
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT 

 
VERNON HORN,    : CIVIL NO. 3:18-CV-1502 (RNC) 
   Plaintiff,  : 
      : 
 v.     : 
      : 
CITY OF NEW HAVEN, et al.,  :  
      : 

Defendants.  : AUGUST 20, 2024
 
 

NOTICE OF APPEAL  

Pursuant to Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 3(a)(1), notice is hereby given that the 

undersigned Defendants, the ESTATE OF LEROY DEASE, PETISIA ADGER, and DARYLE 

BRELAND (“Defendants”), hereby appeal to the United States Court of Appeals for the Second 

Circuit from the following decision of this Court: 

1. RULING ON MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT [Doc. Nos. 308, 
312, 320, 329, 331 and 332] final order dated March 19, 2024, by the Court, 
(Chatigny J.) denying summary judgment, in part, as to Defendants.  The 
Defendants are specifically appealing the Court’s denial of qualified
immunity as to Defendants regarding the Plaintiff’s §1983 Brady claims and 
failure to intervene claim. See specifically, Ruling on Motion for Summary 
Judgment [Doc. Nos. 320 and 331].  Order on Motion for Reconsideration 
[Doc. No. 364]. 
 

 The Court ruled on the Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment in several parts [Doc. 

Nos. 308, 312, 320, 329, 331 and 332].  The Court most recently ruled on Plaintiff’s Motion for 

Reconsideration [Doc. Nos. 349 and 364] regarding fabrication claims on August 8, 2024. The 

Court’s ruling pertaining to qualified immunity regarding the §1983 claims at issue in this Appeal 

occurred in multiple parts: (1) a hearing on November 13, 2023 (Doc. No. 308), thereafter 

transcribed (Doc. No. 312) and finalized/corrected (Doc. No. 320); and (2) a written opinion issued 

on March 19, 2024 (Doc. No. 329) and Docket Annotation (Doc. No. 331). For purposes of the 

time limitations imposed under Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 4, the Court was clear that 
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the portion of the opinion issued on November 13, 2023 was not final and appealable until an order 

was issued on the docket that concluded the Court’s rulings. (Doc. No. 320, pp. 49-50). Notably, 

the Court, on November 13, 2023, had requested additional briefing from parties and also had not 

fully ruled on claims relevant to this Notice of Appeal. The final ruling on the Defendants’ Motion 

for Summary Judgment (Doc. No. 331), as it pertains to this Appeal, was issued on March 19, 

2024 and is attached as Exhibit A. Further, the transcript from the Court’s initial, partial rulings 

on November 13, 2023 (Doc. No. 320) is attached as Exhibit B as said rulings are referenced in 

the final ruling (Doc. No. 331).  The order relating to the Plaintiff’s Motion for Reconsideration is 

attached hereto as Exhibit C (Doc. No. 364). 

 The Defendants take this Interlocutory Appeal to the extent the District Court denied the 

Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment premised on, inter alia, qualified immunity for the 

§1983 Brady claims and failure to intervene claim.  Mitchell v. Forsyth, 472 U.S. 511, 526-30 

(1985); Washington Square Post #1212 v. Maduro, 907 F.2d 1288, 1292 n.1 (2nd Cir. 1990).   

 In prosecuting this Interlocutory Appeal based on the denial of qualified immunity, the 

Defendants rely on undisputed facts, the Plaintiff's version of any disputed fact, and the facts 

clearly ascertainable from viewing the record evidence. Ordinarily, “the denial of a motion for

summary judgment is not immediately appealable because such a decision is not a final judgment.”   

O'Bert ex rel. Estate of O'Bert v. Vargo, 331 F.3d 29, 38 (2d Cir.2003).   But interlocutory appeals 

are encouraged in qualified immunity cases because, as the Supreme Court has emphasized, the 

qualified immunity issue should be resolved early in the proceedings since qualified immunity 

protects an officer from suit.  Saucier v. Katz, 533 U.S. 194, 200, 121 S.Ct. 2151.   The denial of 

a motion for summary judgment on the ground of qualified immunity is thus immediately 

appealable, but only to the extent that the district court’s denial turns on an issue of law. See, 

Behrens v. Pelletier, 516 U.S. 299, 313, 116 S.Ct. 834, 133 L.Ed.2d 773 (1996); Johnson v. Jones, 
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515 U.S. 304, 317-20, 115 S.Ct. 2151, 132 L.Ed.2d 238 (1995); Martinez v. Simonetti, 202 F.3d 

625, 632 (2d Cir.2000). In turn, even where the district court rules that material disputes of fact 

preclude summary judgment on qualified immunity, “we may still exercise interlocutory

jurisdiction if the defendant contests the existence of a dispute or the materiality thereof, or 

contends that he is entitled to qualified immunity even under plaintiff's version of the facts.”  

Tierney v. Davidson, 133 F.3d 189, 194 (2d Cir.1998); See, O'Bert, 331 F.3d at 38; Salim v. Proulx, 

93 F.3d 86, 90-91 (2d Cir.1996); Cowan ex rel. Estate of Cooper v. Breen, 352 F.3d 756, 761(2nd 

Cir. 2003). 

 The Defendants expressly reserve all rights to file an amendment to the foregoing Notice 

of Interlocutory Appeal and/or an Amended Notice of Interlocutory Appeal pertaining to any 

rulings, decisions, orders or judgments relating to any motions and/or objections pending before 

this Court. 

Respectfully submitted,  
      
     /s/ Thomas E. Katon   
Thomas E. Katon 
SUSMAN, DUFFY & SEGALOFF, P.C. 
700 State Street, Suite 100 
New Haven, CT 06511 
(203) 624-9830  
Federal Bar #ct01565 
tkaton@susmanduffy.com  
Attorneys for Defendants 
ESTATE OF LEROY DEASE, PETISIA 
ADGER, and DARYLE BRELAND 
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-and- 
 
NIELSEN, ZEHE & ANTAS, P.C.  
Bradford S. Krause 
Jack J. Murphy 
Jenna L. Mahoney 
55 West Monroe Street, Suite 1800 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 
(312) 322-9900 
bkrause@nzalaw.com 
jmurphy@nzalaw.com 
jmahoney@nzalaw.com 
Admitted Pro Hac Vice 

 
 
 
 
 

CERTIFICATION  
  

I hereby certify that on August 20, 2024, a copy of the above was filed electronically. 

Notice of this filing will be sent by e-mail to all parties by operation of the court’s electronic filing 

system or by mail to anyone unable to accept electronic filing as indicated on the Notice of 

Electronic Filing. Parties may access this filing through the court’s CM/ECF System. 

