heritage of Indian society based onitsspiritual, transcendental world view. Itis
adenial of essence of Indian social reality. * Sarva Dharma Samabhava’, a doctrine of
equidistance from al religions to ensure religious neutrality has been the goal of this
secularism, where it hasterribly failed and in the process it has robbed the society and
culture of their moral and religion basis vibrant moral, religious basis. Eminent social
anthropologist, Madan writes:

“Now, | submit that in the prevailing circumstances secularism in South Asia
as a generally shared credo of life is impossible, as a basis for state action

1 Nehru, Jawaharlal (1961) The discovery of India. Bombay; Asia Publishing House. p. 543.
2 bid. p. 26.
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impracticable, and as a blueprint for the foreseeable future impotent. It is
impossible asacredo of life because the great majority of the people of South
Asia are in their own eyes active adherents of some religious faith. It is
impracticable as a basis for state action either because Buddhism and Islam
have been declared state or state-protected religions or because the stance of
religious neutrality or equidistance is difficult to maintain since religious
minorities do not share the majority’s view of what this entails for the state.
And it isimpotent as a blueprint for the future because, by its very nature, it
isincapable of countering religious fundamentalism and fanaticism.

Secularism is the dream of a minority which wants to shape the mgjority in
its own image, which wants to impose its will upon history but lacks the
power to do so under a democratically organized polity. In an open society
the state will reflect the character of the society. Secularism therefore is a
social myth which draws a cover over the failure of this minority to separate
politicsfrom religionin the society in which itsmemberslive. From the point
of view of the mgjority, ‘ secularism’ is a vacuous word, a phantom concept,
for such people do not know whether it is desirable to privatize religion, and
if itis, how thismay be done, unless they be Protestant Christians, but not if
they are Buddhists, Hindus, Muslims, or Sikhs. For the secularist minority to
stigmati ze the majority as primordially oriented and to preach secularism to
the latter asthe law of human existence is moral arrogance and worse—I say
‘worse’ since in our times politics takes precedence over ethics—political
folly. It is both these—moral arrogance and political folly—because it fails
to recognize theimmense importance of religion in thelives of the peoples of
South Asia. | will not raise here theissue of the definition of religion: suffice
it to say that for these peoples their religion establishes their place in society
and bestows meaning on their life, more than any other social or cultural
factor.”?

Whether we have the Indic faithsin mind, or the mgjor religions of non-Indian
origin, notably Islam, religion in Indiais not a discrete element of everyday life that
stands wholly apart from the economic or political concerns of the people. To assume
that would amount to yielding to the temptation of words. The point is not that the
religious domain is not distinguished from the secular, but rather that the secular is

1 Madan, T.N. (1991) ‘Secularism inits Place’ in T.N. Madan (ed.) Religion in India, New Delhi:
Oxford University Press, p. 395.
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regarded as being encompassed by the religious, even when the former is apparently
inimical to the latter. The relationship is hierarchical.

Muhammad Igbal, an expert on Islam in South Asia too rejected secularism
with reference to as he wrote:

“In Islam the spiritual and the temporal are not two distinct domains, and the
nature of an act, however secular in itsimport, is determined by the attitude of mind
with which the agent doesiit. . . . . In Islam it is the same reality which appears as
Church looked at from one point of view and State from another”?.

Igbal further explains: “ The ultimate Reality, according to the Quran, isspiritual,
and its life consists in its temporal activity. The spirit finds its opportunities in the
natural, the material, the secular. All that issecular istherefore sacred in theroots of its
being.. ... There is no such thing as a profane world. . . . All is holy ground”2.

Noted scholar, Fazlur Rahman wrote “ Secularism destroys the sanctity and
universality (transcendence) of all moral values.”®

Secularists deeply overburdened by their colonial education based on Western
centric world view tend to ignore the socio-cultural historical reality of Indian Society.
Yogendra Singh* has described four core values constituting traditional 1ndian society,
viz., holism; hierarchy; continuity and transcendence (Other worldliness) in contrast to
Western modern society that is based on: individualism; egalitarianism; change and
thisworldliness. Holism can be seen asthe essence of asociety where collectiveinterests
of village, community and family take precedence over individual interests. Hier archy
as a core value distinguishes Indian society from the rest of the world. Indian caste
system is the institutional manifestation of this core value. This value is so deeply
engrossed in the culture that religions like Islam having fundamental tenet of equality
got influenced by thisvalue resulting into caste like hierarchical divisions (Ashraf and
Ajlaf) among Muslims in India, Pakistan and Bangladesh. So much so Sikhism, an

! Igbal, Muhammad. (1980): The Reconstruction of Religious Thought in Islam. Delhi: New Taj
Office. Reprint. p. 154.

21bid. p. 155.

8 Rahman, Fazlur, (1982) Islam and Modernity. Chicago:University of Chicago Press. p. 15.

4 Singh, Yogendra (2007) Maodernization of Indian Tradition, Jaipur: Rawat Publications. p. vii.
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endogenous religion got caste like structures despite strict forbiddance by its founder
Gurus. Almost all religions that came to India have been influenced by this value
culminating into hierarchies alike castes. This has been well chronicled by David
Mandelbaum in hisfamous book, Society inIndia. Continuity asacorevaueisproduct
of Sanatan Dharma (Eternal religion) and one can notice how primordial traditionsand
institutional practices continue to dominate Indian social reality evenin contemporary
Indian social reality. Transcendence (Other worldliness) is a core value that
incorporates deeply entrenched ethical moral codes in all kinds of religionsin India
that drive day to day behaviour in social life. Religion in the Indian cultural setting
traditionally permeates most aspects of life, not through mechanical diffusion, but in
an integrated, holistic, perspective.!

To impose Western model of secularism is an attempt to deny thisand it isthe
bane causing moral vacuum in public sphere manifested in corruption, crime and insane
indifference to human civility. Madan writes “... South Asia’'s mgjor religious
traditions—Buddhism, Hinduism, Islam, and Sikhism—are totalizing in character,
claiming all of afollower’slife, so that religion is constitutive of society”2.

Why ‘Dharma’ is the most appropriate concept to replace secularism in
the Preambleof Indian Constitution and also how it would meet the need of peaceful
co-existence of multi-religious society of India?

Definition of Dharma? “ Notion and word most incorrectly used in Indiaas a
synonym for religion, namely the Sanskrit ‘dharma’ (from the root dhri), or its Pali
equivalent dhamma, denotes the ideas of maintenance, sustenance, or upholding
steadfastnessand mora virtue. Religion asaterm does not comprehend thetrue meaning
and essence of Indic religions asinherent in Dharma. In fact, religion ismore suited to
Abrahminical religions evolved in Middle-East viz., Judaism, Christianity, and Islam.
Itisanideathat differsfrom the dependent bonding of the human being with supernatural
powers conveyed by thetermreligion, whichisof Latin derivation (religio, obligation,
bond); it also denotes reverence, but in Lucretius it means ‘fear of gods. While the
conception of aself-sustaining cosmo-moral order isfoundinall Indic religions, subtle
differences of nuance notwithstanding, Islam literally standsfor submission to the Will
of God, conveyed through his Word as recorded in the Quran, which is to be read

1 Radhakrishnan, S (1927): The Hindu view of life. London: Allen & Unwin.
2 Madan, T.N. (1991) op.cit., p. 399.
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repeatedly as an essential act of peity.”! Dharma is righteous behavior; though it is
rooted in religious ideology but overtly it is as secular as it should be in a so called
modern Constitution. Following dharma shall impinge upon individuals to pursue
morally right conduct that is not only conscientious but also humane in every sense.
“Atauniversal level dharmarefersto acosmic, eternal principle, yet it must also relate
to the world of human transaction. At a particular level, dharma applies to specific
laws and the contextsto which they are applied. One of the sources of dharma according
to Manu, is ‘custom’. This means that dharma can be adapted to particular situations
and particular applicationsof it were decided by alocal assembly of anumber of learned
men.”2 Dharmais’ context driven and context sensitive’. “ The Dharma Sastras provide
us with examples of this. The religious obligations of men differ at different ages and
vary according to caste (jati), family (kula), and country (desa). A king, of instance,
must judge according to the customs and particular duties (svadharma) of each religion.
Thisideaof svadharmaisimportant in understanding that dharmaisrelativeto different
contexts: what is correct action for awarrior would beincorrect for aBrahman, what is
correct for aman may be incorrect for a woman, and so on. Manu says: ‘one’s own
duty, [even] without any good qualities, isbetter than someone el se'sduty well-done’.”3

It could be defined as follows:

1. gfd, e, qEE, v sheats:,
difdfan T e, IO uH awv | AR

Meaning :
UROT Wh, &, °W, S (I T *w), v, shwafue, Iy, fwm, ww,
FHY - F TG g9 F - 2|

2. st ‘ﬁﬁr\{‘l&@mw AR | (TG 19/355-356)
STTA: fagpet=, TS 7 R ||

! Madan, T.N. (2004) ‘Introduction’ in T.N. Madan (ed.) India’s Religions: Perspectives from
Sociology and History, New Delhi: Oxford University Press, p. 3.

2Flood, Gavin (2004) ‘Dharma’ in T.N. Madan (ed.) India’s Religions: Perspectives from Sociology
and History, New Delhi: Oxford University Press, p. 236.

S 1bid.
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(v} 1 HAE 71 €, YA 3 YA 3T W T 3T FHI S ST T @, A ST
TR & Y T BT A S ST IR 7 & S FER T F WY T FHEA A - T8
e & 4 21)

Asper great Indian epic Mahabharata: “Dharmaisso called becauseit protects

dharnat (everything); Dharma maintains everything that has been created: Dharma is
thus that very principle which can maintain the universe’!. Today, we do not need old
texts or modern philosophers to tell us that “next to the category of readlity, that of
dharma isthe most important concept in Indian thought”2. “ AlImost every Hindu, Jain,
Buddhist, or Sikh, even if heisilliterate and of humble origin, knows that dharma is
the foundation of the good life. Whether this is seen naively as an instance of equal
socid distribution of knowledge, or critically asthe hegemonicimposition of the thought
of the Brahmins on others, the fact remains that dharma is a rich word of everyday
speech in India. This does not, however, mean that its meaning is easily conveyed in
non-Indian languages. It is broader and more complex than the Christian notion of
religion and less jural than our current conceptions of duty. It emphasizes awareness
and freedom rather than the notion of religio, or obligation”s.

Gandhi, (unlike Nehru, who wanted to eliminate religion from public domain
and considered religion as antithetical to modernization and scientific temper and
superstitious) strongly advocated for the inseparable and superior place of religionin
socio-political context. Clearly alluding to significance of Dharma in public life he
said, ‘for me, every, thetiniest, activity isgoverned by what | consider to be my religion’.
Hefelt political reality and public life would be debased without drawing from absolute
values of religion, i.e., Dharma.

For Buddhism, noble eightfold path is Dharma consisting of right views; right
resolve; right speech; right conduct; right livelihood; right effort; right mindfulness,
and right concentration.

! Lingat, Robert (!(&#) The Classical Law of Indi. Berkeley: University of CaliforniaPress. 3 n2 (as
referred in Madan, T.N. (2004) ‘Epilogue’ in T.N. Madan (ed.) India’s Religions: Perspectives from
Sociology and History, New Delhi: Oxford University Press, p.385.)

2 Radhakrishnan, S (1923) Indian Philosophy, Vol. 1. London: Allen & Unwin. p. 52.

3Madan, T.N. (2004) op.cit. p.386.

4 Cf. Iyer, Raghavan, ed. 1986: The Moral and Political Writings of Mahatama Gandhi. Vol. 1:
Civilization, Politics, and Religion. Oxford: Clarendon Press. p.391.
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For Jains, ahimsa parmo dharma, defines Dharma, means non-violence of
speech, action and behavior towards living and non-living (like earth, water and wind)
which would ensure respect for life and all existing entities.

For Sikhs, Dharma would the universally applicable code of conduct taught by
the Divine Guru.

Madan writes; “An examination of the notions of dharma in India’s cultural
traditions reveals that in the earliest formulations it had less to do with supernatural
powers or rituals than human activity and the moral integrity of the actor.”?2

When Christianity and |slam can embrace and adopt caste system unabashedly
in India, why the very mention of Dharma evokes fears of majority hegemony? More
SO, when':

“A concept of multiple connotations, dharma includes cosmological, ethical,
social, and legal principles, that providesthe basisfor the notion of an ordered universe.
In the social context, it stands for the imperative of righteousness in the definition of
the good life. More specifically, dharma refers to the rules of social intercourse laid
down traditionally for every category of actor (or moral agent) intermsof social status
(varna), the stage of life (ashrama), and the qualities of inborn nature (guna). Put
simply, for every person there is mode of conduct that is most appropriate: it is hisor
her svadharma, which may be translated as ‘vocation’. The emphasis here is upon
legitimacy in terms of authenticity; and authenticity flows from one’s social position
and physical nature; external coercion isof no real value. So much so indeed that the
Bhagavad Gita (c. 200 BC — 200 AD), which isin our times the most widely known
text of theHindu religioustradition, repeatedly exhortsthe actor to prefer failureinthe
pursuit of his vocation to success in someone else’srole. Action to which oneis born
arises spontaneously and is easily performed: it is not a burden.®"

We are surewe do not want to take our nation into future on adebased ideol ogy
of secularism and hollow Western rational thought. Itisanirony of history that modern
intellectuals, Indians as well as Westerners, have generally considered religion (or
religiosity) asthe bane of the good enlightened lifein South Asiaand indeed everywhere.
Considering the abuse of religion in our times, this opinion is not surprising.

*kkk*k

1 Madan, T.N. (2004) ‘Epilogue’ in T.N. Madan (ed.) India’s Religions. Perspectives from Sociology
and History, New Delhi: Oxford University Press, p. 389.

2 1bid. p. 389.

% 1bid. p.386.
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REVISITING PORTUGUESE COLONIZATION IN INDIA

Sushed Kumar Sharmat

Thediscovery of anew searoute rounding Africafrom Western Europeto India
in 1498 left an indelible impact not only on the European life but also on the Indian
polity, economy and social life. For Europeansthe discovery meant that the Portuguese
would not need to crossthe highly
disputed Mediterranean nor the
dangerousArabian Peninsulaand
| that the entire voyage could be
_ made by sea. This resulted in the
: L e 5| proclamation of the King Manuel

gt sa 1 of Portugal as the ‘Lord of the
= ~= | Navigation, Conquest and
Commerce of Ethiopia, Arabia,
Persia and India’ and he soon
ocean | became “the wealthiest ruler of
Europe” (Saraiva334) and earned
<« | fOor himself the sobriquet of “the
e " | SpiceKing”. A new eraof global
L il s sl imperialism also started taking
shapein the form of the Portuguese expansion on the Western Ghatsin Indiafrom the
present day Kozhikode (or Calicut, the place where Vasco da Gama landed) to Div in
the north and up to Coromandel (the coast line of Andhra Pradesh and Tamil Nadu)
though it was not always welcome. Gama was generously received with a grand
procession of at least 3,000 armed Nairs by the Zamorin, the Hindu king of Calicut, but
the presents that Gamawas to send to the Zamorin as giftsfrom King Manuel (“twelve
pieces of lambel [a striped cloth], four scarlet hoods, six hats, four strings of coral, a
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case containing six wash-hand basins, a case of sugar, two casks of oil, and two of
honey”, Ravenstein 60), were trivial and failed to impress the Zamorin's factor, the
Moor. Da Gamawas jeered into shame as Zamorin's men burst out laughing, pointing
out that even the poorest Arab merchants knew that nothing less than pure gold was
admissibleat court. Many al so suggested that hewas apirate and not aroyal ambassador.
(Ravenstein 119, janson.no) Gama again tried to impress the Zamorin with his gifts
“consisting of amber, corals, and many other things’ (Ravenstein 70) but the latter
refused even to have alook at them and suggested that they should have been sent to
his factor. (Idem)

As unlike other foreign traders da Gama failed to pay taxes in gold he was
refused the right to establish afactoryl. Annoyed by this, da Gama carried afew (the
number rangesfrom fiveto eighteen, Ravenstein 181)
S8 hostages (afew Nairsand sixteen fishermen (mukkuva)
S5 \vith him by force (crossingtheoceansea.com). During

_ /& his next trip in 1502 da Gama was even crueller with
competing tradersand local inhabitants. He humiliated
-y the Hindu Zamorin’s high priest, Talappana
= Namboothiri, who had helped the former to meet
Zamorin during his much celebrated first visit by
calling him a spy; at his orders the high priest’s lips
and earswere cut off; the priest was et off after sewing
a pair of dog’'s ears to his
head. (thehistoryjunkie.com)The Portuguese who
raised their warehouses at Kozhikode in 1500 and
Kannur (Cannanore) in 1502, constructed three forts
in 1503 (at Kollam/Quilon, Kottapuram/ Cranganore
and Kochi/Cochin) and two in 1505 (at Anjediva Island and Kannur) to provide
protection to their people who had conflicting interests with Arab and Indian traders.
Alfonso De Albuquerque2, the second governor, followed the three-fold policy: of
combating Muslims (the major political impediment) and their Hindu allies, spreading
Christianity, and securing the trade of spices by establishing a Portuguese colony in
India (Estado Portugués da india). In 1510, Albuquerque seized Goa from the Sultan
of Bijapur and “started areign of terror, burning * heretics,” crucifying Brahmins, using
false theories to forcibly convert the lower castes, razing temples to build churches
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upon them and encouraging his soldiersto take Indian mistresses.” (Francois Gautier)
Denison Rossdescribeshim as“the great Albuquerque’ (15 & 17) because of hishaving
established Portuguese naval superiority by quelling the Muslim (Moorish) powers
that controlled theArabian Sea. He a so creditshimfor abolition of Sati3: “ Albuquerque
and hisimmediate successors left almost untouched the customs of the people of Goa,
only abolishing, asdid the English | ater, therite of sati” (Ross 17-18) though the historical
factsreveal entirely adifferent picture regarding the social and cultural persecution of
the people as is aso hinted in the following observation of Ross. “Albuquerque did
everything in his power to encourage his Portuguese to take Indian wives.” (11) Ross
asamatter of fact isslightly off the mark in his observation as he should have written:
“ Albuquerque did everything in his power to encourage and compel Indians to accept
Portuguese as sons-in-law or husbands.” A large number of New Christian Portuguese4
were aso coming to India because they were being discriminated against on the basis
of their faith asisclear from King Manuel’sletter (dated February 18, 1519): “ prohibiting
the naming of New Christians to the position of judge, town councillor or municipal
registrar in Goa, stipulating, however, that those already appointed were not to be
dismissed.” (Saraiva 347) Antonio José Saraiva writes. “Upon [Albuquerque’s| death
at Goathe city had a permanent Luso-Indian population, an administration and divers
industries.” (Saraiva 343)

Proselytising: A Mission to Swap

The Papal Bull, Romanus pontifex, written by Pope NicholasV in 1454 granted
the patronage of the propagation of the Christian faith in Asia to the Portuguese and
rewarded them with a trade monopoly in newly discovered areas. The Doctrine of
Padroado (jus patrionatus established by the Papal Bullsof 1514) provided the authority
for missionary work to bein the hands of the Portuguese Crown in areaswhere Portugal
claimed political rights. (vgweb.org) Thefirst Luz church was built by the Portuguese
in 1516 in Thirumayilai (Mylapore). Missionaries of the newly founded Society of
Jesus (1534) were sent to Goa and the Portuguese colonial government supported the
mission with incentiveslike rice donationsfor the poor, good positionsin the Portuguese
colonies for the middle class, and military support for local rulers. (Daus 61-66) St.
Francis Xavier was very clear in his mind when he wrote: “1 want to free the poor
Hindusfrom the stranglehold of the Brahmins and destroy the places where evil spirits
are worshipped.” (Francis Xavier gtd by Michael Kerrigan) Denison Ross writes: “It
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may berecalled ... that after thearrival of the Franciscan missionariesin 1517 Goahad
become the centre of an immense propaganda, and already in 1540 by the orders of the
king of Portugal all the Hindu templesin theisland of Goa had been destroyed.” (18)
Fr. Diogo daBorbaand hisadvisor Vicar General, Miguel Vaz drew plansfor converting
the Hindus to Christianity. “In aletter dated March 8, 1546 King Jo&o |11 ordered the

Viceroy to forbid Hinduism

Eoweo portugiils de indis et (‘Gentile idolatry’) in all the
.7 Portuguese possessions of
g India, destroy Hindu temples,

e, g o e prohibit the celebration of
. Hindu feasts, expel all
Brahminsand severely punish

Famapan e anyonemaking Hinduimage.”
, (Saraiva348) “ Theviceroy, D.
Constantino de Braganca
e e R passed a decree in 1559
L e ordering the destruction of
3 g remaining templesandidols.”
A" (Mendonca 260) However,

Victor Ferrao, Dean
Patriarchal Seminary of
Rachol, disputes the claim by saying: “... the word Hindu does not exist in the entire
sixteenth century Indo-Portuguese historiography.” (nizgoenkar.org) Hefurther holds:
“Though thetemplesthat were demolished were not Hindu, but [the] one(s) that belonged
to different cults that have united into Hinduism of today the Hindu community is
certainly carrying the pain of this false impression ... (nizgoenkar.org) The
Kapaleeswarar (Shiva) temple (Mylapore, Chennai) was destroyed by the Catholic
Portuguese in 1561 and inits place came up St. Thomas Cathedral (Santhome Church)
where some fragmentary inscriptionsfrom the old temple are still there. In 1566 Antonio
de Noronha (Bishop of Elvas) issued an order applicable to the entire area under
Portugueserule: “I hereby order that in any areaowned by my master, the king, nobody
should construct a Hindu temple and such temples already constructed should not be
repaired without my permission. If this order is transgressed, such temples shall be,
destroyed and the goods in them shall be used to meet expenses of holy deeds, as

......
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punishment of such transgression.” (qtd by de Souzavgweb.org) It isclaimed that the
Jesuits destroyed 280 Hindu templesin Sal sette and the Franciscan friars 300 in Bardez
in 1567. In 1583, Hindu temples at Assolna and Cuncolim were destroyed through
army action. (de Souza vgweb.org) Fatima Gracias writes: “It is true a considerable
number of the Goan templeswere erased by the Portuguese rulers but some were built
in the 18th century.” (“Impact” 45)

St. Francis Xavier hated Brahmins for he considered them to be the biggest
hurdle in his proselytizing mission: “[The Brahmins] are the most perverse people in
the world, and of them was written the psalmist’s prayer: De gente non sancta, ab
homine iniquo et doloso eripe me [“From an unholy race, and wicked and crafty men,
deliver me, Lord”]. They do not know what it isto tell the truth but forever plot how to
lie subtly and deceive their poor, ignorant followers.... Were it not for these Brahmins
all the heathen would be converted... .” (qtd by Pastor Don Elmore) Timothy J. Coates
inhisConvictsand Orphans. Forced and Sate-Sponsored Colonizersin the Portuguese
Empire, 1550-1755 writes: “The Pai dos Cristdos enforced a series of laws, known as
the Laws in Favour of Christianity, aimed at the forced or coerced conversion of a
number of South Asian communities under Portuguese political control.” (167) In his
book Conversionsand Citizenry: Goa Under Portugal, 1510-1610 Délio de Mendonga,
writes: “[The viceroy, D. Pedro Mascarenhas (1554-1555)] promulgated several laws
infavour of conversion and ordered them to beread on the streets of Goa. These orders
banned all the Hindu ceremoniesin Portuguese territory, and demanded the separation
of Hindu orphans from their relatives so that they might be brought up in Christian
customs.” (258) Timothy J. Coates gives details of thelawsto promote Christianity by
adopting orphans malevolently:

In 1559, King D. Sebastido passed alaw ... stating that [the children] without
mothers, fathers, or grandparents and who “were not old enough to have an
understanding of reason” should beturned over to thejuiz dos 6rfaos and placed
in the College of S&o Paulo, where they were to be baptized. ... In 1567, the
law was reinterpreted by Bishop D. Jorge Semedo to read that being fatherless
alone was sufficient grounds to declare a child an orphan and separate him or
her from remaining family, evenif the child’smother and other rel atives opposed
it. ... Some orphans attempted to evade this new understanding by marrying but
under fourteen and under twelve years of age were not allowed to marry and
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were forcibly converted as well. This law was enforced by having all such
children turned over to the captain of the area (that is, Goa, Bardez, Salsette).
The captain entrusted the child to the authorities of the College of St. Paul.
Anyone hiding such children was threatened with loss of his or her property
and indefinite exile. (166)

The orphans were being eyed by the Portuguese “not only by desire to save
their souls but also by anxiety to take charge of their estates.” (Priolkar 128)

Various measureswereintroduced to separate the Christiansfrom others. Severa
decrees were issued to prevent the Christians from following non-Christian customs
and prevent Hindus from following many of their customs. (Gracias Kaleidoscope 47)
Laws were passed banning Christians from keeping Hindus in their employ and the
public worship of Hinduswas deemed unlawful. All the persons above 15 years of age
were compelled to listen to Christian preaching, failing which they were punished.
Historian Anant Priolkar gives details of how Hindus were forced to assemble
periodically in churchesto listen to the refutation of their religion. (123-25) In order to
humiliate the locals the Viceroy ordered that Hindu Pandits and doctors be disallowed
from entering the capital city on horseback or palanquins, theviolation of which entailed
a fine. Successive violations resulted in imprisonment. Christian palanquin-bearers
were forbidden from carrying Hindus as passengers. Christian agricultural labourers
were forbidden to work in thelands owned by Hindus, and Hindus forbidden to employ
Christian labourers. (Priolkar 114-149) Similarly Délio de Mendonga on the basis of
various historical documents writes. “The viceroy, D. Constantino de Braganca,
implemented mercilessly all the decrees in favour of conversion. He promulgated a
few more, even stronger than those of his predecessors. He passed a decree in 1559
ordering the destruction of remaining temples and idols. Braganca expelled harmful
Brahmansfrom Goain 1560. To those who had immovabl e property he gave one month
to sell it; the others had to leave Goaimmediately. In default they would be sent to the
galeysafter forfeiting their goods. Under the samethreat he ordered all the goldsmiths
... to bring [their women folk and children and goods] back to the island or abandon
theland.” (260) Thefirst provincia council heldin 1567 prevented women from seeking
help of non-Christian dai at thetime of delivery becausethey used non-Christian rituals.
On September 22, 1570 an order proclaiming that the Hindus embracing Christianity
would be exempted from land taxes for aperiod of 15 years and prohibiting the use of
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Hindu names or surnames was issued. (vgweb.org) Hindu widows and daughter were
encouraged to convert to Christianswith the bait of property of the departed husband if
they did not the property was given to the nearest rel ative who converted. The slaves of
the infidels who converted to Christianity were to be freed by the proclamation of
1592. Sebastido in 1559 decreed that property could beinherited by the sons, grandsons
or other relatives of adeceased Hindu only if they had converted to Christianity. Onthe
basis of various records Priolkar gives details of racial discrimination that continued
even after conversion not only in matters of appointments, promotion, social gatherings
but also in hospitals. (143-146)

At the urging of Franciscans, the Portuguese viceroy forbade the use of K onkani
in 1684. He decreed that within three years, thelocal people should speak the Portuguese
tongueand useitin al their dealingsin Portugueseterritories. The penalty for violation
wasimprisonment. The same decree provided that all the non-Christian symbolsaong
with bookswritteninlocal languages should be destroyed. This decree was confirmed
by the King of Portugal three years later. In 1812, the Archbishop of Goa decreed that
Konkani should be restricted in schools. In 1847, this prohibition was extended to
seminaries. In 1869, Konkani was compl etely banned in schools. Konkani became the
lingua de criados (“language of servants’). In an effort to eradicate indigenous cultural
practices such as observing ceremonies, fasts, music, festivals, dresses, foods and
greetings, the laws and prohibitions of the inquisition were invoked in the edict of
1736 whereby over 42 Hindu practiceswere prohibited, including anointing foreheads
with sandalwood pasteandrice, greeting peoplewith Namaste, singing Konkani vovios
(Limericks) in marriages, (and songs on festivals, and socia and religious ceremonies
like child birth, singing of bhajans and kirtan), playing of native musical instruments,
celebrating the birth of deitieslike Lord Krishna, exchanging areca nuts, betel leaves
and flowers on weddings, distribution of fried puris, the practice of massaging the
bridal couple with oil, ground saffron, coconut milk, rice flour and powder of abolim
leaves, inviting relatives of the bride and groom in marriage ceremonies, presence of a
priest (Bottos) to perform any kind of religious ceremony (including thread ceremony
and marriages) in Hindu households, erection of pandal sand the use of festoons, serving
of ceremonial feasts at the birth of children and for the peace of the souls of the dead,
fasting on ekadashi day (though fasting done according to the Christian principleswas
allowed), wearing of the Brahminical ponytail (Gikhd), sacred caste thread and dhoti
(pudvem) by Hindu men either in public or in their houses, cholis by Hindu women,
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sandals, removing the slippers while entering the church and growing of the sacred
Tuls (basil) plant in houses, compounds, gardens or any other place. (Newman 17)
The Christians were forbidden from eating boiled rice without salt as done by Hindus.
(Kaleidoscope 48)  As severe decrees were issued against Hindu festivities and
celebrationsthey, in order to escape punishment, started cel ebrating them secretly during
night time. Even the entry of Hindu Joshis, Jogees and Gurus of templeswas banned as
they were perceived as a threat. In the fourth decade of the 20th century, the State
ordered that Goans should appear wearing pantsin al towns of Goa, in headquarters of
the New Conquestsand ferry wharfs of Betim, Durbate, Rachol, Savordem, DonaPaula
and Piligagédo. However, non-Christianswere allowed to wear acoat along with pudvem
instead of pants. (Idem) “The same Council decreed that Christians should not ask
non-Christians to paint their idols neither ask Hindu goldsmiths to make candlesticks,
crosses and other Church requirements.” (Kale doscope 56) Polygamy was prohibited
in 1567 and M onogamy wasimposed on non-Christians. (Robinson 2000, Saraiva 351,
vgweb.org) though Hindu men were permitted by their Codigo dos Usos e Costumesto
have more than one wife in certain conditions (Kaleidoscope 143-144) Those who
considered theseimpositions unlawful and dared to opposetheregulationswere severely
punished. H P Salomon and | SD Sassoon claim that between the 1561 and in 1774, at
least 16,202 persons (of whom nearly 90% were natives) were brought to trial by the
Inquisition. This being the number of the documents burnt at the suggestion of the
Portuguese Viceroy in Indiaand the approval of Prince Regent Jo&o. (Saraiva 345-346)
Thesefigures present only anincomplete pictureasisclear from thefollowing remarks
of Salomon and Sassoon: “Research on the 17th century has not yet been completed as
far as quantitative and statistic studies are concerned” (Saraiva 351) and “The last
phase of the Goan Inquisition, 1801-1812, which saw 202 persons sentenced, has not
yet been analyzed.” (Saraiva 353)

Terrorising Mission

Acting upon the requests of Vicar general Miguel Vaz in 1543 and St. Francis
Xavier in 1546 Jodo (John) 111 installed the Inquisition5 in Goa on 2 March 1560 with
jurisdiction over Goa and the rest of the Portuguese empire in Asia. Though it was
officially repressed in 1774 by Marquis of Pombal, Queen Marial reinstateditin 1778.
It finally came to an end in 1812 by a royal decree as a consequence of Napoleon’'s
Iberian Peninsular campaign. It was “the only tribunal outside of Portugal ... [with a]
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jurisdiction over theentire* Orient’ from Eastern Africato Timor.” (Saraiva174). Perhaps
because of their Catholic fervour, the Portuguese inquisitors in Goa became the most
severely fanatic, cruel and violent in all Portuguese territories. It was headed by a
___ Portuguese judge who was answerable only

