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Order Sheet

IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH,
CIRCUIT COURT, HYDERABAD

Cr JalAppea No D 75of2020
t DATE ORDER WITH SIGNATURE OF JUDGE

10.01 2023

ivlr Shahnawaz Brohi Advocate for appellants
r Shahzado Saleem Nahiyoon, Addl P G

We have heard learned counsel for the appellants Javed and

Mulrammad Nawaz as well as learned A.P G Reserye for Judgment.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH,
CIRCUIT COURT HYDERABAD

Br-- fo rcI
tulr. Justice Moharrrnrarl l(.rrim I(hRr) ABlra
Justice N{rs. I(lusar Sulrana IILIs:rerri

Cr. Jail Appe l No. D-7:; of 1020

.laved ald another

'I'h.] Slate.

Appellants
another

Javccl ancl 'l hrough Mr Shah rrarvaz Brohi Advocate

Respondent Thc Statc

-l

Through Mr. Shalrzad
Additional Plosecutor

o Salccnl Nah iyoorr,
Ccncral, Sinrih

Date of hearin s I 0.0 1.2023
Datc ol ud ll! r 2.0 1.2023

JUDGMENT

trTOHAMMAD I{ARIM KHAN AGHA jail appcal
is dirccted againsr thc judgrnenl d.rte(l 05.lO.2O2O, passed by leitrned
Scssiol'ls / Special Judge for CNS, Hyderabad, ill SPecial Case No.2,:lg

of 2tllB, arising out of Crinrc No. 127 ol 20lB, registcrc(l ar pdicc
Station tshitai Nagar, Ilvcieraltird, r.t:rcler. secrion !)lc) oj' Control of
Narcoti. SubsLatrccs Act, 1997, r,vhereby Lhc aPpellanLs have becrr
convictecl u/s 9(q of CNS n (jr, 1997 and sc!tturlced Lit sLlllcr
implisonment for lile and to pay LIrc Iille ol Rs.200,a)00/ cach. ln case

of default in piwlnel'tt of Iirrc thel, wcrc or(1.,red t(r sufler sitrlple
imprisonment for 04 r[ol]ths morc. Bcnefit of S(.cti()n ilB2-B Clr-.p C. q..irs

also extenclc(l to the accuse(I.

2. Tlrc l)r'ief filcts oI Lltc llrosecLtLiolr c;rsc all.c Lltal olt 09.11.201g .rt
20OO hours, policr: party hcarlr.d by Slp Dili Jan ot atlA Cerrtre

Hyderabad, rvhile checkirrg tl'te velljuics ncar- l,'ilter plarrt I)olicc L-ltcck-
post, Hyderabad, silw and got stoPp.:d orlr: Iol,otir XLI Corollar Car
l.)carir'lg regis[tation ]\-o.ASB-31 1, con)]ng frorr Llrc sirle ol l-lyrlerabacl

city, lvhcrein two pcrsons we).e selitt,(I, u,ho on secinq p!,lice party trieal

to aull a!vrry; tro$cver, drrt lo sL)spici()l llt._\, \,,'erc aDlt r.r'it i::rc1cd. Orr

search ljeillg L:oltClrclccl l)y Pr)licc p,ul.,,, the\,.scrrrrccl 0-l hiLrgr-;rnr; ot

J.- 'l lris tr irrir:irl
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narcoLic substancc liorrr Lhe llrlcl o[ sh^]rvar of acc.sed ,laved as \r,cll as
cash oi Rs.l5O0/- wi,Ls rc,covcr.ed l.rorr the si.le pocJ<et of his shirt. As lbr
co-accused Mul-ranrmad Nawaz, complaiDllnL sccllIC(l 0.1 kilograDts of
Narcotic substance as u.,ell as Rs.2000/_ li.otrr ltis siclt. pocl(et of shirt.
'l'hc'reafter, sear.ch oI lhe albreurentioned c;rr rr,as also nracle and lurlher
'82 kilograrns of narcotic sLrbstan(:e *ere irrrn<r sccrlrc(r, \\,r.r)rrc(r i11 two
sacl<s, Irom iLs trunli (clicl<ey). ThrrtaIL.r., Lhc .or.ttr.itbaltd iterrrs, as
stated abovc, were sealeLl and the veiticle/car u,as also tal{en in
custody. Suclt llletno of aarest and recovcry r,vits trepeit.cd oI] tltc sDot l1l
presence of mashirs. Thr:n accrrsccl ancl casc propcr.ty u,cre brr)ught at
police staLion u,hcre F.l.R. rvas loclgr:cl lty contplainanr Slp Dili J.1I oll
behall of the State

