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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 
In 2002, the Executive Office for Immigration Review (EOIR) moved televisions 

into one of the Chicago immigration courtrooms and began conducting hearings for 

detained immigrants in removal proceedings by videoconferencing.  In Chicago’s 

videoconference hearings, the judges are located in the downtown court, and the 

detainees appear from a small detention facility in a Chicago suburb. 

EOIR believes that videoconferencing enhances efficiency but has not to date 

undertaken a study of its efficacy or fairness.  Since the consequences of removal from 

the United States are so severe for immigrants and their families, we believed that these 

videoconference hearings deserved further examination.  During the summer and fall of 

2004, we observed 110 videoconference hearings and recorded our findings.  The 

hearings we observed were “Master Calendar” hearings, where the Immigration Judge 

determines whether the removal proceeding was properly commenced, examines the 

charges against the immigrant, schedules future hearings, and, in some cases, orders the 

immigrant’s removal. 

Findings 

 We found that videoconferencing is a poor substitute for in-person hearings.  

Among other problems, we observed deficiencies related to access to counsel, 

presentation of evidence, and interpretation.  Latino immigrants appeared to fare 

especially poorly in videoconference hearings.  Compounding these errors, the 

immigrants whom we observed had little chance to speak or ask questions, were unable 

to communicate easily with their attorneys (if they were represented), and typically were 
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informed of what had happened only at the conclusion of the hearing.  There was little 

interpretation given for the benefit of non-English speakers. 

 We were impeded from conducting our study by a general lack of transparency in 

the removal process for detained immigrants.  There was no public access to the remote 

courtroom, and Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) refused to allow us to 

interview immigrants who had gone through videoconference hearings.  There is virtually 

no regulation or written policy, moreover, governing videoconferencing in the 

immigration court. 

In summary, our study found the following: 

• Videoconferencing in the Chicago Immigration Court is marked by the frequent 

occurrence of problems.  In the aggregate, nearly 45% of the observed cases had 

one or more problems. Observers noted technical problems in one in five 

hearings, problems related to access to counsel in one in six hearings, problems 

related to the introduction of evidence in one in six hearings, and problems related 

to interpretation in three in ten hearings involving non-English speakers.   

• A substantial number (29%) of hearings that we observed resulted in the 

immigrant being ordered removed or agreeing to removal, a fact that is striking 

given that, at the time of our study, videoconferencing was not used in Chicago 

for final hearings on the merits. 
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Frequency of Problems in Master Calendar Videoconference Hearings 
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See table 4.1 for the number counts for each problem. 

 
The Impact of Representation 

 
• The effect of videoconferencing was more severe on detained immigrants who 

were unrepresented than on those with attorneys.  A disproportionate share of 

unrepresented persons (44%) were ordered removed compared to represented 

persons (17.7%). 

 
The Impact of Language and Ethnicity 

 
• 12% of all observed immigrants had interpretation problems, either because they 

lacked an interpreter when they appeared to need one, or because their interpreter 

misinterpreted or failed to interpret statements. 
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• Nearly 30% of those who had an interpreter appeared to misunderstand what was 

happening during the hearing, either due to misinterpretation or lack of adequate 

interpretation. 

• Other problems were generally more prevalent for non-English speakers.  70% of 

non-English speakers experienced at least one problem related to 

videoconferencing during their hearing, and almost 50% received removal orders 

(as opposed to 21% for English-speakers). 

• The likelihood of removal increased for Latinos who did not speak English.  76% 

of non-English-speaking Latinos were removed, as opposed to 46% of English-

speaking Latinos. 

  
 Recommendation for a Moratorium on Videoconferencing 
 

Given the serious problems that we observed, LAF and Chicago Appleseed 

suggest that EOIR impose a moratorium on videoconferencing in removal cases until it 

can be improved.  In general, videoconference hearings should be better regulated, 

immigrants should be able to opt out of videoconferencing when their substantive rights 

are at issue, judges and attorneys should be better trained in conducting and participating 

in videoconference hearings, and communication and technological problems should be 

addressed.  In light of how much is at stake in removal cases, significant changes need to 

be made before videoconferencing can be an acceptable substitute for in-person hearings.   
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INTRODUCTION 

 

 

Chicago Immigration Court Videoconferencing Courtroom,  
located at 55 East Monroe Street in downtown Chicago. 
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Videoconferencing is increasingly being used to conduct hearings in immigration 

court.  This phenomenon is driven in no small part by the growing population of 

immigrants held in detention in the United States, often in locations remote from the 

immigration courts.1  Immigration reforms enacted 

in 1996 mandated the detention of many immigrants 

placed in “removal” (formerly deportation or 

exclusion) proceedings, and the current enforcement   

priorities of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) have increased the number of 

detained immigrants.2  Immigrants are held in special private or government-

administered detention facilities, in state or county prisons, and sometimes in local jails.3  

Confronted with a shortage of Immigration Judges and the logistical problem of 

transporting detained immigrants to court, the Executive Office for Immigration Review 

(EOIR), the agency of the Department of Justice responsible for carrying out removal 

proceedings, sees videoconference hearings as a solution. 

                                                           
 
1  In fiscal year 2003, 231,500 immigrants were detained in the United States by the Department of 
Homeland Security. The average daily detention population was 21,133.  UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 
HOMELAND SECURITY, CUSTOMS AND IMMIGRATION SERVICES, YEARBOOK OF IMMIGRATION STATISTICS 
148 (2003).  Between 1994 and 2003, the number of detainees increased at an annual rate of almost 12%, 
resulting in a total increase of over 171%.  OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL, AUDIT OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, OFFICE OF THE FEDERAL DETENTION TRUSTEE, AUDIT REPORT NO. 05-04 
(December 2004), available at http://www.usdoj.gov/oig/reports/OBD/a0504. 
 
2  See 8 U.S.C. 1226(c) (2005) (mandating detention of all aliens in removal proceedings who have been 
convicted of various broad categories of crimes).  In fiscal year 2003, 1,046,422 aliens were apprehended 
by DHS, the majority (931,557) by Border Patrol.  Yearbook, supra, note 1, at 146.  That same year, 
1,505,073 aliens were either formally removed, granted voluntary departure, or withdrew applications for 
admission.  This represented an increase of 24% from 2002.  Id. at 149. 
 
3 See MARK DOW, AMERICAN GULAG: INSIDE U.S. IMMIGRATION PRISONS 9 (2004).  Sixty percent of all 
detainees in 2003 were held in local prisons and jails and in private contract facilities.  Id. 
 

To date, EOIR has not conducted a 
formal study of the effectiveness of 
videoconferencing, nor does it 
maintain statistics concerning 
videoconferencing outcomes 
relative to non-videoconferencing 
outcomes. 
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Nationwide, forty-six immigration courts currently use videoconferencing. 4  

EOIR is pleased with its new technology and anticipates that the use of 

videoconferencing in immigration courts will continue to grow.5  To date, however, 

EOIR has not conducted a formal study of the effectiveness of videoconferencing, nor 

does it maintain statistics concerning videoconferencing outcomes relative to non-

videoconferencing outcomes.6  Training materials provided by EOIR to immigration 

judges do not address the issue of when, if ever, it might be inappropriate to hold a 

hearing through videoconferencing.7  We are unaware of any other organization that has 

undertaken a study of videoconferencing in immigration court.  Given this backdrop, we 

decided to undertake a case study of videoconferencing in the Chicago Immigration 

Court.  Although videoconferencing is used in the Chicago Court for some non-detained 

cases, we examined detained cases only.  In light of our limited geographic reach, our 

goal was not to present an exhaustive survey of videoconferencing, but to assess its 

effectiveness in Chicago and initiate a broader dialogue concerning its use nationwide. 

Over the course of the summer and fall of 2004, trained law students and other 

volunteers observed 110 videoconferencing Master Calendar hearings, recording their 

                                                           
4  Videoconferencing is currently used in the following immigration courts: Arlington, VA; Atlanta, GA; 
Baltimore, MD; Batavia, NY; Bloomington, MN; Boston, MA; Bradenton, FL; Buffalo, NY; Chicago, IL; 
Dallas, TX; Denver, CO; Detroit, MI; Elizabeth, NJ; Eloy, AZ; El Paso, TX; Guaynabo, Puerto Rico; 
Harlingen, TX; Hartford, CT; Honolulu, HI; Houston, TX; Imperial, CA; Krome, FL; Lancaster, CA; Las 
Vegas, NV; Los Angeles, CA; Memphis, TN; Miami, FL; New Orleans, LA; New York, NY (plus Varick 
Street, NY; Jamaica, NY; Fishkill, NY; Ulster, NY); Newark, NJ; Oakdale, LA; Orlando, FL; Philadelphia, 
PA; Phoenix, AZ; San Antonio, TX; San Diego, CA: San Pedro, CA; Seattle, WA; Tucson, AZ; York, PA; 
and EOIR Headquarters Court in Falls Church, VA.  Letter of Assistant Chief Immigration Judge Michael 
F. Rahill, Appendix B at page 1. 
 
5  Rahill letter, Appendix B at page 4.  
 
6  Id. 
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observations with respect to categories including language interpretation, technical 

quality, access to counsel, and presentation of evidence.  Although we attempted to 

observe hearings at both ends – in the immigration court and at the remote site where the 

detained immigrants are being held – the office of Immigration and Customs 

Enforcement (ICE) strongly “recommended” to us that non-attorneys not attempt to view 

hearings at the remote site, since they might be “turned away due to a lack of space.”8 

To supplement our data, we interviewed immigration practitioners about their 

experience with videoconference hearings.  We asked EOIR for permission to interview 

Immigration Judges.  EOIR declined our request but did respond to a set of written 

questions we submitted concerning videoconferencing.  We also attempted to interview 

detained immigrants but with little success.  Because immigrants have no right to 

appointed counsel, many proceed through their removal hearing unrepresented.  For this 

reason, we believed it was important to speak to immigrants directly about their 

experiences with this new system.  It was difficult to contact detainees because they 

cannot receive incoming phone calls, and they can only place outgoing calls collect.9  In 

early February 2005, we sent letters to individual detainees at the Kenosha County 

Detention Center (most of whom had asked to meet with us), advising them that we 

                                                                                                                                                                             
7  See EOIR IMMIGRATION JUDGE BENCHBOOK, Ch. 2 (2001) at Appendix C; EOIR, Interim Operating 
Policies and Procedures Memorandum No. 04-06: Hearings Conducted Through Telephone and Video 
Conference (August 18, 2004) at Appendix D. 
 
8  Appendix E, Letter of October 6, 2004 from Deborah Achim, ICE Field Office Director for Detention 
and Removal, to Geoffrey Heeren.  ICE is responsible for the detention and removal of non-citizens.  Since 
the inception of videoconference proceedings in Chicago, ICE’s holding facility in Broadview, Illinois, has 
been designated as the “remote” facility for videoconference hearings.  
 
9  Detention facilities within the jurisdiction of the Chicago Immigration Court also have a phone system 
for detainees to place free calls to providers of free legal services and consulates, called the “Pro Bono 
Platform.”  This platform has been functioning inconsistently since its installation, and much of the staff at 
certain facilities remains unaware, as of the writing of this study, of its existence. 
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ICE’s refusal to allow us 
access to detained 
immigrants effectively 
denied immigrants the 
opportunity to speak about 
an issue that profoundly 
affects their lives and 
futures – the manner in 
which their removal 
hearings are conducted.   

would visit them if they wished.  But a corporal at the facility called to inform us that we 

should cancel our visit because ICE would not allow it.10 

These interviews would have provided an important supplement to our data.  

ICE’s refusal to allow us access to detained immigrants 

effectively denied immigrants the opportunity to speak 

about an issue that profoundly affects their lives and futures 

– the manner in which their removal hearings are conducted.  

This muting of immigrants is sadly consonant with our 

findings, which indicate that videoconferencing may 

interfere with the ability of immigrants to present their cases in court and also creates a 

lack of transparency of the process.  In particular, we found considerable evidence that 

videoconferencing was marred by technical problems, exacerbated interpretation 

difficulties, interfered with access to counsel, and impaired the presentation of evidence. 

 

                      

                                                           
10 See Appendix F, Letter of February 8, 2005 from Geoffrey Heeren to Deborah Achim. 
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PART ONE 
 

An Overview of Court Videoconferencing 
 
 

 
 

Downtown Chicago Videoconferencing Courtroom has a  
document viewer (front), tape recorder (left), photocopier  

(far left), table for counsel (center) and two television screens. 
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EOIR first tested videoconferencing in 1995 as part of a pilot program in three 

cities: Baltimore, Maryland; Dallas, Texas; and Oakdale, Louisiana.11  At that time, 

videoconferencing was by no means new to courts.  It had been used in certain types of 

criminal proceedings since at least 1972,12 and many state courts have recently expanded 

their use of videoconferencing.  Most states currently confine videoconferencing to initial 

appearances and arraignments, 13 which are the only circumstances under which 

videoconferencing is explicitly permitted under the Federal Rules of Criminal 

Procedure.14  Courts have generally prohibited the use of videoconferencing at trial, given 

the constitutional right to confront witnesses enjoyed by criminal defendants.15 

The United States Supreme Court has declined to extend many of the 

constitutional protections of criminal defendants to immigrants facing removal, which it 

                                                           
11  See Rahill letter, Appendix B at page 1. 
 
12  Michael D. Roth, Comment, Laissez-Faire Videoconferencing: Remote Witness Testimony and 
Adversarial Truth, 48 UCLA L. Rev. 185, 192 (2000). 
 
13  For example, the Missouri state courts use videoconferencing for initial appearances, the waiver of 
preliminary hearings, arraignment on an information or indictment where a plea of not guilty is entered, 
any pretrial or post-trial proceeding that does not permit the cross-examination of witnesses, and sentencing 
after a plea of guilty.  Waivers from the defendant are required in Missouri only for arraignments involving 
guilty pleas and for sentencing after convictions.  Florida allows videoconferencing to be used in 
arraignments, and does not require a waiver.  North Dakota requires that the defendant object if she or he 
does not want videoconferencing to be used in the initial appearance or arraignment. 
 
14  Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 43 provides that the defendant must be “present at the arraignment, 
at the time of the plea, at every stage of the trial including the impaneling of the jury and the return of the 
verdict, and at the imposition of sentence, except as otherwise provided by this rule.”  Some of the federal 
Circuit Courts of Appeal have taken “presence” to mean physical presence for purposes of Rule 43.  See 
United States v. Torres-Palma, 290 F.3d 1244, 1248 (10th Cir. 2002); United States v. Lawrence, 248 F.3d 
300, 303-04 (4th Cir. 2001); United States v. Navarro, 169 F.3d 228, 235-39 (5th Cir. 1999); Valenzuela-
Gonzalez v. United States Dist. Court for Dist. of Ariz., 915 F.2d 1276, 1280 (9th Cir. 1990).  However, 
Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 5 allows a defendant to appear via remote hearing for his or her initial 
appearance if the defendant consents.  Rule 10 allows the arraignment to be conducted via 
videoconferencing, with the defendant’s consent.  
 
15  See Maryland v. Craig, 497 U.S. 836, 850 (1990).  
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In 1996 Congress amended the 
Immigration and Naturalization Act 
(INA) to authorize removal 
proceedings to take place through 
videoconferencing.  EOIR, in turn, 
issued regulations that allow 
videoconferencing at the unfettered 
discretion of the Immigration Judge. 

does not consider to be “punishment.”16  As a result, EOIR has always taken the position 

that videoconferencing may be used for a 

hearing of any type.17 

In 1996, Congress amended the 

Immigration and Naturalization Act (INA) 

to authorize removal proceedings to take 

place through videoconferencing.18  EOIR, 

in turn, issued regulations that allow videoconferencing at the unfettered discretion of the 

Immigration Judge.19  Under the EOIR regulations, judges can use videoconferencing for 

preliminary hearings, called “Master Calendars”, for “Individual Calendars” (hearings on 

the merits); or not at all.  Even in the case of hearings involving children, EOIR takes the 

position that there should be a presumption in favor of videoconferencing.20  While the 

regulations require the consent of an immigrant for a merits hearing to be held by 

telephone, no consent is required for a videoconferencing hearing.21  Some individual 

                                                           
16  See INS v. Lopez-Mendoza, 468 U.S. 1032, 1038 (1984). 
 
17  See Rahill letter, Appendix B, page 1. 
 
18  8 U.S.C. § 1229a(b)(2)(A) (2005) (“The proceeding may take place . . . through video conference”). 
 
19  8 C.F.R. § 1003.25(c) (2005) (“An Immigration Judge may conduct hearings through video conference 
to the same extent as he or she may conduct hearings in person”). 
 
20  EOIR, Interim Operating Policies and Procedures Memorandum 04-07: Guidelines for Immigration 
Court Cases Involving Unaccompanied Alien Children (Sept. 16, 2004), 9 Bender’s Immigration Law 
Bulletin 1321, 1325 (2004) (“when handling cases involving unaccompanied alien child respondents, if 
under ordinary circumstances the hearing would be conducted by video conference, the immigration judges 
should determine if particular facts are present in the case to warrant an exception from the usual 
practice”).  This policy is contrary to standards issued by the American Bar Association.  See AMERICAN 
BAR ASSOCIATION, COMMISSION ON IMMIGRATION, STANDARDS FOR THE CUSTODY, PLACEMENT AND 
CARE; LEGAL REPRESENTATION; AND ADJUDICATION OF UNACCOMPANIED ALIEN CHILDREN IN THE UNITED 
STATES 63 (2004) (“The Child’s right to be present at any proceeding requires all proceedings, including 
both master calendar and merits hearings, to be conducted live and not via videoconference”). 
 
21  8 C.F.R. § 1003.25(c). 
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courts appear to have made informal decisions to use videoconferencing for certain types 

of cases but not for others.  In Chicago, the court declined to use videoconferencing for 

merits hearings up until June 2005, when the Chicago Immigration Court seemed to 

abruptly shift its policy and began to use videoconferencing for all hearings, including 

merits hearings.  Until June, detainees were driven to the Chicago Court for merits 

hearings.  

EOIR touts the increased efficiency achieved through the use of 

videoconferencing.22  To date, there has been no study evaluating the advantages and 

disadvantages of videoconferencing in immigration court.  The one federal court to 

consider a challenge to the use of videoconferencing in an immigration (asylum) hearing 

found that the technology had the potential to skew a judge’s credibility determination.23 

Much of the literature on videoconferencing concerns its use in criminal court.24  

Commentators have focused particularly on the risk that videoconferencing may skew a 

court’s perception of defendants or other witnesses through its failure to convey subtle 

nonverbal cues, its interference with ordinary eye contact, and the possibility that camera 

                                                                                                                                                                             
 
22  See Rahill letter, Appendix B at page 4. 
 
23  Rusu v. INS, 296 F.3d 316, 322 (4th Cir. 2002) (“video conferencing may render it difficult for a 
factfinder in adjudicative proceedings to make credibility determinations and to gauge demeanor”).  The 
court also noted the diminished effectiveness of the asylum applicant’s attorney in videoconferencing 
cases.  Id. at 323.  However, the court ultimately denied the applicant’s due process claim, finding that he 
could not show actual prejudice from the use of videoconferencing because the changed political climate in 
his native Romania defeated his claim that he would suffer persecution there. 
 
24  See, e.g., Anne Bowen Poulin, Criminal Justice and Videoconferencing Technology:The Remote 
Defendant, 78 Tul. L. Rev. 1089 (2004); Roth, supra note 12; Diane M. Hartmus, Videotrials, 23 Ohio 
N.U. L. Rev. 1 (1996); Jeffrey M. Silbert, Una Hutton Newman & Laurel Kalser, Telecommunications in 
the Courtroom: The Use of Closed Circuit Television for Conducting Misdemeanor Arraignments in Dade 
County, Florida, 38 U. Miami L. Rev. 657 (1984); Gordan Bermant & M. Daniel Jacubovitch, Fish Out of 
Water: A Brief Overview of Social and Psychological Concerns about Videotaped Trials, 26 Hastings L.J. 
999 (1975). 
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Studies confirm that 
people evaluate those with 
whom they work face-to-
face more favorably than 
those with whom they 
work over a video 
connection. 

angles or screen size will distort perceptions of a witness’s affect.25  Criminal defendants, 

who lack make-up, coaching, and winning wardrobes, are unlike the photogenic persons 

we are accustomed to seeing on television, and this disconnect with one’s expectations 

has the potential to impact decision-makers’ perceptions negatively.26  A defendant 

appearing from a remote facility (often inside a prison) 

may not exhibit the demeanor one expects in a 

courtroom.27  Studies, moreover, confirm that people 

evaluate those with whom they work face-to-face more 

favorably than those with whom they work over a video 

connection.28  Studies indicate that fact-finders empathize more with live witnesses,29 and 

that decision makers are less likely to be sensitive to the impact of negative decisions on 

physically remote persons.30  Finally, commentators have pointed to the possibility that 

videoconferencing may make it more difficult for criminal defendants to understand what 

is happening in court, adding yet another level of marginalization for people who are 

                                                           
25  Poulin, supra note 24, at 1108-10. 
 
26  Id. at 1112-13, 1127-28. 
 
27  Id. at 1125. 
 
28  Gene D. Fowler & Marilyn E. Wackerbarth, Audio Teleconferencing Versus Face-to-face Conferencing: 
A Synthesis of the Literature, 44 W. J. Speech Comm. 236, 245 (1980); John Storck & Lee Sproull, 
Through a Glass Darkly: What Do People Learn in Videoconferences?, 22 Hum. Comm. Res. 197, 201 
(1995). 
 
29  Gail S. Goodman, et al., Face-to-Face Confrontation: Effects of Closed-Circuit Technology on 
Children’s Eyewitness Testimony and Jurors’ Decisions, 22 L. & Hum. Behav. 165, 195 (1998); Graham 
Davies, The Impact of Television on the Presentation and Reception of Children’s Testimony, 22 Int’l J.L. 
& Psychiatry 241, 248 (1999) 
 
30 Stanley Milgram, Some Conditions of Obedience and Disobedience to Authority, 18 Hum. Rel. 57, 63-65 
(1965). 
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already disproportionately undereducated and indigent members of racial minorities.31  

EOIR does not acknowledge any of these issues in its materials concerning 

videoconferencing.32 

 

                                                           
31 Poulin, supra note 24, at 1134. 
 
32 Supra notes 7 and 20. 
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PART TWO 
 

The Chicago Immigration Court 
 
 

 
 

Downtown Chicago Videoconference Courtroom:  
View from the Immigration Judge’s desk. 
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Removal Proceedings in Chicago 
 

In order to understand the impact of videoconferencing, readers must have a 

rudimentary understanding of the Chicago Immigration Court, and the laws and 

procedures that govern it.  There are seven judges in the Chicago Immigration Court, 

which has jurisdiction over cases arising in Illinois, Wisconsin, and Indiana.  The 

immigration judges hear both detained and non-detained cases.33  The detained cases are 

placed on an expedited docket and are typically resolved in a matter of months, as 

opposed to the non-detained cases, which may take years.  In Chicago, the detained cases 

comprise the majority of the cases that are heard through videoconferencing.34 

Immigrants in detention within the jurisdiction of the Chicago court are 

principally held in five facilities located in Illinois and Wisconsin.35  Many of them have 

committed crimes, but often the crimes were committed in the distant past, and were 

punished with suspended sentences, probation, or mere supervision.  Immigrants may 

have been arrested when they were going through customs after leaving the country for a 

vacation, when they tried to become citizens, or when they applied for some other 

immigration benefit.  Some of the people in detention have committed no crime at all, 

such as those who arrive at a port of entry in the United States and ask for asylum. 

                                                           
33  In February 2005, the Chicago Immigration Court placed all detained cases on the docket of a single 
judge, Immigration Judge  George Katsivalis.  
 
34  Immigration Judges in Chicago handle two other types of videoconference hearings.  Institutional 
Hearings for aliens serving a sentence of incarceration in the Illinois Department of Corrections are held at 
the State of Illinois Building (the Thompson Center) with the State’s own videoconferencing equipment.  
Videoconference hearings are also used for cases arising in Kansas City, MO, and Omaha, NE. 
 
35  These facilities are the Dodge County Detention Center in Juneau, WI; the Kenosha County Detention 
Center in Kenosha, WI; the McHenry County Jail in Woodstock, IL; the Ozaukee County Jail in Port 
Washington, WI; and the Tri-County Detention Center in Ullin, IL.  It takes approximately five to six hours 
to drive to the Tri-County Detention Center from Chicago. 
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Immigration law is arcane, often depending on counter-intuitive distinctions.36  

Persons in removal proceedings, for instance, may be either “inadmissible” or 

“deportable.”37  “Inadmissible aliens” are persons attempting to enter the United States 

for the first time or persons who have resided in the United States permanently but have 

left the country temporarily and seek readmission.  “Deportable aliens,” on the other 

hand, are persons physically present in the United States who have been found in an 

unlawful status, have applied for an immigration benefit and been denied, or have lawful 

status here but have been charged with having violated the immigration laws in some 

way.  The grounds of inadmissibility and deportability are similar, but not identical.  In 

either case, DHS can detain both inadmissible and deportable persons pending a decision 

on their removal.  All removal hearings can be held by videoconferencing, regardless of 

the seriousness of the alleged immigration law violation. 

