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Question 1

In 2008, Oscar bought Blackacre and Whiteacre, which were adjoining,
expansive, heavily forested, undeveloped parcels of real property. Blackacre is
adjacent to one public road, Central Drive, and Whiteacre is adjacent to another
public road, Ranch Way. That same year, Oscar built a home on Whiteacre. He
also graded a continuous dirt road connecting Central Drive and Ranch Way across
Blackacre and Whiteacre that he occasionally used to cross Blackacre to access
Central Drive. He also paved a driveway from his home to Ranch Way as the
primary ingress to Whiteacre.

In 2009, Oscar sold Blackacre to Charles. The parties did not discuss, nor
did their sale documents reference, any Oscar’s right to use the dirt road across
Blackacre. However, at the time of the sale, Oscar told Charles that Charles could
use the dirt road across Whiteacre so Charles could build his home on Blackacre.
Charles immediately began using the dirt road for that construction, with heavy
construction trucks and equipment crossing several times a week. Oscar continued
to occasionally drive on the dirt road to cross Blackacre to Central Drive,

In 2011, Charles’ home was still not completed, but he built a permanent,
sturdy fence along the common property line that crossed over the dirt road,
including across the dirt road. Several days later, Oscar discovered the fence, tore
down the portion across the dirt road, and placed a gate across the dirt road that
only he had the key to unlock. Oscar continued to occasionally drive on the dirt
road to cross Blackacre to Central Drive.

In 2012, Charles tore down the gate to allow heavy construction trucks and
equipment access to complete his home, which was completed within a month.
Several months later, Charles began using the dirt road across Whiteacre as weekly
access for heavy construction trucks and equipment to construct an enormous barmn
and for ongoing timber clearing projects on Blackacre.

In 2019, Oscar blocked the dirt road at its point of origin at Ranch Way
thereby preventing its use by Charles. However, Oscar has continued to
occasionally cross Blackacre on the dirt road until present. To this day, the barn
remains only partially completed.

Assume this jurisdiction has a five-year statute for prescriptive easement.

Discuss the rights of Oscar and Charles regarding the use of the dirt road on
each other’s property.
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Question 2

In 2008, Harold and Wanda purchased Blackacre, taking title as “joint
tenants.” It was a cash purchase with no lender financing. Blackacre is a large
residential parcel zoned only for a single-family dwelling, with a single-family
home on it.

In 2009, Harold and Wanda deeded Blackacre to themselves and David “all
as joint tenants.” Soon afterwards, David entered into a personal services contract
with a third party, and he provided the third party a mortgage secured against his
interest in Blackacre for $200,000 to cover his potential liability for breach.

In 2010, Harold deeded his interest in Blackacre to himself as a “tenant in
common with other owners.”

In 2011, David paid $30,000 towards necessary re-roofing of the home on
Blackacre, and $8,000 for a fountain on the front lawn. Harold also paid $30,000
for the re-roofing, but Harold and Wanda refused to pay for the fountain. Wanda
refused to contribute to the re-roofing.

In 2013, Harold executed and recorded a deed stating he transferred his
interest in Blackacre to himself as a “joint tenant with other owners.” '

In 2018, Wanda began leasing the whole of Blackacre to a tenant in a
periodic lease. She did not notify Harold or David that she had leased Blackacre,
and she kept all the rental income.

David recently died with a valid Will stating that Ed was to receive all
rights, claims and interest David had at the time of his death in Blackacre.

What claims cmﬂd Harold, Wanda and Ed make regarding Blackacre,
including rights of ownership, partition, and accounting?
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Question 3

Orieta bought Blackacre, a parcel of undeveloped land zoned for single-
family dwelling and light-commercial use. Blackacre is located in downtown City.
The relevant portion of the zoning ordinance regarding Blackacre provides:

No single-family dwelling may be built within ten feet of the property
boundary line, or within twenty-feet of a structure on an adjacent parcel of
land.

No light commercial structure may be built within four-feet of the property
boundary line.

Orieta later applied for a building permit with the City to build a
single-family dwelling on Blackacre, but the City denied the permit because the
location of Orieta’s proposed dwelling was within twenty-feet of a properly located
light-commercial structure on a neighboring property. Due to the shape of
Blackacre, and the existing light-commercial structures on neighboring properties,
no single-family dwelling can ever be built on Blackacre because of the zoning
ordinance.

