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Preface
.

The Sixth Annual Session of the North Bast India History
Association held at the Calcutta University Post-Graduate Centre,
Agartala on October 3-5, 1985 was ‘one of our most eolourful aca-
demic meets in the region, attended by the largest number of dele-
gates. Professor H. L. Gupta, formerly Head of the Department
of History, Saugar University presided over the Session, which was
inaugurated by Sri Nripen Chakravarty, Chief Minister of Tripura
and graced by Dr. B. D. Sharma, Vice-Chancellor, North -Eastern
Hi!l University as the Guest of Honour. Shri Dasarath Deb,
Deputy Chief Minister of Tripura also addressed the delegates.
Our colleagues, Professor J. B. Ganguly, Director, CUPG Centre,
and Dr. Mahadev Chakravarti, Reader & Head, Department of
Modern History at the Centre did us great honour as Chairman
of the Reception Committee and the Local Secretary of the Session
respectively.

We are grateful to the Caleutta University Post-Graduate
Centre, Agartala for hosting the Session and warm hospitality
offered to the delegates. The administration, members of the
teaching faculties and the students’ community in the Centre were
all involved in the Session. The Centre received generous support
from the Government of Tripura. The Chief Minister, Deputy
Chief Minister and their cabinet colleagues generously spared time
from their schedules to be with the delegates and participate in
academic discussions. They entertained the delegates and offered
as gifts some publications on Tripura and excellent pieces of indi-
genous handicrafts as token of love and affection of the peaple of
the State. The Directorate of Information and Culture, Govern-
ment of Tripura, organised colourful programmes depicting the
rich cultural heritage of Tripura. Study tours were organised to
the places of historical importance. On the whole, the delegates
shall cherish the fond memory of the Session for a long time.

The academic standard of the Session was also very high. We
have maintained our tradition of steady growth in membership
pattern and the number of papers presented and discussed. Tri-
pura is one of such areas in our region where we do not have en-
ough historical studies. In Agartala Session, we indeed achieved
a major breakthrough. Majority of the papers presented there
were on Tripura. These shall certainly generate further research.
The volumeisa collection of sixty two papers, empirical as wellas
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analytical and interpretative. Some of the papers, particularly
by the colleagues in other disciplines, have added to the merit of the
volume by fitting well in ourscheme of recording the living history.

1 am personally thankful to my colleagues Dr. J. P. Singh,
Dr. M. S. Sangma, Dr. O. P. Kejariwal and Dr. Gautam Sengupta
for the ready help in editing and publishing the volume.

Shillong
The 22 August 1986 (J. B. Bhattacharjee)
General Secretary
North Bast India History Association
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The Status of Princely Tripura during British Rule in India

Bijan Mohanta

Tripura, had a feudal antiquity of long years. According
to Rajmala', about one hundred fifty Tribal Kings had ruled
Tripura for an uninterrupted period of thirteen hundred years since
the legendary period. The princely Tripura entered into a new
era in 1765 when the King of Tripura tendered his allegiance to
the Bast India Company. The Maharajas of Tripura claimed that
they were independent. To all intents and purposes, the princely
Tripura until its merger with the Union of India, was referred to
as an ‘Independent’ territory and the emblematic seal of ‘Inde-
pendent Tripura’ was used on the official papers.

The purpose of this paper is to examine how far were the Kings
of Tripura ‘Independent’ and what was the nature of the ‘Inde-
pendence of princely Tripura during the British rule in India.

Metamorphosis of Tripura Kingdom

The territorial pattern of the principality of Tripura (Tripura
was then spelt as Tippera) in the hoary past is now embeded in
obscurity. But from the available records it is known that the
principality of Tripura once covered a vast territory stretching
from Sylhet and Cachar on the north to Chittagong on the south
and to the east it merged into the hills inhabited by the tribesmen,
now called the Mizos.2 Formerly, the ‘Karimgunge subdivision
also seemed to have been included in the Tripura Kingdom’3, The
‘Lushai Country’, east of Tripura according to Pemberton’s report,
was also under the control of the rulers of Tripura.* ‘

Steward wrote that “The province of Tippera, which from time
immemorial had been independent kingdom became annexed to
the Mughal empire ,* after the Mughal invasion of Tripura. The
situation as it prevailed in ‘Tippera’ during the Mughal period
formed a legacy for the Britishers. Acting upon the Mughal
arrangements, the British rulers attached to the British territory anly
the plain portion of ‘Tippera’ known as Chakla-Roshnabad, and
confirmed therein only the Zamindari right of the king of Tippera,