 
 
     /s/ Thomas E. Katon   
Thomas E. Katon 
SUSMAN, DUFFY & SEGALOFF, P.C. 
700 State Street, Suite 100 
New Haven, CT 06511 
(203) 624-9830 

       Federal Bar #ct01565 
 
Ilaan M. Maazel 
Nicholas Bourland 
EMERY, CELLI, BRINCKERHOFF & ABADY, LLP 
600 Fifth Avenue at Rockefeller Center, 10th Floor 
New York, NY 10020  
(212) 763-5000 
imaazel@ecbalaw.com 
nbourland@ecbawm.com 
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Douglas Edward Lieb  
Kaufman Lieb Lebowitz & Frick LLP  
18 East 48th Street 
Suite 802 
New York, NY 10017 
212-660-2332  
dlieb@kllflaw.com 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, Vernon Horn 

 
Thomas R. Gerarde  
Katherine E. Rule 
Amanda Stone 
Alan Raymond Dembiczak 
HOWD & LUDORF, LLC 
100 Great Meadow Road Ste 201 
Wethersfield, CT 06109 
(860) 249-1361 
tgerarde@hl-law.com 
krule@hl-law.com 
astone@hl-law.com 
adembiczak@hl-law.com 
 
Attorneys for the City of New Haven      
 
Thomas E. Katon  
SUSMAN, DUFFY & SEGALOFF, P.C.  
700 State Street, Suite 100 
New Haven, CT 06511 
(203) 624-9830  
tkaton@susmanduffy.com 
 
Bradford Scott Krause 
John J Murphy 
Jenna L Mahoney 
Nielsen, Zehe & Antas, P.C. 
55 W Monroe Street 
Suite 1800 
Chicago, IL 60603 
bkrause@nzalaw.com 
jmurphy@nzalaw.com 
jmahoney@nzalaw.com 
 
Attorneys for Estate of Leroy Dease, Petisia Adger, Daryle Breland 
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Stephen R. Finucane 
Edward D. Rowley 
Terrence M. O’Neill 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL--SHERMAN  
MacKenzie Hall  
110 Sherman Street  
Hartford, CT 06105  
Stephen.finucane@ct.gov 
Edward.rowley@ct.gov 
Terrence.oneill@ct.gov 
 
Attorneys for James Stephenson 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT

VERNON HORN,

Plaintiff,

V. No. 3:18-cv-1502(RNC)

CITY OF NEW HAVEN, ET AL.,

Defendants.
______________________________________________________

MARQUIS JACKSON,

Plaintiff,

V. No. 3:19-cv-388(RNC)

CITY OF NEW HAVEN, ET AL.,

Defendants.

RULING AND ORDER

Plaintiffs Vernon Horn and Marquis Jackson bring

these consolidated actions under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and

state law against the City of New Haven, former New

Haven Police Department Detectives Leroy Dease, Petisia

Adger and Daryle Breland, and State of Connecticut

firearms examiner James Stephenson. Plaintiffs seek
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compensation for allegedly wrongful convictions that

caused them to serve lengthy terms of imprisonment.

This memorandum addresses the claims against the

Detectives under § 1983.

The plaintiffs advance four legal theories in

support of these claims: suppression of material

exculpatory evidence in violation of Brady v. Maryland,

373 U.S. 83 (1963); fabrication of false inculpatory

evidence in violation of the Due Process Clause of the

Fourteenth Amendment; mishandling of exculpatory

evidence resulting in unreasonably prolonged detention

in violation of the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments;

and failure to intervene to prevent others from

committing the foregoing violations. The Detectives

have moved for summary judgment on all these claims,

and the plaintiffs have filed a cross-motion for

partial summary judgment.

The parties’ briefs are unusually extensive, as is

the underlying record. After careful consideration,

the Detectives’ motion for summary judgment on the
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claims under § 1983 is denied as to the Brady claims,

granted as to the claims alleging fabrication of

evidence and unreasonably prolonged detention, and

denied as to the claims for failure to intervene. The

plaintiffs’ cross-motion for partial summary judgment

is denied.

I.

On January 24, 1999, at about 3:25 a.m., three

gunmen entered the Dixwell Deli in New Haven, a 24-hour

convenience store. Two wore full-face ski masks; the

third wore a similar mask or bandana. Immediately upon

entering, one of the three sprayed five or six bullets

from a 9-millimeter pistol in the direction of the cash

register. A customer of the Deli, Caprice Hardy, was

standing there waiting to get change for his purchase

of a pack of cigarettes. One of the bullets struck him

in the back, killing him. Yousif Abbey, an employee of

the Deli, was standing at the register facing Hardy.

He was shot in the left shoulder and fell to the floor

pretending to be dead. One of the robbers tried to
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open the register but it was locked. He called out,

“Get the n***** from the back.” Vernon Butler, an off-

duty employee of the Deli, was then brought at gunpoint

from a back room to the front of the Deli to open the

register but he did not have the key. One of the

robbers then took $2,000 from Abbey’s pocket. Small

amounts of money were also taken from Kendall Thompson

and Howard Roberts, both of whom entered the Deli

during the robbery. In addition, a cell phone

belonging to Butler was stolen from the back room. At

the sound of an approaching siren, the three

perpetrators fled. Butler called 911 and the police

arrived almost immediately. Detective Dease was

dispatched to the scene to lead the investigation. He

was subsequently assisted by Detectives Adger and

Breland.

Approximately one week after the robbery, the

Detectives obtained a “call detail record” for the

stolen cell phone from Omnipoint Communications, the

service provider. The record showed that five calls
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were made from the phone before service was shut off.1

The first call was made approximately forty-five

minutes after the robbery to a number in Bridgeport

associated with Willie Sadler. Through interviews of

Sadler and his friend Willie Newkirk, the Detectives

eventually learned that the first call was made by

Steven Brown, a 16-year-old resident of Bridgeport.

Brown’s fingerprints matched prints found on a cigar

box in the back room of the Deli. Detectives Dease and

Adger obtained a warrant for Brown’s arrest charging

him with felony murder and other offenses.

1 The record shows the following five calls:

(1) a call to a Bridgeport number on January 24, at 4:14 a.m.
(first call);

(2) a call to a Bridgeport number on January 24, at 10:48 p.m.
(second call);

(3) a call to a Bridgeport number on January 25, at 10:40 a.m.
(third call);

(4) a call to a New Haven number on January 25, at 11:07 a.m.
(fourth call); and

(5) a call to a Bridgeport number on January 25, at 2:32 p.m.
(fifth call).
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Brown was arrested at his residence in Bridgeport

and transported to NHPD headquarters. Dease told Brown

that they knew he used the stolen cell phone to call

Sadler after the robbery and that his fingerprints were

found at the Deli. Brown agreed to waive his Miranda

rights. He was questioned by Dease and Adger during a

“pre-interview” that lasted up to an hour. The pre-

interview was not recorded.

After the pre-interview, Adger took a taped

statement from Brown in which he admitted his

involvement in the robbery and identified the other

perpetrators as Horn and Jackson, both New Haven

residents, then 17 and 19.

According to Brown’s statement, he met Horn and

Jackson at a club in Bridgeport a few hours before the

robbery. He had met them in Bridgeport a few times

before and knew them by their nicknames, “Tai” and

“Son.” After the club closed, the three drove around

in Jackson’s car smoking marijuana and eventually

stopped at the Deli. Brown did not realize Horn and
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Jackson were planning to rob it. Horn entered first

and started firing. At that point, it was too late for

Brown to back out.