Orieta applied for a variance from the City to allow construction of a
four-story apartment building on Blackacre, which would be further than ten feet
from the property line and twenty feet from the structure on Whiteacre. In
response to this request, the City conditioned the variance and grant of a permit to
Orieta only if she paid $30,000 to the City to improve City’s libraries.

Applying zoning and eminent domain principles, discuss Orieta’s potential
claims against the City, and the City’s defenses.
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1)
Easement in Appurtenant

This is 2 dominant estate's non-possessory interest in the land of a servient estate. It is
presumed to be perpetual and to match the reasonable needs of the dominant estate at
this time and in the future. Such an easement runs with the land where notice was
available to the servient estate. Notice can be actual, inquity, or constructive notice. A
bona fide purchaser with no notice of an easement will not be subject tc the dominant
estate's interest in the easement which would be considered terminated. The following are

ways in which an easement can be created as discussed via Oscar and Charles's matter:

Fasement by Prior Use - Oscar's continued use of the dirt road to access Central Drive

CREATION, SCOPE such an easement is created when a single parcel of land 1s divided
and the dominant estate (gmntbr) continues to use a path that cuts through the grantee's
property. If the dominant estate can show that the use was continuous and apparent, the
use was reasonably necessary to the dominant estate, their intent was to continue to use
the land is the same continuous way they had done prior to the sale/division, the

easement may remain.

Here, Charles ("C") bought Blackacre upon which a dirt road existed that connected
Central Drive to Ranch Way, cutting through both tracts of land. Oscar ("O) never
discussed his use of the dirt road to C upon sale. Furthermore, O only used the road
occasionally. Depending how hard it may be to access Central Drive otherwise, though
his primary ingress was to Ranch Way (to satisfy the reasonably necessary element), O
may construe "continuous” to include "occasionally” as long as it is at a regular rhythm of
occasional. That being said, C has a strong argument that the occasional use of the dirt

road is not continuous in the sense of a non-possessoty interest. Furthermore, if O's use




lixam Name: RealPrpBMCl-spgl9

was so occasional that grass was able to grow in between uses or leaves covered the tracks
as to hide any tracks, this may affect the apparent element and C would have had no
notice to satisfy this type of easement. This is may not be O's strongest argument if he

warnts to maintain interest in the dirt road to Central Drive.

Easement by Estoppel - Oscar's Oral Permission to Chatles to access Ranch Way

CREATION, SCOPE such an easement is created where a party was given permission to
cross the servient land which resulted in detrimental reliance to the dominant estate, the
user of the easement. The scope of such an easement would extend so much to avoid
Injustice if the servient estate attempted to revoke their permission. If no reliance was
made on the promise, such permission would be revokable absent creation through any

other types of easements.

Here C appears to have relied on Oscar's ("O") offer of using Whiteacre's dirt road to
access Ranch Way in purchasing Blackacre, realizing that he could use the road to let
construction vehicles and equipment onto his new property to construct his new house.
Depending on the exact timing of O's disclosure to C regarding his permission to cross
Whiteacre, the sequence of events may not have caused C's purchase but came after he
had already signed the documents. C would have a second opportunity to show
detrimental reliance if he planned the construction of his house according to his ability to
use the dirt road to access Ranch Way. Perhaps the size of his house would have been
different had he not relied on this access. A fact that changes this analysis, however, is
“that C had not finished his home when he built 2 permanent sturdy fence, blocking access
to the dirt road and to Ranch Way. Had he seriously relied, to his detriment, on the access
to Ranch Way, he would not have blocked his own access prior to the home's completion.
C could argue that the fence was temporary, though appearing permanent and sturdy, (if

he had a good reason for this) as he eventually tore the fence down again to allow more

o JEPNN o o
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heavy construction trucks. This argument would most likely fail as this does not appear

rational.

Easement by Prescription - Oscar's continued use of the dirt road to access Central Drive

CREATION, SCOPE such an easement is created upon the showing of (1) actual use, (2)
open and notorious use, (3) hostility, (4) continuous use. Exclusivity is not required.
Further, the use must continue in this fashion to satisfy the statute of frauds, necessary for

that jurisdiction.