But on the east, the hilly tracts inhabited by different tribes was
considered by the Company as something of different entity. We
came to know that the Commissioner of Chittagong Division once
suggested to Lord Auckland that the hilly tracts should also be
annexed to the British territory ; but it was not approved of consi-
dering the expenses invalved in its administration. ‘The Company
sought rupees, and not elephants and so the hills were left to their
Native rulers. Thus, the hills became ‘Independent Tippera’
and the King who was an ordinary Zamindar on the plains, “reigns
as independent prince over 8,000 sq. miles of upland, and was for
many years a more absolute monarch than Scindia or Puttiala,. ...’

But the rulers of Tripura failed to protect their territory from
the British encroachments. In 1822, while demarcating the boun-
dary between “Hill Tippera” and the British District of Sylhet,

Lt. Fisher seized away a large portion of land from ‘Hill Tippera’.

" In the words of Sandys, it was an act of ‘robbery of territory on
the Tripura-Sylhet border® committed by the Company.®

The King of Tripura was deprived of yet another tract of 850
sq. miles in the east after the British had undertaken the Lushai
‘expedition of 1871-72. In the name of security of British India,
the British authority unilaterally drew in 1874 the Tripura’s eastern
boundary line with British India. The King repeatedly requested
for reconsideration of the boundary issue. But in 1897, the King
was finally told by the Chief Commissioner of Assam that the
question of the eastern boundary line was an issue settled long
before.®

It needs be mentioned here that prior to 1866, the princely
state was referred ta as ‘Independent Tippera’. But thereafter
it was not acceptable to the Imperial Government. Since 1866,
the appellation ‘Hill Tipprea’ in lieu of ‘Independent Tippers’
was accepted by the Government of India as per suggestion of the
“Lt. Governor of Bengal who viewed that ‘this territory though not
“subject to the jurisdiction of our Courts is not politically - in-
dependent’.®  ‘Hill Tippera® again came to be known as “Tripura’
since 1920, on the basis of a representation from the State
‘Durbar.!

Thus, princely Tnpura emerged into an administrative unit

which took a final shape in its territorial pattern and tltle at the
hands of the British rulers.

British Paramountcy and the King of Tripura
Although the British imperialism had advanced in India with
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rapid strides since the time of Lord Wellesley, and an astounding
growth of the British Empire at the cost of many an Indian state
was marked during the Governor-Generalship of Lord Dalhousie,
yet no clear record exists to testify whether the King of Tripura
was within the purview of either the Subsidiary Alliance system of
Lord Wellesley or the Doctrine of Lapse of Lord Dalhousie.

We come to learn from official documents that ‘The British
Government has no treaty with the state (Tripura), nor does it re-
ceive any tribute’? The King of Tripura enjoyed a duel entity-
one as a subject and a Zamindar of the British Government, the
other as an ‘Independent ruler of ‘Hill Tippera’. As the succession
to the throne of ‘Hill Tippera’ automatically bestowed upon one
the right to the Zamindari of the Chakla-Roshnabad, so the King
was, in fact, ‘disposed to receive investiture and do homage at one
and the same time, and in one or both capacities to the rulling and
Paramount Government”.!3

Right from the later part of 18th Century, the British Govern=
ment realized ‘nazarana’ (tribute) on every succession to the throne
in exchange of which the new ruler was recognised by the British
Government as the King of ‘Hill Tippera’. Hunter wrote : ‘For-
merly a nazarana of 125 gold mohurs was paid at the ceremony
of installation ; but at present the nazarana is fixed at half a year’s
revenue of the state in the case of direct succession, and awhole
year’s revenue in the case of indirect succession’.!4 It needs be
mentioned here that Birchandra Manikya received the title ‘Maha-
raja’ in 1877 after paying 125 gold mohurs to the British authority
as nazarana. However, his predecessors had to pay only 111
gold mohurs.

