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DECISION 

I. Introduction 

The Department of Enforcement filed a three-cause Complaint on November 17, 2015. 
Cause one alleges that Respondent David Michael Miller made unsuitable recommendations 
involving unit investment trusts ("UITs"). He recommended 140 UIT purchases totaling over 
$5.3 million in 129 customer accounts without having a reasonable basis to make the 
recommendations, in violation ofFINRA Rules 2111 and 2010. Cause two alleges that Miller 
made negligent misrepresentations and omissions of material fact in connection with seven 
customers' purchases of UITs, in violation ofFINRA Rule 2010. Cause three alleges that Miller 
made negligent misrepresentations to one customer in connection with the customer's decision to 



hold his UIT investment, in violation of FINRA Rule 2010. Miller's unsuitable recommendations 
and misrepresentations and omissions caused his customers to lose a total of $1,019,656.83. 

Miller did not file an Answer or otherwise respond to the Complaint. 

On February 5, 2016, Enforcement filed a Motion for Entry of Default Decision. The 
motion is supported by the Declaration of Enforcement's counsel, Edwin Aradi ("Aradi Deel."), 
and eight exhibits (CX-1 through CX-8). On March 21, 2016, at the Hearing Officer's direction, 
Enforcement submitted a second Declaration ("Aradi Second Deel."), together with eight 
additional exhibits (CX-9 through CX-16). Miller did not respond to the motion. Thus, the 
Hearing Officer grants Enforcement's motion and deems the facts alleged in the Complaint 
admitted pursuant to FINRA Rules 9215(f) and 9269(a). 

II. Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

A. Miller's Background 

Miller was firs~ registered with a FINRA member firm in 2008. He was registered as a 
General Securities Representative with The Huntington Investment Company ("Huntington"), 
the broker-dealer affiliate of The Huntington National Bank ("Huntington Bank"), from June 
2008 to August 2013. On August 15, 2013, Huntington terminated Miller's employment after it 
determined that he violated industry standards of conduct involving sales of UITs. 1 

B. FINRA's Jurisdiction Over Miller 

Miller filed a Uniform Application for Securities Industry Registration ("Form U4") to 
register with Huntington on July 9, 2008. Huntington filed a Uniform Termination Notice for 
Securities Industry Registration ("Form U5") with FINRA terminating Miller's registration on 
August 27, 2013.2 Miller is not currently associated with a FINRA member.3 Nonetheless, he 
remains subject to FINRA's jurisdiction for purposes of this proceeding pursuant to Article V, 
Section 4(a) of FINRA's By-Laws. 

The Complaint charges Miller with misconduct committed while he was associated with 
a FINRA member. The misconduct charged in the Complaint occurred between August 2012 and 
May 2013 ("the Relevant Period"), while Miller was associated with Huntington. 

Article V, Section 4(a)(i) ofFINRA' s By-Laws provides that an amendment to a notice 
of termination filed within two years of the original notice that discloses conduct actionable 
under any statute, rule, or regulation shall operate to recommence the running of the two-year 
period of jurisdiction. Huntington filed an amendment to the original notice of termination on 

1 Default Motion, at 2; Aradi Deel. ,i 4; CX-1, at 6-7. 

2 Default Motion, at 2-3 ; Aradi Deel. ,i 5; CX-2, at 5. 

3 Aradi Deel. ,i I I ; CX-2, at I. 

2 



December 17, 2013, which was within two years of the original notice of termination filed on 
August 27, 2013. The Form US amendment disclosed a customer complaint that Miller made 
unsuitable recommendations and misrepresentations that induced the customer to invest in a 
UIT. This is conduct actionable under FINRA rules and is the type of conduct at issue in the 
Complaint.4 Accordingly, the filing of the amended Form US on December 17, 2013, extended 
the two-year period of jurisdiction to December 16, 2015. Therefore, Enforcement's filing and 
service of the Complaint on November 17, 2015, was timely. 

C. Origin of the Investigation 

This proceeding originated from an investigation by Enforcement after Huntington filed a 
Form US on August 27, 2013, disclosing that it had determined that Miller had ''violated industry 
standards of conduct" and that he was permitted to resign from the firm. 5 

D. Miller Defaulted by Failing to Answer the Complaint 

Enforcement served Miller with the Complaint, First Notice of Complaint, and Second 
Notice of Complaint in accordance with FINRA Rules 9131 and 9134. Enforcement served the 
Complaint and First Notice of Complaint on November 17, 2015, and the Complaint and Second 
Notice of Complaint on December 16, 2015.6 In each instance, Enforcement served Miller by 
first-class certified mail addressed to his last known residential address recorded in the Central 
Registration Depository ("CRD") as well as an alternative address that Miller provided to 
Enforcement at his on-the-record testimony. 7 Thus, Miller received valid constructive notice of 
this proceeding. 8 

Pursuant to Rule 9215, Miller's Answer was due by January 4, 2016. Miller did not file 
an Answer to the Complaint and Second Notice of Complaint. Accordingly, the Hearing Officer 
finds that Respondent is in default. 9 On January 8, 2016, the Hearing Officer issued an Order 
holding Miller in default for failing to file an Answer. 

4 Aradi Second Deel. ,r 8; CX- 13, at 6-7 (concerning customer RT). 

5 Aradi Deel. ,r 4; CX-1, at 6. 

6 Aradi Deel.~ 7-8. 
7 

Default Motion, at 4; Aradi Deel.~ 7-8; CX-4; CX-6. Enforcement also sent courtesy copies of the Complaint and 
Second Notice of Complaint to Respondent's counsel via email. Aradi Deel. ,r 9. 

8 See, e.g., Dep't of Enforcement v. Evansen, No. 2010023724601, 2014 FINRA Discip. LEXIS 10, at •21 n.21 
(NAC June 3, 2014), aff'd, Exchange Act Release No. 75531, 2015 SEC LEXIS 3080 (July 27, 2015). 
9 

Respondent is notified that he may move to set aside the default pursuant to FINRA Rule 9269(c) upon a showing 
of good cause. 
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E. First Cause of Action-Miller Recommended UITs Without Having a 
Reasonable Basis 

Miller engaged in a pattern of recommending unsuitable UITs without having a 
reasonable basis for the recommendations, causing his customers to lose money. By making the 
unsuitable recommendations, Miller violated FINRA Rules 2111 and 2010. 

