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STATEMENT OF THE RELIEF SOUGHT 

Petitioners Zulma Natazha Chacín de Henríquez, Nadiezhda Natazha 

Henríquez Chacín, and Bela Henríquez Chacín respectfully petition this Court, 

pursuant to the Crime Victims’ Rights Act, 18 U.S.C. § 3771(d)(3), the All Writs 

Act, 28 U.S.C. § 1651, and Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 21, for a writ of 

mandamus: (1) reversing the United States District Court for the District of 

Columbia’s August 7, 2015 Order in United States v. Giraldo-Serna, No. 1:04-cr-

00114-RBW-1 (D.D.C.) that denied Petitioners their statutory status as crime 

victims and the statutory rights conferred by that status; and (2) granting that 

status and those rights. 

ISSUE PRESENTED 

Whether Petitioners are entitled to the statutory rights assured crime 

victims under the Crime Victims’ Rights Act, 18 U.S.C. § 3771 (“CVRA”). 
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INTRODUCTION 

Hernán Giraldo-Serna (“Mr. Giraldo-Serna” or the “Defendant”) is a 

criminal defendant who pleaded guilty to conspiring to manufacture and 

distribute cocaine in Colombia for eleven years with knowledge that it would be 

imported into the United States.  Defendant is awaiting sentencing in the District 

Court.  Petitioners are the widow and two daughters of Julio Eustacio Henríquez 

Santamaria (“Mr. Henríquez”).  Defendant ordered the kidnapping and murder of 

Mr. Henríquez in 2001.  Defendant was convicted for that by a Colombian 

criminal court and ordered incarcerated and to pay restitution.  Defendant was 

extradited to the United States before any part of his sentence was satisfied.   

No one disputes that Mr. Henríquez was a victim of the Defendant.  At 

issue is whether Mr. Henríquez was the victim of a federal offense.  That turns on 

whether his death was a direct and proximate result of the commission of 

Defendant’s cocaine conspiracy.  It was for at least the following reasons.    

First, the abduction and killing of Mr. Henríquez occurred in the same 

place and at the same time as the cocaine conspiracy.  The conspiracy was 

perpetrated over at least an eleven-year period, from 1994 to 2005; and the killing 
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occurred in 2001.  Mr. Henríquez was abducted in the region of Colombia where 

the Defendant, by his own admission, committed the conspiracy.1 

Second, the abduction and killing were carried out by at least some of the 

same people Defendant explicitly admitted were co-conspirators in his cocaine 

conspiracy, including Walter Torres, Alvaro Padilla-Redondo, and Jairo Antonio 

Musso-Torres.2 

Third, causing the abduction and killing was part and parcel of Defendant’s 

role in the conspiracy and furthered the conspiracy’s objective of manufacturing 

cocaine.  Defendant admitted controlling areas where coca (cocaine’s precursor) 

was grown and providing protection for the cocaine manufacturing and 

distribution conspiracy.  Mr. Henríquez had founded a non-profit organization 

called Madre Tierra (mother earth) that publicly opposed coca cultivation and 

encouraged local farmers not to grow the Defendant’s coca.  Mr. Henríquez was 

abducted and murdered by Defendant’s co-conspirators only after – and 

immediately after – forming Madre Tierra.  In fact, Mr. Henríquez was abducted 

                                                 
1 A-44-47 at ¶¶ 1-7 (Statement of Facts, United States v. Giraldo-Serna, No. 04-

CR-114-1, Dkt. No. 505 (D.D.C. Jan 29, 2009) (“Statement of Facts”)); A-137-
139, 163 (Statement of Charges for Expected Judgment for Hernán Giraldo-Serna 
(Mar. 20, 2007)); A-240, 254-256, 260, 272-274 (Conviction of Hernán Giraldo-
Serna (Jan. 21, 2009)); A-279 (Declaration of Carmelo Sierra Urbina (Sept. 25, 
2003)); A-303 (Declaration of Julio Nelson de la Cruz Barros (July 4, 2003)); A-
396 (Affidavit of Alberto Segundo Manjarres Charris (Aug. 22, 2003)). 

2 A-45-46 at ¶¶ 5-6; cf. A-136, A-233, A-278. 
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from an anti-coca meeting he was conducting.  His killing made good on a threat 

of the Defendant that farmers in the region grow coca or risk death.3 

In short, the death was a direct and proximate result of the conspiracy 

because the Defendant killed Mr. Henríquez to protect the object of the 

conspiracy to which Defendant has pleaded guilty.  That object included 

manufacturing cocaine, and the production of coca is an essential prerequisite to 

the manufacture of cocaine.  Consequently, Mr. Henríquez is a victim of a federal 

offense, and Petitioners are entitled to all of the rights granted under the CVRA.4 

                                                 
3 A-44-47 at ¶¶ 1-7; A-317 at ¶ 8 (Declaration of Zulma Natazha Chacín de 

Henríquez (Oct. 23, 2009)); A-321 at ¶ 7 (Declaration of Nadiezhda Natazha 
Henríquez Chacín (Oct. 23, 2009)); A-325 at ¶ 5 (Declaration of Bela Henríquez 
(Oct. 30, 2009)); A-137-139, 153, 163, 179; A-240; A-279; A-303; A-8 
(Government’s Motion for Pretrial Detention, United States v. Giraldo-Serna, No. 
1:04-cr-00114-RBW-1, Dkt. No. 124 (D.D.C. May 15, 2008)); A-19 
(Government’s Motion to Exclude Time Under the Speedy Trial Act and Declare 
the Case Complex, United States v. Giraldo-Serna, No. 04-CR-114-1, Dkt. No. 
139 (D.D.C. Jan. 29, 2009)). 

4 The rights afforded by the CVRA include: (1) the right to be reasonably 
protected from the accused; (2) the right to reasonable, accurate, and timely notice 
of any public court proceeding, or any parole proceeding, involving the crime or of 
any release or escape of the accused; (3) the right not to be excluded from any such 
public court proceeding, unless the court, after receiving clear and convincing 
evidence, determines that testimony by the victim would be materially altered if 
the victim heard other testimony at that proceeding; (4) the right to be reasonably 
heard at any public proceeding in the district court involving release, plea, 
sentencing, or any parole proceeding; (5) the reasonable right to confer with the 
attorney for the Government in the case; (6) the right to full and timely restitution 
as provided in law; (7) the right to proceedings free from unreasonable delay; (8) 
the right to be treated with fairness and with respect for the victim’s dignity and 
privacy; (9) the right to be informed in a timely manner of any plea bargain or 

(continued...) 
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In concluding that Mr. Henríquez was not a victim, the District Court made 

three key errors: 

First, the District Court mistakenly believed it was constrained in resolving 

Petitioner’s motion to consider only facts Defendant had admitted in pleading 

guilty.  The CVRA imposes no such limitation and contemplates the recognition 

of victims long before a guilty plea or trial.  The District Court misapplied 

language from restitution cases where fact-finding was constrained out of Sixth 

Amendment concerns.  There are no such concerns here where Petitioners are not 

seeking restitution.  The District Court’s mistakenly pinched approach to fact-

finding resulted in key facts not being considered.  This approach was particularly 

unfair to Petitioners because their fate was determined based on a plea process 

from which they had been excluded and about which they were actively deceived.  

Second, the District Court failed to recognize that the role in the conspiracy 

to which Defendant did admit involved the use of force and violence in providing 

“protection” for other parts of the conspiracy.  Defendant admitted to being a 

                                           
(...continued from previous page) 

deferred prosecution agreement; and (10) The right to be informed of the rights 
under this section and the services described in section 503(c) of the Victims’ 
Rights and Restitution Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. § 10607(c)) and provided contact 
information for the Office of the Victims’ Rights Ombudsman of the Department 
of Justice.  18 U.S.C. § 3771(a) (attached as ADD 2 to the Addendum).  Family 
members of a deceased victim assume the deceased victim’s CVRA rights.  18 
U.S.C. § 3771(e)(2)(B). 
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paramilitary commander; he used armed troops under his control to conduct his 

role in that conspiracy.  That role included providing “protection” against 

impediments to the conspiracy’s objectives (manufacture, distribution, and 

importation of cocaine) including through the use of hundreds of armed troops for 

security when massive amounts of cocaine were being loaded and performing 

surveillance on law enforcement and rival drug trafficking groups.  Defendant 

further admitted to protecting the conspiracy’s manufacturing and shipping 

operations from insurgent groups, criminals, and government drug control efforts.  

All of what Defendant admitted as his role in the conspiracy reflects a willingness 

to use force, violence, and the threat of force and violence as he did against Mr. 

Henríquez. 

Third, the District Court erroneously applied the law of direct causation 

under the CVRA.  The District Court explicitly acknowledged evidence reflecting 

that at least one of the reasons for the killing was Mr. Henríquez “was impeding 

the objectives of the AUC to continue planting coca, which . . . was not permitted 

by [the defendant] who, in revenge and with malice[,] decided . . . to make 

Henríquez . . . disappear . . . .”  A-434.  Having recognized that to be at least one 

of the reasons Defendant killed Mr. Henríquez, the District Court erred in 

interpreting causation law to conclude that to satisfy direct requirements under the 

CVRA Petitioners also had to prove there was only one motive for the killing.  
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The direct cause requirement under the CVRA is not so limited and the District 

Court erred in concluding that it was. 

By misconstruing the law to narrow its factual inquiry, misinterpreting the 

facts it did consider, and misapplying the law of causation, the District Court 

failed to recognize that Mr. Henríquez was a crime victim.  A writ of mandamus 

should, therefore, award Petitioners the status and rights to which they are 

entitled. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

I. DEFENDANT’S ADMITTED ROLE WAS TO PROVIDE 
“PROTECTION” FOR THE CONSPIRACY 

 
Defendant was a leader in the Colombian narco-terrorist paramilitary 

organization, known as the Autodefensa Unidas de Colombia (“AUC”).  A-9.  

The Defendant admitted that he was the leader of a subdivision of the AUC that 

controlled areas on the North Coast of Colombia involved in “the growing, 

processing, manufacturing and transportation of cocaine.”  A-44 at ¶ 2.  

 Defendant’s group funded its operation through the imposition of so-called 

“war taxes” on manufacturers and traffickers of cocaine.  Id.  Defendant’s role in 

the conspiracy was to provide “protection” against impediments to drug 

trafficking.  A-44-48 at ¶¶ 1-7.  Defendant ensured that other traffickers worked 

unmolested; he provided surveillance; and, most importantly, he controlled and 

protected the areas where cocaine was manufactured and trafficked.  Id.  He did 
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so using armed troops under his command.  A-45 at ¶ 4.  And he himself carried 

weapons in connection with the conspiracy.  Id.  In addition, the DOJ represented 

to the District Court, in his role providing “protection,” Defendant “require[d] 

local farmers growing coca in the [Santa Marta] area, the primary ingredient for 

cocaine, to sell their coca only to his organization under a penalty of death.”  A-8 

(emphasis added); see also A-19.   

II.  MR. HENRÍQUEZ WAS DISAPPEARED WHEN ATTEMPTING 
TO THWART THE CONSPIRACY FOR WHICH DEFENDANT 
ADMITTED PROVIDING PROTECTION 

 
In January of 2001, Mr. Henríquez formed Madre Tierra, a non-profit 

organization that publicly opposed coca cultivation on Colombia’s northern coast 

and encouraged local farmers not to grow the Defendant’s coca.  A-317 at ¶ 8; A-

321 at ¶ 7; A-325 at ¶ 5.  Mr. Henríquez offered training on, and access to 

government funding for, the use of substitute crops such as cacao and fruit trees.  

A-317 at ¶ 8; A-321 at ¶ 7.   

On January 30, 2001, Mr. Henríquez traveled to Calabazo, a village in the 

Middle Magdalena region, to give a lecture to farmers about the eradication of 

coca crops.  A-137-139; A-279; A-303.  According to Carmelo Sierra Urbina, a 

former AUC paramilitary under the Defendant’s command, three days prior to 

Mr. Henríquez’s forced abduction, the Defendant had his son, “El Grillo,” 

personally threaten Mr. Henríquez to either “leave the town . . . [or] face the 

consequences.”  A-279; see also A-153, 179.  Mr. Henríquez, nonetheless, 
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remained in the area and continued his efforts in convincing local farmers to give 

up growing the Defendant’s coca. 

On February 4, 2001, Mr. Henríquez hosted a Madre Tierra meeting to call 

on local farmers to stop growing coca.  A-137-139, 163.  At approximately 9:45 

am, several of the Defendant’s subordinates barged into the meeting and forced 

Mr. Henríquez into a white pickup truck.  A-240, 254-256; A-137-139.  Mr. 

Henríquez was not seen alive again.  A-318 at ¶¶ 9-11; A-321-322 at ¶¶ 8-9; A-

325.  

After Mr. Henríquez’s forced “disappearance,” the Defendant and his co-

conspirators took control of Mr. Henríquez’s farm and grew coca on his land. A-

127.  Mr. Henríquez’s body was not discovered until October 11, 2007, after the 

Defendant provided the location of his remains.  A-332-333.  

III.  DEFENDANT WAS CONVICTED OF DISAPPEARING MR. 
HENRÍQUEZ IN COLOMBIA BECAUSE MR. HENRÍQUEZ WAS 
ACTING TO THWART THE CONSPIRACY 

 
On March 20, 2007, the Colombian Office of the Prosecutor General 

instituted charges against the Defendant for conspiracy to commit a criminal act 

and for aggravated forced disappearance of Mr. Henríquez.  A-137; A-274.  That 

investigation resulted in criminal charges against Defendant in a Colombian 

court. 
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While the Prosecutor General posited multiple related theories as to why 

Mr. Henríquez was murdered, the Colombian court determined that there were 

two reasons Defendant had Mr. Henríquez disappeared and killed: 

(1) Mr. Henríquez was impeding the objectives of the AUC to continue planting 

coca, which Henríquez wished to see eradicated in order to cultivate cacao;5 and 

(2) Mr. Henríquez had long-before been a member of a guerilla group known as 

M-19.  A-260.  The Colombian court based this finding on testimony by members 

of the Defendant’s own paramilitary group that the Defendant ordered to kill Mr. 

Henríquez: 

I think the reason why I am here is due to the disappearance of a 
delegate of an NGO in Calabazo.  In 2001 he arrived at the district to 
give a lecture to the farmers for the eradication of coca crops.  He 
gave his normal lecture.  He had been in that district for 3 days and he 
got a message from Commander HERNAN GIRALDO SERNA, 
telling him he had to leave the town otherwise he would have to face 
the consequences, that he already knew what was going to happen to 
him.  The message was delivered to him directly by HERNAN’s son, 
also known as GRILLO.  Three days went by and he then went to Las 
Tinajas.  The gentleman kept on giving his lectures, so Mr. HERNAN 
pulled out a commander in charge, commander WALTER who was 
up in the mountains and orders he gave him were to gather their 
people and make the gentleman of the NGO disappear. 
 

A-279-281. 

                                                 
5 As noted by the District of Columbia, Circuit Court of Appeals, foreign 

criminal convictions constitute prima facie evidence of the facts underlying the 
judgment.  See Donnelly v. F.A.A., 411 F.3d 267, 270-71 (D.C. Cir. 2005).   
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I do not know [the objective of Mr. Henríquez’s organization] but the 
BOSS had said that it was a co-op that was going to be set up but I do 
not know for what purpose, but he did not want to allow it to be set 
up. 
 

A-396.  The Colombian court similarly recognized the connection: 

The testimony by the relatives of Henríquez Santamaría is consistent 
with the above, as they reach the same conclusion as the demobilized 
individuals, in that the former had to be disappeared at all costs since 
he was impeding the objectives of the AUC to continue planting coca, 
which Henríquez wished to see eradicated in order to cultivate cacao.  
This was not permitted by Hernán Giraldo who, in revenge and with 
malice decided, together with his right-hand man, Leónidas Acosta 
Ángel, aka Troilo, to make Henríquez Santamaría disappear. 
 

A-260.  See also A-175-183, 37; A-244; A-289. 