In general, persons may be removed for entering without inspection, lacking 

proper immigration documentation, or overstaying a visa; for crimes that they have 

committed; for being indigent if they are at risk of becoming a “public charge”; health-

related grounds, or for terrorism or other security concerns.38 

                                                           
36  Of this trait, Judge Kaufman (who presided over the notorious Rosenberg trial) once remarked: “We 
have had occasion to note the striking resemblance between some of the laws we are called upon to 
interpret and King Minos’s labyrinth in ancient Crete. The Tax Laws and the Immigration and Nationality 
Acts are examples we have cited of Congress’s ingenuity in passing statutes certain to accelerate the aging 
process of judges. In this instance, Congress, pursuant to its virtually unfettered power to exclude or deport 
natives of other countries, and apparently confident of the aphorism that human skill, properly applied, can 
resolve any enigma that human inventiveness can create, has enacted a baffling skein of provisions for the 
I.N.S. and courts to disentangle.”  Lok v. INS., 548 F.2d 37, 38 (2d Cir. 1977). 
 
37  Compare 8 U.S.C. § 1182 (general classes of aliens ineligible to receive visas and ineligible for 
admission; waivers of inadmissibility) with 8 U.S.C. § 1227 (general classes of deportable aliens). 
 
38  See 8 U.S.C. §§ 1182, 1227. 
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The Chicago Immigration Court does 
not send notice directly to the 
immigrant at his or her place of 
detention. . . . As a result, immigrants 
receive insufficient advance notice of 
the hearing, and no notice that their 
hearing will take place through 
videoconferencing. 

Where immigrants are entitled to a hearing before an immigration judge, removal 

proceedings are commenced by the service of a charging document, called a “Notice to 

Appear” (NTA).39  Following service with this document, the immigrant is summoned to 

appear at a preliminary hearing, called a “Master Calendar” hearing.  In spite of the 

complexity of immigration law, there is no right to counsel paid for by the government in 

immigration proceedings, and many immigrants are unrepresented.  After one or more 

Master Calendar hearings, an immigrant may (if eligible for some relief) be scheduled for 

an “Individual Calendar,” or merits hearing, which is a final evidentiary hearing. 

Detained immigrants within the 

jurisdiction of the Chicago court often do not 

receive advance written notice of their first 

Master Calendar hearing.  The Chicago 

Immigration Court does not send notice 

directly to the immigrant at his or her place of detention, but to the Chicago ICE office, 

which ICE lists as the immigrant’s address for all detained NTAs filed with the 

Immigration Court.  ICE asserts that it provides this notice to detained immigrants on the 

morning of their first court appearance, when they are awakened as early as 3:00 a.m. to 

be transported to the remote videoconferencing hearing room in Broadview, a Chicago 

suburb.40  As a result, immigrants receive insufficient advance notice of the hearing, and 

no notice that their hearing will take place through videoconferencing. 

                                                           
39  8 U.S.C. § 1229 (initiation of removal proceedings). 
 
40  It may seem odd for ICE to transport detainees hundreds of miles only to stop a few miles outside 
Chicago.  It is our understanding that ICE prefers not to bring detainees these last few miles because traffic 
can be congested during rush hour, when detainees are transported to and from downtown Chicago. 
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Although EOIR materials describe 
Master Calendar hearings as a kind of 
preliminary hearing, Immigration 
Judges often make decisions at Master 
Calendars that have sweeping import. 

At the Master Calendar hearing, the judge is required to advise the immigrant of 

his or her right to representation (at no expense to the government), the right to a 

continuance to obtain counsel or prepare a defense, and the availability of free legal 

services.  The judge ideally uses the hearing to learn the basic facts of the case, whether 

the NTA was properly served, and what applications for relief may be filed.  The 

immigrant will typically plead to the charges in the NTA.  If the immigrant admits and 

concedes the charges, (s)he may indicate which applications for relief the (s)he intends to 

file with the Court. 41  If there are contested issues of law, the court may set a briefing 

schedule and schedule another Master Calendar hearing to address these issues, or the 

judge may decide the issue then and there.  The judge often issues a ruling as to whether 

the immigrant is subject to removal as 

charged at the Master Calendar hearing.  

If the immigrant agrees to removal, the 

court may consider motions for voluntary 

departure or withdrawal of an application for admission.42   

Although EOIR materials describe Master Calendar hearings as a kind of 

preliminary hearing, Immigration Judges often make decisions at Master Calendars that 

have sweeping import.  First, though it is technically not part of the Master Calendar 

hearing, judges often hold a bond hearing immediately before or after a videoconference 

                                                           
41  An immigrant may file various applications for relief from removal, which, if granted, will allow 
him/her to maintain or be granted lawful status to remain in the United States.  See, e.g., 8 U.S.C. § 1229b 
(providing for the “cancellation of removal” of lawful permanent residents convicted of certain crimes);     
8 U.S.C. § 1158 (providing for asylum status to be granted to immigrants who have a well-founded fear of 
persecution).  In many cases, an immigrant is eligible for relief from removal even where the Immigration 
Judge has found her inadmissible or deportable as charged on the NTA. 
 
42  See EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF IMMIGRATION REVIEW, IMMIGRATION JUDGE BENCHBOOK Ch. IV.III, V.II.B 
(2001). 
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Master Calendar hearing.  Bond hearings are of great importance to an immigrant.  

Release on bond can mean the difference between having one’s freedom and being able 

to prepare a defense, and trying to stave off removal from detention, spending months, 

even years in a jail cell, at a significant distance from family and counsel.  Second, judges 

often make rulings at Master Calendar hearings that dispose of a case, including rulings 

on complex legal issues regarding inadmissibility or deportability, or findings that an 

immigrant is ineligible for any relief before the Court.  Moreover, it is not uncommon for 

Immigration Judges to make factual findings at Master Calendar hearings, even though 

there is no authority for treating Master Calendar hearings as evidentiary hearings.   

Immigration Judges can – and do – enter final orders of removal at Master Calendar 

hearings. 

Videoconference Hearings in the Chicago Immigration Court 

The Chicago videoconference court does not look like other courtrooms.  Located 

on the nineteenth floor of an office tower, the courtroom looks nothing like the stark and 

formal chambers of the nearby Dirksen Building (federal court) or the Daley Center (state 

court).  The judge’s “bench” is really just a table.  The attorney for the government (the 

“trial attorney”) and the attorney for the immigrant sit facing each other at tables adjacent 

to the bench, within reach of the television.  The Chicago videoconference court has a 

copy machine, printer, and ample office supplies.  A fax machine did not exist in the 

Chicago courtroom or at the remote site during the time we observed hearings. 

 A Spanish-speaking interpreter sometimes sits at the immigrant attorney’s table, 

translating exactly what the judge tells him or her to translate and nothing more.  The 

interpreter often serves as a de facto clerk of the Immigration Court, passing files to the 
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judge, printing and delivering notices or other documents to counsel, and organizing the 

court call for the Master Calendar hearings.  When an immigrant does not speak English 

or Spanish, the judge typically uses a telephonic translation service.  During the time that 

we observed hearings, the judge called the interpreter through a speaker-phone at the 

Chicago court.  The detainee heard the interpreter at the remote site through the same 

microphone that picked up the speech of the judge and the attorneys; the detainee did not, 

in other words, have any direct telephone connection to the interpreter.42  The judge did 

not advise the detainee that he was using a telephone interpreter, and the judge did not 

tell the interpreter that the detainee was appearing by videoconferencing.  On rare 

occasions, interpreters who spoke languages other than Spanish were physically present 

for Master Calendar hearings.  When in-person interpreters were used, they appeared at 

the Chicago court, and not at the remote site.   

 A television with a 27-inch screen is set up in front of the tables, and cameras 

project an image of the immigrant onto the television.  During our observation period, 

spectators could watch their detained family member on another television, situated in 

front of the gate separating the attorneys and judge from the rest of the courtroom.43  The 

judge controls the television cameras with a remote control and typically focuses on the 

                                                           
42 The Chicago Immigration Court has recently begun using telephonic interpreters for Spanish-speaking 
immigrants too.  The Court now uses, when it is functioning, a technology that feeds the interpreter’s voice 
directly through the television. 
 
43 This television does not exist in the new videoconferencing courtroom, and family members can no 
longer see their relative at the hearing. 
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immigrant’s upper body.44  There is a device for projecting documents onto the television 

screen, so that the immigrant can view them. 

At Broadview, the remote site, immigrants sit in a row of chairs in a narrow 

hallway while they wait for their hearings.  An ICE guard escorts them one-by-one in and 

out of a small room with an open door, a 27-inch television, a small table and two chairs 

– one for the guard, and one for the immigrant.  Although attorneys may, in theory, 

appear at Broadview to represent their clients, few choose to do so, since appearing at 

Broadview means sacrificing access to the court, the trial attorney, and files, and losing 

the ability to gauge the dynamics of the courtroom.45  The guard sits next to the 

immigrant, regulates the equipment, and performs clerical duties like giving application 

forms to immigrants and checking the general Broadview fax machine for documents 

sent by the Court.  From his chair, the immigrant can watch the judge, the attorneys, and 

the interpreter (if there is one) in Chicago. 

The judge and attorneys often carry on lengthy, untranslated conversations off the 

record.  Court proceedings are not transcribed by a stenographer but taped from a 

recorder controlled by the judge.  The judge usually commences the hearing by asking 

the immigrant his or her name to assure that the equipment is functioning properly.  After 

that initial exchange, the judge and the attorneys typically ignore the immigrant until the 

                                                           
44  According to the EOIR, its videoconferencing technology has the capability to display frames within a 
frame, so that the court and the detainee can see how each appears to the other.  We did not see the Chicago 
court use this function. 
 
45  It is so unusual for attorneys to appear at Broadview that when one attorney from the Legal Assistance 
Foundation of Metropolitan Chicago did so, he was at first told by the ICE guard that he was not permitted 
to sit with his client in front of the videoconferencing monitor.  
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conclusion of the hearing, when the judge will order the interpreter to translate the 

judge’s rough summary of what has been ordered at the hearing.46 

 

 

                                                           
46  For another description of a typical videoconferencing hearing, see Peggy Gleason, Realty TV for 
Immigrants: Representing Clients in Video Conference Hearings, 5 Bender’s Immigration Bulletin No. 17 
(2000). 
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PART THREE 

Methodology 

 

 
 

Downtown Chicago Videoconferencing Courtroom:  
Clerk’s desk (left) and Immigration Judge’s desk (center),  

with speaker phone and additional supplies. 
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Observed Hearings 
 

Staff at the Legal Services Center for Immigrants at LAF trained approximately 

fifteen law students and volunteers on basic immigration law, the nature of Master 

Calendar hearings, and observation and data recording techniques.  Center staff held a 

one- to two-hour training session for observers.  Once trained, each observer attended 

several Master Calendar hearings conducted by videoconferencing in the “Ceremonial 

Court Room” at the Chicago Immigration Court.  In total, observers witnessed 110 

hearings (involving 112 immigrants) over the course of the summer and fall of 2004. 47  

Each hearing lasted between five and forty-five minutes, and observers usually watched 

several hearings at a single sitting.  Observers viewed Master Calendar hearings before 

five different judges.48  In order to minimize any “observer effect” – that is, changes in 

behavior when people are aware they are being observed – we did not inform the court 

that the hearings were being monitored. 

We would have preferred to compare these results with observed results from a 

control group of in-person detained Master Calendar hearings.  Unfortunately, there was 

no control group available during this study.49  Even with the absence of a control group, 

                                                           
47 Some immigrants’ cases were consolidated into a single hearing and some immigrants were observed in 
multiple hearings, though the observation of the same immigrant occurred randomly. 
 
48  These five judges were the only judges that conducted detained Master Calendar hearings by 
videoconferencing during the summer and autumn of 2004.  One judge declined to use videoconferencing 
for reasons of which we are unaware, since we were barred by EOIR from interviewing judges. 
   
49  During the time that we conducted our court observations, very few detained Master Calendar hearings 
were performed without videoconferencing.  The few in-person hearings that took place were adjudicated 
by the one judge who did not use videoconferencing for any hearings. We considered conducting 
observations on non-videoconference detained Master Calendar hearings in the spring of 2005, when there 
was a brief window of time during which detained hearings were being done in-person, but these hearings 
were again before only one judge, who did not conduct any hearings by videoconferencing.  It would have 
been impossible when comparing videoconferencing outcomes to non-videoconferencing outcomes to 
determine which differences were attributable to videoconferencing and which to a judge’s particular habits 
and style. We also considered using in-person, non-detained Master Calendar hearings as a control group, 



 31

we expected to collect useful information in two main areas: (a) the types and prevalence 

of videoconferencing-related problems during hearings, and (b) the hearing outcomes.  

We expected this information to allow us to assess the potential seriousness of any 

problems related specifically to videoconferencing proceedings.   

Observers were given questionnaires to complete for each hearing.50  They 

recorded basic facts (the immigrant’s name, country of citizenship, the name of his or her 

lawyer, the alleged basis for removal, etc.).  The monitoring sheet also asked observers to 

note issues relating to the following categories:  interpretation, technical quality, access to 

counsel, and testimony and evidence.  In each of these categories, observers were asked 

to specify what problems, if any, had occurred.  For example, with respect to technical 

issues, there were checkboxes next to subcategories such as “equipment malfunction,” 

“image freeze,” and “transmission delays.” Observers were asked to comment on any 

problems that they reported.  The monitoring sheet also included questions about whether 

observers had noted any other issues related to hearing procedures, the judge’s use of 

videoconferencing, and the outcome of the hearing.51  

                                                                                                                                                                             
but the substantial differences between cases of detained immigrants and cases of immigrants who are not 
detained made comparisons between these two groups inappropriate.   
 
50  See Hearing Monitoring Sheet, at Appendix G. 
 
51 When recording hearing outcomes, some observers did not differentiate between decisions of removal 
(deportation) and voluntary departure, nor did they differentiate between continuances for more Master 
Calendar hearings or continuances for merits hearings. Consequently, we aggregated case outcomes of 
removal and voluntary departure into one outcome category; we also aggregated continuances to Master 
Calendar and merits hearings into another category.  
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The results from these monitoring sheets were analyzed using SPSS statistical 

software.  Chi-square tests were used to compare outcomes of different groups, and 

differences were considered statistically significant if they had a p-value of .05 or less.52 

Interviews with Attorneys 

Observers recorded the names of the attorneys representing immigrants, and of 

these, we randomly selected seventeen to contact for interviews.  Volunteers contacted 

these attorneys and explained that we were conducting a study identifying the strengths 

and weaknesses of videoconferencing in detained Master Calendar hearings.  Fourteen 

attorneys consented to give interviews, each of which lasted between 15 and 40 minutes.  

Ten of these attorneys worked at private firms, and four worked at nonprofit legal 

organizations.  All attorneys interviewed had represented immigrants in two or more 

videoconference hearings.  

We used a semi-structured interview technique: that is, interviewers asked all of 

the listed questions and encouraged attorneys to elaborate on responses during the 

interview.53  Interviewers asked attorneys for their general impressions about the use of 

videoconferencing in immigration court.  Interviewers then asked about the occurrence 

and severity of technical, interpretation, access to counsel, and evidentiary/testimonial 

complications.  After approximately half of these interviews were completed, we revised 

the interview schedule to include specific questions about the potential strengths of 

                                                           
52  Statistical significance means that the differences observed between two categories are sufficiently 
substantial and consistent so that it is highly unlikely that the observed differences are random.  For 
example, there is a statistically significant difference in the likelihood of removal between represented 
detainees and unrepresented detainees at the .05 level.  This means that there is at least a 95% probability 
that the different rates in removal that we observed in our study reflect a real difference in rates of removal 
for unrepresented detainees compared to represented detainees in general. 
 
53  See Appendix H for the interview schedules. 
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videoconferencing, particularly about whether videoconferencing increased the 

effectiveness, efficiency, or security of the hearing process. Attorneys indicated whether 

they preferred videoconferencing or in-person hearings and gave recommendations for 

the improvement of videoconferencing. 

Efforts to Interview Detained Immigrants 

We were not permitted to observe videoconference hearings at the Broadview 

detention center to see how they worked from the immigrants’ perspective.  We tried to 

interview immigrants about their experiences using videoconferencing, but we 

encountered several obstacles in contacting detained immigrants.  First, we faxed letters 

to immigrants whose hearings we had observed, inviting them to contact us for an 

interview. 54   Although we sent letters to approximately 20 immigrants, we received only 

two calls in response.  A private attorney visited the Kenosha County Detention Center in 

Kenosha, Wisconsin and conducted two interviews for this project.  When we attempted 

to conduct additional in-person interviews at the Kenosha facility, ICE denied us access 

to the detained immigrants.  ICE later notified us that under no circumstances would we 

be permitted to speak with immigrants whom we were not representing or considering 

representing.55  We then mailed approximately 14 questionnaires to immigrants randomly 

selected from a recent Master Calendar docket list but received almost no responses.  

Again, in a majority of cases, we were unable to ascertain whether questionnaires reached 

the immigrants, and if they did, whether immigrants were uninterested in participating or 

merely unable to communicate with us.  

                                                           
54  These faxed letters explicitly stated that interviews were for research purposes only.   
 
55  In-person meeting with Deborah Achim, Field Director of ICE, Chicago on March 18, 2005. 
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In total, we conducted two interviews by telephone and two in person at a 

detention facility, and we received two partially completed questionnaires.  We 

considered these data when analyzing other qualitative data to see if there were major 

discrepancies between these immigrants’ experiences with videoconference hearings and 

the experiences the attorneys described. We saw none; however, the limited amount of 

data we were able to gather prevented us from incorporating the perspectives of 

immigrants into this study, as we had hoped to do. 

Questionnaire from the Executive Office for Immigration Review 

We made a written request to the Executive Office for Immigration Review to 

interview Chicago Immigration Judges about their experiences with videoconferencing.  

EOIR denied our request but agreed to respond to written questions.56   

Questionnaire from the Department of Homeland Security 

 We made a written request to the Department of Homeland Security, Office of the 

Chief Counsel, to answer a series of questions about the experience of trial attorneys with 

videoconferencing.  DHS did not respond to our request. 

                                                           
56 See Appendix B. 
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PART FOUR 

Analysis 

 

 
 

Downtown Chicago Videoconference Courtroom:  
Seating area for the public, which includes a separate television for  

viewing individuals at the remote courtroom.  (EOIR’s current courtroom,  
now located elsewhere, has no television for public view of the remote site.) 
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 Observers witnessed problems caused or exacerbated by videoconferencing 

technology in nearly half of the observed hearings in the Chicago Court.   

 

Table 4.1: Problems Experienced by Immigrants During Videoconference Hearings 
 
Type of Problem Experienced Count  

(of 110 hearings) 
Percent of All 
Hearings 

Access to Counsel 
 

14 12.7% 

Evidentiary/Testimonial  
 

17 15.5% 

Interpretation 
 

15 13.6% 

Equipment/Technological  
 

22 20% 

Total Hearings with 1 or more 
Problems* 
 

49 44.5% 

 
* Because many immigrants experienced more than one type of problem during their hearings, the “total 
hearings with 1 or more problems” count is less than the combined row counts. 
 

It is important, as an initial matter, to note that substantial issues were often adjudicated 

in these hearings.  In fact, almost 30% of the hearings we observed ended in the 

immigrant receiving an order of removal.  We discuss our detailed findings in the 

following pages. 
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Both attorneys and observers indicated 
that if there were severe technical 
problems, the judge was likely to re-
schedule the hearing.  The major 
concern expressed by attorneys about 
technical problems was that these 
mishaps slowed the process down and 
led to continuances that could have 
been avoided if the hearings had been 
held in person. 

Technical Problems in the Courtroom 

Equipment problems in the courtroom are common: of the hearings we observed, 

one in five had at least one equipment problem, usually short-term equipment 

malfunctions or poor sound quality (poor sound quality affected at least one in ten 

hearings). 57  Image freezes or transmission delays were relatively rare, although one 

observer reported that an entire day’s worth of hearings had to be postponed because the 

visual images kept freezing until the system finally crashed.   

There did not appear to be any 

strong relationship between the occurrence 

of technical problems and the outcome of 

the hearings – that is, detained immigrants 

who experienced equipment difficulties 

were not more likely to be ordered 

removed than those who did not.  In fact, both attorneys and observers indicated that, if 

severe technical problems arose, the judge was likely to reschedule the hearing.  The 

major concern expressed by attorneys about technical problems was that these mishaps 

slowed the process down and led to continuances that could have been avoided if the 

hearings had been held in person.  

 

                                                           
57  One or more technical equipment failure occurred in 22, or 20%, of the observed hearings. 
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Only one attorney interviewed said that he 
had ever gone to Broadview and 
represented a client there.  This attorney 
said that he could only understand about 
80% of what the judge and trial attorney 
said, although nobody in the court in 
Chicago seemed to perceive any 
communication difficulties.    

 
 
Technical Problems at the Detention Facility 
 

Given ICE’s refusal to allow us to interview detained immigrants or observe 

Master Calendar hearings at Broadview, it was much more difficult to assess the 

adequacy of the Broadview equipment.  Only one attorney interviewed said that he had 

ever gone to Broadview and represented a client 

there.  This attorney said that he could only 

understand about 80% of what the judge and trial 

attorney said, although nobody in the court in 

Chicago seemed to perceive any communication 

difficulties.  Observers in the courtroom did not see judges making clear efforts to ensure 

that the immigrant could adequately hear what was happening in court.  Often the judge 

seemed to assume that asking the immigrant his or her name and getting an audible 

response was a sufficient test of the sound equipment.  

Access to Counsel 
 

We found that videoconferencing creates a major barrier to a detained 

immigrant’s access to counsel.  In theory, there are two potential types of access to 

counsel problems: (a) not being able to obtain counsel at all, and (b) having trouble 

making contact with an attorney who has agreed to represent the immigrant.  

Videoconferencing did not appear to have an adverse impact on the first type of access 

problem: almost all unrepresented immigrants received a list of free legal services 

providers and were given additional time to find an attorney if they requested it.  

However, videoconferencing did undermine the ability of immigrants to confer with their 
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representatives.  The observers witnessed problems in about one in six hearings with 

represented immigrants.58   

The attorneys we interviewed explained advocate-client communication in the old 

system to show how videoconference hearings have made communication more difficult.  

Because removal cases for this region (Illinois, Indiana, and Wisconsin) are heard in 

Chicago, immigrants routinely seek assistance from Chicago-based attorneys.  ICE 

detains immigrants in distant facilities, however, so it is rare for Chicago lawyers to 

consult with their clients in person before the hearing.  Under the pre-videoconferencing 

system, Chicago attorneys could meet with their clients in ICE visitation rooms at the 

courthouse immediately before the hearing began. Because ICE now brings detained 

immigrants to a locked facility in suburban Broadview, rather than to court in downtown 

Chicago, attorneys are unable to speak privately with their clients before the actual 

hearing.  One attorney explained, “No [detainee] is kept near an attorney.  My client is 

being held in Kenosha [Wisconsin, about 1.5 hours from Chicago], but some people are 

held 3 to 4 hours away. Representation is becoming more and more difficult.” 

Thus, the first impediment to sufficient and proper representation, once counsel is 

obtained, is that videoconferencing makes it more difficult for an attorney to consult with 

the client before the hearing.   

The second common complaint is that videoconferencing makes any private 

consultation during the hearing impossible.  Only one attorney reported being able to 

speak to the immigrant by seeking time to consult and asking the judge to clear the court.  

The vast majority of lawyers believed that private conference was impossible.  Observers 

                                                           
58   Access to counsel problems occurred in 14, or 12.7%, of the observed hearings. 
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The vast majority of lawyers 
believed that private conference 
was impossible.  Observers 
regularly witnessed attorneys and 
clients becoming frustrated 
because they had no privacy. 

regularly witnessed attorneys and clients becoming frustrated because they had no 

privacy.  In one observed hearing, an attorney asked to speak to the immigrant in private.  

In this case, the trial attorney left the 

courtroom, although other court officials did 

not.  The detention officer at Broadview did 

not leave the room either.  Observers never 

saw a judge outright deny a lawyer’s request to speak with the client privately.     

In most cases, these impediments to attorney-client communication seemed to 

slow the hearing process.  One attorney explained that he would never ask a question or 

do anything else in court that he and his client had not discussed beforehand.  Since the 

lawyer and his client could not speak privately during the hearing, the lawyer would ask 

for a continuance if any unexpected issues arose, thus slowing the overall pace of that 

immigrant’s case.  In most cases, attorneys would ask for a continuance or for a merits 

hearing.  In a small number of cases, observers saw the outcome of the immigrant’s case 

actually changing in the course of a videoconferencing hearing, as in the following 

example: 

The immigrant decided during the hearing to just accept the charges and return to 
his country.  At that, the attorney requested to be relieved, and the immigrant 
granted his wish.  I wonder whether things would have gone differently if the two 
had a chance to speak in private. 

  
Interpretation Problems 
 

Language interpretation is a serious problem in the Chicago court, and 

videoconferencing exacerbates it.  Observers witnessed interpretation problems in 14% of 
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all hearings and in almost 30% of hearings in which interpreters were used.59 Because the 

typical observer was not fluent in the native language of the observed immigrant, Table 

4.2 includes only the miscommunications that were apparent to non-speakers of the 

immigrant’s language.  For example, one observer saw the following incident occur: 

The interpreter asked [the] immigrant if the woman in Chicago on screen was his 
lawyer.  He said yes, and the interpreter translated his answer as "no." 
Fortunately, the immigrant realized and fixed the error.  

 
In situations like these, someone in court perceived and drew attention to the 

miscommunication.  It is probable that there were other interpretation failures that went 

unnoticed by both courtroom participants and the observer; consequently, the true rate of 

interpretation problems may be substantially higher than 30%.  