During the Relevant Period, Miller made unsuitable recommendations of 140 UIT 
purchases totaling more than $5.3 million in 129 customer accounts. 10 Before recommending the 
UITs to his customers, Miller's efforts to educate himself about the products were limited to: 
(i) conversations with his team leader; (ii) attending a sales meeting where another team leader 
gave a ten-minute presentation on how he sold UITs; and (iii) communications with the UIT 
wholesalers. 11 

Miller did not undertake reasonable diligence to ensure he adequately understood the 
features and risks of the UITs before recommending them. Miller never read a UIT prospectus 
before making his recommendations and did not understand features of the UITs, including how 
they were valued at maturity, risks, volatility, and use ofleverage. 12 

The UITs invested in portfolios consisting of the common stock of closed-end investment 
companies (known as "closed-end funds," or "CEFs"). The CEFs generally invested in tax
exempt municipal bonds. The UITs' portfolios were not managed and generally did not sell or 
replace securities after the offering period closed. The trusts terminated on mandatory 
termination dates that were determined before the offering. At termination, the trusts' holdings in 
the CEFs were either liquidated or distributed by the trustees. The mandatory termination dates 
did not match the maturity dates of the municipal bonds held by the CEFs. Accordingly, the 
values of the UITs at the termination of the trusts were based on the then-current value of the 
CEFs. Some of the CEFs the UITs invested in used leverage to increase the potential of portfolio 
returns. UIT prospectuses disclosed that some CEFs invested in below investment-grade 
securities and speculative junk bonds which subjected them to greater risks, including higher 
rates of default. 13 

FINRA Rule 2111 states that "an associated person must have a reasonable basis to 
believe that a recommended transaction or investment strategy involving a security or securities 
is suitable for the customer, based on the information obtained through the reasonable diligence 
of the member or associated person to ascertain the customer's investment profile." The Rule 

10 Enforcement learned after it filed the Complaint that Huntington had included a duplicate purchase transaction for 
one customer. As a consequence, the Default Motion reduced the total number of trades referenced in the Complaint 
from 141 to 140 and the total dollar amount of sales from $5.4 million to $5.3 miJlion. Default Motion, at 2 n.l; CX-
8; Complaint ("Comp!.") 'll'll l, 20 and Ex. A. 

11 Comp!. '1121. 

12 Comp!. '1122. 

13 Comp!. '!I'll 14-1 8. 
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requires that, in addition to knowing a customer's financial situation, objectives, and needs, a 
broker must have an adequate understanding of the investment product he is recommending. 
Accordingly, there is a well-established duty to reasonably investigate the securities 
recommended and to have a reasonable basis for recommending them to customers-commonly 
referred to as "reasonable basis" suitability. 14 

Supplemental Material .OS(a) to Rule 2111 provides that what constitutes reasonable 
diligence depends on "among other things, the complexity of and risks associated with the 
security or investment strategy and the member's or associated person's familiarity with the 
security or investment strategy." Therefore, a broker must have a reasonable basis to believe that 
the recommendation could be suitable for at least some investors after performing reasonable 
diligence. Pursuant to Supplemental Material .OS(a), a broker's reasonable diligence must 
provide the broker with an understanding of the potential risks and rewards associated with the 
recommended security, and the lack of such an understanding when recommending a security 
violates FINRA Rule 2111. 

Miller failed to conduct reasonable diligence before recommending UITs to his 
customers and thus failed to have reasonable grounds for believing his recommendations were 
suitable for•them, in violation of FINRA Rules 2111 and 2010. 

F. Second and Third Causes of Action-Miller Made Negligent 
Misrepresentations and Omissions of Material Fact 

Miller negligently misrepresented and failed to disclose material facts to seven 
customers15 in connection to their purchases ofUITs. The seven customers invested a total of 
$964,000 in UITs. Miller told the customers that: 

1. The UITs could lose value only if bond rates rose or municipalities defaulted 
before the UITs matured; 

2. Although the net asset value (''NA V'') could fluctuate, so long as the 
municipalities did not go into default and bond rates did not increase, then the 
customers' principal would be returned when the UITs matured; and 

3. Any losses from NAV fluctuation would be less than the interest payments the 
customers would receive over the life of the trust. 

14 
Richard G. Cody, Exchange Act Release No. 64565, 2011 SEC LEXIS 1862, *26-32 and nn.8-16 (May 27,2011). 

See also Hanley v. SEC, 415 F.2d 589, 595-596 (2d Cir. 1969); Dep't of Enforcement v. Siegel, No. C05020055, 
2007 NASD Discip. LEXIS 20, at *38 (NAC May 11, 2007) (a "recommendation may Jack 'reasonable basis' 
suitability if the broker: (1) fails to understand the transaction, which can result from, among other things, a failure 
to conduct a reasonable investigation into the security; or (2) recommends a security that is not suitable for any 
investors."), aff'd, Exchange Act Release No. 58737, 2008 SEC LEXIS 2459 (Oct. 6, 2008), aff'd in relevant part, 
592 F.3d 147 (D.C. Cir. 2010), cert. denied, 560 U.S. 926 (2010). 
15 

The seven customers are AW, CH, D Family Trust, LL, LM, MEM Trust, and MM. 
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These statements are false. The NA V could decline for reasons unrelated to the bond 
rates or municipalities defaulting. The value of the UITs Miller sold could decrease significantly. 
Losses from the decline in the NA V fluctuation could, and did, exceed the interest payments on 
the UITs. 

Miller also failed to disclose to the seven customers that: 

1. The CEFs underlying the UITs were highly leveraged and accordingly involved 
risks; and 

2. The value of the UITs at termination depended on the then-current value of the 
component CEFs (and not that the underlying bonds would reach maturity at the 
termination of the trust and therefore return principal). 

Miller also made negligent misrepresentations of material facts to customer RC. On 
December 14, 2012, RC invested $150,000 in a UIT based on the recommendation of another 
Huntington registered representative. In February 2013, RC asked a Huntington Bank employee 
why his January 2013 statement showed that the.value of his investment dropped to $148,000. 
The bank employee asked Miller to contact RC to answer his question. In April 2013, Miller left 
RC a voicemail in which he stated that the UIT he had invested in was "safe" and that if RC held 
the UIT to trust termination he would receive his entire $150,000 principal investment and five 
percent interest during the life of the trust. 16 

Miller's statements were false. The UIT was not a safe investment, and the value ofRC's 
investment at the termination of the trust could be significantly lower than his principal 
investment. In reliance on Miller's statements, RC held onto his UIT investment until August 
2013, while the NA V continued to decrease. These misrepresented facts are material. Miller 
acted negligently in misrepresenting the foregoing material facts because he failed to conduct 
reasonable diligence on the UITs. 