3. lhrring investigation, InvestiglrtjI|g ollircr rc.o..led lrrl Cr.p.C.
statements oI the PWs. Recolcr.tcl n.uc()Li. strbslancc li,irs scnL ta] tr
chemical cxamitrer and J)osttivt chenlc;tl rrport ol Llrc saitl cotltrahan(l
/ sanrplt 2ts that ol Clraras wils rc"civc(I. ()n th. conclusiolt ol.
ittvestigation challan u,as sub rittccl ilgirinst thc accusc(l tbr ol.lirnce u/s
9(c) ol CNS Act, l9!)7.

-1. Trial Court Iiallle(l char-!le against !iccus.(l 11l lijx.:l u/s 9(c) ()1.

CNS Act, 1997, to u,hich, accusecl plc.1(1..1 not gllilty ancl clairnerj to be
rl-ied vide tl'reir pleits aL Dx.4 arrrtl 5, respr.ctivel-1,. Ar. rlrc trjal ProsccuLjoll
examir)ed PW-1 cerrnltlaiI,rz:rnt Slp Dili JrLrl :it l.ix.6, u,lro prod!rced
art.-ste.i cop) of enuy ol ciep.trtrLr., ntirsltirnirmd o[ arr(.st :rn.l r.ecovery,
roznamcha cnrry ol a.rivtll af police SLtrliorr ..lltd Flll .rt tix.u/n to C;
PIV-2 ASI / lvlashir Chrllirm Ali \r,iiLS L,xiut-rin{j.l at 8x.7, $,lto produce(l
lllashirnama of vardat uL Ex.7,/At pW il IIC Dilslrrrl Ali u/ns c-li lttiIlCrl :rt
Ex.B, througlr wholl the nat.cotic subsLnl]ca.,{,as seDt to tlrc C:hcrni.al
Exatnirrcr lbl its cxamiDarioD alld l.cport; pW .1 LO SIp S.til_rrr Rcltm.rn
Sahto rvas exa:nined ar E_\.9, who pro.luccd plloLocop! ol. Resister No.l9
alld atLesLccl copies oI er]tr-ies ol cief)lirtLlrr,, arrival onrl otltcr documcnLS
unclcr lvhich the carse wals irrvr:stigated aL Dx.g/A ro l.; oncl, Llrcr.aafter,
prosecuLion side was closed at Dx.lO.

5. Statements of accusc(l lvpre recor(lccl u/s :1,i-2 Cr.p.C. irt tix.It
atld l2 respectivL.ly. AccLlsed clcrryinll Pr.osccuLic.rrr allegirtions clirillt--d
their Ialse implicatioI] itr lhis aase. A,.ctrserl trcitltrr. cxaminc(i
tllemselves o oath in clispror.rl ol tl)e chiirgc rrr')r. le,l anv clclcrrse

evidencc.
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6. lt appears that at thc lirst inslance, afrer conclLlsiolt oI trial Lhe
case rras decided by learned llnd Aclditior)al Sessions / Special Juclgc
(CNS), Hyderabad, vicle judgment dated 01.02.2020, rvhereby both the
aforemenLioned accused \,',erc convicted under sectiolt 9(c) ol.CNS Act,
1997, and rvcrc sentenced to suffcr. R.l lbr ten years wit1.r fine oI
Rs.30O,O00/- each. The said.jndgment w.as irlpugned belore thjs Court
thrtrugh Cr. Appeal No.D-12/2020 (re: Javecl ancl aoother V. The Srate),
rvhich lvas decided vicle judgment dated 06.08.2020, whereby the
aforemeltioned impugned judgmeDt datccl 01.02.2020 ivas set aside
and the matter was remanded to tlte CoLtrt oI Scssions/Spccial .Judge,
Hyclerabad, with directions Lo pass judgment strictlv in accordance with
law after hearing the parties within a period oI two months. Thereafter,
the learned Sessions / Special Judge (CNS), Hyderabad, lreard thl-'
parlies and alter examining te cviclcnce available on record convicted
and sentenced the appellants as stated abovc, by way ol.judgment
datect O5. 10.2020 (impugned herein), hence this appeal.