The Colombian criminal court sentenced Defendant to more than thirty-

eight years of imprisonment and ordered him to pay restitution.  A-274-276.  No 

part of the sentence was satisfied because Defendant was extradited to the United 

States.  A-327. 

PROCEDURAL HISTORY  

Petitioners do not know the content of the original Indictment or the first 

Superseding Indictment returned against Defendant because they apparently 

remain under seal and they do not appear in the docket sheet.  On March 2, 2005, 

Defendant was charged in a superseding indictment with conspiracy to 

manufacture and distribute cocaine with intent to import into the United States, 

aiding and abetting the conspiracy, and a forfeiture allegation.  A-1.  On May 13, 
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2008, the defendant was extradited from Colombia to the United States.  A-327.  

The defendant appeared before Magistrate Judge Alan Kay on May 15, 2008, and 

entered a plea of not guilty.  A-439 at May 15, 2008.  The DOJ moved for 

detention and Defendant was ordered detained.  Id. 

On July 17, 2008, Petitioners’ counsel and counsel for other victims of 

other extradited Colombians wrote DOJ asserting their rights as victims.  A-404.  

Seven months later, DOJ responded and refused to acknowledge Petitioners as a 

victim.  A-105. 

On January 28, 2009, unbeknownst to Petitioners, the Court granted a 

sealed motion by DOJ to seal upcoming plea proceedings.  A-440 at Dkt. No. 

506.6  On January 29, 2009, and again unbeknownst to Petitioners, Defendant 

changed his plea from “not guilty” to “guilty.”  A-30.  Defendant pleaded guilty 

pursuant to a negotiated plea agreement to a count of conspiracy to manufacture 

and distribute cocaine, with the intent or knowledge that the cocaine would be 

imported into the United States.  Id.  This plea agreement was negotiated without 

Petitioners’ input.   

Subsequently, the Petitioners’ representatives submitted a second letter, 

dated June 22, 2009 to DOJ, again asserting CVRA rights.  A-335.  The June 22, 
                                                 

6 On May 27, 2010, a DOJ attorney told Petitioners in response to their inquiry 
as to why the docket was sealed that “I do not know why, or even if, the docket is 
sealed.”  A-417. 
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2009, letter alleged additional facts about the killing of Mr. Henríquez and the 

Defendant’s role in the killing.  In response to concerns Petitioners raised to DOJ 

about possible activity occurring in the case while DOJ was considering its 

position, on October 20, 2009, DOJ committed to apprise Petitioners before there 

was a guilty plea, stating:  

I can tell you that any issues related to possible plea or sentencing 
matters in this case will not move forward until we can discuss the 
matter. 
 

A-420.  The Government did not inform Petitioners of the January plea at this 

time.  Petitioners received further assurances that they would be included in 

proceedings when the District Court’s staff informed them of the following on 

November 9, 2009: 

Judge Walton recognizes his obligation to consider your clients’ 
statements at the time of release, plea, sentencing, or at any parole 
proceeding.  It is his practice to do so after he has provided a copy of 
the written statement to both the government and the defendant, and 
the parties have had a chance to file any objections to the Court’s 
consideration of those materials.  Or, in the case of any oral statement 
that your clients wish to make, Judge Walton will consider your 
clients’ representations at any proceedings when the parties have an 
opportunity to make oral representations in response. 

 
See A-345-346.   

At the time of each of these representations, and unbeknownst to 

Petitioners, Defendant had already entered a plea agreement filed with the District 
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Court and changed his plea to guilty on January 29, 2009, in a sealed courtroom.  

A-30. 

After having initially refused to allow Petitioners to file any Motion at all 

asserting their entitlement to victims’ rights,7 on April 26, 2010, the District Court 

issued an order stating that “the United States must show cause by May 28, 2010, 

why the Court should not recognize the movants’ stat[us] as victims under the 

[CVRA] and order the government to comply with the provisions of that Act.”  

A-50.  On May 25, 2010, unbeknownst to Petitioners, the Court sealed 

Defendant’s case in its entirety effectively de-docketing the proceedings and 

rendering it impossible for Petitioners to follow it in any way.  A-441. 

Because DOJ appeared to have been stalling in responding to Petitioners’ 

second letter and then again in responding to Petitioner’s motion, on June 8, 2010 

Petitioners sought a writ from this Court directing the District Court to undertake 

and decide their Motion forthwith.  A-67.  On June 10, 2010 the Government 

opposed Petitioners’ writ.  A-104.  Knowing full well that Defendant had 

negotiated and entered a guilty plea and that Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 

11(b) requires that the change of plea proceeding occur in “open court,” DOJ 

nevertheless asserted that “there have not been any proceedings scheduled in the 

                                                 
7 A-335; A-341; A-344; A-348; A-352; A-356; A-360; A-366; A-368. 
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defendant’s criminal case to which the petitioners, even assuming they were 

crime victims . . . would have participatory rights.”  A-105.   

This Court denied the writ without prejudice on June 11, 2010, but directed 

the District Court to “promptly notify the petitioners of its disposition of their 

motion.”  A-116. 

Briefing was completed on the show cause order on Petitioners’ Motion on 

August 5, 2010.  A-441 at Dkt. No. 212.  Notwithstanding the CVRA requirement 

that District Courts decide any motions asserting crime victim status “forthwith,”8 

the District Court remained silent on the Motion for nearly five years.  During 

that time, Petitioners received no resolution of their Motion, no request for further 

evidence, and no notice of any case activity whatsoever.  Finally, on January 27, 

2015, DOJ informed counsel for Petitioners that “[t]he District Court has 

authorized me to inform you that the defendant . . . has a sentencing hearing 

coming up in the near future.”  A-414.  This was the first time any indication was 

given to Petitioners that a plea agreement had been entered in the matter.  DOJ 

also informed counsel that the District Court “stated it would like you to file any 

additional CVRA pleadings, if you desire to do so, by February 13, 2015.”  Id.  

Petitioners filed a supplemental submission with the District Court on 

February 13, 2015.  A-446 at Dkt. No. 458.  Therein, they requested that the 
                                                 

8 18 U.S.C. § 3771(d)(3).   
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District Court:  (1) grant their Motion pending since 2010; and (2) make future 

proceedings in the matter public, or at least available to Petitioners.  Over the 

following months, Petitioners, DOJ and counsel for the Defendant made further 

submissions at the request of the District Court, and the District Court held 

several conferences on the matter.  A-447-451.  The record was partially unsealed 

on May 11, 2015.  A-449. 

On August 7, 2015, the District Court issued its Opinion and Order denying 

Petitioner’s Motion.  A-422, A-438. 

APPELLATE JURISDICTION AND STANDARD OF REVIEW 

This Court’s jurisdiction is conferred by the CVRA, which provides that a 

“movant may petition the court of appeals for a writ of mandamus” when the 

district court has ruled on a motion asserting a victim’s right.  See 18 U.S.C. § 

3771(d)(3).  The CVRA requires that a mandamus petition be resolved by the 

appellate court in 72 hours, but a very recent amendment allows the litigants to 

stipulate to a different period with the Court’s approval.9  18 U.S.C. § 3771(d)(3) 

(“The court of appeals shall take up and decide such application forthwith within 

72 hours after the petition has been filed unless the litigants, with the approval of 

the court, have stipulated to a different time period for consideration.”).  

                                                 
9 Petitioners are willing to stipulate to a longer period but as of this writing had 

not yet discussed that with counsel for the government or the Defendant.  
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Writ petitions under the CVRA are no longer to be reviewed under the 

rigorous mandamus standard.  An amendment to the CVRA in May, 2015,10 

resolved a split among the Circuits on the issue.  See United States v. Monzel, 641 

F.3d 528, 533 (2011).  Congress amended the CVRA to direct that in deciding 

CVRA writ petitions, “the court of appeals shall apply ordinary standards of 

appellate review.”  18 U.S.C. § 3771(d)(3) (2015).  Consequently, this Court 

reviews the District Court’s legal conclusions de novo and its factual findings for 

clear error.  See, e.g., Crossroads Grassroots Policy Strategies v. Fed. Election 

Comm’n, 788 F.3d 312, 316 (D.C. Cir. 2015). 

ARGUMENT  

I. THIS COURT SHOULD ISSUE A WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
BECAUSE MR. HENRÍQUEZ’S DEATH WAS A DIRECT AND 
PROXIMATE RESULT OF THE DEFENDANT’S CONSPIRACY 

 
A central question for this Court is whether Mr. Henríquez was “directly 

and proximately harmed as a result of the commission of” the conspiracy.  18 

U.S.C. § 3771(e)(2) (emphasis added).  The definition of “crime victim” under 

the CVRA is intentionally broad and unambiguous.  

For the purposes of this chapter . . . the term “crime victim” means a 
person directly and proximately harmed as a result of the commission 
of a Federal offense or an offense in the District of Columbia. 
 

                                                 
10 Justice for Victims of Trafficking Act of 2015, Pub. L. 114-22, Title 1, 

§ 113(a), (c)(1), 129 Stat. 240, 241 (2015) (attached as ADD 3 to the Addendum). 
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18 U.S.C. § 377l(e)(2)(A) (emphasis added).  The definition of “crime victim” 

under the CVRA, by its plain language, only requires that the harm caused to a 

victim be direct and proximate.  In In re Stewart, 552 F.3d 1285 (11th Cir. 2008), 

the Eleventh Circuit explained what the District Court agreed is the correct 

approach for determining who is a “crime victim”: 

[F]irst, we identify the behavior constituting “commission of a 
Federal offense.”  Second, we identify the direct and proximate 
effects of that behavior . . . . 

 
Id. at 1288.  See also A-428.  As the Court in Stewart rightly noted, “[u]nder the 

plain language of the statute, a party may qualify as a victim, even though it may 

not have been the target of the crime, as long as it suffers harm as a result of the 

crime’s commission.”  552 F.3d at 1289 (emphasis added).  Stewart also 

recognized that “[t]he CVRA . . . does not limit the class of crime victims to those 

whose identity constitutes an element of the offense or who happen to be 

identified in the charging document.  The statute, rather, instructs the district 

court to look at the offense itself only to determine the harmful effects the offense 

has on parties.”  Id. 

Other courts have adhered to Congress’ legislative intent and the statute’s 

plain language to expansively define “crime victim” and adopt an “inclusive 

approach” to determining who are “crime victims.”  See United States v. Hunter, 

No. 2:07CR307DAK, 2008 WL 53125, at *2 (D. Utah Jan. 3, 2008) (noting that 
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the sponsors of the CVRA expected an expansive definition of the term); United 

States v. Turner, 367 F. Supp. 2d 319, 327 (E.D.N.Y. 2005) (presuming that “any 

person whom the government asserts was harmed by conduct attributed to a 

defendant, as well as any person who self-identifies as such, enjoys all of the 

procedural and substantive rights set forth in § 3771.”); see also United States v. 

Rubin, 558 F. Supp. 2d 411,418-19 (E.D.N.Y. 2008) (same) (citations omitted). 

If the District Court had used the correct approach to determining who is a 

crime victim to decide Petitioners’ Motion, the Court should have considered how 

the conspiracy was committed, including the Defendant’s conduct to protect the 

object of the conspiracy.  The District Court did not adequately follow this 

approach.  Instead, as described below, the District Court improperly narrowed 

the universe of facts under consideration to only those admitted by the Defendant, 

mischaracterized the Defendant’s role in the conspiracy, and misapplied the law 

of causation to hold Petitioners to higher standard than what is contemplated by 

CVRA. 

As a result of these clear errors of fact and law, the District Court failed to 

appropriately consider ample evidence that Mr. Henríquez satisfies the statutory 

definition of “crime victim.”  The evidence that Mr. Henríquez’s death was 

directly and proximately caused by the conspiracy to manufacture and distribute 

cocaine includes that Mr. Henríquez was killed during the time period covered by 
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Defendant’s drug conspiracy, at the same location as Defendant admitted was 

involved in his drug conspiracy, with the participation of the very men Defendant 

admitted were involved in his drug conspiracy, and in furtherance of the object of 

Defendant’s drug conspiracy.  The plea materials also establish that eliminating 

impediments like Mr. Henríquez was precisely the role Defendant admitted he 

played in the conspiracy when he admitted he was paid to provide protection.  

Had the District Court applied the law properly and understood the nature of the 

Defendant’s role in the conspiracy, it would have afforded the Petitioners’ rights 

as crime victims.  See pages 7-11, above. 

II.  THIS COURT SHOULD ISSUE A WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
BECAUSE THE DISTRICT COURT ERRED IN LIMITING ITS 
CONSIDERATION TO ONLY FACTS ADMITTED BY 
DEFENDANT  

 
The District Court based its denial of Petitioners’ Motion at least in part on 

the mistaken notion that, in resolving the Motion, the District Court was limited 

to consideration of facts “admitted by the defendant.”  In fact, the District Court 

explicitly so stated three times.  See A-428, 431 & 433 (citing McNulty); see also 

id. at 429 & 432.  The District Court erred in imposing that constraint on itself. 

The CVRA neither contains nor contemplates such a limitation.  To the contrary, 

the statute expressly contemplates the existence and participation of victims 
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before a defendant has pleaded guilty or made any factual admissions.11  The 

CVRA was recently amended to make clear that victims were entitled to “be 

informed in a timely manner of any plea bargain or deferred prosecution 

agreement.”  18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(9).  The legislative history to the amendment 

explained that it was intended to overturn a DOJ Legal Counsel opinion that 

relieved prosecutors of their obligation to notify victims of plea agreements that 

occur prior to the filing of a formal charge.12  The drafters of the CVRA “intended 

to protect crime victims throughout the criminal justice process – from the 

investigative phases to the final conclusion of a case”13 and intended the rights 

afforded by CVRA were to be expansive.14  The CVRA expressly provides for 

enforcement of victims’ rights even “if no prosecution is underway.”  18 U.S.C. § 

3771(d)(3). 

Indeed, when the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure implemented the 

CVRA in 2008, the drafters expressly addressed the issue of how the district 
                                                 

11 Congress also permitted crime victims to assert their rights “if no prosecution 
is underway, in the district court in the district in which the crime occurred.”  18 
U.S.C. § 3771(d)(3). 

12 H.R. Rep. No. 114-7, at 7-8 (2015) (attached as ADD 4 to the Addendum). 

13 Letter from Jon Kyl, U.S. Sen., to Eric H. Holder, Jr., Att’y Gen. (June 6, 
2011), reprinted in 157 CONG. REC. S3607, S3608 (daily ed. June 8, 2011) 
(statement of Sen. Jon Kyl) (attached as ADD 5 to the Addendum). 

14 This is consistent with how the drafters of the CVRA intended the 
Government to apply it: the right to confer was to apply at “any critical stage or 
disposition of the case” and was “intended to be expansive.”  A-379. 
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courts would determine, as a factual matter, disputes concerning a purported 

victim’s status.  The 2008 amendments included a definition of “victim” in 

Rule 1.  Fed. R. Crim. P. 1(b)(12).15  In the notes to that Rule, the Advisory 

Committee recognized the Court’s authority to make necessary findings:  “Upon 

occasion, disputes may arise over the question whether a particular person is a 

victim.  Although the rule makes no special provision for such cases, the courts 

have the authority to do any necessary fact finding and make any necessary legal 

rulings.”  Fed. R. Crim. P. 1 (Committee Notes on Rules – 2008 Amendment) 

(emphasis added).  

The District Court’s reliance on McNulty to justify the limitation is 

misplaced.  See A-428, 431 & 433 (citing McNulty).  The McNulty court limited 

the inquiry because petitioner sought restitution – a punishment for a federal 

offense.  In re McNulty, 597 F.3d 344, 349 (6th Cir. 2010).  As explained by 

United States v. Atl. States Cast Iron Pipe Co., 612 F. Supp. 2d 453, 535 (D.N.J. 

2009), ruling on a disputed issue of “crime victim” status under the CVRA can 

create “victim” status for purposes of restitution under the VWPA or the MVRA, 

thus courts must be careful to avoid violating the Sixth Amendment and United 

States v. Booker, 543 U.S. 200 (2005).  Here, unlike in McNulty, Petitioners do 

                                                 
15 Attached as ADD 6 to the Addendum. 
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not seek restitution, only the right to be heard at Defendant’s sentencing and in 

future proceedings.  