FINRA Rule 2010 requires FINRA members to observe high standards of commercial 
honor and just and equitable principles of trade in connection with the conduct of their business. 
Rule 2010 also "states a broad ethical principle" and is violated when a respondent engages in 
unethical conduct. Negligent misrepresentations and omissions of material facts are inconsistent 
with just and equitable principles of trade. Therefore, Miller's misconduct violated FINRA Rule 
2010. 17 

16 Compl. ,r 32. . 

17 
Dep 't of Enforcement v. Rooney, No. 2009019042402, 2015 FINRA Discip. LEXIS 19, at *80-81 (NAC July 23, 

2015) (citingDep't of Enforcement v. Kapara, No. Cl 0030110, 2005 NASD Discip. LEXIS 41 , at *20-21 (NAC 
May 25, 2005)) (citingDep't of Enforcement v. Timberlake, No. C07010099, 2004 NASO Discip. LEXIS 11, at *16 
(NAC Aug. 6, 2004) ("It is axiomatic that a broker who makes material misrepresentations and omissions to 
customers is engaging in unethical conduct.")). "Whether information is material is dependent upon the significance 
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III. Sanctions 

FINRA's Sanction Guidelines (the "Guidelines") recommend a fine of $2,500 to 
$1 I 0,000 and a suspension ranging from ten business days to two years for unsuitable 
recommendations. In instances where aggravating factors predominate, the Guidelines instruct 
adjudicators to "strongly consider" barring an individual respondent. 18 The Guidelines further 
state that adjudicators should also order disgorgement, as set forth in General Principle No. 6.19 

There are no Principal Considerations specific to unsuitable recommendations and adjudicators 
are directed to the Principal Considerations in Determining Sanctions. 

The Guidelines for misrepresentations or material omissions of fact involving intentional 
or reckless misconduct recommend that an adjudicator strongly consider barring an individual. 
The Guidelines also propose a fine of $10,000 to $146,000 in cases of intentional or reckless 
misconduct. Where mitigating factors predominate, the Guidelines recommend that adjudicators 
consider suspending an individual for a period of six months to two years. 20 There are no 
Principal Considerations specific to misrepresentations or material omissions of fact and 
adjudicators are directed to the Principal Considerations in Determining Sanctions. 

Miller's unsuitable recommendations and misrepresentations concerning his customers' 
UIT investments are related. The Hearing Officer accordingly imposes a unitary sanction for 
these two violations.

21 
The sanctions are designed to deter the same underlying misconduct. For 

the following reasons, the Hearing Officer bars Miller and orders him to make restitution to his 
customers totaling $799,161.0722 and disgorge $15,161.54 as a fine, which equals the 
commissions that he earned from selling UITs. 

the reasonable investor would place upon the representation." Kapara, 2005 NASO Discip. LEXIS 41, at *19 (citing 
Basic Inc. v. Levinson, 485 U.S. 224,240 (1988)). 
18 

FINRA Sanction Guidelines at 94 (2015), http://www.finra.org/Industry/Sanction-Guidelines. 
19 Guidelines at 94 n. l. 

20 
Guidelines at 88. In cases involving negligent misconduct, an adjudicator should consider suspending an 

individual for 31 calendar days to two years and imposing a fine of $2,500 to $73,000. 
21 

Dep 't of Ef!.forcement v. Mielke, No. 2009019837302, 2014 FINRA Discip. LEXIS 24, at •55 (NAC July 18, 
2014) (citing Dep't of Eeforcement v. Fox & Co. Inv., Inc., No. C3A030017, 2005 NASD Discip. LEXIS 5, at •37 
(NAC Feb. 24, 2005) (finding that "where multiple, related violations arise as a result of a single underlying 
problem, a single set of sanctions may be more appropriate to achieve NASD's remedial goals")), ajf'd, 58 S.E.C . 

. 873, 894 (2005). 

22 
Customer losses were calculated by subtracting the net proceeds of each customer's sale or termination of the UIT 

from the customer's cost of purchasing the UlTs. See Ex. A attached hereto (see "Purchase Amt," "Net Proceeds," 
and "Losses" columns). 
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Miller engaged in a pattern of misconduct by making unsuitable recommendations in 
connection with 140 UIT purchases in 129 customer accounts totaling over $5.3 million.23 Miller 
engaged in this misconduct for nine months.24 Miller's unsuitable recommendations resulted in 
significant customer harm. His customers lost a total of $1,019,656.83.25 Based on the 
allegations contained in the Complaint, Miller acted negligently, if not recklessly. 26 

Miller also made misrepresentations and omissions to eight customers resulting in losses 
totaling $171,464.

27 
Miller represented to the customers that their investments could not result in 

a loss, that any decrease in NA V would be less than the interest the customers would be paid at 
maturity, when, in fact, his customers incurred substantial losses. 

The Guidelines provide that even if an individual is barred in a sales practice case, the 
adjudicator generally should impose a fine and require payment of restitution and disgorgement 
if the case involves widespread, significant, and identifiable customer harm or the respondent has 
retained substantial ill-gotten gains. 28 Therefore, the Hearing Officer also orders restitution and 
disgorgement. As for restitution, the Guidelines explain that this "is a traditional remedy used to 
restore the status quo ante where a victim otherwise would unjustly suffer loss."29 Further, 
"[a]judicators may order restitution when an identifiable person ... has suffered a quantifiable 
loss proximately caused by a respondent's misconduct."30 The customers' losses resulted from 
Miller's decision to recommend UITs without a reasonable basis before concluding if they were 
suitable for any customer. Therefore, restitution is appropriate in this case. 

Because Miller's misconduct was egregious, a bar from association with any FINRA . 
member firm in any capacity is the appropriate sanction. Miller is also ordered to make 
restitution totaling $799,161.07 (together with interest from the date of each customer's UIT 

23 
Guidelines at 6 (Principal Considerations in Determining Sanctions, No. 8) (whether the respondent engaged in 

numerous acts and/or a pattern of misconduct). 
24 

Guidelines at 6 (Principal Considerations in Determining Sanctions, No. 9) (whether the respondent engaged in 
the misconduct over an extended period of time). 
25 

Guidelines at 6-7 (Principal Considerations in Detennining Sanctions, Nos. 11, I 8) ( whether the respondent's 
misconduct resulted directly or indirectly in injury to another party and the nature and extent of the injury; the 
number, size and character of the transactions at issue). 
26 

Guidelines at 7 (Principal Considerations in Determining Sanctions, No. 13) (whether the respondent's 
misconduct was the result of an intentional act, recklessness or negligence). 
27 

Enforcement does not seek restitution on behalf of these eight customers because they settled their claims with 
Huntington. The $ 1,019,656.83 in total customer losses includes the losses incurred by these eight customers. 
Default Motion, at 10; Aradi Deel. ,i 15. 

28 Guidelines at 10. 

29 
Guidelines at 4 (General Principles Applicable to All Sanction Determinations, No. 5). 

30 
Guidelines at 4 (General Principles Applicable to All Sanction Determinations, No. 5). 
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purchase, until paid)31 to the customers identified in Exhibit A attached to this Decision, and 
ordered to disgorge as a fine32 the amount of$15,161.54 (together with interest)33 that he was 
paid in commissions for the sale of the UITs to his customers. 