Here O occasionally used Blackacre's dirt road to Central Drive when it was owned by C
from 2009 to 2019. This may satisfy the SOL. This 1s actual use to access Central Way. O
most likely used the dirt road in an open and notorious way. If C was managing a
construction crew to build his new home, one would think he was around to see O drive
on the road. That being said, the facts state that the terrain is expansive, heavily forested
and initially undeveloped. Furthermore, if the construction crew was coming from Ranch
Way, there is a possibility that the only point of convergence where O's use may be open
and notorious is at the property line, depending where the home was built in relation to
the dirt road. Also, despite a fence being built, torn down, a gate going up, and being torn
down, there are no facts to indicate that the parties were in a quarrel or were aware that
these things were happening untl they happened. This lends to the belief that the dirt
road was not used enough to know what was happening at all times as it must take over a
day to construct or take down these things. It could be argued that O, building the gate at
the property line, inferred his use of the dirt road as he could be the only one to access
the road. However, this is not a strong argument. The hostlity element can be construed
from the various ways the parties attempted to block the other from using the dirt road. C
never gave permission to O to use the road and his conduct reflected this. For O to
establish an easement by prescription, he must also show that his use was continuous. As

long as he could attest to using the road at regular intervals, similarly to the way he would

A ~LF
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use his own road to Ranch Way, the continuous element may be met. However, unless
due to the remoteness O and C and local neighbors only left to go into town
"occasionally," occasionally might not be enough to maintain interest in the dirt road to

Central Drive.

Easement by Prescription - Charles's continued use of the dirt road to access Ranch Way

CREATION, SCOPE (see above)

Here C actually used the road to Ranch Way to build his house on Blackacre. He did so in
an open and notorious way, using the road for construction crew and equipment. While
the road may be so forested and at a distant corner that use would be hidden from view,
even if crew members came and left all at once, the heavy equipment and construction
trucks would leave 2 mark on a dirt road, especially if they came onto the property
between 2009 to 2011 and then from 2012 to 2019. O gave C permission initially but it
may be inferred that he took it back by putting up a locked gate in 2011. However, C
destroyed the continuous nature of his use by erecting a fence in 2011 as well. The SOL
would most likely run when C tote down the gate in 2012. From this point, C use the
road continuously to build his house and it was arguably without O's permission,
satisfying the hostility requirement. As C used the dirt road to Ranch Way, satisfying the
four elements from 2012 - 2019, he has a good case to establish an easement by

prescription as he maintained his interest beyond the SOL which was 5 years.

Upon this theory, C can petition the coutt to order a mandatory injunction against O to
allow his access to Ranch Way. At the same time, he may petition for a prohibitory
injunction to stop O from using the ditt road though the facts to expressly state that C

has an issue with O using the road ot that he was even aware the O was using the road.-

4

END OF EXAM
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2)
Joint Tenants

Joint tenancy is a possessory intetest in land with rights to the whole created by the four
unities of time, title, interest and possession with right of survivorship. That is at the same
time they enter by instrument into joint tenancy with equal shares and rights to possess
the whole. Here, H and W purchased BA in 2008 as JTs. From here, I will need to talk
about each individual owner and subsequent purchaser in turn beforé discussing partiion

and concluding on the whole.
H

H was a co-tenant in a JT with W in 2008. In 2009 he conveyed with W at the same time,
with the same title and interest as well as possession with D. At that ﬁme, the original J'T
was severed and all three H, W, D became JTs. In 2010, H severed from the joint tenancy
by conveyance from himself to himself as a Tenant in Common with the JTs Wand D. A
tenant in common has right to possession of the whole and is divisible, descendible and
alienable. At that time his interest was 1/3 with W and D possessing each the same 2/3
interest as JTs. In 2013, H attempted an invalid transfer of interest where the facts don't
seem to indicate anyone else was in privity as a JT with W and D. As that Deed should be

void as it lacks the four unities of TTIP, at present H 1s 2 TIC with a 1/3 interest.
W

W entered into a a purchase with H in 2008 as JT with him. In 2009--supra--she became 2
JT with D and H. In 2010 she maintained her 2/3 interest as a JT with D but H severed
and remains as 2 TIC with W and D to the present.

D

P
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D under the four unities entered as a JT with H and W i 2009. That same year, D
granted a mortgage against his interest to a 3P. Whether his interest was severed at that
time depends on whether we are in a title or lien theory jurisdiction. That discussion will
take place below and give analysis for the disposition re E. However, if D did sever and

end up as a TIC then his will as to E is valid. If not, the will 2s to E is invalid.
E

E's fate to be decided below.