# to the General Counsel of the Lishon
: Inquisition and handed down punishmentsas
" per the Standing Rules that governed that
% institution though its proceedings were kept
2l secret. The Inquisition prosecuted apostate
' New Christians (Marranos) as well as their
suspect descendants (practising the religion
of their ancestorsin secret), Goan Sephardic
Jews who had fled from Spain and Portugal
to escape Spanish or Portuguese Inquisition
and the non-convertswho broke prohibitions
against the observance of Hindu or Muslim ritesor interfered with Portuguese attempts
to convert non-Christians to Catholicism. The observance of former customs after
conversion wasdeclared un-Christian and heretical. Those accused of religiousheresies
were the prime targets of the death penalty. (Silva and Fuchs 4-5)

The records speak of the demand for hundreds of prison cells to accommodate
the accused. (Hunter) Inquisitions hel ped the Portuguese in preventing defection back
totheoriginal faithsasit provided “ protection” to those who converted to Christianity.
A pardon for punishment could be bargained in lieu of property. According to Indo-
Portuguese historian Teotonio R de Souza, grave abuses were practised in Goa. (91)
Historian Alfredo de Mello in his Memoirs of Goa “has given al the spine-chilling
details relating to anti-pagan, anti-heathen, and anti-Hindu ‘ Christian Compassion’
during the course of Holy Inquisitionin Goafrom 1560to 1812.” (qtd by V Sundaram)
De Méllo describes the performers of Goan inquisition as* nefarious, fiendish, lustful,
corrupt religious orders which pounced on Goafor the purpose of destroying paganism
and introducing the true religion of Christ” (qtd by V Sundaram) R. N. Saksenawrites
“in the name of thereligion of peace and love, the tribunal (s) practiced crueltiesto the
extent that every word of theirs was a sentence of death.” (24)

It was not alwaysfor catholic reasons but al so because of the personal rivalries,
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prejudicesand jeal ous esthat aperson was sent toinquisition asisevident from Dellon’s
case. (20-24) Dellon, a 24 year-old Roman Catholic Frenchman, practising medicinein
Daman was apparently charged and imprisoned by the order of the Inquisition at Goa
for not kissing the painted image of “the Holy Virgin or some other saint” (12) on the
small alms boxes as was the custom of the local Catholics, for asking a patient to part
withthe*ivory imageof theHoly Virgin” (12) that he had in hisbed before the operation,
describing the crucifix “as a piece of ivory” (14), refusing to wear arosary (15) and
questioning the infallibility of the inquisitorsin afriendly conversation with a priest
(15-16). However, the real reason for his imprisonment and final banishment from
Daman/Goa by the order of the Inquisition was the ill-conceived malice and jealousy
of the Governor of Daman, Manuel Furtado de Mendoza and that of “a black priest,
Secretary of the Holy Office”. (21) Both of them harboured a secret passion for alady
whom the doctor admired and visited; the lady aso perhaps doted on the doctor. The
Governor dissembled as afriend and reported private conversations to the Inquisition
at Goa because he wanted him to be away from his secret |ove about which the doctor
wasignorant. The priest lived oppositeto thelady’s house “ and had repeatedly solicited
her to gratify hisinfamous passion, even when at confession.” (21) Dellon thusreports
his first hand experience in the inquisition prison cell: “... | every morning heard the
cries of those whom the torture was administered, and which wasinflicted so severely,
that | have seen many persons of both sexes who have been crippled by it ... . No
distinctions of rank, age or sex are attended to in this Tribunal. Every individual is
treated with equal severity; and when theinterest of Inquisition requiresit, al arealike
tortured in amost perfect nudity.” (93-94) Lust of the clergy was another reason for
sending somebody for Inquisition is borne out by the following reported confession:
“In 1710, adying priest told his confessor that he and the other priestsin his diocese
had regularly threatened their female penitents that they would turn them over to the
Inquisition unlessthey had sex withthem!” (Kramer and Sprenger) Historian Alexandre
Herculano in his “Fragment about the Inquisition” also hints at the perversity of the
Inquisitors: “... Theterrorsinflicted on pregnant women made them abort. ... Neither
the beauty or decorousness of the flower of youth, nor the old age, so worthy of
compassion in a woman, exempted the weaker sex from the brutal ferocity of the
supposed defenders of the religion. ... There were days when seven or eight were
submitted to torture. These sceneswere reserved for the Inquisitors after dinner. It was
post-prandial entertainment. Many atime during those acts, the inquisitors compared

The Journal of Indian Thought and Policy Research / March-September 2017 / 22



notes in the appreciation of the beauty of the human form. While the unlucky damsel
twisted in the intolerable pains of torture, or fainted in the intensity of the agony, one
Inquisitor applauded the angelic touches of her face, another the brightness of her eyes,
another, the voluptuous contours of her breast, another the shape of her hands. In this
conjuncture, men of blood transformed themselvesinto real artists!” (qtd by Alfredo de
Mello)

Inquisition affected the economic life of the people aswell. On one hand it was
an easy way to take control of somebody’s hard earned money/property on the other it
was bringing down productivity and ruining business. Commenting on the importance
of the confiscation of the properties of the accused Saraivawrites. “ From the economic
point of view, the Inquisition was not a commercial enterprise but a vehicle for
distributing money and other property to its numerous personnel —aform of pillage, as
inwar, albeit more bureaucratized. The Inquisitorial army, whose members shared the
seigniorial and warrior mentality of the Portuguese fidalgos in India, maintained
themselves by plundering the property of wealthy bourgeois’ (Saraiva 187) Saraiva
agreeswith LuisdaCunha (1662-1749) who laysthe blame at the Inquisitors’ door for
“the decadence of textile manufacturein the Beiras and Tras-os-Montes provinces, the
decline of sugar production in Brazil.” (Saraiva 221) Doubts about Inquisition were
being expressed even back home as 1 nquisition could ruin the prospects of the Portuguese
empireif the New Christians were discriminated and persecuted:

“1f the Portuguese Inquisition continues unchecked:

It will spell ruin of Portugal and even part of Spain. For in all of Portugal there
Is not asingle merchant (hombre de negocios) who isnot of thisNation. These
people have their correspondentsin all lands and domains of the king our lord.
Those of Lishon send kinsmen to the East Indiesto establish trading-postswhere
they receive the exports from Portugal, which they barter for merchandise in
demand back home. They have outposts in the Indian port cities of Goa and
Cochin and in the interior. In Lisbon and India nobody can handle the trade in
merchandise except persons of this Nation. Without them, HisMajesty will no
longer be ableto make ago of hisIndian possessions, and will |ose the 600,000
ducats ayear in duties which finance the whol e enterprise—from equipping the
ships to paying the seamen and soldiers.” (Zellorigo qtd by Saraiva 145)
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Frenchwriter, historian and philosopher Frangois-MarieArouet Voltaire attacked
the established Catholic Church and lamented that Goaisingloriousfor Inquisitions:
“Goaest mal heureusement cél €bre par son inquisition, également contraireal” humanité
et au commerce. Les moines portugaisfirent accroire quele peuple adorait le diable, et
cesont eux qui I’ont servi.” (Goais sadly famousfor itsinquisition, equally contrary to
humanity and commerce. The Portuguese monks made us believe that the people
worshiped the devil, and it is they who have served him. Voltaire, p. 1066)

Portuguese East India Company:

Theroyal trading house, Casa da india, founded around 1500 used to manage
Portuguese trade with India. However, trade to India was thrown open to Portuguese
nationals by 1570 as the Casa was incurring huge losses. As few took up the offer, the
Casastarted selling Indiatrading contractsto private Portuguese merchant consortiums
in 1578, granting them a monopoly for one year. The annual contract system was
abandoned in 1597 and the royal monopoly was resumed. However, the vigorous
competition with Dutch VOC and English East India Company after 1598 forced the
king to experiment to defend the Portuguese business propositions. Asaresult in 1605
Conselho da india was created to bring affairsin Portuguese Indiabut it was dissolved
in 1614. In the wake of the severe competition with other European companies in
August 1628 the Companhia do commércio da india (or Companhiada india Oriental),
organized along the lines of Dutch and English companies, came into existence by a
charter of King Philip I11. Theideaof achartered private Portuguese East IndiaCompany
wasfirst broached and promoted by a Portuguese New Christian merchant Duarte Gomes
Solis who lived in Madrid. The Company was granted a monopoly on trade in coral,
pepper, cinnamon, ebony and cowrie shells and could be extended to other items upon
request. It had full administrative and juridical privileges, including the right to keep
all spoilsfrom seizures of Dutch and English ships. “ Chapter Ten of the rule book of
the Company enacts that, in case of Inquisitorial confiscation, the confiscated assets
would continue to bel ong to the Company and would revert to the heir of the convicted
person in thethird generation. The subscribers of the capital investment who furnished
more than a specified sum were to be ennobled.” (Saraiva 200) The Company proved
unprofitable as the overseas Portuguese merchants rejected the new Company’s
authority. The Company was dissolved in 1633. “On the initiative and through the
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mediation of the Jesuits, the New Christians offered to finance once again an “East
India Company” on the model of the British and Dutch East India Companies, in
exchange for a general amnesty and drastic reforms in Inquisitorial procedure. The
proposal was drawn up at the beginning of 1673 by a Jesuit, Father Baltasar da Costa,
Provincial of the Malabar coast of Indiaand presented to the king by another Jesuit, his
confessor. ... Theregent Pedro ... gave hisconsent... .” (Saraiva215)

L uso-Indians:

To meet the natural requirement of women for the Portuguese men in the growing
powerful Portuguese presence in the Arab sea and Indian Ocean Albuquerque, under
his policy Politica dos Casamentos, encouraged marriages between Portuguese men
and native women as the number of Portuguese females who came with Portuguese
officias(renois), those who were born to Portuguese parentsin India(casticas), others
who came on ships (aventureiras) and women of mixed blood (both mesticos and
mulatas) in 16th century wasvery limited. Two hundred such marriages were arranged
within two months of the Goan conquest. However, the marriages were not approved
until the women were baptized as Christians and those who converted were given extra
privileges and gifts by their husbands and rulers as rewards. (Rao 42) The primary
motive of such arrangements wasto divert Hindu property to Portuguese and to create
anew community that would identify itself with Portuguese power but would be happy
to beinthisregion; thiswould also create awhiteidentity whichin turn would perpetuate
the Portuguese rule in the region. The men involved were not gentlemen but mainly
rank and file (like soldiers, masons, carpentersand other artisans) and the exiled convicts
(like gypsies, prostitutes, vagabonds and beggars called degredos) on account of the
law of the Sesmariasand “Beggars Law” in Portugal 6. It issaid that Albuguerque gave
dowry (18000 reis, clothes, rice, a house, slave women, cattle and a piece of land) to
each of such couples. Such men astook native wives were known as casados; they had
special privileges as Albuquerque treated these women as his own daughters and men
his sons-in-law. They were given pay and groceries (soldo e mantimento), separate
guarters (bairros) in urban areas and locally important positions such as tanadar and
tabelio. Despitethismany soldiers preferred to have only casual relationship with native
women who came from various social groups viz. those associated with soldiers and
administratorsfrom the proceeding Adil Shahi administrators, fair Mooressesand daves,
Mesticos and temple dancers. AsAlbuquerquewas very conscious of colour he advised
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his men to marry fair Hindu and Muslim women and encouraged them to avoid dark
complexioned Malabaris. (Bethencourt 210) Though these women invariably were
converted to Christianity yet there was some opposition to such marriagesfrom certain
quartersin the Church and the Government. However, the state reiterated its stand and
policy in the form of alvara issued in 1684. The estimated number of casados in
Portuguese Asiawas 6000 in 1600. Many noblemen (fidalgos) who migrated to India
had left their wives and children back home and had either kept native women as
mistresses or had developed lasting relationships with temple dancers (devadasi/
baidadeiras). “In the 16th century, Chinese, Korean and Japanese slaves were also
brought to Portugal and the Portuguese settlements, including Goa.”
(lydiafellowshipinternational .org) A large number of them were brought for sexual
purposes, as noted by the Church in 1555. (Leupp 51-54) King Sebastido of Portugal
feared that “it was having a negative effect on Catholic proselytisation since the trade
In Japanese slaves was growing to massive proportions. At hiscommand it was banned
in1571.” (lydiafellowshipinternational.org) Inorder to prevent menfromindulgingin
lustful and sinful lives, to bring down the number of mixed marriages in India, to
transfer their surplus population in Portugal to other places and to increase Portuguese
presencein the coloniesthey shifted Portuguese girl orphans (Orfasd El-Rei or “Orphans
of the King”) at the expense of the crown to Portuguese coloniesin India (particularly
Goa) “to marry either Portuguese settlers or natives with high status”.
(worldheritageofportugueseorigin.com) Not only did several batchesof such girlsarrive
between 1545 and 1595 in Goa but also “the system apparently continued to function
intermittently until the (early) eighteenth century.” (Coates 43) Those who married
such girls were given various incentives ranging from captaincy of forts to trading
agencies along with dowry. Despite this all the girl orphans could not find “suitable
husbands’ as most of them “lacked good looks” besides being “old and sickly.” The
Inquisition came into existence to punish Hindus and Muslims around the same time.
In 1620, an order was passed to prohibit the Hindus from performing their marriage
rituals. “A document available at Torre do Tombo states that in the middlie of the
seventeenth century the Municipal Council of Goa (Senado) requested the Portuguese
king to decree that ‘ no Brahmin or Chardo who isrich or has property might marry his
daughter to any one except to a Portuguese born in Portugal and such people must
leave their property to their daughters’™” (Kaleidoscope 41) It may be noted that the
higher castesin Goa and elsewhere practiced Sati for various reasons. No wonder that
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caste Hindu women burnt themselves (performed Sati) in such an atmosphere to save
their honour and save their families from humiliation. Again, women are generally
considered as aprize catch after awar. If women burn themselves as astrategy (known
asscorched earth policy inthewarfare) the soldiers do not get anything and adiscontent
among them grows. Inthislight it can be understood easily that Albuquerque’sbanning
of sati in Goa (Ross 18, De Souza 70) was not for having any compassion for Hindu
women but to have an easy access to the women to meet the requirements of his men
and complete his agenda. (Kal eidoscope 44) Such marriageswere intended to increase
the wealth of Portuguese and the number of Christians by conversion, to have enough
personsfor Indian army loyal to Portugal and to enlarge white colony. The mixed-race
children bore no stigmaof inferiority to the Portuguese. Today L uso-Indiansare viewed
as asub-caste of Anglo-Indians.

The Decline of Portuguese:

Denison Ross in Cambridge History of India writes: “... if one of [Turks']
fleets had succeeded in driving the Portuguese out of their fortresses on the Indian
coast, the establishment of Christian powers in India might have been indefinitely
postponed” (27) but that did not happen. Every born person hasto die and those at the
pinnacle once have to come down. So was the case Portuguese rule in India. Penrose
writes: “In so far as any one date can be taken as of prime importance in the ruin of
Portuguese empire, itis6 May 1542, when Francis Xavier set foot ashore at Goa. From
then on the Jesuits did their worst, using every form of bribery, threat, and torture to
effect a conversion.” (14) Discussing the issue Denison Ross writes: “The ultimate
decline of Portuguese power in India was due primarily to two causes: first, the
encouragement of mixed marriages at home and abroad, and secondly, religious
intolerance. The former policy had been adopted ... by the great Albuquerque, who
probably foresaw that constant drain on the male population of arelatively small country
like his own must ultimately lead to a shortage of man-power; the latter was pushed to
its utmost extreme by the zealous fervour of the Jesuits who selected Goa as their
second headquarters outside Rome, soon after the foundation of their order. The arrival
of & Francisco Xavier in Indiain 1542 wasan event of the most far-reaching importance
and laid the foundations of the ecclesiastical supremacy in Portuguese India which
sapped thefinancial resources and undermined the civil administration of its Governor.”
(17-18) The famous historian and writer Tedfilo Braga wrote: “there are two dates
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which signal the downfall of the nationality: 1536, when the Inquisition wasinaugurated
in Portugal, due to the instigations of the Emperor Charles V, of Spain, and with the
loss of the freedom of conscience, silencing the poet who had most fought on its
behalf, Gil Vicente; and 1580, the national independence becomes extinct on account
of theinvasion of Philip Il (of Spain) whoimposed hisdynasticrights.” (qtd by Alfredo
DeMéllo)

On the political front, the Dutch entered into an alliance with the English for
ousting the Portuguese from Keralawaters in 1619 and in 1629 the Portuguese lost a
war to Shah Jahan at Hugli (Kolkata). Gradually the Dutch and English drove the
Portuguese from the Arabian Seaand Malabar fell to the Dutchin 1641. In 1652, Sivappa
Nayaka of the Nayaka Dynasty defeated the Portuguese and drove them away from
Mangalore. Quilonfell to Dutchin 1661, followed by Cranganorein 1662. Theislands
of Bombay (later to be leased to British East India Company) were gifted to Charles||
of England as dowry on his marriage with Catherine of Portugal in 1662. In January
1663 the combined forces of the Dutch and the Zamorin of Calicut defeated the
Portuguese at Cochin. This ended 165 years of Portuguese rule in Kerala and they
were pushed to Goa, Daman and Diu.

In 20th century Trist&o de Braganca Cunha, a French-educated Goan engineer
and thefounder of Goa Congress Committeein Portuguese Indiaresisted the Portuguese
rule in Goa. Cunha released a booklet called ‘ Four Hundred Years of Foreign Rule’,
and apamphlet, * Denationalisation of Goa', intended to sensitise Goansto the oppression
of Portugueserule. In 1954 Indiatook control of Dadraand Nagar Haveli which Portugal
had acquired in 1779. The Portuguese rulein Indiacameto an end on 19th December
1961 when the Governor of Portuguese India signed the instrument of surrender of
Goa, Daman and Diu against the Radio directives (dated 14 December 1961) of the
Portuguese Prime Minister Salazar and the presidential directivefor adopting scorched
earth policy. However, the surrender was not accepted by the Portuguese Govt. Entire
Portugal mourned thelossand even Christmaswas not cel ebrated with traditional gaiety.
Goanswere encouraged to emigrate to Portugal rather than remain under Indian rule by
offering them Portuguese citizenship. This offer was amended in 2006 to include only
those who had been born before 19 December 1961. Salazar predicted that “ difficulties
will arise for both sides when the programme of the Indianization of Goa begins to
clash with its inherent culture ... It is therefore to be expected that many Goans will
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wish to escape to Portugal from the inevitable consequences of theinvasion” (Salazar
18659) The Portuguese national radio station Emissora Nacional was used to encourage
sedition and to urge Goans to resist and oppose the Indian administration. In order to
weaken the Indian presence in Goa clandestine resistance movements in Goa were
initiated and the Goan diasporacommunitieswere urged to resist and oppose the Indian
administration both through, general resistance and armed rebellion to weaken the Indian
presence in Goa. The Portuguese government chalked out a plan called the ‘Plano
Gralha' covering Goa, Daman and Diu, for paralysing port operations at Mormugao
and Bombay by planting bombs in some of the ships anchored at the
ports.(timesofindia.indiatimes.com) On 20 June 1964, Casimiro Monteiro, a
Portuguese PIDE (Policia Internacional e de Defesa do Estado) agent of Goan descent,
along with Ismail Dias, a Goan settled in Portugal, executed a series of bombingsin
Goa. (pressdisplay.com)

Relations between Indiaand Portugal thawed only in 1974, when Goawasfinally
recognised as part of India by Portugal. Portuguese Archbishop-Patriarch Alvernaz
who had |eft for Portugal soon after Goan merger and had remained thetitular Patriarch
of Goa resigned in 1975. The first native-born Archbishop of Goa, Raul Nicolau
Goncalves (who was also the Patriarch of the East Indies), was appointed in 1978
though the Portuguese ruled in Indiafor 450 years.

Henry Louis Vivian Derozio (18 April 1809 — 26 December 1831), the poet
who wrote in English, isgenerally considered to be an Anglo-1ndian though he comes
from of mixed Portuguese stock. Derozio is considered to be the first nationalist poet
of Modern India. His poem “To India - My Native Land” which reads as follows is
regarded as an important landmark in the history of patriotic poetry in India:

My country! Inthy days of glory past

A beauteous halo circled round thy brow

and worshipped as adeity thou wast—
Whereisthy glory, where the reverence now?
Thy eagle pinion is chained down at last,

And grovelling in the lowly dust art thou,

Thy minstrel hath no wreath to weave for thee
Save the sad story of thy misery!
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Well—Ilet me dive into the depths of time

And bring from out the ages, that have rolled

A few small fragments of these wrecks sublime

Which human eye may never more behold

And let the guerdon of my labour be,

My fallen country! One kind wish for thee! (poemhunter.com)

However, in the light of the above mentioned historical facts it may safely be
concluded that in hisphrase® My fallen country” hewaslamenting theloss of Portuguese
empire to other European powers.

Notes and References:

1. Factory: Inthosedaysafactory did not mean “abuilding where goods are made’
but meant: “atrading centre at aforeign port or mart”. (Hobson Jobson p. 346)

2. Alfonso De Albuquerque (1453-1515) had come to India first as a naval
commander in 1503; he was the second “Governor of Portugal” in the east
(appointed in 1509; Ross 654); Saraiva (343) claims he was aViceroy of India
though only the members of the nobility were entitled to thetitle of Viceroy.

3. Sati: Toeing the British line of enlightenment and humanitarian project most of
the Indian text books of history even today credit the social reform movement
of the “good-hearted English officials’ and “sane and educated Indians’ like
RajaRam Mohan Roy to end “theinhuman practice of Sati despitethe opposition
and pressure from the religious leaders’ which culminated in the regul ation of
December 4, 1829 by the then Governor-General Lord William Bentinck to
abolish the practice.

4. New Christian Portuguese: the descendants of some 70,000 Jews in Portugal
who wereforcibly converted to Christianity in 1497. “ Historian Jerénimo Osorio
(1506-1580), tells of an agreement signed at Lisbon between the |eaders of the
Jewish community and arepresentative of the king, whereby the Jews accepted
mass baptism and the king promised to restore their children and immovable
goods, give them privileges and honourable employment and refrain from
introducing the Inquisition into Portugal.” (Saraiva 13)
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5.

Inquisition: “Inquisition may be described as an ecclesiastical tribunal for
suppression of heresy and punishment of heretics.” (Priolkar 3) “The popes,
who claimed the spiritual alegiance of all Christendom, regarded heresy as
treason against themselves, and, as such, deserving all the penalties which
sovereigns have uniformly visited on this, in their eyes, unpardonabl e offence.”
(Prescott 191) James A. Haught writes: “ Efforts to stamp out heresy led to the
establishment of the Holy Inquisition, one of mankind’s supreme horrors. In
the early 1200s, local bishops were empowered to identify, try, and punish
heretics. When the bishops proved ineffective, traveling papal inquisitors, usually
Dominican priests, were sent from Rometo conduct the purge.” (55) Lord Acton
writes: “ The principle of the Inquisition was murderous. ... The popes were not
only murderersin the great style, but they also made murder alegal basis of the
Christian Church and a condition for salvation.” (qtd by James A. Haught 62)
Whileits ostensible aim was to preserve the Catholic faith, the Inquisition was
used asan instrument of social control against Indian Catholicsand Hindus and
also against Portuguese settlers from Europe (mostly New Christians and Jews
but also Old Christians). It also was a method of confiscating property and
enriching the Inquisitors.

The ‘Holy Office’, as it called itself, settled in the palace of the Adil Khan,
being occupied by the Portuguese Viceroysin Goa up to 1554. The palace was
modified with a chapel, halls of entrance, the hall of audiences, house of
despacho, residence of the first inquisitor, house of secret, house of doctrine,
any number of cells, and other special ones:. of secret, of penitence; of perpetual
confinement; of the tortures, all thiswithin a great building which had a thick
outer wall of seven spans (1.5 mts). The Palace of the Inquisition was pointed
out in awe by Goans, who called it Orlem Goro or Big House, with two hundred
cells. The Inquisition in Goa, on account of its rigors, was reputed to be the
worst of the existing inquisitions in the catholic orb of the five parts of the
world, asfelt unanimoudly by national and foreign writers. The enormous Palace
that had housed the Inquisition for 252 years was demolished in 1829, and
there are no traces of it except for some mounds of bricks and stones.

Many kinds of torture of which some are being mentioned here were practiced
by the Inquisitors: 1) The torture by rope consisted of the arms being tied
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backwards and then raised by a pulley, leaving the victim hanging for some
time, and then let the victim drop down to half a foot above the floor, then
raised again. The continued up-and-down movement dislocated the joints of
the prisoner who cried horribly in pain. 2) Inthetorture by water the victim was
madeto lieacrossan iron bar and wasforced to imbibe water without stopping.
Theiron bar broke the vertebrae and caused horrible pains, whereas the water
treatment provoked vomits and asphyxia. 3) The victim was hung above afire
in the torture by fire; it warmed the soles of the feet, and the jailers rubbed
bacon and other combustible materials on the feet. The feet were burned until
the victim confessed. The house of torments was a subterranean grotto so that
other might not hear the cries of the wretched. Many atime, the victims died
under torture; their bodies were interred within the compound, and the bones
were exhumed for the *auto dafe’, and burnt in public.

. “Beggars Law” in Portugal: A JR Russell-Wood writes on theissue: “From an
early date, overseas territories had been regarded as suitable repositories for
undesirables of metropolitan Portugal: convicts, New Christians, gypsies, and
even lepers. Reference has been made to the use of Langadosin West and East
Africa, but they were to be found as far away as Fukien coast of China. Exile
(degrédo) from Portugal could betotheAtlantic Islands, ... or even Portuguese
India. Therewasranking of places of exilefrom the acceptableto least desirable:
... Brazil, Maranh&o, and India, held little hope of return to Portugal.” (106)
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MY LANGUAGE, MY LORD!

Barriers of Language in the Province of Law and Justice

Dr.J.P. Mishra*

1. Language and theMan

It isbelieved that the language of man in ancient timeswas pictographic, that is
to say, after he started expressing himself through gestures. When pictures became
ineffective to express his emotions, man moved to other finer forms of pictures like
letters. Letters used by modern man must have born out of those primitive letters used
by ancient man. Unfortunately, barring afew claimsby historians, we are yet to decipher
the ancient scripts used by man in say Harappaor Indus Valley civilizations.

Even after man had evolved the letters and the language that we understand
today, for example, Sanskrit, for several centuries man preserved the literature created
by him through memory and passed it to next generations orally (thetradition of hearing
and memory, the shruti smriti parampara)?. It took him several more centuries before
he started writing on stones and leaves and parchment of trees and the like. Finally,
with the technique that helped him prepare the paper, man succeeded in writing in a
way which could be preserved for posterity.

Since we speak with the help of our tongue, therefore the tongue is the main
tool for speech which isthe foundation of language. This truth is reflected in the fact
that tongue is used in the sense of language. The language that is most natural for man
Is often called his mother tongue, and the one which he uses as link language islingua
franca, and so son.

Through his mother tongue, man can communicate effortlessly, and most

=

Associate Professor, Department of Law, University of Allahabad, Allahabad.
2. Lord Krishna says. "I told this yoga vidya to Sun, Sun to Manu, and Manu to Ikshwaku. Thus
obtained through tradition, parampara, this yoga was learnt by the Rishis, and declined with the

passage of times."
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powerfully. Thisis why two men find it easier to communicate to each other if they
speak the same language than when they speak two different languages. Commonality
of language often creates sympathy for each other, induces a sense of affinity for the
other and, finally, leads to better understanding of each other paving the way for long
lasting and sincere relations.

Moving astep further, aman isoften also known by the language he speakse.g.
Hindi, Arabic, Persian, English, Russian, French, Japanese, German, Tamil, and Marathi
et al. The use and understanding of one'slanguage give man respectability among those
speaking and using thelanguage. The language then becomes adefining factor of one's
sense of decency. Thisiswhy we often hear one say: his was the language of a gentle
man, arustic, acriminal, asaint, etc. Inthelarger sense, language becomesaninaienable
element of one's personality.

Parliament which is the keeper of the conscience of the common man is also
regarded as a place that maintains the decency of language even as the followers of
various political ideologies present their own views on subjects of discussion, often
showing bitterness and opposition towardsthe views of others. The moment they appear
to crossthelimitsof propriety of language, they are warned by the Presiding Officer of
the House not to repeat such objectionable language, and that portion of their speechis
expunged from the proceedings. It is thus that when the word parliamentary is used
with theword language, the former means proper or decent, e.g. 'He used aparliamentary
Language'.

Finally, the surest way to come closer to one's heart is to know, use and speak
his language. Language thus becomes a binding force in human relations. Knowing
one'slanguage meansto alarge extent knowing one'sfaith, ideals, literature, traditions,
etc which combined together induce a sense of familiarity with the person whose
languageit is. Theformer who has endeavoured to know thislanguage becomesworthy
of love and respect of the former (whose mother tongueiit is).

Onthe other hand, where one party does not know the language of the other, the
communication is made often with the help of someinterlocul or or authentic trandations
of one language into other; thereby leaving a good scope of confusion, and
misunderstanding. In extreme cases where one's language seems Greek and Latin to
the other the former expresses his frustration, in the words of Ghalib :
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"O Lord! Neither has he understood nor will he ever understand what | say.
Either bless me with some other language or him with some other heart."

2. Man and theLaw

Man has always lived under alaw irrespective of whether he knew it or not.
Although some philospherswould make us believethat therewasno law in the beginning
and only the might wasright?, yet the fact can hardly be denied that even then manwas
subject to certain laws of nature as is reflected in Aquinas' theory in the West or the
philosophy of Sanatan Dharma in India. Aquinas felt that there is an eternal law to
which the human frame has been subjected by some superhuman legislator?. The Lord
of lords and the Nature are primordial; says Gita, adding that through His illusion,
maya, the Almighty keeps moving all physical beings-which indeed includes al life
forms in the Universe-in the same way in which some controls things placed over a
machine.

Under Indian philosophy man, is born, grows, ages and finally meets his end,
all under the provisions of Dharma, the eternal law. All actions or inactions or specific
actionsare subject to thishighest law.* It isnot |essinteresting to note that under Sanatan
Dharma, thewill of the Sovereign.> On apractica plane, one'sactions are often attributed
to the cause-action principle. Jhering says. Every human conduct is governed by a
'because, that is purpose®. For example, we go to school becaus we want to study; we
study because we want to get knowledge; and so on.

Man'sactionsare guided broadly by two sets of laws, namely, positive law, and
moral laws. Thereisanumber of scholarsincluding Thomasius, Kant, and others who

1. Hobbes, Elementsof Law, ed. F. Tonnies (Cambridge, Eng., 1928), pt. I, ch. Xiv. 2-5, as quoted by
Edgar Bodenheimer, Jurisprudence, (Universal, 2011), ch. I11, 10: homo homini lupus (each man
isawolf to every other man); bellum omnium contra omnes (everybody is at war with everybody
else).

Aquinas, Summa Theologia, quoted by RWM Dias, Jurisprudence (Lexis nexis, 2013), p 472.
See, Bhagavadgita, ch. xiii-19; and ch. xviii-61.

Ibid, ch. iv-17, 18.

Law isthe command of sovereign backed by sanctions: Austin.

See, Jhering, Law as Meansto an End, quoted by RWM Dias, Jurisprudence (LexisNexis, 2013),
p. 424 "Thestonedoesnot fall inorder tofall, but it must fall, but its support istaken away; whilst
the man who acts does so, not because of anything but in order to attain to something."
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feel that man's external conduct is governed by positive law (which they simply call
law) whereas his internal conduct is regulated by morality*. Notwithstanding the fact
that the naturalists would always advocate for the supermacy of morality over law
(positive law, that is) and otherwise, there is no denying the fact that man's conduct is
alwaysgoverned by alaw.