IV. Order 

Respondent David Michael Miller made unsuitable recommendations in connection with 
the purchases of 140 UITs totaling over $5.3 million in 129 customer accounts, in violation of 
FINRA Rules 2111 and 2010. Respondent also made negligent misrepresentations and failed to 
disclose material facts to seven,customers in connection with their UIT purchases, in violation of 
FINRA Rule 2010. Respondent also made negligent misrepresentations to one customer in 
connection with the customer's decision to hold his UIT investment, in violation ofFINRA Rule 
2010. 

For these violations, Respondent is barred from associating with any member firm in any 
capacity, ordered to pay customers restitution totaling $799,161.07 in the amounts set forth in 
Exhibit A attached hereto, 34 plus interest, and to disgorge to FINRA as a fine the amount of 
$15,161.54, plus interest from May 13, 2013, the date of the last customer purchase of a UIT, 
until paid. 35 . 

31 The Guidelines provide that in restitution cases interest runs from the dates of the violative conduct The interest 
rate shall be the rate established for the underpayment of income taxes in Section 6621 of the Internal Revenue 
Code, 26 U.S.C. § 662l(a)(2), the same rate that is used for calculating interest on restitution awards. Guidelines at 
11. 
32 "Disgorgement is appropriate in all sales practice cases, even where an individual is barred, if, among other 
things, 'the respondent has retained substantial ill-gotten gains."' Dep 't of Enforcement v. Murphy, No. 
20050036 l 070 I, 2011 FINRA Discip. LEXIS 42, at * 116 (NAC Oct. 20, 2011) ( citing Guidelines at I 0). See Dep 't 
of Enforcement v. Davidofsky, No. 2008015934801, 2013 FINRA Discip. LEXIS 7, at *41-44 (NAC Apr. 26, 2013} 
(affirming Hearing Panel's order that respondent pay a fine as disgorgement representing the amount of 
respondent's ill-gotten gains). 

33 See Davidofsky, 2013 FINRA Discip. LEXIS 7, at •43 ("When assessing disgorgement, FINRA adjudicators 
should require payment of prejudgment interest on the amount to be disgorged, or explain in their decision why the 
payment of prejudgment interest is not appropriate to effectuate the purposes of equitable disgorgement. The rate of 
prejudgment interest is the rate established for the underpayment of income taxes in the Internal Revenue Code, 
which is the same rate we use when ordering interest on a restitution award.") 

34 In the event the customers cannot be located, unpaid restitution plus accrued interest shall be paid to the 
appropriate escheat, unclaimed-property, or abandoned-property fund for the states in which the customers were last 
known to reside. Satisfactory proof of payment of the restitution ( with accrued interest), or of reasonable and 
documented efforts undertaken to effect restitution (with accrued interest), shall be provided to the staff ofFINRA's 
Department of Enforcement no later than 90 days after the date when this decision becomes FINRA's final 
disciplinary action. The customers are identified in Exhibit A by their initials. The customers are identified by name 
in an Addendum to this decision, which is served only on the parties. · 

35 The record does not establish the date on which Miller received his last commission payment for his UIT sales to 
his customers. Therefore, the Hearing Officer used the date of the last customer's purchase of a UIT as a reasonable 
estimate of the date on which Miller received his last commission payment. 
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If this decision becomes FINRA' s final disciplinary action, the bar will take immediate 
effect. The fine shall be due on a date set by FINRA, but not sooner than 30 days after this 
decision becomes FINRA's final disciplinary action in this proceeding. 

Copies to: 

~l~J~-~ 
Hearing Officer 

David Michael Miller (via overnight courier and first-class mail) 
Edwin Aradi, Esq. (via electronic and first-class mail) 
Jeffrey D. Pariser, Esq. (via electronic mail) 
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Exhibit A - Calculation of Restitution Amounts By Customer 

I CIIJtaa1tf Ac&tNwnllu SlcutltyNaml TlldeData Units PilldwlAml Sale/TndaalmiDatt NetProwd& Con1a11D1ai1J 1.osas losses 
1 1111 mmm .vHUJIJIITlltSUIIITSllUIJ Jl?!!!!. ,.,... .,.IHclll :u,.a,,lllll KBUII ! lllZJ5 !>OJLDI S ,...,._ 
J fllMl'IIUSJ lllllllOISlll5 IIVISIDIJIITTlllua?SllWJQDIID ~ _,,,, .. _,,. .,_..,.. )Ujlll& !. .US • ,..,.. S ,no .. 
a AS IXIDlll5IIID IINDa)UllfT111UIIIJD17CIIISDIOD ·uxnnn nx ,. __ n on,mu J1 111.111 IUI 2.71ll S uaD 

4 11!1-' Dmi7l9 IM5alllmllSUlll?:1217CIIJIUUIIII '""""'' SJO l>nr..11 MIDl a. .... ,. Kn Ul1il! S ~_...,,... 
5 SS XIIIXl57l3 IINBCOWllnllllllrUl7aGSIIIIIIO ,n......,, 4.Dl $ l'UIBJI& ur...,,uu u....., tffff ,...., ., • Qialaaer hlllllna 
i If llllXICllmS IIMSa>UIIITTISUlllflaJCIIIIIDIIID lllnMI LB S __ 111 ll4IJIIM 1UHS1 a. nnn" • a.--Sllilnfflln,,,h 

7 SC: IIIIIDI V.IIIIAUJOIUllrllSlllfUHQIIIIDPII IIVl1ID2 Uil $ a.DI.II wn/1111] $ n;ma S BM S ID,J5iU4) S 1ZJJ$11M1 
JC IIDXQQU VAIi IWolQ UIIITllS Ullll'UUCUl58UIII umnnn 1 mn S U!l5.ll IIDl2Dll C lits 

I 5Al ID0ll0l1W II.UIIW.WIIUllflllUIITUiJClDRllllll •nnnn •ao S - llll11-. $ lllU.11 s Ulll i .....,,_,., S n-•11 
All IIIIXa5Q IWI....UW111115Ulilr1D1amlllllll WQIJm 71.rJ $ 14.aSO w,nm S M.1JlG t a.a t PIU7Ull S llU7J.III 

9 M ll1llAlitl VAIIIIAWlJillalflllUIIITUiJWIIQlfll) W5nlll1 UD $ ~ Ill/ma S JIIMIZI $ 1ua S 14,SG.J11 5 H,MUZ1 
NI. Dllil6il IWua>Ulllf1ISU1ilfJ211CIIIUD!IID t ""'"' 1711 •-n 4/1/mU llUBl.t 'I W.11 .__'N S !l.n,'JIIII 