Although the King of Tripura was under obligation to pay
nazarana, Tripura differed from other Native states of India and
from those which were tributaries. Hunter wrote : ‘Until recently
at least the Rajas of hill Tippera enjoyed a greater share of inde-
pendence than the Chiefs of most other Native states of similar
description’.!* The independent status of the King of *Hill Tippera®
was initially accepted by the British rulers. In 1838, in a commu-
nication of the Bengal Governmeat’s decision to the Commissioner
of Chittagong Division, it was stated : “The Raja has an indepen-
dent hill territory ; that your proposition for its resumption are
totally inadmissible”.® Thus, in the official correspondences of
the Bast India Company, the Kingdom of Tripura was referred
to as an Independent State.

But the political events took rapid strides after the Great Re-
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volt of 1857 and specialy after the transfer of Government from
the Company to the Crown. The new era ushered in a new Bri-
-tish policy for the Princely States. Although the new policy was
heralded by a definite pledge in Queen Victotia’s Proclamation
in 1858 that ‘we desire no extension of our present territorial posse-
ssions’,  yet, judging from the post-Proclamation events, the new
policy, it seemed, was reoriented to ‘punish the ruler for misgovern-
ment and, if necessary, to depose him, but not to annex the state
for his misdeeds’.

Even after the assumption of the Indian Government by the
Crown, the Indian states were ‘recognised as independent sovereign
states and regarded as allies of the Britich Government rather than
their subjects’. It will not be besides the mark to note that on
March 15, 1869, a verdict of the Privy Council of Queen Victoria
refeured to the King of “Tippera’ as an ‘Independent’ ruler in re-

* lation to his “Hill Tippera’.'”” But the Act of 1876 by which
-Victoria assumed the title of ‘Bmpress of India’, entirely changed
this aspect and made the Sovereign of England the Suzerain of
Indian states as well. In 1884, the Government of India said :
“The succession to the native states is invalid wuntil it receives in
some form the sanction of the British authori‘y.” Reiterating
dt the Secretary of State for India held in 1891 : “Every succession
‘must be recognised by the British Government and no succession
is valid until recongition has been given.””® Thus, on the pre-
text of ensuring good government, the theory of Paramountcy
over the Indian states justified the right of the British Government
to interfere in the internal affairs of the states at any time.

In Tripura, the absence of any fixed rule of succession to the
throne already gave way to the British authority to interfere in
the Palace politics. Distrubances in the State by the ‘Kukis’ at the
time almost of every succession to the throne was a regular occur-
rence. It happened quite so by the intrigue of the disappointed
aspirant for the throne, at whose interest the ‘Kukis’ held the peace
and order in the state to ransom. In such a state of anarchic situa-
tion the British authority took the occasion to decide the right of
succession to the throne - the practice which at its inception, it may
be said, had already sold out the so-called independence of the
rulers of Tripura to the Britishers. Ultimately, the Viceroy granted
a Sanad on June 21, 1904 to Radhakishore Manikya ‘settling the
question -of succession to the state and its appurtenances’.”

Again, the situation arising out of Tribal Rebellions,2? besides
the raids committed by the ‘Lushais’ in ‘Hill Tippera and through
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it in the British territory of Cachar and Sylhet prompted the Bri-
tish authority to bring under more stringent control the admini-
stration of ‘Hill Tippera’. Hence, the appointment of a stationary
British Officer at Agartala was actively considered.a!

The Tribal Rebellions took place in Hill Tippera in the mid-
19th Century against feudal exploitations, which could not but
worry the Britishers. The British Government found in the king
of ‘Hill Tippera’ a ruler of no worth to deal firmly with the ‘Lus.
hais* as well as the tribal rebels of his state. Warranted by the
situation, the British came forward directly to hold the princely
administration in ‘Hill Tippera® with a firm grip. With the plan
in reserve, the British Government seized the King of his claim of
being an independent ruler.

Kailashchandra Singha wrote that it was probably from 1865
or 1866 after completion of the ‘Trigonometiical survey of Hill
Tippera® that the British rulers referred to the state as only ‘Hill
Tippera’ and not ‘Independent Tippera’.2? The ‘Nazarana Re-
solutions’ about the’ Native rulers issued by the Government of
India on March 30, 1870, all the more, dismasked that ‘Hill Tip-
pera’ was not an ‘Independent State’. The position of the King
of ‘Hill Tippera’ was declared in 1870 by the Government of India
to be that of ‘feudatory’. The title ‘Maharaja’ was only hereditary.22