Severance
Parties may sever there joint tenancy by conveyance, creditor sale, mortgage or death.
Mortgage

In 2009, D granted a $200,000 moztgage to a 3P as security in the event of his default on
their personal services contract. Contracts and conveyances in J'T may be secretive and
their effects may not be felt until the time of sale. Here, if we are in the minority of states
dealing with a title theory state, then the title is held by the mortgagor and given back to
the mortgagee at the end. This action breaks the unity as to title with the other JTs which
means D becomes a TIC holding a 1/3 interest of the whole. This Wéuld also mean that
his will is valid as to E as a TIC is descendible. However, if we are 1n a lien theory state
(majority), the mortgagor holds only a lien and title remains with the mortgagee. If that is
the case then he is still 2 JT with W each possessing their 2/3 interest and H possessing
1/3 as a TIC. |

2 anfA
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Partition

The parties have rights to partition in-kind where the property is divided up with respect
to their individual interest. However, if for some reason division of the property is
infeasible such as here where--although the lot is large—-there is zoning for but one single-
family dwelling, the court may do a forced sale of the property with subsequent division
of interest. If there is a forced sale, then the parties are entitled to an accounting of their

rents, profits and improvements less any liabilities proportional to their shares.
Accounting

Where a partition takes place and the forced sale is set to proceed, an accurate accounting
of all the rents, profits, repairs, improvements and liabilities must be made to determine
what is reimbursed to the parties with respect to their interest in the whole. Here, there
will likely be a forced sale as partition in-kind is infeasible given that they cannot each live
in a single family dwelling already occupied by a tenant. |

Rents and Profits

W began leasing the whole in 2018 and did not notify H or D of this. Where rents are
concerned, H and D are entitled to their shate of the rents from the tenant but cannot go
aftet the tenant for them and must take them from W unless there was ouster by one of
the co-tenants. Here there was no ouster and the facts don't tend to show there was. This
is a simple matter of figuring out what 1/3 of the rents are and dividing them up equally
among the parties. Although there were no independent businesses, if there were, each
co-tenant is entitled to profit from their own work on the land that does not stem from

the taking of natural resources.

Improvements and Repairs

A nfA
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Fach co-tenant is responsible for their share of the reasonable repairs to the property, and
may also be reimbursed on the back end in the event of partition for any improvements
that lead to the increased value of the land. However, they are also liable for any
ameliorative waste, that is, improvements made that devalue the land. Here, H and D each
had $30,000 of necessary roofing done on the home. W will argue that there was no need
to do that kind of work and that the roof was fine in the state of utter disrepair that it had
fallen into. If the work was necessary, D and H are entitled to recoup those costs at the
close of sale. The $8,000 fountain is likely a nice touch and D will argue that it adds value
to the home and he would like to be compensated for it. H and W will say it is a hideous
fountain depicting a nude cherub utinating into a crocodiles mouth and that it devalues
the property. If D is successful he will be able to recovery the fountain cost, if he fails, he
will have to give $4,000 to H and $4,000 to W at the close of sale.

Conclusion

In the interest of picking a side, I will presume we are in 2 title theory state. Therefore, at
the moment of his death D was a TIC with a 1/3 interest that passed to E when the valid
will was executed. H was a TIC with 2 1/3 interest who tried and failed to rejoin the pack
as a JT. Wis a JT with herself I guess with a 1/3 interest as well. The mortgage will not
survive D's death and if he had an outstanding lability of $200,000 on his personal
services contract and the close of sale occurs after death then the mortgagor is out of
luck. At the close of sale (if there is a partition and they do a forced sale) H, W, and E
each will go through the accounting process and receive their 1/3 shares in interest plus

rents and profits and less liabilities.

A nfA
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END OF EXAM

AnfA



‘i@wm% ‘Q’W%Mmg
Sprving 201

Q\M}@ﬂ@ﬁ =<

' CQpe Vodvig o Lo Oy 4‘?\%@\/&%‘\,&/
g ot duet narf WL e

ensh veguveniiatt ML Ve pessiva - Uy
S m% ok C> w@gw }<@>X@%@@

Aot fs genvia) vselfore s (3) lacko

WD A SrENCy ik Hhe generod Pau o e sunousding
Lo ; o \Ndownd MO (PP Lov o vouinee € ook
oo \eeod AN oavd . Tihve weane—badt Yt lawndeworer
s Sy oo e handSihilp Lits ok SBIF “vaniced
M ooz daed o W@M@% W, ng Dond-

D o alrennoshied ?M Fugts cush ot wiauddl
verndonthe Progerty L uS el oRheur damamen.
The landsntn muot o o Soud Sodt T pemudt