1D DI JIIIDIIIU VAIIIAIINIIWIIFllSUIIIUDJa.ClllllPII l :11111 • cm.o ..,.,,.... UlnAi 'I 152 ,..._ S _. 
U IIO JDIIIXU1I WJDCDUllfl'llllal'J211cumDIIID , mu t,111 • !a!!:!, Ill]!,.,.. .__, .. $ m.cJ ,,.._ S 1!11.lltl1!11 

u u. ~ VAIIICAWDlllllnllSUlllfllJ7amu,IJIO I -· .. ..,,. !.!!!!!. .,~ ,.,.., IJU1UC 1137 tll-:W • Qmcmw-kllfcalol .. 11Rna 
u Ill 11101111D IIMSCOU11f11Slllllrlll1t11l11Dum ..... ,m• s lWEllJ 1/11,..u aUJJII an n vn $ UI LDI 
lA II ll0D0Cl4U VAIIIW.lfOIU11f111111111TmJammD11 lllll !LIID 5 .._.... 11Jf1/IOU Q5Qa 11.51 II.nm 1.11 im 

15 111 ltQIIIMG VAii lWtlftll lE11UJllr1D1Qlllll)flm :IIID ,_ S 1-11 ~ UU.- U1 n...m_-., rut ,'Ill 

U RI IDD00IMUI VAii lAIDOI Ullr'IIS Ullf 1211WIIQIIIID ,nn UIS I ll.HlaJ D/ilii IIIU!aD US n .1111 01 i,"' 11 

11 aa 10111111,liU VAIIIAIIIOIUIITTISlllltDJ7ClllSmEIID """ II s llUJ lll.mll IIZ.ZU.M &D.SJ n _- _111\ 

:II 1M IIIXllll5U IIAIIICAMPDIUllflllSUIIIUB7CI.OIIDIIII • '""" ,.,_. "' ..u lll.E>.n. Jl.19 11.-.nl , 

D 11N la0DIX'5U VAIIIAllmllllfffflUIITUJJCIOWIPID 'Ill""" __ ., •- S 1111& S .l!i!!!:!!+....,1~::?.--------------i 
111 JM llXIIISD IWIUUl'llllllffTIIIIIIITUJ1DmlDIIII "iiiiJii """" u Wit ~ 
l1 fO IXXUBD VAIIIUIPIIIUMnlSINrlD7aam>flm tiwiii 11__ "" "' :m Z1JS "',u., 
:n aa lDCIDi5II VAIIIAIIPDl11111n11SU111nma.mm1111 L• .. __ .,,, "" n.e 8 .... , 11, 

ll JC llllll'5a VAIIIWaSIUIIJTISllllrDJ7Ull5lllDII "'" .._ .. _.,. "" J1A9 m ""- a'llll ffl 

14 OIi IIIIIIU571 VAIi UMl'llt UIIITlllS 1111T UJ1 CIIISIIIUI) ,.. ..,, "-at t 111 1Ut n, .,... m 
15 SI IIIIDe1I VAIIIUIRJftlllflliSIAITUDllllSIDDII .,,. mn 7 • 5ll!t nut ,..-n, 
:II DP l0IIIXl'5il VAIIIAMPbl- IIIIITTISUllltm7ClllllllOII a ' •n llllll n.mUI JUD "' 
Jl 1H l00IIDaD VAIi illllfDIIIIIJ1IIS 1111'11DJQIIIIIIUII i &ru1 mu u-.m MJ1t n ., 

JI U XlldSl11 I/.UluaiHJilllll'Y11$1111JTUPQOSQJ.. - " .,,. llDlll - lU> II j :7G: 
:19 1D lDIXX6UI VAIIIAMJl9UfitflllSIIMl'UDCUISl1Ulll - _, • .. .. .... ; .. _ - IHI ,_... .._ ___ 

JO II Dmll19 VAIIIWOflllllUTllSUIIITUDQQSUJPII u mn ~ "-' ,... __,.. 11.m ,n ........ n,10.,. 
ii II Dlllll'6JD IWIUllftlluao 1mlllilTJD1amDIOII tn ,,.,., • S •• ~ 7~ 1.11!1 nffl7,MJ S 12,1117u, 

32 51 lCIDOQ1 VAIIUUfflllllllnlSliNITJD7a.D!lllflm "'"""'' 110 § • • •~ ,. r,11u •-- ... , n...,_ & n..n.ai 
H U: llDmm 1/AIIIIAilPlllillllmS&arW>amDIDII Vl/1/Dl 1,5111 $ 1UIL15 W1/JIIU $ 11,JDLU I J1.J1 f 12,a.121 $ 1UJ1JZ1 

U: JIIIDGan V-'IIMMHll111111'111SUlillUJUOJl!O)IJIII 1 Dhm• ,,.. ~-·· U/ll/JlllJ JUSU& ! 1111'.Jt ,...,,....,, i D BU11 

M m lllDIUU VAIIIWOOIUllll"llllllilrlD7QGSQlfJID ...,,,., 7JIIJ •~ .,..,...., 51.1JIIII CUI ,..,...,. S ,~ 
15 Dt.t l0allS2S IWIIAIOIIIUlllnlSINTJD7QOHDIIID ~~ • ~ !!{!!!! Ifl.L» 151 ~ $ fttn1LKI 

3S Bl l0D00IKH VAIIIAMIIIIU111r11SUIITID7CL0!11111111 mnr.a: 1,- m , ,12 • 1,1/Xiu IIMlLm )'.l5 n _,o,n1 S n,nom 
D 11 DIIIISi32 VAIICAWIIIUlllfTISUNITllJ10.DIJDllill 1iv,nr tn• ••• tu ,..,... $ - i tUII tum.. ~ 1H111.151 

JI Ill DmiliJ5 VAIIIW'111Lml'TISUIIIUD101l51Dtllll J!J/1111}_ U& .u iUJ •,unau •·•""• lll n,___,, S liJl&ffl 

B 1M IIXDEZ IWIIWDDIU111f1115Ullll'UOC05UIPID ""iiiijjj ....,. '7-"'""' ~ SUB.a a:77 11U11llll • ~------
«I '1W XICIDii1l VAIIIAWDIUIIT11SUlll1'Dl3CU15!11PID 1<11&1J11 UIO ... ..,,. ~ n. II.ti JUI nn, .. ,., m1,· .,.. 