The vulnerability of interpreter-dependent immigrants is highlighted by two 

striking statistics: first, interpreter-dependent immigrants were much more likely to 

experience other videoconferencing-related problems during their hearings, and second, 

interpreter-dependant immigrants experienced a much higher rate of removal orders 

during Master Calendar hearings.   

                                                           
59  In the 33 hearings in which interpreters were used, 9 were noticeably affected by miscommunication 
between the interpreter and the immigrant. 
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Table 4.2:  Use of Interpreter and Frequency of Problems60 
 
 
 
 

Problems 
Occurred 

No Problems 
Occurred 

Total 

Hearings with no 
interpreter 
  (% of row total) 

26
(33.8%)

51
(66.2%)

77 
(100%) 

Hearings with 
interpreter  
  (% of row total) 

23
(69.7%)

10
(30.3%)

33 
(100%) 

Total 
  (% of row total) 
 

49
(44.5%)

61
(55.5%)

110 
(100%) 

 
 

Immigrants who used interpreters were statistically more likely to have 

difficulties with videoconferencing.  As shown above, 70% experienced problems, while 

only 33% of immigrants without interpreters had any trouble.  The higher frequency of 

problems was largely due to a higher rate of interpretation difficulties, but interpreter-

dependent immigrants also tended to experience more technical problems, access to 

counsel issues, and testimonial and evidentiary problems than immigrants who did not 

use interpreters.  Immigrants who depended on interpreters had a statistically higher rate 

of experiencing evidentiary-testimonial complications, such as not having access to 

charging documents. 

An immigrant who relied on an interpreter had a statistically higher chance of 

removal as well.  Almost one-half of those using interpreters received removal orders 

during their videoconference hearing, as opposed to 23% for English-speaking 

immigrants.61  This is a difficult trend to unravel – we did not have enough data to make 

                                                           
60  Cited problems included technical failures, access to counsel, the presentation of evidence, and 
interpretation. 
  
61  18 (or 23.4%) out of 77 English-speaking immigrants received removal orders, while 16 (or 48.5%) of 
33 non-English speakers received removal orders. 
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Observers consistently reported 
that most of what was said at the 
hearings was not translated for 
immigrants, even when immigrants 
did not have legal representation.   

a full assessment of the relationship between interpretation problems and removal orders.  

The trend is complicated by our finding that almost all of the deported immigrants were 

Latino in origin; thus, Latino immigrants who needed Spanish-English interpreters fared 

much worse than Latinos who did not.   

There are a multitude of potential explanations for this phenomenon, and we 

cannot definitively identify the strongest one.  

However, one common observation may provide 

some insight into the relationship between removal 

and language.  Observers consistently reported that most of what was said at the hearing 

was not translated for immigrants, even when immigrants did not have legal 

representation.  It must be assumed that many immigrants who depended on interpreters 

had no idea of what was happening in their cases.  One observer described the 

phenomenon this way:  

The majority of the hearing was conducted without the inclusion of the interpreter 
and therefore the immigrant.  The immigrant was addressed at the beginning of 
the hearing and after the judge presented an official oral decision.  

 
We saw that judges, trial attorneys, and even defense attorneys routinely ignored 

immigrants during Master Calendar hearings.  This finding is consistent with the 

literature concerning videoconferencing, which indicates that remote litigants are less 

likely to participate in the proceedings than persons who are physically present in court.62  

This inattention may be detrimental to all detained immigrants, but it is particularly 

problematic for unrepresented detainees and non-English speakers who have no way of 

knowing what the trial attorney and judge are discussing. 

                                                                                                                                                                             
 
62  Poulin, supra note 24, at 1141. 
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The interpreter was located in the courtroom or translated by phone (phone 

translation is the rule in the case of languages other than Spanish).  In the few hearings 

we observed with non-Spanish interpreters, we saw serious problems.  One observer 

reported that four Mandarin-speaking immigrants had a group hearing, and that it was 

“chaotic.”  On five occasions, observers reported that the court seemed reluctant to use an 

interpreter, even when it appeared that the immigrant could not understand everything 

that was said in the courtroom.  One observer described the case of an Arabic-speaking 

immigrant: “The immigrant spoke English, but imperfectly.  He told long, somewhat 

jumbled stories. His lawyer requested an interpreter and the judge deemed it 

unnecessary.”  In other cases, observers made comments like the following: “There was 

no interpreter and I got no sense that the immigrants understood what was going on.”   

A few attorneys discussed their frustration with the interpretation procedures.  

Some attorneys complained about the distance between the interpreter and the immigrant.  

Two attorneys mentioned that interpretation over the phone was often difficult or 

“messy,” and others suggested having the interpreter at Broadview.  However, as one 

attorney pointed out, most attorneys have limited foreign language abilities, and they are 

often not able to evaluate the effectiveness of any interpretation.  We suggest that the 

immigrants themselves, and possibly the interpreters, would be the best sources for more 

information about how videoconferencing affects courtroom interpretation.  

The Presentation of Evidence and Testimony 

Problems concerning the presentation of evidence and testimony were relatively 

common in our observed hearings – about one in six immigrants experienced some type 
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of problem.63  Some of these stemmed from poor use of technology.  On several 

occasions, when the document projector was broken, the judge just held documents up to 

the camera.  Observers reported that immigrants squinted to see documents, but could not 

tell whether the immigrant could actually read the text.  Likewise, immigrants had 

difficulties presenting paperwork to the judge: in one case, “the immigrant tried to show 

[the] judge documents, such as [a] newspaper article of him being tortured in Ghana and 

[a] letter requesting him in Hong Kong, but the Judge could not see.” 

Not having documents in court was the evidentiary problem most commonly 

noted by observers.  Several attorneys likewise mentioned the inability to share important 

legal documents between the court in Chicago and the client at Broadview.  If the 

immigrant needed an application or form, for example, the court could not simply hand it 

to him.  One attorney explained:  

An efficient system of communication between Broadview and the court would 
improve things.  Often times not everything will reach the detainee.  We’ll say, 
‘I’ll fax you later.’ The detainee will get 10 out of 15 pages and they are usually 
not complete. Some way to make all this simultaneous would help.  
 
Echoing a concern found in the literature on videoconferencing, the attorneys we 

interviewed worried that videoconferencing undermined the judge’s ability to assess the 

immigrant’s credibility.  One attorney pointed out that split-second delays in the video 

transmission made the image “choppier” in a subtle way and made the immigrant appear 

less truthful.  Others commented that emotions were less clearly communicated over 

videoconferencing.  One attorney said, “Recently my client was nervous and his 

testimony came across as unreliable.”  Other attorneys expressed the sense that judges 

                                                           
63  In seventeen, or 15.5%, of 110 hearings, immigrants experienced one or more evidentiary/testimonial 
problems. 
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[The immigrant] was sobbing.  She 
looked like she was a teenager.  No one 
even noticed how stressed out she was.  
Everyone was stapling exhibits and 
passing papers, and then it was over. 

were likely to feel more emotionally distant from and apathetic to an immigrant on a 

television screen. 64 

This sense was seconded by at least 

one of our observers, who was alarmed by 

the degree of indifference displayed by 

judges and attorneys in videoconference 

hearings:  

[The immigrant] was sobbing.  She looked like she was a teenager.  No one even 
noticed how stressed out she was.  Everyone was stapling exhibits and passing 
papers, and then it was over. . . . No one explained why [the case] was being 
continued.  Her usual attorney wasn’t there.  It seems like her condition might 
have had more of an impact had she been in the courtroom, but no one even 
noticed her.  

 
The Role of Representation 
 

Over half of the immigrants observed were represented,65 and we saw that 

whether an immigrant had an attorney or not had a statistically significant effect on the 

outcome of the hearing.  Only 18% of represented immigrants received orders of 

removal, as opposed to 44% of those without representation.66  Attorneys tended to 

perceive the plight of unrepresented immigrants in videoconference hearings as 

especially precarious.  One lawyer explained, “Masters are mostly for attorneys, but if 

there is any interaction [between the court and the immigrant], the videoconferencing 

                                                           
64  For a discussion of the role of emotion in judging, see Martha C. Nussbaum, Emotion in the Language of 
Judging, 70 St. John’s L. Rev. 23, 27-28 (1996) (construing ADAM SMITH, THE THEORY OF MORAL 
SENTIMENTS 21 (1976)). 
 
65  The immigrants were represented in about 58% of the hearings that we observed; in 42% of the hearings, 
the immigrants did not have attorneys.   
 
66  This difference is statistically significant at the .005 level 
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causes big problems.”67   Unrepresented immigrants were more likely to be affected by 

the problems identified in our observation form.  Immigrants often appeared to be 

ignored in court, even when they were representing themselves.  Unrepresented 

immigrants must be able to understand the judge and the trial attorney and to speak in 

court, and this ability was undermined by equipment inadequacies.  Further discussion 

with immigrants themselves would be helpful in assessing the different experiences of 

represented and unrepresented immigrants. 

Issues of Ethnicity 

Latino immigrants had a much higher probability of being ordered removed than 

non-Latinos during videoconference Master Calendar hearings.  About 57% of Latinos 

received removal orders, whereas almost no non-Latino immigrants were ordered 

removed.68  There was no difference in rate of removal between Mexican immigrants and 

immigrants from other Latin American countries.  The likelihood of removal increased if 

the immigrant depended on an interpreter for communication in court.69  

 

                                                           
67  We did not find that videoconferencing problems were either more or less frequent among unrepresented 
immigrants, as compared to represented immigrants – both groups experienced a 44% occurrence of 
videoconferencing-related problems. 
 
68  32 of 34 immigrants who were ordered removed were identified as Latino.  Of the two other immigrants, 
one was Ukrainian, and the other’s nationality was not recorded (and thus could have been either Latino or 
non-Latino).  
 
69  In fact, about 76% of Latinos who did not speak English were ordered removed, considerably higher 
than the 46% of Latinos who spoke English.  About 39% of Latinos used interpreters compared of 15% of 
non-Latinos and 29% of immigrants of unknown origin.  
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Graph 4.1: Rate of Removal among detained Immigrants, by Ethnicity and Language 
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Some of the removals undoubtedly arose because immigrants agreed to their 

removal or voluntary departure.70  However, many of those who received removal orders 

had representation and were less likely to be seeking removal.71   

                                                           
70   An immigrant can choose not to contest the charges of inadmissibility or deportability and seek 
voluntary departure, agreeing to pay the expense of returning to the home country by delivering a plane 
ticket to ICE.  An immigrant must show that (s)he merits such relief.  An immigrant can also choose not to 
defend against charges that, if proven, will result in an order of removal. 
 
71  74.1% of unrepresented Latinos received removal orders, while 40% of represented Latinos received 
them.  Only one of ten unrepresented non-Latinos received a removal order. 
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Graph 4.2: Rate of Removal among Detained Immigrants, by Ethnicity and Representation 
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 The phenomenon is troubling and, ultimately, perplexing. While Latino 

immigrants tended to experience interpretation problems (perhaps owing to weaker 

English skills) and evidentiary/testimonial problems more frequently,72 these factors do 

not fully explain their much higher rates of removal.  The proximity of Mexico and ease 

with which Mexican immigrants can re-enter the United States may explain why many 

Mexican immigrants are willing to concede removal, but many of the Latino immigrants 

ordered removed in our study were from more distant Latin American countries (such as 

Guatemala, the Dominican Republic, and Peru.)  Further research is necessary to 

understand the disturbing interplay of race and ethnicity, language, and removal in the 

Chicago Court. 

 

 

 

                                                           
72  Latinos made up the vast majority of those with evidentiary/testimonial problems – comprising 13 out of 
the 17 that had problems; 9 of those were non English-speaking. 
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PART FIVE 

 
Recommendations 

 
 

 

 

Downtown Chicago Videoconference Courtroom showing the 
 public viewing television (no longer available), in addition  

to a third television which was simply stored in the courtroom. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 51

After compiling our data, we shared it with a multi-disciplinary advisory board, and 

in consultation with the board, we developed a series of recommendations for the future 

use of videoconferencing in immigration court.  

1. Imposing a general moratorium on videoconferencing 

Our findings suggest that videoconferencing in the Chicago Immigration Court 

undermines the fairness of the judicial process.  The use of videoconferencing is marked 

by persistent problems with equipment, presentation of evidence, access to counsel, 

interpretation, and assessment of credibility.  Videoconferencing is widely disliked by 

immigrants’ attorneys.  Although we were largely unable to interview detained 

immigrants, relevant studies suggest that videoconferencing has the potential to 

undermine the perception of immigrants that they are receiving fair process.  If EOIR is 

to continue to use videoconferencing, it must seriously reform current practices.  This 

process will take time; and while EOIR studies the issue, and undertakes comprehensive 

rulemaking, it is unfair to immigrants currently in removal proceedings to subject them to 

a defective system.   

Recommendation:  If videoconferencing is to remain, EOIR must improve and 

regulate it better.  In the meantime, EOIR should impose a moratorium on the use of 

videoconferencing in removal hearings to prevent immigrants from being unjustly 

removed because of current deficiencies. 

2. Providing regulatory guidance and comprehensive training for the 
implementation of videoconferencing 

 
Current EOIR regulations provide no real guidance for the use of 

videoconferencing and no standards as to when it should not be used.  EOIR training 

materials focus on issues of sound quality and jurisdiction (in many cases an immigrant is 
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held in one jurisdiction and the court is in another), ignoring most of the issues discussed 

in our study.  Judges receive no training specific to videoconferencing.  Currently 

videoconferencing is used inconsistently throughout the country: some courts use 

videoconferencing for Master Calendar and merits hearings, others just use 

videoconferencing for Masters Calendar hearings, and some courts do not use 

videoconferencing at all.  Given how much is at stake, EOIR should provide more 

guidance to Immigration Judges.  Such guidance will not only enhance the efficiency and 

fairness of videoconferencing, but will make its use more consistent. 

Recommendation:  EOIR should issue comprehensive regulations concerning 

videoconferencing.  (Some of the recommendations that follow this one focus on areas 

where rulemaking is especially needed.)  The judges, court personnel, and attorneys who 

participate in videoconferencing should be trained in these standards.  EOIR should train 

its judges and clerks; ICE should train the trial attorneys; and bar associations should 

train immigrant defenders. 

3. Allowing immigrants to opt out of videoconferencing in cases where their 
substantive rights are at stake 

 
 Literature concerning videoconferencing in other contexts suggests its power to 

distort credibility judgments and negatively impact “remote” litigants.  This aspect of 

videoconferencing is especially problematic in the immigration context.  Immigrants are 

often indigent, non-English speakers, of minority ethnicities or races.  Many of them have 

just arrived in the United States and have no knowledge of our court system.  In some 

cases, they have recently escaped persecution and torture.  Unaccompanied immigrant 

minors are especially vulnerable.  In general, detained clients face much greater obstacles 

in locating counsel, preparing, and presenting their cases than non-detained clients, who 
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are not subject to videoconferencing.  The literature that criticizes videoconferencing for 

marginalizing already disempowered groups seems especially apposite in this context. 

Credibility, moreover, is often central to an immigrant’s case and for this reason 

alone, courts should refrain from using videoconferencing at any hearing where an 

Immigration Judge reaches a decision on the merits.  Lastly, our finding of 

disproportionate removal of non-English speaking and Latino immigrants in Master 

Calendar hearings is troubling and merits a study conducted in accordance with scientific 

principles.  In a context where credibility is central and communication is at a premium, 

and where the subjects are often non-English speaking minorities, it seems imprudent to 

introduce new technologies that appear to undermine the fairness of the court process. 

Recommendations: 

• EOIR should issue regulations barring the use of videoconferencing in merits 

hearings, except by written consent of the immigrant.  In cases where an 

immigrant agrees to have a merits hearing proceed via videoconferencing, the 

court should require that the immigrant be told by the court of his/her right to an 

in-person hearing and sign a written waiver explaining his/her right to an in-

person hearing. 

• EOIR should issue regulations allowing immigrants to have in-person Master 

Calendar hearings for good cause.  For a definition of “good cause,” EOIR should 

look to the one adopted by the Social Security Administration for the purpose of 

opting out of Social Security videoconference hearings.73 

                                                           
73 See 20 C.F.R. § 404.936(e) (2005).  The Social Security Administration regulations state that the desire 
for an in-person hearing is in and of itself good cause for holding an in-person hearing.  See also 38 C.F.R. 
§ 20.700(e) (2005) (Applicants for benefits from the Veteran’s Administration are permitted to appeal 
either in-person or by videoconferencing, according to their preference). 
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• EOIR should issue regulations barring the use of videoconferencing in bond 

hearings, except by written consent of the immigrant.  Although 

videoconferencing may increase the speed with which bond is decided (and a 

speedy decision will often be of great benefit to immigrants), some bond hearings 

will require assessing the credibility of the immigrant.  In such cases, immigrants 

may prefer to be physically present before the judge, and they should not be 

forced to accept videoconferencing. 

• Finally, EOIR should bar the use of videoconferencing in the case of children, 

represented or not, a class of immigrants who are especially likely to be adversely 

affected by videoconferencing. 

4. Improving interpretation 

Interpretation failures were endemic to videoconference hearings.  Technological 

issues undoubtedly played a role (for instance, telephone interpreters may have been 

difficult for immigrants to understand), but the real problem was the culture of the 

hearings themselves.  Many of the judges did not attach enough importance to 

interpretation within the court process and did not require (or allow) the interpreter to 

interpret much of what was said. When there was interpretation, it was uniformly 

consecutive rather than simultaneous (interpretation that occurs as a speaker speaks).  

These interpretation problems are probably not limited to videoconferencing cases, but 

they may be exacerbated by videoconferencing, because videoconferencing increases the 

propensity of an interpreter to serve the needs of the physically immediate judge (for 

whom interpretation is an after-thought), rather than the remote immigrant.  Moreover, 

before videoconferencing, the lack of full in-court interpretation could be mitigated 
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somewhat by attorneys who brought their own interpreters to sit beside the immigrant—a 

palliative measure that is impossible in videoconference hearings. 

In addition, with videoconferencing, telephonic interpretation is “double remote,” 

since the interpreter is in one place, the judge and attorneys in another, and the immigrant 

in yet another location. The interpreter cannot see anyone, and the immigrant may not 

even know where the interpreter’s voice is coming from. It is possible that the interpreter 

is also unaware that the immigrant is not in the same place as the other parties. A recent 

study on remote interpreting with video input reveals that, even under extremely good 

technical conditions, interpreters who are not in the same location as the speakers 

experience more fatigue and stress, which adversely affects the quality of their work.74 

Recommendation:  In videoconference hearings, interpreters should be physically 

located at the remote facility (Broadview) whenever possible, and should be trained in 

simultaneous interpretation.  Simultaneous interpretation will be necessary for 

immigrants to understand fully what is happening in Immigration Court, since so much of 

what transpires takes the form of off-the-record conversations between the judge and 

attorneys, where pausing for consecutive interpretation would be inconvenient.  In 

general, interpreters must strive to interpret everything and be independent of the judge. 

Where it is impossible to have interpreters physically present at Broadview, EOIR 

should invest in a two-line telephonic interpretation system such as the one used in the 

Federal District Court in Las Cruces, New Mexico.  In the federal court in Las Cruces, 

New Mexico, language interpreters use an interpretation system where the interpreter 

                                                           
74 Barbara Moser-Mercer, Remote interpreting:  Assessment of human factors and performance parameters, 
Joint Project International Telecommunication Union (ITU)-Ecole de Traduction et d’Interpretation, 
Université de Genève (ETI), Communicate, at http://www.aiic.net, Summer 2003. 
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listens to the judge and non-English speaking litigant on separate lines through a headset, 

and interprets what is said on one line into the other line, where it is heard through a 

speakerphone by the judge or a headset by the litigant.  In contrast to the traditional, 

“consecutive” telephonic interpretation used by the Chicago immigration court, the Las 

Cruces system allows for simultaneous interpretation.   

5. Enabling immigrants and their representative to confer 

With its capacity to impede detained immigrants from effectively presenting their 

case, videoconferencing makes the need for counsel acute.  Detained immigrants who are 

held in remote facilities already are severely restricted from communicating with their 

attorneys.  Videoconferencing creates a Hobson’s choice for immigrants’ attorneys:  they 

can either appear at the remote site, where they will be able to confer more freely with 

their clients but have reduced access to the court; or they can appear in court, where they 

will have greater access to the judge, trial attorney, and the file, but less access to their 

client.  Making it easier for attorneys to confer with their client from court will help to 

mitigate this problem. 

Recommendation:  The court should establish private booths at court and at 

remote sites so that attorneys can have confidential discussions with their clients before, 

during, or after hearings.75  EOIR should make clear that judges must permit a recess of a 

hearing, when requested, to give attorneys and their clients the opportunity to confer in 

private. 

 

                                                           
75 The Georgia Supreme Court, for example, mandates that in criminal proceedings where 
videoconferencing is used, the defendant and defense counsel shall be provided with a private means of 
communication.  Ga. S. Ct. R. 9.2(b) (2005). 
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6. Improving technology 
 

Many of the technical problems we found, such as image freezes, transmission 

delays, and poor sound quality, could be resolved with better technology.  Larger video 

screens would make it easier for the parties to see each other and for immigrant detainees 

to feel more involved in their removal hearings.  In addition, some of the interpretation 

problems that we observed could be ameliorated with better interpretation technology.   

Improved technology might also alleviate some of the evidentiary problems we 

observed.  In particular, we saw cases in which immigrants had not received documents 

or had difficulties seeing documents on the television screen.  Attorneys also reported 

that the current fax system is riddled with problems – if, for example, they faxed ten 

pages to Broadview, only seven would actually arrive.  Additionally, no fax machine is 

located in the courtroom at the remote site.  The ability to present and review documents 

is an essential component of immigrants’ due process rights, and a better facsimile 

system could go far towards protecting these rights. 

Recommendation:  EOIR should invest in larger video screens and install high-

quality fax machines in both the courtroom and at the remote site.  EOIR should seek out 

the most sophisticated technology, especially for interpretation systems, which are 

essential for many immigrants. In order to find the best possible technologies, EOIR 

should look to other courts for models.  

7. Providing a better remote facility 

 Many of the problems related to the transfer of documents that we observed could 

be resolved if EOIR maintained better control over the remote site, including having a 

trained clerk stationed there.  At present, ICE guards, who are untrained in court 

procedure and are not employees of EOIR, essentially serve as clerks at the remote site.  
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In other administrative hearings, such as videoconference hearings held by the Social 

Security Administration, an administrative officer is stationed at the remote site.  

Immigrants may understand the nature of a videoconferencing hearing better where court 

personnel are available at the remote site, and EOIR will have better control over 

problems arising during the proceedings.   

Additionally, ICE relies on lack of space at Broadview as grounds for excluding 

the public from the remote site (contrary to applicable regulations), although it claims to 

have plans to “reconfigure” Broadview at some indefinite time in the future.  Public 

access is a critical safeguard in our judicial system and helps preserve the integrity of our 

courts.  EOIR should take immediate steps to ensure that public access exists. 

Recommendation:  Where the remote site is an ICE detention center, EOIR 

should create greater independence between itself and ICE by stationing court personnel 

at the remote site.  EOIR should take whatever steps necessary to ensure immediate 

public access to Broadview, and ICE should permit immigrants to speak to the general 

public about their experiences with videoconferencing.  

8. Provide adequate notice 

Notice of a removal hearing must reach the immigrant in advance of the 

scheduled hearing, and should provide more information about the videoconferencing 

hearing process itself.  As a model, EOIR should look to notice of videoconference 

hearings provided by the Social Security Administration in administrative disability 

determination proceedings.76  When the Social Security Administration proposes to hold 

a videoconferencing hearing, it sends a notice explaining to the applicant how the 

                                                           
76 See Social Security Administration Temporary Instruction, Video Teleconferencing Procedures (Sept. 2, 
2003), Attachment 3, Sample Notice. 
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videoconferencing hearing will be conducted, and advising the applicant of the right to 

request an in-person hearing.  Accompanying the notice is a form the applicant can fill 

out to request an in-person hearing. 

 Recommendation:  EOIR should draft a separate notice for videoconferencing 

cases in the languages most commonly spoken by immigrants, explaining the nature of 

videoconference hearings and the basic videoconferencing procedure, including the right 

of an immigrant to request an in-person hearing for good cause. 
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CONCLUSION 
 

Mandatory detention and aggressive enforcement of the immigration laws have 

placed strains on immigration courts, creating a pressure to resolve cases more quickly 

and efficiently.  Against this pressure must be balanced the due process rights of 

immigrants, who are both important contributors to our national economy and culture, 

and a vulnerable minority.  As more than one court has observed, “virtual reality is rarely 

a substitute for actual presence and . . . even in an age of advancing technology, watching 

an event on the screen remains less than the complete equivalent of actually attending 

it.”77  Given this truth, special care must be taken to assure that remote immigrants are 

afforded the same process and treated with the same respect as if they were in court.  This 

is so particularly in the case of detained immigrants, who have greater barriers to 

accessing counsel and are often housed far from family. 

We found much evidence to suggest that the right balance has not been achieved.  

Remote immigrants often experience problems with technology, presentation of 

evidence, access to their attorney, or language interpretation.  They are more likely to 

experience these problems if they do not speak English, and they are more likely to be 

ordered removed at their hearing if they are Latinos, especially if they are non-English 

speaking Latinos.  At the same time, we found little evidence to support the claim that 

videoconferencing enhances efficiency.  Given the real danger that immigrants are being 

hurt by videoconferencing, we propose that EOIR declare a moratorium on 

videoconference removal hearings, at least until hearings are improved and appropriately 

regulated. 