Indeed, courts have already rejected the narrower interpretation of CVRA 

used by the District Court to reject the Petitioners’ Motion.  In In re Dean, 527 

F.3d 391, 394 (5th Cir. 2008), for example, the Fifth Circuit held that the 

government had the obligation to afford victims their rights before reaching a plea 

agreement with the defendant (“the government should have fashioned a 

reasonable way to inform the victims of the likelihood of criminal charges and to 

ascertain the victims’ views on the possible details of a plea bargain.”). 

The District Court was also mistaken in stating that “[n]either the 

government nor the defendant has suggested that the conduct in furtherance of the 

conspiracy is anything more than what has already been admitted to by the 

defendant in his Statement of Facts in support of his guilty plea.”  See A-431.  In 

particular, in its pretrial detention memorandum, DOJ represented to the District 

Court that Defendant “require[d] local farmers growing coca in the area, the 

primary ingredient for cocaine, to sell their coca only to his organization under a 

penalty of death.”  A-8.  DOJ similarly represented to the District Court in its 

Speedy Trial Act motion that Defendant was responsible for the manufacture of 

cocaine and required farmers growing coca to only sell to his terrorist 

organization in his role in the conspiracy.  A-19.  The District Court should have, 
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but did not, consider such facts alleged by DOJ that illustrate that Defendant’s 

role in the conspiracy was precisely the activity that led him to order the murder 

of Mr. Henríquez.  

This erroneous interpretation of CVRA to limit the factual inquiry made by 

a district court to consideration of facts “admitted by the defendant” is 

fundamentally prejudicial to Petitioners.  The statement of facts in support of the 

plea agreement, and other plea-related documents, were created in a plea 

negotiation and change of plea process from which Petitioners were entirely 

excluded.  The government sought, and the District Court issued, an order sealing 

the plea proceedings notwithstanding the requirement in Federal Rule of Criminal 

Procedure 11(b) that such proceedings occur in open court.16  Petitioners were not 

only excluded from the proceedings, they were led to believe by DOJ and the 

District Court that they would be allowed to participate in the plea process, 

notwithstanding that a plea had already been entered.  A-30; A-44; A-344; A-419.   

If they had been allowed to participate – either to confer with DOJ as 

contemplated by 18 U.S.C. §§ 3771(a)(5) & (9) or to be heard by the District 

Court in connection with the plea as contemplated by 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(4) – 

                                                 
16 After Petitioners finally learned that the proceedings had been sealed, they 

asked DOJ why.  Although DOJ had caused the sealing, it nevertheless falsely 
asserted to Petitioners’ counsel that it did not know whether or why the docket was 
sealed.  A-416; see also A-440 at Dkt. 502. 
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Petitioners would certainly have pushed for a more detailed and accurate 

statement of Defendant’s activities in furtherance of the charged conspiracy 

(including the murder of Mr. Henríquez) to be incorporated into the plea 

materials.  It was fundamentally unfair for the District Court to limit its 

consideration to only facts admitted in a sealed proceeding from which Petitioners 

were excluded and about which they were subsequently misled.    

III.  THIS COURT SHOULD ISSUE A WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
BECAUSE THE DISTRICT COURT MISCONSTRUED 
DEFENDANT’S ACKNOWLEDGED ROLE IN THE CONSPIRACY 
 
The District Court also erred in its conclusion that “neither the Indictment 

charging the defendant with conspiracy nor the Statement of Facts in support of 

the defendant’s plea agreement makes reference to the defendant using force or 

violence in furtherance of the charged conspiracy.”  A-429.  The District Court’s 

characterization of the Statement of Facts as not referencing violent activity is 

implausible.  To the contrary, the Statement of Facts (which Defendant agreed to 

as part of his plea) provides that:  (1) Defendant frequently carried firearms in his 

activities, and had a personal security detail of 200; (2) commanded between 500 

– 2000 paramilitary troops; (3) used those resources to provide “security” and 

“protection” against other criminal elements (and the Columbian government) for 

drug manufacturers and traffickers; and (4) Defendant’s organization funded itself 
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by imposing “war taxes” on the cocaine manufacturers and traffickers.  A-44-47 

at ¶¶ 1-7. 

Such admitted activity by Defendant lays bare that Defendant’s essential 

role in the conspiracy was to provide protection by violence, and the threat 

thereof.  The District Court’s conclusion that Defendant’s admitted activities did 

not necessarily involve violence was erroneous. 

IV.  THIS COURT SHOULD ISSUE A WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
BECAUSE THE DISTRICT COURT MISINTERPRETED THE 
LAW OF CAUSATION UNDER THE CVRA TO DENY 
PETITIONERS THEIR STATUTORY RIGHTS  
 
The District Court strained to point to additional potential motives for the 

murder of Mr. Henríquez17 concluding that because Defendant may have had 

additional reasons to kill him, his death is therefore “too factually attenuated from 

the charged conspiracy” to confer CVRA rights.  A-434-436.  This conclusion 

reflects an erroneous interpretation of causation under the CVRA. 

Even if there were concurrent or multiple motives for abducting and 

murdering Mr. Henríquez, he would still satisfy the statutory definition of “crime 

victim.”  The CVRA’s definition requires only that Mr. Henríquez have been 

“directly and proximately harmed” as a result of the conspiracy to constitute a 
                                                 

17 None of these additional potential motives – that Mr. Henríquez was a 
former paramilitary member, that he was a leader, and that he was warned to 
leave – are inconsistent with the fact that he was murdered because he was 
interfering with the conspiracy by resisting the cultivation of Coca.  See A-434-
436.   
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victim.  18 U.S.C. § 3771(e)(2)(A).  For the harm to be “direct” it must be 

“closely related to the conduct inherent to the offense, rather than merely 

tangentially linked.”  McNulty, 597 F.3d at 352 (whistleblower who was harmed 

by being “blackballed” from packaged-ice industry was not a victim of a price-

fixing conspiracy on which he blew the whistle).  The analysis for determining 

direct causation when there is no issue of multiple causes has often been phrased 

as the “but-for” test.  Courts applying the CVRA, however, have recognized that 

the CVRA does not limit direct causation analysis to the “but-for” test but rather 

that the definition “encompasses the traditional ‘but for’ and proximate cause 

analyses.”  Id. at 350 (emphasis added) (quoting In re Rendon-Galvis, 564 F.3d 

170, 175 (2d Cir. 2009).  Consequently, courts have considered alternatives to 

“but-for” causation in applying the CVRA.  For example, in United States v. 

Sharp, 463 F. Supp. 2d 556,567 (E.D. Va. 2006), the court considered whether a 

conspiracy was a “substantial factor” in causing the victim’s harm before 

reaching the unsurprising conclusion that a girlfriend abused by her boyfriend 

who bought marijuana from the drug-dealing defendant would not be recognized 

as a victim of the defendant’s drug dealing.  See also United States v. Crandon, 

173 F.3d 122, 126 (3d Cir. 1999) (concluding that although the victim had a 

preexisting mental illness, it was reasonable for the District Court to conclude that 

the defendant’s conduct was a substantial factor in causing the victim’s 
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hospitalization and the defendant could be required to pay the victim’s medical 

expenses). 

The evidence of the motive of and purpose for the murder of Mr. 

Henríquez stands in stark contrast to situations where victims have been unable to 

establish such a nexus.  For example, the putative victim in Rendon-Galvis was 

unable to establish a motive for the killing.  564 F.3d at 175.  Instead, she had to 

resort to arguing “only that there was a symbiotic relationship between the AUC’s 

drug-trafficking and its terrorist operations and that [the] abduction and murder 

took place in a geographic area that was significant for the AUC’s drug-

trafficking operations.”  Id.  That was insufficient in light of the fact that there 

were active military operations in the region at the time of the killing, and the 

record showed that the organization obtained financing by means other than drug 

trafficking.  Id. 

As a result, the Rendon-Galvis court found an insufficient nexus between 

the killing and that defendant’s drug trafficking conspiracy.  Id.  Rendon-Galvis 

recognized, however, that the necessary causation inquiry for determining 

whether someone is a victim of an offense “is a fact-specific one.”  Id.  In marked 

contrast to the facts of Rendon-Galvis, the facts in this case establish the causal 

connection.  Mr. Henríquez was actively opposing the object of the conspiracy 

and that is why he was killed.  In fact, he was forcibly abducted from a meeting 
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where he was teaching coca eradication.  A-240, 254-256.  Critically lacking from 

Rendon-Galvis was any contention, much less proof or a judicial finding, that the 

decedent was opposing coca production or otherwise thwarting an object of the 

conspiracy.  Also absent in Rendon-Galvis was evidence of the motive for the 

killing, but here the motive has been established and it ties the killing directly to 

the conspiracy.  See A-44. 

Courts are to interpret legislation to impose an appropriate causation test 

when necessary to “vindicate the law’s purpose.”  Paroline v. United States, 134 

S.Ct. 1710, 1724 (2014).  The District Court did not do that here.  The definition 

of “crime victim” under the CVRA is intentionally broad, and Congress indicated 

that it intended the statute to apply in an expansive manner to “correct, not 

continue, the legacy of the poor treatment of crime victims in the criminal 

process.”  A-380-381.  The CVRA definition of crime victim is therefore 

inclusive.  The District Court’s Order misapprehends the law of causation 

resulting in the erroneous denial of Petitioner’s CVRA rights.   

USCA Case #15-3054      Document #1572990            Filed: 09/14/2015      Page 34 of 70



USCA Case #15-3054      Document #1572990            Filed: 09/14/2015      Page 35 of 70



USCA Case #15-3054      Document #1572990            Filed: 09/14/2015      Page 36 of 70



USCA Case #15-3054      Document #1572990            Filed: 09/14/2015      Page 37 of 70



USCA Case #15-3054      Document #1572990            Filed: 09/14/2015      Page 38 of 70



TABLE OF CONTENTS

TO PETITIONERS’ ADDENDUM

Certificate of Interested Parties............................................................................. ADD 1

18 U.S.C. § 3771................................................................................................... ADD 2

Justice for Victims of Trafficking Act of 2015, Pub. L. 114-22, Title
1, § 113(a), (c)(1), 129 Stat. 240, 241 (2015)............................................. ADD 3

H.R. Rep. No. 114-7 (2015).................................................................................. ADD 4

Letter from John Kyl, U.S. Sen., to Eric H. Holder, Att’y Gen. (June
6, 2011), reprinted in 157 CONG. REC. S3607 (daily ed. June 8,
2011) (statement of Sen. John Kyl) ............................................................ ADD 5

Fed. R. Crim. P. 1.................................................................................................. ADD 6

ADD

USCA Case #15-3054      Document #1572990            Filed: 09/14/2015      Page 39 of 70



ADD 1

USCA Case #15-3054      Document #1572990            Filed: 09/14/2015      Page 40 of 70



CERTIFICATE OF INTERESTED PARTIES AND AMICI CURIAE

There are no other parties to this litigation, including persons or other

entities financially interested in the outcome of the litigation, not revealed by the

caption of this petition, except for the United States and Hernán Giraldo-Serna, the

parties in the underlying criminal action, United States v. Giraldo-Serna, No. 1:04-

cr-00114-RBW-1 (D.D.C. 2004).

Petitioners further certify that to their knowledge no amici appeared before

the district court in the underlying criminal action and that there are no amici

appearing in this Court.
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49–006 

114TH CONGRESS REPORT " ! HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 1st Session 114–7 

JUSTICE FOR VICTIMS OF TRAFFICKING ACT OF 2015 

JANUARY 27, 2015.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union and ordered to be printed 

Mr. GOODLATTE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
submitted the following 

R E P O R T 

[To accompany H.R. 181] 

[Including cost estimate of the Congressional Budget Office] 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(H.R. 181) to provide justice for the victims of trafficking, having 
considered the same, reports favorably thereon without amendment 
and recommends that the bill do pass. 
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Purpose and Summary 

H.R. 181, as reported, is a comprehensive response to the grow-
ing crime of child sex trafficking. Among other things, this legisla-
tion addresses victim services and provides additional resources to 
law enforcement through the new victim-centered grant program; 
helps to facilitate these investigations by providing that sex traf-
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1 See AMANDA WALKER-RODRIGUEZ & RODNEY HILL, THE FBI, FBI Law Enforcement Bulletin: 
Human Sex Trafficking, Mar. 2011. 

2 Starting in January 2013, the FBI began collecting data regarding sex trafficking specifically 
as part of its Uniform Crime Report program. This information should help to provide a more 
fulsome picture of the impact of minor sex trafficking nationwide. See FBI, UCR Program Con-
tinues to Adapt, Evolve, http://www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/cjis-link/september-2011/ucr-program- 
continues-to-adapt-evolve. 

3 Oversight Hearing: The State of Efforts to Stop Human Trafficking, H. Subcomm. on Com-
merce, Justice, Science, and Related Agencies of the H. Comm. on Appropriations, 113th Con-
gress (statement of John Ryan, CEO, National Center for Missing and Exploited Children). 

4 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, The National Strategy for Child Exploitation Prevention and 
Interdiction, 32, 2010, available at http://www.justice.gov/psc/docs/natstrategyreport.pdf. 

5 SHARED HOPE INTERNATIONAL, Domestic Minor Sex Trafficking in the U.S., http:// 
sharedhope.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/11/DMSTinfographic.pdf. 

6 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, supra note 4 at 32–33. 
7 Domestic Sex Trafficking: The Criminal Operations of the American Pimp, Polaris Project, 

available at http://www.dcjs.virginia.gov/victims/humantrafficking/vs/documents/Domesticl 

SexlTraffickinglGuide.pdf. 

ficking and other similar crimes are predicate offenses for state 
wiretap applications; addresses the demand side of this crime by 
clarifying that under existing 18 U.S.C. § 1591, it is a Federal 
crime to solicit or patronize for sex minors or adults who are in-
volved in the sex trade through force, fraud, or coercion; and im-
proves the reporting of missing children. 

Background and Need for the Legislation 

According to the Federal Bureau of Investigation, sex trafficking 
is the fastest-growing business of organized crime and the third- 
largest criminal enterprise in the world.1 Because this crime usu-
ally occurs outside of the public eye, it is difficult to estimate the 
number of minor victims of sex trafficking.2 

The problem, however, is extensive. Demand for the prostitution 
(and other forms of commercial sexual exploitation) of children is 
steady, and profit to sex pimps (or more aptly called ‘‘traffickers’’), 
has increased. One study estimates that over 290,000 American 
youth are at risk of becoming a victim of sex trafficking, and the 
National Center for Missing and Exploited Children estimates that 
one of every seven endangered runaways reported to the Center 
are likely victims of minor sex trafficking.3 And, from 2004 through 
2008, the Internet Crimes Against Children Task Forces have expe-
rienced an increase of more than 900 percent in the number of 
child victims of prostitution.4 

Victims of sex trafficking are exploited by traffickers who may 
operate alone or as part of a criminal network. Shared Hope Inter-
national estimates that human trafficking in the United States is 
a $9.8 billion industry.5 It is more profitable for a trafficker to sell 
the sexual services of a child or adult than to commit other crimes 
such as dealing in drugs—drugs can only be sold once, whereas vic-
tims can be, and are, prostituted multiple times a day.6 In fact, 
traffickers will often set daily monetary quotas for their victims, 
usually ranging between $500 and $1,000, which goes to the traf-
ficker and not the victim. Failure to meet these quotas can result 
in violence and other types of retaliation against the victim.7 

Many traffickers increase their profits by working together and 
sharing information about ‘‘hot spots’’ where there may be higher 
demand or areas of increased police activity to avoid. For example, 
traffickers will often transport their victims to cities that are 
hosting major sporting events or conventions in order to find in-
creased demand. The practice of moving children from city to city 
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8 RIGHTS4GIRLS, http://www.rights4girls.org/uploads/child%20welfare%20and%20child%20traf 
ficking.pdf. 

9 HEATHER HAMMER, DAVID FINKELHOR, & ANDREA J. SEDLAK, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
OFFICE OF JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION, OJJDP NISMART Bulletin RUN-
AWAY/THROWNAWAY CHILDREN: NATIONAL ESTIMATES AND CHARACTERISTICS, Oct. 2002, available 
at https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/ojjdp/196469.pdf. 