7. Learned tt'i.\l Coltrt irr Lhc juclgr:rcrr,. (lllcd 0S.10.?020 llas
alrcadl discusse<i the evidertr:e it.t dcl.ril anrl tlr,.rr. 15 n,., nre.l ti] r.przlL
the same hcr'e, sr,r ars Lo void .lLlplicirl.ion iLncl unnccessirr.l, rcpctitlon

8. We have carcfully heard Mr. Shahnawaz Brohi, learned advocate
for appellants, Mr. Shalrz:rdo Salccrrr Narlriy<_ron, Additional prosccutor

General, Sindh and scanned the entire evidence.

!,. Lcilillcd advocatt Ior ilppellllnts lrrrs rrlltinl.,. conLr (lc(l lltlt
prosecutior-l cast rs higltl;- clorrl,Llul; riL:tr riesPitr (ltr 1rLr,:c ol incl(lc t
$,as located at bllsy spot, yet, ltrllle ir.ol.t.t lrLll)lic rvirs joil]ecl as r.r.rashrr lrr
attL-sI tlic irr'rcst and rccovc6,; lherc aire rnatcrilr] colttrarlicliorrs in
proseartrjon .-vidcrlce, hcncc it c:rrrncrt lrrr r-elit,rl upon; tltll as l)cr.

ProsccLltiorr c;lsc the narcotic strbsLirIlr:e \\.lls srDt t,:)i Circrriic.rl rLtr:,h.sts

tltrougll H(l Drlslr:tcl, wlriclr !,u,as ruUCivr.r(l in tlr(, oltj,1.o, (]iremi.irl
Dxaminer on 1.1.i I.2OlB rr.irlr rlelal oi 5 cl.rvs slric\ r,,,:ts LrrrtxJrlairr,-.rL

and hence taml)cl-iltg !,.,ith tlra case l)topcl ty d l.ng sLrr.h pcliocl cotrkl
not be rlllccl oLlt. lle iLlrtller rtrg,.rcd tiat tlle pio:;ccLlj-i() hirtl llr|:cl t,:r

provc salr cLlstu(Ly ol-Lltc riirr-cr.rLic rvltieh rviLs not .\,ei Irrodlt.e(l bcfol.e

the rrial collrt Ind as srrr.lr ltasr:d otr rrtrS,or.all ol-thc lLllcir.ving r.casons

the lrppelli.trrLs slror-rld be acq jtted ol th(, .l)ir,-g(' l,y b.-,in!l exter.tded the
benefit of 1l-re aloltl)t. ll1 supll()tl ol his conlctltio:[j, Icarllcd corrnscl ior

the ilppellan:s relied rrpon 1hc casr:; ol' eaiser and aDother V The
State (2022 SCMt< 16.1 t), Akhtar cut V The Strtc (20f -l SCI\4 ti Irr-t/),
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Umar Zaman V The State (2022 SC\,IR 2093), Abdul Ghani V The
State (2022 SCI\1lt 2121), Mir lvaiz V The State (2022 SCI\4R 21OS),

Ghulam Nabl Shoh V The State (2020 yLR 2127), Agha eais V The
State (2009 P Cr. L J 1334), Riasat Ali V The State (2004 I, Cr. L J
361), Qaiser Khan V The State through Advocate-General, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar i202l SCMIi :lri3) an(l Imtiaz Xhan and
another V The State (2020 p Cr L J 202).

10. On the other hand learned Additiorral prosccllLDr Gerleral Sindh
appearing on behall o[ tl]c State has lully slrpported Lhe irnpugned
judgment and contended that the prosecurion hncl proved its casc

beyond a reasonable doubt bascd on the evidcocc on record ancl as

sltch the appeal being without merir be clismissed. In support of his

contentions he placed reliar')ce on the case of Liaquat Ali V State (2022

scMR r 097)

ll. We havc heard the argumcnts of the lcarned counscl lor the

partics, gone through the entire evidence and considcred the relcvant

law including Lhe case law cited at the bar.