                                                           
77 Rusu v. INS, 296 F.3d 316, 322 (4th Cir. 2002) (quoting United States v. Lawrence, 248 F.3d 300, 304 
(4th Cir. 2001)). 
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GLOSSARY 

Aggravated Felony:  A statutory term encompassing a broad array of criminal offenses. 
If a non-citizen is deemed an “aggravated felon,” he or she will be ineligible for almost 
all forms of relief from removal, will be removed from the United States, and will face a 
permanent bar to ever returning. 
 
Alien:  Any non-citizen, regardless of immigration status.  The study refers generally to 
non-citizens as “immigrants,” but within immigration law, “immigrant” is actually a 
category of aliens. 
 
Asylum:  Asylum is granted to non-citizens in the United States who demonstrate a well-
founded fear of persecution in their native country on account of their race, religion, 
nationality, membership in a particular social group, or political opinion.  A person 
granted asylum in the United States is called an “asylee,” and can apply for lawful 
permanent residency one year after being granted asylee status. 
 
Crime Involving Moral Turpitude (CMT):  A category of crimes that can form the 
basis for removing an alien.  Immigration law does not define this term, however, 
administrative decisions have interpreted a crime of moral turpitude to be any “conduct 
which is inherently base, vile, or depraved, and contrary to the accepted rules of 
morality.” 
 
The Department of Homeland Security (DHS):  The agency in charge of the 
enforcement of the immigration laws, including removal (deportation) from the United 
States. 
 
Deportation Grounds:  The provisions in the Immigration and Nationality Act that the 
Government uses to charge an alien already present in the United States with removal.  
Deportation grounds can range from being in the country without proper documentation 
to past convictions for certain criminal offenses.  Aliens seeking admission to the United 
States are subject to different rules.  See Inadmissibility Grounds below. 
 
EOIR (the Executive Office for Immigration Review):  An agency under the 
jurisdiction of the Department of Justice that is charged with administering removal 
proceedings.  This agency includes the immigration judges and the Board of Immigration 
Appeals, and is housed in Falls Church, Virginia.  EOIR is not part of DHS.   
 
ICE (Immigration and Customs Enforcement):  A sub-agency of DHS that is 
responsible for apprehending, charging, and detaining removable aliens, and removing 
those aliens ordered removed. 
 
Immigration and Nationality Act (INA):  The Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 
U.S.C. § 1101, et seq., is the statute that sets forth the immigration and nationality 
(citizenship) laws of the United States. 
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Inadmissibility Grounds:  The provisions in the Immigration and Nationality Act that 
the Government uses to charge an alien seeking admission to the United States.  Grounds 
of inadmissibility can range from health-related grounds to past convictions for certain 
criminal offenses. Aliens already present in the United States are subject to different 
rules.  See Deportation Grounds above. 
 
Individual Calendar Hearing:  Also known as a merits hearing, an individual calendar 
hearing is a final hearing before an immigration judge to determine whether an alien in 
removal proceedings should be ordered removed.  The hearing is a kind of trial, in which 
the parties may make opening and closing statements, present witnesses, and submit 
evidence.  The immigration judge makes both legal and factual findings in a merits 
hearing.  Unlike most trials in state and federal court, the rules of evidence are relaxed in 
merits hearings, and the immigration judge may sometimes question witnesses. 
 
Lawful Permanent Resident (LPR):  A lawful permanent resident is an alien who is 
entitled to live and work in the United States and to travel outside the United States, but 
who can be subject to removal proceedings if convicted of certain criminal offenses. 
 
Master Calendar Hearing:  A master calendar hearing is a hearing that occurs prior to 
the merits hearing, in which the immigration judge makes findings with respect to issues 
such as whether the charging document was properly served, whether the alien is 
removable as charged, and what applications for relief may be filed.  At the master 
calendar hearing, the alien will typically plead to the charges and state which applications 
for relief (s)he intends to file. 
 
Notice to Appear (NTA):  The notice to appear is the charging document served upon an 
alien that initiates removal proceedings and that gives the alien notice of the legal and 
factual bases for removal. 
 
Removal:  The process by which a person is deported from or found inadmissible to the 
United States for violations of the immigration laws, including criminal offenses. 
 
Undocumented Alien:  An individual who has no lawful status in the United States.  The 
individual may have originally entered lawfully but overstayed a visa, or may have 
originally entered without any documents and “without inspection,” i.e., by evading the 
normal port of entry or border checkpoint where documents are checked by an 
immigration agent. 



y
x!puaddy



sJu8~~!mmI JO U!~!~O JO sa!~Jun03

I 3lqu.L



(il8vIUil;J.JilJ) u181.JO 10 UOI8il1/ ~q {8ul.JvilH 10 ilUlO;Jlno

"AP}U.m<fuS P~}SH ptm A.I08~}u~ s!'P wOlJ ~pnpx~

'S}tm.I8!WW! tm~!X~WJo l~qwnU t{8N ~qHo ~snu~a: "tm~q!J8J
'e~~wy q}nos 'e~~wy I1U}~J JO lIu s~pnpu! u~!l~WY U!}u'l

S! oo!X~w
~1p pue

(Juno;) .Iaqwn~r) U!Spo JO uo!Sa'H Aq 'Su!.IBaH JO

Z a1Q8.L

E alq8.L

.

amOJJoo



H
x!puaddv



~iJpnf uo!Wlii!WW}p!q:::> }trntS!SSV
n~ '.0:1 p1?q:)!W

lJ(}(f2l- --olrV

'~sod nOA suo!}s~nb ~tp
O} SJ~MS\rn~.rn ~sopu3 'A.I}unro ~q} }noq~no.nH }u~wd!noo ~UpU~J~JUo~P} OOp!AJO ~sn S,PflO;)
UO!}UJ~!WWI ~q} }noqu suo!}s~nb )0 }s!I u ~U!SOPU~ '~OOl '8l A.I1?nUUf )0 J~U~I JOOA JO) nOA "'JU1?1U

a8pnf UO!ID.J8!UJUJ/ ja!1fJ a1f1 jo a:J!ffo

M3!J\3)l UOHtUa!WWI JOJ ~!.JJO 3J\!}n~X3

33HSnr)0 .o3w..n~d3a .s.n

~msopu3

'AInJ} s.m°A.

.A~Ams mOA U! Inpsn S! UO!}tJWJoJU! S!tp ~oq I

:U~J:Y.)H "JW J1r.}Q

Z:O~ f:-t0909 'II 'o8~!1IJ
00£ ~~!ns 'p.rnA~lnog uoq~ef ~s~M 111

o8~!qJ ~!1odO,Q~WJo uonepuno~ ~~~!SSV le8~
U~J~~H ..(~.I1JOOO

~ooz '£ q:URW

I tOlll1!U~A 'IpDI":J S1f1'::l
OOfl ~",S '7.I(!J :J.mqu7] L.O/f



'SJalawlJ.JDd as°'11 U!'11!M "2u!.JD<n{ uosJad-u! UlJ lUlJJJlJM 1'12!W sa:Ju1J/swn:JJ!:J

/lJ!:Jads /! aU!WJalap 01 S!S1Jq aS1JJ-tfq-aS1JJ V uo UO!laJJS!p actlJ'1 'JactaM°'1 'sa2pn[

UO!1lJJlJ!WW/ "IUallJct!nba tfl/VUO!punj aJlJ tfa'1.L 's2u!JlJa'1:J.LA pUlJ uos.ltJd

-U! uatJM.}aq '1s!n2u!1s!p IOU StJOp tfJuod lJnOJ uO!1lJ.l2!WW! 'tJJoja.la1.f.L II 'uos.lad

U! S2U!.JDtJ'1 pnpuoJ tfrJw tJ'1S .10 a'1 S1J IUalxa aWlJS a'1J OJ aJua.lajuo:J Oap!ct

'12nO.l"f1 s2u!.llJa'1 pnpuoJ tfvw" a2pn[ UO!1lJJ2!UJW! UlJ 'SallJ1S UO!llJ/nfia.l <n{1 sy

's2U!.llJtJ'1 JJno:J UO!1lJ.liJ!WUJ! Joj lUaUJd!nba':J.LA jo asn a'11 aZ!J°'11nlJ (J)~rfOO I

§ "N"d":J 8 pulJ Py NUlJUO!llJN PUlJ uO!1lJJ2!UJUJ/ a'11jo (Y)(l)(q)Ofrl Uo!pas

;'S3S8J jO SPUPI
.IBPU31BJ .I3JSBW .IOj AluO 3.LA 3sn sJ.lnOJ 3mos 00

;,sJ.lnOJ 3S0qJ U! p3sn 3.LA S!

'Y A "1JJn'1:J
Sl1lJ..1 U! lJn°:J s.lal.mnbplJaH N/O'JI pulJ .'Y d 1fJoJ .'ZY 'uos:Jn.L .'Y M 'a]J1lJas .'Y:J 'OJ pad

uVS .'Y:J '02a!a UlJS .'X.L 'O!uoJuy UlJS .'ZY 'X!utJot{J .'Y d 'lJ!'1d/apv]!'1d .'1d 'opulJf./O

.'n 'a/lJP1flJO .iN 'JfJlJMaN .'UN 'Jals/fl .'AN 'm'!'1S!d .'AN .'lJJ!lJUJlJf' :AN 'laa.J1S ,!:J!JlJA

sn/d) IN 1fJoJ MaN .'Y1 'sulJaf./O MaN .'1d '!UJlJ!W .'N.L 's!'1dUJaw .'Y:J 'sa/a2uy s01 .'AN

'S1J2aA S1J'] .'Y:J '.lalS1J:JUlJ7.'1d 'aUJoJ)J .'Y:J '/lJ!JadUJ/ .'X.L 'uolsnoH .'/H 'n/n/ouoH .'.L:J

'pJOft.JDH .'X.L 'ua2u!1JlJH .'oJ!N 01JtJnd 'oqvutfTJn[) .'X.L 'orod J'JI .'ZY 'tfoJ'JI .'f'N "11aqlJZU'JI

.'/W 'l!o.J]aa .'O:J 'Jat\uaa .'X.L 'rolllJa .'1/ '02lJJ!'1:J .'IN 'o/lJffng .'1..1 'UoJUaplJJg .'YJV

'uolsog .'Nl'V 'UOI2u!wOO18 .'AN 'lJ!t\1JllJg .'aw 'tJ.loUJ!1llJg .'YD 'lJJUlJ/1V.'VA 'uoliJU!1JY

l.3M 3sn AIJU3.1.1nJ sJ.lnOJ U°!J8.1~!mm! qJ!qi\:\.

.tJIlJ!JdoJddlJ .ltJctaua'1M s2u!.JDa'1 SI!JaUJ Joj luawd!nba
tJ'11 asn OJ pa2lJJno:JUa pulJ pamUJ.lad tJJaM sa2pn[ UO!1lJJlJ!UJW! 'sgu!J1as pau!1Jlap

atJ.l"f1 asa'111lJ sgU!JlJtJ'1 Jvpua/lJJ JalroUJ .loj tfUJlJUJ!Jd pasn tf/JV!1!U! SlJM:J.LA '1gn°'11/V

;,(oJJ3 's3~pnr uO!J8.I~!mm! Aq p3A.13S-.I3pUn SB3.1B U! S3S8J .IOj

P3U!BJ3P .I°j 'SUO!~3.1 J!qdB.I~03~ p3,!m!J U! mB.I~o.ld JOI!d B jO J.lBd SB 'S~1I!.IB3q

SJ!.I3m 'S~U!.IB3q .IBPU31BJ .I3JSBW 0~03) p3sn AIIB!J!U! 3J.A SBM AJPBdBJ 'BqM uJ

'Y1 'a/lJPJflJO U! Jalua:J gu!SsaJOJd a:J!ct.Jas u°!1lJz!1lJ.JnllJN
pulJ UO!llJJiJ!WW/ tJ'11 OJ 'n 'tJ/lJP1flJO U! JJn°:J UO!1lJJlJ!UJUJ/ a'11 UJo.Jj (f pulJ

"'X.L 's2u!Jds 2m U! N!J!JlJj suoSJJd jo nlJtJ.Jng <n{J 01 'X.L 'rolllJa U! JJn°:J UO!1lJ.JfJ!WUJ/

tJ'1J UJO.Jj (l .']!lJ[ 'aw 'Nun°:J O:J!UJOJ!M <n{1 oJ 'aw 'a.loUJ!1JlJg U! lJn°:J UO!1lJ.JfJ!UJUJ/
a'11 UJo.Jj (I :sgU!.llJtJ'1 paU!lJlap papnpuo:J JlJ'11 SUO!llJ:JO/ atJ.l"fJ U! ptJl0]!d roM. :J.LA

'~661 U! siJu!.JDa'1 Joj (:J.LAJ 2upua.lajuo:J-a/al oap!ct gU!sn ulJgaq 1Jn°:J UO!1lJJlJ!UJUJ/ a'1.L

o~!lIJ tmtHodo.q~WJo uOHepuno~ ~:>tmtS!SSV 183:YJ ~1p Aq ]Y.}}u~s~ld Suo!}s~no

silu!J~aH :}Jno:) uon~Jil!WWI U!

.Iv.lnJ!J.I1~d .IOj .10 'S~U!.IV.;}q

'S3S83

'U

AJ!JUdU3O" 1BQ." uf

O£

'Z

;.asod.md AU1~ .I°J :J.LA paso SJ.lOO;) aAuq ~UOI MO".1

(JlA) ~U!~U~J~Juo~-~I~l O~P!A



-do/tJttap swa/qo.Jd /rJ:J!ulf:Ja/ fi auatt.Ja/u! mitt olfltt uos.Jad PrJ/UO:J rJ S1Jl{ ans a/oUJa.J

J.LA 'f:JO'JI ":JJtJ 'uounq!./JslP U.l.JOf 'dn-JtJs JutJwd,nbtJ lfJ!M. JS!SSlJ 1l!M. !tJuuos./tJd ./tJJUtJ:J
U°!Jualap .JO /auuos.Jad uos!.Jd '.Jat\aMOl{ 'Al1uanba.Jd "al!S aloUJa.J al{llv palv:J0/l0U a.Jv

(N/O3) Ma!t\aN UO!1v.J2!UJUJ/ .Jof a:Jlffo at\!ln:Jaw al{l UJ04/lJUuos.Jad 'sa:JUVlSU! ISOUJ U/

OJ (~~pnf ~1JJ 1m'" JOu) ~J!S pnO;)-Jo-Jno ~qJ J8 P~J8;)°1 .I~A~ I~uuos.l~d MIO3 ~.IV

'a1!S" aJowa.1 al.fJ
JlJ (:JJa 'S"S"a.1pplJ fo a2u1JI.f:J '/lJaddlJ) S"W.1°f fo S"auddnS" am a.1al.fJ 'lflllJUOmppy '2uf.J.lJal.f

a'll 2u!.J.np pa;Ju1JI.f:Jxa aq 01 S"Juawn:J°p J!w.1ad OJ S"au!'1:JlJW xvf at\1Jl{ OS"/lJ luawd!nba
:J.LA I.f1!M S"J.1n°:J 'Juawn:J°p.1o uOS".1ad allJ!.1do.1ddlJ al.fJ uo m:J°f OJ lJ.1aWlJ:J a'1J

Im{plJ ll!M a2pn{ uO!JlJ.12!ww! a'll 'S"aS"S"a.J.2o.1d 2u!.1lJa'1 a'11 S"Y .tCJmd .1a'110 a'11 01 maddlJ

lfa'11 M°'1 aaS" 0S"!1J UlJ:J pulJ .1a'11° '1:JlJtJ atJS" UlJ:J S"tJP!S" '1loq OS" 'stW/dS"!p amp!d-u!-a.1np!d

l!w.1ad S"/!un tJ'1.L 'a:J!t\ap /o.1}Uo:J tJIOWtJ.1 lJ ;Ju!m 'putJ .1tJ'1J!tJ UO s2u!11tJs lJ.1tJWlJ:J a'11

S"/o.1Juo:J tJ2pn{ uO!JlJ.J.2!WW! tJ'1/ IflllJ:J!dtf.L 1J.J.tJWro lJ pulJ .1OJ!UOW otJp!t\ lJ S"1JI.f UO!llJ:JO/

'1:J1J3' '.1lJ1!W!S S"! luawd!nbtJ tJ'11 mq 'ptJm tJ.1lJ /utJwd!nba :J.LA fo S"pUlJ.1q JutJ.laffip /lJJtJt\CJS

;'(.;)Ja 'sJuawn;)op 'aau!gJap
'AaU.lOng 'a~pnr uo paSn;)°J) paJg;)°1 AaqJ a.lg a.laqM PUg 'pasn a.l~ Sg.lamg;) AU~W
MOq 'aldw~xa .IO~ ;'3.LA .I°J pasn S! JgqJ ,cJ°louq;)aJ IgnJ;)g aqJ aq!.I;)sap nOA Ug3

'.llJaddlJ ll!M tCal{1 a.lal{M aU!UJ.lalap 01 aa.Jj a.llJ fJU!.llJal{ al{J 01 sa!1.1lJd al{l 'UOS!.ld

.10 .lalua:J uopuaiap al{l tCq las S.lalaUJlJ.llJd U!l{I!M '.lal{WN 'uO!llJ:J°l .lal{l!a IlJ

.llJCJddlJ 01 saSSaUl!M .l°lasuno:J a.l!nba.ll0U saop afJpn{ UO!llJ.l2!UJUJ! al{l 'sfJU!.llJal{

paU!lJlap .lOf 'as!M'"I!7 UO!llJ:J°l.lal{1!a IlJ aq ll{fJ!UJ sa!l.llJd 'JUaUJd!nba :J.LA
lJ!(\ papnpuo:J S! fJU!.llJCJl{ paU!lJ1CJp-UOU lJ ualfM 'u°!1lJ:J°l s, a8pn{ al{lllJ aq ll!M

sa!1.i1Jd CJl{1 fo IS0UJ 's8u!.llJal{ pau!1Jlap 8u!1:Jnpuo:J S! a8pn{ UO!JlJ.l8!UJUJ! al{l ual{M
'stClJMllJ IOU lnq 'tC1JUanba.ld 's8u!.llJal{:J.LA .lof SUO!llJ.ln8!fUO:J Jas ou a.llJ a.lCJl{.L

;)~pnf UOn~.I~!mm! ;)qJ qJ!'" dn J;)S ;).Ig SJ.lno~ 'P!q'" pu~ ';).I;)q,";)SI;) U;)!lg ;)qJ

pu~ 'J.lnO3 U! I;)SUnO3 PUg ;)~pnf u°!J~.I~!mm! ;)qJ qJ!'" dn J;)S ;).I~ SJ.lnO3 q;}!qM

.tfJp .lal(/ouo U! /!o/ap 0 2u!.la(\oJ W l(Jns
's2u!.loal( .lal(/o .l°f /uawd!nba :J.LA am oSlo p/noM /.lnoJ al(//ol(J JUO.l.lOM Jl(2!w

saJuoJSUJnJ.lP '.la(\aMOl{ 'ual(J ua(\'3 "JJa .'UO!lroo/ aJowa.l 0 U! l.lnOJ pau!oJap
-uou 0 .'sawJ (UOS!.ld) wO.l20.lJ 2u!.loaH IOUO!/nJ!Jsu/ .'uO!10JO/ aJowa.l OlD

paU!Dlap sluapuodsa.l :J""Jop .lD/nJ!I.lvd D a/puDl( OJ A/!.low!.ld pasn s! luawd!nba
:J.LA 'sJ.lnoJ awos U! 'AllDUompPV 'saso:J .l!al(J moqo SU°!1DU!W.Lalap ""DW sa2pnf

i.~U!J8;)q ;)qJ JO uO!JJod J8qJ ;)JRJ!I!~RJ JO JOJ!UOW

°9

'S

;.;uaqMasla sa!J..n~d .Iaq}o lie poe auolc

'q



'SU.l3:JUO:J ssn:JS1P 01 3;Jpnf UO!1V.JJJ,WW/ f31'l:J 3'11 fO

3:J!ffO 3'11 PVIUO:J 01 334 StWM/V 3.1V s3flpn! UO!1V.JJJ!WWl 'tfllvuomppy 'a1!s 310W3.1 "'II

IV .IOlvulP.loo:J :J.LA 3'11 '1!M swa/qo.ld 3S°'l1 alt/osa.l tfllPnsn UV:J .IOIV.lIS1U1WPV 1.m0:J "'II

(:Jla 'ssa:J:Jv 33Ulvlap 'flu!lnpa'l:Js) swa/qo.ld /v:Jlu'I:Jal-UOU .Ia'l10 3.1V a.la'll/! 'tfJ.lV1!W1S

'wa/qo.ld 3'11 ,M/OS3.1 01 a/qv tfllvnsn 3m S.lOIV.llS!Ulwp1J l.lnO:J a'll 'sffV1S I.loddns SHU

puV NIO'il 3'11 '111M ;JUP/.I°M 'luawd,nba:J.LA lnoqv su.la:Juo:J /v:J1Ulj:Jal .Iof aroods".1

fo aU!!IS.lif 3'11 Sl .l01V.lIS1U1WPV 1.m0:J 3'11 ';JU1.lValj tfuv flUl.lnp swa/qo.ld'lI!M sy

SO.l;)~UO~ sS3Jdx;) OJ s;)~pnf

"(SHaY N!.Jn:Jas puo/awoH /0 IUaWI.lVdaa al{l puo NIOtl
U! sffols l.Joddns :J.LA al{l wo.Jj a:JuoIS!SSV U!Olqo ll!M ,(a'11 ,(/luanba.Jd 'uoun/os 0 fJU!PU!/

.10/ a/q!suodsa.1 S! OlfM -- a'fipn[ UO!lo.J'8!WW! al{l IOU - aau'fi!sap al{l .10 .1OIO.1IS!U!WPO

l.1nO:J al{l S! I! 'as!.1o swafqo.1d /o:J!ul{:Jal II papnpu°:J a.JV s'fiu!.1oal{ :J.LA ual{M saw!1 110

10 a/q°1!°tW aq 01 (a;}U'fi!sap .10) .1OIO.1IS!U!WPO l.1nO:J NIOtl al{l/o Nmq!suodsa.1 <Jl{1 S! II

i.31.A
IR;}!Uq;};)J}O JUnOWR ;)q OJ S!;)3U8.JS!SS8

3U!U.I;)3UO3 s;)3pnf UO!JB.l3!WW! .lOj 'HIO3. Aq p;)J3npUO3 S! ~U!U!B.lJ IBW.lOj 'AUB j! 'JBqA\

.(P<n(:JDJJD

Ado:J) "a:Jua.Ja/uo:J oaplA puD auol{dala.L l{i/no.Jl{.L papnpu°:J si/ul.JDaH.. '90-frO

.0N UJnpuD.JOUJaw sa.Jnpa:Jo.JJ puD saP!1°J i/u!JD.Jado UJl.JaJu/ panssl oSID SDl{ J/ .sai/pn[
pa:Jua,.Jadxa puD Mau .10/ SUJD.J2o.Jd i/ulU1D.JJ i/ul.JnP :JldoJ D SO si/ul.JDal{ :J.LA papnpul

SDl{ ai/pnf' UO,JD.J2,UJUJ/ /all{:J al{J /0 a:J!/Jo alf.L .sac11asUJal{J si/ulpaa:Jo.Jd l{:Jns pnpuo:J

Aal{J a.Jo/aq si/ulpaa:Jo.Jd :J.LA i/ulpnpuo:J san2Dall°:J tJcUtJsqo AtJl{J 'i/ulU1D.JJ .JtJl{Jo l{J1M.
SO 'AllDU01J1PPY .J.Jno:J .Jlal{J Ul .JoJDUlp.Joo:J :J.LA paJoui/!stJp .10 .JoJD.JJslulUJPD J.Jno:J al{J

Allvnsn 'ItJuuos.JtJd "8/03 Aq U01JD.Jado SJ! Ul paulD.JJ tJ.JD AtJl{.L ..JtJJnPD/nuDUJ JutJUJd!nba

<n(J Aq PtJnssl (:JJa 'aplnii Jasn) ID1JtJJDUJ ID:Jlul{:JtJJ alfJ /0 saldo:J PtJPlc1o.Jd a.JD saZpnf'

(-aJ!sqaM .moA uo paJsod S! JBqJ }fooq q;,uaq aqJ aABq ApRa.llB aM JBqJ

aJoN) i.sIR!.IaJRW asaqJ JO sa!do;, aABq aM Pln°:J i.:Jl.A JO asn aqJ ~u!uJa;,uo;, sa~pnf
UOnB.I~!Wm! OJ P~P!AOJd ~JB BpUB.lOW~m .IaqJo.lo SIB!.I~JBm ~U!U!B.lJ 'AUB J! 'JBqA\.

i.:J.LA JO 3Sn 3q~ q~!M sW31QO.ld ~yp3ds ~U!p.lV.~3.1
UOnv..I~!WW! .IOj 3~V.ld U! S! 3.1np3JO.ld 'AUV. j! '~V.qM.01

~u!sn sa~pnr U°!J~.I~!WW! OJ alq~I!~A~ ;)P~W
"6 ~U!D.l3;)UO;) p.l8pU8JS lIIO:il AU8 3.13QJ sI

"L uO!lsano OJ .JaM.SUV al{J aas asvalJ

i.3JA)0 3Sn 3QJ

Jg1fM

.8

°L



'UO!SS!W SI! Ja'!l.mj OJ. tfil%u'!:Jal am ll!M - U°!1UU a,!llno,!2no.ll{1

swa/St(s IJno:J Ja,!10 tnf!l- SIJno:J UO!lv.J1/!WW! a,!1 'doJp SISO:J puv sat\oJdw! tfil%u'!:Jal

sV "ap!MUO!IVU s2u!paa:JoJd /vt\owaJ 2u!J:Jnpuo:J tfq pasod swaJqoJd /V:J!IS!20/
a,!1 jo tfuvw 01 tf/at\!J:Jaffa puv tfpP!nb aJOW puodsaJ 01 walstfs a,!1 sa/quua tfilo/OU'!:Jal

:J.LA "SIJnO:J Ja,!lo U! sapua2Jawa 01 puodsaJ 01 tJ/qvl!vt\V tJq 01 OS/V Jnq 'Sltnf:J°P UMO
J!a,!1 a/PUVlf 01 tf/uo IOU 's2u!.JVa,! :J1.A 2u!J:Jnpuo:J jo tfJmqvdv:J a,!1 at\V'! 01 SIJno:J llv

Joj S! /v02 Jno "MOJ2 ll!M SIJnO:J UO!IVJ2!ww! U! IUawd!nba:J1.A am a,!1 alvd!:J!JUv a A1

;'S;)m~n~dE;) }ua.laJJ!p.lO aWES aq} U! pUE ',{I~U!SEa.l;)ap
.10 ,{1~U!SEa.l;)U! pasn aq 3J.A II!M ;.a.ln}nJ aq} U! s~u!paa;)o.ld UOHE.I~!WW!