‘@  AACK W-W«@ @%@ﬁ 6. euCithos T eouldl it
(ool Wounto <be W@W0»€ oV Siuwviindaung M@@;n
Aeoththes, popery Volines s T BT backed
w@@r@&mm e Consdoned . Cyolis >%~.@, {oundCdnen
AT Ened 4ol el pepased P wpld il
andt s e G O \Q«\{fw& ot a2 .
WJ’&; @MW /“@ / je WW@&/ o ?&wwd” a
\zuu |

~
\\j

U



V SO N 24K \v\mj\&u«»ﬁ sde o m@%@m
Aenied 2 mw@% pemit For ] Sirglufamily
M%m@ D has o lhawd o gnoung IO
Kawdeiip wnoleatBus Ugnd @0 ohe gl 1had e
q@%@w fov o NvonBince. o loxrd a @v@w»@mw«%
M@UV@J Secondin v Haa

4, i does har appes
Owao +oed e &PM Cov oaNOwBImLe on her & tninad
,\WM\A% gawnﬁf ﬁ_ﬁaumﬁxm N Lrel “'H\@/ %@@Vw&/
0 @Mé pehueen a 5m@@.~@iww% w@w% ond G

4 ™ M&W PR navd he 28 o i

@M\m\mﬁed AD (Irlihan #s ?&«gﬂv\d\ o
‘ ke N MR TECOML M&

_ % IS %@m@& o @r@k@ @:@mmj &w%a% and
@A&f &immmvd@@ UG . @ iockacye 8 Wﬂ%

W e QOWNTDUWON cuex gl &ﬂ% MM@\M@ v S of
g, AL M%W@%\Wf CA@.Q usSe &M

g’ﬁe@ww &ME’,‘/ iﬂ%@w% m@gcuw&
g\mf@w@wx@ aveoe . WJupdeso —Hhao &Mwum Wm

Ov mg& G0 @@mw m\o&kn% WM@{ e 7 7%
“a,.namn P NN = h“tﬁMmmwa@f




Stichure (ould cance WALRT amd nose et
woud AWOY W%@w?@w’% Prs - propeny Aoes

Nt ﬁ“@x@'@ v oo ik&‘/%? and s i?s“@gm&%& adr@m%
{ouvgrones, pevmanirt welbc cauoe\od Huar
@f@www dnelioo pod Wl te e Cond o e
et wowd b nuninal - BS-haatowe \ @w’fmmwm@;@@’
@@@@W%@ guww&gi\xgg ,Aolic aind wose g eSS

oF & @@%@M :-‘ﬁ/\mf\ vescentiol areas . Fuphams e ;

Apuinhoun el owedfen padre \susy &noh could
presion prondle puisic SOVET v wolkasie dstances
So ad e ofha NaLEE cavaed oy an S
(3D ot SRGEANOI \Compatide pitts deneral QoA —

\Fhe ovea wns Zened  Colely Fov & inglaERriily
Pk O peAe VIeLY 07 TS Cage- . TRIeR

f54'e) @@W w&ﬂﬂ MWWV% \%@W‘r’f:@
USE Ppropeieo tends o \bend i puuie oore o T

P Mﬁhﬂﬁ

%

cvwmereiold

P PSR T ey A RS RS EN A S AP,
Mrorpaioio T T Thore A e RUgROYS &z o
wbheens of Gt ~nad vedied on e laCk o€
@WMW\W Wk&w\%ﬁ W MEING v G © .y oS ~q
™ propewny vy Eih) + Apousand diselland Qan SEer)
lice “porasives” jn aciy Yhad~ fapeup vesowoes




ond SPGLL WO AN back i tares | ln s
COSE 4 grwonid W/\A o nawd W}‘@'@ RN
Tt Wmfy\:‘( XM@V%V\%@ e v s«
e oniy ond ;o May e e ae . 2 po,
VRASAD o Ernmaen BC0UNVenEL o %@mmg woctss

@‘&@@ﬁﬁ%\@m W(Dﬁg % FOHES Db AN LAY
W&vﬂw i%wfﬁa/v\,mm/@m@ use Sheade 5o RETURS

A Hean \oe Condadened “g«g‘&u&- Zoungg cond 1§ WO
\{}Mmﬁﬁ‘w& f

AS Yo SIS SEEMID potvay & ?\m@/@j@@w@' O X%,
wenld not, anof Jel gl mdue wwﬂgm.%

N@@ W O ionge L00 wOt %«m&éﬁ@

e thate wawd’ks\a,@, m@& "%&

& *%«@M%m& D04 n Ot %«W\i&ﬁ@% @Q‘SW‘\)