Arrest warrants were obtained for Horn and Jackson

based principally on Brown’s statement. Horn was

charged with the murder of Caprice Hardy; Jackson was

charged with felony murder. Brown agreed to testify

against them. He subsequently pleaded guilty to

manslaughter in exchange for a prison sentence capped

at 25 years, suspended after 18, with a right to argue

for a lesser sentence based on his truthful trial

testimony.

In 2000, Horn and Jackson were tried together in

Connecticut Superior Court. At the trial, the State

relied primarily on Brown’s testimony, which was

generally consistent with his taped statement. To

corroborate his testimony, the State presented the call

detail record for the stolen cell phone. The time of

each call and the number called were plainly set forth
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in the call detail record, but the site of the origin

of each call was not.

Brown testified that he made the first call to

Sadler, while he, Horn and Jackson were in Jackson’s

car driving from New Haven to Bridgeport after the

robbery. He testified that he made the second call

later that day, and the third call the next morning,

both to acquaintances in Bridgeport. He testified that

after making the third call, he gave the phone to Horn,

who was with him in Bridgeport at the time.

Another witness for the State, Marcus Pearson,

testified that he made the fourth call listed in the

record. The record showed that the call was made to a

landline at a West Haven residence not long after the

third call. Pearson testified that he made the fourth

call from his home in New Haven after borrowing the

phone from Horn. Pearson testified that he used the

phone to call his friend, Crystal Sykes, who worked as

a live-in aide at the residence in West Haven.
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In addition to Brown and Pearson, the State

presented a number of other witnesses, including the

following:

Kendall Thompson testified that he entered the

Deli during the robbery and was immediately confronted

by a black male wearing a ski mask. He was ordered to

the floor at gunpoint and robbed of his only dollar.

When the robber went to the back of the Deli, Thompson

got up and ran away.

Thompson testified that he could not say that Horn

and Jackson were in the Deli at the time of the robbery

because the robbers wore masks. But he acknowledged

making an identification of Horn and Jackson when he

was shown a photo array two days after the robbery.

Thompson testified that he selected Horn’s photo

because the yellowish eyes and mouth of the person in

the photo resembled the eyes and mouth of the person

who took his dollar. He testified that he signed

Jackson’s photo because he was familiar with Jackson’s

complexion from seeing him in the neighborhood and his
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complexion looked like that of the gunman who tried to

open the register.

Shaquan Pallet testified that on the day of the

robbery, he and the murder victim, Cecil Hardy, took a

taxi to the Deli after getting off work. As he and

Hardy entered the Deli, he saw Horn and Jackson, both

of whom he knew from the neighborhood, standing outside

smoking “wet.” Hardy bought a pack of cigarettes, gave

Pallet a few from the pack and Pallet began to leave

the Deli. As he exited, he saw Horn and Jackson

outside with masks. Fearing he was going to be robbed,

he hurried to the taxi and was driven away, leaving

Hardy behind.

Regina Wolfinger testified that she was in a car

outside the Deli at the time of the robbery when she

saw a black male run out of the Deli and get into a

car, which quickly took off. Then, two black males,

possibly wearing hats, came out of the Deli. She

testified that Horn looked like one of the two men she
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saw outside the Deli at that time. Her level of

certainty was 75%.

In his closing argument, the prosecutor emphasized

the importance of the testimony of Pearson and

Thompson:

[Counsel for Vernon Horn] will tell you, well,
this is only a snitch case. Mr. Pallet, he’s
getting . . . something. Mr. Brown, he’s
getting something. Let me ask you this, ladies
and gentlemen. What is Marcus Pearson getting
out of this? Is he a snitch? Did he get some
sort of consideration? He’s a friend of Mr.
Horn’s. He is the one that puts that stolen
cell phone in Mr. Horn’s hands . . . . He
signed those pictures three times. Why did the
police have him do that? They wanted to make
certain, one hundred percent certain, that Mr.
Pearson was certain that he got that stolen
cell phone from Mr. Horn. That’s why they went
to him numerous times and had him sign those
pictures numerous times. . . .

So, the defense would have you believe . . .
[that] [i]f you don’t believe Steven Brown and
if you don’t believe Shaquan Pallet the case is
over. Well, how did Mr. Horn get that stolen
cell phone a day after this murder and robbery?
Marcus Pearson told you in his testimony and he
told the New Haven police shortly after this
incident happened that Mr. Horn gave him that
phone. What are the chances, ladies and
gentlemen, of all of these identifications and
Mr. Horn having a piece of incriminating
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evidence that was stolen from the Deli that
night? . . .

[Kendall Thompson] looks at these pictures and
does he say that he’s absolutely certain that
it’s Mr. Horn and Mr. Jackson[?] No, he
doesn’t say that. He says these are the guys I
believe were in the store. That’s what he
says. What a coincidence. Did Mr. Thompson
know Regina Wolfinger? Did he know Shaquan
Pallet? Did he know Steven Brown? Did they
all get together and frame Mr. Horn and Mr.
Jackson? . . . You’ve now got several
different people who don’t even know each other
picking out the same photographs. The same
photographs.

Kendall Thompson, how could he have possibly
known who did this robbery, they had masks on.
Kendall Thompson knew these people. So don’t
isolate each single piece of evidence. If you
do that the State wouldn’t ask you to return
verdicts of guilty on just an identification of
Kendall Thompson . . . . But when you examine
[the evidence] in its totality, when you
examine all of those identifications, when you
examine Mr. Horn’s conduct and statements
following the crime, when you examine Mr.
Marquis Jackson’s misstatements and the lies
about where he was, and when you consider all
of that, all of those identifications made by
independent, separate people, and when you
consider the fact that Mr. Horn, the day after
this murder had Mr. Butler’s stolen cell phone,
when you examine all of that, the only
reasonable and logical conclusion that you can
come to is that both of these defendants had
been proven guilty beyond a reasonable doubt.

ECF 237-1 at 36, 53-54, 56-58.
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The jury convicted Horn on ten counts and Jackson

on seven counts, and they were sentenced to prison for

70 years and 45 years, respectively.

II.

After unsuccessful appeals, Horn and Jackson

challenged their convictions through state habeas

proceedings. Jackson’s habeas petition alleged that

his counsel rendered ineffective assistance in failing

to present alibi witnesses and in failing to develop

and present a defense of third-party culpability. In

support of the latter claim, Jackson alleged that

Brown’s co-perpetrators were part of a network of

violent drug dealers in Bridgeport that included

Sadler, Newkirk and Brown’s brother-in-law. In

addition, Jackson’s habeas petition included a claim of

actual innocence.