U! ;)J.A JO al°.l aq} aq II!M sa}EdpHuE }! }EqM }noqE ,{ES MIO3 UE;) '~U!q},{UE J! '}EqM

.J!O~/Ao3.!opsn.MMM/;:dnq IV ItJU.JtJIU/ tJ'11 UO tJ/qvl!V(\V '1/°off
.JVtJ,J /V:J!IS!IVIS s, N/O'3 l/nsuo:J no~ putJwwo:JtJ.J tJM '~llv.JtJutJg UO!}vw.JofU! /V:J!IS!IVIS

.Jof '.JtJ(\tJMOH '~o/OU'1:JtJl:J.LA ~q ptJpnpuo:J sgU!ptJtJ:Jo.Jd /V(\owtJ.J U! SIUV:J!lddv
puv sJUtJpuodstJ.Jfo .. UM°P'lVtJ.Jq :J!'1dv.JfJowtJp" tJ'11 uo ptJU!VluJDw S:J!IS!IVIS OU tJ.JV tJ.JtJ"f.L

i,S;}!JS!JBJS aSOIH Ma!A aM Plno;} 'os JI i,s~u!paa;}o.ld IBAowa.l U! sJuB;}!lddB/SJuapuodsa.l

)0 UMOP)fB;Uq ;}!qdB.I~om3p 3q~ ~U!U.l3;}UO;} S;}!JSHBJS o~ SS3;};}B 3ABq "8103 S30(l

W'f JU<Jwd!nb<J:JJ.A 'f1!M. <J:Ju<J!.I<Jdx<J .lno '.I<Jt\<JMoH

i.,;)B.I,sqB U8 ,S8;)1 '8.10 'APO,S ;)q, ,-\\;)!A

;),-\\ PIOO;) 'OS JI i.:JU JO SS3U;)A!J;);)Jj3 3q, JO ApO'S AUB U;)'>f8J.I;)POO .I3A;) MIO'3 S8H

.sasod.md /v:Jl1S!JVIS .lOf UO!PU!IS!P ou S! aJal{J
'aJofaJal{.L .Jua/v(\!nba tfllVUO!punj aJV tfal{.L .s2u!Jval{:J.LA puv uosJad-u! UaaMJ3q

I{S!n2ul1S!P IOU saop tf:J![od IJno:J uO!JVJ2!UJUJ! 'VI' uOl1sano OJ asuodsaJ U! paJou sY .0N

'SJ!JSngJS asOIU ;Ugqs OJ ~Um!M.
aq nOA PlnOM. 'os JI i,3WOJJnO aqJ PUg 3.LA q~no.lqJ JO p3sods!p sasgJ JO .l3qwnu 3qJ

'OJ P3J!W!1 JOU Jnq 'Sg qJnS '3.LA JO asn aqJ ~u!u.laJuoJ SJ!JsngJs U!gJU!gW 'HI03 S300

"asv:J lnfJ fo SJ:Jvf
.JVln:J!I.md lnfl uo pasvq aq IsnUJ uo!spap al{l 'tGJ°loul{:Jal :J.LA V!t\ pa.Jat\o:J S! rfllv:J!dtf)

Jinf:J°p al{l a.Jal{M u°!1vn1!s v U! JiU!.Jval{ uos.Jad-u! uv PI°l{ 01 sal{S!M aJipn! v fI .a:J!J:Jv.Jd

l.Jno:J fo l.Jvd auuno.J v MOU a.JIJ rfal{1 puV 'SI;J'Jf:J°P .J!al{J alPUDl( SI.JnO:J UO!IV.JJi!UJUJ!

lDl(1 StCVM al{l fo auo a.Jv sJiU!.Jval{:J.LA .vfr UO!1sano 01 .JaMSUV al{l aas asvalJ

i.3M JO asn aqJ JO Jno Jdo OJ 'UO!Ja.l3S!p .IpqJ Jg 'paMOng sa~pnf OO!Jg.l~!mm! a.l\l

-17-

'51

°.,1

"tJt1!I!sod ,{/P<JPFJ<JP u<Jaq

papnpuo:J uaaq SOl{ ,{pnls /VlU.Jof oN

"£1

"U

"n



:)

x!puaddv



.S~U!~~~Old
~nH ~u!lnp ~~pnf ~q} wOl) UO!P~l!P ~uPI-e} 1'?l~U~~ U! ptm su~!le ~U!AOW

'SWlOJ ~U!}nq!l1S!p Aq }JnO;) ~q} JO }led e se pe Sl~~!JJ° SUO!P~llOO

~}-e}S .su~!le ~U!-e}~p }u~s~ld~l 011~suno~ JO A1!1!qe ~q} ~U!AOldW!
pue 'A}!ln~S ~U!~uequ~ Aq~l~q1 '1U~W~AOW l~uos!ldJo A1!SS~~U

~q} ~U!1!W!l ~U!pnpU! 'S1y~u~ Iel~A~s ~P!AOld dHI ~q1 U! s~u!le~q
~!uoqd~Pl .sUO!1n1!1sU! leUO!p~llO~ ~1-e}S U! APA!SU~}X~ ~lOW s~upe~q

~!uoqd~p} (Y.)Z!I!1n seq (dHI) w~old ~u!le~H IeuoHn1!1SuI ~q1 'AnU~~~"}I °Z

. ~!~ I!~~P ~4~ S}!S!A ~~pnf UO!}U~!wwJ ~q~

U~qM ~~Up U UO ~u!-I~q IUnp!A!pU! uu JOJ p~lnp~q~s S! ~se~ ~4~ 's~~ue:)SU!
J~q~o UI 'S}!-I~w ~q~ uo }y')~~ldwo~ puu pJU~q ~q heW ~se~ ~q~ 's~~ue:)SU!

~wos uJ '~~YJO 10~uoJ ~A!1UJ~S!U!Wpy ~q~ ~e l~pl~J ~de:) e hq pl~.l
~~ uo u~:>J~ ~JU u~!Iu ~q~ JO S~U!P~ld puu S}q~!-Il~q JO P~S!APU S! u~!Iu

~4.L 'u~!Iu ~q~ JO ~U~UO~ ~q~ q~!A\ AluO hne~!uoqd~p~ p~pnpuoo ~q Aew
S}!-I~w ~lp uo s~u!-le~q AJe!1u~P!A~ unJ }Y.)~~~uoJ 's~u!le~q pUOqjApo~sn~

puu lupu~lu~ J~~SUW ~JU ~s~4~ '~Iru IUJ~U~~ e sy '~u~s~Jd ~JU u~!Ie ~q~ puu
SNI ~q} ~l~qA\ A}!~ I!e}~p U O} ~uoqd~p~ Aq ~~pnf UO!}~!WWI ~U!P!s~ld

~q~ hq (~~!UO 10J~uoJ ~A!~eJ~S!u!WpV) 10~uo~ ~A!}el~S!U!WPu ~U!Aeq
~noJ uO!tu~!WWI ~q} ~u p~pnpuo~ ~JU s~u~q ~!Uoqd~p~ 'AlIuu°!t!PU.ll . I

A TIW3N3D .V

A\3IAH3AO

SDNnIV3H 030IA313J. / SDNnIV3H ::>INOHd313J.

"I

OMl ~3ldVHJ



~u~s~}jd ~U~pUOdS~l ~q~ ~Aeq O~ U~)[~ ~q ~snw ~le~ '~U!p~~~Old ~!uoqd~p~
~q~ JO ~ed e se ~~S~l ~S1?~ e 10 p~nSS! S! l~plO ue ~eq~ ~U~A~ ~q~ UI 'Z

'~~e~l~ ~U!~q S! S~U!p~~~Old ~~ JO UO!~d!l~sueJ~ ~~eln~~e pue
~lq!pne ue ~eq~ U!e~~ ~)[eW O~ ll~M S1? ~u~wd!nro O~P!A ~l~l qHM

p~pnpuo~ ~q oSle Plnoqs punos pue ~u~wd!nb~ ~U!P10~lJO ~s~l "q

'w~~ uo suon~ou 1I~lq!W~~S!PU!1I JO
l~wnu e ~Aeq ~eq~ suo!~d!l~sue~ p!OAe o~ p~plO~~l All~dold ~U!~q
~le s~!~ed ~qt ~eqt U!~~~ ~)[ew o~ pu~ 1~t{~0 ~q~ uo pue woo~no~

~t{~ U! t{toq l~plO~~l ~d~ ~qt t{~!M ~uop ~q Plnoqs ~S~t V 'Alle~p pue
Alpnol )[e~ds °t P~p~SU! ~q tsnw pu~ l~q~O ~~ uo s~!~ed IIV 'pu~
1~~0 ~qt uo S~U!p~~~old ~t{t 10J ~UOt ~~ ~~s ~~pnf ~ql 'pu~ 1~t{~0

~~ uo s~~ed ~t{t JO st~~dx~ ~qs ~eqM Aep ~~ 10J ~S1?~ tS1Y ~qt

JO ~u!lle~ ~qt Ot l°!ld ~~unouue ~~pnf ~qt ~eqt ~pU~WWO~~l S! n 'e

"p~pnpuo~ ~q ll!M S~U!p~~~old ~q~ MOt{ t~~no ~t{t te ~~~s °t p~l!eJ ~Aeq
~~pnf ~qt Plnot{s Sl~~O Aq ~U!tdWOld °t p~fqns aq Aew p~tU~~ld~lUn S!
te~ u~!le ue '~ldwex~ 10d 'o~P!A~I~.L e!A pue Ane~!uoqd~Pt S~U!p~~old

~~ JO 10~uo~ IIIlJ u!~u!ew ~~pnf u0ge~!wwI ~qt te~ lenu~s~ S! H 'I

3Daflf NOllV1IDIWWI 3H.L AH SDNIa33JO~d dO 1:0~OJ

'~wn lepu~le~ s,~~pnf e JO ~sn ~U~!~!lJ~ ~lOW e U! StlnS~l S!l{.L 's~u~t{ uosl~d

-U! 10J p~~u ~t{t ~eu!w!p 'U09~1~S!P s,~~pnf ~t{t U! 'ue~ s~u!le~t{ O~P!A~I~.L
's~!~ed ~qt ~uowe ~S!x~ ~tnds!p e ~l~qM ~!l~w ~qt uo S~S1?~ lenp!A!pu!

~le At!~ l!~~P e te ~~pnf UOn~!WWI ~qt Aq p~U~AUO~ S~S1?~ IIV . AtP l!~~P

e ~Un!S!A U~t{M ~W!~ sl~noJ ~qt ~Z!mn ApAn~JJ~ ~lOW O} dpt{ A~q} 'l~q~nd
's~se~ p~}S~}uo~un 10 l°U!W Auew ~AloS~l O} ~~pnf ~lqeu~ A~l{.L 'S~lm!pu~dx~

W~!P l~d 10 I~Ae~ ou ~l!nb~l A~q} se ~A!}~~I1~ tsro ~le A~l{.L 'ss~u!snq
op O} ~noJ ~q} 10J AeM ~u~P!lJ~ pue ~A!P~JJ~ ue ~le s~u!le~q ~!uoq~p.L

'V1IffiII Aq ~ppe
S1? '(!!!)(V)(Z)(q)OPZ § VNI 's~ll!le~q O~P!A~P.L s~z!l°qtne Ane~yp~ds

(vmmv 9661 JO }~V At!lN!suod~~ }U~!WWI pue UllOJ~~ UOn~!WWI
le~~llI ~l{.L 'p~uueld S! we~Old ~qHo uo!suedx~ pue 'sex~.L pue ep!l°ld

U! s~9m~eJ leuOn~llO~ ~t~s U! s!seq leln~~l e uo p~t~npuo~ AnIlJSS~~~ns
~U!~q ~le s~u!le~q O~P!A~Pl '~uoqd~l~} l~)[e~ds e l~AO sle~q ~qs }eqM

~U!AI~lJO pe~tsu! WOOl ~u!le~q ~q~ U! ~u!u~ddeq S! }et{M ~~s ue~ ~~pnf
~t{} }eqt td~~x~ AeM ~wes ~q} q~nw U! p~pnpuo~ ~le s~u!le~q O~P!A ~1~.L

OJ

SHDV.LNV AOV 'g

or



~~U~l~JUO~ ~uoqd~I~~ ~ qgnol~ ~gpnf UO!~~~!WWI ~q~ Aq p~A\~!A~l

~q A~W SUOH~U!Wl~~~P l~~J ~Iq!P~l~ ~~~ ~d~Jx~ '~~U~l~JUO~

OOp!A ~ qgnolq~ '~Iq~I!~A~ ~J~qA\ 'JO uosl~d U! ~~Jold o~ ~qg!l

~q~ JO P~S!AP~ u~q s~q U~!I~ ~q~ l~Y~ P~AIOAU! u~!I~ ~q~ JO ~U~SUo~
~q~ q~!A\ ~JU~l~JUOJ ~uoqd~p~ ~ qgnoJq~ p~pnpuoJ ~q AluO A~W

~!l~W ~~ uo gU!l~~q Al~HU~P!A~ U~ ~nq '~Jm)J~Juo~ ~uoqd~I~~ ~

qgnoJq~ gu~~q ~ pnpuo~ oSI~ A~W ~gpnf UOH~!WWI UV .UOSl~

U! sgu!l~q ~Jnpuo~ A~W ~qs JO ~q SR ~U~~X~ ~WRS ~q~ O~ ~~U~l~JUOJ

O~P!A qgno~ sgU!l~~q pnpuo~ ARW ~gpnf UOH~~!WWI uv

:~R10 S~P!AOJd (OOOZ) (~)~Zo£ § °"M°irJ
8 ~e uo~eJl1~~J ~U~JJt1~ ~tt.L o~gpnf uO~~!WWI ~q~ JO UOn~J~S!p

~q~ U!~!M ~Je s~u!le~q e!~w ~!UO~~~I~ O~P!A 'sgU!p~~~oJd

leAow~J JOJ '~JoJ~J~tt.L °sgu!le~q e!p~w ~!UO~~~P o~P!A ~~ o~
~U~SUo~ ~J!nooJ ~OU op pue 'sgu!le~q ~!uoqd~l~~ pue sgu!le~q e!p~w

~!UO~~~I~ O~P!A U~~M~~q qS!~UnS!p MOU sUOHel~~J ~q~ 'YMnIn
Aq p~ppe se ~~v ~~Jo (8) pue (V)(Z)(VOvZ suoH~s gU!MOnO,1

.. "U~!I1~ ~tp JO JU~SUOO

~1p IH!A\ AIuO ~!P~W ~!Uoqd~PJ Aq p~J~npuo~ ~q A~W SJ!l~W ~1p uo
S~U!l~~q A.m9U~P!A~ 11t1J ~JS~JUO~ J~qJ J~~X~ '9~ZI lO 'Z~ZI '9ZZ1
§§ "J"S"O 8 ~pun ~u!p~old AU~ U! ~!P~W ~!Uoqd~l~J Aq JO ~!P~W

~!UOJp~l~ O~P!A ~!A s~U!J~~q pnpuo~ A~W ~~pnr UOH~!WWI

UV.. :J~tp ~P!AOJd (~66J) (~)~Z.£ § .}I..~rJ 8 J~ Suo!J~ln~~J JO!Jd

'UO!SS!~S~'M pu~ uOH~od~O 'uO!snl~x3 :puno.m~~~8 '1

'p~sn s! ~u~wd!n~ ~U!~U~~~Juo~
O~P!A ~~~qA\ ~u~~q uos~~d-u! u~ o~ ~q~~ ~~ ~Aeq ~OU s~Op u~!Ie ue ~rnII

~~puf1 's~u~~q ~~u~~~JUo~ O~P!A pue s~u~e~q ~!uoqd~Pt qtoq ~oJ suo!s!Ao~d
AIOJmms ~y!~~ds ~~BW ~II Aq p~ppB SB 'J~V ~tp JO (VOvZ U°!J~~S

.J~q}O OU pUB ~2B~UBI qS!]2U3 ~1{} U! U~A!g ~JB ~rnII

J~pUn SIBS!APB U~U!lM. .SIBS!APB IBJO ~q} U~A!2 SBq ~2pnf ~1{} J~YB SIBS!APB
U~U!JA\ ~q} qS!WT1j O} ~ABq mM pU~ J~1{}O ~q} }B U~!]B ~q} qJ!M UOSJ~d ~1U

.uO!}BJJOd~p JOj JB~ddB O} ~Jn1!Bj }Bq} pUB '~Jn}JBd~p A.IB}UnIOA jO }UBJ2

B q}!M ~~UB!]dWO~ U! }JBd~p O} ~Jn1!Bj 'gU!lB~q Ju~nb~sqns B JOj JB~ddB

O} ~Jn1!Bj 2u!pnpu! 'S}q2!J jO IBS!APB IBqJ~A B 2U!A!~~J JO ~sodJnd ~q} JOJ

.uane al{tjO tuasuo~ aqt tnol{t!M.

.q

"e

A.lnIOIllilV '0



"(SL61 "OW)
9££ PZ"A\"S SZS 'AO~W "A At!:) se51m)1 ~(OL6I> 69-89Z 'tSZ"S"O L6£

'Ana)l"A iUaqPloD OOS "paJ!nbaJ JOU S! aouasaJd IBO!S.(qd ImtJoe '.(uOWHSaJ

l1UO aA!g OJ Jq~!-I at{} seq 8u!-Ieaq aAH1UJs!u!wpe ue )0 J~fqns aqJ qgno1{JIV
IBJO ~A!8 OJ JqS!J ~qJ seq SU!Jeaq ~A!J1UJS!U!wp\?

0(S861>
lZ '61 Pzod 969 'UO!S!A!O }U~WAOldw~uf1 °A 'I:>0:>q~8'~ '~~S °AUOWHS~}

JO h}!:>Y!~S pu~ AUOW9S~} U! su09:>!pe.Quo:> pu~ ~!:>u~S!suo:>U! '~!OA
SIS~t:Q!A\ ~\HJo JOU~} ~\H 'AUOWnS~} ~\HJo h}!l!q!sn~ld }U~~t{U! ~q} ~ q:>ns
'SJO}:>~J J~\Ho Aq p~8pnf ~q Ims u~:> 'SS~U}!M ~\H JO ~:>u~J~~dd~ ~\H ~AJ~sqo

O} h}!l!q~U! ~\H ~}!~P 's8u~q :>!uoqd~l~} U! S~S~U1!A\ JO JO~~W~p mu °1

.~pBW S! ~U!lB~l{ pUOqJApo1Sn:)
B 10j 1s~nb~u B U~l{M At!:) l!B1~P ~tp 1B 1U~~ld S! ~~pnf UO!1~!WWI

~l{1 sS~lun s~!1P l!B1~P 01 AIIB:)!uol{d~I~1 p~pnpuo:) SABMIB
~lB ~lOj~l~tp pUB U°!1UauB ~1B!P~WW! ~1!nOO1 S~U!l~l{ puoH .~AoqB

H l{dB~B1Bd U! tplOj 1~S ~lB S!l{110j SUOSB~l ~tU . AnB:)!Uol{~1~1

s~!1!:) 1!B1~P U! S~U!lB~l{ 1Bpu~IB:) 1~1SBW liB pnpuo:) 01

(nJO) ~~pnf u°!1~!WWIJ~!l{;) ~tpJo ~!lJO ~tpjO A:)!Iod ~tp S! 11

"~uoqcbl~ Aq u0geu!uu~~~P
pUOqjApO~sn~ pnpuo~ O~ 'u09aJ~S!P J~q JO S!q U! ~8pnf

u09~!WWI ue ~!uu~d (OOOZ) 61"£ § "'}I",.:fJ 8 ~e su09BIn8~'}I "e

PUOH/Ap<>1

"s8u!p~~oJd
leAOWaIjO s~sodJnd JOj ~~v ~quo (s)(z)(e)OtZ u09~s

~e ~}m~S ~V O~U! ~~BJodJO~U! u~aq snv seq A\~!A S!t{J. "(686 I
"J!J V6) 8I~ '9I~ PZ"d v88 'SNl "A eq.md 1I"~~m~s Aq p~z!l°vne

~OU aIe Aldw!s '~!~ed ~V jO }U~SUO~ ~u~sqe '~8pnf U09~!WWI

ue Aq s8u!le~q ~!uoqd~I~}1I }ev pue '~8pnf U0geJ8!WWI

~V jO ~~u~s~Jd le~!SAqd ~q} U! ~ued!~!ped 8u!le~q ~q~ q~!A\

~pnpuo~ ~q s8u!l~q UOHepod~p ~etp ~J!nbaJ ~~V ~tp jO (q)ZvZ

U09~~s ~etp 686 I U! ~u!Wl~~~p ~!n~J!J q~U!N ~tp JOj sle~ddv
jO pnoJ ~~~S P~!ul1 ~q~ }eq} ~JeA\e ~q O} ~uepodw! oSle S! 11 "J

~SITII~3H~ DNnIV3H ~INOHd3J3.L on

UOWH~

q8nO1PlV '2

SN1I3 NO:> SS3:>OMd 300 <INV A.LI1IHIOffilJ '3

"q

PUOWApotsn;) .z

":)



"8up[1r.)ds aJoja<t SaApSWalp AJ9uap! Ot sa91~d alp t:>TUtSUI "papJO=>aJ

S! tuawatBts aJ9ua aqt reqt 8u!Jt1sua snqt '8up[1r.)ds aJojaq spuo:>as aaJqt
asnBd Ot sa9JBd aqt PTUtSU! nOA tBI{} tU1QJodw! s! t! tnq spuo:>as aaJqt tnoqB

AIuO sa)[Bt aJnpa:x)Jd aJ!tua S!1U "auoqd 8U!A!a:>aJ al{} Ot UO!SS!WSUBJtaJ
JOj at!llat~ aqt Ot IaAtUt tsnw a:>!OA s,Ja~s aqt tBqt SU1r.)W S!tU "atHPtBS

suoHB:>!unwwo:>aIat B jO SUBaw Aq apBW aq ll!M sU°!t:>auuo:> AUBW

'UO!P~UUO:> ~l{~
}O At!Jel:> ~tp '~l{:> o~ A~!u1t1Joddo ue plO}}e oSle 1I!h' S!1U. 'nOA ~q ue:>

A~l{~ pue l~'eoos ~q~ l{~nOJl{~ AfJe~p W~l{~ l~l{ ue:> nOA ~etp os P~uo!~!sod
lie ~le (~u~s~ld S! ~UO }O 1~~~ldJ~1U! ~q1 pue s~!ped ~tp 1el{1 ~lnsu3 . I

'SNI Aq p~~B=>!pnfpB Afl~doJd u~~q SBq ISL-I WJod
JO O£1-I WJod B JO/pUB ~IY AI~w!t u~~q ~ABq SU09B=>!lddB j! ~U!WJ~~~p o~

~8pnf uO!tBJ8!WWI ~tp ~JOj~ pUB lBPU~IB=> dn-nB=> B uo S! ~SB=> B U~qM lOO~

IT1j~ B S! WS!UBq~W S!ttl 'A~!=> 1!~~P B ~B ~ln~q=>s SB ~=>old O~ Ap~J

~JB s~91Bd nB ~Bq~ ~lnSU~ O~ IT1j~sn ~q UB=> S~=>U~J~jUO=> =>!Uoqool~~ =>oq-PV

.UO9tQU~wn~op
l~tpO pUB ~~U~P!A~ A.ItQU~wn~op ~gUBq~X~ o~ ~!pBd lIB ~l!nb~)I

.~u~aq alp]o tpSuaI
aqt U~:J.Ioqs mJ\\ S!tU. 1J1\0:> alp Aq UOH1Uap!SUO~ JO] s~nss! J\\OJ.mU pU'e

suoH'eInd9S q~tr.U O} ~uaJaJUoo 1'e!-Q-aJd 'e t:>npuoo O} ~!1J'ed a~1Unooua

PInoqs a~pnf UOHB~!WWI alp a}'ep ~U!lBaq :>!uoqdala} atIt O} J°!ld

.s~U!~Jd hpo~sn:>/pUoq JOj ~cb:>x~ s~u~~q 118 JOj ~u~wn:>op ~U!~J8q:>
~~ t.p!A\ ~AJ~S U~ ~A8q ~snw ~U~pUod~J ~~ ~mp ~ON '~u~wn:>op