Although the British Government ceased to -recognise ‘Hill '
Tippera’ independent any longer, it was noted by the government
that the King had continued to use the words ‘Swadhin-Tripura’
(Independent Tripura) to indicate the state in the matter of his
internal administration. But in the Annual Administrative Re-
port to the Government, the state was described as “Tippera state’
although the actual word used by the Government was ‘Hill Tip-
pera’. In view of the fact, the Political Agent in a Jetter to the
Minister of Hill Tippera wrote : “The use of the word ‘Swadhin’
(Independent) to describe the state appears to be contrary to the
-orders of the Bengal Government, dated the 12th July, 1880,
Concluding the letter, the Political Agent stated ““I am to request
that the Durbar will take measures to ensure that proper descrip-
tion of the state viz. Hill Tippera is always used in future” 34
Thus, Hill Tippera lost its claim to be an independent state,

The British Political Agent in Tripura

. In the wake of violent “Lushai’ raids in ‘Hill Tippera’ and in
its adjoining British territory, the British Government created an
office of the Political Agent at Agartala. The Political Agent
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whose appointment was sanctioned in October, 1870 was conside-
red by His Excellency-in-Council to be nominated by the Lt.
Governor of Bengal. Further, he was required to take up His
duties before commencement of the armed expedition of 1871-72
in the ‘Lushai Country’®.  The first Palitical Agent thus assumed
office at Agartala in 1871 and he was A.W.B. Power..

The office of the Political Agent at Agartala continued till
1878 when the conduct of political relations with the state was
devolved upon the Magistrate and Collector of ‘Trippera’, who
acted as an ex-officio Political Agent for ‘Hill Tippera’.2® He
had upder him an Indian Officer of the rank of Deputy Magistrate,
acting as Asstt. Political Agent at Agartala.

The functions of the Palitical Agent was to protect British in-
terest in ‘Hill Tippera’ and to advise the King in the matter of his
administration. The purpose of his appointment was explained
~ to the King and he was told that the appointment in no way would

affect his interest.’’ ‘Yet, the British Government later an be-
gan to exercise its authority in the affairs of the King through the
Political Agent.

We came to know from Kailashchandra Singha that in 18%0
‘the King was made to appoint, in consultation with the ex-officio
Political Agent, a Minister of his state with full powers of the
administration. Accordingly, Rai Umakanta Das Bahadur assu-
med Office of the Minister, In the dispensation, the King was
divested of his actual administrative authority. A discontented
King, Birchandra Manikya at one time issued an order terminat-
ing the service of the Minister, Umakanta Das, The Minister
reported the matter to the Bengal Government and informed the
King of his inability to relinquish his office unless so desired by the
Government. The Bengal Government informed the Minister,
Umakanta Das to continue in his office until Lt. Governor of Bengal
visited Comilla and took steps by himself. The frown of disapp-
roval of his action by the Bengal Government silenced the King
whao, it was said, confessed apologatically his guilt to the Lt
Governor for his unilateral action,®® when the latter paid his
official visit to Comilla in 1892.

But after a great deal of obsecration, the Lt. Governor agreed
to dispense with the Minister, Rai Umakanta Das Bahadur, and
allow the King to resume the administration subject to some condi-
tions, which seemed to be unprestigious, that the King himself of
in his absence both the Yubaraj and the Barthakur as his repete-
sentatives would attend every year at Comilla the occasion of the



visit of the Commissioner of Chittagong Division and that the
King would convey compulsorily to the Commissioner all the
information which as and when he would ask him to do so. More-
over, an Annual Administrative Report of the state would also be
submitted to the Government without fail.»®

Aggin, in order to tighten up the hold of imperial authority
on the principality, the Tripura state, with prior sanction of His
Majesty’s Secretary of state for India had been placed in direct politi-
cal relations with the Government of India with effect from the 14th
November, 1922. The Governor of Bengal-in-Council acted as
Agent to the Governor-General of India for the Tripura state.®®

The Maharaja - a great devotee of the British .

It was a known fact to the King or the Maharaja of Tripura
that his throne was under the suzerainty of the British Govern-
ment. Nothing could bail him out except loyalty and good
government shown on his part. Thus, to remain in the throne,
he dared not do anything which might incur the wrath of the
Paramount authority.