12. At tllc vcly out seL we noLc tltat in narcotic cases, orlu ol the most
crucial aspects of the casc is that the plosecution rnust provc s:1lc

custo(ly of tire rlarcotic ll-oln the ti]ne ol tts r'ec()vel1, rrrrtrl thc Limc r,,hen

it is sent hrr chcnrical exantinrLicrrr. If Lhe plosr.utior-l l.tils to do so

then therc is a possibiiiLv Lhat rhe niucotrc subsLi.1nc{r had l.:cc,I)

talrlpcr'ed \('iti'r belbrc it \r'as rcceivcd.rl tltc cllcr!lrcal laboratorv lirr its
examirration- ln srrch likc cases \,,/here rrnhr.ol<eD clrain of custodt'

cairfiot l]e proved i:y tlle proseculion llten thc r:hcrnir:itl rcport is ol'no

legal value. lt i$ noted that this is the view Lal(rll by rhc Su|rolnc Col]l-t

regardless of the amolLnl ol the recovcre.l narcotic !,,'hether small ot_

lar8c as the prirrciplc renrains r.llr salne. Irr tiris aasc tlrL :ll)pellunts

$,ere arresLccl by the policc orr a)9.11.101.9 r)r1d lio]]r cr.h ol tir(:rn,l
KG's rvcrc- recovered irncl lrom tlre lroor oI tllc citr \\,hic11 the1, s,erc

allcgedly driving 2 bags contai:rin1i ,i2 arr(l 4o liG Clraras resp.ctivel)'
r'l'as recovcred. Ar:r:ording to tl'rc cornplainnnt PW I Dilli Jll-r lhc casc

propcrty ltas hanclccl over 10 tl)c (lut-y officcr-i,1t the PS lv]rose nanre l1e

rlid not renlc[l1]..r_ and r,v]rose idenliLy r'cmains unl{no\e'n. PW 2 Gl]rtlzrrrr

ALi who is the maslrir oI rhe melno ol recovcry is ol uo i]ssistarlce i11 this

regard as irr his evidencc lie does itoL nierllion lvhi:re tlrc nirrcotics wera:

I(elrL oa wllo t)rey i,vere given Lo rrn',lleir rr'Lrran to tlr. PS. -i'licr,: is.r
malkhana cDtry dated 09.t1.:1018 u'hic)r shorvs rhat Llre case prulrL-rt\',/
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was deposited i:r the malkhzLna howevcr tl.te rnalkhana in charge WIJC
Munir Mangrio was not examinett by thc proseclltiolt to prove sai.e

custody and as such it rnay be that his eviclence would not havc
st-tpported the prosecution case. In any evenL thcre is no evidencc that
the narcotics were kept in the malkhana for 5 days lvitilout explanation
before beitg taken to thc chemical examiner by pW 3 Diishad Ali who
did not produce any entry shorviDg that he had taken the narcotica liom
thc malkhana to be deposited with the cherxical ex.rnriner and dicl not
even produce his departllre atrd arl.ival eDtries to this effecl.

1:l T1-tus, based on tlte plLrticular [acls artr] cir.cLllttst!ltaes ()1. this
crse wc litld tllaL tllc llr oseaurion ilas not Ittn alrle ro provc safe
ctrslody oI tltc nar'cotic lrom Lhe turc rlllelt lt u,trs r erovcreai ll.orn lhr
apperllant till the time whell the siln-ic \{ras senr for. r:herrical
exanrination as it appears that thc narcotic \,!,as llnaacoLlnte(l for Iive
clays cluring r",,,hicl L tirnc it corrld have ltccn taltpered \r,illt Lrnal as such
rvr'find the chcmicall reporr to be ol no lctrri value t() tlte pr.osecuLilrn in
proving the recoverecl narcotia.

14. WiLh r..g.lrd Lo tlrc iml)ortaltce ol r.lrc pr.oser:rrrion pr.ovlng safe

clrstody ol the rrar.otic frorn rhe time ol its r.cco,.,er) Lo th. time it \\,as

scnt fot chetnical analysis tllc sanle war sLresscd,/crrrphasizcd by the
Suprenrc CorUt in thc casc ol eaisar V State i(2o2 L SCMII 36:l) tvhich
helcl as under;