After a trial, the habeas court ruled that

Jackson’s counsel’s performance was not deficient: the

alibi witnesses who testified that they saw Jackson

with Horn in the hours leading up to the robbery could
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not account for his whereabouts at the time of the

robbery; and no evidence placed any of the allegedly

culpable third parties at the scene of the robbery or

in possession of any proceeds. Jackson’s claim of

actual innocence was rejected because the evidence at

the habeas trial, although creating a reasonable doubt

as to his guilt, failed to demonstrate that he could

not have committed the crimes. Jackson’s appeal from

the denial of his habeas petition was unavailing. See

Jackson v. Comm’r of Corr., 149 Conn. App. 681 (2014),

appeal dismissed, 321 Conn. 765 (2016).

Like Jackson’s habeas petition, Horn’s included

claims of ineffective assistance of counsel and actual

innocence. In particular, he claimed that his counsel

failed to investigate the State’s theory that he was in

possession of the stolen cell phone the day after the

robbery. At his habeas trial, Horn presented evidence

that an adequate investigation would have revealed that

Pearson’s testimony concerning the fourth call was

false. This evidence included testimony by Sadler,
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Newkirk and Pearson. Sadler testified that he made the

fourth call to the residence in West Haven where Sykes

worked in order to speak with Newkirk, her boyfriend at

the time. Newkirk testified that he received the

fourth call from Sadler while visiting Sykes. And

Pearson admitted that his criminal trial testimony

concerning his use of the phone was false. A

representative of Omnipoint testified that information

concerning the location of the origin of the calls

could have been obtained at the time of the criminal

trial by Horn’s counsel had it been requested.

In 2013, Horn’s habeas petition was granted by the

trial court. The court found that Horn’s counsel

rendered deficient performance in failing to

investigate the use of the cell phone in the days after

the robbery. It was incumbent on Horn’s counsel to

conduct an investigation in light of the implausibility

of the State’s claim that Horn (1) took the phone from

Brown in Bridgeport after 10:40 a.m., (2) gave it to

Pearson in New Haven before 11:07 a.m., and (3)
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returned it to Brown in Bridgeport before 2:32 p.m.

Had Horn’s counsel obtained origination information

from Omnipoint, the information would have established

that all five calls were actually made in Bridgeport,

contrary to Pearson’s testimony that he made the fourth

call in New Haven after borrowing the phone from Horn.

Further, an adequate investigation would have shown

that the fourth call was made by Sadler to Newkirk and

that Pearson never got the phone from Horn. The court

ruled that Horn’s counsel’s deficient performance was

prejudicial under Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S.

668, 688, 698-700 (1984). On this basis, it ordered

that Horn’s convictions be set aside. Horn was then

released from prison pending the State’s appeal. See

Horn v. Warden, No. CV010456995, 2014 WL 3397826 (Conn.

Super. Ct. June 3, 2014)(Young, J.).

In 2016, the Connecticut Supreme Court reversed

the grant of habeas relief, and Horn was returned to

prison. See Horn v. Comm’r of Corr., 321 Conn. 767

(2016). On the appeal, the State conceded that Horn’s
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counsel was ineffective in failing to conduct an

adequate investigation regarding the use of the stolen

cell phone but argued that this deficiency was not

prejudicial. The Supreme Court agreed. Horn’s

counsel’s failure to investigate was not prejudicial,

the Court stated, because the evidence presented at the

habeas hearing concerning the use of the phone did not

conclusively establish that Pearson could not have made

the fourth call after borrowing the phone from Horn,

nor give rise to a reasonable probability that the

verdict would have been different if the evidence had

been presented to the jury. 321 Conn. at 791. No such

reasonable probability had been shown because the

evidence presented at the habeas trial relating to the

use of the cell phone did not cast doubt on the

criminal trial testimony of the witnesses who placed

Horn at the Deli before, during and after the robbery.

Horn and Jackson remained incarcerated until 2018,

when the State moved to vacate their convictions. The

State’s motion was precipitated by evidence brought to
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light by Horn’s counsel in a then-pending federal

habeas case. The new evidence included F.B.I. analysis

of records showing the location of the origin of the

calls made from the stolen cell phone. The analysis

established that all five calls were indeed made in

Bridgeport. This evidence cast doubt on the

credibility of Brown’s trial testimony that Horn and

Jackson were with him when he made the first call.

More importantly, it refuted Pearson’s trial testimony

concerning the fourth call, which was the only evidence

besides Brown’s testimony linking Horn to the stolen

phone.

The State’s motion to vacate the convictions also

took account of telephone records for a number of

phones, including Sadler’s and the phone at the West

Haven residence. These records had been obtained by

Detective Adger prior to the criminal trial - Sadler’s

by means of a letter to his service provider, and the

residence’s by means of a search warrant served on

Southern New England Telephone Company. In 2018,
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Horn’s habeas counsel found the letter and search

warrant in NHPD’s files on the Dixwell Deli case but

not the telephone records. Adger, by then retired, was

contacted and asked whether she had any records. Her

working copy of the telephone records was in a box in

the basement of her home. She retrieved the records so

they could be turned over to Horn.

The records show that the fourth call listed in

the call detail record was made in response to a call

from the residence to Sadler’s pager two minutes

earlier. This evidence vindicated the findings of the

Superior Court in Horn’s habeas trial that the fourth

call was made not by Pearson to Sykes but by Sadler to

Newkirk.

The State’s motion to vacate the conviction was

granted, and the plaintiffs were released from prison.

The charges against them were later dropped. The

prosecutor responsible for making the decision

concluded that although the newly discovered evidence
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did not exonerate the plaintiffs, it sufficiently

undercut the State’s case to prevent a retrial.

The plaintiffs then brought these actions.

III.

The plaintiffs make the following claims against

the Detectives under § 1983:

First, they claim that the Detectives withheld

from the prosecutor information favorable to the

defense in violation of the Due Process Clause of the

Fourteenth Amendment as construed in Brady.

Second, they claim that the Detectives fabricated

evidence used to convict the plaintiffs despite knowing

the plaintiffs were innocent in violation of the Due

Process Clause.

Third, they claim that they were subjected to

unreasonably prolonged detention due to conscience-

shocking conduct on the part of the Detectives in

violation of the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments.

And
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Fourth, they claim that each Detective is liable

for failing to intervene to prevent the others from

violating the plaintiffs’ constitutional rights.

A.

Under Brady, due process requires a police officer

to disclose to a prosecutor evidence in the officer’s

possession that is favorable to an accused either

because it is exculpatory or can be used to impeach a

prosecution witness. A Brady violation occurs when

evidence of this nature is not disclosed and there is a

reasonable probability that, had it been disclosed, the

result of the proceeding would have been different.

United States v. Bagley, 473 U.S. 667, 682 (1985).

“The question is not whether the defendant would more

likely than not have received a different verdict with

the evidence, but whether in its absence he received a

fair trial, understood as a trial resulting in a

verdict worthy of confidence. A ‘reasonable

probability’ of a different result is accordingly shown
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when the government’s evidentiary suppression

‘undermines confidence in the outcome of the trial.’”