10 See ‘‘You’re Pretty—You Could Make Some Money,’’ Washingtonian Mag., June 10, 2013 
(discussing the growth of minor sex trafficking victims coming from ‘‘the affluent Northern Vir-
ginia suburbs’’). 

11 See Domestic Sex Trafficking: The Criminal Operations of the American Pimp, supra note 
7. 

12 P.L. 106–386. 
13 18 U.S.C. § 1591. 
14 United States v. Jungers, 702 F.3d 1066, 1075 (8th Cir. 2013) (holding that purchasers of 

minor sex services can be held criminally liable under 18 U.S.C. § 1591. See also UNITED STATES 
ATTORNEY’S OFFICE FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI, LEBANON MAN SENTENCED TO 20 
YEARS FOR COERCING A MINOR TO BECOME A SEX SLAVE (announcing the conviction of sex traf-

Continued 

also makes it more difficult for law enforcement to investigate and 
stop trafficking enterprises. 

The average age of minors entering the sex trade is between 12 
and 14 years.8 Traffickers often target vulnerable youth, who are 
more easily lured into prostitution and other forms of child exploi-
tation. For example, runaways and children in the foster care sys-
tem are particularly vulnerable to becoming victims of sex traf-
ficking—one federally funded study found that approximately 1.7 
million youth had run away from home or were forced to leave 
their homes at some point in 1999, and that, while away from 
home, an estimated 38,600 (2.2%) of these youth were sexually as-
saulted, were in the company of someone known to be sexually abu-
sive, or were engaged in sexual activity in exchange for money, 
drugs, food, or shelter.9 Victims of minor sex trafficking, however, 
are not always runaways or in foster homes. Instead, these victims 
can and do come from any type of home or socioeconomic back-
ground.10 

Traffickers are often able to lure victims with false promises to 
address their emotional and physical vulnerabilities. These ma-
nipulative, abusive, and traumatizing relationships, however, can 
help to ensure that the victims will remain loyal to their traffickers 
in spite of their victimization. Other reasons that victims are often 
unable to leave their traffickers include being kept in captivity or 
confinement, the use of violence and threats, debt bondage, and 
fear of retaliation or arrest.11 This applies not only to child victims 
but also adults who, by force, fraud, or coercion, are victims of traf-
fickers. 

The investigation and prosecution of human trafficking has often 
been carried out by state and local law enforcement. Congress has 
focused recent attention on domestic sex trafficking of children, 
which includes commercial sex acts involving children under the 
age of 18. Under the Victims of Trafficking and Violence Protection 
Act of 2000 (TVPA), the primary law that addresses trafficking, sex 
trafficking of children in interstate commerce is a Federal crime.12 
Further, regardless of whether a child is believed to have consented 
to sex or whether the child represents himself or herself as an 
adult, the child is considered a trafficking victim under Federal 
law.13 

While much of the efforts to combat this crime have focused on 
the supply-side of sex trafficking, it is also a Federal (and state) 
crime to purchase sex with a minor.14 There is no uniform profile 
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ficking customers), available at http://www.justice.gov/usao/mow/news2013/bagley.sen.html (an-
nouncing the conviction of sex trafficking customers). 

15 See generally Malika Saada Saar, There is No Such Thing As A Child Prostitute, Wash. 
Post, Feb, 17, 2014 (discussing Tami, who pleaded with her purchasers for months to take her 
to the police because she was a minor, but none did), available at http://www. 
washingtonpost.com/opinions/there-is-no-such-thing-as-a-child-prostitute/2014/02/14/631ebd26- 
8ec7-11e3-b227-12a45d109e03lstory.html. 

of a buyer of commercial sex with a minor, making buyers particu-
larly difficult to identify. Research has suggested that these preda-
tors are often encouraged by online solicitations, temptations, and 
exploitation. In addition to those actively seeking out sex with mi-
nors, some buyers may engage in sex with minors unknowingly, to 
wit, those perpetrators may assume that a prostituted individual is 
an adult, not a child. Alternatively, they may or may not inquire 
about the age of that individual and may still decide to engage in 
a sex act even if she or he is a minor.15 

Hearings 

The Committee on the Judiciary held no hearings on H.R. 181. 

Committee Consideration 

On January 21, 2015, the Committee met in open session and or-
dered the bill H.R. 181 favorably reported by voice vote, a quorum 
being present. 

Committee Votes 

In compliance with clause 3(b) of rule XIII of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee advises that there were 
no recorded votes during the Committee’s consideration of H.R. 
181. 

Committee Oversight Findings 

In compliance with clause 3(c)(1) of rule XIII of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee advises that the findings 
and recommendations of the Committee, based on oversight activi-
ties under clause 2(b)(1) of rule X of the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives, are incorporated in the descriptive portions of this re-
port. 

New Budget Authority and Tax Expenditures 

Clause 3(c)(2) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House of Represent-
atives is inapplicable because this legislation does not provide new 
budgetary authority or increased tax expenditures. 

Congressional Budget Office Cost Estimate 

With respect to clause 3(c)(3) of rule XIII of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, an estimate and comparison prepared by 
the Director of the Congressional Budget Office under section 402 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 was not submitted to the 
Committee before the of filing of the report. 
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Duplication of Federal Programs 

No provision of H.R. 181 establishes or reauthorizes a program 
of the Federal Government known to be duplicative of another Fed-
eral program, a program that was included in any report from the 
Government Accountability Office to Congress pursuant to section 
21 of Public Law 111–139, or a program related to a program iden-
tified in the most recent Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance. 

Disclosure of Directed Rule Makings 

The Committee estimates that H.R. 181 specifically directs to be 
completed no specific rule makings within the meaning of 5 U.S.C. 
551. 

Performance Goals and Objectives 

The Committee states that pursuant to clause 3(c)(4) of rule XIII 
of the Rules of the House of Representatives, H.R.181 is a com-
prehensive response to the growing crime of child sex trafficking 
that focuses on prosecuting offenders and providing assistance and 
services to victims. 

Advisory on Earmarks 

In accordance with clause 9 of rule XXI of the Rules of the House 
of Representatives, H.R. 181 does not contain any congressional 
earmarks, limited tax benefits, or limited tariff benefits as defined 
in clause 9(e), 9(f), or 9(g) of Rule XXI. 

Section-by-Section Analysis 

The following discussion describes the bill as reported by the 
Committee. 

Section 1. Short Title. This section cites the short title of the bill 
as the ‘‘Justice for Victims of Trafficking Act of 2015.’’ 

Section 2. Victim-Centered Sex Trafficking Deterrence Grant Pro-
gram. This section creates a victim-centered model grant program 
to help States and local governments develop and implement com-
prehensive victim-centered programs to train law enforcement, res-
cue exploited children, prosecute human traffickers, and restore the 
lives of victims. Specifically, these grant funds could be used for 
specialized training programs, the establishment of anti-trafficking 
task forces, victims’ services, and the establishment or enhance-
ment of problem-solving court programs for trafficking victims all 
focused on victim rescue and restoration. This grant program 
amends the existing grant program codified at 42 U.S.C. § 14044b, 
and has the same authorization of $5 million a year over 5 years. 

Section 3. Amendments to the Victims of Child Abuse Act of 1990. 
This section clarifies that Child Advocacy Centers (CACs) may pro-
vide assistance and services to victims of child pornography and 
minor sex trafficking, and provides that existing grant programs 
can support these efforts. 

Section 4. Streamlining State and Local Human Trafficking In-
vestigations. Under current law (18 U.S.C. § 2516), state and local 
law enforcement may obtain a wiretap warrant in their state courts 
upon a showing that the investigation may provide evidence of 
‘‘murder, kidnapping, gambling, robbery, bribery, extortion, or deal-
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use its existing law enforcement task forces through the Innocence 
Lost National Initiative to focus on fighting demand for human 
trafficking through the investigation, arrest, and prosecution of 
persons who purchase sexual acts with human trafficking victims. 

Section 8. Holding Sex Traffickers Accountable. Current Federal 
law allows interstate child predators to claim an affirmative de-
fense under the Mann Act (18 U.S.C. § 2423) where they can show, 
by a preponderance of the evidence (more likely than not), that 
they believed the person with whom they engaged in a commercial 
sex act was 18 years of age or older. This section increases the 
standard for claiming this affirmative defense by requiring defend-
ants to show, by clear and convincing evidence (highly and sub-
stantially more probable than not), that they believed the victim to 
be 18 years of age or older. 

Section 9. Oversight and Accountability. This section provides ac-
countability measures for the new Victim-Centered Sex Trafficking 
Deterrence Grant Program by allowing the DOJ Inspector General 
to conduct audits of grant recipients under the bill in order to pre-
vent waste, fraud, and abuse of funds by grantees; prohibiting 
grantees with unresolved audit findings from receiving grant funds 
for a 2-year period; giving grantee priority to eligible entities that 
have not had an unresolved audit finding for the previous 3 years; 
and ensuring that grantees under the bill who have improperly re-
ceived funds are required to reimburse the Federal Government in 
an amount equal to the improper award, among other things. This 
section also provides that grantees must seek approval when using 
more than $20,000 in grant funds to support or host a conference, 
except that a conference that uses more than $20,000 but less than 
$500 in grant funds per person is not subject to the approval re-
quirements. This is intended to encourage grantees to be cost effec-
tive when holding conferences, and to not discourage large con-
ferences that provide information and training in an efficient man-
ner. 

Section 10. Crime Victims’ Rights. This section clarifies Congress’ 
intent with regard to several important provisions of the Crime 
Victims’ Rights Act (CVRA), enacted in 2004, and makes several 
technical and conforming changes to the CVRA. The CVRA gives 
crime victims ‘‘the right to participate in the system,’’ including the 
‘‘right to be treated with fairness and with respect for the victim’s 
dignity and privacy’’ and ‘‘the reasonable right to confer with the 
attorney for the Government in the case.’’ The law also instructs 
that these rights must be provided not just by the Justice Depart-
ment but by ‘‘other departments and agencies of the United States 
engaged in the detection, investigation, or prosecution of crime.’’ 
Despite this mandate, in 2010, the Justice Department’s Office of 
Legal Counsel issued an opinion concluding that the CVRA does 
not confer rights on victims of Federal crimes until prosecutors ini-
tiate formal criminal proceedings via the filing of a complaint, in-
formation, or indictment. The result of this opinion is that Federal 
prosecutors are not required to notify crime victims of plea agree-
ment or deferred prosecution agreement negotiations that occur 
prior to the filing of a formal charge. This section clarifies Con-
gress’ intent that crime victims be notified of plea agreements or 
deferred prosecution agreements, including those that may take 
place prior to a formal charge. 
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The CVRA also empowers crime victims to challenge the denial 
of their rights through a writ of mandamus. However, since its en-
actment, the circuit courts have split on the issue of what standard 
of review should apply to such writs. This section adopts the ap-
proach followed by the Ninth Circuit in Kenna v. U.S. District 
Court for Central District of California, 435 F.3d 1011 (9th Cir. 
2006), and the Second Circuit in In re W.R. Huff Asset Management 
Company, 409 F.3d 555 (2d Cir. 2005), namely that, despite the use 
of a writ of mandamus as a mechanism for victims’ rights enforce-
ment, Congress intended that such writs be reviewed under ordi-
nary appellate review standards. 

Sec. 11. Sense of Congress. This section provides a sense of Con-
gress that minor sex trafficking is a terrible crime that should be 
prosecuted to the fullest extent of the law. 

Changes in Existing Law Made by the Bill, as Reported 

In compliance with clause 3(e) of rule XIII of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, changes in existing law made by the bill, 
as reported, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be omit-
ted is enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italics, 
existing law in which no change is proposed is shown in roman): 

TRAFFICKING VICTIMS PROTECTION 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2005 

* * * * * * * 

TITLE II—COMBATTING DOMESTIC TRAFFICKING IN 
PERSONS 

* * * * * * * 

SEC. 203. PROTECTION OF JUVENILE VICTIMS OF TRAFFICKING IN 
PERSONS. 

ø(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PILOT PROGRAM.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services shall establish and carry out a pilot 
program to establish residential treatment facilities in the United 
States for juveniles subjected to trafficking. 

ø(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the pilot program established 
pursuant to subsection (a) are to— 

ø(1) provide benefits and services to juveniles subjected to 
trafficking, including shelter, psychological counseling, and as-
sistance in developing independent living skills; 

ø(2) assess the benefits of providing residential treatment 
facilities for juveniles subjected to trafficking, as well as the 
most efficient and cost-effective means of providing such facili-
ties; and 

ø(3) assess the need for and feasibility of establishing addi-
tional residential treatment facilities for juveniles subjected to 
trafficking. 
ø(c) SELECTION OF SITES.—The Secretary of Health and 

Human Services shall select three sites at which to operate the 
pilot program established pursuant to subsection (a). 
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Y _ ]f[a]k" kh][âa[Y ddq" lg" Y kk]kk" hgl]f+
laY d" ]^̂ ][lk" g "̂ f]o " j]_ m dY lagfk" gf" bgZ"
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lagf," P`ak" o gm d\" ZjgY \]f" l`]" k[gh]" g "̂
l`]" Qf̂m f\]\" I Y f\Y l]k" N]da] "̂ =[l" lg"
j]im aj]" [gkl+Z]f] âl" Y fY dqkak" g "̂ jm d]k"
l`Y l" ae hgk]" \aj][l" gj" af\aj][l" [gklk" g "̂
$ /. . " e addagf" Y " q]Y j" gj" e gj]," Og*" Y _ Y af*"
l`ak" ak" ĝj" e Y bgj" jm d]k" g "̂ $ /. . " e addagf" gj"
e gj]," El" o gm d\" Y dkg" j]im aj]" Y _ ]f[a]k" lg"
Y \ghl" l`]" d]Y kl" [gkldq" gj" d]Y kl" Zm j\]f+
kge ]" ghlagf" l`Y l" Y [`a]n]k" o `Y l]n]j"
hgda[q" _ gY dk" `Y n]" Z]]f" k]l" gm l" Zq" ?gf+
_ j]kk," El" k]]e k" lg" e ]" al" ak" Y " [ge e gf+
k]fk]" Y e ]f\e ]fl," E" `gh]" o ]" o add" _ ]l"
ZahY jlakY f" km hhgjl" ĝj" al,"

P`]" k][gf\" Y e ]f\e ]fl" o gm d\" ]pl]f\"
l`]" Qf̂m f\]\" I Y f\Y l]k" N]da] "̂ =[l" lg"
kg+[Y dd]\" af\]h]f\]fl" Y _ ]f[a]k" o `a[`"
lg\Y q" Y j]" Y [lm Y ddq" ]p]e hl" ĵge " l`]"

[gkl+Z]f] âl" jm d]k" l`Y l" _ gn]jf" Y dd" gl`]j"
Y _ ]f[a]k," Ef" /773*" o ]" `Y \" l`ak" \]ZY l]"
Y f\" \]l]je af]\" Y l" l`Y l" lae ]" o ]" o gm d\"
fgl" ]pl]f\" l`]" d]_ akdY lagf" lg" af\]+
h]f\]fl" Y _ ]f[a]k," Ef" l`]" afl]jae *" af\]+
h]f\]fl" Y _ ]f[a]k" `Y n]" Z]]f" hjgna\af_ "
e gj]" Y f\" e gj]" jm d]k*" `Y n]" hm l" gm l"
e gj]" Y f\" e gj]" j]_ m dY lagfk*" Y f\" Y j]"
`Y naf_ " Y " Za_ _ ]j" Y f\" Za_ _ ]j" ae hY [l," =f"
]pY e hd]" g "̂ Y f" af\]h]f\]fl" Y _ ]f[q"
o gm d\" Z]" l`]" OA?*" l`]" O][m jala]k" Y f\"
Ap[`Y f_ ]" ?ge e akkagf*" gj" l`]" ?BP?*"
o `a[`" ak" l`]" ?ge e g\alq" Bm lm j]k" PjY \+
af_ " ?ge e akkagf," P`]k]" Y j]" Y _ ]f[a]k"
l`Y l*" Y dl`gm _ `" af\]h]f\]fl" af" l`]" ]p][+
m lan]" ZjY f[`*" Y j]" n]jq" e m [`" afngdn]\"
af" hm llaf_ " gm l" e Y bgj" jm d]k" Y f\" j]_ m dY +
lagfk," El" ak" kge ]lae ]k" [Y dd]\" l`]" ss̀ ]Y \+
d]kk" ĝm jl`" ZjY f[`tt" g "̂ _ gn]jfe ]fl" Z]+
[Y m k]" l`]aj" jm d]k" Y j]" fgl" j]na]o ]\" ĝj"
[gkl+Z]f] âl" Y fY dqkak*" ]n]f" Zq" l`]" KI >*"
l`]" K^̂ a[]" g "̂ I Y fY _ ]e ]fl" Y f\" >m \_ ]l*"
af" alk" K^̂ a[]" g "̂ Ef̂gje Y lagf" Y f\" N]_ m +
dY lgjq" =^̂ Y ajk*" kg+[Y dd]\" KEN=,"