The point, however, has been driven home most forcibly by Ronald Dworkin, a
great natural philosopher of the twentieth century when he says: "Welivein, and by the
law."2 Law in fact has become not only an index of our development as a nation but
also avector of our socia progress. The more we advance as anation the more lawswe
makefor regulating our activitiesin those newly occupied territories of human endeavour.
Likewise, the more we progress as soci ety the more |aws we make to keep our conduct
confined to the limits of decency and reason.

Law without exaggeration is the most reliable factor to characterise us as a
society vic-a-vis other societies; and the foremost indicator of our status asanation. It
keeps avigil on us each moment; and pervades us. Today, we cannot safely imagine a
field of human action to be without law since in al probability the said field is either
directly covered by law or indirectly so. For example, when we had no specific law on
environment as such, theissuesrel ated thereto were taken care of inthelight of relevant
provisions of say, Indian Penal Code?, Criminal Procedure Code?, the Constitution of
Indie®, and the like.

the relation between man and the law bears a certain degree of reciprocity in
that sometimes man changes the law while at others the law modifies the man's
behaviour®. The first category consists of laws that we need with increasing pace of

1. See, Edgar Bodenheimer, Jurisprudence (Universal, 2011), p. 291. Theory initialy igven by

Thomasius was later developed by Kant; and is famously known as Kantian Morality.

See, Dworkin, The Law's Empire, The Perfect.

3. For examples Sections 268-290, |PC dealing with public nuisance were frequently resorted to in
matters related to environmental pollution. So were the principles of nuisance, negligence, etc
under law of tort.

4. Sections 133-34, 144, etc. of The Code of Criminal Procedure.

5. For example, Articles 14, 19, 21, 32, 48-A, 51-A(g), 226, etc. of the Constitution of India.

6. Thelegidation related to social justiceisthe result of social pressure, while the anti-suttee law is
the efffort of the lawmaker to regulate social behaviour. Examples abound.

N
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development as a nation; and the second when the law takes the social evils head on
and triesto eradicate them. Thus not only theindividual but also the social and national
life of man now stands pervaded by law.

Now, it appearsthat man and law are made for each other; and to agreat extent,
itisreally so with, however, but onerider, that is, the law is made for man and not the
vice versa. Hence while the relation of man and law is very deep, we have not to lose
sight of the fact that the first and foremost role of law isto serve the interest of manin
al itsforms. It isthusthat the law even if technically sound standsthe risk of becming
obsolete when it isfound failing in its singular duty, namely, the protection of human
Interests.

3. Language of Law

The language of law, to say the least, is the language of common man. This,
however, is easier said than understood. For the purpose of law, a common man is a
man of average prudence and, above all, aman of reason. Hence this common manis
otherwise also known as the reasonable man. A common man who will henceforth be
referred to asreasonable man isone who knows and obeysall |aw. Conversely, what he
does or does not do (that is, abstains from doing) is perfectly lawful. It is thus that we
often say thelaw isbut the common sense codified. Needlessto say, theword 'common
sense' here stands for the 'sense of common or reasonable man'.

Reasonable man is more ideal than real. He provides al standards of lawful
behaviour through hisown conduct in varying sets of situations; at least thisiswhat the
law shall always presume. If one's conduct either oversteps or falls short of that of a
reasonable man in aparticular set of circumstances, heislikely to be punished®.

The jurisprudents have forced ordinary mortals to step into the shoes of the
reasonable man. Since the reasonable man knows all law, they would argue, everyone
€else also ought to; meaning thereby that such a one cannot plead ignorance of law asa
defence. Now, knowing how toughitit isfor oneto know even one piece of legislation
correctly, it may beeasily appreciated how practically impossibleit would befor oneto
know all law. Alternately, it islike asking for theimpossible from ahuman mind that it

1. SeeSs96-106, IPC, related to defence of person and property.
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must of necessity understand the nuances of all law.

Theirony isthat the language of law isall but understandable to common man.
It takes honourable judges several years and, sometimes, decades to decipher true
meaning of wordslaw uses. In acountry like ours where amajority of people does not
know even itsdialects correctly, the proceedings of acourt of law are conducted either
in the language of the State or in English.! Thisis not to suggest that proceedings be
started with the help of one's diaect but simply to remind ourselves that it would be
grave injustic to common man if his conduct were examined in the light of law the
wordswhereof he does not know or through a procedure the language whereof he does
not appreciate.

Whiletalking of anideal manitisequally essential to think of areal man. Itis
irony of the modern law that even after he has served the punishment awarded to him,
a'convict' often does not know the crime which, according to the verdict of the Court,
he had once committed. This hasresulted into asituation where those who do not know
either the law or the procedure meekly submit before the verdict of the Court whereas
the ones knowing the law and procedure both try to go scot-free by exhausting all
possible chances of appeal or review made available by the law.

4. Law and Justice

Law isthe standard by which we measure the correctness or otherwise of one's
conduct. This job is specifically assigned by the Constitution to a court of law. This
meansthat only acourt of law can say whether one's conduct isin accordancewith law
or not. In order to avoid the awkward situation of one and the same matter between the
same parties being fought at more than one court at atime, there isdistinct division of
jurisdictionsfor courts at each level: district and States, besides the apex Court whose
jurisdiction extendsto the entire territory of India. In case of the apex Cour, if it comes
to the notice of the Court that several casesinvolving the same point of law are pending
in different High Courts, it can transfer all such cases to itself; and may either finally
dispose of the case or decide only thelegal point involved and send back the caseto the

1. Article 348 providesthat all proceedingsin the Supreme Court and High Courtsand all lawsto be
made by Parliament and State legislatures shall bein English. InaState, Hindi or any other language
may also be used for the proceedings or legislations, but High Courts are not obliged to use such
languages other than English in their judgment, decree or order passed by them.
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respective High Court to dispose of the case.! A similar provision is there for High
Court in respect of cases pending in different courts under their jurisdiction in case
they involve a common subject matter to be decided.? Also, severa principles of law
have been developed to prohibit wrongful prosecution, misuse of the procedure of a
court of law, and to decide amatter already decided (resjudicata); besides anumber of
other safeguards provided under the Constitution®.

The goddess of justiceis shown blind-folded to convey the message that justice
Is administered strictly in the light of law. In other words, this goddessis, so goes the
metaphor, blind to any other factor related to acase, namely, who the aggrieved or what
the peopl €'s perception about the aggrieved is, etc. Thus everybody isequal before her
inthe sensethat he ought to behave according to law, failing which he shall be punished.
Inthe congtitutional law, we read such notionsas ‘equality beforelaw’ or ‘equal protection
of laws to assert that the protection of law isequally availableto oneand all since each
oneisequal to other sin the eys of law?*.

Justiceis administered in the light of law applicable to the case at hand. In the
absence of law, the courtsgo for customs or traditions preval ent among the communities
to which the parties belong. In Britain, we know, such practices resulted into what we
term as Common Law Courts whereas the courts which later came into existence
following the rules of equity were called Equity Courts. Sometimes, the courts seek
guidance from judgements of higher courtswhichwecall judicial precedent and which
too acts aslaw in appropriate cases’. The point is almost undeniably true that some or
the other form of law isaprerequisite of justice. The Constitution of Indiadefines'law'
under Article 13 :

13(3) In thisarticle, unless the context otherwise requires:-

See, Article 139-A (Power of the Supreme Court), ibid.

See, Article 228 (Power of the High Court), ibid.

For example, Articles 20, 21 and 22 in particular, besides other fundamental rights.

Article 14 of the Constitution : "State shall not deny to any person equality before the law or the
eugal protection of the laws within the territory of India."

Thisis based on the maxim stare decisis meaning preserve what has been decided.

el SN

o
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(a) "law" includes any Ordinance, order, bye-law, rule, regulation,
notification, custom or usage having in the territory of India the force of law;

Sincelaw isthedeciding factor for justice, it automatically impliesthat a sound
law will produce a sound justice whereas a not so good law may lead to injustice. A
society isalso evaluated according to the law that governsit: adeveloped society hasa
sounder law than what a developing society has. This may be explained in other way
also by saing that since thelaw takes care of man'sactionsor inactionsin variousfields
of endeavour, a dynamic society will certainly have laws governing man's actionsin
those diverse fields of activity while a static society may have limited spheres of its
activity and hence the laws limited to those few traditional fields. Thuslaw isan index
of socia awareness and growth.

The law that we talk of is often taken to be law that is distinct from morality.
Although it istruethat the legal discourse hasits origin in the treasures of morality of
which natural law philosophy isan off-shoot, yet the later schoolswhich were born out
of areaction to natural law philosophy abhor morality. Extremistslike Austin go to the
extent of saying that morality must be banished from the province of jurisprudence; but
more lenient positivists like Hart admit that law cannot have any content and that it
should have some shared morality: human vulnerability, limited resources, limited
altruism, approximate equality of persons, and limited understanding.*

A good law therefore must have certain desiderata. Fuller sees them as
intelligibility, generality, prospectivity, reasonableness, possiblity of obeisance, un-self-
contradictoriness, constancy through time, and congruence with official action. He
regardsthese characteristics asthe ingredients of inner morality; in contradistinction to
what he termed as external morality-the lofty ideals that law aimsto achieve.?

In our ancient legal system in India, Dharma was the ultimate law for one and
all whichwas, for the more part, couched in moral words. Dharmaisaholistic concept
which takes care of everything everywhere and at every time. That overarching nature

1. See Dias, op cit. p. 493.
2. lbid, p. 492.
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one cannot find in religion which is confined to certain activitie of human beings.

At present Indiais not governed by either the supreme law, or dharma, or any
religion; but by her Constitution which isthe law of the land and to which every other
law, be it in whatever form, has to subscribe. Though we are still not in a position to
deny that themorality reignswherelaw can be of little effect; we mean only statute law
when we use the term 'law'. Morality governs our inner world whereas law does the
outer world. Taken together statute law and moral law complete the picture of the law
of which Dworkin says: 'welivein, and by, thelaw'. Morality governs our inner world
whereas law does the outer world. Taken together statute law and moral law complete
the picture of the law of which Dworkin says: 'we live in, and by, the law'. Thus the
man is aways subject to the dictates of law or, as those like Dicey would say, heis
under the rule of law.

However, the truth needs to be reiterated that all law is made for man. The end
of law isto see man in hismost sublime form. It aims at hel ping the man to be his best.
Thisiswhy the soundest I nterpretation of law should always be in the interest of man.
It certainly does not mean that such an interpretation must of necessity resultin monetary
benefits or physical comfort for him. On the contrary, it may be painful for him for
examplewhen heis sentenced to aterm of imprisonment or to death; but even then the
notion of justice makesusbelievethat such ajail term or capital punishment isadjudged
to bein his own interest keeping in view the nature of offence committed by him and
the law on the point. This is probably why the sentence is ‘awarded' no matter how
bitter its consequences might be. Justice without law then isto be regarded as nothing
but miscarriage of justice. If law provides a basis to the justice; the justice in turn
acdords meaning and sanctity to the law.

5. Language of the Court

Even today, in essence, the language of the Supreme Court and High Courtsis
English. Infamous case of Madhu Limayev. Vied Murti, request of one of theinterveners,
who insisted on speaking to the apex Court in Hindi, wasrejected because the language
of the Court was English.?

1. AIR1971 Sc 2481.
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It isamatter of common experience that the words create their impact on our
minds and hearts to a degree that is proportional to our undersanding of the words in
guestion. Thisis so because it is the signals emanating from the brain that leave the
Impact on us like pain and agony, joy and happiness, or love and hatred in a particular
case.

Thereforeit can be safely said that there isahalo of each word, courtesy Hart?,
having the umbraand penumbraof itsvarious meanings-settled as al so unsettled-which
areimaged on one's mind and the after-effect whereof isreceived later by our body or
apart of the body, say, heart. Needless to say, the impression of the most popular of
familiar meaning of the word happens to be the strongest and long lasting.

Sincethejudge speaksin the language which more often than not happensto be
Greek and Latin to the parties, heis far from successful in conveying hisideas to the
parties concerned about their rights. The partiesin turn are at their wit's ends thinking
how to put their version of things in a way that makes the judge appreciate the
complexities of the case at hand. It isan irony that one whose rights are at stake is not
in a position to present his case in a language that he understands, and can express
himself in the best. Thus heisreduced to amute spectator of the proceddings remaining
preplexed asto which way they will go.

It is thus that the justice that it administered to him by the court in language
foreign to him falls short of convincing him as to either its accuracy or relevance. He
has nothing fall back upon but his desitny and the God's will. He is thus forced to
accept, in most of the cases, whatever he getsin the name of justice. Very few, if at all,
muster the courage to prefer an appeal because despite the financial aspects related to
litigations, there is the crisis of language deepening more and more as we move to
higher judiciary?.

Thisisnot to suggest that the justice delivery system isthroughly inefficient or
that it has always worked to the dissatisfaction of the litigants; but to drive the point
home that there is a good possiblity that the justice that is administered sometimes
appearsonly partly just or, whose, fairly unjust to the parties. Sometimesthisimpression

1. See, Dias, op. cit. p. 352: he (Hart) subscribes to the view that a word possesses not a 'proper
meaning', but aninner ‘core’ of agreed applications surrounded by a'fringe' of unsettled applications.
2. See, f.n. 16, supra, related to Article 348.
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may be created due to the use of a language by the court which the litigant seldom
understands:

Says the Judge, looking through his nose,
Most clearly but very severely,

Law is as you know | suppose.

Lawisas| havetold you before,

But let me explain you once more,

‘Law isthe law'.

6. Trandlated Justice

In such ascenario, as stated above poetically, thelitigant |ooks askance and has
nobody but his lawyer to turn to. Right from the beginning of the proceedings the
accused stands in the need of atrand ated text of say, the charges against him, the law
concerned, the purported evidences, etc. At the other extreme is the language that he
knows and through which alone can he express himself. Whatever he asserts hasto be
communicated with the help of hislawyer to the judge who isto decide the case. The
situation is most tragic when during the cross examination the questions put up to the
accused are not perfectly appreciated by him and the answer presented by him more
often than not create an impression in the mind of the judge which isfurthest removed
fromthereality.

Legal History tellsusthat in the famous Nand Kumar'strial, the accused could
not fully understand the questions posed to him in English since his mother tongue was
Bengali; anditisfelt by most of the observersthat was aprincipal reason of the verdict
going against Nand Kumar, the accused?.

Therealistslike Gray and Holmeswould make us believethat laws are there to
befool the common man since the justice comes not so much in thelight of law but out

1. W.H. Auden in "Law Like Love". This poem is reproduced on the basis of memory. Therefore
some words or sequencesthereof may not be exactly asthey arefoundintheoriginal. Theintention
here isto roughtly convey the fact that even after much is said and done in the name of law in the
courts, the law is never more than an illusion for the aggrieved in most of the cases.

2. See, M.P. Jain, Indian Legal History (Tripathi, Bombay): and V.D. Kulshrestha, Landmarks in
Indian Legal History (EBC, Lucknow).
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of the judge's conviction of what thelaw is. "Law iswhat ajudge says' declares Gray
trying to give an impression that judge's mind and understanding are central to the
administration of justice. Even the followers of other schools of law admit that thereis
agrain of truth in what realists say though they exaggerate it to some degree. Beit asit
may, the fact can hardly be denied that if the accused has failed to make the judge
understand his case fully, he has only half chance of getting justiceif at all he has.

Same is the situation with the accused who gets the verdict translated by his
counsel andisnot fully convinced by this'trandated' justice sincethe barriersof language
comeintheway of communication and fail to evoke aresponse which they would have
If they were expressed in the language best known to the accused. Asto the translation
of athing from one language to the other, it is indisputable that with each trandation
wemovefarther from the original expression thereby diminishing the chances of natural
impression in the mind of the ultimate receiver, in this case the accused.

7. Conclusion/Suggestions

The Constitution emphasi ses that the Central government should make all out
efforts to promote the use of Hindi language' and script after declaring that Hindi in
Devanagari Script should be the language of the nation.? The Constitution provides a
reasonable space to all regional languages one or more of which are spoken by the
people in a state.® It makes sufficient concessions for use of more than one language
officialy in a state; provides them an option to make any language their language of
official communication. Not only this, the Constitution also takes care of the language
of minoritiesin a state.

Through fundamental rights aso, the Constitution guarantees us the right to
choose our language and preserveit for our welfare. Sometimes, it isdone by ensuring

=

Article 351, ibid.

Article 343, ibid.

3. Articles 345-7, ibid. Article 345 empowers trhe states to adopt Hindi or aregional language for
official use; Article 346 states that two or more states to choose Hindi as the language for their
official communication; and Article 347 provides that the President on demand may direct a state
that a language spoken by a section of people in that state should also be officialy recognized
throughout the state or any part thereof for certain specified purposes.

N
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the freedom of expression which alternately means ensuring one'sright to choose one's
own language sinceit there that he can express himself the best.: However, explicitly it
guarantees one'sright to preserve one's own culture, language and script.? Thusit seems
that Constitution is very much alive to the fundamental role of language in expression
and communication of thoughts.

However, the picture of language on the real planeisnot asrosy asit seemsto
be. As has been pointed at the outset, the literacy rate in the states as also overall
illiteracy rate leaves us much to ponder. It also concerns usthat so long asthe common
man does not get the strength of language and expression, he cannot either appreciate
his rights and duties nor can he fight meaningfully for these.

In the light of above, the only suggestion that may be forwarded is, sincere
efforts should be made to literate the real average person, not in a notional but also
legal sense; and laws simpler.

*kkkk*k

1. Article19(1)(a)
2. Article 29, lbid.
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frgiaa: g4 SRe-s1e 3TN & & AT =fer |’

Tgt a8 W T AT g 5 deara St enfie e S @ o Hed ad @ 3R
371 ST T FTET ST ATelt ST, THSIETE i Sfeve F w3 & | 3 s ®9 9 a7
TG © 5 AT 1 ST, ST WA & S R ST Uitk T off THe & Sl
2 ik 77 anffer o anfen Ferehkietor o g1 & Ty 21 3nffen ferhestientor M-
ST | & T @ 1 39 YR &AeaTel S s ST i g WA % o Ueh AT
& &9 H 2@d §1 9 a8 N 3Ed ¢ 16 esiiohd e 9 AR 3 a1 Bl @ 98
TS o FER WR & SAfh @ WA S & gHvEa ol ¢ 7 6 Tt o e e ®
TE TR AR & WA H| gEI 3t fTueh # € 6, “eAfth 9 e
Heyor B | Sl TeT-fRRetT, SAfh-TTd=a qeh SNUT Sl S & § Al SGebl A giar 8, S
Y WA, 3 HREM H AW 9 gU ARGI-HUS] AGU H Wl el | 85 a1 i
HUST TE B T B TR FT 21 e W 98 Teiifes & ar e, el @
SAfeh-TaTd=d JHIE & Sl 21772

diearet St S enfier e 1 91 e € a1 9 39 S off G SN HrEHe @
g % 98 wdar Siftm wHed W ©e SARE % & WA L O 8 sveer sy i
(Creamy Layer) &I & &R fishet St 71

5. Tpfeiad : do dFeaTe U, Alsfed YHEH, TEAs, I8 H. 80
6. Tpfeiaa : do dFeara U, Arsfed YHH, TEAs, I8 H. 78
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HEpd AT ITAT i SARrbeT TrT, STRIP SEH-NGH, SFRIE Sfaeqe,
T gmeifs 3 eTRigTa goft enfe w faefk 2, e faehesligpa srdfemaen sudim &
AT T, T S-S, T gfoeret, e gueife, e ge ey w fai
2| i rdferaeen # € aren T off SRS W W GO g @ v e e
of e 2w % g1 ¥ T T I g rar S 3w Teoe svern faefim 9 g
SAferaria: ST ST YT B 2 | STafeh faehesie stderasen # g aran wmer off T 'R
W & i ® iR et e sifrerda: S92 steer To9 % @1 # & T 21 98 ud il
oA I foaelt ooft, faaeft frawr, faaeft aoiiat, faaeft smres, foqeft amaier w fasft
2 &1 7 79 2 5 Fa srdoraten gAR it % ifis TR # THUS 390 R STh e
TR 1 TS T Y I 3T Tl § b TEGHRT & S TR B A S A 2

deare St hed € 5 Fsiod refeawen B &1 HufiF 1 Wb Y W S &l g,
S Sfthed W ST 2 | T8 Ueh FobR § 3q1feleh Tiferefietar # W &1 writerd i =
& ST 21 7% Rfe 9 B S5 a1 § SUSTY S 3K @bl @1 g F TE e
HIAH T T 30 & ST A AT b T R A SN B FTTET & 3R TP AR & o1
ISR & oeR GARE &1 39 o off wfeard 8§ % 9% 70 § -3t Tege
AeeAhrat, Ta=mT Feahl i JeHr # Fe Wl & Feed= (By Product) % &9 & A
Tl 1 faged S, 6l @ faqw 2, Wfos dHreE & e Sy g, gen afad
1 1, FUE T T T ST SN ©9 § Ui ST 8 1 97 SHaeT qR gph
% STl HAIT TE o1 bl | T8 IT I SR, FTAVS, &F A1 I F1 IFIHA Al a7 Fepell
2, W 9RA P Hiferh RS § 9gd | o T 2| I AT T TABAh, T 3T
gyl gue i 5 2 2

S srdfeqater gu # SifEfa SUST Sow il @ a7 o eI stuEh
1T 3 | ST S FEd & 8 a9 I F1 el I8 5T F1 IAEIE ¢ | 98 U vy
] R % g Afch o T FrRfaet SUaed 8| 3ET ag1 &4 &l HiFd | Sl &
DI aTelt ST 7 Fac STHAY H S I & T I8 ST, IR, FIAT T SSTHAT
& S B 2, TORIT I 9 % SR S GeIERAT F § 1 3% IR, oH ol R
(Right to Work) T35 &1 S 3R 21 T3 1 98 TgaT Hded & {6 98 Tl AR
I IHSH! ATIAT T & h STTHR B HI H TR | 39 EH H fhEl THR 1 94399,
S, 7 SR AT o MR W & 241 AR ) T o GAHI0T ST ot ST T S STH]
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32y quft =fpdl & W ke @ =fe (Full Employment) 17

EeaTe STt S ‘oW o AT Y FeBTCTT U & f o W STRIET A AafeaTdr
FdHAr & T TE a1 Tel Fed, I AE ARk B THIAT T GG H Uh dcdeideh Bl
wife a1 T §, S % AT I T A Y I RSBl St 81 F hed & fh, “H
P T 3 gy AT it €1 3 gt B B T et 3 U B @ e ® o 5 g
T @, U famr T e fdae S S e Sfte § STerae dur s 1 Siged
B 2, 99 IR, Teud WRd =Afth ST q1 59T B SATH HT 81”2

e foepre & A9 1 S SfaEe dMedre St add § 9% U Sl Heed
Haequt gfY & famm gva 78 21 sufee 3 wed € 5, Confies et qer wmfa s A
T & SR 9 R g Al 9 T, afed g9 A F TR R fomEe 2fe ¥ 8
I 29§ UF FUST A &, S A & R off SiftrerR-ohr ST e B Ul L. eEd
a1aT 3R g 2 6 a8 Aa-Fdl, o1ug, gE ol gAR TR €1 8% g qol FEAT B
Ig THRI WIS & 7 o 8 | S e bt vash, X, e o) o &7, o e &
5T et IR el &t fren eIk Sftem-gela &1 9 &, g fad g0 g @1y ofi uig &
foremgat s s 3 R fam 3ot Samil i sfell o Y 2 STl oM B S 337 <,
39 o g 9rgaTa =6 g

T8 § G ST B FASHeheAThR, TG EE, FdeEiead, Ry B TR
TS IHH TaT H IREANIV T 7o THH T |

frh-sipa e1effift & eEiies @ey & wHH & g I e Sit &t femof
o 8, “TUR -t o Goff W B, 3R 97 R A R g A L. g St
SY-ArST3T W 3T A I AR AT1 STH %9 T T, e M T AN g S
foroea & 3 ekt off TE el qer STvenghd i e Il ... 89 9gd UR WA a9 ©
% R 79 3¢ Q B [ GHve § o § 1 g9 W €9 § TAR $F T E2f o 3w =4
TE T Gohd ? 3TY T had HHUE & IREeT H I9d W U @I Sd1d ¥ a1, dfcsh T
ferehetiepel g2-gT-3eT i off Siesre firefer |

1 e 9a & fmian « ufted deeare surer, <o wRw 9% v, ym . 85
2. T AFFaTS : fad=d, fagia w@ aa Jiwir, e ge6eHE, 79 9. 95

3. F dearel Sure ael @l €, GUes - 3L g, 99| HvE, 7% G, 57
4 tifdfesa SAY, e JRH, 78 fooel, g8 €. 12, 13
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gt it AR st 37 deaa St “onfiss & H Giepfos el o
0 €| 7t srefer st it gam i wrerfiqel i Sfa et § sfiasia s & snfde
& § Hipfaes % 21 deearet ot @ & o adam et ify gae # e i spida
TE i e 1 W ¢ @ o 3R SR &1 Afafa dig #f o & W@ 21 39 doiard
I T ST ST W i 1 SRRt F% St g i i w1t 9o 5 7w
IRl OIS T WIS ST SRR &7 i 3R Geho 1 Tl STER Fa il & i
foh Teh ST o7 gEarEen 81 <iMeaTe St g 3R ST e § 3R 3 THH gt i &
T Wipftieh B % G0 3@ & 1 9 hed @ foh, AT Hqae e aviees Bl e il 8, ad
SHH AT A BT B o5 I SUHNT Bl el B foren @ qen sifreniiei Sus # A
ATH U BT S AT &1 WIS B P WA H TR b ITH AHID
SeUTe, THM fEeRoT adr Gaft S i Sgfy et S & onffe & # aiepias e 2
5aH & A 1 He g1

EeaTe St o STTHR 3 SeTe-THM foeur-Hafia ST 59 s W srdeawan
i foemr & “snfife & wiefas R 21 39 78 A off w7E @ i e fid & eER
SUHT B = U fomr avi-gerd o1 We e e St wehan | &f, ST 9H srEe dey fpa
ST TRt 21 e € g9 wiplas w1 % o g § i fen o SR 3 sy
gt

dFearer S & veamEet § e 0 39 fT O T 3R TS % & H Higis
1 P TEvIRAT gl | W ¥ gheh T off deare St wama §1 9w @ oft
Rl O A et A SR e

TEl 7E T fohaT ST v @ foh divearet it o WA Wpfe S a1 A § dl
3 A T R QA T SR AT T e | 3 T Fe Teefer SR s Ty
37T BT ST Shed & | $9 e TR Sl 1 ey dshal SHIT St gie € fo yatue srear
A & FHT TG A8 97 Ta7 AT ST @ 2 foR e St 9d % qued Sud S
3 g g aied & Jahl &1 727 98 ¢ o dearet ot @y vl § Gepfe & deeor & &
R S T T S S S o A e 1Y e e B e a st e
g7 ¥ GUR H S a1 Fedt § |

A St % =Rl & W el T8 FWi o gHfEd B ¢ 6 ST s Hepia-

1. aYfeh aRd & fwian : gfved dFeae SUETd - S Wew 9= Y, 7% §. 87
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Th T % FY-TTl 3T SN AT S B off Wepla % AW W BT 9 Ry @ § |
Seifeh dearet Sff 7 7o faR o F # U uehvel foaRet § o Gerargd s g 9
| 3% SFHR HHE B b’ 3R T 3 uhHier, 3 & oierd Ads § i | ww
I GU BH IR HT HAiferger GAfvad S 21 S A g7 4 1 F e g s 8 9w
Wit 3R ST g o smereh o1 g Sredienrd | 39ent aread ¢ o i off sawen S weg &
forepre o fTT ST &1 fobe] TF 1 UahTeorel bl WUSd il 1 TaT s Haedl St TF FHi
THIET o (T STANT &1 foheg e o fohr 7 S1a%g hedl & dl, 3 a1 o Reaferar sifsa
T 81 STH gl FIT 3H THR 2-

“BHNT S TP 1 IO T AU Y et B Tl F & ST 8 | Sk SUR
W Y I RO & 3R TN T ey T for=e sfed =did F% 9o, 39 sFawa
FC 21 39 3 T g o wfed @A HE SN, 957 § GER F G| S FER 6He
foeT 3T TP 7 THHT F g H W B, 98 g BT AR S b F I g

T T 3% AT A A I Ui & F 3@ i Hlorrd 2 i Hfery g
% SR Y e 1 St G o o1 € a8 Antas Ragid i 7e TR Tl | e
i shed © T, “STet deh wrvea fgidl qe wemeh gl o dae 8, g9 9yul qie & 9 S
YAt 1 Hohford foram i1 3 al § S g9 8, 39 g IR S Al B 2, 34
MR STeHL §H T =e ol far 172

37T BH e Fohdl § foh et ST YR Hepf 3 Frei SI9ed el & RS W
FHM 3T, HA T8 IRRATT o 38T WG & 9 07 & et 9

skeskeskoksk

1. THH AFFATE : ASATd JUTEA, JHIYF - 9IeT, T8 feeet, I8 §. 66
2. THH AFFaTs : fad=q, fagia w@ aa i, e 5eeE, 99 g, 55
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TehTcH HTHEETE 31T AR iy

T, SATET YHIE Uy’
feT FHAR?

a7 FEET 2010-11 % STER AR TP 37 H S I ATEH 14% T91 2001
F ST % STER FA IR § 9 &7 &1 G5 58% o411 $a faid § Fu fafa &
faed 2009-10 H 10.5% @I

T FY g sreferaen #i g 2, FEi adia WA Ig B 9gd agr 9 F
&7 T W 31T 2 | Y BT Ffd e e aiae § 97 H TSR 1 S T ST Fehell & a0
I=a 3TIfifep ForehTer Bl T ST Webdl 8, W] AH § HY % THeT 9gd ot gRed we At
g, 9 fi=r ) gmen, s S gmen, feeh # g, it g, Y su
e el &t gue) 3 Tenst B R Y o 8w HY @ fawe T W g €

TSI HFEETE & Fadeh Saare IUTEAr St 3 Hf¥ W a5 & weayel feam R §)
§earet it 1 AT o o F & e & fow 3ua oW, Sifas @, fi=rE, wEE, s
a1 & Gefer greamd g AT gt a«ft i 1 faeer g1 adee § dReard St o it
foraR STt FfY & THEneH S W R THd &, a9 F B FAioT T B T § |

fepeft 27 o enfder faspr & FY & ©: JBR T AR X Tehal & | WIS q9T el
e a1 ek, SR & N Iifed UM q9n Yot aeqsl & fasha & fow AR gar
Heh, ASIGL UM Hleh, Fald AT T Goa o g1 foaeh dsit 1fsia oeh, IS
T F TF Tl A & (¢ T Gea &H & |

TR 391 1 Yfa e uRRafT &1 o s g e St i A or & @, 3@,
qRae, AR 3R AN qRef-Ha e et o1 50 94t 3fF & 399w 81 9t & T W
F WY 34 IS & 6 e T 9 Rl U & o R o1 el 1 B R X T |
deeare St 1 " o1 5 frereretiar v g sitanfietoT % An W T gere et it S

1. W0 3TN YHIR Uved, st faum, #.uey,, armuE
2. 3 PR, WgeE, steeme foum, duey., awoE
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foraR & At 37 TS 1 1 IR I & Tebw M| iz off TP I 21 9 Frdis e et &t
I TPl S ff T FU A A I F Icue § s & ebdl 8, W Yot dX g
fergmret SftemiieReor &1 < = o 39 ga Wit a1 =iue Bt & 7, sftanfieor of sxrem &
S 2