Kyles v. Whitley, 514 U.S. 419, 434 (1995)(quoting

Bagley, 473 U.S. at 678).

In support of the Brady claims, the plaintiffs

allege that the Detectives engaged in improper tactics

in witness interviews in order to obtain evidence to

sustain Dease’s theory that the plaintiffs were guilty.

These tactics included coercing witnesses in off-the-

record interviews to get them to say what the

Detectives wanted them to say, then taking formal

statements omitting information that could be used to

impeach the witnesses.

The plaintiffs’ primary claims are that the

Detectives failed to disclose information relating to

off-the-record interviews of Thompson and Pearson.

These claims are based principally on Thompson’s and

Pearson’s deposition testimony that Dease and Breland
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coerced them to make false statements.2 In addition,

they advance a claim based on Detective Adger’s failure

to disclose the telephone records showing that the

fourth call was made by Sadler to Newkirk.

With regard to the Brady claims relating to

Thompson and Pearson, evidence in the summary judgment

record, viewed most favorably to the plaintiffs, would

permit a jury to find the following.

Kendall Thompson

Two days after the robbery, Dease and Breland

interviewed Thompson. Then 19, Thompson was on adult

probation. He did not want to speak with the

Detectives about what happened at the Deli. He was

afraid he would be charged simply because he was there.

But Breland threatened to tell his probation officer if

he failed to cooperate.

2 As pleaded and briefed, the Brady claims do not encompass
failure to disclose information relating to the post-arrest
interview of Brown. The Brady claims do include a claim arising
from Dease’s interview of Pallet on March 23. However, this
claim fails as a matter of law because it is undisputed that the
prosecutor was present throughout the interview.
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The Detectives showed Thompson a photo array and

asked if he could identify the gunman who robbed him.

The array included photos of Horn and Jackson because,

although no physical evidence linked either of them to

the robbery/murder, Dease had reason to view them as

suspects. Thompson said “about eighteen times” that it

was impossible for him to provide an identification

because the robbers wore masks.

Dease and Breland disputed Thompson’s statements

that no identification was possible. They pointed out

that the robber’s eyes and mouth could have been

visible through holes in the mask.

Dease kept putting Horn’s picture in front of

Thompson telling him to look at the eyes. Thompson

eventually gave in and provided an identification. At

Dease’s request, he signed not just Horn’s photo but

also Jackson’s.

Marcus Pearson
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After obtaining the call detail record and

interviewing Sykes, Detectives Dease and Breland

interviewed Pearson. They showed him the call detail

record and told him it showed that the fourth call was

made from his porch to Sykes while Horn was visiting

him the day after the robbery. He told them he had no

idea what they were talking about and denied that he

made any call using any phone. They falsely insisted

that the call detail record proved the call was made.

They told him that either Horn let him use the phone or

he stole it himself from the Deli and kept asking

“Which one is it?” They said they were going to charge

one of them, so unless he said he got the phone from

Horn, he would be charged with Hardy’s murder. Pearson

was afraid they would arrest him and he would lose

custody of his children, so he ultimately capitulated

and said he used the phone to call Sykes after getting

it from Horn.

In a prior oral ruling, I addressed the Brady

claims relating to Thompson and Pearson and concluded
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that they raise genuine issues for trial as to Dease

and Breland. See Oral Ruling, Tr. 13-17 (ECF 320). I

adhere to that ruling.

The defendants do not dispute (and defense experts

admit) that the matters described in Thompson’s and

Pearson’s deposition testimony concerning their

interactions with Dease and Breland constitute

impeachment material that must be disclosed under

Brady. And it is undisputed that these matters were

not disclosed to the prosecutor.3 Accordingly, the

issue is whether there is a reasonable probability

that, had these matters been disclosed, the result of

the trial would have been different.

To be clear, the undisclosed matters encompass at

least the following: (1) as to Thompson, Breland’s

threat to call Thompson’s probation officer if he

failed to cooperate; Thompson’s repeated statements

3 The defendants contend that the interactions now described by
Thompson and Pearson did not happen. However, Thompson’s and
Pearson’s recantations are not so incredible that they can be
rejected as a matter of law.
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that he could not make an identification of anyone; the

Detectives’ insistence that Thompson could see the

robber’s eyes and mouth; and Dease’s persistent demands

that Thompson look closely at Horn’s photo, especially

the eyes; (2) as to Pearson, Pearson’s repeated denials

that he used the stolen phone to call Sykes; and the

Detectives’ explicit threats to charge Pearson with

Hardy’s murder unless he said he got the phone from

Horn.

The plaintiffs contend that, considered in the

aggregate, these matters “could reasonably be taken to

put the whole case in such a different light as to

undermine confidence in the verdict.” Kyles, 514 U.S.

at 435. I agree.

As shown by the excerpts from the prosecutor’s

closing argument set forth above, the State relied

heavily on the testimony of Pearson (Horn’s “friend”)

and Thompson (who “knew” both Horn and Jackson) to

dispel misgivings the jury could have about relying on

the testimony of Brown and Pallet, both of whom were
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cooperating in exchange for leniency. Had Thompson’s

and Pearson’s interactions with Dease and Breland, as

now described, been available for impeachment of their

trial testimony, the value of their testimony to the

prosecution would have been substantially reduced, if

not destroyed. A reasonable juror likely would have

rejected both Thompson’s identification testimony and

Pearson’s testimony regarding the fourth call.

Moreover, disclosure of these matters would have

provided defense counsel with grounds to attack the

good faith of the investigation. At a bare minimum, it

would have caused a reasonable juror to view the

testimony of Brown and Pallet with heightened

skepticism. Accordingly, the reasonable likelihood

standard is satisfied. See Kyles, 514 U.S. at 441-49.

The Detectives contend that they are entitled to

qualified immunity on these claims. Accepting

Thompson’s and Pearson’s deposition testimony as true,

Dease and Breland are not protected by qualified

immunity on the Thompson- and Breland-related Brady
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claims insofar as the claims are based on their failure

to disclose the witnesses’ off-the-record statements.

Whether qualified immunity protects them against

liability for failure to disclose the methods they

allegedly used to get the witnesses to change their

statements presents a closer question. But neither

side has grappled with this question, so I do not reach

it.

“Qualified immunity gives government officials

breathing room to make reasonable but mistaken

judgments, and protects all but the plainly incompetent

or those who knowingly violate the law.” Messerschmidt

v. Millender, 565 U.S. 535, 546 (2012)(internal

quotations omitted). “[W]hether an official protected

by qualified immunity may be held personally liable for

an allegedly unlawful official action generally turns

on the ‘objective legal reasonableness’ of the action,

assessed in light of the legal rules that were ‘clearly

established’ at the time the action was taken.” Id.
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(quoting Anderson v. Creighton, 483 U.S. 635, 639

(1987)).