S ]" `Y n]" dggc ]\" Y l" kge ]" C=K" \Y lY "
Y f\" hm l" lg_ ]l`]j" nY jagm k" klm \a]k*" Y f\" al"
Y hh]Y jk" lg" m k" l`Y l" l`]j]" Y j]" Y Zgm l" 0. . "
j]_ m dY lagfk" l`Y l" o ]j]" akkm ]\" Z]lo ]]f"
/774" m flad" lg\Y q" l`Y l" o gm d\" Z]" \]]e ]\"
lg" `Y n]" Y f" ae hY [l" g "̂ $ /. . " e addagf" gj"
e gj]" gf" l`]" ][gfge q" Zm l" o ]j]" Y m lg+
e Y la[Y ddq" ]p[dm \]\" ĵge " l`]" Qf̂m f\]\"
I Y f\Y l]k" N]da] "̂ =[l" Z][Y m k]" l`]q" o ]j]"
\]]e ]\" lg" Z]" ĵge " af\]h]f\]fl" Y _ ]f+
[a]k,"

Og" al" ak" ZY ka[Y ddq" [dgkaf_ " Y " dggh`gd]"
Y f\" [dgkaf_ " l`ak" af\]h]f\]fl" Y _ ]f[q"
dggh`gd]*" o `a[`" E" Z]da]n]" ak" Y " k]fkaZd]"
j] ĝje ," El" `Y k" Z]]f" ]f\gjk]\" Zq" e Y fq"
h]ghd]*" af[dm \af_ *" afl]j]klaf_ dq*" l`]"
[m jj]fl" KEN=" =\e afakljY lgj" Y f\" l`]"
Lj]ka\]fltk" j]_ m dY lgjq" [rY j*" ?Y kk"
Om fkl]af*" o `g*" af" Y " 0. . 0" HY o " N]na]o " Y j+
la[d]*" lY dc ]\" Y Zgm l" l`]" Ŷ [l" l`Y l" l`ak" ak"
Y f" Y j]Y " o `]j]" QI N=" gm _ `l" lg" Z]" ]p+
l]f\]\" Z][Y m k]*" Y _ Y af*" l`]j]" o ]j]" kg"
e Y fq" af\]h]f\]fl" Y _ ]f[a]k" l`Y l" o ]j]"
hm llaf_ " gm l" j]_ m dY lagfk" ae hY [laf_ " bgZ"
[j]Y lagf" af" l`ak" [gm fljq,"

Jg" j]_ m dY lagf*" o `Y l]n]j" alk" kgm j[]*"
k`gm d\" Z]" ae hgk]\" gf" =e ]ja[Y f" ]e +
hdgq]jk" gj" gf" OlY l]" Y f\" dg[Y d" _ gn]jf+
e ]flk" o al`gm l" k]jagm k" [gfka\]jY lagf" g "̂
l`]" [gklk*" l`]" Z]f] âlk*" Y f\" l`]" Y nY ad+
Y Zadalq" g "̂ Y " d]Y kl+Zm j\]fkge ]" Y dl]j+
fY lan]," >gl`" l`]k]" Y e ]f\e ]flk" o gm d\"
e gn]" m k" m̂ jl`]j" lgo Y j\" l`Y l" k]fkaZd]"
_ gY d*" Y f\" E" `gh]" l`]" d]Y \]jk`ah" o add"
Y ddgo " l`]k]" Y e ]f\e ]flk" lg" Z]" g^̂ ]j]\,"
E" l`afc " l`]q" âl" o ]dd" o al`" l`]" m f\]j+
dqaf_ " d]_ akdY lagf," Ê" l`]q" Y j]" g^̂ ]j]\*" E"
[]jlY afdq" m j_ ]" e q" [gdd]Y _ m ]k" gf" Zgl`"
ka\]k" g "̂ l`]" Y akd]" lg" km hhgjl" l`]e ,"

E" qa]d\" l`]" d̂ggj," E" km _ _ ]kl" l`]" Y Z+
k]f[]" g "̂ Y " im gjm e ,"

P`]" LNAOE@EJC" KBBE?AN," P`]"
[d]jc " o add" [Y dd,"

P`]" Zadd" [d]jc " hjg[]]\]\" lg" [Y dd" l`]"
jgdd,"

I j," @QN>EJ," I j," Lj]ka\]fl*" E" Y kc "
m fY fae gm k" [gfk]fl" l`Y l" l`]" gj\]j" ĝj"
l`]" im gjm e " [Y dd" Z]" j]k[af\]\,"

P`]" LNAOE@EJC" KBBE?AN," S al`gm l"
gZb][lagf*" al" ak" kg" gj\]j]\,"

" !

I KNJEJC" >QOEJAOO"

I j," @QN>EJ," I j," Lj]ka\]fl*" E" Y kc "
m fY fae gm k" [gfk]fl" l`Y l" O]fY lgjk" Z]"

Y ddgo ]\" lg" kh]Y c " Y k" af" e gjfaf_ " Zm ka+
f]kk" ĝj" m h" lg" /. " e afm l]k" ]Y [`,"

P`]" LNAOE@EJC" KBBE?AN," S al`gm l"
gZb][lagf*" al" ak" kg" gj\]j]\,"

" !

PNE>QPA" PK" HKQEO" A," CER=J"

I j," I ??KJJAHH," I j," Lj]ka\]fl*" E"
jak]" lg\Y q" lg" j][g_ far]" Y " \aklaf_ m ak`]\"
G ]flm [c aY f" o `g" `Y k" o gjc ]\" laj]d]kkdq"
gf" Z]`Y d̂" g "̂ gm j" JY lagftk" kgd\a]jk*" kY ad+
gjk" Y f\" e Y jaf]k" ĝj" e gj]" l`Y f" 2. " q]Y jk,"
Hgm ak" A," CanY f*" Y " dâ]dgf_ " j]ka\]fl" g "̂
e q" `ge ]lgo f" g "̂ Hgm aknadd]*" `Y k" hdY q]\"
Y " nalY d" jgd]" af" hjgl][laf_ " l`]" e ]f" Y f\"
o ge ]f" g "̂ gm j" =je ]\" Bgj[]k" Y f\" gm j"
[gm fljqtk" \] ]̂fk],"

Bgje ]jdq" Y " kY adgj" `ae k]d̂" af" l`]" Q,O,"
JY nq*" `]" `Y k" k]jn]\" ĝj" l`]" dY kl" //"
q]Y jk" Y k" l`]" _ ]f]jY d" e Y fY _ ]j" g "̂
NY ql`]gf" I akkad]" Oqkl]e k" gh]jY lagfk"
af" Hgm aknadd]," E" o Y k" kY \\]f]\" lg" `]Y j" g "̂
`ak" j]laj]e ]fl" ĵge " l`Y l" hgkalagf" l`ak"
[ge af_ " F m dq" 3," D]" o add" []jlY afdq" Z]"
e akk]\,"

I j," CanY fv gj*" lg" l`gk]" o `g" c fgo "
`ae *" A\v o Y k" Y " /744" _ jY \m Y l]" g "̂ Ol," TY +
na]j" Da_ `" O[`ggd" af" Hgm aknadd]" Y f\" af"
/75. " ]Y jf]\" `ak" ZY [`]dgj" g "̂ k[a]f[]" \]+
_ j]]" af" e ][`Y fa[Y d" ]f_ af]]jaf_ " ĵge "
l`]" F ,>," Oh]]\" O[`ggd" g "̂ Af_ af]]jaf_ "
Y l" l`]" Qfan]jkalq" g "̂ Hgm aknadd]," Ef" /746*"
`]" Z]_ Y f" o gjc af_ " Y l" l`]" JY nY d" Kj\+
fY f[]" OlY lagf" af" Hgm aknadd]*" Y f\" `]"
klY q]\" Y l" l`Y l" hgkl" m flad" /774*" af" nY j+
agm k" ]f_ af]]jaf_ " Y f\" km h]jnakgjq" hgka+
lagfk,"

Ef" /774" l`]" JY nY d" Kj\fY f[]" OlY lagf"
ljY fkalagf]\" lg" hjanY l]" go f]jk`ah*" Y f\"
A\tk" d]Y \]jk`ah" o Y k" [jm [aY d" af" e Y c af_ "
l`Y l" ljY fkalagf" Y " km [[]kk m̂ d" gf]," P`]"
Ŷ [adalq" ]n]flm Y ddq" Z][Y e ]" hY jl" g "̂

NY ql`]gf" I akkad]" Oqkl]e k*" Y f\" A\" o Y k"
Y hhgafl]\" _ ]f]jY d" e Y fY _ ]j" af" 0. . . ," =k"
_ ]f]jY d" e Y fY _ ]j*" A\" `Y k" d]\" NY ql`]gf"
I akkad]" Oqkl]e k" af" Hgm aknadd]" lg" _ j]Y l"
km [[]kk*" km [[]kk" ĝj" Zgl`" l`]" [ge hY fq"
Y f\" ĝj" l`]" dg[Y d" [ge e m falq," P`]q" \]+
ka_ f*" \]n]dgh*" Y f\" hjg\m []" nalY d" o ]Y h+
gfk" kqkl]e k" ĝj" gm j" Y je ]\" ĝj[]k*" ]fY +
Zdaf_ " =e ]ja[Y " lg" `Y n]" l`]" e gkl" ĝje a+
\Y Zd]" e adalY jq" ĝj[]" af" l`]" o gjd\,"
S ]Y hgfk" hjg\m []\" Y l" l`]" Hgm aknadd]" Ŷ +
[adalq" Y j]" m k]\" Zq" gm j" ĝj[]k" af" Y dd" hY jlk"
g "̂ l`]" _ dgZ]*" af[dm \af_ " af" EjY i,"

G ]flm [c q" ak" dm [c q" lg" `Y n]" Z]f] âll]\"
ĵge " A\tk" \]\a[Y lagf*" [ge e ale ]fl" lg"

]p[]dd]f[]*" Y f\" d]Y \]jk`ah" ĝj" kg" e Y fq"
q]Y jk," E" Y e " km j]" `ak" o â]" R]de Y 9" `ak"
kgfk" A\\a]*" Pgfq*" Y f\" ?`jak9" Y f\" `ak"
_ jY f\[`ad\j]f" >]fbY e af*" JY l`Y f*"
EkY Y [*" I Y [q" Y f\" JY lY da]" Y j]" Y dd" n]jq"
hjgm \" g "̂ o `Y l" A\" `Y k" Y [[ge hdak`]\," E"
o ak`" `ae " l`]" n]jq" Z]kl" af" j]laj]e ]fl*"
Y f\" E" Y e " km j]" e q" [gdd]Y _ m ]k" bgaf" e ]" af"
kY qaf_ " l`Y l" l`ak" Q,O," O]fY l]" l`Y fc k"
I j," Hgm ak" A," ssA\tt" CanY f" ĝj" `ak" Ŷ al`+
m̂ d" k]jna[],"

" !

?NEI A" RE?PEI Ot" NECDPO" =?P"

I j," G UH," I j," Lj]ka\]fl*" E" Y kc " m fY fa+
e gm k" [gfk]fl" l`Y l" l`]" ĝddgo af_ " d]ll]j"
Z]" hjafl]\" af" l`]" NA?KN@,"

P`]j]" Z]af_ " fg" gZb][lagf*" l`]" e Y l]+
jaY d" o Y k" gj\]j]\" lg" Z]" hjafl]\" af" l`]"
NA?KN@*" Y k" ĝddgo k8"
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*54. 7,88054( 2 ! 7,*57+ T 8,4( 9 ,B'*$ ,! '*) (!&"!%# $$!

Q,O," OAJ=PA*"
?@PGHLFQML"!0/"!4RLD!)"!'%&&$!

Dgf," ANE? D," DKH@AN*" F j,*"
-QQMOLDV! 1DLDO@J"! =$;$! 0DN@OQKDLQ! ME! 4RPQHBD"!

?@PGHLFQML"!0/$!
@A=N =PPKNJAU CAJAN=H DKH@AN8" E" Y e "

o jalaf_ " Y Zgm l" l`]" F m kla[]" @]hY jle ]fltk" ae +
hd]e ]flY lagf" g "̂ l`]" ?jae ]" Ra[lae kt" Na_ `lk"
=[lv Y f" Y [l" l`Y l" E" [g+khgfkgj]\" af" 0. . 2,"
P`]k]" im ]klagfk" j]dY l]" lg" Y f" K^̂ a[]" g "̂ H]_ Y d"
?gm fk]d" 'ssKH?tt(" Khafagf" e Y \]" hm Zda[" gf"
I Y q" 0. *" 0. //" Y f\" e gj]" ZjgY \dq" lg" [gf[]jfk" E"
`Y n]" `]Y j\" ĵge " [jae ]" na[lae kt" Y \ng[Y l]k"
l`Y l" l`]" @]hY jle ]fl" `Y k" Z]]f" l`o Y jlaf_ " ] +̂
]̂[lan]" ae hd]e ]flY lagf" g "̂ l`]" =[l" Zq" Ŷ adaf_ "

lg" ]pl]f\" l`]" =[l" lg" l`]" afn]kla_ Y lan]" h`Y k]k"
g "̂ [jae afY d" [Y k]k" Y f\" Zq" hj]n]flaf_ " ]^̂ ][lan]"
Y hh]ddY l]" ]f̂gj[]e ]fl" g "̂ na[lae kt" ja_ `lk," E"
Y e " o jalaf_ " lg" Y kc " qgm " lg" Y fko ]j" l`]k]" im ]k+
lagfk" Y f\" ]phdY af" l`]" @]hY jle ]fltk" Y [lagfk"
af" l`]k]" Y j]Y k,"

CKRANJI AJP LNKPA?PEKJ KB RE?PEI Ot" NECDPO"
@QNEJC EJRAOPEC=PEKJ KB = ?NEI A"

S `]f" ?gf_ j]kk" ]fY [l]\" l`]" ?RN=*" al" af+
l]f\]\" lg" hjgl][l" [jae ]" na[lae k" l`jgm _ `gm l"
l`]" [jae afY d" bm kla[]" hjg[]kkv ĵge " l`]" afn]k+
la_ Y lan]" h`Y k]k" lg" l`]" âfY d" [gf[dm kagf" g "̂ Y "
[Y k]," ?gf_ j]kk" [gm d\" fgl" `Y n]" Z]]f" [d]Y j]j" af"
alk" \aj][lagf" l`Y l" m kaf_ " ssZ]kl" ]^̂ gjlktt" lg" ]f+
ĝj[]" l`]" ?RN=" o Y k" Y f" gZda_ Y lagf" g "̂

ssWgX^̂ a[]jk" Y f\" ]e hdgq]]k" g "̂ l`]" @]hY jle ]fl"
g "̂ F m kla[]" Y f\" gl`]j" \]hY jle ]flk" Y f\" Y _ ]f+
[a]k" g "̂ l`]" Qfal]\" OlY l]k" ]f_ Y _ ]\" af" l`]" CD#

QDBQHML"! HLSDPQHF@QHML*" gj" hjgk][m lagf" g "̂ [jae ]"
, , , ,tt" /6" Q,O,?," x 155/'[('/(" ']e h`Y kak" Y \\]\(,"
?gf_ j]kk" Y dkg" h]je all]\" [jae ]" na[lae k" lg" Y k+
k]jl" l`]aj" ja_ `lk" ]al`]j" af" l`]" [gm jl" af" o `a[`"
ĝje Y d" [`Y j_ ]k" `Y \" Y dj]Y \q" Z]]f" âd]\" ssgj*" HE!