~U~J8q:> ~tp S~A!~:>aJ ~OJ U0ge~!WWI ~~ aJOj~ PI~q ~q h8W q:>!1{h\

~U!l~q ApO~sn:>/Puoq e jO ~Un:>npuo:> ~q~ S! ~lnJ S!q~ O~ U09cb:>x~ ~U
(OOOZ) (e)tr£ § ~'.~rJ 8 aas 'PI~q ~q o~ S! ~u~q ~~ ~l~qA\ ~!S JO ~!:>

~q~ J~AO 10~uo:> ~A9~s!u!wpe gU!A8q ~noJ U09~!WWI ~~ Aq ~A!~J
u~~q seq ~u~wn:>op ~U~J8q:> ~q~ H~un ~:>u~wwo:> ~ou hew S~U!P~OJd

All~3N3D 'V

ffiIOa3JO~d DNI~V3Hom

'Z

DNnIV3H dO J.N3W3JN3WWOJ Ql ~ nId .9

OJ'

.£

'Z

"I

I1mP!A!pUI/JatsuW DNnlV3H-ffild .V



~~] ~q1 se n~M se WJO] le~dde ~q1 qHM u~!le ~tp ~AJ~S pu~ J~q10 ~q1
uo 4Jed ~tp ~Aeq '~1ep I~de ~tp u~!le ~q1 ~A!D .UO!S!:>ap JnOA JO]
SUOSe~l ~tp 8u!1B1s A(le~p '1~p10 WJO] U~»!JM e 1~1U~ '~1e!ldOldde

]1 .Ie~de ~A!eM pue UO!S!:>ap 1nOA St~:>e u~!Ie ~tp sS~Iun

UO!SP~P IelO ~1~Idwoo e ~1B1:>!P 1SnW nOA 'L 10 9-~IO3 WJOd e
~ nOA]I .UO!S!:>~p 1nOA ~z!le!l°w~w 01 WJO] ~1e!ldOldde ~q1 ~sI1 .q

°UO!SP~P JnOA J~pU~U 'p~~J ~ABq S~HJBd

~qJ ~YB pUB ~nSS! UB OJ SB pOOOpA~p AUt1J S! pJO~~ ~q} ~~UO °e

:PPt{ ~~q S'et{ 8u!l1J~t{ ~!uot{d~p} pmp!A!pu! U1J ~l~t{h\ S~~~SU! UJ "9

. A.I1?S~:>~U j! ~nu9uoo ~u!Je~q ~tp pue '~~sqo :>q tsnw 8u!~~Jd

)0 ~ ~tp uo ~U1pu~<bP ~90U JO) s~w1UJ ~w9 ..uOttQt'.}s ~qt 'u~H-e ~qt Aq
~A!-eA\ S! ~U!l-e~q -e )0 ~!tOU AI~w9un sS~luO '~nss! u-e ~ Ot s~s-e~~ u~H-e

~qt Ot ~~!t°U)O )(~-el u~qt '~~!t°u ~u!l-e~q ~qt tno S~A~ ~~pnf U°!t~!WWI
~qHI '~~90U ~u~q -e J~A!PP °t ~l!-e) s-eq u-e!pOtsn~ uospd ~tp

~sn~~q tu~wwnofp-e ~J!nb~l s3u!l~q 'S~U!U~S uos!ld AU-eW U! 'l~A~A\Oq
'~9~rod S!qt uodn UMOlj A-eW uO91Q!tsU! ~qt)O SW~UO~ At!Jn~s s~u!U~s '~~9~tUd S!tp uodn UMOlj hBW uO9mHSU! ~t{~ jO sw~~uo~ h~!ln~~S sgU!n~S

uos!ld U!R1J~~ uI .~!1lBd ~tp o~ 8u!llr.)t{ ~t{~ jO uO9~1 pU1~ '~W!~ 'aJep
jO ~~!~OU ~A!8 pUB (~!~ l!~~P ~t{~ U! 8um!S ~q Il!M ~8pnf l!~~P J~tpOUB JO

nOh U~qM aJep ~lqBl!BAB ~xau) 8U!lBat{ Imp!A!pU! aq} JOj a~ep B aln~q~s

'OS ~UOp ~ABq

DOh tBtp pJo:)~ ~tft JOj ~UHms '~:)uap!Aa U! t! :>{JBW .tUawD:)°p ~U!~JB{P

alp ShBM.IB tSOWIB S! pJooaI al[t JOj t!q!l(Xa tSJY atf..L .s:}!q!l(X~ atft :>{JBW

'pJO:>aJ ~tp
JOj suogeInd!}s hUe ~}e}S s~!}Jed ~tU ~Aeq O} ~}e!ldoJdde ~q u~q} PInoM. n 'f:

°s8u!paa:>oJd aquo ng Jgaq o~ alqg aq o~ ~q8!l Jaq
JO S!qjO uanu alp uuoJuI 0(s8u!paa:>OJd IgAOwaW uaAas PUg '(s8u~H

uo~~odao) aA!d '(s8u!lgaH UO!SOPXtJ) mOd '(s8u!luaH Apo~Sn;)/Puoa)
aa.nu. sJa~dgq;) ~s °8u!JUaq uOSJad-u! Ug 8u!pnpuo:> q8notp Sg paa:>OJd °2

's~!1J~d
~tp JO u09~oI ~tp p~ uon~1 mOA ~U!A~ 'Ane:>!UOq~pt PI~q ~upq

S! gU!l~~q ~qt t~qt pJO~~ ~qt JOJ ~tmS °t ~t~!ldoJdd~ oSI~ S! 11 'J~t~JdJ~tU!
~tp JO ~~~u~I pIm ~W~U ~tp pu~ S~Anmu~s~udaJ ~qt JO S~W~U ~tp '~w~u

.mOA '~u~qJO ~~ ~qt '~Se:> ~qtjO J~qwnu IIVII pU~ ~w~U ~tp ~U!tP~J

'pJO~~ ~tp JOJ tU~W~tmS ~u!u~do Imsn ~qt ~){~W pm J~pJ~J ~qt tlmS

S~U!U~S

°g

°t

'I



~1p JO ~unsod all} ~u!pnpu! 'P~}~Idwo~ ~q Plnoqs s~lnp~~OJd 1~~!l~P I

.1'MOW~"M
pU~ 'uo~t?}lod~a 'u0!snI:>x3 JOJ sWJoJ UO!S!:>~p JO wnpuroow~w ~t~l~d~s

~q W~tSAS "MISNV ~IU .s~~~d q}oq uo t! ~Al~S pu~ UO!S!:>~p ~qt JO
wnpu~low~W ~ ~l~d~ld PInoqs nOA 'UO!S!:>~P I~lo u~ p~l~pU~l ~A~q nOA JI

'(L66 I VUD 9L6 ':>~a
N2;YI Il '-f-f JO J~gw oSIB ~S ~(£66I) L69 ':>~a N2;YI Ol 't{!1{SJo J~gw

~~s °IRu9 AI~A9R.qS!U!WPR s~wo~q l~plO ~qJ 'P~A!RM S! IR~ddR U~qM
SR ~~uR~g!u8!S }R~~ SRq S!llL °S~!JlRd q}oq Aq P~A!RM u~~q SRq IR~ddR }Rq}

l~plO ~q} uo ~Pl!~ 'p~A!RM S! IR~ddR JI °l~plO ~qJ JO l~WO~ pURq Y~I l~MoI

~q} uo ~}OU AJl~P S! ~}Rp IR~ddR ~qJ }Rq} pUR 'AI~}R!P~WW! S~!JlRd ~q} O}

P~I!~W ~lR UO!S!~~P ~q} JO S~!dO~ }Rq} ~msu~ 'UOnR~OI mOA }R WlOJ l~qJO

lO 'L lO 9-11103 Wlod uo UO!S!~~P U~U!lM AlRWWnS R p~l~JU~ ~ARq nOAJI

"saUHpeap gU!lY gU!MOnOJ JO s.Io}eIo!A
}s.IOM alp ale sawn Auew sAawOnv "paIY ApWn }OU ale Aaq}

J! pass!Ws!p AIaunnOl ale sIeadde pue sauHpeap gU!I!J gu!sodw!
An~~S MOU S! VIH attL .ua!Ie aq} O} ssa~old alp u!eIdxa pue

ua!Ie alp O} An~l!p SWlOJ Ieadde qS!wry agpnf aq} }eq} sgurnas lIe
U! }eq} papuawwo~al S! n ogu!leaq alp asop 'uattL °auop uaaq seq

S!q} }elp paual plo~al aq} aAeq pue psuno~ lO }U~pUOdsal alp O}

uaA~ aq PInoqs SWlOJ alp 'paAl~Sal S! Ieadde JI °Ieadde aAl~S~l O}
saqs!A\ 'AIm J! 'A}led q~!qM u!~~~se 'p~la}U~ S! uo!s!~ap alp a~U()

.VIS aq}}B ){~B.q }SB] B UO pa~BId

S! APWH paIY]! IBaddB UB 'aSB~ paU!B}ap B SB pa}OU ApadOld S!

dO~ aq} uaI{M .APO}sn~ U! Ua!IB UB]O aSBaIaJ aJn~as O} ~u9dwaUB

WlO] IBaddB at{} uo xoq Ilpau!B}ap-uoull at{} ~u!){~aq~ SIBaddB

aIY O} UMOU){ uaaq aABq SaA!}B}uaSaJOOJ pUB SAaWOUB snoIndnJ~sun
U!B}JaJ . dO~ at{}]O }UOlj aq} uo pJB~ "asuadx3 }uawwaAoD

}B paU!B}aa--qsn~" MOnaA B aIdB}s nOA }Bt{} papuaWWo~aJ S! H

'I!lJW Aq s~!:JllJd ~qt UO J~pJO JnOA JO ~!do~ ~AJ~S PUlJ WJoJ J~A!lJM

eWJou mu

SnO3NV1:1:33SIW os

'Z

°1

NOISI;)HO dO H;)IAMHS "V

SNOIL;)V DNnIVHH ~SOd "AI

'p

.~



J~YV 's~}etS p~}!Un ~l{} WO.IJ p~AOW~J AI!peaJ ~q }OUue:> }el{} sU~!Ie O}

Aldde A~l{} 'J~A~MOl{ '}S!X~ suo!}d~:>x~ U!e}J~;) 'IeAOW~J I!}un puoq }nOl{}!M

u~!Ie ~l{} Pl°l{ pue ~u!le~l{ ~l{} JO uo!snpuo:> ~l{} J~ye u~!Ie ue dn )[:>!d }snw

SNI 'AneJ~u~D 's~Iru ~s~l{} PU~}x~ O} UO!s!AOJd ou ~pew sell SS~~UO;)

'gU!}!lM S!l{} JO sy '8661 '6 J~qO}:>O uo p~J!dx~ (}J;)dl.) s~In}J APO}sn;)

p°!l~d IeuOmSueJl. ~l{l. "J~!lq ~q Plnol{s s~u!Je~l{ puoH 'UO!S!:>~p ~l{}
O} Ie:>!}!l:> }! I~~J nOA sS~Iun ~u!le~l{ IeWJoJ e pJeMO} A:>U~PU~} ~l{} P!OA V

.UOH!sod t~qt U~){~ ~q SNI ~qt Aq1\\ pU~ SNI ~qt JO U09!sod
~tp ~U!uuat~p oSI~ PInoqs no A .~t~!JdoJdd~ S! ~8u~q:> JO/Pu~ uo!pnp~J

Aq1\\ SUO~~J ~qt pu~ 'SUOH!PUO:> U! s~8u~q:> JO/Pu~ puoqJo uOH:>np~J
~qt -- 8u!){~s S! u~!I~ ~qt t~q1\\ ~U!lW~t~P PInoqs nOA 'An~:>!.J!:>~dS

"Junowe
puoq aqJ U! aseaJ~ap e se IPM se aSeal~U! ue U! }lnSal ue~ ApO}Sn~/Puoq

aqJ JO u°!JeU!WJaJapal e lOJ Jsanbal aqJ Jet{} ua!Ie aqJ as!Ape agpnf aqJ
JeqJ pa}saggns S! H "paa~old oJ waqJ qS!M nOA MOq UO sa!Jled aq} pn.qSU!
pue gU!leaq uO!Jeu!WJaJapal ApOJSn~/Puoq e paJsanbal seq ua!Ie aqJ JeqJ

A]!la A .slap!A°ld sa~!AJas legal aald JO Jsn JO a~!Alas gu!pnpu! 'SJqg!l
legallaq pue sgu!paa~Old aq} JO asodmd pue alnJeu aqJ JO uane aqJ as!Apv

°Ja}dRq:> S!q}Jo III uOH:>as U! paumno
ampa:>oJd aq} MOnOJ 'papJo:>aJ S! 8U!lRaq aq} JI °pJooaJ O} a}R!ldoJddR

H sP~J ~gpnf ~1p plm 'U~){1Q S! AUOW~Sa} 'p~Ju:>!Idwo:> S! gtJ!.IU~q ~1p sS~lun
p~pJO~J JOU S! g1I!lU~q ApOJSn:>/puoq ~qJ AnUJ~U~D '(LL61 VIS) 9LZ

':>~a NWI 91 'sou!l!tt)Jo J~UUW ~S 'p~pJo:>~J ~q JOU p~~u gU!lU~q ~IU 'Z

.(oooz) (~)6I.£ § ."}I.t":) 8 .PDo:) U09~!WWI ~t~!ldOldd~
u~ JO U09~~!S~P ~oJ ~8pnf U09~~!WWI J~N:) ~qJ JO ~!YO ~qJ

OJ (17) 10 ~~~~ ~qJ l~AO IO~UO~ ~A9~S!U!WP~ 8U!A~q PDO:) UO!J~!WWI

~qJ (£) ~U°!tU~J~p JO ~~~Id ~qJ l~AO UO!p!ps!lnf 8u!A~q PDO:) UO!t~~!WWI

~qt °t (z) ~~U!~~P S! U~!I~ ~qt ~1~1lM. (I) :l~pJO S!qJ U! spno:) 8U!MOnOj
~qt JO ~uo °t ~p~w ~q tsnw SUO!t~U!Wl~J~p puoq M~!A~l °t uo!t~~!IddV

~lp (1U~S~ld l~t~ldJ~tU! llno;) B ~ABq tOU H!J\\ Al~}m 1S0W noA} 'l~1~ldJ~1U! p~uo~

e JO ~sn ~qJ ~se~ ~qJ uI .s~l!J ~sop JO uomsods!p ~q1 uo )}J~p ~qJ 3un~nJ1su! pue

'~dOpAU~ ~dB1 ~qJ U! s~dB1 He 3umnd 'S1!q!qx~ ~qJ JO Alqw~sse 'lepu~Ie~ 3u!le~q

'S

OJ'

"£



.sIe~ddv uO!teJ.8!wWI JO pJeog ~qJ Aq M.~!A~J JOJ UO!S!::>~p IeJo JnOA JO

WnpUeJOW~W U~U!lA\ e ~:>Jew nOA Jetp ~J!nb~J S! J! 'u~:>JeJ S! Ie~de ue JI "I

°I!RW Aq ~!1.1Rd UO JepJo eqt eAJeS pUR seJnpe~oJd IR!lt-tSOd JRI~eJ MOllO.!:! °8

-S}q8!l Ie~dde)o s~H.led
8U!S!Ape 'I-'}IIOH uuod UO .l~p.lO .lnOA p.lO:>~J pue UO!S!:>~p JnOA J~pU~'}I "l

'l~Jdl1q=> S!qJ U! p~Ju~s~d
S~S11=> PUl1 SlOpl1J ~qJ UO p~S11q p~tnJ!S~P ~Al1q nOA ~l1qJ ~l!l1UUO9S~no

UOHl1U!LW~J~~lI ApOJSnJ 11 ~sn OJ qS!M. Al1W nOA 'uoHdo Ul1 sv '9

.soou~SWn~l!~ n~ JSOWI~ u! SNI ~tp UO UO!JU~J~p
JO AJnp ~tp s~sodw! ~rnII Aq p~pU~W~ ~ VNI ~qJ '8661 '61~qOPO

.IEaddE puoq E JOJ paJ!nbaJ S! aaJ oN 'Z

SilIDnI 'lV3ddV os



<I

x!puaddv



l'1NOI.l VJOl DNnIV3H
V 1. V 031.3)1J()(] 3SV;) 3;)N31I3i1NO;)

03aJA - 'M3mIO/NOISI;)30 lV}JO :0 l.N3WH;)V II V

NOI.l VJOl DNnIV3H
V 1. V 031.3)1;)00 3SV;) 'iI;)N31I3i1NO;)

030IA - 'M3mIO/NOISI;)30 N3.L.ln1M :;) 1.N3WH;)V II V
, NOI.l VJOl DNnIV3H V 1. V 031.3)1J()(]

3SV;) V 'MOil DNnIV3H 3;)N31I3i1NO;)
030lA - }J3mIO 3l.flNJW 'MISNV :g l.N3WH;)VllV

1.}JOO;)

01

8

~
t
f

9
All;) 3SV8I.LW10;) 'IO'al.NO;)

3AI.L Y-a1.SINlWOV NV 1. V 03ltDlJOO
3SV;) V 'aOd DNnlV3H 3;)Nffil3dNO;)

030IA - 'a30'aO 3.LflN1W'MISNV :V .LN3Yrn;)V.Ll V
,. ..,. ww ..." .w " Sl.N3WflJOO A 'aV l.N3W3'IddOS

.". .,.. ,... " ". NOISO'I;)NO;)

'OO'oo."OO"""OO"'OOOO""""""'OO'OOOO"""'OO' 3JNtnI3~NOJ 030IA "}IO 3NOHd3T~1.1

HDnO"}lH~ SDNnIY3H NI 03nSSI SNOISIJ30 ONY S"}I3mIO
oo. DNnIV3H 3H~ .10 NOll VJO'1 3H~ .10 mIOJtnI "}IY3'1J V DNIl YtnIJ

...,.. oo... ..oo ... ...oo """" ..oo oooo.. ..oo NOIDnOO"}ll..NI z
z

~~UaI~jUOJ ~P!A pUR ~uoqd~I~.L q:onolqt p~pnpuoJ SD~~H
:90-PO 'ON WnpUR1OW~W ~ln~~Old pUR ~!~nOd gU!J1U~dO W!l~JUI

~gpnf UO!1u.rli!IDWI P!q;::> ~q1 JO ~:)YJO ~q.l

"I
"AI

om

°11
"I

SJ.N3.LN0::> .10 3,aV ~

:J.;)3faflS

:W:OlId.

Jj~S J.loddns lIV
SJOJ1UJS!tI!WPV J.lnoJ nv

s~gpnf uO91Ug!WWI lIV
WillI P!\IJ J~S!SSV IIV:OJ. s~3pnfUO1.1U~~

wnONVMOW3W



°1!n;)1!J q1q~!3 ;)q1 10J sl~dV

JO l1noJ S;)11QS JY.>}!UO ;)q} '!lnoss!w 'A}!;) St!SU1~)I ~U!W;)AO~ 1t!\H ;)q PInOM P;)!Iddt! Mt!I ;)q} ';)Aoqe
qpOJ 1;)S ;)Idwt!x;) ;)q1 ul o(3u!uaq .I°J pa}a'l;>°p s! ase;> aqJ a.laqM UOne;>°1 aqJ ";)O!) UO!1e~01 ~U!JR;)q

;)q} 3U!W;)A03 Mt!I ;)q1 S! ;);)U;)1;)JUO;) O;)P!A 10 ;)uoqd;)I;)1 e!A JY.>pnpUO;) S3U!JY.>;);)01d 01 p;)!ldde ;)(}
O} S! }eq1 MeI J!n~!~ ;)q} 'UO!1!ppe uJ O;)~U;)1;)J1I°;) ;)uoqd;)PJ 10 OOp!A q3no.np 3u!lt!;)q e JO UO!SS;)S e

S;)~U;)WWO~ ;)qs 10 ;)q ;)W!1 q:)t!;) ;)AOqt! JY.>U!nnO Sd;)1S ;)q1 MOIlOJ }SnW ;)3pnf UO!1m!WW! ;)\].1

"UO!JU~013u!lu~q ~qJ ~3ump JOU P!P ~~U~J~Juo~ O~P!A q3noJ1{J 3u!lu;}q ~qJ U! uO!Jud!:>!JJud s,~3pnf
UO!J~!UJW! ;}q.l "!lnoss!w 'AK) sesuu)I U! 3u!lu;}q u JOJ p~J~){~P SUM ;}~ ;}qJ ;}Snu~q UO!JU:>O1

31J!.1Wq ;}qJ SU '!JnOSS!W 'A1!J sesue)l ~y!JU;}P! ;}3pnf UO!J~!UJUI! ;}qJ ;}IdweX;} S!qJ UI ,;!lnOSS!W
'A1!J SUSUU)l U! JU;}S;}Jd IIU ;}JU SHO ;}qJ JOJ A;}WOUU ;}qJ puu 'A;}WOUU S,Ju;}puods;}J ;}qJ 'Ju;}puods;}J

;}1I.l "!Jnoss!w' A1!J sesuu)I U! uOHu~13u!Ju;}{{ ;}qJ JU ';}:>U;}J;}Juo:> O;}P!A U!A '3u!U!s JJOoJ uO!JeJ3!UJWI

03~!qJ ;}qJ JO ;)OQ uqof ;}3pnf uO!JeJ3!UJWI S! S!q.l" :;}JUJS Plnoqs ;}3pnf uOHeJ3!ww! ;}q1 'UO!1u:>O1
3U!Jwq '!lnoss!w 'A1!J susuu)I Jno U! 3u!lu;}q U 3u!pnpuo:> S! OqM 03u~!qJ U! ;}3pnf uOHeJ3!ww!

uu Aq ~U;}J;}Juo:> OOp!A q3noJ1{1 ~pnpuo:> 3U!Jwq U JO 3u!UU!3;}q ;}1J1 JU ';}ldwux;} JO:} "pJOO;}J
;}J;}ldwo~ puu JWp U ;}JU;}J:> 01 J;}pJO U! 'SHO ;}1J1 JOJ psuno:> pue 'AUU J! ';}AHmU;}S;}Jd;}J JO psuno~

s, W;}puodS;}J ;}1J1 'Ju;}puodS;}J;}qJ J 0 UO!Ju~ol ;}q1 ;}lOU Plnoqs ;}3pnf UO!1UJ3!ww! ;}qJ 'UO!J!PPU UJ

"J;)W;)JUI pue J;)URQUI
(11103) S,M;)!A;)lI uO!Jlu3!WWI JO] ;):>!J.JO ~AHn~x3 ~qJ uo ~NRI!RAR S! pUR '11"£001 § "11".1";) 8 OJ

JURnsJnd :>!Iqnd ~qJ OJ ~lqRI!RAR ~pRW S! JS!) S!qJ. "Js!'J 10JJuO;) ~A!JroJS!U!WPV s,~3pnfuo!Jr03!WW!
P!q;) ~qJ JO ~:>!J.JO ~qJ U! ~qs!)qnd ~JR suonR:>°1 3u!JR~q IIV '(~U!J8aq .I°J paJa,,~op S! asw~

aqJ a.laqM u°!J8~01 aqJ '"~"!) 3u!JR~q ~qJ 3un:>npuo:> S! ~qs JO ~q ~J~qM UO!JR:>°1 3U!JR~q :>Y!:>~s ~'tJ

hjnU~P! pUR ~U~J~]UO:> WP!A JO ~uoqd~PJ l1!A 3~U!S S! ~qs JO ~q JR'tJ ~JOU Jsnw ~3pnf uonro3!WW!

~qJ. 'pJ~J ~qJ JO] JPSJ~q JO ]PSW!q hj!JU~P! JSOW ~3pnf UOnr03!WW! ~qJ '31J!.1~q ~qJ JO UO!SS~S
q:>~]O 3U!UU!3~q ~qJ JV "~:>Rld 3U!)fRJ S! 3u~q ~qJ ~J~qM]O pJO~J JR~p R ~J~J:> JSOW ~:>U~J~JUO:>.

WP!A q3noJqJ JO AIIR:>!uoqd~PJ J~qJ!~ 31J!.1wq R S}:>npuo:> OqM ~3pnf uonro3!WW! UV

'iiu!Jc:)q :)qJ jO UO!}c:>°111mpc :)qJ pJOO:)J OJ JU1Q.JOdw! S! J! 'snq.L
'~IY S! Ju:)wn::>op iiu!iiJCq:> :)qJ :)J:)qM. ueqJ J:)qJo UO!}c:>°1 c U! ~Cld :))(CJ hUCnpC hCW siiU!~:)::>OJd

:)qJ '1 n:oo 1 § .~. d';) 8 OJ JU1mSJnd }Jno;) UO!}1illi!WWI (OlJUO;) ;)A!JRlJS!U!WPV ue qJ!M. ~1!J S!