The defendants suggest that because Thompson and

Pearson were reluctant to cooperate, just like many

witnesses in similar circumstances, their initial

denials could reasonably be considered immaterial under

Brady. However, the witnesses’ off-the-record

statements flatly contradicted the statements the

officers forwarded to the prosecutor. Any reasonable

officer would have known that failure to reveal the

off-the-record statements to the prosecutor would

violate an officer’s disclosure obligations under

Brady.

That the officers had a similarly obvious

obligation to disclose the coercive methods they

allegedly used to get the witnesses to contradict

themselves is less clear-cut. In 1999, an officer’s

obligation under Brady to disclose coercive methods

used to obtain inculpatory evidence co-existed with

widespread use of “the Reid technique,” an
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interrogation strategy that included outright deception

and refusal to take no for an answer. Because the Reid

technique was widely used at the time, perhaps a

reasonable officer in the Detectives’ position could

think that their alleged threats and persistent refusal

to take no for an answer did not have to be disclosed

to the prosecutor. In that case, partial summary

judgment based on qualified immunity could be available

to the Detectives on the Thompson- and Pearson-related

Brady claims to the extent the claims go beyond

nondisclosure of the witnesses’ off-the-record

statements. But this argument has not been raised by

the defendants specifically, and I do not think it is

fairly raised by their overall reliance on qualified

immunity generally. Accordingly, I conclude that they

are not entitled to partial summary judgment.

With regard to the claim based on Detective

Adger’s alleged concealment of the telephone records, I

previously ruled that the records are material and

adhere to that ruling. The records show that the
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fourth call was made to the West Haven residence two

minutes after a call was made from the residence to

Sadler’s pager. Disclosure of this information would

have had a significant impact on the State’s case

against Horn. In addition, it would have bolstered a

third-party culpability defense by placing the phone in

Sadler’s possession within 36 hours of the robbery.4

I previously ruled that whether the records were

intentionally withheld also presents a genuine issue

for trial. I adhere to this ruling as well.

The defendants contend that a jury would have to

credit Detective Adger’s testimony that she put the

records in the records room at NHPD, where they would

be available to the prosecutor. Detective Adger’s

plausible testimony might well be accepted by a jury.

4 The defendants contend that the records do not support a third-
party culpability instruction because they disclose no direct
connection between the robbery and Sadler, Newkirk or anyone
else, as required to support such an instruction under State v.
Sauris, 227 Conn. 389, 401 (1993). In the context of the record
developed at the criminal trial, however, Sadler’s possession of
the phone established a sufficiently direct connection between
him and the robbery to warrant a third-party culpability
instruction.
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However, whether she put the records there or decided

not to presents an issue of fact that is genuinely

disputed.

In 1999, proper handling of the records required

that they be put in the records room so they would be

available to the prosecutor. The prosecutor had an

open file policy for discovery. It is undisputed that

the records were not made available to the defense in

discovery. They were not produced during the state

habeas litigation. And when Horn’s federal habeas

counsel looked for them, they could not be found.

The parties advance competing explanations for

this state of affairs. The plaintiffs contend that a

jury could reasonably infer that Adger failed to put

the records in the records room in the first place.

The better inference in the defendants’ view is that

she put them there, and they were removed by third

parties.

In support of their respective positions, the

parties present detailed arguments concerning the
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possible inferences that may be drawn from careful

analysis and weighing of the evidence (or lack of

evidence). These arguments are more in keeping with

closing arguments in a jury trial.

Having considered the parties’ arguments, I

conclude that a jury could reasonably find that the

records were not placed in the records room. Were a

jury to make that finding, it would then be up to the

jury to decide whether the records were intentionally

withheld from the prosecutor.

In a recent submission following my oral ruling,

Jackson’s counsel have clarified that the Brady claim

is based not only on Detective Adger’s failure to

disclose the original records but also her failure to

disclose her working copy of the records, which she

marked up and used to create a flow chart of the calls.

Adger has testified that she simply did not see the

connection between the fourth call to the West Haven

number and the call to Sadler’s pager two minutes

earlier. Construing her deposition testimony most
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favorably to the plaintiffs, and giving them the

benefit of reasonable inferences, a jury could find

that Adger and Dease went over her working copy and

flow chart of the calls, saw the connection, and

decided not to disclose these materials to the

prosecutor.5

This leaves the issue whether no Brady violation

occurred because the plaintiffs’ defense counsel could

have obtained the telephone records themselves from

other sources. The plaintiffs do not dispute that

their counsel could have obtained the records with

minimal effort. But they argue that this did not

absolve the defendants of their obligation under Brady

to disclose the records to the prosecutor.

The plaintiffs are correct. In the Second

Circuit, if the prosecution fails to disclose Brady

material to the defense, due process is violated

although the material was available to the defense from

5 There is no evidence that Breland saw the records or discussed
their contents with Adger or Dease.

Case 3:18-cv-01502-RNC Document 331 Filed 03/19/24 Page 35 of 53

EXHIBIT A

Case 3:18-cv-01502-RNC Document 368-1 Filed 08/20/24 Page 35 of 53Case: 24-1034, 08/21/2024, DktEntry: 27.1, Page 41 of 112



36

another source. See Lewis v. Conn. Comm’r of Corr.,

790 F.3d 109, 121 (2d Cir. 2015) (“[Brady] imposes no

duty upon a defendant, who was reasonably unaware of

exculpatory information, to take affirmative steps to

seek out and uncover such information in the possession

of the prosecution in order to prevail.”); 6 Wayne R.

LaFave, et al., Criminal Procedure § 24.3(b) n.87 (4th

ed. 2023 update). Thus, the ability of the plaintiffs’

defense counsel to obtain the records from other

sources does not necessarily preclude the Brady claim

as a matter of law.

The defendants do not contend that the

availability of the records from other sources would

compel a jury to find that Adger lacked the state of

mind required for liability. Even so, I have

considered whether the evidence is insufficient to

support a reasonable inference that she withheld the

records for the purpose of preventing their use at

trial. Since Horn’s counsel had not only the ability

to get the records but also a duty to investigate the
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use of the stolen phone (as established in the habeas

litigation), a jury may find that Adger reasonably

expected him to get the records and thus lacked the

culpable state of mind necessary for liability. But

the evidence is not so clear that the suppression issue

can be decided in her favor as a matter of law.6

B.

Turning to the fabrication claims, the plaintiffs

allege that the Detectives framed them for Hardy’s

murder, knowing they were innocent, by manufacturing

the evidence that was used to convict them. They point

to Brown’s testimony identifying them as perpetrators;

Pallet’s testimony that he saw them as he was leaving

the Deli; and Pearson’s testimony that he borrowed the

phone from Horn and used it to call Sykes.

6 The defendants’ arguments regarding qualified immunity do not
include an argument that a reasonable officer in Adger’s
position in 1999 could think that because Horn’s counsel was
able to get the records himself, she did not have to disclose
them to the prosecutor. Accordingly, I do not address the issue
here.
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“To succeed on a fabricated-evidence claim, a

plaintiff must establish that ‘an (1) investigating

official (2) fabricate[d] information (3) that is

likely to influence a jury’s verdict, (4) forward[ed]

that information to prosecutors, and (5) the plaintiff

suffer[red] [sic] a deprivation of life, liberty, or

property as a result.’” Ashley v. City of New York,

992 F.3d 128, 139 (2d Cir. 2021) (quoting Garnett v.

Undercover Officer C0039, 838 F.3d 265, 279 (2d Cir.