LM! NOMPDBRQHML! HP! RLCDOT@V*" af" l`]" \aklja[l"
[gm jl" af" l`]" \aklja[l" af" o `a[`" l`]" [jae ]" g[+
[m jj]\,tt" /6" Q,O,?," x 155/'\('1(" ']e h`Y kak"
Y \\]\(,"

@]khal]" ?gf_ j]kkt" [d]Y j" afl]flagf" lg" ]pl]f\"
ja_ `lk" lg" [jae ]" na[lae k" l`jgm _ `gm l" l`]" hjg[+
]kk*" l`]" F m kla[]" @]hY jle ]fl" ak" j]Y \af_ " l`]"
?RN=" e m [`" e gj]" fY jjgo dq," Ef" l`]" j][]fl"
KH?" ghafagf*" ĝj" ]pY e hd]*" l`]" @]hY jle ]fl"
lY c ]k" l`]" hgkalagf" l`Y l" ssl`]" ?RN=" ak" Z]kl"
j]Y \" Y k" hjgna\af_ " l`Y l" l`]" ja_ `lk" a\]flâa]\"
af" k][lagf" 155/'Y (" Y j]" _ m Y jY fl]]\" ĵge " l`]"
lae ]" l`Y l" [jae afY d" hjg[]]\af_ k" Y j]" afalaY l]\"
'Zq" [ge hdY afl*" af̂gje Y lagf*" gj" af\a[le ]fl("
Y f\" []Y k]" lg" Z]" Y nY adY Zd]" â " Y dd" [`Y j_ ]k" Y j]"
\ake akk]\" ]al`]j" ngdm flY jadq" gj" gf" l`]" e ]jalk"
'gj" â " l`]" Cgn]jfe ]fl" \][daf]k" lg" Zjaf_ " ĝj+
e Y d" [`Y j_ ]k" Y l̂]j" l`]" âdaf_ " g "̂ Y " [ge hdY afl(,tt"
P`]" =nY adY Zadalq" g "̂ ?jae ]" Ra[lae kt" Na_ `lk"
Qf\]j" l`]" ?jae ]" Ra[lae kt" Na_ `lk" =[l" g "̂ 0. . 2*"
I ]e gjY f\m e " ĵge " F g`f" A," >a]k" '@][," /5*"
0. /. *" hm Zda[dq" j]d]Y k]\" I Y q" 0. *" 0. //(" '̀ ]j]af+
Y l̂]j" ssKH?" Khafagftt(," Ef\]]\*" af" l`Y l" kY e ]"
ghafagf*" E" Y e " km jhjak]\" lg" k]]" l`]" @]hY jl+
e ]fl" [alaf_ " Y " kfahh]l" ĵge " e q" d̂ggj" j]e Y jc k"
\m jaf_ " l`]" hY kkY _ ]" g "̂ l`]" ?RN=" ĝj" l`]" hjgh+
gkalagf" l`Y l" [jae ]" na[lae k" [Y f" [gf̂]j" o al`"
hjgk][m lgjk" gfdq" Y l̂]j" l`]" ĝje Y d" âdaf_ " g "̂
[`Y j_ ]k," O]]" a\," Y l" 7" '[alaf_ " /3. " ?gf_ ," N][,"
O204. *" O2046" '=hj," 00*" 0. . 2(" 'klY l]e ]fl" g "̂ O]f,"
G qd(,"

E" \a\" o Y fl" lg" ]phj]kk" e q" km jhjak]" l`Y l" qgm j"
hjgk][m lgjk" Y j]" kg" [d]Y jdq" im glaf_ " e q" j]+
e Y jc k" gm l" g "̂ [gfl]pl," D]j]" ak" l`]" m̂ dd" hY k+
kY _ ]" g "̂ e q" j]e Y jc k*" o `a[`" o ]j]" hY jl" g "̂ Y "
[gddgim q" o al`" e q" [g+khgfkgj" gf" l`]" ?RN=*"
O]fY lgj" B]afkl]af8"

O]fY lgj" B]afkl]af8" O][lagf" , , ," 'Y ('3(" hjg+
na\]k" Y " ja_ `l" lg" [gf̂]j" o al`" l`]" Y llgjf]q" ĝj"
l`]" Cgn]jfe ]fl" af" l`]" [Y k]," <GHP! OHFGQ! HP! HL#

QDLCDC! QM!AD!DUN@LPHSD$!Bgj" ]pY e hd]*" l`]" na[+
lae " `Y k" l`]" ja_ `l" lg" [gf̂]j" o al`" l`]" Cgn]jf+
e ]fl" [gf[]jfaf_ " Y fq" [jala[Y d" klY _ ]" gj" \ak+
hgkalagf" g "̂ l`]" [Y k]," <GD!OHFGQ"!GMTDSDO"!HP!LMQ!

JHKHQDC!QM!QGDPD!DU@KNJDP$!E" Y kc " l`]" O]fY lgj" â "
`]" [gf[m jk" af" l`ak" afl]fl,"

O]fY lgj" G qd8" U]k," P`]" afl]fl" g "̂ l`ak" k][+
lagf" ak" bm kl" Y k" l`]" O]fY lgj" kY qk," P`ak" ja_ `l" lg"
[gf̂]j" \g]k" fgl" _ an]" l`]" [jae ]" na[lae " Y fq"

ja_ `l" lg" \aj][l" l`]" hjgk][m lagf," Ljgk][m lgjk"
k`gm d\" [gfka\]j" al" hY jl" g "̂ l`]aj" hjg ]̂kkagf" lg"
Z]" Y nY adY Zd]" lg" [gfkm dl" o al`" [jae ]" na[lae k"
Y Zgm l" [gf[]jfk" l`]" na[lae k" e Y q" `Y n]" o `a[`"
Y j]" h]jlaf]fl" lg" l`]" [Y k]*" [Y k]" hjg[]]\af_ k" gj"
\akhgkalagfk," Qf\]j" l`ak" hjgnakagf*" SHBQHKP!@OD!

@AJD! QM! BMLEDO! THQG! QGD! 1MSDOLKDLQWP! @QQMOLDV!

@AMRQ!NOMBDDCHLFP!@EQDO!BG@OFHLF$!

/3. " ?gf_ ," N][," O204. *" O2046" '=hj," 00*" 0. . 2("
'klY l]e ]flk" g "̂ O]fk," B]afkl]af" &" G qd(" ']e +
h`Y k]k" Y \\]\(," N]Y \" af" [gfl]pl*" al" ak" gZnagm k"
l`Y l" l`]" e Y af" hgafl" g "̂ e q" j]e Y jc k" o Y k" l`Y l"
Y " na[lae tk" ja_ `l" lg" [gf̂]j" o Y k" ssafl]f\]\" lg"
Z]" ]phY fkan],tt" O]fY lgj" B]afkl]af" Y f\" E" l`]f"
_ Y n]" nY jagm k" ]pY e hd]k" g "̂ kalm Y lagfk" af" o `a[`"
na[lae k" [gm d\" [gf̂]j" o al`" hjgk][m lgjk*" o al`"
l`]" fgl]" l`Y l" l`]" ja_ `l" lg" [gf̂]j" o Y k" ssfgl"
dae al]\" lg" l`]k]" ]pY e hd]k,tt" El" ak" l`]j] ĝj]"
ljgm Zdaf_ " lg" e ]" l`Y l" af" l`ak" ghafagf" l`]" F m k+
la[]" @]hY jle ]fl" ak" im glaf_ " gfdq" Y " dae al]\"
hgjlagf" g "̂ e q" j]e Y jc k" Y f\" o j]f[`af_ " l`]e "
gm l" g "̂ [gfl]pl" lg" km _ _ ]kl" l`Y l" E" l`afc " l`Y l"
[jae ]" na[lae k" \g" fgl" `Y n]" Y fq" ja_ `l" lg" [gf+
]̂j" 'gj" lg" Z]" lj]Y l]\" o al`" Ŷ ajf]kk(" m flad" Y l̂]j"

[`Y j_ af_ ,"
Ef" _ anaf_ " Y f" ]pY e hd]" l`Y l" l`]" na[lae k"

o gm d\" `Y n]" km [`" ja_ `lk" Y l̂]j" [`Y j_ af_ *" E" o Y k"
fgl" km _ _ ]klaf_ " l`Y l" l`]q" `Y \" fg" km [`" ja_ `l"
]Y jda]j" af" l`]" hjg[]kk," Adk]o `]j]" af" e q" j]+
e Y jc k" E" e Y \]" [d]Y j" l`Y l" [jae ]" na[lae k" `Y \"
ja_ `lk" m f\]j" l`]" ?RN=" ]n]f" Z] ĝj]" Y f" af\a[l+
e ]fl" ak" âd]\," Bgj" ]pY e hd]*" af" l`]" hY kkY _ ]"
im gl]\" Y Zgn]*" E" e Y \]" [d]Y j" l`Y l" [jae ]" na[+
lae k" `Y \" Y " ja_ `l" lg" [gfkm dl" Y Zgm l" Zgl`" ssl`]"
[Y k]tt" Y f\" ss[Y k]" hjg[]]\af_ kttv a,],*" Zgl`"
Y Zgm l" `go " l`]" [Y k]" o Y k" Z]af_ " `Y f\d]\" Z] ĝj]"
Z]af_ " âd]\" af" [gm jl" Y f\" l`]f" dY l]j" `go " l`]"
[Y k]" o Y k" Z]af_ " `Y f\d]\" af" [gm jl" sshjg+
[]]\af_ k,tt" =k" Y fgl`]j" ]pY e hd]*" O]fY lgj"
B]afkl]af" Y f\" E" ]phdY af]\" l`Y l" o ]" `Y \" \jY l̂+
]\" l`]" ?RN=" lg" ]pl]f\" Y " ja_ `l" lg" na[lae k" lg"
Y ll]f\" gfdq" sshm Zda[tt" hjg[]]\af_ k*" Z][Y m k]"
gl`]jo ak]" l`]" ja_ `lk" o gm d\" ]pl]f\" lg" _ jY f\"
bm jq" hjg[]]\af_ k," O]]*" ],_ ,*" /3. " ?gf_ ," N][,"
O204. *" O2046" '=hj," 00*" 0. . 2(" 'klY l]e ]flk" g "̂
O]fk," B]afkl]af" &" G qd(," K "̂ [gm jk]*" fg" km [`"
dae alY lagf" o gm d\" `Y n]" Z]]f" f][]kkY jq" m f\]j"
l`]" ?RN=" â " ?RN=" ja_ `lk" Y llY [`" 'Y k" l`]" @]+
hY jle ]fl" k]]e k" lg" l`afc (" gfdq" Y l̂]j" l`]" âd+
af_ " g "̂ Y " _ jY f\" bm jq" af\a[le ]fl,"

?gm jlk" `Y n]" Y dj]Y \q" j]b][l]\" l`]" F m kla[]"
@]hY jle ]fltk" hgkalagf" l`Y l" l`]" ?RN=" Y h+
hda]k" gfdq" Y l̂]j" Y f" af\a[le ]fl" ak" âd]\," Bgj"
]pY e hd]*" af" 3L!OD!0D@L*" 305" B,1\" 17/" '3l`" ?aj,"
0. . 6(*" l`]" @]hY jle ]fl" lggc " l`]" hgkalagf" l`Y l"
[jae ]" na[lae k" `Y \" fg" ja_ `l" lg" [gf̂]j" o al`"
hjgk][m lgjk" m flad" Y l̂]j" l`]" @]hY jle ]fl" `Y \"
j]Y [`]\" Y f\" ka_ f]\" Y " hd]Y " Y _ j]]e ]fl" o al`" Y "
[gjhgjY lagf" '>L" Ljg\m [lk" Jgjl`" =e ]ja[Y ("
o `gk]" add]_ Y d" Y [lagfk" `Y \" j]km dl]\" af" l`]"
\]Y l`k" g "̂ â̂ l]]f" o gjc ]jk" af" Y f" gad" j] âf]jq"
]phdgkagf," K "̂ [gm jk]*" l`ak" hgkalagf" e ]Y fl"
l`Y l" l`]" na[lae k" [gm d\" `Y n]" fg" jgd]" af" k`Y h+
af_ " Y fq" hd]Y " \]Y d" l`Y l" l`]" @]hY jle ]fl"
j]Y [`]\," Ef" j]b][laf_ " l`]" @]hY jle ]fltk" hgka+
lagf*" l`]" Bâl`" ?aj[m al" `]d\" l`Y l" ssl`]" _ gn]jf+
e ]fl" k`gm d\" `Y n]" Ŷ k`agf]\" Y " j]Y kgfY Zd]"
o Y q" lg" af̂gje " l`]" na[lae k" g "̂ l`]" dac ]dà gg\"
g "̂ [jae afY d" [`Y j_ ]k" Y f\" lg" Y k[]jlY af" l`]" na[+
lae kt" na]o k" gf" l`]" hgkkaZd]" \]lY adk" g "̂ Y " hd]Y "
ZY j_ Y af,tt" E\," Y l" 172,"

Ef" khal]" g "̂ l`ak" Zaf\af_ " \][akagf" ĵge " l`]"
Bâl`" ?aj[m al*" [jae ]" na[lae kt" Y \ng[Y l]k" `Y n]"
j]hgjl]\" lg" e ]" l`Y l" l`]" F m kla[]" @]hY jle ]fl"
ak" kladd" hjg[]]\af_ " af" l`]" Bâl`" ?aj[m al" Y f\"
]dk]o `]j]" gf" l`]" Y kkm e hlagf" l`Y l" al" `Y k" fg"
gZda_ Y lagfk" lg" lj]Y l" na[lae k" Ŷ ajdq" gj" lg" [gf+
]̂j" o al`" l`]e " m flad" Y l̂]j" [`Y j_ ]k" Y j]" ĝj+

e Y ddq" âd]\," Can]f" l`]" Bâl`" ?aj[m altk" @]Y f"
\][akagf*" l`ak" hgkalagf" Y hh]Y jk" lg" hdY []" l`]"
@]hY jle ]fl" af" nagdY lagf" g "̂ Y " Zaf\af_ " [gm jl"
jm daf_ " l`Y l" ]pl]f\k" ja_ `lk" lg" l`gm kY f\k" g "̂
[jae ]" na[lae k" af" Hgm akaY fY *" I akkakkahha*" Y f\"
P]pY k," =f\" e gj]" _ ]f]jY ddq*" l`]" @]hY jl+
e ]fltk" hgkalagf" kae hdq" `Y k" fg" _ jgm f\af_ " af"
l`]" [d]Y j" dY f_ m Y _ ]" g "̂ l`]" ?RN=,"

I q" âjkl" im ]klagf8" S `Y l" ak" l`]" F m kla[]" @]+
hY jle ]fl" \gaf_ " lg" ]pl]f\" lg" na[lae k" l`]aj"

ja_ `l" lg" Ŷ aj" lj]Y le ]fl" Y f\" l`]aj" ja_ `l" lg"
[gf̂]j" o al`" hjgk][m lgjk" o `]f" l`]" F m kla[]" @]+
hY jle ]fl" ak" f]_ glaY laf_ " hj]+af\a[le ]fl" hd]Y "
Y _ j]]e ]flk" Y f\" fgf+hjgk][m lagf" Y _ j]]e ]flk"
o al`" \] ]̂fk]" Y llgjf]qk*" af[dm \af_ " f]_ glaY +
lagfk" o al`af" l`]" Bâl`" ?aj[m al; "

?NEI A RE?PEI Ot" NECDP PK =LLAHH=PA"
LNKPA?PEKJ"