TUNT 21 1Y UM &, AR TFTT 37 § @9 14% H¥ 51 AEH &, Salfeh TSR
& H ST 60% 21 37 Vel b P b T 3T b1 feyebrey TE San <97 B Sieleh wuT AL
A | 59 T & deare St 77 ff S T 9 6 afx 3w 1 sianiien fawga ud g
Hia | @ T E @ gHH forw ff F fae F1 ggg e we ) 3un & fae IO v
el HIeT Sl ST o HTeT Al bl ST Wit q¥ o el el @ 1 gAR =gt b Sheret STt
H1 3 I & I AT Fed AT H I & A8 8 dfeeh HR@E F FAHT B A
T ATt 1 gl Aeh off 81 Fopar 1 Searee wd o1 vt A § sl s & wEn # s
%9 Tk off Il 3R ST & AT F 9 SE § AR € Tl 31T TS Th | 3T F
fereBTe T SMTvh 2 |

S o6 Mo HETeHIET gRT & T G o ol 2

W, | faam uSht (% ') AR
1. ERERIES 57 d@ 4000
2. | IO FEgEl A I 33 9™ 1150
3. | a8 ed 19 @@ 500

THH AHEEE R 2 @l 3 w1 A § - $10 a9 et [, YRGS
P, TevrEs vEl, St 99 s 3 A A 39 etead # e foh do deeara st
& 3Tfefer form afa sfesd # agd & T 21 ¥RE ST Herehulf (T sty @ve 9,
TENT THIYH 75 faeel) - To deare St I srefegasen & 99t s oi9- HfY, 9,
foeirem, fafa <2 9o fageh =R W srae enfde fem fRw &1 Y e & swia 3
femé & wufod e, e @, - S 9 H 3T o7 R F9gd &4 3 €, FHifh
IR WA o o6 5 weft gfaenst & o H fRuH gdicaed |1 Se SR Sy i fawr
T ST SN o6 gAY ardfereer % v wé A 21 aw ot T (Eere S e
319 o) - do dFearet St i [ o |ig-a1g A o foe T off 980 a0 <d 91 FH
& § Wt Ushg Ud uft s e Scmeshdr ¥ agd ffaq o S IH g ¥ Seqrashar &)
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¥ gfg 9 & aR H 37 3 e KU &1 3796 7 a1 5 P fowm & gfy 9 &
ifeferes T AT S TR F FEGT Q- FA g, 3R i 3BT B a9
T 9Tl WS F o1, HOe &1 ST, T I & TINT, J-4R0T HI Jebd TG Hg Al
T A9 &AM 3 g
A | R Tt T -

fiaré &1 e, @R 9uE J Y IuS & god FuRer S g o fE, $ R go
e St o STfde ARl & qoTee T &l Ul foh 3 fommd 51 i o g
T A Thd § | G-
1. St U - §. S St 7 o o e o forw g o 3o saeen g
g S ¢ i H Pl AAGT b Y TE DT T GHAT &1 I F TR T G F
foTe srg-arg aify wonfiq ford e @18 3fad =81 a1, ifeh g g a1 o fore sigd s =fe
3N o2 e § ToHT ST 9 91 TS 379l &1 Gohe 9 Wl 2 | 6 WM [ I Be-sie iy
SR ST A SAreT 3 g, Hifh FH SN H e St S Gehd © 3R s g R
fepam ST Hebal @ AT STeT W) o IR @ et ST Heel 21
2. AR S UUE - T & G 3] REE & g 39 F g 9ga sl 81 9
Eeae St 1 AT o7 o o W T Wel TUeT S 3T W § WIR 1 AN R A
T8 IR FAT R 5 AT T AT Afeieh W1g B A o1 | AR g S @ At qarafn
W& ) JA1T HT A1 fFR ff T Qe o 9 Mex i 31699 e o= =fee, fed
afy F IAT WRE T W 3R I TR A T G|
3. @t U uyIed - SHeArd S @l o |1 UR[EE R f g €A ad 9| 31 HAT
oT o TS[E & U NG gH WA Bl Sid & Al gl T g I TR w5 @E o 9 a8
3 MR 7 AT &9 el 79 & 1T ek Sofl Tebe F off a7 Gahel T |
4.  gearf @t - 9. deEArd St w7 o foR g e Wt e afess Tt wdt
YU Y& AT 8T, Fifh TRl fham & 7 # 379+ 9fff & 9fq qaa BT a1 et
21 et yomet &7 orf 2 fo S fohu v afr o @dt R 3 ofy s aifers =@ |1 af
fepaT &1 78 9 2 76 59 g W 9 St o @1 @ 98 9 g 98 @ O 98 39 gy W
3% § Wl 8] BN, U AG 39 36 9ff 1 Afered a1 foAm S @ S fohee 39 9ff
T fere aRegw T, gfF § GER S0 q91 1 e SO | gAR <9 H fy 7 fea
Haly o SR O ST ST 81 97: gAR A9 H f-wer ©o yowedt & wf gfy ¥ sf@
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5.  hiY SUS BT HoH - [haM hac HOATT TS H AT Hedl AT H ICSH & Tal
BT afceh I G IR A1 B a8 a1 Aesh Ff G 8 | 37 FREET A IH FH U
3o ge e & =1few | afe S 3us &1 3faa W framl &1 feam S af T 3T A
1 S 3R W 3R A v wifeh off argefy, Forws za g A wrer & Wi s @i
I HTT FHeaT AT AT T ST F Y BT @1 3 bR HiY T 3T & aegail
& I § Tqe a9 W@ SR AN T P B Tqfor G gl

a7: forepd &9 § F@ S 6. Seeare St B feR s a5 & s §
3R 37 AR I IR &H adH HOTd THENE T F Teobd & q4T F b1 gattor
ferhre heh afdies fashr o Webd & |

'Hv_q'ﬁ:

1. T AHEeR aE® 90 EFedd U, 1985 90 60, el YheH, fae |

2. ‘THE UME WA - TH FEEA’ @S 090 M€, 1970, 9O 36, &N
TehIeH, et |

3. “do dFeAa 3T - AR ¥ 1986, WM @UE, JO 1000, e AR,
feeetr |

4. “THeH Y - 9T 1 qfaded’” 2010, GO 70, el ARS FTHYE s - WeER
99, 21/16, FRHR T, MR =, TAREE-211002
“a STeHIT-foer 3 U faRm” o Meard SuTed, el e, fae |
“gfoafir aqur” SAfifeies, STdemE, 2013-14
“qRfe STfTETeT-TeeuT o faewur” 2011, S0 THOHO A1 q9T TIOTAO M,
INEERI TSN ERECICICY

8. ‘T iy - WUE AR F0 IRG T FeASvl, FAIT TEBOT TE 2014, el
THRH, 7§ fawel |

skeskeskoskosk
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R shif=, SH.TA. st & gHITer
3t gy fig

f&eg o1 T Spf o 9 € ol gy & ggar S ATl uagfy 9Rd | 39 g9
ot § F F & @& | AT GEHH MEHTe T T bl e S R it
2, e UREHT quadfy & S, vl ok Srhfie GE & Seig g & et a1
T e & STET BT 3| §9 SMHR R IR HiY 1 3T g9IRI auf o UREHLOT & HROT
91 foreg 1 ATiasie BT AIET o7 1 3787 foh % SFER TN Iuf o AU SN AT
THYSR G 39 Rel Sl aNEH & ®9 H &F e o (auf, e 3R R q) &
T S T T, g T AH-IRER, FYAY, THRMR, w/eh, od o T @,
a8 3 iRy Fefeat # S frenet e @i e 2, 98 39 29 S R v &
et iR TeTe PRt T Tt 21

TR B TRt 1 R Gowar a1 Sl g, 98 g e, et e
R | et f1 TR § 3 arel ¥F 1 Ged Jg7 e fhaHl ¥ W g o,
AT § W e St qo § B9 o1 A-Sgf, fasede, aweniey onfk § we
e 8 5 Q= U9 i Ieqa B TRgdl 319 M| SR i [F90 Tohe IURT ol
ar et a1 Bar 3w o I ST Tebal 1 FeR-FAR & U1 BAar o o6 T T 3 37w
FLh &Y H I HL 6h [T 3 G T T8l U (YU FaGR) FEAT Bl 411 Th
T 5 R 8 T B TSI ST B e G o1 9 R S g e Y & g
§? 3T T F U T B L G I T ST BT TS &2

FAAM T T HRT T & v W AR ¥ 2w @ 3 R o @ % e
gaT AfSh a8 W, TataRer o IS uRfefael & STEY 7 & FX JEnd, S fewied
YA HIUEUE] & STER g3l

TG T & f3 9T i & 7o 7 g%ay Hfoa &7 § gan @ A 98 A RvA A

1. e-sE, sEve fawm, et e favafamea
2. oy fe, ‘e O w5 § g fhum € wee, U 26, 31 oA
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& g3 8, TSl W MY T oY SN H Ueh 747 shal ol @l & o foIq | @
SATfT A T 707 S F9 e @ ghg W M a T, W w3 W e
T e 7 b SRt Wehfer ST wafeRr W S Y g2 g SN 39 W ot e e fea
T foh fohd IR | gl Ueh ScUTesh o TH W I8 o 7 S| gRa shifa &l ifqar guar
3T &1 T H TR dehlicreh @I 99R W & had shi=xd of | gRa shifa = depifes @
T 1 8 a5 aifeh &8 aeenetl & S € M| o # 39 e guensti § ¥ U
Tt Tt 3 St T Tl T SHIT STell T4 2|
gRA Rt~

ERe ohifea sl A & TRl i i % &9 & @ e 2, (i efe s, TamEte
TR 3R e 9 glaenel @ Hfsd fpan 1) 59 329 o <9 g fier aur 3w
& TraT H STl AT O7 | TR e al QU gaT Wl 8T 7 QU e g I | 3T
T ST 98 97 56 394 7 a1 fhaMl W, T a1 SHIA &l 39 W, 7 & Hvd and |/ =R
[ERIKIR

g shifed T THISTETS i fohe U2 &l shger o fo Wt &t 73 qeheiteh ot
SMoHTH © T 7% Sepfe T [T 39 T B Sl o fores @l o W 8, R wef 9Uen
Qe 8 W7, 9 B FeE, SSRIST A1 Seleei il 8 W 8, ol &l S Tud 8l
@ &, A § f o o ®@ € IR St ffeedr o oot ¥ g @ w1 81 @ § e
3TN T T FbIY 2T 8, SIRGH 5 Tl & 3R Te@R & 3ea 371 71 | 3e+1 & 9eMen & forg
R o R 91T g AT H Tl I8, HIeAIee aagdl g1 Ul &l S Sl 98
T 8 UM % Yhe 1 Teh Bl MY dobeiish ¢ 1! FHM FUET bl oTohd I 8F. /et
AT T foeR @ TR # gresie Fonfadi & YA § Seqad df Jel 8, TWeq J Sentaar
qrft o Hehe H F_ITT TEI HL IR &1 ! g H AN TRAIRS FenfoAr 2ied @ AR &
I o 5172

R TPAT STHUE . ST T S Fe @YYl OR & gt ¥ 3/ a8
Wy & g 2 % THEis S, dieanh gaei ok siftes suet 29 A disi 1 gEm
et # B1fm @ i 78 F I gad adu e AN aTel a9 % §9 H agordl I &I

3. oM e, ‘RO e S iR fawn” USTRH S, U 6, 2006
4. . 9 gAgHaren, “dfvas a9 F @E g | §he” UES=, U9 35, 10 W 2015
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2, B¢ 9 gl fhar S FR-HE ¥ aewed s @ gl
HHET eI oh TR

fordt b1 379 e 2, ST oTHEd Qe Sanysi o e 2, Sl Jev S 3 g
& GAR 1 G 8, 3% TG b U acd Ug-reil Bl Hferd & H 37 T &7 & | 5 T8
78 Sawer edl @ @ qf @ 3 AF A 2 A ¥ @ g TR omht 8, W Iwa
Staarft & agd w7 & S 2|

e et UIeh el i ST HU dTell Tehfcieh STaT ol 37e-57%d L & |
AR F oI, frdh &t STETeRuT rwar agH, a1y TR % AU 36 U a1 SR 39 3FS
QY07 A YT B Sl SgHed b1 e B &, 3 I WA o T ¥ 9 IAH W AR
S E 1 36 TE 3H 3 ITANT Sfarv] SR aeeufadt, S e Siee gfwanel ¥ g
SYSIST TAIT T  Sgd Teradl hid €, 3 off 79 & 9 & | 378 Aggior & e F
aret Samy off &1 e & i ot o7 el 31 Sl S Hegmerd, fielt 3R Hes onfa
T T WA 1 feehet T T 2|

“@dt ¥ 78 Sd gU off fF THrEfTe 3ae ¥ SHE #t 39 vife 8 e, Fad
IGH AT I ST & TR ot Srfiehiferes Tamafe St & W 9 S & Hiferss Saq
TIRE % T8 B % Tehe o STl YGUUT S Hebhe off Gar o @1 B 172

1T Wi Awe I 7 gret & § A1 GeA fhaat & Wiy e 39 % By
T &7 W ST RO FAR 1 @ STY wdr wer @ 76 99 1940 # <ot 1 i iR e
T a1 & & Pie F T 3T 3T T TEH 19 & T & | A B IHAH A A
TSt ot e gH AR H 10 ¥ 17 & ME @ 3R T H a1 oTiheT & T @A 43 T o qgel
21 el SR e § off Jen Ster 8 81 U H et #1 sHAe a5 & 81 39 o
AR BT FEUS 9 R 0.6 5o 2| Fawfad 3w & @7 iy gwear 5 § 7 o,
Sdfeh 9 H 13 fRm)

A shif & aRoTHT 9 & B ¢ % “fova e Teq &t Ruid & SR s
F I H 2.1 T o1 uIh T U T €1 39 STER SEd WA % 3 diee §
T 0.7 focfom S8 i T 21 A A IR H 1.7 T 17.4 H . g=a
% 0.8 T 16.4 RhTH, oM H 86.4 T g i 7 21 AT @1 F fHewE FA

1. fo ISTAd A, G’ gefd JHRH T8 e, IS0 80, 2011
2. o TR T, “GHTEH” gefd YEeH, 7% el S0 35, 2011
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a7 gU I & @H ¥ wRash, W 3, e, B td ¥y W 0 w9 g 217
ST | 3 S0 & AEd S QW § sgrey I §

HIEATIRT T BId & o Hat

EiRSI iR W HET, ARSI foTvhmr, Th T
TUSHeHH I ey H WEee 9 guuT HE IR Afgansi § W F
T ¥ Hhel o HH

FANST 9 ARsh ST, ATTRIseh~a feTrhAT

faea 9 faeR, @ 9 AT fowhmT
TEET 9 rTerSIfehg feremmT

2, 431 ¥ T HEE I T, Aerfeg fersm
foreie o Tt @ FIT FH

HeEST @ IS e

I fafeaerar

wel @1 5 fafe 9 di S STavashdr § 3¢ STavashdl 3TN YT HaH
% foTu Wbl 1 STU e 21 §AR QA Fh ST dMh Yraet b A A @l T
ST 9 fh ST ABSISH AT, ST BIERRE AT 30 eH dd, W Nfedl ¥ d@fea o9a 9
3= 78 dig foran o1 6 39 Uiveh doil 1 SUe FHREM & T F T 3 T § | e
FHEl | agHSd § ARSI TG B H ST &l 8| Iele hud A ¥ B §
IS H AET ST 3T ¢ S & | fFHE 7 G BHA-ush A1 ffyd et e o g
HHA R HYA A G| T GHA A Aie  H T B i A5 M ST Hid]
& FHE b H STAT-STEHT TeE 1 S gt Y faftrm 7@t W awer e Sl 8, A T
T@ ol iU are 7 81| 39 @ AT Ui S9N WA § I H WA Bt W@ SR FEed
qIUT T 1 ST A & off o @ ERA ST 3T o a8 e § 9 o7 W@ HHa-amhi
R S St & g § off Saena STar S e 9% Wt % &F # ol 3 BHe Ted
FT STUETT B BH ATS I o | T BT S Y AT 7 &IfT UE | I Bl b 7 B

1. ™o dR= PR T =0 @ Tgad, S Tt F usfat” ffer ufafy, aroE, 2013
2. UESH, U 30, 31 ST 2014
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% BT 3T BTl & (T AL & foIT 3/ JRAT S AFTvaHAT T @it | g g2 IoH
=fth % W@Ied & oy Gl gisne 2|

TRl 3T &1 I o STELT HH TSl 2, SAfTT 9 Al o & § 37 HEell i &
Y oS UGN P S ST Gehell €1 39 ST WIS 3N NI 8 b BT
e & foru off eTvEEe B €1 AR SEpla # s v € e S a8t
& AN o oM § I Teh Hequl @ Y 7, S agHed ¥ AEeie 3o W Sl
21 319 HiER € 1 uRUTE =ARE % e & WY g % w@eed & g s 81
HUT YR BRA I+ h UG q% a1t IR et % Aot § st 911 gRa wifd T 9Ra
# S faferern W ik g @ it R 3|

Tt # fafererar 1 Faet oie TR H T4 W § ITART ghf, afess Boe @ 9eER
¥ S e o7 T g, 39 o fafaud % g7 =i & 6eE a9 @R & ey aga o
TRt | P STTHEH § I8 @1 =T o foh e T@ Tf 1o+ 11 § gt &1 3ueiss et
2 31 e 1 e TwoT de SUTsd FAelt € | ST GG S % &S g q Tl B THfd
F TR T S & o 3N IGH Y e arel $ie F1d T | ardias I
s o a2 & S fhaml 1 3fY T =g wwd R s fag anf
EIRCACIE]

S, ST 1 ot @ i i MBS AT T DTS B 3T YT HIHI G T
aify Sh.ww. < T i & o smfess geiifrafin & SRy 38 g  seare & fear S
2| g U dtg i fafie feet @ ¢ e dar & S W @, S Y & & e g
TS 72 foRe TR & S, T S Setafin # foredt off e = S % S 6 e
fepelt o7 W& a1 Sfta H BT S €, S 3] S 1 A THER ¥ HTar HR AT IR
& SfiF T YT THIRY H FHTET FR AT TSl b S BT TAY TRAE H HL@T B AT AT & S
I FAY I H 7T R AL TS Seuel S S 21 T8 Hred S s § D A HIRH W
STedt ST 3T oY foha ST © o fehelt S § aredt S o yawr R 3Hd i & S
T TehwOT foRaT STl 2 |

ST A ST J G RNy SR YH aREle H &@l €, o1 a9 & 96
A Tt off St Forafera &1 gepdt off | W aa sfoere & STuw. veelt deoie @ fed @aq
I T T Al 9 &f BT U AE S Hebel §, &AYRT G &1 Wbl &1 T UH SH.UA.

1. 2. frum, foem-fomst, 7.30-8.30 3, 6 &I 2015
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TS 1 Refist & fear sar @ o =9 ferm § a1l @1 S 8, §AR U 39 e &
P U AL T ... THH WA T 3 Al $ WA W Fgd TR IR & Fhd &

“Ifets gy 99 § wHtd fava & 0% awi & aufe 9 fve & srER -
ST, HHa % aR # 5 el 1 g v me o F ) TE g, @ A whel @At # agdr
et 3ufed o W &1 o 39 SR H e Tedfd @ % 39 Bhdl &1 J9R g W
TSI J0T T S T S Tehal & 37 Sff.TH. GHal 3R 1N A, w9l #1 9 i
T B T 21 GO TedqUl 9% § foh S.UH. BEel &1 qRen w8 T 81 39
feradi wate ST ST & o € R ST, bt S e T iR freard se g
1AM g SUR Y TN A e | yateRor # aifq et e of e 8 wedl 2, R
fohe @ S & fohar ST Tehell 21 SN.UA. Gl I 37 gEaT § Rge & & =@Rw)

S oRafdd IS & FEfdiad T W S=1 & T8 375 Bies 2 AT i 2|
T H S T G G H R Gl €, SHHT Sehel AT ST 8 | Bies 9 § Tl
TE AT AT 2 T AT W a1 B G S S A T 21 S S % 9
W e HE B S S § HUH HN 1 el & ST 8, T & 8 Gebel @ 1 39
FITerh & TaT & Tehell § | Hol TE 7 I % 59 07 S SR fFAr € 9w wies
2 § U1 oAl 81 39 e % e el % fo1u GAieRuT Herd ¥ He o Sred gl 21
U7 THfTT Fifh Bieg 2aa § ¢ & F WA 811 € | 99 A AT wwdi 3 i alafdd
SIS 1 Wieg g AT TN g9 S gRafda e & sergsl # aR @ e 8, wfsh
wies grEd § U T foh ol @1 an off SiEden 8 T U H 9 YW S Ueh S bl
2, T et i 3 # 7 Selieln i thet Wehell @1 STl %ol & TR sl GHHeRE Mg
& 3 T Tl § 37 & G b T § wga X 9w 81 O H Sedery 9ot e & awEt
% @l # et T 2

safet 7 S uRafda T @ @t @ 58 3t 2 & off | Ll & STER Fad T
T & § & S aRafda Heeh o @dl 8l W o, T Y & H 37 | HFh H S
qftad= I T A T ST & W 50 S & H 98 S wd: thel T4 o1 36 YR
FTels S THR FRT GLEI o <I9T & AN 1 99 200 T off 3 37 @ Ut H S gRad
T AT g e § AT <ansi B Sy # e 9 T o herewy 3% S
T ARAT HfST 7 T

1. YRA SN, ‘W e W S GHl $ gedl TRE U5 31, feqgw@r 2011
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ST % STER 399 W A’ % Ta1 814 I HAET 8, S BT 6 F TWE A
el Tehdl @ ST THHT S T Fio ST THY Tell o UG STl Tl & it g
T Y & off BT & S g1 A S S & Fafea, wemlerEt qor fmfert B dee g
2| HorEey 39 R & H 3 Sl W IHAE U R Yyut & % wafewor § sgera o &
T o9 W 21 37 BRI Hies S| W As% ol O 'E § St 2

TITERUTE qRA SN o STIUR SiHfce YUl § Si.UH. Bl 3 o1 fham o i
F oft wfad e S S A w3 W@ §1 39 ae A el A Shuw. wee I 9
% SAHR R 7, 399 GHall Rt 37 GRASH FHA H 36 8 Gl ¢ | Seiee a=q
Tet H HiSg 11 39 & S!S TH. BEel & W@ & fou 31s gefad geRemdt
AR A e 8, 9 SfeRieh &7l R Sfishd 3R, Uasl, 9= R, Moo o)

SHS . foy # e SHAfeE Tole’ § TH a9l TedHl &1 9R 21 39H =6 |
£ S 2, o ol SR P et o % 99 A e 8 o e 81 T
STEl W Ul gR S 3% fR S €, IR -3 39 o 1 &9 faar St 8 %
JuEd T | o1 Wb | B Huot Wiew BT W 9T 8, B o 3k T e S S,
Pt I e quESH HI ToRaiEN X faEr e 2

B9 H AEshEracrst & W feq TRe Fufert 5 2012 § 79+ w0y § Shum.
W TEH F1 a1 a7 81 I I, SHH 3TEL I8 g3 foh 3! gl Hefra Sf.uw.
@ A @ A gl H Q-0 T S 9 T8 9 fhs, e o 2 @ st off wgd
sifere W T | 3t gERT 90 faF F WG Wehe gU R Heba fier @ 6 Ak wed o
I 90 feT T 317 dh fhu Sd @1 3 off v & gRomy firerd

I S SHare TR A RIS & e 4 $ THY T TR § el
or f&5 ST.um. & Il W fbelerel T o AIfeT, i a SR 7, $9 SHwhe,
fepmi & gaTaRoT # HE TR F|

I U T F TR 9 WA Icqed H Ui A1 ¥ e serd <uft s 9 g8
2 3aH forddt Sh.um. o 1 B AT T @1 Ta SRS F1 Y fram e @ @ S
I ST ST, W 13U TR STUUH. BEel # qer § FH ¢ | §F 7 379 gt ST, i
R T8 § U o & 21 g2t 7 oneft g1t & & b F SR SuA. el W A
& 21 39 FA § S.UA. Bl B ATl F T F A Gret dF i s 1 iR < b qau
fepan e 2, W 3 o orgd Tl Sh.uA. W wEel W) U o & 8|
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T | deh

iy dxfres gRet g2 7 fasng S gumr @ § foran 3 9r g/ & T e
TRl T Wbl T 3R g i fyvafammerat 7 ol fue | Shoum, 9 fta 5
g ifeh P e 7 81 3 SRl FEr ST g i @ @, it o & |y s &
YUTOIRE T & S ¢ fafte s St g faestad e wen i T @ w9 %
16 fored SToet ST @ I 81 HE ST, et b & ot sl # 71 3w 9g due
§ Tud % T A e, fied 3R S Wi 8, fo wed, daed, e,
THIRR, T, T iR =e #i et §1 feifie T sik i o 9 I =ed i 5 of g
R 7l €1 gu SR Siuw. qde R Gue #§ T8 9 9 qob-ien aREsH # A 98
ST |

S.TH. ST 1 el 59 o § o1 Wiel arel 21 39 9RA § et fRar me
IfehT IHe! AMTSH el 1 oeid gl & 5 | BTelifch 319 36 B! o Y qeay §
ST ST @1 8, O a6t Ie AN e T €, SIS HI ThIT FHH B § Ierashdl 3
T # 3 g

T ST & B (W) & o7eet =9=Tel 1§ 99T 999 W ‘LR 9 framt
1 A Il el ST.UA. HHE & Bl B i ST T T @R T @ 2
I TS H AT 2 o A9 N W YRR qA1 G agH & U H Ieqrashar g
& 21 ST S S SIS B S W § S fafer SRl ¥ Py A gfy g St % fow
IUGNT H A S R T B H FA Whell F A 2 T AT IAIEheT TGIT T Al
et BT o @ SR 7 & 9w
st 2. wure

&Y. Bug B A% K ST FT FHea A A1 SDATE TG F W A T TS 39
TE F 21 HUT 15 9 Tgdd 9N F Gt 96 AT 91 @ o7 o <9 5 98 89 W g
W At 9EF 2010 % BT W TSR ST &, I8 ThSH TE R TG g8 g1 8| HUST A
# TSt T P g T A WEE 10 Wi 9get 99 99 W el wur G IE F
oT| A § T IR R § U il T 3c1e g37 97| IR fovd H U 3cda &l Ao
STST 91 1| 39 S 39 H el Hiel Bl WWerq Ieqe 8l dl G g Al St & 2
5 o foheft SRS 1 3TN W TP I & A Th ST, Th 9 o1 Tl o ¢ | o .Y FHyE

1. IH.UH. deH, “9Rd ¥ ST SHa &1 9fF= GeEn, IS0 18, S 2014
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1 wgelt a1 U9 A M o1 A off 92 Gue W A s 78 ot o dfEw, 3 weft
TR B D Bl 79 wel €1 N 9w g #§ e i 7, sa o &
fepelt R vt & T F

TG 1.2 HH & AR TR T8 AT R, e, e ofe o TR | <6
T 9 3B 39 0@ F 81 B I off Wier W @ § 5 9. H9 97 Gawa o 9
a5 & SR H qRA § HU Scarashar § Rifererr o ], T aifebRs St A Siqsl S by
el 2 3N gt & THfash STNeuT W Afhel ST UeT 81 $did Hug STIHH H8IH &
f1areh % ST SHifd 3 2T & 31U STIEY-wH H 37 Tl # 3R e e g1 A §
.. Hu I ATt fRarl @ Raf Wara & § mida § s fiua 7 forr @ §2
FUE I % =15 fafte FiSh F Fhia 5 T, 599 3 9 /e F B, Gewai S b1
HEC T8 & bl & | = Sl HT STHEH b AP SF. HOHT  F SEIH T of 37 3R
e feemar 21 .3, BUE a1 3 EN WH & 9% A1 U T § 1 F 9% o 43-
THRAT o T ST g F FHR S T 91T T 37 2| ST IR T | 39 91 H fagga
ST BT 81 i ST ¢ 5 TH A forei e a1ty waw, sRamm, #Afes i weriy
¥ g o &1 gRamn # gure gygelt B . Fu ok @elt faem % a8 s 39w
B ST So TR T e o |

“a¥ 2002 H .. (AfeE gRASTET) FIH H 9RT § R & gl § FE 4R
HIeE ITAE o SIE I8 g B TIY o o7 fof S9ahl el & AT W= B & qebreet
TS 3R STH eI 1 T o B | erE oA, U w g § aw s a9
ST sfere gRAsifeg § S fbrerst Tar f6ar ar1 g9 S i Cry 1AC &7 99
e | w1 S @ 6 5w o B HS ThE e g Hebd €, Wb 39 T & <A
2 39 S ¥ TAR BEA HI HS THAH TgaH H Ter & 7| Ry o T 9+ 5 e Fur
& Gt YR & Fel B B T F uiT BT whel § el @ S sEmret § oM Al et
P! H 55 Heer B 9 T § & @ 5 21| 9 39 v W = 337 a e
T 3 i T i ot st art aRa # daR FE 5 T ST % STAnT i aeE ¥ gan
2, AfehT a1 # o 7 it FUE-1 (SE-1) F WH W 2006 § Cry 2Ab ST & 99
R G FAG-2 (AermE-2) g F qE W@, e ghet off Refa a5 & 217

FYF P T TG TR SR § U goIR GTel § Al 37 W g | A 38 &

1. R fig, “HE Fum HulEl & g gthe WA Feem, i, O 27, 2011
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T Tge a9 Ush 1 HIS 1 5 "Ry Rod wigw! gefe die St 7 smfiat
HiHSr T ArgErd # 1 ad 1999 H SR Syt Hidel SeTEsts ¥ Wifgw! a2, HUE IR
TR ST | NG H Ugt ¥ HieE 2 9 el T giefore 7 o 7@l SterT-31a A g e
FUE & H TR | 39 WA F AfgH F o AR 7 26 e g1 wfgH! 7 wgen
Wies T 1999 H BTl 7Tt @ 2000 § off 9 TR W ies IS 59 T R a9
2001 # SOl F TH Grel F AR Hiebr A T= HEE U@ qeAe =eE §)AvEA
e Red §=iege 1 3 faafya § Y s & o & o ggar s @

fTererT <iiT, ST T | W & ST GG HI A S 9 Wt A B S| A T
T BT & T 71 AT, FRAE, mie, areme o Rl o gfar § S semed i
feraeor # g7 eafal 9.5 wfoer i wrierd @1 Ta ® 5 wra # #it s it g @
fosier 3 wh ft | 399 ToR FUH ek fHEM o off SR Y ® €1 39 de foer A
T i § G Hider 7 fFar o11 Fied R affedrg § #.d. S F agEr 3 #
IS Hifgh! T fohar o) A, e % wiferes dreheer & T watrs o €1 A © b feree
g5 § 3UH SEl SN BHEl Pl T F 0 e aEEar 3 9 @ds WeE #@
fgama foba o1 3T Hider 9 & s i

“Foraef 1 9ffr U A TR F forw AT IUE 21w 1 foRuE oo @M & forg
WA S Tl HIAT o7 AR ST STHS BT T % foIT Wiy § B H G BT AT T
foriee HUMY se 39 o 99 fireid 9, SH9 9% 12 T 9FT1 WlE Hehdl 471 Wik grer
FEe T S feredd o SAfeheR fhE Sheret U SUTE Hid § 3 HUM 1 &M o e
g, S fham 31 i, I, Flearer SR 3 Al H HEd Ued ¥ 9 F B [ &
T &1 9 sseg.dle. HuEid & BN R ¥ HU F 9 oW & W2l 1994
HI N SV B 1.1 SR § SR 0H 50 < T TE & | 2§ 59 HROT HU i
HTA TG ag Rl 3N U fred U S99 1.5 I ff T GlE A Wbt HY
AT & T fpaml & Siae AnTa ot AR aedt T, S Hi STemThRy g W | A
T SgUE ShufEt 3o it P S % T R P R FR W g iR @
ferelt shuferat gro ffifa o 21, o a1 it RTweT Seare T o 75 20 w9 S G B,
291 H &7 Ul g 39 900 ¥ 1000 Y Uy ok =1 S @I 81 19 HAM & oW A
fepgrel a1 ag o & ara Wi @ o6 78 ST herer Rifer 9ff % forw Sueres €1 UE &t 7 8
R T A 0 T HHA T & S & 3 o 61 9 TR @ 81 78 oft e
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I AR B T BT &1