2016)); see Barnes v. City of New York, 68 Fed.4th 123,

128 (2d Cir. 2023); Ricciuti v. N.Y.C. Transit Auth.,

124 F.3d 123, 130 (2d Cir. 1997).

A fabrication claim against an officer differs

significantly from a claim that the officer used

improper methods to obtain evidence. As the Seventh

Circuit has stated:

Coerced testimony is testimony that a witness
is forced by improper means to give; the
testimony may be true or false. Fabricated
testimony is testimony that is made up; it is
invariably false. False testimony is the
equivalent; it is testimony known to be untrue
by the witness and by whoever cajoled or
coerced the witness to give it.
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Petty v. City of Chicago, 754 F.3d 416, 422 (7th Cir.

2014) (quoting Fields v. Wharrie, 740 F.3d 1107, 1114

(7th Cir. 2014)); see also Anderson v. City of

Rockford, 932 F.3d 494, 510-11 (7th Cir. 2019).

Stated differently, it is one thing for a

detective to use improper tactics to pressure a witness

to provide a statement that may be true and the witness

believes to be true. It is another to use such tactics

to force a witness to provide a statement that is false

and known to be false by both the detective and the

witness. Only the latter provides a basis for a

fabrication claim.

Second Circuit decisions in fabrication cases

reflect this distinction. Compare Norales v. Acevedo,

No. 21-549, 2022 WL 17958450, at *4-5 (2d Cir. Dec. 27,

2022)(fabrication claim based on allegations that

officer coerced witness to make unreliable

identification through promise of leniency and threat

of prosecution properly dismissed; witness testified
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that she truthfully identified the plaintiff) with

Frost v. N.Y.C. Police Dep’t, 980 F.3d 231, 251 (2d

Cir. 2020)(fabrication claim sufficiently supported to

survive motion for summary judgment in view of

recanting witness’s affidavit stating that he falsely

identified the plaintiff because the officer made it

clear to him that he would need to do so in order to

get a deal).

In a prior oral ruling, I concluded that the

Detectives’ motion for summary judgment on the

fabrication claims must be granted because the evidence

is insufficient to raise a genuine issue on the element

of knowing falsity. Oral Ruling, Tr. 30-41 (ECF 320).

I adhere to that ruling.7

7 The plaintiffs claim that Dease and Breland fabricated Sykes’s
statement that Pearson made the fourth call then used it to
pressure Pearson to falsely confirm that in fact he did make the
call. In my prior ruling, I agreed that the evidence permits a
reasonable finding that Dease and Breland manufactured Sykes’s
statement but not the further finding required for a fabrication
claim that they knew her statement was false. I adhere to that
conclusion.
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With regard to Brown’s testimony, the plaintiffs

allege that Dease manipulated Brown to identify the

plaintiffs as perpetrators and that Brown went along

with the fraud to protect his friends in Bridgeport. A

reasonable jury could credit the plaintiffs’ testimony

that they are innocent and therefore find that Brown’s

identification of them was false. But Brown has never

recanted, and his testimony against them may be true.

Moreover, even assuming the plaintiffs are actually

innocent, they offer no evidence to support their

assertion that Dease knew they were innocent when he

interviewed Brown. The claim that Dease used Brown to

frame them thus fails to raise a genuine issue for

trial.

Pallet’s testimony that he saw the plaintiffs as

he exited the Deli after getting cigarettes from Hardy

may be false. The taxi driver does not recall Pallet

getting out of the taxi and accompanying Hardy into the

Deli; and a crime scene photo shows an unopened pack of

cigarettes on the counter where Hardy was standing when
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he was shot. In addition, were Pallet to testify at a

trial in these cases, he could be impeached based on

out-of-court statements he has allegedly made admitting

that he falsely implicated the plaintiffs. The issue,

however, is not whether a jury could reasonably reject

Pallet’s testimony that he saw the plaintiffs at the

Deli but whether a jury could reasonably find that

Dease manufactured Pallet’s testimony knowing the

plaintiffs were not there. The record evidence, viewed

most favorably to the plaintiffs, is insufficient to

make this a genuine issue for trial.

The evidence supporting the Pearson-related

fabrication claim is also insufficient. The Detectives

interviewed Pearson about the fourth call because

Sykes, after saying she knew him, agreed there was a

good possibility he made the call. Pearson had

previously admitted that he and Horn were together on

his porch the morning the call was made. In the

circumstances, the Detectives could credit Pearson’s

statement that he did make the call to Sykes,
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notwithstanding his previous denials. In any event,

there is no evidence they knew the call was made by

someone else.

C.

Plaintiffs’ unreasonably prolonged detention

claims seek damages for the Detectives’ failure to

investigate the numbers in the “ORIG” column of the

call detail record, which show that all the calls

originated in Bridgeport, and the telephone records,

which show that the fourth call was made by Sadler to

Newkirk. Plaintiffs contend that these claims fit

within the scope of the cause of action for

unreasonably prolonged detention recognized by the

Second Circuit in Russo v. City of Bridgeport, 479 F.3d

196, 205 (2d Cir. 2007). The defendants move for

summary judgment arguing that Russo cannot be extended

to apply to the facts presented here. I agree.

It is well-established that an arrest based on

probable cause prevents recovery of damages against an

arresting officer for pretrial detention caused by the
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officer’s failure to conduct an inadequate

investigation. See Curley v. Vill. of Suffern, 268

F.3d 65, 70 (2d Cir. 2001) (“Once a police officer has

a reasonable basis for believing there is probable

cause, he is not required to explore and eliminate

every theoretically plausible claim of innocence before

making an arrest.”) (alteration omitted) (citation

omitted); Krause v. Bennett, 887 F.2d 362, 372 (2d Cir.

1989)(“[An officer’s] function is to apprehend those

suspected of wrongdoing, and not to finally determine

guilt through a weighing of the evidence.”). The

decision in Russo does not disturb this rule. Rather,

it speaks to the availability of a damages remedy when

a person arrested on probable cause suffers prolonged

detention due to the arresting officer’s conscience-

shocking failure to promptly disclose to the prosecutor

exculpatory evidence of great significance in the

officer’s exclusive possession.

In Russo, the plaintiff was arrested for armed

robbery of a convenience store. The arresting officers
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told him they had a surveillance camera videotape of

the crime. The plaintiff, who had prominent body

tattoos covering his neck and arms, insisted he was

innocent and asked the officers to check the video for

tattoos. They later told him that they checked the

video, and it showed tattoos. In fact, the video

showed that the perpetrator had no tattoos on his

forearms. The plaintiff remained in pretrial detention

for months until the prosecutor looked at the videotape

and realized the plaintiff was innocent.