Ljgl][lagf" g "̂ [jae ]" na[lae kt" ja_ `lk" af" Y h+
h]ddY l]" [gm jlk" ak" Y f" ae hgjlY fl" hY jl" g "̂ l`]"
?RN=," =k" qgm " c fgo *" o `]f" ?gf_ j]kk" hY kk]\"
l`]" ?RN=*" l`]" ]̂\]jY d" [gm jlk" g "̂ Y hh]Y dk" `Y \"
j][g_ far]\" l`Y l" [jae ]" na[lae k" [gm d\" lY c ]" gj+
\afY jq" Y hh]Y dk" lg" hjgl][l" l`]aj" ja_ `lk," O]]*"
],_ ,*" 0MD! S$! =LHQDC! ;Q@QDP*" 444" B,0\" 21*" 24" '2l`"
?aj," /76/(" 'jY h]" na[lae " Y ddgo ]\" lg" Y hh]Y d" \ak+
lja[l" [gm jltk" Y \n]jk]" ssjY h]" k`a]d\" klY lm l]tt"
jm daf_ (9" =LHQDC!;Q@QDP!n," 5MLDP*" 55" B,1\" 44" '1j\"
?aj," /774(" 'na[lae " Y ddgo ]\" lg" Y hh]Y d" Y \n]jk]"
j]klalm lagf" \][akagf(," ?gf_ j]kk" kgm _ `l" lg"
d]Y n]" l`]k]" hjgl][lagfk" af" hdY []*" o `ad]" ]p+
hY f\af_ " l`]e " lg" ]fkm j]" l`Y l" [jae ]" na[lae k"
[gm d\" gZlY af" im a[c " naf\a[Y lagf" g "̂ l`]aj"
ja_ `lk" af" Y hh]ddY l]" [gm jlk" Zq" hjgna\af_ v af"
x 155/'\('1(v l`Y l" ssWaX "̂ l`]" \aklja[l" [gm jl" \]+
fa]k" l`]" j]da] "̂ kgm _ `l*" l`]" Wna[lae X" e Y q" h]la+
lagf" l`]" [gm jl" g "̂ Y hh]Y dk" ĝj" Y " o jal" g "̂ e Y f+
\Y e m k,tt" /6" Q,O,?," x 155/'\('1(," Kj\afY jadq*"
o `]l`]j" e Y f\Y e m k" j]da] "̂ k`gm d\" akkm ]" ak" \ak+
[j]lagfY jq," P`]" hdY af" dY f_ m Y _ ]" g "̂ l`]" ?RN=*"
`go ]n]j*" kh][âa[Y ddq" Y f\" [d]Y jdq" gn]jjm d]\"
km [`" \ak[j]lagfY jq" e Y f\Y e m k" klY f\Y j\k" Zq"
\aj][laf_ " l`Y l" ssWlX`]" [gm jl" g "̂ Y hh]Y dk" PG@JJ!

Q@ID! RN! @LC! CDBHCD! PRBG! @NNJHB@QHML! EMOQGTHQG!

, , , ,tt" /6" Q,O,?," x 155/'\('1(" ']e h`Y kak" Y \\]\(,"
=k" E" ]phdY af]\" o `]f" l`]" O]fY l]" [gfka\]j]\"
l`]" ?RN=8"

WS X`ad]" e Y f\Y e m k" ak" _ ]f]jY ddq" \ak[j]+
lagfY jq*" l`ak" hjgnakagf" W/6" Q,O,?," x 155/'\('1(X"
e ]Y fk" l`Y l" [gm jlk" KRPQ! j]na]o " l`]k]" [Y k]k,"
=hh]ddY l]" j]na]o " g "̂ \]faY dk" g "̂ na[lae kt" ja_ `lk"
ak" bm kl" Y k" ae hgjlY fl" Y k" l`]" afalaY d" Y kk]jlagf"
g "̂ Y " na[lae tk" ja_ `l," P`ak" hjgnakagf" ]fkm j]k" j]+
na]o " Y f\" ]f[gm jY _ ]k" [gm jlk" lg" AOM@CJV!CDEDLC!

l`]" na[lae kt" ja_ `lk,"

/3. " ?KJC," NA?," O205. " '=hj," 00*" 0. . 2(" 'klY l]+
e ]fl" g "̂ O]f," G qd(" ']e h`Y k]k" Y \\]\(," Oae a+
dY jdq*" l`]" ?RN=tk" [g+khgfkgj" o al`" e ]*" O]f+
Y lgj" B]afkl]af*" klY l]\" l`Y l" l`]" =[l" o gm d\"
[j]Y l]" ssY " f]o " m k]" g "̂ Y " n]jq" gd\" hjg[]\m j]*"
l`]" o jal" g "̂ e Y f\Y e m k," P`ak" hjgnakagf" o add"
]klY Zdak`" Y " hjg[]\m j]" o `]j]" Y " [jae ]" na[lae "
[Y f*" af" ]kk]f[]*" ae e ]\aY l]dq" @NND@J!Y " \]faY d"
g "̂ l`]aj" ja_ `lk" Zq" Y " ljaY d" [gm jl" lg" l`]" [gm jl"
g "̂ Y hh]Y dk,tt" /3. " ?KJC," NA?," O2040" 'klY l]e ]fl"
g "̂ O]f," B]afkl]af(" ']e h`Y k]k" Y \\]\(9" k]]" Y dkg"
a\," 'klY l]e ]fl" g "̂ O]f," G qd(" '[jae ]" na[lae k"
e m kl" ssZ]" Y Zd]" lg" `Y n]" , , ," l`]" Y hh]ddY l]"
[gm jlk" lY c ]" l`]" Y hh]Y d" Y f\" gj\]j" j]da] (̂," Ef"
k`gjl*" l`]" d]_ akdY lan]" `aklgjq" k`go k" l`Y l"
x 155/'\('1(" o Y k" afl]f\]\" lg" Y ddgo " [jae ]" na[+
lae k" lg" lY c ]" Y [[]d]jY l]\" Y hh]Y dk" ĵge " \ak+
lja[l" [gm jl" \][akagfk" \]fqaf_ " l`]aj" ja_ `lk" Y f\"
`Y n]" l`]aj" Y hh]Y dk" j]na]o ]\" m f\]j" gj\afY jq"
klY f\Y j\k" g "̂ Y hh]ddY l]" j]na]o ,"

Ef" khal]" g "̂ l`Y l" m f]im ang[Y d" d]_ akdY lan]" `ak+
lgjq*" l`]" F m kla[]" @]hY jle ]fl" `Y k" af" hY kl"
[Y k]k" Y kk]jl]\" Y " [gfljY jq" hgkalagf," Ef" 3L! OD!

-LQOMARP*" 3/7" B,1\" //01" '/. l`" ?aj," 0. . 6(*" G ]f"
Y f\" Om ]" =fljgZm k" kgm _ `l" lg" gZlY af" Y hh]ddY l]"
j]na]o " g "̂ Y " jm daf_ " Zq" Y " ljaY d" [gm jl" l`Y l" l`]q"
[gm d\" fgl" \]dan]j" Y " na[lae " ae hY [l" klY l]e ]fl"
Y l" l`]" k]fl]f[af_ " g "̂ l`]" e Y f" o `g" kgd\" l`]"
e m j\]j" o ]Y hgf" m k]\" lg" c add" l`]aj" \Y m _ `l]j,"
P`]" P]fl`" ?aj[m al" jm d]\" Y _ Y afkl" l`]e " gf" l`]"
ZY kak" l`Y l" l`]" =fljgZm k]k" o ]j]" fgl" ]flald]\"
lg" j]_ m dY j" Y hh]ddY l]" j]na]o *" Zm l" gfdq" \ak[j]+
lagfY jq" e Y f\Y e m k" j]na]o ," O]]" a\," Y l" //02u 03,"
P`]" P]fl`" ?aj[m al" \a\" fgl" [gfka\]j" l`]" d]_ ak+
dY lan]" `aklgjq" af" j]Y [`af_ " l`ak" [gf[dm kagf*"
d]Y \af_ " l`]" =fljgZm k]k" lg" âd]" h]lalagfk" ĝj"
j]`]Y jaf_ " Y f\" j]`]Y jaf_ " ]f" ZY f[v h]lalagfk"
l`Y l" j][gm fl]\" l`ak" d]_ akdY lan]" `aklgjq," Ef" j]+
khgfk]*" l`]" F m kla[]" @]hY jle ]fl" Y kc ]\" l`]"
P]fl`" ?aj[m al" lg" \]fq" l`]" na[lae kt" h]lalagfk,"
N]e Y jc Y Zdq*" l`]" F m kla[]" @]hY jle ]fl" lgd\"
l`]" P]fl`" ?aj[m al" l`Y l" al" [gm d\" a_ fgj]" l`]"
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d]_ akdY lan]" `aklgjq" Z][Y m k]" l`]" ?RN=" ssak" m f+
Y e Za_ m gm k,tt" N]khgfk]" g "̂ l`]" Qfal]\" OlY l]k*"
3L!OD!-LQOMARP*" Jg," . 6u 2. . 0*" Y l" /0" f,5" '/. l`" ?aj,"
B]Z," /0*" 0. . 6(,"

=l" l`]" lae ]" l`Y l" l`]" F m kla[]" @]hY jle ]fl"
âd]\" l`ak" Zja] *̂" fg" ?gm jl" g "̂ =hh]Y dk" Y _ j]]\"

o al`" l`]" P]fl`" ?aj[m al," =l" l`]" lae ]*" l`j]]"
gl`]j" ?aj[m alk" `Y \" Y dd" akkm ]\" m fY fae gm k" jm d+
af_ k" l`Y l" [jae ]" na[lae k" o ]j]" ]flald]\" lg" j]_ +
m dY j" Y hh]ddY l]" j]na]o ," O]]" 3L! OD! ?$9$! 2REE!

-PPDQ!7FKQ$!/M$"!2. 7" B,1\" 333*" 340" '0\" ?aj," 0. . 3(9"
5DLL@!S$!=;$!0HPQ$!/Q$!EMO!QGD!/DLQ$!0HPQ$!ME!/@$"!

213" B,1\" /. //*" /. /5" '7l`" ?aj," 0. . 4(9" 3L!OD!?@JPG*"
007" B]\,=hhp," 36*" Y l" 4. " '1j\" ?aj," 0. . 5(,"

I q" f]pl" im ]klagf" ĝj" qgm " ak*" _ an]f" l`Y l" l`]"
F m kla[]" @]hY jle ]fl" `Y k" Y f" gZda_ Y lagf" lg" m k]"
alk" ssZ]kl" ]^̂ gjlk*tt" /6" Q,O,?," x 155/'[('/(*" lg" Y +̂
ĝj\" [jae ]" na[lae k" l`]aj" ja_ `lk*" `go " [gm d\"

l`]" @]hY jle ]fl" Y j_ m ]" af" =fljgZm k" 'Y f\" dY l]j"
[Y k]k(" l`Y l" l`]" ?RN=" ssm fY e Za_ m gm kdqtt" \]+
fa]\" [jae ]" na[lae k" j]_ m dY j" Y hh]ddY l]" hjgl][+
lagfk" g "̂ l`]aj" ja_ `lk" o `]f" l`j]]" [aj[m alk" `Y \"
j]Y [`]\" l`]" ghhgkal]" [gf[dm kagf; "

CKRANJI AJPtO NECDP PK =OOANP ANNKN "
@AJE=H KB RE?PEI Ot" NECDPO"

Pg" m̂ jl`]j" Zgdkl]j" hjgl][lagf" g "̂ [jae ]" na[+
lae kt" ja_ `lk*" ?gf_ j]kk" Y dkg" af[dm \]\" Y f" Y \\a+
lagfY d" hjgnakagf" af" l`]" ?RN=v x 155/'\('2(v "
Y ddgo af_ " l`]" F m kla[]" @]hY jle ]fl" lg" gZlY af"
j]na]o " g "̂ [jae ]" na[lae kt" ja_ `lk" akkm ]k" af" Y h+
h]Y dk" âd]\" Zq" \] ]̂f\Y flk8" ssEf" Y fq" Y hh]Y d" af"
Y " [jae afY d" [Y k]*" l`]" Cgn]jfe ]fl" e Y q" Y kk]jl"
Y k" ]jjgj" l`]" \aklja[l" [gm jltk" \]faY d" g "̂ Y fq"
[jae ]" na[lae tk" ja_ `l" af" l`]" hjg[]]\af_ " lg"
o `a[`" l`]" Y hh]Y d" j]dY l]k,tt" /6" Q,O,?,"
x 155/'\('2(," P`]" afl]fl" m f\]jdqaf_ " l`ak" hjgna+
kagf" o Y k" lg" km hhd]e ]fl" l`]" [jae ]" na[lae kt"
Y hh]Y d" hjgnakagf" ĝm f\" af" x 155/'\('1(" Zq" h]j+
e allaf_ " l`]" @]hY jle ]fl" lg" Y dkg" `]dh" \]n]dgh"
Y " Zg\q" g "̂ [Y k]" dY o " ]phY f\af_ " [jae ]" na[lae kt"
ja_ `lk" af" l`]" e Y fq" \] ]̂fk]" Y hh]Y dk" l`Y l" Y j]"
âd]\," El" o Y k" fgl" afl]f\]\" lg" af" Y fq" o Y q" fY j+

jgo " [jae ]" na[lae kt" ja_ `lk" lg" k]]c " j]da] "̂
m f\]j" x 155/'\('1(," Jgj" o Y k" al" afl]f\]\" lg" ZY j"
[jae ]" na[lae k" ĵge " Y kk]jlaf_ " gl`]j" j]e ]\a]k,"
Bgj" afklY f[]*" al" o Y k" fgl" afl]f\]\" lg" Zdg[c "
[jae ]" na[lae k" ĵge " lY c af_ " Y f" gj\afY jq" Y h+
h]Y d" ĵge " Y f" Y \n]jk]" \][akagf" Y ^̂ ][laf_ " l`]aj"
ja_ `lk" 'km [`" Y k" Y " \][akagf" \]fqaf_ " j]klalm +
lagf(" m f\]j" 06" Q,O,?," x /07/," ?jae ]" na[lae k"
`Y \" Z]]f" Y ddgo ]\" lg" lY c ]" km [`" Y hh]Y dk" af" nY j+
agm k" [aj[m alk" ]n]f" Z] ĝj]" l`]" hY kkY _ ]" g "̂ l`]"
?RN=," O]]*" ],_ ,*" =LHQDC! ;Q@QDP! S$! 5MLDP"! 55"
B,1\" 44" '1j\" ?aj," /774(" '[jae ]" na[lae " Y ddgo ]\"
lg" Y hh]Y d" j]klalm lagf" jm daf_ (9" =LHQDC!;Q@QDP!S$!

8DOOV*" 14. " B,1\" 3/7" '4l`" ?aj," 0. . 2(" '[jae ]" na[+
lae k" Y ddgo ]\" lg" Y hh]Y d" j]klalm lagf" da]f"
akkm ](9" 0MD!S$!=LHQDC!;Q@QDP*" 444" B,0\" 21*" 24" '2l`"
?aj," /76/(" '[jae ]" na[lae " Y ddgo ]\" lg" Y hh]Y d"
jY h]" k`a]d\" jm daf_ (,"

=k" E" ]phdY af]\" Y l" l`]" lae ]" l`]" ?RN=" o Y k"
m f\]j" [gfka\]jY lagf*" l`ak" hjgnakagf" km hhd]+
e ]fl]\" l`gk]" hj]+]paklaf_ " \][akagfk" Zq"
ssY ddgo Waf_ X" l`]" Cgn]jfe ]fl" lg" Y kk]jl" Y " na[+
lae tk" ja_ `l" gf" Y hh]Y d" ]n]f" o `]f" al" ak" l`]" \]+
]̂f\Y fl" o `g" k]]c k" Y hh]Y d" g "̂ `ak" gj" `]j" [gf+

na[lagf," P`ak" ]fkm j]k" l`Y l" na[lae kt" ja_ `lk" Y j]"
hjgl][l]\" l`jgm _ `gm l" l`]" [jae afY d" bm kla[]"
hjg[]kk" Y f\" l`Y l" l`]q" \g" fgl" Ŷ dd" Zq" l`]" o Y q+
ka\]" \m jaf_ " o `Y l" [Y f" g l̂]f" Z]" Y f" ]pl]f\]\"
Y hh]Y d" l`Y l" l`]" na[lae " ak" fgl" Y " hY jlq" lg,tt" /3. "
?KJC," NA?," O205. " '=hj," 00*" 0. . 2(" 'klY l]e ]fl" g "̂
O]f," G qd(,"

E" `Y n]" `]Y j\" ĵge " [jae ]" na[lae kt" Y \ng[Y l]k"
l`Y l" l`]" @]hY jle ]fl" `Y k" fgl" Z]]f" Y [lan]dq"
]f̂gj[af_ " l`ak" hjgnakagf," Ef\]]\*" l`]k]" Y \ng+
[Y l]k" l]dd" e ]" l`Y l" l`]q" Y j]" m fY o Y j]" g "̂ ]n]f"
Y " kaf_ d]" [Y k]" o `]j]" l`]" @]hY jle ]fl" `Y k" m k]\"
l`ak" km hhd]e ]flY d" j]e ]\q," I q" âfY d" im ]k+
lagf8" Ek" al" ljm ]" l`Y l" l`]" @]hY jle ]fl" `Y k"
f]n]j" m k]\" l`ak" hjgnakagf" af" ]n]f" Y " kaf_ d]"
[Y k]" af" l`]" e gj]" l`Y f" kap" q]Y jk" kaf[]" l`]"
?RN=" o Y k" ]fY [l]\; "

Oaf[]j]dq*"
F KJ G UH*"
=$;$!;DL@QMO$!