TH Y o R A SAfefery € X (2009) A AT disll T Tl (49T |
fear S| 39k SER F® I W vREeCl agug dufi @& frE wifth g
forepraelier 3t % B fFUHI W 988 T SR TS| IR U IR Tt Sfa e &
BT ST AR H TEd THIBR I BT TG e ST | 39 SFHR 10 P S et
i st Afvee A Ao § 67 wfoem fewardt 81 3 wft shufef o fom &1 g &
T, difgs Huar AR & SIRA G S d9R 0 o T gea: S ey e o w1 @
e forebfhd e & ot fhamt o seedl W emenfia 81 fspraeier i 1 difgs duar &
TS ST STEA b AR AT AR T & 3= e 1 A 75 gt #i 9gen
ol F7 2 3R el MY F e 8, T IR H g TGiET F9R fHT N GHR T 59 aEe s
SIS St 5 FaR el T TEBR S ST T T o @ 1 I & STER g & el
Tt Ut AET it Afvas SR # 23 e e @1 R~ g9y 9t 9o a7 &
forfeass e SuTelt BT S fafaemr & o T T a7 Fobelt 21 e T i F a0
faam 2, Stef 1959 ¥ #4a 2,000 e & =1Ec F Gl &1 S A A, 379 98f 100 § FH
ot < & Tt < S 21 S e gl w9 #§ 8, Hi 9 | T S 399 a5
S T 391G TR 9¢ T & | el ot faferermn & SRe Serarg gRad & yurdi &1 gemeen
o ST e 1 AfYas ATl T 2 gU A% BHC S SRad 3R & 3 9ot wR # e
F 9 & TR g g1 g9 F GA 6 T AW ¢ @ STARIRe v g S
gaE

I F SMYFIHT 1 T TeaH I ff ¢ 5 o 39 e T T @ {6 g g & 9
21 g9 U8 W R IR ¥e3 AR I & R FIE WY weerd T aiar 3 gAR 91 B fhar
AT 2 | ARATT FY H e T & R © & | 9RAT F H gRa st 3 Shum. &
ST AAT-3TeNT & 81 BRa i & uRoTe gyl H GH b gEA @ SR e 39
TuE & feH 1 @ 76 a1 SeRard g 81 ST S aRer R g w9 F e s
39 guE & feM & U gewem Seed i & @ S Ef. aeRrene St s geTe, A
ST # fAfed @1 “GHTCM ¥ YA § 31U Wed Siaa-qedl % S § o7 39 9
TSt T FfA-Ng, S-SRI, SNAvIhAT R HAISIh-3nH uRftafaai & waef #
T ST ©F Wh-Tmed, WIHe Yuaret U6 -l & aoed W a9 # HHett J

1. 1. ifyard wereE, o9 3% TENER W, 14 SF 2015
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Fotl Qfeh o STTRUT & A2 § SR, UIY0TeH, SEhRed, JeHiTerhi, JHaresd, i
Td FeqmE! fawe @ g

gy =1 fmfor Sl & eREere S 3% IR § gen g1 gy & famiur 3R
foea &t =1 ufshan U af § Aufiles grqer 3T TroT & g W R 71w 3
TfoTe & & weh Wl & S STvenh oy 3 uispd 81 39 o1d H A= & SR A FeA
T e AT 3 TST 2 | Ugell, WEaere &l Sfshar 37are M & =ofdt @ 3 300 a8
fop ER wifvrell bt aifq wga arelt wfhar % faers e, e e oi fmfor & e wfwa
1 AT S FT IS 7 |

59 fomg W do deare S St T el o 75 g S 9ed €, 98 7 o
T 3R ST o | 77 avft Herd @ 5 g “faelt Aiem & i % 7 [ I
fpt & Tifo a1 fareeft Bidt W feiar st gear SR S feban ferwelea o w12 gmam
e BT e | S ST el Teh TS Tl e, SaH-YuTeft 2 1 3HfeTT g9R ure Sifae
IS H ST {Ghed o1 ST T 9199 AT g1 | aTqE Wer Tef el 8 IR 98 e i
T R of 2t 1 99 off afvard 3 @ @t # & e 2

sy dgw % <) § fham womd A& &, sod forw U @Eh a9
STUIEHAT TG T TAH FAT AMfeq, T Fhami | ozt 7 92 | Tabea weft off aredt an g8
I BIK & | 9 A 99 Ueh qeheA1eh Bl € | g ot T fer=h A e =R fehe argt A e
T 7 &, 98 79 T HEH QI e dh ST 3H @A Tl et 71 YR I AN 7 dh
il § TS B Wi S T 6 98 AN bl e g8 e A 2

Tl HET T Sl URSHR T 7 | T T 3T HEHf o TEBH B1 g9 A 21 A
& o, I H YST Sl SR 3T MO % oA % SIS F T8 cArbioran 7 Sia oy
A 21 Y-SMHA SR -9 FI &4 § TWH gAR ot 3 Tl & o e & fmior e
38 7 fat fasfad o, afes "eR T off o11 59 Tt § gAY 39 a1 B A W@ S @
foh A 3R AFaeR ot 1 Rwar e 999 8 et 3a & S99 iR ShaataEr 2
“OT, Wfa o TATERT AfFAT €, 3T FA Bl TH b T AT B gU BT AT
IR T FT SR AR g1 AT Tyt Febeiienl-3nf T 1 fopr Fem =ifew) g
SIEERITT o HROT ARATS AT = AT o HH Fre1 bl Haeraarqol ITgnT - W) SR faar
o S A I S F &9 H I@T a7’

1. Sf. IR W, “gHETem” g e, 73 faeel, U5 44, 2011
2. do dFeArd SuTeE, “difafeda SRl gefd weheH, feel, 9o 39, 2008
3. SN I A A, GO gefd FhRH, % el U9 46, 2011
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T A 9T APUT faentd & W o &0
0 T =

T H Wipaen &0 =AY ik qufy & THBN @ET i 90l 2, T2 7 Siaw
& T ferebry o ffeend €, oo AHE 9RA g SEpl 6 A o eftel Tsd S ®
g1 IRA T QiEpfeeh oRET % 3 GF S grgul g B UHESR S 9 399 el wee
T F U SFH T o &7 &, TG o WAl & 3o 3Tl & gvend o 39 Rever
T T T ST B B | YA S o @A-He Td e & ST Sl Yok TE AR
ST TEHf Bl TG A 2 IR B TR 2| IHIh Gaef # qfved dara
U T THIH Ha e & 37 queneii 7 16ell THEE & 9ol 7|

el SUTEAE St 7 ARATT Hf § uiRd Ui AR &1 e 6 2
AT ST THIH AR il T oh fo1dl TR I8 91 Teue (9, 379, Hd, Hiet)
H AT THIH § THIRT S dTifaeh AMGdE ol fSeaeiad W A &t oo T Sl Jfaared
fepar | T T g@ T S =iy A 81 9 S SqfdY 4@ o e § 9 ST I
-9 3R S B GE| Jhe §T § JoI% AT A TAW F At & STenT-3T HH &
WM 2T HfY 1 A9 o Teft T § SR B 8, Hifh Yo T o Hq
MR W & Toft FEF FT FAT 2, TH A TGP & T (I IR, 74, q5) F g B
Hafw Qe &1 S o 575 B qeft eqensit # gita T & Sl sus watifior e dee
TE B FebT | Wived St % SR =R &eh % gitd % ford el Gepla % 4 wR gewrd §-
v, o1ef, W, TeT| TE I THH e T UK §, 3H! g A S gd ufved S
Fed & & T T, 95, N SR IR 37 IR 1 9= @ 13U el | sfea fen
T H THT 1”7 I FBR AR A ff THIBR & FIA-H 1 e et qur 31 I
1 gaftior ferg dua & & g 2

afted St & fo@R § T Aaars et Ty @ gl foe ud 3udfs @1 s

1. Yo, Tsif foge faum, ot afger .S s, srft g favafammem, armom
2. tfeq deara Uy foeR 2wfA, @ve-2, Ef YERE, S Fodl, FUSard, T8 fodll, J. 45
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2, 3T 9qul wd fafyre sren % ol gevgw it & WEd § 9H U qevEd I8 &
TSHTHT HI FHAHT STTLIH 2|

YT THE FHaaE § At T foaR w997 aqfdy wemd o, o, wm, e
Td IRR, T g 3R A F GHAT B G FH IR 2| IR, T, IfE T e
% UREARe TEanT ¥ IR qed UHHR S WIS bl FEIuiar b1 STeHE HI § | daar
St 9 =Afth & TRy @ 9O, ¥, g Ud Wy & 91 UEER R UHH JHads H5
wferare fea 2

T qaE % gad § wRi el s e e eravas 2

1 - FoRet =T e egen Wt gt § IR, T, 9fs 3R S & witvem @ g g@
F ST B 8, W IR HEH F F et T 1 Weq A R, w, gfg emen F g
F1 off &ge forelt SRUTEeT SEAferd & 1 R 7 & Ayt g S ufe A & w99
w1 (o e B qfd H #7 1 qul gest wd We A Bl gy A YR e = I @l
T8 T I 3201 B T A |1 TE < Hehell | 31 9 TR fohdT o8 1 G H Ffeg b o SMER
WGP TR B A A FHRT 2 W egen i § HednT 1 o1 W@ udr fRafy #
=fth & aN qewd T8 Td Hqfer &9 § g T2 8 Fehil | iU S o STER aRi gesdf
# g fopt off Temd o eTeEl ST 8 SR fRel ws @ o off 7 89 ¥ v % Sfem
1 FTEAF ARd T A FRaAT ST Fehe 2

79 g § 9 T 3k & a1 & b a1 fpan At 5 e i fopen
B | 3 Fequf forva & 3w & CuIsE S i enfR-S 9 gl 8172 anad 2 fR gy
1 Ieaf # b waifes wecyul gewtd @1 w5 % or gewd e, oref wd diey &1 it
9o 19 G & qUt B Gebal &1 FAfY F gewred i 97 oA A & @ o wd U ud fen
frcter &1 &l gfig @1 “Ifg F FdeA FT AU BIMUANE  UE A (T 3, Telld
3) % vw &9 § affd g- e P fafs vk i ) 9 arfd ol 5 weEa-a
TAIBITHR df5 W 5N RwER SgiiEl W ipy @ @ T gd & A W e i 8
S AT BT 3T Tewdl b TN THH FA |

a1 - =fefer g o st B qed @ Fifea wiftd o g & S S Febdl 2
1. dfeq S oA IMEA faaR IRH-THH AME 39, TUe-2, e aged A4, gE YERE, S

T, Fvearar, T faed, 7. 45

2. @&, 90 46
3. THH AFFaR, s amed o, e JeeH, 7. 71-73
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TATT TP % 3favid o1 weh we o gewd § S 3T qewdl % WY TehH SR A
Afthed 1 GPIUT T Fcfash S BT @ T HF i SAfaH A8 T Gge @ S 34
e 1 arefaes Ffead @1 et g § ord & wafar st s gewel % Wy g
T ot R @ @ e uRumaeey ord i Al td T9 § 3ps glfaat s 2
ST T @1 &fOTeh A Ahleti oY o fordl WS, Wsd ol SR 0 o o 379 ST &
T 8| 3Tfer IR o 1 Hee 21t 5 e @ foh 98 fored T8 SRt 9Re & e 3
et 1 Art-aeia St SN fva AT H THH B 1 T8l W e deard Sured
o foaR} &1 STEHAT HLd g4 Wi & TP q97 STUsd SR R UH o7fe S wa
sreferaeen @1 fsfad e g forad o1 & Ty 37 qewdl B WY A ToH B ad HISE
211 a1 gewred &t ofef & s e ot Taferd TR F o STavas @ b AR sd W
Ffch = STaaharett i qfd &l Tk, S {6 g et Ui-husl W6 Heh i Seara
g A YaE FR A, S A o TRATYY! Sted Ao o g § 9Ha & e <A
o gff X

#9 & gy |, “ufved deeara St & g9 faRi $ 9 ud e wer § Saer §
T foRaT ST WehelT € 3 fawm § it e § fparae i sae Je S A gty
SIS AT SAvARAIS 1 AR g & T § Ay g gy 7 oo ey % a gu
IRAT i § A STER-foaR &t & oI ST =ife 7 5 ot it ufyem Hfsa
fERRERT T ST UITIHUT ieh AT i 3714 T S &1 &1 ANfeW | 6 36 a1 | a1 =T
fop “a1ef Ty % forar @ 7 % vy o1 & forw | g9 ey § ufved ST & 59 faeR S wew
watfees & foh, “oref & off & wmn € g v i Ty sy | S A Sfe S SR el 8,
eyl SaTEeas g i i T @ 38 g 3 A o el T 8, ST & o o,
QYEH, T8 IR | 5 SNaTaedsh a&q3ii 1 oia el o1 o % ey § giar @ d 39
faformer o @rer a1 TioT o1 = g e TR 12

3T I B ATl B e 31ef bl Sera ohael ¢ 3R faf e & g o 5
Y 37T ST et €1 3T Yo Aol T9m T TiioT 37 T H 5o e B SAfehrare
I § 1 ufved St % ordf Tl qemd, adHE G S ST areEn B gl 3 ST §9

1. UHE AHEAR, s aged 9, e YeeE, v $e, Fvear, T8 e, o 47
2. dFeara U foar a9, @ve-3, 9. 118
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¥ 30qe g 1 Tl H off Tew 81 ufvem HiEa erdfereer § yahiq S T H wHfaw
I TaT R S 1 B, e e webR S frer srhfaes eaerd Seqw @ W@
THH THTE qfUSd S o ezl e foehl=d sTeeeeen & R S T+ AN o @
T MR B, T T F5 THR o ST Sl BSYACHT A T, T TFCS Hich el ST Fehell
21 “9 eyl S g U Swietarel Hehoqd T Hie ot SRl § Shas Geud "8t 917" gHeR
Teqd 2 o Y & fomm we faselt fnfer @ it & o0 el & weam @ @ & 3w |
aRfRafoat Sooe X STaER Teme B, S 39 P SIS TE e X FHT H GURE ’TeAw
9 Teh T Y H1 e fobre off w@maciell @ §eh | 31 F1 sfEney Witq wa A0 e &
Fom eft W TE QI 3 36 e el oft freht afth ot arefos @ S Wit T & wehd
31 St AT A TG FH T ST JOT B UhA & ford €9 @@ S oAl @
ST YIS § TR SN 3HH G W B ared AT ferensi # s 9a1 & S, a@
FeAT AT fof TRy 1 9919 7 & T 8| 9% A O W dhad 09 g wan &
a1, 39, o 3R Sfae & T@ SN T a1t HI G A1 ¢ | TH IR [ATAHD A GoE
R ST TS G o fSTST Sl HROT & S 21 e gwn &t i @ T @ % Bron
ferrarah =afte A1 waa 37 b 7ra & B H T & | TESET 3 HROT 7 eqeT H SqH
ey off ST’ 7 &1 STt 812 39l Frafe wd it & & ford o & sttt s fdw
e St 7 feem 2

o - YRGSt § o B T wark 21 deeae St agfey gewd & gquig
B &Y ! AR g ®9 T 1 21 1 wd 37 gewrd wfifves g A sy 3 2, W
TS B B A e S GG AR i B W AH Tehedl 8 a7 3FRAT 1 TeAH TR
T ST e T H A S 8, $Hfe A &1 59 W fE=nt W & o g A
e T ST HEAT AMCC | TRAT HEhid o I/ Tewd H &6 o areqraes TRpedT i
U] Th W SHAY & o Th g i 21 ooy ord  enf it qRems o s
FlaeaR S €, e sewr 1 9= off wfte g 81 e % §9 § aRde S5t &
i, e Bl ST heled UTei ¥ 81 & @Al S e U e § Siat i gU WY B ¥
fep el 7 & oy § fergge @1 U o WieAw @ Ak QAT S ST @ et o R g

1. ufveq dHeaTa SWE fomR 2R, |UE-2, T AHa-a¥H, A aged 4H, e JHRE, FvE
%o, uedrer, 7% fawel, 90 55
2. Uy fu=d, ufted dHeara 3urea, 9. se
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o S g Ael 8 1 G g & fordt o o wur gk 21 e B 37O iE Uy T g,
y Y AT 7, ”?il?ﬁ?ﬁ‘lﬂa'q frgoafafs: § o orafq o ¥ shaa 999 (de) & 78,
g e snged off fsT @ 3R 1wged ot 31 hadt 339 & A4 g, i 3a”
- FEffior Sik e Sefe 81 o &t s § ervEd i yew e feE e g

I ol U U SEUROT 7, S U &t Gwwedt F S 7 g, Sed gl
IR LAe T AR AN i T b SER T Fie H I T Fr afesh 3= e P
3T AT 21 o Atk B o it Grrei I et fvd A % T §9 H HeR Bl
21 deare St 1w & faere ud STclifeh 9 Pl Tk WHA A b1 S A, S ared
¥ & T g T fava % fod saves @, it o fave § wgeiR et s
21 39 forar ferpa goomTd e € 37 3 farspferall ot X i 1 UohwT 3UT o o Tefarsh
&Y B GHFHL STH A BT &, Toft GHRT STTa Hefsh 8T Ua gH ardfos @ i
srgfa &t

TieT - SAfth o AR TeWY H T WhANTT @ d ST U gU S o JifaH e
T TEAM 1T oW @ S SUf W F g & Gva g1 wfifts ¥ srenfes 9w &
AT & HieT 775 I Gl Sei F SR IS S5 b ST qF TG FT 81 3 A
el T T S % lifehe ST § § T Wi ST Td 0 S 8 | F wER, T,
35 F TR IS ¥ e e qof e s gu onfers gE Wy Sefd s 2|
T yoR T aeft el ¥ g S =, e, UF ¥ wEfy 9% d@qfoa e gafior
ferehrer ot = qui oY ekt 21

fteq deare St & wqfde gemd & geF vd e oteree ¥ I8 a2 fwad ¢
IR, 74, gfg, M % TSRS S W SEIRd SAfth I G & 366 T @ al
Il 21 =R T IRAR I, IRAR T T, TS G T SR ¥ T gy iRk WAy 9% &
T Hfafes g =afts & =R qemdl i Sqferd L ardfash =fh B i S ¢ i 9@
TSI A TS § THH 2 & | 919l & Haig § I8 o1d G0 &9 § o] 8l 81 T =Afh
311 SAfRAl o i i 370 fEal & THH & THenT i T § 2 9 Hlfaat vd fagfrat
TR & THT g SR AfE o fed At 1 R g ud gHrer @ etfed sAfh b i
B 51 ¥ gfypioT Tyuf THIS § ST g S a TS G T8 TH & SR | Ui THS
% 39 foaR &1 9fted ST 9 IR S5 6 AU o 19 FERIS fhal T8 IR SHs
AT o Y oS AR T ATl 3% STER, UREld SRl § SEE o6 6F
TSl vy, Hifve fawe W SR fear S 2 vd 59 ag A, s @ efed w0 § off 99
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T e o o1 S Y & wage A 8, W IR gepfa § Fm, o, o vd me
T ITH § TH O T AR wed B @R A 7o @ S Sted % wafiior o §
e 2

AT 8 o T W9 TS 8 A URaR i 3, IRAR THS Y 36T, THS TF
1, TP Gyl forvg &t o1l TYvl AEd # 3 @ A S H AT gaw 31fed, TH S
1 fod wa o e fed & foer g1 g6 Sy’ W |quf ST § Hiadr &t et gnft
e gatifor e w6t feem ffyem grft 1 arvere foememeT § =it td 9ue & s gmee
T g He 1 wEeR e T 7| AR Sepfa b fafaed § e w a o e
fermfoT et o1 ST creyuT ferm € 9@t WA % AN gl o T 81 1 quI @ 3R HeA
T HaaTefiel A ST 7 |
Tgfder geuTe W Tehted AHaaTg 3 Tsiifeeh saered -

dfed dHeATe UL St 7 TSI HHd & SRT T TP & fuior &1 e feran
o | 9 ¥R =Afth 319+ TR, 7, gfg T o7 gw g5 i aqfay e & wem g
T BT 3 THR TP 1 gaifior e & ford gt sfenan 1 sraeaenar &t 8 1 Ty & @
ST SRR, T, g5 U S T agEn A 8, S A% S1uA =iy qewef & e ¥ gw
HAT 2| Y 3T WM & SR 3199 39 e bl I il 2 | 59 F<of & ufed Sff hed €
o “wufd et & foTC oafth o S 1 SR S i STl Tel & | ad § @R
% oafeh o1 o 7, fomrer 21 qufy & rer ushiean & =afth 1 quf fssfyd stewen 31 =afe
& TR i quldn o e 3 9 8 | S - e N gesed stk 8177 afved st
% TH AHFAR § Afh F1 TP & 99 SS9 A 6 31 81 T Refy & =afs e
e & TN Qo B ALl HIAT Sifeeh TP S AHHIHD FEREN % 919 T & e F
fore & hear 21 arqd § TH T 1 Gaiiior e sEvaead 81 qF & S o e
IHH TEHHT | BT & | A St U B IR S T Fed &, g, S 3R TeHl &
Tera § Ty & fmfor g 217

THE HHFAE & TR W T59 G & @Y & IR | E-aarel St &1 STaERon
oo SeIRa TsF H f, IR AN Dl THA T W TTH o oI AT b 797 & a1 §
USTIR W& 371 FeqaiT 2 SMfe faoh-sieur &t STavdehdl W SR f&am | U g H 34 Ui

1. g f&H, 90 56, (Afved dHeara 3urear)
2. TP S &t fawm, ufted dHeare surear, go 37-38
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T U HeT9 A 1 0T & Gh 3R U WerH Wi THIS T Herd T o i ge 7

et -

TSHIH A4S & oy § STh feem1 ¥ o uletfi gt @ 6 andia sl &
I A o STYR W S0AM AMd S9N U8 T5F § IR0 B3 i 7980t STeaeaehd
21 IR & FE I e EERERE S hae Se % Uit el 7 e ud e s
T 9 SR 3 €, 39 U off 75 vy vevis @1 ofare =afe @ nfde = % w9 §
TRIUIYUT AT 8, b B oATth & MMUHR] H a1d Bidl @ FHferd IHH TSHITdeh Tef & &
Bt 8, FHSETE AT SHAT b S Hieh AT Te T & eIy et T 8 | AR HEHhel
fth % Tsh G&T W ol 1 b Gqul Gefi 1 19 AR Feidl & T 9757 & Tqui ger o faerd
TSR T 21 9fUed S A U HHadR & RE AR A @ T 9 fave Seee
& &AM 39 3R THE a1 81 T 9NTEle TE STHHT T B W 3 1T o g,
AT a8 T ST 2 5 3TH bt U v o1 SN Wi g & 7 7 oifug end, ot
P, Tl & WA § G, e & o1g @ S1eid gu | w6 81 gewd s % fow
2, TafeTT Yol =R S 1 B o A & 21 39 aui & Areaw § faed # A aveht
fepferat @~ YEMR, STdshars, 31y, T, STSHTR | R ofmran ST HebdT 8 3K UF
IR T: 9NA F e 6 IHE ST Hhr 2|

skskoskokosk
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AT SUTLAT T TERTH AT
AT HATA R BT Wlerferar
3H YhT9T g’

TS e, it 3k g@ o A o @ A & i % w9 § e e 81 3 2
T TS T 3 AT S T S 21 37 g H USE U Feequl S ¢ | W it
o TE Y, FifE ST snavasdr T off | 9uE S g S weEdErd o
AT FYTE § T AN SIE § AR Fd 4| AN AT fRE FHR H I FIA ATl
=k T ol Wy ¥R S H e SAfeaAl % 3T oW, WeR, 3 gefs wgfat 9an g,
foreTeh T TS § STHRET &l W1 5 S+ o | oIS § 39 3T o o & for 5=
g yeTufa e ¥ W 6t 5 3% ford foreht T < fgfe Y sEn A A @ e
M P H I oA | T HHG WA & T4 TE &Y o7 9|

TS 7 ° O I 3RS Tohel ¥ qeh W@ 3T THS o Feih Ah 1 g M
T 3799 Afehed fohrE & T e7avaeh Tft YR &l fefordr vd s sl 9918 T & ford
TSTET T T | e H U 6 G ot & i s @ eTeet Raf @1 gAR
TRATS 1 A T g6 JR @ 2| MY Torifas s 4 off w7 7w @ ol
R GAMT 8, S T BT FATH I B

TSR TS 9 off 8 | S 39 T o R & wehd § 7 o7 W % g faer
& T ST BT W7 SR Tehdl § 1 G S Al § F7 i T g gE | i TS PR IR
TR gd s forg § Ssmifa 1 foehie g3T | HeHd-wad-ad o for wee A
affare forar | Tt & FREeT AT g Y AT S Uhd o [T Alhdd e a6
fermfoT g b P 9 Hfclh e it 3T & S Swh | A et gy &
S, YETER SR TR & 99 W Ge S X, @ g6 F AR § S g2
HARIBT ST B & | T e B T T F AN FA F (A AT Bl A G A
TN BT TUTT Heie Torm & BIT 8| TGl bl S B3 TS § T B @& Alehed

1. O Ud fans, Aa Wi, e U e § v o U9 o SR & S 3 o 4 3RvE|
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Fed €1 T AqE g o6 cAishad FH@ ®9 ¥ Th Towiieh ST 2

AT, THMA U T4 &l SaRe &d: B &1 i & a8 3T AL M| &
A wIedl T e ST fha ST ST fava % ITEN 99 T | WA & WY @ eAeheA
Te FARE-TT H JUEY & | TS Afh H 379 707 81d & 3R Afh-3Afh % o # i
AT T 3| B3 URem, FEiGIe, sifash &l T St 3 qoff qui # fe o
T 21 39 Fwar & FROT & AR F1 S g | W] 39 o TEE o H et Té
fictt, Fifs o7 forameam yfa & faeg of areR & foeRyw & =@eis &9 a4 |
AT T ST 37T | THISIEIE 9 61 §ahl | 379 forvd [oh-aeR ! 379-awe] &l 3MER
A T 21 AE A o T Tt T A1 T gHH S 2

AR # S 1 T Al HI1 T 8, e ST foreme dofiandl sz 3 @y w0y
S FEIBT % e F &9 § gar| ey e & o gursans B wgwia g, W 3§
ek o1 ST 3 TRAT i & T &) vt fva fhehdieatane 21 39 ant 78 &@ @
2 55 98 9 L 3T I T TH TE AT Pl AAT B T & | 3T ST STHI0T HTAT GAR
o =iTeieh &1 Tehal 2 | 39 URRef & gard) gfy wdia Sepfa &1 3R S @1 uPtT ofy 9 e
ST HEBf T AR AT G, AR g S ST W 8 | WS S W  afe
Haiy g 8 | AfE HEHhT 1 faaR TE e @ @iy # deE @i vd gy il # T
eI oS O ® S| WOed adl TR 3R Gk BN W9 981U Sehf
ARGt T TTEE 9 FobiT | 39 AeARh § g s off g iR g STes A orf o
gt

319 TR AR faheq # @e R @I 8 | 39 T @5 Siia-aeia e ugf T 7
forehed 21 g Sham-vsfa e e sorredt 21 399 7 e it savasast #1 ufd &1
foaR & W & W 79 U g5 b GESRI B off S W T g | 39 e, gkt ol
vl § = e T 1 SAfE & fasr we vad o o W bt & ot e e @1 sEifer
T % TR P A W & g San-usfa § ufar WA 3R diele §R Sfaq & o
IR T §1 g5 F W T F o uRaR, Tepd, Td Td HHifer Ieal i dT-shet-
TRfEaf % STER =aw 1 7 21 o5 Sham-usfa § =afe & faem & arg-arg gae | qof
TS T Heh TR 1 3R g & QU awe 8| SHH ABgE =i T8 A &1
e frebrg ffed 21 et fommem & gbert =4t & T & Wi R et e 2
59 5y ¥ 31 foeg Sfiee gviq &1 59 eravasar & qof & & wHd 21 o & gHia
T oft g Shaa-auia & Tohetdl qee FR Thdl & | 3T HRUT @ b fomg T grgol et &
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AT skl SHH! ST 1 AF TSR a1 81 W iR THHT & T T Pl
ST T o Hee faT ST AT | Geioh 37 TS & e M-S o ®Y & foraa g1 7
ure Seq-geia & fafaear & whar s st w0 A ey 2|

&g Sfiem-vsft 9o 9 R 1 i § QU 3 e B uIs g et oft e 21 T,
e, fay 3R o7 g o1 Sfierd & a1 9 g ¢ | Hae ARG T & 7S 319
YRS W6 I bt e 81 THeh T&F BR0T &, 3T off fmg <ui9 & 3TER gt FaeR
1 g3 21 Had U WH A BT SBAT T HIAT TGRSR B & TS § wfed
IR THRHAT TG & Tebell 21 AT THIST Toh 0T 3 &1 39S Wed AHaR 39 W
QUEYT: e LT ST 9aTaeh el &1 Wehell | AT G QU ol &3 8 | F8 THIAAT 1 Feren
T g3 I ATedT & | W g BT e T § U &9 g oIl & | A e 3o
Teloh i ST ST Shidl @ | 0. i 376l STTeArd o1 foeR of o =7eer & 9y fowg vt
1 3 T o ST =Ry, R g o1 il o QA S1q YTEl Bl S e Farh
3T T feTareii T Sfeqred H2 T | : THT Fa1 o ¢ 6 o vt e § wen iy
2, To0d 7, it fafve womeme e def 3 qeast § S forn @ sue fome § $iE ot Té
feraelT iR 7 form % forpsl & @ F1E W St &1 e 1% T 31677 B W I @
fop fowg o Y 39 fooar © o1 Wl o I FIE G Aal bl o1 Hebeht | o Se-a18 frel
ST oI 37l Uge @l € S8 gHR e el 3 o1qq v § ugel & o & €1 e
Siia-TAf 1 e & Qe i 2hud T 8 | T 1 I 2 5 T foeg ferme b |,
I, FATeROT o i SR Sl & |

A T iR A 3y § onavas @ T 8 6 g R S S me 9
ferecror &Y | R ST S Teel e 97 @ 6 o wequl Sfee @ i srenferes 2w
1 GHT 8| SHHT VDIV THHAE 21 89 I8 dl WHR &d & 3 Shae & SFeher 3regar
ferfererar 2, fobeg 39 qot § T Tebal 3t WIS AT 9T T3F FAT el @ % 98 S
ferger aTelt e # § e <g e, 39 gl &1 a1 o SN GEI9N SFeER %
foem e |