During Sepoy Mutiny (1857) the King of so-called independent
Tripura, therefore, did not endeavour to prove himself to become
worthy of the rank of many a patriotic Chiefs like Nana Saheb,
Tantia Topi, Begam of Oudh, Rani of Jhansi and others who resen-
ted the loss of authority. Instead, the King of ‘Hill Tippera® gave
evidence of his great sycophancy towards the British authority.
It was borne out by the fact that a group of mutineers from Chitta-
gong set out for the King of ‘Hill Tippera’ thinking him to be an
‘Independent King’ who would extend all possible help to them.
But it was to their utter surprise that the King Isanchandra Manikya
(1849-1862) just on the receipt of the news of their arrival ordered
to get them out of his territory. Most of the mutineers left his
state but a few of them took refuge in convenient hideouts nearby
Agartala. They were later on rounded up and delivered to the
!British authority at Comilla where they were hanged.® But
In spite of his best efforts to remain credibly in the good book,
the King was at one time suspected by the British Government to
have allied to the mutineers and on that ground, the Government
fhought it fit to dispossess the King of his territory. However,
1t was due to the reasonings of George Metcalfe, the Judge, that
the King was exculpated from the charge.3

Yet, another instance which betrayed the Maharaja’s great
devotion to the British was the way that he placed himself sadul.
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ously at the service of the British Government during the Second
World War. ‘As His Majesty’s Government is at war with Ger-
many, it is hereby ordered that any potential hostile foreigners
entering into or living in Tripura state be arrested at once and kept
in custody pending orders of the Political Department.’®® More-
over, it was noted : “The entire resources of the state and personal
services of the ruler have been placed at the disposal of the Crown’*34
The military force of the Maharaja was rallied round the *British
Army at Chittagong to add to its strength. The Maharaja, again
at the behest of the Britishers, raised an additional battalion by
conscription on the tribal youths. It needs be mentioned here that
the forcible conscription and the collection of paddy and other
foodgrains for war purposes just at the time when Tripura was
seized by famine set the stage ready to trigger off the Reang re-
bellion (1942-48) in Tripura ; but even at the risk of it, the Maha-
raja left an evidence of his great devotion to his British Political
Master.

After the great war, when the Indian National Movement
was revived to its decisive stage by launching the ‘Quit India’
- movement, the Maharaja of Tripula was found to have acted agair
in the British interest. He declared all the Congress Committees
unlawful Associations in Tripura.*®

Conclusion

It is a common knowledge that the King or the Maharaja of
LTnpura was an ‘Independent ruler’ and his state was ‘Independent
Tripura’. The official records of princelly Tripura also bore
emblematic mark (royal seal) of ‘Independent Tripura’. But in
reality the things were not what they seemed to be.

From the time of King Rajdhar Manikya II (1785-1804) the
English Government had started to interfere in the Palace politics
taking the occasion of disputes over succession to the throne.
The practice of exacting ‘nazarana’ by the British rulers started
since then.

It may only be claimed that the Kings of Tripura enjoyed cer-
tain degree of independence at the most upto 1870, but since then
they were reduced to a state of obedience. After the advent of the
British, if initially, the Kings of Tripura enjoyed any mdependence )
it was mainly due to the British policy of non-intervention in regard
to the Princely states. But subsequently, the pollcy of non-inter-
vention was replaced by a policy of intervention. On the pretext
of misgovernment, the Government seized all claims of the King
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as m,depgn@ent ruler. The British authority by official orders
appointed a Political Agent, installed a Minister in Tripura and
made the King to act upon its gubernatorial wishes.

Under the circumstances, the so-called independent ngs
of Tnpura also recoiled in fear from their glorious position, and
gave evxdence of their ungrudging devotion towards the British
authority in a way which seemed to be beneath the dignity of any
independent ruler. All these ipso facto debunked that the Maha-
raja of Tripura was not politically independent during the British
rule in India. . He was only a ruler by grace. He enjoyed nothing
more than an autonomy in his internal affairs and that too under
the suzgramty and at ; pleasure of the British, as the Paramount -
Authority. The King might emblematize his state as ‘Independent
Tripura’, but the so-called independence of Tripura during the
British rule in Indxa was mere a myth trallmg fre;n its pristine
glow C -

‘ v References

. A Bengali Chromcl¢ of the Tripura Kings.