(ondhonad Yorrianeld. pare el | owiasuc W\MPMCM%
\nzv Songntuhonal w@fmg
Bk Sefense-

X M%My/ g™ T OO
The ?@MC&@’Q&%&Q@ &}%-3»—%0 @Dﬂd»&@%’ W%ﬁ Corteol
ON2 W«{—M@/\m«;@%‘%\@@’ : m \y@,,m%@g 40O

054 w5 QW} e DAL AT NS Copntiows of M@m&@\k&



A '?:@«:X e an Mﬁwmm@
Bned— voneine @@v\@% Ing o developen Wt v contihona
%w«f\ﬁ Wv"m& v}’@ Lxcncineye Lov o EXOEon ,

SUEA BT e N Taer of A \egnnore PUONC e EST -
Zas e , BN

| "*Z@mvx@ oo NP EALIAAT PO ?@u&fmf@\/m‘w% ’
davelspeno to M&d gfv@wdec% M Conirilgu it O
@, C B pust b

oW Hrod W WVW% cndanéned pavw )
() sre ieresiin puishic paelfare \adh am esgenhou
NEEAS 1O o QRAHON f‘ (8) harevas o v oughn o

pmggawﬂww@é%ﬁ Lo e, edrrwvviidtid. @\M@\( wewld -t é’ilﬁwfﬁizxw
o he o -%{mug WO Wk v 2L Fromithe exation . '

I e casthon 0Pt 0l are il e A0 VAN

i o een deemed o ol saket LW EIOuT

pro deng ST (OMPENSEnen EnivOng 1O Yrata bings

Olanoe (@ R, Wwese ordemnodhen).

%@ﬁ lond towarAS e

_{;".@v’
beve y © g 430 @U"’O 42 4ho a%ﬂﬂ%%‘\%v\% W’W@"W&%
NELA W OLESLIFaS ~QIIA W o o ApaATAAAT
Comgax odolo o carriens il Coueea Aascre
< Mlun OO %@o&kﬁ reS e CeL @ﬂ S G Lo veu -
“Hﬁw £ VaL oUWV (D / wie Novoune 5/\—@% WW,M
MQ&;\@ woudd 1eben oS R‘WW O Thr (@wa@mﬁé} ]



Voo e vougn progoivn é%@&*  t o owlol
«:&EQ@& oM e $W/ of” Hha Lovaune g /}ww WACUNLY
@2:“33\&@3 YOOAACANIIN S v Wuq.% \M@w&% W&}
@wog @ﬂ\ﬁ;ﬁwv o C\,ﬁs\é WO USRS MONEd e Chudha -
froona appeor teod4ie= W e CPRAPALAF
‘ym\&w% G0 %ﬁmg oot WA o M@@m \famé%,@;%/

sond ¥ G-ea LoD @@ M\ﬂv\ s:mmms} S puoudd

)

\QM&V\% NG \k@ﬁﬂ% bm\& Lov wod puiicn MV
ﬂ. 30,000 U\ﬂ_g@m%’”/

Yraun @ Fecs undied
e a VT .

Al e . — mwmo %M«m@ M aNrES Hhre
poluce @@W@g @m@ soal of? a;@,u@m poeifare
Salety , MOvaLs wnd M@k@x > @5 w&w&v%/&@mﬁb@

%&ﬂvﬁb,b Waﬁ NSV o0l at pisi e XZFGe U

e g%%%&% & uoWh v MW/% e
_‘(MQWWOY\&;Q GONOIN CE u?\cﬁm X oo Z}Lk@ﬁ@@@o

D:; @mm

TOA nd (onoak Hais eXOEhon, © MU Srse

Wow\(j\%ﬂg‘/

ot s &,@%M@@Q oo vontnee - M&V&g

o c\h‘mmwr% PN AVN SO o am%"%nufwé



C‘E\‘f‘*&/\ ““%@"@\,M\\M@ Avs g \j o T M a«\fm’?ﬁv% Onoh (&
%*«w_& +0 ’%‘w«% unsedtion, Vioude @? WW»M« -
\erdi \ s et 6 vegpivi. O

Uhm\ ) S rfds o yLCewn @A&r C@me\m»hm
For da vdual O pragerry o e A STI B
h\v;;a ackod w ;%%&@%%W\g

W@Wﬁ‘} Couick veloud %&Mﬂﬁ ng act nn TVIy SUPS o
{/JMM?{) W@@@’U\;ﬂ s e &M&M@»ﬁ(ﬁk‘v’@ Q/xm/v\%&&