T HHFAIE & Jadeh . ST ST quid: SRl & S o | 3 -
e, -4 T fEeR 3R o Ot T WA o1 | i 379 3Tqd o SR R Sl T
T2 fomeRT €1 S 9T o o6 e 39 6 ST feeiy Ufifas, Wi o anffw
qRRefy 2t @ o 39 9 39 3w & S o T oik fereme @ €, 9 o9 uRRafy § ¥ AW
FI 3 a #f 3fF  wrt Fuifa s &1 s v S oan feh stam aar e @
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1 TR BT SR ST FAMT =18l €, 3 98 T 9 ¢ % a8 faeft fomm e uRfefo-fag
T TH-FT &t 3US 31 g el Tl 21 39 W gyt 9 # U, i @
St F1 oA B 31 FE R AT AT & 5 R 6 A afe § g §, 3w
o9 U 7 @ o S ey Sw e % gy & @1 ot off 7 W € o s o fee
ST fomer ot § S e e Bl 8, STH b Ao & W ff B 7 F Yo & Thew
2| Tufed T 3 S g I IRIA R 8, 3T A § B fachd e 9 ik e
a9 S, g off TR o & el | SEH ¥ gAR SThd e I WBR BT SN 3
1 DIl & AT Bl | SRt A% wmeed fagrdl 3K Tl gl B gefy 2, g ST gEr @
Y 9T & IH AR S S1ed B ¢ IH AW & IR SR T b 9 W AT AR
fafererr & whar 19T Whar @1 fafay w6 SfthedoT & qdE SShid B H
fom 21 af 37 39 T8 1 e = of @ fR fafr Tmell & o g 3t dorea gar
g S| afE dod grar @ 1 9% Yl 3reeT eph 1 i T8 afosh fashid i Al 21
e Siia § YR G F, e i faehrl i off wiehr e ], b 3 T sgRe
T TG TEPfe 379aT RIT R 7 MR T a1 1wt & =K 3 1 of & €1 579
AT ST THS & f B AR, ] ST g9 SHNG AT TR SR
ot s gfaffr ameR T2 wet 9o | gy § S g fawar 2, a9 & gean of faeae
BT 21 TOR H UshdT 1 <20 B, 39 Ay § F 99 WER Thdl F Te9H B, 3T
Tl &1 AT 1 b T 31N ST TR FTT & G&Hfa 2 1 Fpfd 1 &2 31 fafg &
SRS ST HEHf 3T 3Goh Ffeishet ST i 21 T Fohfa 1 STaRer 78 &t 3
T & 3Tt IR Y 3 W 21 e T H S 9 giy A aron q9r 3H e gema
T st T aTet &, Sehl SeraT 3ot SO Yl Ft ST bt sk & Bl & 1 7
Yoo & G a1 €1 FA T AT H ey off § SR AW off 1w S wpf H g off § W
gn oft 81 wsg i vl § o @ ol quen off }1 9 g9 6 & Sfe &% T )
T T, FfE, S iR IR AR 1 9= 81 gH 39 THhel | sie FHh e
T BT AR S S FHS § T U & W R, SAH FROT G § b &9 A o Ueh-
T 3 W FEAT-3FeAT R e €1 F ot & wgfs o & o= off 3 gt 48 €, fgh
HROT R B o @I 2 6 376 faq-usft § w5 7 FE FE Hiferd T 9w g1 A
Terdt € 3 A 1 Ul fvereT e o U | RS Sepfa § " sy @ ared IR,
T, g T A, 3 IR A GAH €9 F T 21 95 T A Fad § el gy §
Tt ST & I 1 919 Fal T 2| I8 Ted T 2| I8 off Shet S ¢ 5 7 IR, 7 e
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g % R § 7 G| TeaE 78 @ 6 oW o F R # R 9 W ©, g IR H
T A | SUFR H TE v § el 8 CAISTHA Sordd A - el get SAfh S
T WA T B Tehall | U Wb 1 Gfth ¢ 76 Tt @] o wreey” et o e
STERUT T T T g | Yord: 37 Al o FeR § gHR 1=K I8 ¢ % 3=+ T &1 9
T @ AR g 39 WiHe GHe 21 Hifdeh STavashdarst & e l gHd Wi A 8, fhe
U G T AT B 1 AT & IR, T, e 3N S & snavasmare 1 ofd, sue
ferferer sprmetl e gestell o WAy 3R SHHh warivT fawd # 3fY ¥ AR F g FHeA
& & =R qewd & o B 2| o, 37, S A Hier B e qea § et g @ #ik
ITh STRVT § AR I = I 81T ¢ | Tt Hiey bl oo qesred 71 2, foheq 1ehe 39k
SR H Gred ¥ g BT FHAT TE B G|

TRl i | =Afth & St ot quidr & 9y waifed ste=at @ faem faar e
T B1 SEH YRR, W, FfE iR e Gt o fahr B I SV @ 21 3He qeft
SRS P T H Sl e i 8 | Fobeg F8 a1 T 71 8 o6 Wb STarereha s
F o T H U TR H S 7 < Tk | TH I¥T § AR T o e & ford
&Y FqET 81 T8 qUT A S, T HEaTE o A @ S gAR SYRIe q9T gHN STET
T Qe < B

A SR SR Tpfa w1 deeaa St 9gd Ted etemEd o1 gt § 3=
“Tad” S @t Y | serer g b @, arg i w5 o 2, S st 1 a7 3
TUTEHT 3 HROT SR A 8 1 T FBR AT o T’ & 9 01 gAR i 7 fwifa
frar & oft, e, @m, stw, Wi, shsm, o, o, foan, o, swhie) 3 < o7 & A
1 o g 3R 3Gk o B Fae | HOR H FF 8 S 79 A-G 96 A6 W Hl FHR Fehdl
21 o % wfq stee fe ofit Rdi W & 59 =9 gfe % 9 med s 9feq St &
Rk § T 91 ot | 3R § U T 70 AUl Sitae i ggehedt wEl H quren 3w
T AT R | I AT e ot 5 g e STE SR SifEet aneR o &1 Refie,
ToTEd, U, ST S T I GBI E B o 7, e e e el @ e
P T FE e o @ s et S wey @ e e & Cwmw” R g1
THR IUrEAT St “Taeaefl” o ¥ 2 9 IR e & 39 wiwpfos W § frwd @ e
T Gl &7 Tl ST o7 3TN ST b AfYaesh T bl Sieh oY | &1 Y 3 e 5 3y
ST 1 A o a1 3T A haet ArgT &1 i |iicash g9 FE1e] o (& | e # o 3=
39 Y9 1 ST T 61| 3T Fedl o 3 TSI AHa-aeR & &F § Th Sl 90
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2| ufed St T e o1 6 AFE-A P GURAT & 9 fava et & ol U 9eh A
BT =fen, o IRt T < STEnfia foha §177 fobe Toifer 3711 et bt Tl & Wel
Y F e W BT E 7 AR WS M o T Brfieaa T FH-5H & e b gfe B
fem @1 31 1 Toriifa oM SR o I § 7% &1 I FaR0T % Tel U= df 5)gd & ©
€, e Ao 1 -8 S8Te & | A5 e 5 § =feral S @ 96 o o8 U e 99 =
2| T 1 YT o, 7oA, T ® Fe qeT e § @il €, e S A § AE | o
7eTe o o ST 7§ & Y S| WA bl 31ffes, e, SaRiie SR e
U S % GRS W § & gL S S Hehdl € | Ha- & FaehT i g 2

4. SFeATe IUEATT ST 1 @A-He, AN-qN T B WER0 971 F 99§ HAl
I SETIRT  AYH T FET FAq GHed 91| 39 W § B gan A Afhed
SR 971 F difesh &9 F F% vl & ot 91

T 1965 ¥ ITEA St SR YO W T 41 oM & 918 GEH & o Sad g
HUS H IR AT S AfHT T T | Gl SR g g T wel o, FE e M
M off 3T T HYS TR 79 FIS I e | 78 FIS @R ST St + Sew St
FT- T HUE ft I T 3R 9 T &1 T FIS HIaH N FA VIS 6 ?

T 1963 H E-aaTel St SR I3 WS aet 9| WaHas 4 3 9 3 il 3o
Tohe & | Ufed ST A FE o a5 T < B A Fel | DA o IR I T FS I
&Ik & I T, o8 am & 9e U | e g2 & Ued U WHasd A 39 g9 €9
H T IAH T H T | W Tled W 9% ° e e o F wafda w

TS IR WA ST & ST F WY g F A S @ A1 e S yoT Soft F 9 %
e St gara Soft § aen R w 91 R S 9 % ST 3 et ur e fomn -
Tl H & RIH TR T | 3T RIE R S M T, 79 3L B Wioe 399 Fal- {4
Fi goft 1 e JaR & Ry % gow ot & A 3 @, SRR Sar @ SESH e
T = &1 AL T 9 el 3R ue R aveahd g Fel- HIE a1 T 2
3T 3T 3T F SR §9S Sed | 9 16T S 3 Fal- 3 a2AF 2, T9d 3T 1 &I iy
R g H of e gt AAL T ke e de Wik R oK s SAMed W
STt SRt 3T il § ==t &l | T i TR ¥awT o I JaRe WIed aaxd  dfed
ST § Rl T T&vl o fo7d 3 We q&aoh fora @l = & | R fad TR o Heameh
THH § AR 16 2 3R Ufed ST T wh T I A forg fean) qam Siofaen
T Y M| 3w § ufed S 9 U qud e Confe viee fomn | g6 SR S|
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TSt 2. gSTAR & 500 B &l ST 1 GHYH g2, @ Fme1 died e A desana St
Y 35 o=l STATR &l FE W@ | A 7l a1 ufed St A @ 39 I 6 el | STaR
T Hah! SMYTafhd P | o -Ta <R e g off Sot et Idt Wi o o feed
H TaE T WA FH A a1l ufed St us g g o s & e
THTR Toi% g 3 Too 991 3 56 T&sh ol Y91 d g2 39 ge foh svefeme &1 o
eI 3T e fohan | dfed ST 3 el o 39 I &l fore § gl o ST &1 e
uie g el ue|

deaTe S &, o, s, TOR T 9t fharsmardt 9 X W STSiad s Sfd
& e o @1 IR e qedi-foE wdiebed off U 2, & ufe st fren, gt % i
I &1 Y, ST, TR, 9HE & o @ SR FHdr F g, Twhel I SE
1 e 3R HISH BT o U I A § GG F W S | T T 9N
frmfor & forw wfvers 91 Ty fmfor & 4. deeara Surear & Siqera AnTee 3 ST 39T
F oft o et T # 7| AT ST F STey SRl YA YIS st J g §
SRS SIS % YW faet SRt Sifyeer # Td-qde el a1 “AfE oI & deead 3k
firer s, a1 # 7 1 A & = i

9. EFeaTd ST I S 25 AR, 1916 30 § STHQ-3TSTER 3d ared W e
AT T T 319 A1 9. A YA o SR W g3 AT 6. Eeare U STsiad
fferafed S o qUEE 41 F oid: Teqagr s 41 SHH GHS Sied | yaer e
WAYas H9 o WeAd 9 gaT| 6. eE o Ahmved # Sf. YIm Y6 qus geant 4, fheg
FIG # At & oty § 32 @ ™ A SR U ggs T Teife 3 & T &
TEE 9 W 99 A % e @) Sl et Ip wEeas 99 % dehrelE
JHEEES A T e ST e ol 3 33 o FrEedl f6d iR 3 uh 9 O
e ST | WA ST A 9RA o Ve foel gedii a1 Sied & STaw W) e
T Sl TTT o o TS § Ueh Hriche] THIE T S 21 TR 1951 30 &I 37
T § UG SHEE @ e g5 9 | et § ARG sifed WRa Seed |
TG ¥ 2F. qEsl “qRd S % g 7egey 3R S St werHA 4 T 1 F 1952
T 1967 T IRAT SHE & TR W | ARATT SIEE 3l T o g a8 & <. q@sif &l
AT B AT & H QU AR SUEAE ST HE W I IST| 36 99 IAH! 3G 36 AW A |
IR YT N g H AW B T W 3R qPAE ol faehed Se et 3=
“TBTH-AaaTE” T Toifaeh Sfeqa fhar St 3k Hifers foede 1 SusT off |
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feqmr 1967 H €9 ara STt il IR SHEe &1 temey fatfa fohar ) 3=
Frelishe & 370 sregefar ot & et o1~ “Foeeh I AT 1 Had 2, fs 9 @ & ford
T T R, T S % 19 Foel T8 @ 3 Fel-pad Sedl o oI St o dIg @ &-
IR Tl & 37 FAS! T sl 1 GET SN T S g A 717 “eie e
qGT Y WM S AT THS S 30 H T W GG Ak J 8 dfes 9ad A1 &l Fiel
W e =afts 9 g Tiat § et A o far oo st o afasy @ g # e g
T T TR &7 SR SR Tood i H T GG A, T T TP A <A I A B
H 1" T qf Bel-Ge Tebdl 8, ST % 9 UPT BT B 0T 3 F oIS MR
Tt el 2 ... | T TEHT F SER IRAR, FYEE, AH T, W I T T
3 gt g gegot g 1 ik geguf qrear Y o &1 gaRy e ded T8 afes aEER &
217 “Fora-frr Toriifoss el &t o v fagra, emaet ik 2 @ i o & &
I HEAT AN ... U I 9% T hac HTUT-UF T & a7 © 99, 6o 3%
FE & § geeH & ford g S Aed | g HHg 9N § o H & ford e g &
TSI, TEI TG 9 &1 A A S o T g g0H A T SR 50 B IS T A
gH A1 ST B TS 3R T I IR N T ey gUR e qRA B GO TR
HOM, T TN FT 7 3em”

Wﬁw

1. TP fom - s 90 HEA U, eliehed ST, TR |

2. Uohicq AFFdTE fas - oias 90 <9 3aTel ST N9 YehivH, faeet |
3. TS M4 ST - TH T © WG A STel, & FehreH, et
4. d0 FeAE INEAN : foAR-TM - e yhrE, e |
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T GeaT S whifsa : Swy-we e |
gNT 370 o Ged |

10 i HAR SuTeaT’

A I S o 70 T o A& TS TH-HYER DI GHLT T F&fl & faw
T S g2 § 1 TS N YT HHEAS 97 9N 370 1 A AT IRl Hl T B I
ITY T H YT o HIfad Gadl i SR S THE H H FAE 39 0 G F foRAT 7=
2| STEI B ILVF Tl THEAST il FYS GG F3 o ST e, [T il A TS
feper ST ATt SOt BT TTE 1 6T 370 B T IH 3T 3T B | AT B ATl gHwnsi
FT Wi T 8, R 395 T % oI u 7q & ol & w9

SIh 359 FI Ufit o forw fafers qeaent qe afemrati s steed fopa T | Tefterrea
AT o U fogM oEhl & i@l o YN W {5 Hl G933 §ee W 3qasy |
& AN O 1 A A T @1 difs Gefd fawd % Wy =g fear S 9|

ST-HeHR S T B AR YRAT T F srawerd & Refy o gf 21 afves
Toifess w9 W off gfer W ST W@ 21 WRA P A H e R A e %
TR Il S8 o &9 § I8 fohal SR | STl &l el forae arell = SreTsaemdt
SIS 3R YRA % I gU T Harsi & At W frvary % foan o, e geikem
TH-HHR FT T & T H 39 off I8 PP I WIS | WA H IS H WA/ H
e uTet fasidt st au 3% qHeel B SH-FYHR F 9RA ¥ e e a8 # 1@
T T @ € | Ui BeIR o gU R T SfeT, Seeut 1 TSl iR e shiferer & gt
# FAR S o1 33T 21 e e, @ e, e e o g 9 qor o v
T T 3T SR F T & | HIT 07 <, ST SR qe7 9 Shefer A | 39 R & i
Yot ftad e €1 el T T e ST aTel SHY-sheHR i STerTEEaE, Siehaitadl qe e
S 1 TSI B AT g T farEee ®9 # ST B B ST 6

foeTd T SRS TR G I, SRR SFCTGAE] Ad3fi i 97 1 q41 gR

1. Eq9 THR T4 odsh
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370 # FUM T § A FE R IHE A F HAT HEd TG T TH-HIEL H
et Jehg fRaT &1 SIISHTHY, SAf¥iem, ST, G qen e i 3 ¥ e geH %
T oo Bt i oY T AT b W GaT K AT T 8 1 39 Wb bl s it
P AT T T F QAT 3 H 337 | § | TH-hvHR U7 97 F AR 9 ey Gea
# 5y § weyul TS 8| UEel WIfhE SR 37 STk 1o =i o Hgfy - vHR W onh
T 21 38 TR ¥ o 2| et g # off & R o uwd B W E | s, agiE
ferem ameft Hifear R Tt geen 9 1R v & e & S-seiR ame R o ardre
U&7 HI A had T | W@ dfcsh GHI-GHY W STEaNGdl $ arkdfas 9ed 9 S &l
feramr <t hifeTer 311 gl o Hifear & weh Tar off af @ St Feg-hedR A W fafed 9
T FF I I 8| WA R b 3 T b 38 H HYER Tl e T & ®9 §
Y fopan | forer, ferenma iR foame & e § SR i Seremar o @ 81 gt faed W
Yo TS T S @ &1 T H IR Wik ST ST b gAg o TS § | Teiiferh qait
T erifer @ Feft =TeT S7g o 81 <9 F b el ST aTe UsF et H A o7 T
2| grget SRR TF faehg § e @b 7, Sdd TR # g Fieel B 39 B
3 Fel =R g3, FIE o Al Fél ¢ | I¥ AT I3 ¢ 1 AN & S A H § S o
F dig § Fol 99 €, ST SFRd! X FHIER i & Sy T i alt 4 T 22 ToF §
ST BETET ST & T 21 F fa- S Jofied & S @ off | wmenet ¥ wfem srg-shen
T o Afers &1 futa o 21 =g aoft T B 5 g 31 Tod TSR 1 2ia: ks
3R T & T TR B

HYHI THET - TH-HTH B A &7 2,22,236 T 1. HT &1 WHEHE & oot #
83,294 T fofr., fore 3T 5RT 1960 H 9 &1 f T 5,180 a0t forelt. =1 & o wnfire
R A1 QIR % U 9RA A ot SN S 78,114 ot fEL 81 W T 1962 37,555
it fopll. ST g9 o ad1 Wik § el SR @1 e 42,735 o R I & det
21 39 FHR S 29 AR B FeA 1,20,849 o B, T W Fww B foren 21 A §
ST YR T S AR o U € 9 1,01,387 & fhHI. & & a9 §1 TS I oA TP
I R Yeb 3T & FAe H07 €1 2 TSrdt 391 < 3 wifehear &t gy 39 e o o g8
2 3R 37hS 9 1 & TR & b Hibr e T ool B B IR E 2

TRl TAE o YRIWH T H HYEN H & G5, 3Hh a8 ds] H I hx 911
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198 TITea] ok &l Te He TATE W' 1978 VAwEa! o HeF deh Auifersh ®Y ¥ HYHR BHerd
I IR IS gedig &5 % ®F H ST S o7 | S-SR S G e a7 (37,
FYIR 1Y iR e % &9 3ifehd 817 9N H a7 g BN & 1,017,387 it fH.
% i &5 & 1,25,48,928 SHEEA a1 TsT &1 60.7 Ffard Rem <€ 3K 124 =i 9fy
it fopeft, STEEAT 5 2, S 2001 3 ST H F8 100 S4fh gfd o fRe, 9112 SeiK
W SN Y&, Sdhare adr fasie! Tei & w1 e fafafeel o Teren araremR Seered
AT STHA 4G 1 oS G 2| 34 Gaoh 37Tl Us9 & (T &l Aol A el T &
ofid doai afesh <3 & 31 fREl o TUTh{d AT ShRAT el o R 9T S8 ol a1 e
<7 T G N TS N Y T 1 AR F H GHI-HHT W I KA1 ST @ 2
QU T A &t BN, T 3R g & Wepfersh &9 T d27 gan 81 FydR gue s Fia 98
Tg T8 4f 59 weRT 8R fig 7 U, ARl o J8E & HYHR SR etide § 9N o S
Ty e X forem 911 a1g # oISt AReee & g5y ¥ ufed Je& fSocll arug o1 914 1948
T 1. T5E 7 UG rgec 9 @S 3 HYHRAl HI AR F @R < @ A w o, e
YR T3S % HIUR H STermaere # e 38 @ 81 U, 788 & 99 & 919 @ 84 &
AT W I H FT AN, T G I, T Y@, TR A TR, T IR G IR 2T 7
3R MY e T o T €, 379 FE A2 Tl $8 Gobal 15 oH AT & 1°

JATAHATE - HYHR ) TR & ol H fhed™, Tehar TIa dshardl, qiher
T STeTEETEl § | 31 WIfhEd 1 AN 8- “HIHR i AWE HU, TR Bl F6ig w7,
“Tgf Ferm e e’ ¢ [ sTeardl seret § AR T AN W) U gie-

T.UA. 99M, § g1 2 a1 £fean, fiehiey, 2005

famifafear &t ©s &

qRA & AT 2011

ofi fifg, Yow 9@ & Tew, 9 370 3R W@, 90em J99, 2000-2001
3 SRV, SARERE, o % & e

o 1 A WN =
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ATAhaTel TSN | Telehl AT TaeRuT 1988-2010"

0’k KVuk;: Ukkxfjd Luk@ Bj{kk | vkridoknh | diy
cy d
toku
1988 390 29 1 1 31
1990 3095 862 132 183 1177
1995 4479 1161 297 1338 2796
2000 2835 842 638 1808 3288
2005 - 531 218 1000 1739
2010 - 29 58 191 278

S « g A % A R

YT o WA W YN - 3T YR § e Faen s ¢ | gfery o, S
I T el 1 M, T % AR F 09 W ghel & | & | T F FTHuS & S
F1 STdhaTEal & e FrRiaR § gHeAEw a1 AHAl F HeE B UHSH & A AR
T AN T AR HIHIT TR IR & O 1T § Ferehford Aafeehranet & g g disr J=r
& S 21 3! A @ T ST ¥ 9 g7 off ST SR SR i ger fed Sw| 9% 4 %
AT S HAITA S STl 99T HYURX H STdhared & B & T § UST SHH arell
FEER 2, S TP e & o = fae a1 =l § agre afeel i weensi & ag @
T T B | el W O S5 FI 0 ATt 3t €, o1t & vl ganedt # gt
% ST G J9T9 HH 81 T 8 | T TG 1 R 3R g geensit & st qm & firet
W foet Haw off 39% a5 % HRUT | AN 3 T H Wi & g 7 g g
A e 1 o o @1 8, UH 9 9 W Afves et GieH # 3 Hag 3
IR o HNUT B T 8 | IRUTHEEY, 376 HIHN & T Tdhare Hi 3 FHed 931 © ¢ |
HYU gureT § Afgenstt & @ g M-S s A T8 | ¢l e ST § 7 e

1. g T & arfis Rare
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fecnstt & Ta-Hid S Fo §g FU a7 afes 379 W Tgd G gEfear am & g

enfifen AguTe - FYIR T T Bt M 4 feraT 7, FTEH 95% TRem, 4%
&g & 1% o1 miacidt 8, Safh Sy st ey 3 fufer @, <l 30% g™, 66% &g
q 4% 3 § 3R oErg & eI 2.5 e (2,50,000) @ Sl 46% qRem, 50% g,
3% 3T ¥Hl % A W §12 9 H qem 18 @ (TooR, 9, e, @ 38 o
(@, faeg, 31), 11 5 o YRt § R ot aeh AiReRar e el 21 e A
T qRem 47 @@ (R, 98, T=el, TooR), R 3 g T T e dfed, s s
N 29 % @17 anl # YT ol gW €, 31 40 &R U et (Ryerm, S, el wfea) |
TEE | g 1.60 G, 39 10 g9R (SN, fyera, dfed o foet #), giem 1.30 o
(foren, SRt et §) et 2 1° e & arftfer G & el Amel 89 Haeh qE 2 |
FYHR Afed <0 & fafes T R yRondf Sie =i w3 @ 7o f6get @ gy o are
P T 2

Fvd & e g € T A A, R, s, TR e % s
Tl b o yAfed foRen S @1 @1 Feferdt 3 i et & fRren qfiemi S gt qHerE
& T 9§ 9ifd W @A & 3 Raess $ues 3 Giftan & @r-adt g SR 97 1 Haer
fopan S w1 21 fernsdt @ FwR § Aetn @ o feen A srEfT T 8 Se-wnii
3Tohell UHT Tod 2 TeT 9at STAfd e & T8 @1 =t T srenfen el % AT 97 3R =
& el § W €1 W 2012 § HYHR & YU qRT 7 T5F WHR T R H W@
sreafeat s W R el =it s & forg fdee ug &0 i 81| Wi % oo
aTet RS T57 FYHR & aifcewd = § RO & 3 qieh & § Fgiieat + Jerett gt
R B T B 1

arfier fUsgmue - Sy & e & T IRT TR o<t 96 § &9 g A
21 3% THR B AR T SH-HIHR TSI & 90% TETHAT d 10% F0T % &9 # &1 e 2
ST T g &1 BT 3 U 4000 HUS &9 & T & | S Gerae 9 & o off T
THR 1 forefrar fReafer 7isfiz 8 1 T 1 31iaRes o1 ofe af 3600 HUS T9 21 T5T & THM

1. oTcli® d9d, S U HYHR : URew 3% JgEmEsIvH U 9 31eE, ISR, 2 Wl 2014
2. W& 2003, T RER AE HIHR

3. 39 AR, 9HEHA HYR, B R LS AvHa R, 78 fae

4. STEIT 9, I TS HYHR : IR 37 F@EEsvF UE o 351, RSy, 2 Bad, 2014
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FHAANET BT Id9 9000 HUS FYF, YIH &I Gk TE 1800 HUS q4T HEME Wl & T
725 S TG & | TUHEE & AHie 8 3 SR Sl 24000 HUS &YF o1 &91T Gehst feam
o' ggel i et ASTIsli H UST B HAN: 86.8%, 64.1% AT 96.7% AT Al
TEadE AT H HA 86.13% TS AT & T8 of | Wae A H HYHR H 1838.68
FUS T TRl & TS off | Safeh 3t SISt § 37 Y231 &l U 57, 53 9 63 Faym,
399 &l 78.6, 49.2  75.8 AT, e Al 54.5, 48.1 T 67 A9, U, S &l 73.4,
46.8 9 50.8 9 99T 3.9, A 52.4, 53.1 9 63.9 Fawd R AT & &Y § & T
off? Tg-FvIR T H F5 9 Sl qex U sfiTd T s W 21 1989-90 F
Weg I 2.57 W SP-HYHR Ul o1, Sk SHH SA@E 0.8 Ww 21 S qaw
1122 ¥ A 1® 379 & Sef § 7% &2 T 9 T 21 W IRAR AT IR g T
TR TR g g1 & ST 81 97 98 991 e 7 leh sheel ANTRehl i die &2 ST a1 39eh
e TR SR 33 Gobell & | HYIR % GO 69 & AU g THR I Frorsh i A s
& Y & ToF TR Sl Aferai bt o IRt s @) T # G # SrEuEar a°r had
FHIIR ST T HEd B TS % Al H YT A1 2 | SIS At i 9F 3 AT
T 3R FbT BT FEE Fo fAiE A 3o &1 oneft sarer fiT A g 9+ gue verarst
F T 3R 3HH 6D % srefeme S Wfedr & wreAw § @, A I Gl 1| 5 g A A
T B & a8 R 9 TH @R G qq1 o

HIHR T - IR 1 S & 98 GER I & Ta9 § 561 Todl 7 9R”d §
forerer 1 iR & forem o, fobeg it o wareren &R fifs = T i fopem | wifeper e
FHagferdl & H1Y et 5@ ST &l 3R ¢ a9 Herien gR fig 9 @R & e 3@ 9rd
TR ¥ e AR 99k faT ara & @@ &1 81 SE0 911 26 STEEER 1947 FI 9RA H
foeTa 9 T gERR Rl | YRA & e S HISede i Galfed STengaed o § HgrisT
g fog 7 fomar-

T U 9N Y GEEAT & fIU 318 &3 & 3felier iz 3N fohey 78 81 @i
2, TS A T Qe B o % A ¥ foer % o e T % gebd | deqER, H4 a4
& e 1 ot fopar @ 3k A9 oyl SR &1 o ¥ Gafer e Wil & forg dore

1. of SR, geEETE HERT
2. RO &t 3 99 U Fedi Fiee o d9amd, 1968, TSiEes Rud
3. FOURA A, 15 fHamR, 1991
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¢ fa 21 et ek Rig 7 v % 39 § S % Aeequl @ forar @ 5 - “aredr
i, 1947 S 6 o5 Fear € 5 15 37T 1947 ¥ NG U W& T ToF T
T 371 T TR T 1935 % feliod & s 3Fgeher 3R TRad= i = Tt
SR o SV § 9RA TSI T AT 3| IR TR AT, 1935 S o Mok Svie
& g TQUT fohaT T B, AT AT AT § o U 9N Uod faerd & q&adsi o 9o S
fh T % WESF F 3N A T &, 9T § e W T g1 o H, A § W
TSSITat. FRRISest 4t 3R g STt Smy-shedi e a9 foeaa Senfedfa S-hedit o
M 37O T 5 g STER foerd &1 SEAras! Hff-ad (a1 ST 1" ARG & Ta e
oS qEeded 7 faom & il a1 Frafefan vl § =k fear- & foera & e i
ighd w5 | faidh, 27 TR 1947 12

78 T ¢ o Ao aR fifg 7 9T % HIR 1 faer 9w uR gHa & ae fpar
AE AEZaed & Y 01 @R 1947 &I TH WS § /1. 7eh = = 2 & &, HwK
1 R # et & & FHROT 3T | &S AEeae | Sae faa, “ara #, faery € & wwor
3T, TfhT S Wt shesferdl o e, SR 9T 3 forg fomier e ani2

26 IEEX 1947 FH I HERST B8R 7 = TH-HTAR & 9 foerd 7 T g«mRR
foparm o T SHh HIY YR & Tehicie Ta-L S @l HIseaed o =M 0 § e, foeyr amd,
TAR 3R g5 Yol v 9Ra TWHR B Giud g I v W S T B AR @
% UTE @1 91| I8 IH! SARKI (U TSIE! o6 A1 o1 1 R R 7 @R s g e o1
o STrg-shdiR & o # g oft foofer Sharet werren &R fiig & o Tebd €, a8 vl wye ue
¢ SR S-F TR W S i ffdare ]1 guq e, 17 9 1952 H TH-HIAR
Hfqem g (Rrge a7 Ferret 8R f9g 4 1939 H fohar a1) = USeme! &1 9ured & fe=m o
37d: 39 g & Feren R e & Tt IR w@a: T @ T 9| HERIST 1 HYHR
e 9Rd H foeg off Tamr 1952 § @yl foe 95 e

TH-HYHR T & T & e # el T 2 B, g6, TH-HeHR T & A

1. STEE §F MR, YR & Jd T =AY, SHd 3% T $fedd @ SRIege afeqH 43, TeRR-fadER
2001, THIYH 3% o U8 & L fRiiea s e e

Cl

Cl

4. i fig, Yer urdf &% He=, 9 370 30N w@rEar, Then 99, 2000-2001

w N
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7 Free ot § 6 39 Uo7 % 9Nd | f3era S 6 26 31sR 1947 i A AT 7 SrEeT
B &, TRA 9 % 3T F & § ToF & Goel i R F 371 -5 77 # e
T A TS & W€ &1 TSR 3 o ded U Fqd 99 fa ST o, STH-ee T AR
e 1 A 3 g IR @
- Ry o ART 370 - ST HYUR T B qi @ gl F @ e 21 Sress
1 ¥ foera & e o1 srfery 9 9 fafyes w3 g Smon #t 7 2 5 T59 aRd % T
& 1 9 2, 31 38T 370 off W Tou W AR B, WY SIS HT AR BT TS TR
% THYT § TP g STEuIRd fhar SR 9N 370 & WEHH & FOR, SH-HYER §
T % T BT IS HFT AT B o T T8 G Fo7 7 Wl aeas & | 3 9w
& T 7 T o dF S 47 AR AN BB &, 37 W TF S oA off 7 oft| aad
T HYHR HI A o HAEH o6 90 21 e’ 370 H G T57 &1 91 STerel €9 § 9
2| o9 Uo7 % ded HYHR 1 37O W W SR 9Re & W & agd ¥ I Sesal
T AN F HT ABR 1 27 I 2000 H ToF § Th T&d TR R ForeAfeaiad =i st
-
1. 9Rd & Hfgum & 9m 21 # foe sl e @ g2l Y fa ves ST S
2. 1953 % 95 FI i & 4 An] fohar S
3 T H gR-Ramd R aefiR-snem g fed gt-famd #t T fagm 99 @
Eauil
4. 99 Tar gat & ot et ger fod S ik Uy sfe wRe Tar % T
39 AR e T |
5. TS & g frafed omEm % SifteR &7 ¥ awT W, dfhd Ssan = &
IfER F 9N H F T el T 2
6. T & R H RS B F T T 13 q7 FYwIRS €, S 6 g TWHR T 1953
% TRl STRA foRar o
7. TSR 254, 262 F 263 HI Usd W AT A&l fohal ST A1feW |
SWRE Wi # HYHR § 1953 & Tgdl 1 Refq 1 o B @ ey T 2