":3. We l@ue learcl tlrc leqnrcd attorsel lor tlLe
pctitiarrct'os Lrell .ls the lcanlecl A.l.litianal AtlutLcate
Ceneral, K|'K ol.l peruse.l tlrc auatldble t?coftl
alonglDttlt ttLe intptLgnecl ju.lahlent LL)itl1 thetr
ossistance an.l obserLEd llU;t i1 tllis ca-se thc,
prosecutiotL lLas JiLilccl l<-r cstnbiish tle sol.e ctrstotlLl
rutcl su[e rr(lrlsnll.sior' uJ satupte lt.trcc'ls to the
cancentecl labaratonJ. This col.a1 ltad laitl dottlt itt
natlll judctircnts lhctt. lle represcntatiue sanelcs of
tle allegerl Llntg mltst be kept itl sctfe (Llslodtl Loi-.l
unclergo safc tran.snlssiorr ftL)n tl1e s1gt, al'rccouerl]
lill rls -sr r Drrris.s ior t to tle oJftce oJ' tle GouetnnEnt
ltlalllsl. Non establishing the sdld Jacts aoutd
cq.ste doubt qnd uould lmp(rlr. dnd uitiate the
conclvsloe,,,css and relia.btlitg of the report oJ
the Govetnment analllst, Thus retulerlig it
l^capable oJ sustdlni^g conuictio n,

4. hL tlte preseftt c.lse no police oJficial u,as
produced. be.forc the Ttial Court to repotl ctbout sate
custodg of samples if entrusted to hi for behg liept
in the M< khan? itr safe atstocly. Ilvert tlw police
ollcial uhose belt mtmber (1;L: 4225) ly.].s been
rtentiotecl htj lhe- Govenlntetl onal!)st i,r llts ,"q)orl,

t
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rra{s riol proaluaeLl ltg the prosecutiojl la Llepose
t_egcutlittg tle tria,1qn.:t -.t tl,p sa,i s,rr,/)1. 1.ii".pJstt lltc ctt'tc; ,, il l(tI,ott,ttrt-J T],e re..at.,l tat\ :.ls tl QI
lltc t'(.'ol (-t'u i4s ollLgrlllt ,{1t.Lt,.,1 ot. i.,L(\..lOl /
Lrlteree.s, .ltcoraluig lo the teport ol cll.tntiLal
exentiner, l/ie sr/nLp1e pot.cels u)ete I.ecetuctl i1 tlc
scLid al.fice on 2t,.(.)E.)()l l. N.bo.ll li.ont tlu:
p,rosecttl.iot, side ,rrs l.t'o(luct',1 17, ,111.t11 1 ,111 ,1,1- , ,l,lis I'etiotl r,r(,sai.l \(t'i./,11- 1,4,t(l\ tr1,ttt, t\l tt,t,!.t ,,t
,rs posspssr.)rr at ,ttt,le | ]tt\ ia, tt rcl itt tt to !l.lal!.1@t R ;tl
s(44 cuslodll Lt)e tc pt.ose..utior! ts sijc?tl .rs lo
LLrhere rettniEd these set,rl)le p(u.a:els Ji-o11l9.OB.2O1l tL) )6.06.201j. In ctbsence ojestablis.htng the sqfe custodll o.n.l sd.Je
transmlssion, trrc elcment oJ tampcring caniot
be exclud.ed. in this case. Thc ctrain oJ cistotlg of
sample pdrcels begins from the recovcrg of-thl
narcotics bg the potice includjig the sepdrdlJon
oJ refrrcse^tdtlve santples of the iecovered
ttctrcotlcs, their dispatch to the Malkhq.na and
Jurther .lisp.ttch to the testiflg laboratorlJ, Thc
sald chqin ol custodq @^.1 tronsrnlssion lods
plwtq.l as the citire coistruct of & Act jgg7
and the Control ol N.lrcotic Substance
lcouernment Anctlgsts) Rute 2OOl (Rules 2OO1),
,'est upon the report oJ the dialgst, It is
prosecutlon's bou.nded dutg thdt such chain of
ctstody ,nust be safe d^al secure beca.usc thc
repoft of che'?nlcal exc,fitiner cnjoited cridcttl
lrnportdncc under the Act 1gg7, qnd. the chaifl of
custod.g enstt/e the reachlng of correct
reptcsentatioe srlmples to the olficc oJ chentcol
exd.miner. Ang brcqk itt the chqin of custoaly l.e,
the sd..fe custodg or sdJle tronsrnlssion oJ 1e
represefltcatiue sarmpl€s, fI.okes the report of
chemic<tl exarniner worthless dttal u^-reliq.ble for
Justtfging convlctlon oJ the accused. Such lctpse
on the part oJ ptosecution wou.ld cast doubt and
tDould. vltlqte the conclusive^ess or.d relidbilitl!
oJ the repo.t of chemlcal ex..miner, I\,€Ii.Ii.L .rofr
be niucle tqrtn tl:|c juignletts tantlere.l LU tit? tln-cp
tnertbers bencles oJ