DKJKNEJC" KQN" =NI A@" BKN?AO"

OANCA=JP RKN=O=?G P," T=UO=J="

I j," >AJJAP," I j," Lj]ka\]fl*" al" ak"
o al`" Y " `]Y nq" `]Y jl" l`Y l" E" jak]" lg\Y q" lg"
`gfgj" l`]" dâ]" Y f\" `]jga[" k]jna[]" g "̂
OCP" RgjY kY [c " P," TY qkY fY ," O]j_ ]Y fl"
TY qkY fY *" Y kka_ f]\" lg" l`]" D]Y \im Y jl]jk"
Y f\" D]Y \im Y jl]jk" ?ge hY fq*" 0f\" >Y l+
lY dagf*" ZY k]\" af" Bgjl" Dgg\*" PT*" \a]\" gf"
=hjad" /. *" 0. //," O]j_ ]Y fl" TY qkY fY " o Y k"
k]jnaf_ " af" km hhgjl" g "̂ Kh]jY lagf" J]o "
@Y o f" af" G ajc m c *" EjY i," D]" o Y k" 1. " q]Y jk"
gd\,"

=" fY lan]" g "̂ S ]kle afkl]j*" ?K*" O]j+
_ ]Y fl" TY qkY fY " ]fdakl]\" af" l`]" =je q" af"
0. . 3," @m jaf_ " gn]j" 4" q]Y jk" g "̂ k]jna[]*" `]"
\aklaf_ m ak`]\" `ae k]d̂" l`jgm _ `" `ak" [gm j+
Y _ ]" Y f\" \]\a[Y lagf" lg" \m lq," O]j_ ]Y fl"
TY qkY fY tk" ]p]e hdY jq" k]jna[]" im a[c dq"
o gf" l`]" j][g_ falagf" g "̂ `ak" [ge e Y f\af_ "
g^̂ a[]jk," D]" ]Y jf]\*" Y e gf_ " gl`]j" \][g+
jY lagfk*" l`]" EjY i" ?Y e hY a_ f" I ]\Y d*" l`]"
CdgZY d" S Y j" gf" P]jjgjake " O]jna[]"
I ]\Y d*" Y f\" l`]" =je q" Cgg\" ?gf\m [l"
I ]\Y d,"

O]j_ ]Y fl" TY qkY fY " o gjc ]\" gf" l`]"
ĵgfl" daf]k" g "̂ ZY lld]*" k]jnaf_ " af" l`]"

e gkl" \Y f_ ]jgm k" Y j]Y k" g "̂ EjY i," I Y jc "
Po Y af" gf[]" kY a\*" ssP`]" ]̂Y j" g "̂ \]Y l`" ĝd+
dgo k" ĵge " l`]" ]̂Y j" g "̂ dâ]," =" e Y f" o `g"
dan]k" m̂ ddq" ak" hj]hY j]\" lg" \a]" Y l" Y fq"
lae ],tt" O]j_ ]Y fl" TY qkY fY tk" k]jna[]" o Y k"
af" c ]]haf_ " o al`" l`ak" k]flae ]flv Zq"
k]d̂d]kkdq" hm llaf_ " [gm fljq" âjkl*" `]"
dan]\" dâ]" lg" l`]" m̂ dd]kl," D]" dan]\" o al`" Y "
k]fk]" g "̂ l`]" `a_ `]kl" `gfgjY Zd]" hm jhgk],"

=l" km ZklY flaY d" h]jkgfY d" jakc *" `]"
ZjY n]\" l`]" [`Y gk" g "̂ [ge ZY l" rgf]k"
l`jgm _ `gm l" EjY i," P`gm _ `" `ak" Ŷ l]" gf"
l`]" ZY lld] â]d\" o Y k" m f[]jlY af*" `]"
hm k`]\" ĝjo Y j\*" hjgl][laf_ " =e ]ja[Y tk"
[alar]fk*" `]j" kY ]̂lq*" Y f\" l`]" ĵ]]\ge k"
o ]" `gd\" \]Y j," Bgj" `ak" k]jna[]" Y f\" l`]"
dan]k" `]" lgm [`]\*" O]j_ ]Y fl" TY qkY fY "
o add" ĝj]n]j" Z]" j]e ]e Z]j]\" Y k" gf]" g "̂
gm j" [gm fljqtk" ZjY n]kl,"

Pg" O]j_ ]Y fl" TY qkY fY tk" hY j]flk*"
P`gf_ " ?`Y f̀ " Y f\" I Y fal`ah*" Y f\" lg" `ak"
]flaj]" Ŷ e adq*" E" [Y ffgl" ae Y _ af]" l`]"
kgjjgo " qgm " e m kl" Z]" ]̂]daf_ ," E" `gh]"
l`Y l*" af" lae ]*" l`]" hY af" g "̂ qgm j" dgkk" o add"
Z]" ]Y k]\" Zq" qgm j" hja\]" af" RgjY kY [c tk"
k]jna[]" Y f\" Zq" qgm j" c fgo d]\_ ]" l`Y l" `ak"
[gm fljq" o add" f]n]j" ĝj_ ]l" `ae ," S ]" Y j]"
`m e Zd]\" Zq" `ak" k]jna[]" Y f\" `ak" kY [+
jâa[],"

" !

CN=VEJC" EI LNKRAI AJP" =?P"

I j," >=NN=OOK," I j," Lj]ka\]fl*" E" jak]"
lg\Y q" lg" km Ze al" ĝj" l`]" NA?KN@ Y f" Y j+
la[d]" o jall]f" Zq" G Y j]f" >m \\+BY d]f" Y f\"
hm Zdak`]\" I Y q" 06*" 0. //*" af" l`]" S qge af_ "
Han]klg[c " F gm jfY d," P`]" Y jla[d]tk" lald]" ak"
ssH]n]daf_ " l`]" LdY qaf_ " Ba]d\8" Om hhgjl"
ĝj" l`]" CjY raf_ " Ee hjgn]e ]fl" =[l" g "̂

0. //,tt"
P`]" lald]" g "̂ l`]" Y jla[d]" ak" afkljm [lan],"

=fqgf]" danaf_ " Y f\" o gjc af_ " af" jm jY d"
[ge e m fala]k" c fgo k" l`]" hdY qaf_ " â]d\" ak"
fgl" d]n]d," P`]" JY lagfY d" Afnajgfe ]flY d"
Lgda[q" =[l" `Y k" Z][ge ]" l`]" hj] ]̂jj]\"
lggd" lg" \]dY q" Y f\" dala_ Y l]" _ jY raf_ " h]j+
e al" j]f]o Y dk" ĝj" =e ]ja[Y f" jY f[`]jk,"

Han]klg[c " _ jY raf_ " gf" hm Zda[" dY f\k" `Y k"
Y " kljgf_ " ljY \alagf" af" S qge af_ " Y f\" Y dd"
S ]kl]jf" OlY l]k," NY f[`]jk" Y j]" hjgm \"

kl]o Y j\k" g "̂ l`]" dY f\*" q]l" l`]" h]je al+
laf_ " hjg[]kk" lg" j]f]o " l`]aj" h]je alk" ak"
k]n]j]dq" ZY [c dg_ _ ]\" \m ]" lg" dala_ Y lagf"
Y ae ]\" Y l" ]dae afY laf_ " dan]klg[c " ĵge "
hm Zda[" dY f\,"

@m jaf_ " lae ]k" g "̂ `a_ `" m f]e hdgqe ]fl"
Y f\" af[j]Y kaf_ " ĝg\" hja[]k*" o ]" f]]\" lg"
Z]" ]f[gm jY _ af_ " bgZk" af" jm jY d" ][gfge a]k,"
S ]" f]]\" lg" Z]" ĝkl]jaf_ " Y f" ]fnajgf+
e ]fl" lg" jY ak]" e gj]" `a_ `" im Y dalq*" kY ]̂*"
=e ]ja[Y f" Z]] "̂ Y f\" dY e Z9" fgl" dala_ Y laf_ "
d]kk,"

P`Y l" ak" o `q" E" afljg\m []\" l`]" CjY raf_ "
Ee hjgn]e ]fl" =[l" g "̂ 0. //," P`ak" d]_ akdY +
lagf" o add" hjgna\]" l`]" []jlY aflq" Y f\" klY +
Zadalq" hm Zda[" _ jY raf_ " h]je al" `gd\]jk"
\]kh]jY l]dq" f]]\" af" gj\]j" lg" [gflafm ]"
km hhgjlaf_ " jm jY d" bgZk*" hjgna\af_ "
`]Y dl`q" ĝg\*" Y f\" e Y aflY afaf_ " gh]f"
khY []k" ĝj" j][j]Y lagf" Y f\" o ad\dâ],"

El" ak" lae ]" lg" `]dh" d]n]d" l`]" hdY qaf_ "
â]d\" ĝj" `Y j\" o gjc af_ " jY f[`af_ " Ŷ e a+

da]k" Y [jgkk" l`]" S ]kl," P`]aj" dan]dà gg\"
k`gm d\" fgl" Z]" `]d\" `gklY _ ]" Zq" dala_ Y +
lagf" Y f\" Y fla+_ jY raf_ " kh][aY d" afl]j]kl"
_ jgm hk," E" l`Y fc " e q" [gdd]Y _ m ]k*" O]f+
Y lgjk" AJVE*" ?N=LK*" D=P?D*" DAHHAN*"
NEO?D*" Y f\" PDQJA*" af" km hhgjlaf_ " jY f[`+
af_ " Ŷ e ada]k" Y f\" l`ak" d]_ akdY lagf,"

I j," Lj]ka\]fl*" E" Y kc " m fY fae gm k" [gf+
k]fl" lg" `Y n]" hjafl]\" af" l`]" NA?KN@ l`]"
Y jla[d]" lg" o `a[`" E" j] ]̂jj]\,"

P`]j]" Z]af_ " fg" gZb][lagf*" l`]" e Y l]+
jaY d" o Y k" gj\]j]\" lg" Z]" hjafl]\" af" l`]"
NA?KN@*" Y k" ĝddgo k8"

WBjge " l`]" S qge af_ " Han]klg[c " Ngm f\m h*"
I Y q" 06*" 0. //X"

HARAHEJC PDA LH=UEJC BEAH@8" OQLLKNP BKN "
PDA CN=VEJC EI LNKRAI AJP =?P KB 0. //"

'>q" G Y j]f" >m \\+BY d]f("

Ê" bgZk" Y f\" l`]" ][gfge q" Y j]" l`]" fm e Z]j"
gf]" [gf[]jf" ĝj" =e ]ja[Y *" o `q" Y j]" jm jY d" [ge +
e m fala]k" Y f\" jY f[`]jk" m f\]j" Y llY [c " Zq" jY \+
a[Y d" ]fnajgfe ]flY d" _ jgm hk" Y f\" gn]jr]Y dgm k"
]̂\]jY d" j]_ m dY lgjk; "

=e ]ja[Y " \]h]f\k" m hgf" l`]" `m f\j]\k" g "̂
hjg\m [lk" l`Y l" dan]klg[c " hjgna\]*" q]l" jY \a[Y d"
_ jgm hk" Y f\" ghhj]kkan]" j]_ m dY lagfk" e Y c ]" al"
Y de gkl" ae hgkkaZd]" ĝj" jY f[`]jk" lg" klY q" af"
Zm kaf]kk," Khhgkalagf" lg" l`]k]" bgZk" [ge ]k" af"
l`]" ĝje " g "̂ dala_ Y lagf" Zq" jY \a[Y d" ]fnajgf+
e ]flY d" _ jgm hk" lg" ]dae afY l]" _ jY raf_ " gf" hm Zda["
dY f\k*" jY \a[Y d" ]fnajgfe ]flY d" _ jgm h" hj]kkm j]"
lg" ĝj[]" ssngdm flY jqtt" _ jY raf_ " h]je al" Zm q+"
gm lk" ĵge " sso addaf_ " k]dd]jk*tt" Y f\" `gd\af_ " h]j+
e all]]k" `gklY _ ]" lg" l`]" [gm jl" \] ]̂j]f[]" _ an]f"
lg" j]_ m dY lgjq" ss]ph]jlk,tt" P`]" hdY qaf_ " â]d\" ak"
fgl" d]n]d" Y f\" l`]" jY f[`]j" ak" gf" l`]" dgkaf_ "
ka\]," P`]" CjY raf_ " Ee hjgn]e ]fl" =[l" g "̂ 0. //"
o add" d]n]d" l`]" hdY qaf_ " â]d\," E" m j_ ]" qgm j" km h+
hgjl,"

P`]" CjY raf_ " Ee hjgn]e ]fl" =[l" g "̂ 0. //" \g]k"
l`]" ĝddgo af_ 8"

/," P]je " g "̂ CjY raf_ " H]Y k]k" Y f\" L]je alk,"
>gl`" >HI " Y f\" Bgj]kl" O]jna[]" l]je " _ jY raf_ "
h]je alk" Y j]" ĝj" Y " /. +q]Y j" l]je ," P`ak" Zadd" ]p+
l]f\k" l`Y l" l]je " lg" 0. " q]Y jk," P`ak" ]pl]fkagf"
\g]k" fgl" Y ^̂ ][l" ]al`]j" l`]" >HI tk" gj" Bgj]kl"
O]jna[]tk" Y Zadalq" lg" e Y c ]" afl]jae " e Y fY _ ]+
e ]fl" \][akagfk" ZY k]\" m hgf" j]kgm j[]" gj" gl`]j"
f]]\k*" fgj" \g]k" al" ae hY [l" l`]" hj] ]̂j]f[]"
ja_ `l" g "̂ j]f]o Y d" ĝj" l]je " _ jY raf_ " h]je alk" gj"
d]Y k]k,"

0," N]f]o Y d*" PjY fk ]̂j" Y f\" N]akkm Y f[]" g "̂
CjY raf_ " H]Y k]k" Y f\" L]je alk," P`ak" k][lagf"
[g\âa]k" l`]" nY jagm k" ssY hhjghjaY lagf" ja\]jktt"
ĝj" l`]" >HI " Y f\" Bgj]kl" O]jna[]" j]im ajaf_ "

l`Y l" h]je alk" Z]af_ " j]akkm ]\*" j]f]o ]\" gj"
ljY fk ]̂jj]\" [gflafm ]" lg" ĝddgo " l`]" ]paklaf_ "
l]je k" Y f\" [gf\alagfk" m flad" l`]" hY h]jo gjc " ak"
[ge hd]l]," P`m k*" l`]" jY f[`]j" ak" fgl" `]d\" `gk+
lY _ ]" lg" l`]" Y Zadalq" g "̂ l`]" Y _ ]f[q" lg" _ ]l" alk"
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