2. The Mizos were descnbed by the British rulers as the Kooklos’
and later on as the ‘Lushais.

3. Allen, B. C., Assam . District Gazetteers, Vol, 1I, (Sylhet)
Chapter 2, P. 22.

4. Reid, A. S., Chin-Lushai Land’ (London, 1893), p.L

. Steward, C., History of Bengal, p. 267.

. Mackenize, A., ‘The North-Erast Frontier of India, (Reprmtod

in India, 1979), p. 272

Ibid.,

sa.ndys, E.F, sttory of Tripura, (Calcutta, 1915) p. 35,

Please ace, Menon, K.D., Tripura District Gazetteers, p. 110.

. Letter No. 1513, dated the 12th July, 1880 from the Govern-

ment of. Bengal Pol. Dept.,, to the Govt. of India, Foreign

Dept. (Source : Record Section, Civil Secreta.nat Govt, of

Tripura) (Unpublished).

1. Letter No. 1571 p., dated the 9th October, 1920 of B A. Cor-

. Corbett, Political Agent. Also see, Tripura Gazette Sankalan
(1971) p. 102.

12, Bnef Acocounts of the Indian States in Bengal (Delhi, 1933);
Source : Record Section, Civil Secretariat, Govt. of Tripura.

13. Bengal Government’s Letter No. 121, dated the 27th December,
1838 addressed to the Commissioner of Chittagong. — cf.
Mackenzie, A., op. cit., Apendix-D. P, 411,

N W

—
SN

293



14 Honter, W: W., A Staristioa! Account of Bengal , Vol vtp 3.
15 Tud., P. 461,

16
17.
18.

19,

:20.1 4

Bengal Government’s Letter No. 121, dated the 27th December,
"1838.-cf. Mackenzie, A., op. cit., Appendix-D, p. 414.
For reference please see, Singha, Kailashchandra, Rajmala
(In Bengali, reprinted, Barnamala Ed., Agartala) p. 168.
of. Majumdar, Raychoudhuri & Datta, An Advanced History

‘of India (1953), p. 845.

Brief Accoums of Indian States in Bengal. (Delhi, 1983).
The Tiptas (or the Tnpuns) rose in arms in 1850 ; the Jamatias
i 1868 ; the Kukis in 1826, 1836, 1844 and 1860. Please sce,

' Ray, Suprakash, Bharater Krishak Bidroah' O Ganatantrik

21,

23.
24,

N
~

amezgsx

)

Sangrdm (In Bengali, 1972) pp. 250-255.

-Please see, Mackenzie, A., op. cit., PP. 808-5,

Singha, ¥Kailashchandra, op. cit., p. 167.

Brief Accounts of the Indian States in Bengal (Delhi, 1983).
Pol. Agent’s Letter No. D. ‘0. No. 481, dated Comilla, the
11th July, 1914 (Unpublished) - Source : Record Sectlon, Civil
Secretariat, ‘Government ‘of Tnputa "

. Orders: of the Governor-General in Council dated the 11th

July,, 1871 ; cf. Mackenize, A., op. cit:, P. 311.

. Bengal Admlmstratlve Report (1878-79) pp.14-17 ; ct Menon,

K. D. ‘Tripura District Gazetteers, p. 113.

. Aitchison, C. U., 4 Collection of Treaties Eengagement and

Sanads, Vol. 1II. p. 194,

Singha, Kailashchandra, op. cit., pp 191-2.

Aitchison, C. U., op. cit., p. 194,

Brief Accounts of the Indian States in Bengal. (Delhi, 1933).
Singha,’ Kaxlashchandra, op. cit., p. 157.

Iid. p. 161.

Resolution No. 1 of the 8th sitting of the State Council, dated
the 18'th Bhadra, 1349 T. T. (1939 AD) ; = ¢f. Tripura State

- Gazette Sankalim, p. 155.

War Supplement to the Tnpura State Gazette, date the 14th

Jenuary, 1942,
. Notification of the Chief Minister of ‘Fripura State, No. 176-C.

dated Agartala, the 6th Sept., 1942 ; cf. Tripura Srate Gazeltt

"'Sankazaﬁ P. 165

294



	Page 1 
	Page 2 
	Page 3 
	Page 4 
	Page 5 
	Page 6 
	Page 7 
	Page 8 
	Page 9 
	Page 10 
	Page 11 
	Page 12 
	Page 13 
	Page 14 
	Page 15 
	Page 16 
	Page 17 
	Page 18 