1. TS HA TG, 9RT & Jd T <A, SHd 1% T 3feaq af 3RS, Ay 43, STaR-fadmR
2001, THIYH 3 & U2 & L fRiRad s e wwifres
2. SIE. 99, 9Rd H GfowH, ager U &, 1999
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1975 ¥ 1982 T G 3TGeall & THR N 30 97 TH-HYAR ¥ Haftm e §en
100-101(1975), 103-106(1976) 3 108 (1977) & FRI TFUfT eI T H ]
3T, 3 §9 TSF H foue 991 & O TeAfd § g0 39 99 i3 A 7E 31 411 W,
GG 3T - Hel 91 {5 I5 S TeRawd ar] 6l T 9" Moreear SRR S 6 9/
F1 Teel Hfere H 5 TwifeEr & A 3R 9/ 370 % W fwivrkdate # ¥ 9, 3R Tew
F HeAld T I STgee & STl TH-HYER fAHAT % & GEEi el sThere o R
T AT & WY et IR 370 % HHIS & Wewul 3T W W oY @ 91 S, 3T
1949 ¥ Y 3Tsgoel 3R SR & <9 IR 370 & F© A7 Bl b THU AT Hadg H
feerfa off | v 39 WMl W P 99§ 4 3R F 39 9 ¥ Guithd 4 6, A wRA & S
B 3R 7 & TF 9 o Yot AR F T o =ife FEereh de Bl 7l 21 9 817 370
& TET B AL e 3 3T a1 & T4 9 12

S % AT 1952 T FIHR H Tgeb Toferd T | 70 T R g 7 IR Tgoett i
et fRIh fopam a1 1953 § faamR 1963 % T&el e HEgwE T | | 396 a8
1964 ¥ A AIHE TIfdsh TIHHA o+ | 30 73 1964 FHI WM HNEH & AR FeHAT
R TR RAHT FT gl P TG HT B TEIHAT SN ToIuTe L @ T 1958 F H
IR e IR Gt T FHR T 7 B G T 1966 H AHH o T TY-HIHR
T Yoy faffo Hest o @1 1968 § Tafea =AmaTerd #t SAHeHfar (3T 135 9 139
F Bigw) o g T

GRT 370 X Fag™l & STl oh W - HIAR & A | Aeeaed & il T
I ahed T & Ul T 8, Cwfhed H aearar anl 5l g o 6 3ue Wy SvEn
STeht 39 3R ToEd a1 ST 1 97 370 oy &if Hig W daR far 7 o1 9o g9a
TR T T & 3 g g/ 370 @ o foen, fodiedt ue % v @ dwd g A R
W A 5 o waue sl iR uRad-rg g1¢ S smeea 7 iy & g e oI,

o fifg, Yok Wit % Ga, 9 370 3R wrEwr, T HeF, 2000-2001
s wg, 3 fog, 6 fawmem 2013, sfewefen anfdwa 370

. g5, TP TERI, ST 2002

Sf. e a9, gfafar ador, S 2000, HfEEE @ SR 370 UE SH-RwHR @t Rafq
F. . YU, AHed FHRH, 2010, TR & (0T & -

Hrw, feded, aegm 10
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GG # 39 JHR AT LT 297 5! Tehd] Ud SRESAT & fIU S1de g 1! Ifg T9hR T.ST.
T A 370 o6 TEq T H GHIA FI GC SHH! 8 I (oY R 1 Tl 3157 fohaas
7 IG STFed H SHAT §U8 H a1 R el 91, K off wrondf (g 7eifR) 99e 9 39
M R § 3 et § wrn 7 R I TR YA T 1 & 1° SHEE % e T
YOI g@st 4 SR § Wi & oy e o, g & fomi Ts9 &6 &S o @ faly @
TC &1 1 foh, U 39 4 & voH, & fqum, 3 e T8 9ot e § 91 S gy .
Fut fig = e o o, STHg-hedR S W@ U Sfedt qe7 7 | Y-SR & uRitafy st
2 iR 3T B2 BT & | 35 foTU g SR § ST &I S SToT-STeT FergeivuT st g 1°
afeqor wfrer A % feady <f. STy wg % SR, HYER MHd W9 ® S wRid
T WG AT IS R 3 37 fedi B o T & o1t Hifeat s =nfew ¢ -
HYIR % qd ToauTet St SR & SFER, 9N 370 S W@ I G F q6UE STl 2|
Ig W Tk IR WHIT P IU 2, et 3299 T U § F @I, Th gush T ST,
T T 3l BEUHl, Uh GEAWHT &1 S8 Teh T Wl 37 Teh Tl 1 S8 Tal
RArad wa €1 39 W9 7 @ SR i 9ie g, 7 Wit 9 i # et ik T & e
& fr Tplh TehdT W B HIE 16 & 7, afeeh 39h T AT ARSI G SR T i
e iy S 3= 81 U 370 ¥ f-uyer frgia MR 8 i v # wivertend
& st a AT 8 17

A TSTiifcreh el § 1o, REET & Tahrell o &l BIgH B, HHEFE U,
Y Hihd, TE, gREd, SIE, TSR, HOT, a9, SR e it g’ 370 @ THE
% go7 H T &1 59 IS To ¥ A wgh, Siveiiie ikl & agd o @b ¥

1. TGS TR, Saa afEe (TSR 9 R, SER) 6 SHE 1991, =R eNfded 370 I &
fecties

o T, 11 3 1991

7 fergri-FeR fegwam &1 18 g wRevE wfifa, 78 faeeh

e SITRUT, SIS, oot wieh o Fyarea

EEdl

e SITRUT, SIS, oot =ieh ol Fyarea

AR TR, 15 FHaER 1991, FH-FYHR & @ Tsauret o SRS g & A, A HieH
e T FHYER, Tase ufsev feto, 7€ faedd

N o N
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& o ¥ T golt 4 HYH T 1 gt febre o T a6 e Wy

33 ATl 1 T i WiHR TE HAT =ed a1 TR A i SRy @Al 9Rd & |
ferame wt 9=T 27 aTelt § arater st RS - 9T TR & 8 HAed 7 13

FEIR 2010 I FTH-HIHR P GUeARd HI G0z, T8 & AN T HAq AaEd B

9T & FEFT TR B F [ 77 =g g # s e, fus et Se-ae

TR foellq TeTmiae & | 31 &1 §awi | ToT ST . TH.UA. 319 o1 feeht Hf7 wug

& T M. TH FER A1 11 T H HHR & 22 Al o fafie ot & @ 800 @Ml @

i #X 50 U o T dfed 176 U &t Rare U1 &f | areaa # 59 Rard &1 213 o

¥ -yt #Y ST S RS H A H W AR el S @1 @ % eddd &

EvaaT 81 RUi &t wg@ sreigr freforfiaa -

1. o W SR SHaudiE S S STR-UR SAT, 9ISl 9 3R Jaret & aren e
AT TeRdl § GAR=a & @1 S & a1 R & S & T 6w
TeATEhR [T T T g 9+ S T & & fase it A s | 59 o
T had ARA o STATEAE! WGl dfceh BT TG SH-HIHR THR, TIfched qdr
< TR HT T o [T TeHd HiAT 81| Sieh = UisTieh & et Yueh (Tfhe
yenfad &) forar 21

2. oW 370 S @A AT Wi % eee’ 370 & vie sl v @ g
EREINCACEIRS |1y

3. TeE-U@ I H YR HHE X TF 1952 % 9% oA H AN g WEHH &
el iR el Hefi srfufremi s wdien % fou aenfae Sfef S SC qen
TR 370 o 3l &M @RI H ST FA aTet HE HF A fore S

4. 3AfEd IR Hare & I S @ SARREl # T GR-4R HH Fd gC T5T H
fafaer Tar 9 fow S aret sifeenia &t e sl S|

5. TER 3R YA 9e % fore 3¢ qatart ved 1SS fohar ST S ShAeT: Jet
Rarad 3t ook 3o g 21

6.  THUA & ffF & fIT U579 THR TPU & @9 9 g5 g9 9 R @
TSaITe Feh T Hehdl |

7. HUE TS & U 79 T S 61 SRR ST qeh foh Q9T Sl STden-arel e 37gar
Heeaqut 31 faq wfed = & © &
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8. a3k He wfern & i SR T T 8, I8 T H & O anavas
3faa 3ur o S|

9. T I YA T H & T g ST AT b § A9F A AT S| ST &7 H
TS BT SC| SRS I H HE R S a9 e e SRR
stfefem (37%er) @i amay forar s

10, feEoT W & 3TR-uR weft AAT S Wren ST, AR 3G & 7L, g AR STrarse
F fau off sg-yEv w®e S 5T W, dm % oR-UR A amdl 3R TS
GRS &1 QU &3 H el ol Se q {207 {1 & 1 ) T & Ferd
fear s

11, fSae o &1 9 RS TSR 3R gfad & §ie Har TRy fpar 91 SR 39 s
@ ST| IR THR gRIT b T ¥ W figell W dam & forg wfpea= i
e R SH-HYdR TR &1 TaR HET AR

12, U®R ARA dTel 3R eI sifea i a1 far e, St sideardt féar srgd & dar
g 378 & foher S, R = St SRmeyuT o ey T o R T weiRE #
ot G 8 791 3% 9 &1 e fohar sl
Tq gy # Ko &t afx wdien $ S0 a1 98 FIHL GUE b GHEE H STURT

SFATENE 3R STehTaaTEr Bl Tedre T2 St g2 it gt 21 39 Raid # ferdrenamy eiv

91 ¥ HYHR T T H & R T HioE 9
Hifgar st Qftrent - AR difsan & G Gt #F TfE gwer ¥ 92 gt §

fafsrer aftreer @ 3t 1 Bie difsan Srg-sedt 9w ot Om 370 # W T adl

forgT ToehRt % foraRl it Sq@dr & SIS fhar 21 GEi S ST % FHA o adr T

TSI, 37fe, A, Wipfas qgr oifife fawdi W 999-999 | T Fad Tal &

THTIH AT SHROT fBa afesh feremsti o T @ off g A 1 e A ag oft wed |

Hehre T8 g fop Hifea o @ o 4 qwfed W fGaRuN i S 7ecd & &1 o ¥ foRan

21 78 a7t FuiRefe s T #I e ST 81 Greret Wigar | FvHR i ool fert §

T et 21 HHa, fEaer o sami W HvHR S RS T o §9 H 991 9N 370 H

T B & W) off TEa B | o fifear @ e et w1 sae @, e

1. TE Ted, N FEER 5 daR T ROS-TE R Ui, q97 Sy, S-hviR |
amateR) @ furd fowmfoat @ gfefar
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TAC TR THRT AR 5 HE TR0 T Tehe WeT W AT o S o 91 A Gew F 3y @
Sfea 8 o1 fohg fopam | PR & eETSl @ HIGSI wI 9HEN o i # feae 9§
I HIM P T A, FAR e 3R fava TR W w9 31 i ifrer G s & g
1 T fop FYHR § 99 3o I FE 21 aa § 39 TF & R A W gaaefierr & @y
& TifEan B AR T W Ao § SHRA B BT B ST 2|
e wet g -

U 370 &I S W@ § TF &l ST & H AT IR G STT-Ae TeGH B
21 9 1 g off RS 9 H FF off a9 B e 7, AhT Tg-FvER F 71 A g
ST T YA fShaT TSI {5 UT § 9 % T AW b A off 9, S 3w e
TS SR 391 1 AR | A B H FT gt | 3 IR Tod | SYerTaanadl B 5
3 H HM H @ 2| TS, SUSTI, STAhaE § UST I BTeid Sl GUE 51 8 | g TR
T v o o & 90 W G o § R off g To faee 9 @ 9 8?7 -k &
o ol & faly & R U9 & oy & ®9 § U9 FW arell & Gars SEar! & S
T | ST & &RT 370 HI A i T o7 &7 370(3) ¥ faan @ fp, “Twafa i g
S SO K GH 6 T8 =R Yo # e W@ A U STuArEl 3R SqeRvil & afed &
T TR ¥ wadq & w97 Ay w17 gaefae ey § ded 59 A S
afeT aifeh wfasy & g9 s 9ue R 7 @t & 9| 21 3T 1962 & . FaRd
H8E < g’ 370 o AR § U, YA I o 9F I I <d gU foran o R, Sfqee | 39 9,
STt R P e T &1 gl o arelt 7 S 2, o STasE e a9gd 39 e S g
2 3R S 38 off 51 8, 9% off dR-eR & IR - % qd Teauret of SR %
AR, THT HTAT GAR T 3R S SiTa o SATdeh 3R 1G] Hifeleh THRI bl & debren
21 9 9T 3 3G qH-3H H G a1 I I8y 2

Hifear T FHyER A gl | gl was & 21 faem & ama W dfed # 1 o
S % IEY 81 3 W I3 a1l Hald W q91 36% THEE & o femsi 7 1@ a5 of
SerET fea 21 9/ 370 R Hifew § off & 17wy fRwE &l 21 Fw | W 1w i,
fErReRT qe WivaIfehdr & 21e+ H 3@d § 31K 37 FAHR 9d HHel TR g i Teiw
2| Safsh F© i 9yel % 3TER 370 W 9N 1 STEvahaaR Fure f6ar ST =1 |
T | 5 A F e I TAl i b o AH W B TA H AT T 3R 3Tk FHRIHD
qRRomy < firet € A - vk T R of R R s R
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SH-HYER § T I GAF €9 § AATGSR He AT 56w S faEmed <w &
TR TS & T 5 a6 B 81| AGAS o HHANEDBRI b & FHI ST | FeMH-eh gfchai d
A T I ¢ 9 fhan S =1few | S b Hieet e el Jsiifeeh st
Ukl 1 eIl 8 | 1 fgda uRRefael § m @ 21 98 o g 8 o & sein
T O T o Sel, U5g O e § HEWiUE & g § Fal S| Se SAakarncdl &
fgen FHEE Sl a1 STdfRdl % HeETH ¥ o FTE ¥ UB-a arl, T9H qUE F 22 I8
ot g1 2 fop T  eff-apeft o i ot o it €1 Foaio R R o et # T A g
el & ST 0 BNETE g8 & | R TS H FIHR, S q91 AEH 6 &9 § 73 Tl T T fparn
ST TRl €, HOYO BIHE, 3090 ¥ IuUEE, RN ¥ JNEs o &t STHuHT & BT
el TTIT 1 STI-heHIX o TS bl AT &l Teh 3 foRIT § STt 3@ Teh S gl @l |
Upfed # g9k % quTH guRom e

skeskeoskokosk
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T : UfergTiaes el AT gdur= g9

N Ryt firsy

T gAR T A1 U 7 T @ 1 7 AR 1 AR TS 3T 3T 9 S -
oef % FROT TS W F 9 qof 96 1 TdH 21 T8 I 8 6 forva A o9 HeM g
IR Gepfoat Afedt % R felhd g8 €1 7 R 29 & e U O St % w9 g,
o gurdl Stem-usf, nfie sreen, g TUHR Sgd Aol ¥ S8 gT &1 T &
Iooi@ BRI % e Feft # o et F Wi gam B
gaR 3 § 7 & eifafes et AfEl o off faror 2, fobeg 3 Sl b welieh R
AT T @ AT T & HE B Al WA T 2| R § Seoid -
3 ¥ T I Wl s (FER, 10/75/5)
SfrrgamTa e % 109 TEAT & YAF 31 H WA A FOT Fed §-
Goi: e TH: YErgdamed |
FOTOT AR AT ST ||
7ol e ufed F Al # # arg €, veeia § ww, weferel § wR qun afEt
H T g1
TR & a1 U ST STRIEA U4 # 3 Yol | T S i AfgHr i 9gd faen
¥ 9T T § | WA & 99 94 & el 85/90, 93 ¥ Ioi@ @-
e g QU A T S |
SRSy FEers T HferT T
T A T 3w g
ST = diar = QRIS FHer ||
79T “Fag § Tt et ufed @i €, I H IR Ted S ufed €, BT H e
TS g # T S ey wfew @1 9 o W T o B ufe A R €, 5= 2@d 9
T T B §, FATOT-HIT W I & | ST g T foRaT ST @ A1 $ehT St JguT b

1. a1 aite et ST 7ea 364 Td 44 Yah! seeleng favafaarers
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S 2 I et 7% P ufeT & S g1
T HeE q6 § ufvEm, S ¥ o gl qwr f wiend 81 werna & 2639
AT o ATINEA v H T T A9 w9 F e 3
FUITSHT Fom He Efaafsi: |
Shaavd JATEHRAET T for T S 1|
7o & TASHT of: el G T AT
TqT 39N FRTeed TG T 9 11 (FRT0T0 261 35-36)
7ol 9 2, 9 SUE, 9 3N, 3 T A § g7 §, S T % agadi §, W et
1 e § Tl deh e e T @ 5 SUh Yo § S-SR % u1g A9 | S § i A
R ® 0 T R @ SO 1 M & =7 @17 T 9ot & ofavid A d9a wed w §
oSt 1 B, f 3k i W TE § ST TR & 60 TR TF ¥ 7 | 3% 39 3R T
¥ orHed Sfdl 1 FednT e & U
TG T % AT Seord -
urvefs aRersa T A |
= $od ¢ A AE ST || (IGHGI, 7/9/157)
Hofq ST A ST T Aee 8, IY U e HT T BISHL T H MR
LT =Rl
e Vs a1 T % SR F ot ey # wed §-
Tafd 79 TR EEeEsg
ferTaferrgeT: FoTHREEE |
TheTheTH e
AT af 1 wwfig 11 (o e, 1)
tefq g | ! MU WEH YT § had STYArH Setd e, Tafay fama-
G g0 F IR &1 PO H% | Tobel HEHTANIM!, TTNIGUT-IAI< 959 A&y
FHAhA Heelldl H dael T el A W T qF R/ FH 81 S|
TRThe qerdiery 3 T & AfEr # oy derEel # Seurd fah 2-
FfeT UNE FER Yo 99 9reR gferd |
qTHl 39T YR [0 99 R e 1|
(IrRTEeH!, Tl 566)
797 BT § Fad UGS H YOR g, TER § Y §gd 6 & T, T IR
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T S Ofe & TSR o &1 el Refe & 1 & enuR §- ww SR N gE dad
T ST AT gfes St |
ufted sy forfa o T el ves 22 F T Afew § Sfewfan -
T A=A HGF AT BHewam
T Heq: R Pises |
e o1 Shad: TeskHemETer Hietel
AN F= qa S S e ||
i “% ol wddl ¥ febertt gF 9 HA-G AfeEt €, S fresh # Ser # wea
forame heelt € o g ey e, foroy o qranfers Bt 3T Sot I efren &, Foret ot
ot 3T HR! 50 T & T o ovaia i off T A T @ e o9t s g & o
Cl
TETEHe qerdiard o el % ST HUE § Seord b -
ARSI T K, 3% A9 § TH A ol o
el 7 o, 7 < b, Hier qfer 7 T SR a1
(FHfarEct, IS, el 102)
ot “F Tmrerer die § SR e TH F & AW o g1 2 B! g e g off
ST (TR T 7 3N F et off g SR AE agm”
T qerE % faE 9 sfeettan -
Hfem & srafy Y ag fafy gR-g)
Tl e a1 fome, fomer s s 11 (fora wf 9’ 20(3))
79fe ¢ T S!S g e woee S 8, qedied @ arf o off o9 &
fe a1 a1, 9% 98 FeTIARTe THERd & TH # 9 1
THERA A % ool B0 § 9 B 1 g0l Hid g qediE Fed -
ST Ipe GUERA RR & AfeH o |
Tehe AEAMTY Wi Tty e || (THARTHAY, JAHvE, Il 106)
S ‘T R W SIS F1 qepe 3 TS (Tame) off | H7e & T T8-98
T 9| IH AAHUS o1 R T el b HUER & | Ih Fersh T (AT b == Wi ey’
TG 3Mffieh a1t e # & gerdEd T 3o R ©-
SfE vg qERar wa T we 9 g @9 ol
T U8 Tehol AE Yo 319 A9 R o1 Puret a4 ||
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(SRR, deehve, 211)
g R =0T T ufed S ehe g8, R Rrest 7 iR W gReT e e
S =0T A P s St gort €, e g (3M9) 4 3= 1 W R W @
I 10T § HETHE qordiard qaH 1 & e § wed 8-
“TRTHITE SHoadlferl =16 T (ITW HUS 108(3))
7t “Foreh R W geer 1 T ST fereme €17
THERAAY % e HUS § 9T o FEd 8-
ufg fafy sxa 9 9 9 AR S S qEt T
T & Hi T | 9 7 7 el S T | (s, 197(2))
I “TH TR TAS T W1 H WF § fAC g SO D G BT A1t 10 D
e Ul dowee @ (Sef fRmst 3 wE-geen o) yorm R A 5 g
A=A B T, A 3% @ gt e T
G YN HETHY qodiard 3T Seoid B -
S I TR A AN | Ffed semg i e
FR TS ARG L A | TR 98 WfT T Il 11 (srremERE, 197(3))
YT TR o A U SR @ € S TN % SR St 1 3E-S@e e
B @ E | TR § S 719 St He F8 9% 9hTd § 6 SowEsst & 9wl § g9R 3
A 7 2 (19l F7a 31 &)1
WA Sl TH 9 T BT FH O S AR et s Wy e S & o
TG TR A S & | drar S T of w At @ oo & 2
forr graffd #es & sl Ay TR qefa Al |
fey IR T FHA TR | I B IS T A || (STAHVE 103 BT 2 T 3)
I el o Ioorg | I8 foegpat ww @ 6 7im 9yt s9-site | wor-arg &t wifa
i o€ 21 afs nfie 3fy T 3@ S, O WG S SEE F TS "edyol e W % ae
1 5% TR ST9T g3 & | ARETT B & 77 by NTaT Sfedid Heeerqut @ 1 7 % fhAR S TR
a9 §, Tl W wed B 3TN 95T 9 THH W AT geN 81 IR # T B T a
e i o foFR & T & Yowan gan 8 | el e Toa Y T off 3 R W g8
gl

ferforer Sferes STqden=it & 78 SHIfoT g3 @ f3 T b Sret o1 fepelt off ) &t e
¥ o @ee g1 390 UY T W S ¢, S HRVEH & A B g1 % §a q
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SeARETthst e e 81 €, S fIogs o o1 SR Ted Siet sl H ad & | T A
F St SfFHSH HI TAIC W H ST &I B |

fafarr weferoll & e w9 ga & fo < T M@ 9 37 3™ &l ¥ Febersht 37
Tl 8, T BRER, FHER, TITRIS, IAREE, TR0, Jferdn § FHerhdl d S1e-a98 TR &
fafirar WebR o gueh e T Y UfeH T TG B R & | AvAHor F sieft A § FRa@E
1 TEIE T H S S @I 2, el b Wer off i 9 # g fRu o § 1 9gd @ W g
qy7si & R 1 T H e B e S g1 5 9 SRl § T H wg P TR AR
el S Tl 21 579 T STet Y qUre i shaet IR F-wefvE 7 & T sfg o @
1 ATEl deh J T AT 98 T SIeT ST FafS & G961 8 | ISTeqar 1 143 v § fon
2 5 “gon HiemE qerd & foTT T S Srerdieng S S 9117 ST Weiet J 3T
3yhadl”’ B foran @ fof “Ieug 3Teha T STl bl ST THE € ST 3T ST 1 Yo @
% fore 3= &2 A At 1 e foham gen €, 98 R § a1 A # Tt & i &1 @
SN % oAU et Ster = age Ste, fgH T St fen feen st @, s § o s 81

ST A S 1656 30 T 68 T WA H @I, SN WGl SRIHE &I i
o1, I O FE-fEe F foran g, “anenme e & fav wm-de @ am % Wy
TTSTer o @A @, SRR ATed % e ush QU et S S 817

TR Ao 7 forar @ f “gaelt 7 () 1 I S Ferhar & RIS § e Sl
o, 98 dwad Uga W off TUa T I on | Safs Sr A U S A § SR o qe
Teh ST o1, TS Tga- © U8cl &1 @d &1 Sl 911" SR o siehrd WeA-udea ot 3.1
b = ST SRR § TSI W e TieiT R | deqa 59 fav H 3 Ty sy
- TSI F U SR e a5 A AT R & S # 9R § T et gen o |
Hehraeh AT o ISV Bl T Ha1 21 fohg g3 eneEd B b e 9nd & R A %
forgml &l HI]-AH 1 3a1 geH I e ¥ gam!”’

T <jfeh SEA ool W Sedl 8, SHeTY S Al YAE Sereiiet SR 7 S g,
St foh STer-=R Sl % fo sreeier e & | 7 o St ST SfEehuT # e qo 39 e
T % 7 H o€ 5T & T o 3 S 3fvd 89 ¥ e s ©@ £

T SGOT GRE % T SEd TR TR FA T S ® 1 1986 H T S Fer
ART G2 2009 F TEA T T M A€ o €9 H 36 [ IR a1 71| 3HH 3239
o foh T &I H FGHOT T Tdhd G T AT oh STeT b I[UTERAT bl U I T X GG S|
T IR Bl T 27 S -9 esied Fudt 8, = aRd i T T4 o =ifvd e
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ST T 81 3T o # S 2014 H TP WROW T w=Hon 9l # dew i o,
foreT 3evg T farefietor” wa T WReur” 911 3HH IR S a9 T 9-

(1) H=dl Wa STeATfeeh Harst I Wi

(2) T TH-HeH Td wafeRuifad & H9

(3) Form-feriosii wa fRrerenl 1 H=r e

(4) AB-HIHTEE Td SRS H HEA|

St BT e & it W SedE % R T g & i i e e
R Ffar gt =i we e farera ife s fomior qem S fharae g =R, i T
3T 1 W&Y § 95T TF |

STl TG T Sl Feciohl YRA GLhR = ST TH1eE, a) foeh wd 77 Seeqor
TG IR T o e & T # UE 3R Heyqul sed g ¢, e 2037 Hg
FAC 7 o T THE 2 Whed ToH T Fior 3 iia fobar &1 Afeh 37t 7 wgon
foreoT we T o SeTe # ofufer guR T faw @

T =g fovarg © fo6 7 o ufemar s gftem s % e 7 s st ¥ &
QAT ST ghft, T G sSfa 7 @1 wdifep T &t uferrar & forw -t # e &
TR &1 7 | W07 %o § Tehel & 1T g7 SToHT Sa T5fd, 3719 TR, 79T Jreie
ed-Ared, MeAcrs 3 Tipias IRAY % T ATehaT ¥ Fua 2 3 39 2 qef
- B T 9 R S @ st 2

skskeoskokosk
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Tt W Aferenar Ua smeatfedehdr
TR HHAR BTt

TSI § AferehaT i STYATET S A7 7 YA S I8 fagE & v fereie fag
& b 7, 3R A FT @ Fop W fafere awi % fargrt 7 oo foledt wa o A ©1 Sl
e I b1 %9 ¢ Trgol IR Siae sTeAfeashar 3R Afthar 99 qedi § = W
¥ Haa g Tl @1 Afdehr 3 seAfeahdr % T ot @ v & fRd f 3w A 7
fepit of spret H T foreft off WebR 3 Troiifoieh WrHITSh S YMEeh =aee § 7 o Sasre §
T & e SR T & wfes § e gefe fpar ST w2

foreq Tifae URewd # Wewem TRy SIS § GHad o ST 91 S dol-
foree 3T qreifoes foram-famet & =l fopam 1 3o AmRes <t e fafte 9di | T T
&1 T P R SHF WE F ST § 9T o111 3HH SHed B g FF gedl § A HeieA
FI I BT AT T IHH ANRE Hidedl o1 Heil Seersd T fohar qud SEhi & T
SIS I A § SHR R & S e wr=areti & faee 91 379 9 % 37 ER S &
Ao TTeg T ST T Tt g o

T Y H UTveTe fomRe WSt SN o] 1 Scoi@ WS 81 Wiel IsHiaene i
feremer 1 € ST WHar o1 TR V@ H SThARA F e S TSHIaenE W LA &
TSHITT &1 39 Ffeeme €6 o1 $1 W@ 7F AT 374 ST 4 I8 7 A har
el o STTAR Frgut Teiifd Afeebar W SR 81 =T 1° g 39 foodia emeq forva &1
T Jeell fomma of R Teeifaema &1 Hifaeme § gaor oTen 71 37k W wor fHar
fop T e Tamem €, gufere fiehar & faeid st Tsfaeme § qR 96 6 S gkt 21
T TSITaRme § e &l 9o BT & S Hl TS-ITrens 1 fIar s H &

1. MY BH, Teig W 92, sARERE fTvafaard, saReEe

2. Barker.op.cit.99
3. Will Durant: story of philosophy, p.20
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TS YW BN 51| R SAEH H1 a8 TR g & T i Afems § gaenon sweg
& TSI o= 1 T a0 A o1 f9 SeEe 721 dfcsh A SaNTaeT STam 127 a7l

TSI o & § Famgw Ao  gHi-Rue farem & o 6 a1, W= 98
o H TS Y YUSH AE BT 2| I WA w7 off fRd 9 5l w0 # o ek
TSR P T AT 8 12 T T 3R TE Y § Yo ¥ o SR Afhdr # gas B
aret frgT i SfAwfad H F1 5 Apaaet B 9 g 1° dfaraet % AT w 7o @
T Bl GEE0T 3 STH ForR 3T &, Safeh Aferehl b1 ST FIoA Sl Afdieh Febrg
21 37d: 3TYT H 9 N F HNUT & TsT 3N Ah H TH WY A0 W@l S Gehell | 37: T8
Fedl € 5 Usa fopel Afcieher b & ST S BB 9 HI 7, T A al Al g I AH
aTftes, ¥ e At fede 8

AT i 3R g9 T T H Uo7 e # o (At avde) @ ated e
w1 21 g o qeft ant o wri el el % gt § o & A Frdw gute 9 e o A
T faen § 1 IeRR efyd S 1 SR T o1 e SR Ay onfk et § wen
T & BT Teh 3T WA A1 21 I A 30 H 3 ¥ 3T TeER  gRyut |,
uftieh T SNeEa™ ¥ T Sfiad Bl A1 & T | AR 1 qorhel IR I TS
HST § T 3 THA G off 79 FoA F Yy I 21 IR F A w@iigr oo # qroes
F 3o AET F IHG FAd-Ted 5% gaq & THY HeRie et o1ae uelt 3 9 wredi %
ot § @ S & 918 o SThdl @ 379 WM Fd % W1 3T 9 9l | U ST H Afb
FEER 3R oW & T oA 1 e et 9gf 9t b 3R ge ¥ ferd g1 s
IR T 3GHL 5 T ST I A M & 3 3% I bl Fad § e 370
F ot A T & o R Fd § g 35 3% ad 3T T & T 2 S a1 N 2
FffET fEaT T ST TEoT e STihR oL 2 &, FHifeh 3h SO 1 SqH s
Sl et frerdt| T 3T o i sTeiensi 1w Wi gE SR @l oIk g "edE
Fied | et it o g HEUMIUl ST H0T SN AT R T WHhreT a8t @

Quoted by sabine:op.cit., p.84

Sabine, op.cit., p. 341

Maxey, op.cit., p. 132sss

T T : B FFeTET T AT 8/10

A wbdhpE
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F et 81" TR 3 Wefteherss Vet § I8 e 7 o @Y g o Afos A g7 4 K
TS+ W@ o 31T o T8 Brel, THAT TS 6 &9 7 ARAT FHST A i 3701 322
T © 7 {6 gate