41 Mlt l0000U7li VAIIIAIODIUlllf115UlllfUDa.mmUID .,,_,,,,,, ,,.. $ !llllU!I .,..,Mil .., ...,. 1.111 1LRUt! 1U1 .ai 

U lH lDIXXliJG VAIIIMIPDllllilnlSUIITUi1QQ5UIUID '""~ U9I ! JU9UI ~ u LB US ,. __ ,o; t,, 
Q J'S 11111U?O VAIIIANPDIUIIITllSUIITUSlOJl!O)OI) 'llll1MmD SJI ! UB,J5 Jiiijm sa LD Ja ft7JU .JI 

.. HlllUH llmlri1l5 VMIIAMNJIUIIIJllSUIIIIUIJammDIII uvnnnn .,,.. l ··-"" _...... Hm;J5 ~ · -· · L'll~ 
U WP Xll0IJl1IJ 1WIIWOOIUlilT115Ulll1l.ZBll.lllUIIIIII flV'I.,,,.,. 1nn I Ul5.11 .lllfllffllll 7,n '-" f.llt Ulll!LI m 

'6 1111 mm1lt 1WliWIRIIUlln'JISll1ill'Ui!Cl.llSUIPIII ,,.,,.~ •- l •~ ~ 7A< .w 7.llt n_w.,. n....,_, 
a n ll000rallO VAIIIWO!lllllilnll5UillrUSCl.llSUIPID ,,,,..,,.,.. - l •-.a ~ U7Lm lU -- IEll.nl 

4a II mmM7 VAIIWoftllwrrllSIIIIITllilCl.lllOlllO JllfWmJ D S UIJJI W11U i U1l.1J $ W $ U,11U41 $ 1U51511 
U ll0lmll1 IIM5a>Ullir11SlllilrU17QQ!ltliJIII .,,,.,,,,,. ,..., S ~ Mnllll S n:iann , J11U1 , IUu.om s 

49 GI llllllUM9 VAIIIWOOIUIIITllSIJmllOQmmDIII ~~ UD S u_w,]1 flUllllll $ llll1.0 1, J1U7 !, IUIIIIJIU I 



Exhibit A-Calculation of Restitution Amounts By Customer 

I CUSIDmet Am Nllltlbef Sealrllli Nllu Tr.llleDate llnlll PurdiaseAall Slll/rlnlllllllllilll 0- NeiPnuedl CommfPklu lassel i.oua 
50 A. DD:11ASt VAIIIWUOIIIIIT11SIJIITlll3'111!111UIO .. r. •- AWUJ .1< ., ........ I ll-- I Jl.511 I ,.,....,,., rn .. .,., 1t 

S1 MD lllllllllASI VAIIIWODIUllnllSIIIIUJOCUJIEIIIJill ••r. n 50& LWJ,JI • ~ S ,., • .,, S J.52 I '"'""' n ,. '"' 
52 JM DDll"1 VAIi DloUOI tnrnlS lllltlmamm um ..,, ,,, """' ,....... 1 !!!!!!. D.MUt 2U1 u...... r1. 

5l IJ llXIIIXU77 VAIIIAIOIIIUIIJlllUJIUJOaallDIIID 7""' - ., ~ .,...,. u am IUml ... IU 

51 ft! mDIIII VAIIUUPOIIUllflllSWll'UDClllSlDIIII .,. • II 1 .,.,... ....... i&4I • ::i:LS;;:::L7~------ - -----I 
» OC lD0ID6IQ VAIUAlffPI Ulllnll5UNlrlJUQQIDIIIII • m .,....... ., ..,. " lll51 u lJi 

¥ JI llXIIIIHU 11M DUml UllflllS 11111 UD aD!DIDII .,_ - ID !t'!!!!, J!.!!!! 21. B.91 L1' 

51 CA l00IDi5D IWI IWolPIJI UIIJTII UIIU20 u.u,o.uPII .., , .,. .a l _- ...!!iffl x D.B " ,_.,. 
!II lit. IJIIIIIIISM VAIIJAMPINUIITTISUIIUZBQCSIIIDII • ,,.,.,.,. nR :r.x ,. ,=• ll.DiJB $ 11157 ,._ I n .mu 

5f f,11 lD0ll0l8i5 VAIIIAMl'BIUllfllSU111TUQQ.Q!OIDI) ,., - J,SlS iol,m.M '" ,..... 1LUJAS I !11.57 I llllll $ llllU 

II) U mDill5 VAIWOOIUlllmSUllrmJQDSlll.111) m .., lll.m • -- .,. I 1U97AS S !&.41 $ °"'" 1'§.,n__a 

,1 1M Xl0lmfJII VAii UMftllllflrtllStlllff-USIQQSIIIIIII m "" .la!!!, • .. .., J7-on S JUD I lnlll ~•••U 

Q M lD0IXXlilJ3 yAJl.,......lllllllSUIITJlOQDIIDDID nm nnn .li?!, • -n U ~•-- S 11111 I ,._., a.in 

0 lie ~ 111/DtOIIIIITllSUllirJJIJQDSSIIIII IIUl:IIIID Ul!l1 1 l'l!U5 ,.mu H.D7.Ja I l&U I --•~ 11LA1J11 

alfl 11111111M VAIIIIAWfJIUllrllSIIIITUBC11151DUII WWJDU 4.1111 $ .... WWlDD S allll.A $ Zllll S UU&llt $ IUW'fl 114 
COIi iimxaM III\IIJmlllllnlSUllll'U17QOSIDDil) .... ,_. ..... --- 1lllla/Jm3 ... - .. ! U1A1 I • :.A.lc'I~ lffl • 

S JI IIIDll&99i VAillAMPDIUllnlSIIIT:IJOCUIIIDDill ""' U1S 17,-.a .,...,,ms .. _- I 12.14 >l ""' n 

16 DIYfD XX1D111H VAIIIAMPOIUJlnlSUIIU20CIDSIDDiD IDll ~ --- lllf-- 5',m.JJ J1AI • '" "" 
17 WO llllll7Ua VAIIIWUOIIJllnlSUllf.J20amlllDlll mu UU u-•• ~ --- 21151 ra. "' 
U ll D1111U1 VAIIIWOBllllllnlSUIIUJBCUl!Ulblll ""' um D.mS1 ~ ZUIDJI lllU ~-.J.ZI • ""·"' 
8 MfliUST lD0DIIOU1 VAIIIWOOlllllnlSIJlll'UOa.aRDDD .., Win um n UM 11-1~.-... J 11,;zi :JI aa ,n.-,.,,.. ,..,.. 

lO Cit .DIIJlll7UI VAIIIAIOOlllllrlllSlaUDCUISDIIJID IIU m .. --n .... .mu$ • ..., - ' UJ -- -
n ll l0DIIX7IM VAIIIAIIRIIUlllf11SUllrllOCLaltlllllll "'" •-- 17 m.JJ tnnma , " ·" en ! .1251 n -.... ""'-.1111. 
·n CIIS umnu VAIIUIIRNUlllflllSUllrUBa.DllllblD nrr. ..... ...... s ,.._.. tnlMLII I ~, ,,. f hU n.m.1..11> rm,_ 