Ju:)wn::>op iiU!iiJcq:> c u:)t{M ,:[(SHO) AJ!Jn:>:)s PUCPWOHjO JU~WJJcd:)(l M.oo] ~:>!AJ~S ~qJ hq }Jt\0;)
uO!}Rlii!WWI :)qJ qJ!h\ P~1!J S! Ju~wn:>op iiu!iiJcq:> c u~qM. '~:>U~WWO:> ~iipnf UO!}1illi!WWI ue ~JOj~q

siiU!~~:>OJd pue 'SJS~A UO!J:>!ps!Jn[f]" JeqJ s;)p!AOJd 17 n:oOI § .~. d';) 8 JC uO!Jcft\ii:)J :)q.L

~NnlV:!lH :!IW .fO NOI~ V::>O, m.L .fO ffilO::>O }lV:!I'::> v ~Nll VO::> °11

. ,{.n~ss~~u ~ ARw JRtp S~iiURq:> AUR P~lJ~J OJ (X)JRfnuuopJ pu~ ~S!A~J ~ OJ ;)nU!Juo:> 1I!h\

pU~ ';)JnJRO 1J! W!J;)J1J! ;)JR s;)Jn~~Jd ;)S;)q.L 'siiu~;)q ;):>u~J;)Juo;:) OOP!A pUR ;)uoqd;)f;).L iiU!lPURq pU~
iiu!pnpuoo JOJ ~Jn(X):>oJd uuoJ!Un W!J;)JU! h\;)U tpJ°J SJ;)S pUR ';)30;).I;)JOO;:) O;)P!A p08 ;)30;).I;)JOO;:)

;)ooqd;)I;).L qano.lq.L p;)pnpoo;:) SoO!.I8;)H 'to-tO 'oN WddO s;)p;)S.I;)dns WddO s~.L

NOI.L30aOmNI'1

-l-



"UO!Je~1 31f!Je~lf S!lfJ
JOj 10JJuo~ ~AneJJS!U!wpe ~lfUo sS~Jppe ~lf1 pue uone~131f!JWq ~9!~~ds ;)q1 q110j S1~S
1elf1 ~JOU100j e Aq ~MOIIOj ~~~J~juro OOp!A Aq pJe~q seM J~uew ~lf1 Jeq1 3U!1e~!pU!

UO!S!~P ~lf1 jO Apoq ~q1 U! ~1J~SU! u~ seq ~~U~1U~S e pue '3u!P~lf ~q1 U! ~Js!l S!
HUO!Je~013u!Je~q" ;)lf1 Jeq1 ~JoN "!Jnoss!w' A1!;) sesue)l U! ~1~))~P ~s~ e JOj UO!S!~P

U~U!JM e p~J~pU~J ~3pnfuo!JeJ3!ww! 03e~!q;) e '~Idwex~ S!q1 u1 "(1Jno~ A1!~ ~seqj1Jno~
IOJ1UO~ ;)AneJJS!u!wpe ue ueqJ J~lf1O ;)J!S e) "UO!}e~ol 3u!J~lf" e Je ~J;)))~OP ~se~ e JOj

3u!Je~q ~~U~J~jUO~ OOp!A e 3u!pnpuo~ S! JO p~pnpuo~ OqM ;)3pnf uO!1eJ3!ww! ue Aq

~nss! 8pO8JOWaw JaqJO/JapJOfUo!spao oaJJ!-IM. e jO ~Idwex;) ue S!;) JU~UJlf~euv

'J;)pJO ;)tpjO WO»oq
;)q1 1e ~1S!1 ;)Je ;)::>U;)J;)juo::> ;)uoqd;)];}1 JO O;)P!A qiJnOJq1 ~IPueq seM. J;»>ew ;)q} }eq}

uone}ou e pue pno::> IOJ}Uo::> ;)A!1eJ1S!U!Wpe ;)tp JOj SS;)Jppe ~q1 }eq} pUR iJu!pe~q ~q} U!
~}S!I S! "uone:>O1 iJU!le~q" ;)q} 1eq} ~1ON '!lnoss!w 'At!;) sesue)lu! ~1~)POP ;)se::> e JOj

;)::>u~J;)juo::> ~P!A qiJnoJtp iJu~q e ~pnpuo::> ;)iJpnfuontllil!WW! oiJe::>!lJ;) e ';)ldwex~

S!q1 UI '(pno::> At!::> ;)seqj1Jno::> 1°j}uo::> ~A!1RJ1s!U!Wpe UR oetp J~tpo ~}!S e) "uone::>°l
iJu!le;}q" e 1e P;)1;)Jt:>Op ;)SR::> e JOj iJu!le~q ;}::>U;)J;}juo::> OOp!A e ~pnpuo::> oqM.. ;)iJpnf

uontllil!WW! oe ,(q p;)nss! .lap.lO a)no!w "MISNV OR jO ~Idwex;) ue S! 9 1U;}WtPR»V

.~~U~J~jUO~ ~uoqd~p1 JO

O~P!A q3no~ ~Ipueq seM. J~uew ~tt11eq1 UO!1etOU e s! ~J~q1 J~pJO S!tt1Jo wouoq ~tp 1e
pue ~sn S! 1lnoJ uO!1eJ3!wWI 1!OJ1~a ~q1 WO.lj J~pJO ~1nU!w e 1eq1 ~10N .ue3!q~!w
'1!OJ1~a U! ~1~)f~p ~se~ e JOj ~~U~J~jUO~ OOP!A q3no.np 3u!le~q e p~pnpuoo ~3pnf

uO!1eJ3!ww! )fJO A M.~N e '~ldwex~ s!tt1 UI .1IDO~ A1!~ :;)seqj1Jno~ 1°.11UO~ ~A!1eJ1S!U!wpe
ue 1e P~1~)f~P ~se:> e JOj 3u!le~q ~:>u~J~jUOO OOP!A e ~pnpuo:> oqM. :;)3pnf
u°!1eJ3!ww! ue A:q p~nss! .IapoiO 31nO!W lIISNV ue jO :;)ldwex~ ue S! V 1u~unpeuv

"3SV:) ,(HU;}nb;}sqns PUR 1IISNV O)~ W;}1p w&GJOJd UR;} W1II moo (8 pUR V

)U;}W1penv) SJ;}pJO ;})nu!w ~qJJO q;)tr.) jO UO!SJ~A P~J-I;}d PJOM R ;})R;}J;) Plnoqs )Jt\0;) ;}q) 'w!l~)U! ~q)

UI "WJOj pJRpUe)s S!qJ ;})R;}J;} 0) ~!J!POW ~ II!A\ W.l°J .Iap.lo aJno,w 1IISNV ~qJ )m{) ~)OU ;}q Plnoqs
JI "~P!AOJd ~m S~ldwRX;} 3U!A\0110j ;}q) 'S~Jn~;)oJd ~ AJ!WJOj!Un ~)OWOJd 0) )JOjJ~ m OJ

"SU°!J°W 3U!lR;}q-)sod pUR ;};)u;}puod~JJo:> jO s~sodmd JOj SS;}JppR pUR )Jno;) 1°.QUOO ;}A!Je.QS!U!WPR

;}1p q)J°j S);}s )Rq) )U;}W;})e)S R pUR ;}:>U;}J;}JUO:> ;}uoqooP) JO O;}P!A q3noJq) ~):>npuo:> SRA\ 3u!JR;}q

;}q))e1JJ )U;}W;})e)S R ;}pnpu! )snw UO!S!;);}P JO J~pJO ;}q.l "UO!)dR:>;}qJ U! (pno:> AJ!;) ;}8eq;pno:> 1°.QUO:>

~A!)e.QS!U!WPR ~q) NU) UO!)g;)°13U!ltr.)q ~1p ~pnp~ )snw ()Jnoo AJ!:> ~8eq;pno:> 10J)UO;) ~A!Je.QS!U!wpg

Ug 0) ~soddo SR) UO!Jg;)O1

JO O;}P!A q3noJqJ ~pnpUO;)

110 :!INOHd:~n::iI.L H~flOllH.L S~Nmv:ilH NI O:!lflSSI SNOISI3:!10 <INV SlI:ilmIO

O£

'Z

°,

3u!J~~q ~ JOJ ~J~"~P S~M. ~~~ ~qJ ~J~qM ~~U~J~JUO~ ~uoqd~I~.
3~q ~ U! ~3pnf UO!Jr03!unD! U~ Aq UO!S!~P JO J~pJO AUV

JI3NIDIJI.iNO3 O:!lOIA
om

-t-



'~::>U~J~JUO::>

~uoqd~p} JO O~P!A q~no.Jln s~~~q uO!}tU~!WW! ~uH~npuo~ JO ~U!lpueq U! s~Jn~:>OJd JO ~!uuoJ!Un

pue SUOHtU~do JO A~U~!~YP ~}oWOJd O} }JoJP ue U! ~nss! u~~q seq wnpUtUow~w S!q.L

'~}otQOOj JY.>Uo!}U~W ~Aoqe ~tp ~pnl~ O}
,.uess~~u ~ JOU PlnOh\. H 'pno:) AJ!:) ~se<tft.lno:) l°.quo:) ~A!}e.qS!U!Wpe ue }e JY.>}~){:)Op

~Se:) e JOj ~:)U~J~jUO:) O~P!A A:q JY.>pnpuo:) Seh\. 8u!le~q S!'{J j! 'J~A~h\.°H 'ss~Jppe
JY.>}s!1 ~tp }e "uno:) l°.quro ~AneJ}s!U!wpe ~q1 q}!h\. JY.>IY ~ }SOW ~:) ~tp O} 8U!U!ep~d
S1u~wn:)Op pue ~:)u~puodS~JJro ne" }etp ~}e}S Plnoqs ~}otQOOj ~'lL '~10tQOOj e A:q

JY.>h\.°IlOj (8u!JR~q JOj JY.>}~':)OP seh\. ~se:) ~tp ~J~qh\. UO!1e:)Ol ~tp "~'!) uO!}e:)O18u~q

~tp }e ~:)u~J~juo:) O~P!A A:q p~q seh\. J~uew ~q} }eq} UO!S!~P ~q} jO A:poq ~tp U! ~}e}S

O} J~q!l::>Sue.q ~q} pru}SU! osle 1I!h\. ~8pnf uoneJ8!ww! ~q.l '8u!p~q ~q} U! (8U!Je~q
JOj JY.>}~':)op seh\. ~:) ~tp ~J~qh\. ~:)eld ~q}) uone:)Ol 8U!Je~q ~tp ~:)eld O} J~q!l:)sue.q ~q}

UJJOjU! }SOW ~8pnfuo!}eJ8!UJ1U! ~q} UO!S!~P leJO ~q} 8u!l~pu;}J U! }eq} ;}}ON '~:)u~J~juo:)
OOp!A A:q JY.>pnpuo:) seh\. 8u!l~q ~q} ~J;}qh\. a~pnr oO!JIU~!WWI aq1 JO oo!spao
11UO aqJ .IOj OOIJd8:> pO8 ~O!p8aq ;}}e!ldOJdde ;}q} jO ;}Idwex;} ue S! a }u~wq:)euv

SJu~wq::muv

NOISO1:::>NO:::> "AI

.~

-p-



V 1.NJlWH~V 1.1. V



:)3pnf UOnm!WWI
( :)w~N)

J~q10

'p~1eU!UU~1 ~J~M s~U!~~:)OJd

uo~s~~p ItUO s,~~pnf uO~1eJ~!WWI ~q1 U! ~~pJO

SR .nr.KIde 01 ~ml!ej JOj J~!I~J ,(rnuO!1~J:)s!P uo UO!1m~W~1 ~q1 JO ~S!Ape SRM 1~puods~)l

'~:)!1OU J~doJd ~ye uone:>!ldde wnlhse snoloA!Jj e ~I!J hl~u~MOIDI1U~puod~)l

"puoq $ e 1sod 01 s~ 1U~puods~J 'uo~ss~wpe JO UO~1~PUO:) e sv

mun e se s~1ms ~1~Uf1 ~q1 01 p~u~wpe s~ 1u~pUods~)l

"9Pl UO~1~S J~pun ~PU!:)s~J seM s~ms s,1u~pUodS~)l

"J~pJO S!lP 0I1~lJ~ ~A~~ 01 ,{rnss~~u S1u~wn:)Op ~1e!ldOJdde lie ~nss~ ~ 1U~puods::u

1mp ~J~p.IO SRM 1! '~1~ JI "UA\eJpq1~M. ( ) ~!"~p ( ) ~1om ( ) seM VNI ~q1

JO OO!1~S J;}pun smms JO 1u~w1snfpe JOJ uO~1e:)~ldde s.1u~puods~)l

"J~q1O ( ) JO UMeJPq1!M ( ) ~~U;}p( ) ~1ueJ~ ( )
SRM. VNI ;}q1JO uo~p~s J;}pun J;}A!eM e JOJ UO!1e:>~ldde S,1u;}puod~)l

'J;}pJO S~q1 011~JP

M!8 01 AJess~:);}U S1U;}Wn:)op ;}1epdOJdde lie ~nss~ ~q 1U;}puods;}J ;}q11eq1 ~J;}pJO seM 1!

'~1utU8 JI "UMtUpq1!M ( ) ~!";}P ( ) (l)(q)VOPl UO!1~S J~pun P~1~ ( ) (J)(q)VOPl

UO!1~S J;}pun ~1ueJ8 ( ) SRM I1MOW;}J JO UOnell;}:)ue:) JO] uOne:)Hdde s.1u;}puod~)l

'UMeJPq1!M ( ) p~!";}P ( ) ~1~ ( )
seM (e)VOPl UO!1~S J;}pun leAOW;}J JO uO~1ell;}:)ue:> JOJ uO~1e:)!ldde s.1u;}puods;})l

"UMeJpq1!M ( )

~!U;}p ( ) ~1ueJ8 ( ) SRM leAOW;}J JO ~U!PI°qq1~M JO] uO!1e:)Hdde s, 1u;}puods;})l

"UA\eJpq1!M ( ) ~!U;}P ( ) P;}1UtU8 ( ) seM. wnlhse JOJ uO!1e:>Hdde S,1u;}puod~)l

01 leAow;}J jO J;}pJO ;}1ew~lIe ue q1!M $ JO 1unowe ;}q1 U! puoq e 8U!1Sod

uodn l!1uo ~1~ SRM. ;}Jn1je~p hJe}UOIOA JO] uO!1e:)!Idde S,1~puods;})l

01 ;}A!1ew;}l1e 01 ~AOW;}J

POO;}p.Io SRM 1U~puodsoo pug ~!";}P seM ;}Jn1Jed;}p hJe}UnIOA JOJ uO!1e:)!ldde s.1u;}puod~)l

01 ;}A!1euJ;}lIe ;}q1 U! JO

01 S;}1ms ~1!Uf1 ;}q1 wO.IJ ~AOW;}J ~J;}pJO seM 1u;}puods;}J ;}q.L []

";}Se:) ;}q1 U! Uo!u!do le!:)llio ;}q1 ;}wo~q I1!M UO!S!~P

leJO ~q1 '~~dOOJ JO ~lwdde ~Plnoqs S~u!~:)OJd ;}tp JI 's;}!1Jed ;}q1 JO ;}:)U;}!U;}AUO:) ~q1

JOj hl~IOS S! wnputUOW~W sN.L 'POOl '8l hew uo P;}J;}1U~ UO!S!~P leJO ~q1 JO ..<Jewwns e S! S!q.L

SDNIa3t1JO~d ,v AOW~ NI

xxx-xxx-xx V :oN al~d

:Ag ~na 11r.XIdy JY.>AJ~~~A!eM :leoody
~OOJ~jUOJ OOp!i\P~u=U~juoJ :moqd~pJ. :Aq p~pnpuoJ 3u!l~H

:~}ea

)
]

[ ]
[ ]
[ ]
[ ]
[ ]

[ ]

( )

{

[

[ ]

[ J

JI~<IIlf NOll V1I~IWWI 3H.L .'10 lIJlffilO

.u~puods~lI

(~weN) :]0 J~uew ~1p UI

LOl8t IW '.LIOH.L3<I
OSt 3.LS '.<IA'18 )RJV d AH3i\\IDI8 SS11

.LHflO:::> NOI.L V11DIWWI



8.LN3WH3V.L.LV



;)3pnf UO!teJ3!WWI
( ;)umN)

:AO 3nO 'V3ddY

(OlIN) 03i\~3S3WO3i\IYM :I~dy

~3U~U~jUoJ 0~P!i\P3U~J~jUoJ ~uoqd~p.L :Aq ~J3npu03 gUP1r.>H

~J!ns '~JUOW JS\!3 ~~ 'JJnoJ UO!J~!WWI :JJnoJ 10JJooJ ~A!J1UJS!U!Wpy

:~reo

:J~qJO [

'p~sop ,.{PA!J1UJS!U!WPR ~J~M sgU!~30Jd [

"~!pnf~d JnoqJ!M '~JRU!WJ~J ~J~M sgU!P~30Jd [

'UO!S!~P IRJO s.~gpnf UO!J~!WW! ~qJ U!

p~J~pJO S\! J~dR OJ ~ml!Rj JOj PH~J ,.uRUO!J~J~S!P uo UO!JRJ!WH ~qJ jO ~S!APR S\!M JU~puods~~ [

'~~!Jou J~oJd ~ijR 00!1R~HddR wnlASR snOIOApj e ~I!J Algu!MoID\ JU~puod~~ [

'pooq $ e JSod OJ S! Ju~puods~J 'uO!ss!wpe jO UO!J!PUO~ R sy [

190n R S\! s~JeJS ~J!un ~qJ OJ ~n!WpR S! 1U~puod~~ [

"9tZ uon~s J~pun P~PU!~S~J S\!M SIQeJs s,J~puods~~ [

'J~pJO S!qJ OJ J~.u~ ~A!g OJ ,.ues~~u s1u~n30p ~JepdOJdde

IIR p:}nss! ~ Jwpuod~J JRq} ~~plO S\!M J! 'p:}1ue~ jl "UMRJpq1!M ( ) P~!u:}p ( ) p~Jue~ ( )

seM YNI :}qJ]O ~l I l UO!J~S J~pun SIQRJS ]0 Ju:}wJsnfpe JO] UO!J~Hdde s, Ju:}puods:})1

"J~qJo ( ) UMRJPqJ!M ( ) P~!U~P ( ) ~JUR~ ( ) seM YNI ~qJ]O - UO!J~S J:}pun J:}A!eM e JO] uO!Je~Hdde s,Ju~puod~~

"J~pJO S!qJ OJ J~.u:} ~A~ OJ AJess~~u SJu~wn30p
~JepdoJdde lie p~nss! ~ Ju:}puod~J ~qJ JRqJ p~J:}pJO seM J! 'P~Ju~ jl "UMRJplU!M ( ) ~!u:}p ( )
p~JU~ ( ) S\!M (q)YOtl u°!J~~S J~pun IRAOW~J]O uo!Jell~ue~ JOj uO!Je~Hdde s..u:}puod~~ [

'UMRJpqJ!M ( ) ~!U~P ( )
p~JuenJ ( ) seM (e)YOtl UO!.~S ~pun IRAOW:}J jO uoneIP~ue~ JO] uO!Je~Hdde s,Ju~puod~)I [

"UMRJpqJ!M ( ) ~!U~P ( ) ~Ju~ ( ) SRM UO!JU~AUOJ
~JOJJ°.L ~qJjo £ ~P!JlY J~pun leAow:}J ]0 IRJJ:}J:}p(.jU!PloqqJ!M JOj uO!Je:>HddR S,Ju~puods~~ [
"UMRJpqJ!M ( ) P~!u:}p ( ) ~Ju~ ( ) seM leAow:}J]O gU!PIOqqJ!M JOj UO!J~!ldde s, JO:}pood~~ [

"UMRJPIJJ!M ( ) ~!u:}p ( ) ~J~ ( ) S\!M wnlAse JO] UO!JR~!ldde s,JwpuodS:}~ [

OJ IRAOW:}J jO J~pJO ~AnRW~1IR OR qJ!M jO Junowe ~qJ U! puoq R gunsod
uodn (!Jon ~JUR~ S\!M ~JIQJOO::>p ..ueJunIOA JOj UO!JR~HddR s.Ju:)puodS:}~

OJ M!JRW:}JIR OJ p::>AOW~J
~J:}pJO SRM Jo;)poodS;)J PUB ~!o::>p S\!M ::>JnJJoo::>p AJRJunloA JOj UO!Je~!lddR s.Ju::>puod~)I [

OJ ~1RJS ~J!un ~qJ WOJ] ~AOW~J ~J::>pJO S\!M Ju:}puod~J::>q.L [

'::>S\!~ ~qJ U! Uo!u!do IR!~YJO ~qJ ~woo::>q II!M UO!S!~P
::>q Plnoqs ~u!~Jd "s~!JJRd ~qJjO ~~U::>!U:}AUO~ ~qJ JOj APIOS S!

Uo ~J::>JU~ UO!S!~~P IRJO]O AJeWwns R S! S!q.L

£0909 11 'o~e::>!qJ '0061

JX>11r.XIde ~q1 J I 11UO :>qt 'p:>u:>dooJ JO
mnpue.JOUJ:>w S!llL .

SDNIO33JO'}Id 'IV AOW3'}1 NI

XXX-XXX-XX V :;)I!d

]
]
]

]
]
]
]
]

( ]

[ ]

J
)
]

[ ]

]
]

390flf NOI.L V1IDIWWI 30.1...'10 ~3mIO

lu~puods~'M

(~weN) :Jo J~uew ~q} °1

nlflOSSIW 'ALD SVSNV)I :NOI.LVJO'1 ~NnIV3H
L1IflOJ NOI.L V1I~IWWI

M,3IA31I NOlL V1I~IWWI 110.'1 3JI.'I.'I0 3AILflJ3X3
3;:)I.LSf1f.!tO .LN3W.LlIVd36 S3.LV.LS 63.LINf1



:J 1.N3WH:JV 1.1. V



"£0909 S!OU!III 'o~e:>!q;) '0061 WOO1{
':)oJUoW }8e3 ~~ 'pno;) UO!}RI~!WWI :1-11100 1°.Quo:> :)h!}e.qs!O!wpe :)q} q}!M ~IY ~ }snw :)ge:>
S!q} O} ~1I!1I!ep:)d S}u:)wn:>op pue :):>u:)puods:).uo:> lie 'I n:ool § °1{°d°;) 8O} }uens.md I

"(!!!)(v)(Z)(q)of;>Z § VNI OJ JuensJnd
~:>u~J~juo:> ~P!A qgno.R{J '!.Inoss!w 'A1!;:) sesue)l U! ~pnpuo:> seA\. J~uem S!qJ U! gU!.le~q ~q.L

,nIflOSSIW AJJ3 SVSNV)J : NOll. V30' 9NnlV3H
l.H1103 NOIl.V1I9IWWI

M.3IAIDI NOll. V1I9IWWI 110.'1 33I.'1.'10 3AIl.fl33X3
33IJ.Sflf.'lO l.N3Wl.lIVd30 S3l.Vl.S 03l.INfl

300flI NOn VlIDIWWI 3Hl dO NOISI33G



~

a .LN3WH:JV.L.LV



'ss~)Jppe :nH JSH OJ u!eJ-l:}::> ~q pue "J-Ino::> IOJJuo::> :}A!JeJ}S!U!wpe :}qJ qJ!M p:}1!J ~ Jsnw
~S1r.) S!q} OJ 3u!U!f!J.I~d sJu~wn::>op pue ~::>u:}puods~JJo::> lie 'II TOO I § .~. .~rJ 8 OJ JUefiSJnd.. :}JouJOOj

3u!MOIIOj ~q} ppe OJ J~!l::>sueJ} ~qJ PU!W~J u~qJ. ',,(!!!)(y)(Z)(q)OtZ § YNI OJ JuenSJnd ~::>u~J~jUOO
OOp!A q3nolq} '!l"°SS!W 'A}!J sesue)l U! p~pnpuo:) seM J:}Uew s!l{J U! 3u!l~q :}qJ... ~Ju~w~Je}s
3u!MOIIOj ~qJ s~pnpU! qdeJ3e.rnd JSJ!} ~qJ JeqJ U!f!J.I:}:) ~q pue UO!S!:):}O 1tU{) JnOA :}Jep!p OJ ~~:)oJd

.aoorn NOUV(lD:IWWI 3nL dO NOISI;)30 'V(l0
3nL" Offil3.LN3;) <INV SdV;) 0'09 :SMOTI0d SV 39 ,'W 3'.LlL 3H.L "M39nI;)SNV(I.L

xxx-xxx-xx V :"ON 3'lH

:NOI.LdV::> DN.I.t\\OTIOd 3Hl. 3l.VffiI::> am S3::>VdS 3ffiIRL NMOO HWO::> 3SVtnd

nmOSSIW 'A.LI3 SVSNV)f :NOU v::xn DNnlV3H
HNII .LX3N - ~ID103 NOU V1IDIWM

HNIl.LX3N - A\3IAffiI NOU V1IDIWM 110.1 33HdO 3AI.I1133X3
HNIl.LX3N - 33USflI .10 m3mlIV d30 S3~ V ~S 03llNfl

se ~~oJd u~q1UO!S!~P ::>q1)0 ..<poq ::>ttl "'1mSnPlnoqs

.LNaONOdSmI
(aWVN)

:.10 1I3LL VW 3H~ NI



:I
x!puaddv



,- ~-ry7>O. ~

'"M"d":) 8 JO uo~~elo~A u~ ~ou am aM pue
's~u~q aq~ Ma~A O~ A~mqe s,:>!Jqnd leJaUa~ aq~ q1~M paJajJa~u~ 1OU aAeq aM ~eq~ uomsod AW s~ 11

'~~eds

JO ){~el 01 ~np heMe p~wn1 gU!~ p!OAe 01 J~JO U! 'uo!1e~1 M~!ApeOJg ~lp ueq1 J~q1eJ 'UIOOJ1JnO~

~JUOW 1SU3 !;!; ~q1 UIOJj sgu!Je~q ~q1 M~!A ~Hqnd leJ~u~g ~q1 JO SJ~UI~UI 1eq1 p~pU~UIUIO~J
s! 11 '~Ido~d JO J~UInU P~1!UI!1 e ~1epoUIUIo~~e hlUO ue~ e~Je gU!~U~J~jUO~P1 O~P!A M~!ApeOJg ~q1

se 'UI~Jq01d e S1u~s~Jd S!q~ '~Hqnd JUJ~u~g ~q1 JO SJ~UI~UI lie JOJ ~eUI ~ Plnoqs uO!1epOUIUIO~e

S!q1 ~A~H~ h~q11eq1 ~1e:)!pU! seq ~~!jJO Jno A .os op 01 qS!M h~q1 J! 'sgU!Je~q gU!Jnp

e~1V gu~U1S M~!ApeOlg ~q11e 'S1U~!P J!~q1 q1!M ~ 01 Sh~WOne 10j sU°!1epOUIUIo~e ~peUI ~Aeq ~M..