T a7 & el T HES I 3T TTd g3 Tehlcd H=aaTg & ST Saaret
IqEAT S Ped § 6 WG ORI 1 Uge TS AW 2 | 3R " ¢ 6 adig T
T B U R Tl A Fer T T R, T T T A AR T AT AT, TS A A
NS o1 T AT e o (Afeieh TR e Io) % SR W F1 B 91 a9 331
2 5 39 ol i e o 3R T B e e @2 dEel it gHeh ST ad g4 hed &
fep et A1 fopelt 3 e & et St e & 3 fram 42 T €, 3 o e § wiey €
TUNT 1 99 3¢ @IS o1 8 1 e 31 3§ IR & F S7a gt ¥ e e o foheg R
- ST eref Y erfer 2 et 3 TRER THEEr B T AR ol o o Al T & forg
TS UH TS & STavashal Heqd i T S g¥ o STIET 3R0T S areli d & HL Toh
I 37e o YR W R HA AT P VS T Fob | 37 o 3R ST 1 387 gal,
¥H I AN HUM AT {07 T8 12

MY TRAT ToTiferes a9l & orf 3 Aferebar 1 Torifd § T T F Golg
T 5 FETCHT T Bl ST @ | 3781 TS 1 SR 33T g 39 F1:%anef ofih Tyam e Afeiehen
& T R T | T o 3H a3 Ter gd Torifa 1 o S Afdehdr it v "
1 o1 S Tomifa I Witk o a9 Wt FT T T qAT1° e S 1 foEm or fb
TSI T 3719 & SH-HaT S1gaT SH-hedT § 3 3R aeh e 6 Rl off e o we-
HANT G AhRd s S W eanfenss Ant gt T8 fohar S Wehall 39 5 4
el et § Afqe 3R seAfenss wodt Bt i A €1 e Sff 7 e R e B
foret & foTe s1eres s/ foha | 39ahT 3¢ forwams o fo6 e =afth &t 3foss goat & Afee fagi
% s IRA Fa1 © 3 37 At A faen fewgman @ S A w9 9 3f@ 21 & o 1 qeifa
T HaEeT a1 ST @ 993Uk SATsh IR T 3T €1 5 IR ol Afds g ®T1 9
g, a9 Torife H Infiret =afth 59 A 8 ST § b 9% A i 9ol o oI 1 e o

1. TRYRA 3994 36-27

2. GihdnaM.K.: My Experiments with truth, p. 591.
3. Pro Ramchandran : The Man Gandhi, Naipatinkara : Madhavi Mandir, 1983.
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2 3 e @ Wi g S 2

e gehishd 1 SATHR T 81 A &1 Fie SUHIhEe] gi¥ehivr ¥ ifavr ywifam &,
Yo ARk S T Sy ST HTAT FrE 8| TSI $HY ST 7 | 3T TS Tt
a1 & foru 78 Sifiqg @ it Tar & forw & <1 W 7| AR Y & 9 | A R asae
P U T ST AT AT S @1 R, W BET SR S A A1 fe Tt we R 5=
B B A A S A e s S s e B S e
ST & 1 3T Y TSI b1 I &1 S T Hgea U HRT AIGHA 37 e & | dearat
YA St 3 el o1 6 FagTada ae RagTade TSI # SHe 817 ST adee §
TSIHIfer T Aferebar & X AN I T Fedqul HRUT R e 81 TSt S fagidd
g ST @ a9 Tt gof FRIE o7 ST &, Rl 3239 Shael 3R hae a1 g@ & g 21
oRfRafoell @ a1 I T I WAl s T R ST e, gHeTe T # A &
ST S T % AT el s IR SMEea &

Aftear $w from w@ fagia R Ff @ S aorifas gwest &1 s 98 SR
O gfEehT § g # g T et 81 e g s fabey gear Sl § o T
e 1 & 8 Forgen o oRfefedl § g1 dea & T swarel & Tahd &1 9Reda fia &
T gy =Afe % Afeeh T eAcsh S o UfRe: SEar @1 T Fed € “H & A
fep aeferes forem oraw &7 § & & e § e TfefafEt § of 59 fram & sifeafe B
2 1 fershar g WA a9 A & fei i A w8 et s oed & Wiy 98 Srer-
37T &1 Wehell 2, SHITT 91l Ush SO Afeieh AR U rerel @ dl = 379 ¥ SToNT THIT & fofg
HrerT 812
SUHER

TSIt H ek Goat 37 QremT 1 AfEmar SR STeAiHtoT shich ST 3 R
T GABE SR AT Bich U QTIfor, Toiifees 3 3nfde Se s = e aq=ag &
T feaa! 4 30 Wedl Fa o SR gHt % SMUR W e &1 SifeT Giem | 1S IR &
T et g srefeass s geeli & forw wRe 3 3R 2@ W8, SR diash qieh <o
e 21 (Our most valuable and most instructive materials in the history of man are
treasured up in Indiaonly") A= 3t # gar Tad gogar iR Tad Y gl et
AR % H9 A | §F oG b 7 shel SUFh 21T foh Aferehar iR anmeatfenehar 1 o

1. Anantha T.S., Gandhi Hindi Swargj : ItsAppeal to Me "Gandhi Peace Foundation, New Delhi
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Jrferer TRUeT | TehTed AHEETE eht SUTCAT Al Targeour
@ Tt gy

e AT ERT WAuIfed TehTe HAgare’ ureened deiard! sAfthare & gferoT
R AT THSEIE & 3RO F T il ¢ | oiarg 3R THISEE FI S-S
BRI § T g3 7 2 SRR e 9 S[eT € S wex et F WAtk w81 o, o,
FTH R T F IR FgqUl YAl B WEEIHS §Y ¥ WG & AT AR AT T 2
SIEATe SIS & SR, 34 9N SRl & e v, witash, 9fE ik e @ o
& AT F T 9 g1 THH AHaaE S TehEE g Sfuied 373 a3 quet
feieepl & gfEhioT & STAIfm 81 ifed dHeare Surear™ & SFHR TY I Hiehfas e
& OfRTEIT R TIferefieT TS S YA 1 g W gU AR SR wrver A # den
T AT 3TIRET B | 3% ST Nfafed a9 STBTETdr TEpf 1 forier sheat & | 98 ud
F gerelt & AT S wamgel e SfH % fagid &1 e F 2

dfed deaTe ST F 22 § 25 30 1965 H YIE # IR wmor fw, e 9%
g Sfauifed Thicd Hieadre 1 9R=d ferdr @1 dfed dedre Sureae 3 @S § @e
(3fr) 1 TuTe fopam| 3 R § gyt wid e St oA S v R H Sfa
F W HN | IR T EEHaSH T o eI Sfael gSIaR & AU! Sl I AR
feFaT | THIET AFEAIE % 3 F Heayu fIgia g, s, T g &7 § 7o
YT 8 1 T SO Wi TRGTT H UHH Hgae 31 ST 1 e F 8
Jiferen UREeT 3R Tehtew WTHEETE

THe qgare | (e 929 disds, S, TS @, dfvas vifd 99 3=
SIS Sl TEATYAT TR T AT & | 3T T et o SFHR =it 3k Tt # sfafifea
Her 2, fobee] U AIMEaTE o I9i % STER aEd: HIFE 3 A § T 7, e 3
Tqa &1 99 I ST AT AME TG THS I Gty 21 98 T & Hequl

1. INY BT, 3R der, oME.uuE g, snften fafeeren sentian, et
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ARHT &F &9 F Friie ¢ 3R AMG & 5N & GHS A ardfas @Ey 1 quid: et
Bt 81 T TR Io9 b I Suh ugfedt & died W el 7, S R vafedt # wed
ot 39 ¥ # ST g9 W STEEed 81 W R T fod 1 faee oRefis §9 9
3Gl | UehIcd WMadTE o STIaN, A & ke ol Gafifior fer eyt 2
Vifersh URGYS § UHH HHAETR 3 gyl 1 STTH0T L g Sifereh areet § shifdenrdT

GREA 1 Fehel & | SH TRl bl Srecieh S W g el 2 f SN g ferdeas
I Gergare S O F ok @ § 1 STARBE GEH 3N Aol HEH % 39 SN F A U
T o o T8 T @ vt e T S @ w e 2| g & 39 a) § af fmi
3TN A e S FeEyul gell i STEger o W 81 wifte ®9 ¥ Tuwar & & 7 |
e a1 3ifew 39 A foren @ SIR seAfeashar & gf¥ehivT ¥ gR el 81 T | S Heph
IR e SRIET 1 3199 & W@ 21 Gmee g # dfthar 59 Raft W s s -

R TereA S 1 ifaeh Geg S A,

T AIEAT T F R 3GH e ?

TEY fava T ST 919 & 79,

e X H R Aa & @ yawnl ATy - giEeed 9 (e 39)

SFbIGET T H g St gell 1 39 FehR AR fhar o @1 ? 6 39 e

P TE=T 31T 3T & T 7 | e Fefaeig w9 § o6 9 amead 6 g 9 fafean & am
 Haife foper S o7 o St @ w, e 3 g at =t Syul faa # gemme 6, sw
wfes g e S 3R 3R 87 AR T St @ frefafad dReat e $ g
AT Hepfafad uRftafodl &1 oRem & Sted & qe SeEl & e & &6 forg
R HA &

g &Y Al 3T gl A STl 39
T T g9 gEd B 3 @ E 8,

0 g9 st 9 off s § € e S e ?
g WAl 3 wifq @ g7 o Feft s @

Sifereh earen # qRed g & g9 WiE 3R WIS &1 Hear S Hehd & | THIH
TR % I B g Sifereh sAeer § STunTe YR Bl heuger S Tehd © | S it @
2 foren =t AME % foIT weegut A7 T 2

a9t 7 fomn T A9 A I
EREGERIGER LT
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o gl g TR
TSV GITTAR-T | AR Hifd ¥dh-13

e & e 1 9 S @ S qee ud 9y # #E 3R T @ S e
TS T ST VIha shr T, Sreereergul 3R et ferehrg @ 1 e weh U ergen
YA @ S 9ME % AR 3N G e § stferd areReT s fmfor s 2

TSI AHFAE & HGid i ST &7 el &l aTersh o St o §qUl o &1
YR o1 bl & Al I8 THIST Hl HGUl 37T o Teh | BAR 39 H Haa § qodi i Joar
& St W 21 gbiaEt # @ T § g aret aRadql g URue qod aeR B e
ferera e faam @1 emyfepientoT, SarishtoT, fAsfistor SiR qeecistor i gt % HHoT 39
| SN WEAT § 3 Hewaqul UReddd T § 1 ST THS H W 3R
difvrard yafy off 9ue % THey BT STeel ISR W F H 3w g1 Siie,
TYNEHTOT 3 STHBATENE! Tepler o feovm wratie anffer qRftgfat i s fohan @ e
ifaerardl gfEhoT i fasfad fhar 81 Wi G5t & o TeETe HEHi 1 STIHUT Hid
T oA 9 7 wMEe qedt i faega o e 81 adee 9 | =fe § g, 9y i
ferver & s QUK § S[e &1 Sfaesdr i 39T i & 8|

T foremie, Srnfie oi aTiRare & fEdr 3 =Afhardt gfvenmT i fawn fear 21
S o, W, S, S, S9Er % A W e Bl g gy @ et geid @ @ e,
ST hetard! 9 TerTaare! ST sl THHAl Ja & & | 78 e & foh 311 & vl
& g § iffs HEIA T 3G T TER YUT, 3 TS AT B Aoy Jay fopar @ e
YIS o TP ferehre o AT ofereeg g3 8 | AR epta Y fergioen 2 5 el weerard
FfEhIoT &1 T & T 2 1 g A agRafe #§ uRRafret st afed 81 S e
T uRadd R & fomnfeli & weew auwE, favd a9 Saugia Seea & o fohar st
Tl 2 |

TSI HHadTE o i i Sare oL gq e 3t gfi & e afites § wwgt
o €1 forers o foenffall & 39 9 AR P 9o HT G B TR e st
wfafefert grr fernfefali 3 =f fFrmfor o ot 31 =ifew) frers &1 aeler 2 35 o fernfefal &
T Afeqsh § Gl Tt S dyeEerE, Sifaare, GimerE, Sl s S gEe &
T TP S Ia wransT 1 e w1 fafie wemeEt & Stea-afa & i, e
o Zofi & weeyul IuSi S fFEee, Wi AT i vl Far | At gt &
ferarerm-fergaioon s fermnfele & Sar gfvsior & fasre dvwa 81 e femnfelai # wibaitis
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Tl % A AT ST L SAHATE, RIS I Hehiot AAIGRT HI T B Febel 2|

dfeh ereATae Viftrs saer @ ol @, or: sreAgHt H famell vy & wy A
qRafid T B HEd SAETTASA & | TEATS W H GEHi H WA Gl &1 g8 37
Gl o1 Fomfer @ 3 39 TikHfae T i 37IuoT s § Heed e 21 qd Jerepret
3 37:aT W0 Bkl H STEATI HITUT o UIShH & TRET 36 YHR FfHd g =T
forgd =afth 3R T & Tee 3R Ao THRT & i =Afth sl Sfasrgar & fawa & fafay
3 F |

THA AHTaE & fgia Tt aRevd § 7eid Fifie & | T uHgas &1 <9
HE % YUl Afthe o e i TATAR A 2 SR aE: 7 o G § He feh i ge
& ST et & T g

TRICT T T et - e % Hqul S F T & s H yehe fHAT ST Febell € iR
vz ¢ Hfershar” 1985 H weq fohw T ¢ feve At awames § war - 219 w9 #F G
& forw 28w U fven A w6 fwior e @ S fefr, stea sk ts Ees 1y & i
FTH 1"

T AEER § ffed Sew adue 9Hg # qemen, sfoeeies, ifaeard 3R
Sfeet She & faumfodi & savd 1 3 weqe e 1 e # e & 59 deew &
S T B T R S e, eifedt e aRemtel § g €, Che qeearE &
T 1 TR e 9 A S B

skskoskokosk
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Tl WIS okl dTfedeh TageIsuT

11 forar-fors A & ST A9 H W A T AR § G TS H fAva g s
1 A W& A | 3T: GH § W B VAT AT EI SR A & W Tk N arrerehen
I off Tz T
=R JqE A -

1. refardy - o a7 ydfardl, ' WUt i & T qEE @ 9o SHh @it e
o o W 1 HF FHR H AL Hl TS AR I IR FAT & 379 THH il
THAT 2| 9% STTHR 9 I Tt o faior sedfa % R « g =y

2. Uit - 77 Sfam 1 wrgef wee Torifts e o S § & wwew ¢
T TSR 38 § & Hepf, Asted aan sreify o e e 2|

3. HAATEl - d9q a1 Aeed 9 91 Haerel @1 59 YHMS el i A8 |,
Fife e ASTed A1 W § 9T a7 At 81 9% vt S7u-370 Heted o Tl % STER &
AT T oA 37eram St Pl el e 8, 39 R T a9 ea-Hiddl st S
ST & &9 # fogae 21

4. HEpfeedl - o o Gepfaard 21 39 favarg € f 9Rd & S # wWew
T HEHHT & 1 3T ST T Y T8N W b & g Sefed g AR | A gHA
Qe & AITET HEHld I ST foren @t 8w e & g @ S 7 i 9nd § agd
ECE
AR S Wi -

e St b SER 3w AR i @t faeEar # Jafy g ey vsdl S 3
feparm 8, fobe Wi bt # off 9 =R yafert sufte of | 398 § U wgfa B & 9 W g
T S % IS B AEUE Al 2 | e, 3red, s, dier § =R sghat @1 o dwpta @,

1. 5. Tpa, Fafea s e, IRg (78 i)
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37 fifaes Sue I, FH TS STHRNST o q4T AT TReAfhd SA HT Uieeh 971 g5 e
1 & G F MUR =T 8, FEfH 3 S & gAY U9 GeH e @7 §; QAT T
TERA HIT H ¥F I TERe g I g8, 79 Wl A | el
SedaTgfiy T = Sfeawgoify 7
TAied T HHYE W: g: foh T A0 | | FETRA, WU 94 5/49
a1 ST s &1 & A& e 1 o it e § @ |, g o i s w1 gu
%21 8 o6 “adswgea frsag fafs @ a1 Rl e qen aRelifees Seft wre &1, @dt o
21 =g o ffyea ol o1 oo 7@ 81 Refiea & forw ot 9 o w1 o1 Y& fopar & St
T o forw fe gier or, qem Her-fator stear WA it T Gree g o, Sefs o &
SN Ul OIS ot SROT 991 39 S T UIeH BIaT 971 THITY 66 i AR T 7-
“URUTTEHAEE o1 gRad ¥S: 1
ST SRR aTet i iy Sl T 3 v §, fee 3 s o TS
TS 3MfeAs HaT I qUid: T L 3 & | TSIETE S A HI AqaH FI SRHR I
I TSfcieh SAfcheal shl Tl 3799 i § foheg onffer wat enferss 3fF § 9 o a1frss fom
& B | A AR ST B AT FH S § A ToHITAaTd! ST SR TG a4 3
€, UAET g T SFAERINGE, TR SR Gl € S &1 3 ek Al i ye
Site & 2 fergioar @ o gud St % Hiferh deal X Al SN {2 ST €, W 9 ol e
& Ty | TS H WT WAl 81 5 STER A 1 WA H Yoo &F § e g
gl

I YRA H S F G § A Y Yo e AT F T T T 3w
S ST S A ARE F) AR T % A T G 39 S &
3 & gt e @ off &9 3o R ged € @ 58 Tiepfas 9w ud e YU Sed
Y AT B & YTl 2 el €, Tt svern o<t o 7| SuE o v gHenl 39 € See
TS U w2 | 37, F 3R Hiet & faadd o i s e 3 96 & G W @, SR
& ¥ W el T TP THREWA F FH TR FeIe TehaR yebe fhe 2|

I &H 379 AT H 3R W 1 SR aRdfeeh g5 ST S 6 &nd & gav
2| STH oI e e B wehe off gaN A1 39 WeHfa S W & M & om wa
T TGl 1 5, hael TSiIfeh waadl o fore 781 o1 foheg wfier o & fow & «m
AR om0 T T T T S S & o & &1 aed 7% ¢
TSI b g5 Sita | Hael g@ F1 HROT A AT &, S Gpid Frgui siaq & 21

The Journal of Indian Thought and Policy Research / March-September 2017 / 116




3T 9RA § U HEpfaarg, f5awpfaas q91 9g-Spiiam & 9 § o a7 fa@rs <
| U GEpfaardt ard # fasfd s & IR Tepfa o eifae A € q9n o Sepfaat
& fore St ferdell § A § 37 &, SMavas gugd @ % 98 A §Epid § el & |

T a1 qRA H Tqudar & GHfat &1 e Hdr @ q97 S I W S A
T 8| e o gt wa &

g TCpfaard 9 o & St o1 S Forslt HEhfa A § o 39 9 B 39 ST W
AT 1 SR I 5T o 311 H T & 6 ofd § | ST Ud AISIE R yqad
T g9 ot & €1 3 ard H Gt wdl § AR Sl & 3r@ve Y i a9 TR Y 9|

39 T FHR o A B TG HROT AR & I T T U Sfed T g
Tored, TSIt St srdHife sere Siee & 21

HeET Th TP AT & TH § ook THey 377 31 1 5 E 8 TEHH &
FT ST B F BRT I JRAFAT bl T T b X Tehd ¢ | 9 T a1 G 7 STIH0T
Fh A1 1 GSaTg Fa € H TE A TSl a4 Tt qonarg i i FEr =med
21 o1 STH T FHR Pl GRS, B gU o 39 I 1 G 7 7 2 6 37h 5 qRe
STEAT 1 ARAT 7 T &1, 37 Sl 31 S STEvaehal ol I 2 o T Gepfaaraai o
T qof TeanT fhar S, Toft 89 TN SR dva ¥ @ @ bl adr Tp-fasea S e
st I ek T |
TR T o Tk Hifereh Jat-

T T S 9ol 9 g 98 © 6 3 9Na & fue-fe 9t s e e
T €1 3% 39 IR ol WHR B O T 39 91 1 T & ¢ % I8 i g
YHR T & foard &M & 3| 9 T 31 9eq0l Yo 39 Yo foa-fore &7 ot &8
ThIZAN o e Tebal 3R HTET T1fd 3 1 & &1 2 | 376 Hedd quIuaeh gad ol Sl
Yo foam 8, fobeg St gt ® St St § o I wmadss & A fer arn R of
1 o e I, S o Ardfess Ael €, Hehe o U U, Fcsh SH TG o HId gL 3T
T TSIfdeh J9 BT e 1 T {1 71 & 3T 3T IRUM el & STt & &9 §
T

SR FEEe feursyea afi
Y TG WG A A I e |
TR QUSRI WRAGS  SARAT H Al 9 el e & Ael AU TR IR
Tepfaue off of | g7 9fr 99 TR T A T TR § e T2 o i S e
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T ST F S TY 1 TSR 62T | TFT SN TohTeHeh HEpfa 31 ST STERGA Fr=2ard
N 1 T B, ST ol GHEY S@US AR VS & A & Sl B

9% forw ariRg & yae & faer wd “ush wg fomm agen aefa’ # w de
T BT SR TP F THeT B ST S0 A1 & T8 GRS At B SBT3 g1 I
T femd g & Seed 6 afk fwet fAud o T § @ 99 o S @ st # e
I H T T I o1 IR, 319 371 I FHSN WHR HL T ALY, AL il &t
& T e i T TE A BAR S I 3R I F g &, TY H FHi 3R W
ot sfaget 21

TR Tfecashii = o T 1 THAT 1 0T BT URE TgTbL S THI b T
Sufterd foham €1 THET 3R WEIYRA gAR ¥ & Wifeed I 31ed Jwf &4 T | a9
3T FwT o1 =T 3nest % w9 ¥ U¥ F G SuRYd g1 QT 39 THA & GHIS B qdur
g & s Tt 1 wrEAet o & ufafa o g 21 5 3 e

AR AT HhIEHS: |
w@-w 9 fe, gfer gemar: ||

3H % WM & A AR I WEd T H & Ao S 79 T @ @ o
Trquf 97 ok 379 HH § HEcTehien Sl 3 fRI i U | ure oA | At wegul e
7 310 TR Rl # WiieRl & AT9GUe § A9 A1 Thdl o @ § S ardl 37 HEhri
& 3T Sied § T ) ok gegel 9Ra § uwess fa-Aifa, fem-suem sk
AR H GI¥ g2 | 1 bRl 5 gHN AW U=l S S fear| e @y 9eqef ara
¥ U o g fRi SR % e H uRady 2 gy off IR ST # W i THeeb
I I @

TH YR Yoish & § Y Y ST H FaioT e g3 91 9% 3= derad o |
AT F T BR ¥ A T BR 7% Hell g3l qrqul farg A T faRem w99
Fejed T gufead gebt, STa ol Tt T aRyuf g1, T TEhfd & STUR W ergvs TE
& b T H T T

ST Yo ST 7 Tea & Sfae T, 99 & @ & gt a5 qol w9 9 2
T She § fq@ & S | Fed-ged ool @ A e Sfsd fhar sam w@ee ae
ST 8 1 36 TR TS B A U @4 g1 =R quft ‘eI & Sfteq @ 7 et =fard g
gl

G o TN TH T &1 ST off U AT B, I URIehR BT TI gAN
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TreA BT e | SE o ST &H STUH HHwAiail Sl THIEM X Gebdl, 37U <9 H gy a«
S % @ 3R T F T bl | 39 ST F TR & g7 TP SH-o § Tael gemd
T, TN & 919 TaT B Wbl | 39 FRafa & 3% e 1 Swon fentt qon 39 o S Sre
T Ik SiTe T b R S § 39eh! S i @ e |

A | 30 AT SHdAE e e g @1 S # With 3R e aHied,
TIhea, THINSTh THIAT 3R Sk FIeh=iohauT T ST Tl T &1 | 3 Faieh! TfEwferd
fspel & 86 U UHT SiieH 39 STCTe U Tebi S 3Tl oh & Fenardl § 86 e &
F U | 37 3 FhE off 99 § (R FgeEae, aHaaqem St 3T 8 441 a8, fheq T8
THUT T GG S % FTET G 3R 1 H T 318 Bl TR HL T |

7 T T e @ S Sie # foER S o 39 gwet # T siear ofig
U Se &1 Th T AR ST AR BT 81 WY & 78 wweren off 9wl ot el fo6
femgrar adH Ao S 1 foelt @1 o SR 7= 57 9 @ ST 39 S % aTEy
gl

TR GEHfe & HH A1 1 1 Feie T 2 T 8 | 96 G AL SUET a9 e
% § o I HET FaraR fHerdl @ | 519 AT Sish AR 1 Shoied & | Tieh SA7th i 5 i
T T T MG B 9§ Heie 2|

GHISETE 3N dishdd aFl 3 & JFe o 9ifds @Ey SR EIHae W/ g 39
S Bl fhar 21 ST T S o T A AT W ety gt €1 a & e
AT SfT=RT & R 81 73 § | TRUITEsy Scqre & |igE & i, Jiee HeanT 3K
I STATIHA h SR Fel fohall ST Tl & afesh 3Tt FefeeT 2= o STER % U8
@I 21| IcUe 3 hi-gd g #, R 39 fFEmr @R =afh g/ 8 Stger U9 g, "EE
% T ARG B AT 3 ST 8 1 AR g A F FA W B 2 g 39 Wl
T ¥ b HT B

T # oft Yofiare R waISTaTe ®1 o b W 8| ardd § g favd & S g
I SferesTan A 8, SHeH! 1 gAR Fef 8 el | SR el @ f foreh & o ardsife e
& Gost &t ==t S3MT fFRds i Fer 81 g S S THEel & 3 aw =R

I &9 Tew farveroor st ot faars we {6 @i 3 <61 S gof RO T 2, S S
STCTT-37 T & | 370: 89 I8 WS b U el ¢ ? XL bl aTedTereh HIOT SHGET &l T
21 I & S ST @1 0 ARG 3 § 3res e § off qge g hefl 2| HHIS #
Tesh TR SR SR e et 7 et s =afth gy & T 8, W 3H e
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QRO W ST S0 ARG 37 937 @ Al el g0 o 7 1 o T 1 & of A quers off e
T 4?7 el 3R 3T I Sfad § ToF A F TRa § gfg # Fwt st 7 aN T 3G A
T 3Tufen o o foh e oI TS T o AW o 9 g e &t 8 | g gfy 9 fsh et
Qreifen &5 o T 7t 3R 2 T A1 TR B 5 Az g e el & § wd '
e HIAT & T IHh TIF T 5T HI A 931 I W L T el ? 370: gHR &M FAh
Pt FHlF-AET FI S T K5 1 AT o7

T g3T I ? ARG T SR e I A1e e W SR fera ) fsffa saeen
% T T T 0 T T Ak o 3T A 9l o foeM H & TE W)
YT BT B ATt U T & STaera fohar T T fAmfor it ASFd s aTelt | 39 qe
T e o o6 A F W FF H F L& 9 Gobal 21 SEi A B RET WY &
T AR T T ofaE F SR § Teh TH 0T 1 shedl i = & o o [I9s
“anfefes FE 81 I8 had U houA &1 MBI Ak 7 TaT g3 & 7 el e Heft e
21 Wb foh AT &1 =18 I8 Yot &1 A HoigX, e g 31d i gfy § g a1 = ‘aref’
&1 foER Wt & FRr I W TS FE W 37 & AL & Thar| srefemE & frwi A
FUIE T AR AT SATER B HET S 1 ST Bl o 31fes 7w & i 7 37 afesp
ITY FHe! foreel gequl Ae 1 i few <1 gsiaTe @1 SMER AfE oNfde 7S W T
a1 3T WA TEY THSER - HHfeh T H HTIAT H T H T FbR A o |
3 THfed A F1 3fAeh SIS Bl TUT FIH H1 AT A @M | IHH Sad &l 37
STvahATe T SN X & T S saeensl § aqear & fER A8 2

T S AT B &1 3FE 9 FH e gu ff s v ¥ 38 7 59
fafersar 21 sua fafaemst @ R savas ¢ TR S 7 s feER 5 s age
fefarermstt a1 arifae fome Sd gU Ff SR THIHHAT H T Hal acl | Afh
AT AN 8| S TTeT-fRell, SAfth Wi A1 e SNOT S a6 B ¢ ol Sgeh e
BT 8, 3TN ST AT, 3Tk HR@HI § A T gU ARG BUST Hoigdl i T 7|
7 @ ArEl el "El 1 WA B AR S 81 vfh 9% 98 Ieeits @ A et
BT T SARE dd FAT @ S 2 | dofdTe SN gurerE at hesihioT o g § |
dSfare # 9R-4R g SRR SHa St SNt vt W $ ARl H TSR T
&1 ST 2 | 3R 31fE dofiandt I # S ag-ae i e 99 gu g, S o Rafy
272 a7t fofe s/Re # Antitrust laws s w8 €, 304 el off T €)1 @l SHawR At
& T T, el % WY g1 | 3N Wtk S Tod b gl § Wiod A gureens § off v
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& B 21 TF i AwCerd o & Bl 1 oRom & @ 2 e Fead g o @ 2
AT Faeensl #§ a7 P R 2 & O IRETe U W T 5 O ST W

S T TS-Uh SAfth HI [ARTA-TAfqed &l e § T 34 faeh™ & o= Ta1
FUT T T A H Fedt ol T g | THSER 3R gSiarg T A B SFawr & i
I 1 ISl 5 a1 ST | Th W0 Al i THIG HL 39 foeel H@™ &1 A5Gy o1 e
TN ESH o T W ISHE HUST A W@ &1 T AT A TH S S 8 HS I=ad
ToEll AR 3 16 TUS WIT| S Y % T o I g ARk i IR A4 1 o
2, ol @ o G 8 e i o 8 St S S A J4E e 8, 39 gure B
U & 3T U 16 A0S A B S €, IAb GA B & 9 T: 8 S0 b =eh F G WAl
2l

TG Sied % 9w Teeei i R o onfde & § Icred famer SR 39T &
T T e I L 39 T o &1 ST L | I8 STavash =6l foh 89 fagH o
QU ST Bl ST B TSI < | TS B G 3 Sl @l 3 Has Thd B ©
£1 T S5 HT T I SHATAST BT I AHET F b & oI F%r g

T fTT faenfvs sTefearaee F1few | RIEET & Sl T HT1 3 | I8 & 571 a1
BN, 31 & AT ST 9 HehM, TSI I fah g1 Wb, T T TR T 1 AR
T TR | Feish T bl SARBY: SAavIHaaii SN fFremareii 1 fam otk 3§ & 5 W
35 U7 1 T € Tehe 21 T8 faehfese o1 oeen nd & 99K 1 3 Geha1 €1 €9 9
feR & anffer fomfor s 3& X ) €1 o1: 7 e fashia stdorewar @t w1 # gy @
Tl 8 Safsh 3T WEE 98 S ST § 7 B U | Ak T IR 9 BREe i AT &
T A SY G H B G § 3G ARG SHieARdl Al &1 STk U 9gr 96y
FERAT T 2|
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g forer aR-a 31 2 o6 g Tee o € ? aTd H gR et o S I HRUT § e
7 2 5 & gl UgE ol a1 TRf @ drel GHI bl Ued 1 WE a1 e o 07 T 2 | AR
TEA TR % THeT Sieh BT, I8 TR Hikhfeioh Tl sl JoH T8 & | ot WHOT § 91l 9 1
TSifeieh ST 9T g2 of 7 Hef SRS 3 e o1, ‘T SIS heret Ysifiich T W g 8, 3
AT o foTT g% Ush A 9T g3 o7 ‘T, o 3T Sferar s SRum SR T wee
foreg &9 Wifoe gfE & o7 off warefie 8 € 3R g9 forw & TSt e & fow e o
f_reH | off FE a1 ST_re H g8 |
TR - s s e

rice : 150/-
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