1l 1G Dm7JII VAIIUIRIIUllrlllu.TUPamdlllll U/11/JDD un $ ... J/"1mA s IU11Q s nu $ lf,W.QI. ~ 
1G l0Dllll7U6 \IAIIWMIIUIIITilSUllrUQCUIWlrlm • UIO !I.MU& llllml.l S 7.115 

'U IIC manu \IAIIIAIRIIWGT11SUIIITUUCUISUIUD m UKn 11+---i":i:'-•=u:a,.=-f-!---=aa~Hi--UIS"~~~-'f-....i"i!Jl.lolIZ;cll.l:------------1 
lS TA llDD72U \IAIICAllfSIUIIITTlllllllnllJammUD SH UIUl iUIIIIJII $ .lS? ...._., S <Htl11 

71 11T IXXll1m IIIVESalUIIITTISUIIT1Z11ClDSIDOIO •non UIII n - --- S _.., lltfl>_., , c.---.-,11,1111111r111 
77 VJ llDXlnB VAIIDllflJUIIIITllllUlllrUDG.IISQIIIID nnv, SU •-.JI ,.,,n., S 152 •a11 Rn'lffl 

71 lili l00IIClffl4 VAIIIAWDIIIJlll'lll511111TUBCUl5Dlllll ~1 111AB !11--• .,,r.mlll ll.mJl1 $ 3IU5 .. llllI1I 

'II a J0000l7ZM VAIIIAMfDIUIIIT11SIIIITIJQcumDPII .JIYl! ~.•.., ...__.. mmumu '"""'M S wn lie ..._, L•..._ffl 

al VS IIXXXJ!JDI VAIID.....,UllfllSUllfUOCUl!QIOID ,n,,. 'Ltlt .,.__,o !l!l!!!!, ,..,a,. S ...,._. llt ""-., -
11 i, lDDlll7ZM VA111AMP011J11Jnsuar:UOQll!Qlum ,,.""" ,,_ s ___ ,.. ~ __ ,., s au " """'" ,., 
tl C'f lDDDIIIJJ95 VAIIMMftlllllllfllS,_,,..,..CUllEDUID ,n,,.,... ,...,. 1 u.-.a =.mu """ .._ i M.111 i n~- ._ 
ll VI l0DCCl7JII& VAii llAll1Pl lillrTIIS ....-U0 DmmlXD .,.,_,. !I..U1 S .. ...._... • · 'lllllDlll - ... Al II. lJIIA l "" ~• ~ • .l11 
M MG llDl0IJJll7 VAIIWlfOIUllmSUlll'IJQWIIUIIIID V1/JIIU ~ $ G,l!IUI flllJDD S DJllllD $ DUI S 115.m.1111 S (IUIUI) 

MO lD0lltC7JIJ7 IIIVISCDlllifflllUlilUJl1amuJDII ,innm, 11.,a .. -•• ,nnm, S u 1<11u m,u ttt&Mffl: 11u111111 

IS CWC llDD1JCI VAIIIWiRlllllllfll5UIIUZOCIJIIDIDID • """" W .-.a --- S U1l2J 1llS lt.1lUll ll.lll ..&11 
• DW xxmnu_ 'dlll!AMNll..-nll$11111rl2SJQ.QIOIDII 1 m1 ill1 •. ""7.E ~ 5 ~•nU mu IUJI.,,.,_ IUJi :m 
11 OI l00CCln1J V.AIUl11HllllalrTBUllffUU0.0UDPII nu U111 •• c.11 1/f/iiii S •ua.11 41151 11nirnn rtJlD'l,1'11 

u Ill' lm:lOIJJU IIAIIJlllPiJIUIIIT1ll5UIIU3JQDIIDDI) 11ml llHID ... ,... , , .. lliU s --·• lllA2 , ... n .. camnar-...Sa&:nelll111,1Ulna 
U D XIIIDnU IIMSCDIIIIITllSWIIUU1CUISmOiD • ,..,,. ,.,,., 11,111 .Ill "'-" mu S n:m- ' 1US ·-- 5 n.-
90 Dllllln Xll0l:IOm JWDtOUMJ1DIIWJZl1QOWI.DID ,,.,,,... ; tm ......, w .,,. ,nu J!!.?!l.m S 711111 ""~ • Cld!mur-~lnMtllml 

n 1111 JIIIID0C1JJI GMSCDu111n1u1•n20CID5lD1110 .,.,,.,u , U'1 -~ 111111DJ .!!i!!!!·., s um., ,. ~=~s!--n•i!:-=•-=--------------1 
'1 DI llDXl1JJI lllllaaJUNlrTIISUllll'JJl7CIIJIIDOD _!l!!!!!, ~ S n.-.a ~ •- a S Q.17 II. iiiii° S B.lllilll 

9J MM 1111111m IIMJCOUIITllSu.TDDtllJIIJUJIO ~ 1.1111 S mm.a !IIVEli -.u S 111.11 S ,._ :mn, • a..i.a:.-..,s.i-bamo 
" WfmsT Xllll1Je IIVOallllllTlllUIIJ'DDQIIS(DllD UQl2IIU IAIJ S M,9l5A,I WJDD $ tUll,J& $ m.a $ ~ $ IJ41alli 

WfTIUST DIIX13a IIMSCl>UNl1'1'11SlllllrUl1adSUllllO ,n.,,m, 1.- S ..__.. fl!ll'Jlm S lllAI 

!15 D llllll111H11 IIMKX>U111111Slllllrllll7almllllll> IIDIJffl> , .... S JIUl<U i IIUIWO S 1S.U5.11 S BIil S "'""'' " s ~HI 

Ii U DIIIHU IIMSCDUIITTl511111rJD'IWIIIODII 1/D/1DU I.Iii S 1UNM W.1111,1 S 4f.J2l,77 S tlll S C1U1iU1i 5 PUt,UQ 
LS lllll0IIIM1I IJNESCI) UNl'f1llS WIii' lll1 amtD 111D 2/UIZIIJ .um $ 1uru11 IIAIJIJU S JJ7A1 

. '1 IS llDlll740 UM:sa>U111111SIMTDOCU2$Dltlll "iiiciiiii "'- S -- ;o-;-,--::-:~-~-::-,:----Ja.5!>==-"'ls~":::: m-:;: .... ,~ .. ~.,:--=,..«==--------------1. 
,a IIIID.IIST ~ IIIVUCOWIITTISWilTl211CUISIDllilJ 11,annn tn..., S HR _,.. $ •--- S G1Jll 5 nn•- •• • ~-s.w.-t ... flna 