(2O18 SC^lR 2039),

(2n1 scMR 4st),

li)rs ( r)lrI i.t, - Ikrarnullah v. tlrc
the St(rtc v, Inva
Ab.lvl Chq. i u. the

stdte 12019 SCMR 608) I{atrtrdtt Stt{th t,s. Thc
St te 12o19 Scivll? 1? 17). Mst. Razia Srrltann,
lrLslgqe f)A 1q S(:Nli 13oo). Faizarr Ali !. thc
$]qlg eol9 saI/R lrjr!, zahlr Sh.ttt atias Shat u

(2o19 s('^!tt 2t)t)1), Ugii NarygZ
(2o20 SCIIR 687t, Oq.i ser Khattt v. thc

$tq!9 po2I SCM/', 3r:31. Mst. sqkina Rctntza.tt 1).

Sslhsrt

E!.4e trhl|Ag !{P_E
v. tlrc St<7te

the St.rte Zub.tir Klktn u, trte
Stote (2021 S<:L,]R 492)
(2021 S(:lvtR 3BO)."

L:trrrl Grtlzor t. tle St(tte

15. Everl otllcrwisc thc facL thitt the allege(l recovercel narcofics were

not produccd in court rvhich ts an aclrrrittccl position is seriously
clamaging, ii not fatal, [o tllc p].oseL-uLior, .55!. l;6,.-ping i vir,"\. that thcy
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r,\'ere not burnt ancl it appear.s eollld llot be rracctl. In 1l1is res!,ecL
r.eliancc is placc-d on Lhe cases ol Rlasat Ali (Suprx) ancl Agha eais
(Supra). Wc lruve also ltotccl th:tt llic allcg((l |ecr:very fr.ont tlt(j boot of
thc car was noL I)L to eitller. of t]te accustrl rirrritig thcir S.342 Cr.pC
statements but only the r)arcotius rccovercrl li.orn tl!eul pcrsonally and
as such Lhe aecovcry of the narcotics lrorn tllc boot o[ tl.]e (:ar cantlot be
uscd to convict thc accusecl in respec.t oI tllat recovary. Furthcrmore,
tlte car was nL,ver pro(lltced in co."rrL and rto evidc-n<,e was i)r.oducc(l tllat
the a(:cused had any linl< wirll it. Its real ou,nrr licver-catrne lorwar-tl nor
was he ever tra(:ed out bl,,the IO.

16. Thus fo| tlle rrasons n]cDtion.ci abovc alld iD particrrl r Lhe Iar:t
that lhe prosecution has lhiled to pro\,e sali. r:trstor_ly <_:l th{: llarco,-ic
ftonr tlte timc tvhelt it r,.':rs teoover.erl Llntll lile tirne it \viis sclti lor
chcn'rical arralysis and as sLtcll the possibiliry ol th(, narcoLjc being
tanrpered with clLlring this pcriocl c;rrrn,ri lrc l1t]c.l oLtr \,,,. firrri tllaL lhc
prosecLrtiorl has not proved its r:ase Lreyortri a l.clsr)naljle cloul)t d$.rir)sr
tire appellaltLs and herrce by lleiltg extelld(..(l tlre ltcnefit oI rlrc (loLrhL r]tc
xppellants al.c ac.lltittcd o[ tlrr charge, Ll]c jlnpugtr(:(l ju(lgnlcnt js ser

asi.le an.l thu ilppeal is allo,,recl. 1'he apltclltrnts shiill l)e relc.tscd
forthwith Llliles$ tltey are \ratrtc.l iD itny othcr rust()aly clse_

\7. Thc appeals stand disfoscd of in the above terms

I'
I -t

flNNe v,\r cEih r\ c,frd.N C,:,* rLr I

-\rhrq -..\ k*-,.^ u<i^.^ /-\ll^,. 7

\tug! r\^ Srr."cu r'rr\r^i'! j
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