. M~!A~"M

UO!1e.ni!WWI jO ~~mo ~A!1n~~x3 :)41 re ~JUOW 1S~M. ~~ WOlj ]Y.)M~!A ~ uu:) S~U!lU~4 :)s04.L ":)!fqnd
:)41 Aq ]y')M:)!A ~ 10UUU:) S~U!JU~4 ~411U41 ]y')1U:)!PU! ~mo AW su4 ~wn ou 1V .S!OUHII'M:)!ApuOJ8
U! u~JV ~u!~ms M~!ApUOJ8 :)41 01 SS:)~:)U ~U!pJU~~l tOOZ 'LZ J~W~1d~S ]Y.)1UP l~U~1 lnoA ]Y.)A!~Y.U I

lU;}W;}:).I°Jug
smolSn:) pu~

uop~.I81mmI .s.n
PO909 11 'oge;)!\[)

'PAI9 uosJt:>er 1S;lM 01

A1!Jn:>as pURlaUlOJl JO )ualU1-IBdOl(} OS-!}

",mm,:Hf" ..t.lIJIU,'IU nun unttrlatarJ fa :n.ffn

W!lPY qU-JOq::>a

',.(I~J~~U~S

:U;}J~H"JW .ffi;}Q

M;}~ApeOJg 01 SS;}:Y.JV ::>Hqnd :;}'N

VO9O9 S!OUHII 'oge::>!\{:::>
'pAm uOs){~f 1s~M 111

S}ue~!WWI JO) J~U~;) S~::>~AJ~S Ieg~
U~J~H A~))O~D

tOOz '9 l~OPO



Jl
x!puaddv



sgg1I!'C1gp q}!M Jf~S O} }sgnbgJ Ugn!JM Am pg!Ugp AIsn°!AgJd peq nOA }eq} 8eM

'S!}nJf!W {eJoWO;) O} ~U!pJoY.>V "Aep }XgU gq} sgg1I!'C1gp q}!M ~)f1?gds mo.y
}eqt JgpJO JnOA ~U!AgAUO~ pgA!~gJ peq gq g~essgw e ~epJ 'Jg}U~ UO!}Ug}go

glJ} }e S!}n)f!W pn)J mo.y I{e~ guoqd:;)p} e p:;)A!~J euoo "SW '~OOZ '£ AJeruq:;)d uO

"sgnsS! J:;)q}O pue ';).lA ~U!UJ:;)~uo~
euoo "SW lJ}!M ~s °t ~lim AJ{eJO peq UJ:;)q}Jo qwq }eqt ~u!W-"Juo~ 'UO!}'C1u:;)s:;)Jd:;)J

JOJ ~1I!J:;)P!suro 8eM J g8e~ :;)soq1\\ UOSJ:;)d e pue 'gU!lli JO }u:;)!P }u:;)JJn~ e O} SJgn:;)1 pgJrnj Jl~ J

'UO!}!ppe uJ ";)lA pue 'UO!}u:;)}gp JO SUO!}!PUO~ :;)qt ~npU! 'sgnsS! JO A}:;)!JeA e ~w~uro ~Y.J°
Jno q}!M ){e~s O} pg}sgnlxu p~ OqM S}u:;)!P I~}ug}od °t }U:;)S gJ:;)M SJ:;)n:;)1 gU!u J:;)q}O :;)q.L

"J:;)q q}!M}~ Plno~ Agq} 'p:;)qS!M
A:;)q} J! pue 'w:;)q} ~S O} }sgnbgJ }q~!lli gqs }~} }nq 'os op O} qS!M }DU P!P Agq} J! 'woO 'sw q}!M

}~ }OU ~u sggU!'C1gp :;)q} }eq} AP!~!Idxg pg}ets SJ:;)n:;)1 gAY gq.L .pno;) UO!}e~!IWlJ 0~!1[)

gq} 1I! (;).LA) ~upu:;)J:;)JUro:;)P}-O:;)P!A JO gsn gq} q}!M ~Ug!J~g l!:;)q} ~Wg~uro ~~gp

q}!M ~ds O} 'Jg}UgJ UO!}u:;)}go A}unO;) eqsou:;))J gq}}e }u:;)sgJd:;)(} PIn OM ~Y.J° Jno JO ~!Jd

~!ssg{ sw pue euoo "sw '~OOZ 'v AJeruq:;)lf uo }eq} AIrlm!S pg}e}s SJgn:;)1 :;)sglJ.L "]x)U!I~P ~ :;)M
S:;)8e::> :;)SOqM 'OO!}e}u:;)sgJd:;)J {e~gl ~U!JfggS ~!Jjo Jno p:;)pe}uo::> AlSO0!A:;)Jd p~ OqM suoSJ~d :;)J:;)M

:;)AY 'u~g}JnoJ :;)sglJt JO "Jg}U~;) UO!tu:;)t~o A}UnO;) eqsoug)J gq} te S~g1I!'C1~P Ug:;)pnoJ OJ SJgngl
p~xeJ 'euOQ g!ln{ 'g::>!Jjo Am JO gA!t'C1u:;)s:;)JdgJ e '~OOZ '17 AJeruqgd ~U!pg::>gJd sAep gv uJ

.;)suod~J
e ~~~nlx)J AlfewJ°) ptm 'J;)}~ ;)1J}j0 ~uptm}sJ;)pun AW ~1I!1I!-eldx;) 'J;)}};)I S!tp nOA ;)'JpA\

AIUO tm:) I 'J;)A;)A\Oq ';)n~°J'e!p ;)uoqd;)p} -e)0 ;):>U;)sq'e ;)q} uI .~~Ptm'JSJ;)punS!W ;)I<iw!s -e q~nol1J'J

U;)~ SIDJ ;)nsS! S'!tp req'J 'sdmp~ 'JO 'SJ;)}~ ;)~1{'J ~w;):>uo:> ~~'e'J;)p 01 ~e mO)o J'e!1r.)p
};))}Wlq e ~nsS'! }OU ;)A'e1{ nOA 1'etp ;){f01{ AW S! n "UO!S!:>;)p JnOA)O SJno}uo:> ;)S!:);)Jd ;)tp ;)1J!UU;)~p

0'J ;)Iq-eun we I 'SJJ'e:> ;)uoqd Am ~wn};)J ;)A'e1{ ;)1I!PA!ll. U;)ID J;):>!yO JOU nOA J;)1{}!;)U ;)sn~g

.UO!W}U;)~Jd;)J J'e~;)1 ;)}eA!ld pw W;):)Uo:) :)!Iqnd)o S;)nsS! ~1I!W;):)UO:> ~U!'e'J~ TH!A\ ~oos 01
sS;):):)e ;):>!y° Aw AU;)P 0'J ~OOZ 'f A.nmJ!pd)O UO!S!~ mOA 31J!W;):)uo:) nOA O} ~}!lA\ we I

~upua.lOJJUo~OJP)-OOJP!A ~U!U.lOJ~uo:J S3OJlI!W)OJ(J qJ!A\ SMOJ!A.lOJ)UJ

Ibo' oSt>:)!q:>Jel' MI4/ii

aa~ 90lnn'11£

ud ltor1t£'l1£

auoqd OlOl.lt£'l1£

lOS£-t0909 S!OU!11I 'oSt>:)!q:>

00£ al!ns

pJ\'4~moSJ UOSXJ\'f 1S~M 111

CJ:JlJsn[ OJ SSCJ:J:JV ]vnb:J

2U1w~~u<Y.>

lnOA

~~M

IDJSOU~)J

':JlA
u°!1mreldx~
P~1!q!qOJd
h1un°:J

'SW~ llJ!q~V

:3}1

tO909 '1 'o~!1D
'pAm uoq~f oM 0 I

A}!ln:Y.>s puepUJoH jO }u~ "sOn
}U~:)~JOjU3 &ulO}sn;) pue uOHe~1 "sOn

IeAOUI:))J pue UO!}u:)}~O JOj JO}:Y.>J!O ~YJO PP!d

W!q~V qeJ<XpQ

SUO~~UJ~dO

~ooz '8 A.nmJqg.'l
86EB-LtE ('ZIE):.19qUmN P'U!G s.J9J!-1l\\

O~V3IH3 NV~]'IOd01l~3W .10
NOI~vaNnod 33NV~S]SSV 'IV~3~



U~J~~oo;
~t 1.:~s

h.rnS~~~U :xt Amu sd~}s }X~U }t?qM ~tJ!UU~}~P ~ ~!lJ° AW 1t?q} os poo 'uo!}!sod mOA pUt?}~pun
J~n:xt oo~ I relH os '~U~!U~AUO~ }S~!I~ mOA 1t? ~ 1~t?}UO~ ~~Id nOh 1ID11 )fse I

"d!qsuO!reI~J
1U~!p-A~WOne ~q1 Aq p~ssedwo~u~ An~ped l~lle ~J~A\ pue 'JU 01 P~l!W!llOU ~~A\

'J~AOOJOUJ 'S1U~!P ~~q1 V!A\ ssn~S!p 01 ~Jed~Jd ~J~A\ ~A\ 1eq1 ~nsS! ~1JJ. "lU~U~ lSJ!tI ~q1

Aq p~p~10Jd S! q~!qA\ '~nWl p~fqns ~q1 ~leln3~J 'J~A~A\Oq '1O~ no A "S1!S!A ~~q1Jo J~UUWJ
pue ~1 ~q1 ~reIn3~J Alqeoo~J AWl nOA req1 ~Z!03o~J ~Jn "SJ01!S!A ollq~ e ~Aeq op OO!l~PP

U! suoSJ~ 'eqsoo~)I JO 3U!°0!pU11j ~q1 q1!A\ ~J~jJ~lU! 01 qS!A\ ou ~Aeq ~A\ q3noq11V

"~p?pounu<Y.Y.>e
O} eqsou~)I jO A}pede3 ~q} pUOA~ suoSJ~d 1p!M. 31I!}:;Y.)Ul UO ~}S!S1J! ~Aeq }OU PlnOM. ptm

'J~mrew leuo!s~JoJd AJ~A e 1I! ~Apsur.np p~podw03 ~Aeq Pin OM A~q} 'eqso~)I }!S!A O} ~M.°IJe
u~ ~3!ld "sw ptm euO(] "sw peq 'suOSJ~d JO .r.xtmnu }1m3!p.lliJ!s e O} ~xe) }U~S ~M q3nmpJe

}ett} nOA ~rosse 1m3 ] 'p~PU] l.U~q} uodn ~osu~pJnq Alnpun }OU ~Je S}!S!A roo }eq} ~rosu~ O}
eqSOU~)] JO lJe}s ~q} JO nOA tp!M. )fJ0M. O} Addeq ~ PlnoM ~M pue 'S}1J!el}SUOO pmO!}eJOOO 1J!e}J~

~Aeq Aew eqsou~)I }eq} PUeJSJ~pun ~M "Aldwoo AweJ3 n!M. ~M 'S}!S!A roo JOj UO!S~ )f~S
~M }ett} ~U!J!nOOJ MOU ~Je nOA '~3UeJmm3J!3 mo U~A!3 J! 'J~A~MOH "St!S!A JO) JeAOJdde ~tmApe

~qo S}tm}S!sse J!~q} pue sA~WO}}e }eq} }u~w~J!nb~J Aue )0 PIO} ] seM JOU O} ~~U~~pJ ou punOJ ]
"A~!lod uo!}e}!S!A J!~q} O} se ~J!nb1I! O} eqSOO~)] ~lIe~ pue spmpUeJS UO!}U~}~O SHO ~tp ~M~!A~J

] '~~p q}!M s3U!}~~ ~~q} ~3tmJJe O} 3U!}dw~ne O} J°!ld "~J!nb~J S! ~nb~J e q~ns
~A~!I~ }OU op ] }etp s! ~U!e}~P qJ!M )feOOS O} Uo!sS!Wl~d JO) ~)fse }OU ~Aeq ] UO~J ~q~

"~1I!e}~p lf1!A\ ~S
01 ~sp hpoqhW JO nOh P~)}se I ~A1?lf ~A~U 1ng ~!U~P seq )lIOH 11?lf11~nIY.»J ~ 'JJ.A 31I!~u(Y.)

~3pnf UO!1~J3!WW! lf1!h\ ~~ds 01 ~h\01~ ~ ~h\ 11?lf1 ()lIOH) h\~!A~)I U°!1~J3!wwI)O ~YJO
~A!1n~xH ~q1 011~n1Y.»J u~n!JM ~ ~pmu ~A1?lf I "(p~puodsaJ 10U ~A~lf U!1S nOh q~!lfh\ 01) ~~YJo mo

illO.g U°!1~1U~~Jd~J ~3~1 31I!1J!e}q0 3~uo~ sa~1I!e}~p 01 UO!1mllOjU! ~1nq!J1S!P 10Utm~ ~YJo
hill 1mp UO!S!~p JnOh 3U!w~~u(Y.) 'trooZ 'zz J~W~AON uo nOh 01 J~n~1 ~q10w 1~S I .~!ApeOJg

1~ ppq s3~1I JJ.A)O uO!1Jod ~tp h\~!A 10U PIno~ ~~YJo mo 11?lf1 'trOOZ '6 J~~1d~S
)0 31I!1XJW mo 31I!Jnp '1U~~1e}S JnOh 31J!UU!Juo~ 'trOOZ 'LZ J~~1d~S uo nOh 01 J~n~I

~ 1U~S I 'SJ~nmu J~1I10 31I!w~u(y') nOh 01 S1~nIY.»J)O J~nu ~ ~pmu ~A1?lf I "JJ.A ~~u(y')
~U!e}~p tp!h\ ~S 01 '31I!1!JM 1I! JO 'h~JO 'noh 0118an1Y.»J AW ~ew ~~u ~A~q I

~U~~:>JOJU3 SUIO~snJ pue uO!}UJ2!WW1 .s.n
psunOJ p~qJ A1nd~

u~J2pun'l U~.m)J::>:>

A~WOnv JO!U~S

.s~~~~p t}1!h\ ~~ds 01 sn h\OIJe 01



~
x!puaddv



--- ,--:;.r -.
~JOW ~~u~p s~ }ue.J8~! '.MOU pmt AaJOU8 ow 80!puy WOJJ }mllii~ww~ ~pOOw~ sS~~Jd Jl.A . }SH S~~~AJ~ le~);)1 ~A~~J O} ~HeJ tue.nJ~WWJ . oN ~A :N/A 'p3p3dW! 13sun03 OJ sS3~. S,JU1U3JWIDJ

:SW3'I80Hd '13SNflO3 O.L SS333V

=>W!J

, .~O<p ~:xHI:) ~.MStrn AUV UO

~

1.8uOI A\O{{ JOj pue -<qA\ '{Y.m~uo~
11 (8u!J1r.XI S1~~ JOj ~f1\p:xfos pow j~n~ JOj ~Hdd~ 'paA~ ~~pJO '~n1l!1uo~) 8~ jO awo~no

SiJlI!P~ao.IQ UO~P u~ S~ JU1LI.iJ~WW~ UUS"BOJ~

:N/A ~M\818 JXXHIftU8M l~uocI!w ~ :N/A l~ 0Jd :oND
(lA~p8OJa) (oJ1to!'t» l.~ JOJ J~M\1!1 SUM ~~\{h\ :~U A~WOUV :sa.J D

-:N/A l.~~c:b)f 1~~)I
d!qsu~1!:) JO ,(quno:) S.I~!WWI IU1L1S~Jo ~N - - - - - - - - - - l.u# V") # ~J

A\a¥Ap1JOJ8 :XW°W '8 SS (~uo )f:)Q{[) l~A»Sqo nOA P!P ~\{h\
_O_.~--.Q-

~ ioJU,WUVt tl!t!t \ ,",uu J!~} I..itM.N
;)~pnc UO~!UJ1DI -

:nvw-g - ~

ON

-;MoqB ~J(~:J UMUU8 JWV 110 "J1r.KKl1lIOJ .10 0Jq~ . ~O .
AJ~I1mb punos JOOd . shupp UO~SS!WSU1U~ . ~ uo~~I~ DO ~ ~StnUJ. . - uO9~unJl1nU (8J~ o~P!A JO uo~s!A:)P}) }u~wd~nbtl .

oN ~.A :NI.A 'RDSS) (nJ1l1pa~
:SW3'UIOlId 'lV3INH33J.

uoqUI~ JO ~!JOS~

~O
At!lmb punos JOOd

d!qsu~zn!~ }U1US~JO~N - --
:K>JUoW '3 SS (~ A\~!Ap1K>Ja

~tea
:JO}~UOW JO ~weN

/ aaqs ~U!.IOnUOw ~U!.I8aH ~.LA



l.A~WOUU ~1O ... l.}U~!P

~1O 'H!M M.~!~}U! uu ~Inp~tps O} ~{!qM.qpOM. :xt }! PlnoM. '~su~ ::>q} 'H!M sw~lqOJd JlA ~'H 8u!-l~P!suOJ

:U!UlmcH
l.SOI\SS! :::>J.A JOj ~epowwOOO1J O} s8~q .J::>qjS!t{ ~8uuq~ O} 8u!I1!MPlqu w~ ~8pnf ~'H P!G

:NIX lS1~m:::>l.A O} ~~.nJe k>woue ~q} P!P 'satCh
l3l.A Aq S~q S1!J~m }1ftrg :':>q} op PlnOM A:.:>q} J! SA~WOue :':>q} ){8e :.:>8pnf :':>q} P!O

lAntl:':>!~!lJns l~}:':>ldI~}U! :':>q} J1r.)q Plno~ }U~pUOds:.:>l :':>q} J! }U:>pUods:.:>l :.:>q} ){8e :.:>8pnf :':>q} P!O
l.AnU~!~!lJnS ~8pnf ~'H lU~q Plno~ }U~pU~J ::>qU! }u~puods~J ~1O ){se ~8pnf ::>tp P!G

l,Ap8::>lo S}uudn~~ S}! pue WOOJpnO~ ::>10 ~::>S Plno~ }U~pU~J ::>q} J! }u::>puodS::>J ~tp ){se ~8pnf ::>'H P!G

l.AqA\ 'os JI : NJ A l.W::>}sAs JlA ::>l{} JO ::>sn1l~ 'p::>8U}ueApu8!P

88M }UtU8!WW! ::>tp}Ut.f} JO 'p~!pnf::>Jd SUM:,)S1r.) S,}uuJ3!WW! ::>'H }1Il{} uo!snlouoo 11lJ::>u~8 11 ~J~l{} suM. . oN s::>A :N/X 'SUJ3:)UO:) sS3:)oJd 3np 11U3U3f)

:SNH33NO3 SS330Hd 3flO '1V1I3N3f)

.~Aoqe p::»{~~q~ S.J::>M.SUU AIm uo ~}1IJoqeI::> JO :xt!-l~~ . J:':>'HO . W!t{ }SU!e8e ~u!wqns (s)}U~wn~p M.~!A~J O} ~lq1lun }tm.J8!WWI . UOOJos UO!S!A~l~ UO A~WOU1l JO pno~ ~ },ImO }UtU8!UIWJ: (MAp.i([ TO 3U].IO11UO",) .
pno~ U! s}u::>wn~p 8u!8Jeq~ ::>Aeq }OU s::>op }ueJ8!WwI .

~ds::>q ::>{!qM. ~oeJ S,}ueJ8!WW! (uOOJ~s UO!S!A~I~} UO) OOS }OUU1l0 ~8pnf .
oN 8::>1... :N/X 'sm3IQOJd A.l8!JU3pJA3 JOIPU.18!UOm!JS3~

:SW3'nIOHd XHVI.LN30IAW'IVINOWI.LSn

":')Aoq1l ~){~qo S.J::>MStm Atm UO ~eJOqep JO :xt~

O} 8p:,)~U ptm

}U:,)!1°::>tp }SU!e8e P~U!wqns (s)}U~Wn~Op ~U!W1lX~ 0} ::>Iqeun A;>WOnv

.

.

..

. :;).LA .!IO ~Sfl S,~~(ffif

.

.

.

.

.

.

l~tUO
U! ~~!P ~q~ tU!A\ ~~~!unwwoo o~ ~lqeun ,{~WOUV

s:)ss~~!A\ ~S~Ape ~U!lliex:rSSOl:J m ~lqeun h~WOUV
~ue.DJ!WW! tU!M. ~:JU~P!A~ A\~!A:)l }OUU!~ A:)WOUV

~:>~pyuoo



H
x!puaddv



1.~1uno~ua nOA P!P swalqOJd JO SPU!){ 1~ttM "!

l.SWaIqold AmHuap!Aa/p!U°W!1sa1 AIm pa~ua!ladxa nOA aA~H

l.sawn AImW MOq 'os JI '!!

lJ~Juno~u~ nOA P!P sW~lqOJd JO spup[ J~qM '!

, . lS~lqOJd l~suno~ OJ ss~~:>e A~ u~~S nOA ~A~H

- ls~w!J AIrnW MOq 'os JI '!!

l,J~}unoou~ nOA P!P sW~IqoJdJo spup{ rellM '!

l,SW~IqoJd UO~}~JdJ~}U! A1m P~~>U~!l~dx~ nOA ~AeH

l,S~W!} A1mW MOH '!!

i.l~}unO~U~ nOh P!P sw~[qOld JO spup( re1lM "!

- i.s8~q h1m iiu!IDp sw~[qold [B~!uq~~} h1m p~~u~~dx~ nOh ~ABH °B

"siiU!JB~q :JlAJo s}~~dS1? ~y!:>~ds }noqB nOh ~S1? II.I MON

lWOO~OO ::np 1I! ;)J.AJO ~sn ~1IJJO SUO!S~ldW! 11u~~g mOA~.rn ~e\{M (E

l;)~A ~sn nOA P!P AtmW 1\\oq 1IJ!1\\ '~soq~ JO (Z

- lStpUOW X!S ~seI ~1IJ U! ~~U~~l~l nOA ~Aeq ~U~!P p~U~~P AtmW 1\\oq ~noqv (J

« :(#V ':mmu ~u!1Q~p) ~!U°m ~M. pnp SJ~q;s!1lJO ~SB;)

:UU!iI Ie~:rJ
:~umu S,A~WOUV

SA;}DJOnv JOj SDOnS;}no M;}!AJ;}JDI

(l:)AO)

lS~WH A1mW M.oq 'os JI .!!

'p

'0

"q

(t

h\~~}U! JO u0ge~ol pue ~}ea .
.""'nuT n Y""""Y' Y"""'T



, ' ,

J '\.

(. MUS I PRtM }noqu su09~nb :){su II!M I ~qAuw) .~

lOf18'J spp JO} 3J.A !U!sn U! ~lqOJd AUU ~l~M ~tp ~

~

. " , ,- , :.. l.}~M 8upuQt{ ~tp ~ nOA P!P MOH "1J

.(~o ~ }noqu suoH~nb) ~t{~UM I }1Jtp 8u!l1J~t{ l1Jln~9l1Jd (11

'~ ,

. l.s8~q
3M h!op U! pgdol~Mp QAeq no.< SQO!t.'8Jd ~A9~1J~ ~som a1p Ql1J 'AUU)! '}1nW (01

(l.SUO~tlU }O SPUR J1ftIA\) i.:>.1A 0} BUO~11J ,Aue ~JIIUI no,{ '}no 1\\

l,At{A\ l.tm~sAS Plo
Q1p 0} JPUq o! '}noqs QM ~ 10 ~ P}noqs ~l.A Q1p }VIp :){U~ nOA op 'Al~J1JUI9U1

l.s»~m 10} AIDO 10 St!l~m puu Sl~ 10} :::>.LA aft no.( mA\ <L

(i.tSQnbal ~}O ~1tB:U ~tp SUM ~ 'osJI) ~J.A an 0} tOO pgJfS8 »M no.< QAWH <9

.' . ,'!

l.aJ.A}0 ~U~l}S ~tp ~l1J JUtlM 'uo!U'!do roo.< 11} (~

l.s~mH AUUW MOt{ 'os }I on

. "I

l.~unOOUQ nOA P!P s~lqOJd}o SPU!:){ }ut{A\

l.s~nss! sS~~ld :;Inp l:;ltpO ~SS:;ltQ!M

(J~AO )

nOA P!O °q

(6

(8

'1

nOA ~AeH .~

:M:}!A.!:}}U! JO uOH~~oI p~ :}}~a


	Cover VideoConfReport.pdf
	final draft without blank pages.pdf
	Appendices.pdf