Exhibit A- Calculation of Restitution Amounts By Customer 

I Ca5tomer AcdNwnber SeauttvName TradeDlte Unlll PIIRllillAIII Slle/rwlnitloal>atl NetPIDCHds Comldou Losla ltdlmlll 
9 IC mms IIMSCII UIIT1IS Uilr Ul7 ClD50I DI> lnvJlll1 Hll l 11•'1 U7/2!JJA s J§.llonl s 1.11.112 s ltltl.SI s lllJUll 

Im WH mm• IMJDIUIITllS INT U17ClmDIDI> 1/Mll1J 2MS 5 ... 1JWD s lUJUI s m.n $ liJIJl,5ij s U1JJlf 
Wit mmwi wmtoUllfllS Utifsnwamm 517/.lm] Lffl s '1IIUl Wl2lll.t s !UBi1 5 lZD.51 1m.1n1m tm.mJSl 

ID11M ~ IIMJtolllltm IIIIITUl7C105DIOO Ul§f.llllJ un s JlBUI .,,,. ll.Ul.U 7UI lll'1lll D..lftlll 

lllUl blJQI 11M5CO UNlf1III IIMI' lll7 amm DII .H/'lil ., l11U1 W1lllllD lallm Gl1 lll1ll lll!UD 

WAIi mxx748 IIMJalwmBUMl'UllQQIIDDID IJW.ml] lUl7 $ uun.11 !!5/JIDJ 111)71.m 512.'71 m.nu . ~AlllnlStaltlulhilflnl 
lOt SC Dllll7Sl1 IIMDUlffllSUllll'm7a.051DDI> 1N1llll ' 11:IIIJJ ] llllll1I wan us D..Wl . g.-.-..1111111111111hilln 
JQ5 Iii mm5J4 lwaaJ UIITTll!i 111111' lll7 a.om, El) fflllllll I!, a 111.11 IJIJII.I UJIIJl Z2ll5J ~ 11.111u11s ll5IIU1I 

11U1 Dm15l1 IIM5a)iJIIITTISIJlll1UIJClmlDDII ,111X111 .:JD a BUI wnau A.HUt &51 Jim.di $ II.OWi 

1117Al mmsu tWBal IIIIITTISUllf Ul7ClD50I OIi Jllfflllll llll 5UIJA3 l11DIJIIU 6Jl1IJ 25&.8 Ull'I JS! . Cilllalf~ ...... -flna 
1111 LY mm5l2 IINEKD lllilf1IS utilTUIJ CUIID OIi 1/Ulmtl UJ] ~ un,mu 15.ISUI 2GlS l!JII .m lllllWI 

ill Bl mmm IWlKDw.mtUIIYUl1ClllllDOIII lfl/JIDJ .u l.m11 1111 11D 17nm Jl'N m .m ma.m 
llD GI mmm IIMKD Ulfflll lllllT Ul1 C1llllD DID l/'W2llll il!I£ 4UDJ5 In! DU J?c'IIUI an IUlllffl D.mt.nl 

WJY mxma IWl5COU111f11Sllmrlll1CU15B>DID :imnm SU lllU1. WII IIDJ llJlH JUS IUlU2I IUW2I 

112 a: mxme IIMStDUMlrlll UMl'Ul7ClDSBIDID 1l1l/1Dl HID 1U!U& 
~~ 

'l'U'!il.11 9UI l.lnUII Ill ll'III 

UJ JA mmm llMKDUllnlSUlll'UIJC!mlDEID nmai i,5U JUJllll a,mll lllM llDllm llll 

UUG xmxna IIVDCDUllrr1'1SlllllfUl7CllllDDID !~ 11&,1 Ullll ] 'llllll' l.mJI ell$ IIJl&S.al hH 

115lM mxmli IIN8CD UllnlS lllllr Ul7 QIIIDOID iiS lDlll1 1IIIDlllll t,71U1 an IUll.111 IUI: 

116 JA mmm IINBCII Ullr'YIS 1111T Ul7 CltlSm DID manmi m UJl.l!, JI 1111 I &.mJII JW n.m.1111 It 1771 ~ 

UllW mmm IIM$CD Ullr1MUlll'Ul1Cl05UIOOI ]ID.lllU un lllllUI 11 11111 JUD.Cl l4l9 llmm 11. lllll: II 

UI IA lDXX1M.I IIVBtO UNITTl5 IINliD11a.DSlDIIID l/D21111 llJt 11IMll JIJ[ I 1iJU.n Jlll5 11.Ull!II 11 m. II 

U,OI lllm1MI IM1m lllilnll llNli J217Cl05UI END 1llllllllll till s um.51 mm, '.11!!1 s us ltllll! 1lJtl 

UII !II mD7l51 MECDUlllTTBIINlf DIJ OD51DEND llllllDJ till s wn.s, JIit IIIJIIB !.llilll $ 7UII S JIU IIUII 

nut xmmss llrJfSal lllllrh511111T Ul7 a.mm 00! )lanDJ HDI 5 J7~ l/1"'2111& $ imuss 1JU1 ml! an 
w ,s mmliS IIMXDUllfllS Ulllf lll1 CUIID 00! 1l2!llJIIIJ 1l!IJ 11."J!II.III U1 2DU s lllll.§1 '1M 111111.nl S 11.1111.91 

UJBZ DmJW IM3COlllinlSllllrlllJa.mDIDiD JIJMllll m tM1l WIii 1111 i )RIii )LS7 llDll.ffl s ltJIW'II 

12HS DDl1l71 IMDUIIITTISIIIIF J217CUISIDIIII mmmJ .JI& 8JllC1 lm/DS s GJl1lll DlAI IUD. as IUWII 
us ff 111117111 IIYBIXI llllT1IS 1111T Ul7 Cl.ll5II) DID fflnllD .&II JJ,ell 4 IIU S 1UiUII a.57 t .m m $ n.m.w 
1215' IOll1t54 IIWIDIIIITllSUllfllllWIB>llill UtnDD .118 lHlll1 • 1111& s 1UIIIJII S u m ca: IJ.BlJI 

JnM 111111111 IMJIDlllllmSUIIITSllUU j/ffllftJ VIII lllcWl.11 ' XIH JL1111.II tu7 caz.llD tunlQ 

m Mil DXmlM IWBCOUllffTISUllll'SBUUQOSm unJJllll tu) 17.E!O 1/ll/llU MAG 7U7 l1.Slill.all ll1'DJIII 

UIIS iammo IIIVBCOIIIITlll Ullr J2l7 CltlSOI OlD l/JIIIJllll Ul1 IURl1 1llll/llll 1U1lll 95.51 llll1.IJI IUILffl 

liill s uu.m.n $ WW4 s lJ,111.t.iUiJ s fJi9J51G1l 