The plaintiff sued the officers claiming that

their conduct violated his right to due process. The

District Court ruled that the officers had no due

process duty to investigate the plaintiff’s assertion

of innocence. The Second Circuit reversed. The Court

held that in the circumstances, the officers had a duty

to check the videotape for tattoos. The plaintiff’s

continued detention caused by the officers’ conscience-

shocking failure to disclose the video to the

prosecutor within a reasonable time violated the
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plaintiff’s Fourth Amendment right to be free from an

unreasonable seizure.8

In accordance with the holding in Russo, district

courts in the Second Circuit have recognized that to

recover damages for unreasonably prolonged detention,

the plaintiff must prove that he would have been

released were it not for the defendant’s conscience-

shocking mishandling of highly significant evidence of

the plaintiffs’ actual innocence. See Connelly v.

Komm, 20-cv-1060, 2022 WL 13679562, at *6 n.9 (D. Conn.

Oct. 21, 2022); Cafasso v. Nappe, 15-cv-920, 2017 WL

8 Since Russo, the Second Circuit has considered the legal
sufficiency of claims for unreasonably prolonged pretrial
detention in six cases. In all six, the claim failed. In
Waldron v. Milana, 541 Fed. Appx. 5, 8-9 (2d Cir. 2013), the
claim failed because the evidence was not “plainly exculpatory.”
See Panetta v. Crowley, 460 F.3d 388, 395 (2d Cir. 2006). In
Wilson v. City of New York, 480 Fed. Appx. 592, 595 (2d Cir.
2012), the claim failed because some of the evidence at issue
actually supported the charge against the detainee. In Nzegwu
v. Friedman, 605 Fed. Appx. 27, 32 (2d Cir. 2015), there was no
proof the officer “tampered with, lost, tainted or concealed”
exculpatory evidence. In Virgil v. Town of Gates, 455 Fed.
Appx. 36, 40 (2d Cir. 2012), the pleadings did not “support an
inference that [the] defendants ‘actively hid . . . exculpatory
evidence.’” See Russo, 479 F.3d at 210. In two other cases,
the period of pretrial detention was not sufficiently prolonged
to support a claim. See Husbands ex rel. Forde v. City of New
York, 335 Fed. Appx. 124, 129 (2d Cir. 2009); Marchand v.
Hartman, 395 F. Supp. 3d 202, 224-25 (D. Conn. 2019).
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4167746, at *7 (D. Conn. Sept. 20, 2017); Jackson v.

City of New York, 29 F. Supp. 3d 161, 179 (E.D.N.Y.

2014); Creighton v. City of New York, 12-cv-7454, 2017

WL 636415, at *46 (S.D.N.Y. Feb. 14, 2017); Pierre v.

City of Rochester, 16-CV-6428, 2018 WL 10072453, at *14

(W.D.N.Y. Sept. 7, 2018); Vazquez-Mentado v. Buitron,

12-CV-0797, 2014 WL 12894096, at *3 (N.D.N.Y. July 9,

2014).9

Plaintiffs allege that it would have been obvious

to anyone looking at the call detail record in 1999

that “ORIG” was an abbreviation for “origination.”

They further allege that, in view of the potential

significance of the calls listed in the “ORIG” column,

9 The parties appear to assume that a Russo claim can be brought
to recover for unreasonably prolonged imprisonment following a
conviction. Whether a Russo claim is available in the post-
conviction context is questionable. However, since an officer’s
disclosure obligations under Brady continue after conviction,
the duty recognized in Russo may logically continue as well
(predicated on the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth
Amendment rather than the Fourth Amendment). In any event, I
assume without deciding that a claim can be brought under § 1983
to obtain redress for a sentenced prisoner’s unreasonably
prolonged imprisonment caused by conscience-shocking conduct
that would support a Russo claim based on unreasonably prolonged
pretrial detention.
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the Detectives’ failure to investigate what the numbers

meant may reasonably be viewed as conscience-shocking.

But the numbers in the “ORIG” column are readily

distinguishable from the videotape in Russo.

In Russo, the videotape itself exonerated the

plaintiff, just as he said it would. No investigation

was required to verify the plaintiff’s actual innocence

beyond simply examining the videotape, as he requested.

Anyone looking at the tape for evidence of the

plaintiff’s tattoos would have realized that his

assertion of innocence was true. Yet the officers

either failed to look at the tape or, if they did look,

they lied to the plaintiff about what it showed.

Either way, their conduct was conscience-shocking.

Unlike the videotape in Russo, the numbers in the

“ORIG” column were not in the Detectives’ exclusive

possession, and they did not have obvious significance

as evidence of the plaintiffs’ actual innocence.

Plaintiffs’ assertion that they did is belied by the

history of the proceedings arising from the
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robbery/murder. As far as the record shows, at no

point prior to 2018 did any lawyer, investigator,

witness, or judge recognize the potential significance

of the numbers in the “ORIG” column. Moreover, unlike

the videotape in Russo, the F.B.I.’s analysis in 2018

falls well short of establishing that the plaintiffs

are actually innocent. In these circumstances, the

Detectives’ failure to look into the meaning of the

numbers in the “ORIG” column cannot reasonably be

considered conscience-shocking.

Nor are the telephone records comparable to the

videotape in Russo. The plaintiffs allege that

Detective Adger should have used the records to develop

a case against Brown’s associates in Bridgeport. For

reasons discussed above, the records’ value as

exculpatory evidence is sufficient to satisfy the

materiality standard applicable to a Brady claim. But

the standard applicable to a Russo claim is more

demanding. The exculpatory evidence must be highly

significant if not dispositive. Because the plaintiffs
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cannot satisfy this requirement, the Russo claims fail

as a matter of law.

D.

To prevail on a § 1983 claim against a police

officer for failure to intervene, a plaintiff must

prove that (1) a violation of his constitutional rights

was ongoing or about to occur, (2) the defendant knew

this at the time, (3) the defendant had a reasonable

opportunity to intervene to prevent harm to the

plaintiff, and (4) the defendant failed to take

reasonable steps to intervene. Jean-Laurent v.

Wilkinson, 540 F. Supp. 2d 501, 512 (S.D.N.Y. 2008)

(citing O’Neill v. Krzeminski, 839 F.2d 9, 11-12 (2d

Cir. 1988)).

Consistent with the foregoing discussion, Dease

and Breland are each potentially liable for failing to

intervene to prevent the other from withholding

Thompson- and Pearson-related Brady material. And

Dease is potentially liable for failing to intervene to

prevent Adger from withholding the telephone records,
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if not the originals, then her working copy and flow

chart of the calls.10

V.

Plaintiffs contend that they are entitled to

summary judgment on the Pearson- and Thompson-related

Brady claims because Dease and Breland do not dispute

that they failed to disclose the following: Pearson’s

denial that he called Sykes, Thompson’s statement that

he could not identify the robbers, and Breland’s

statement to Thompson that unless he cooperated they

would call his probation officer. Defendants contend

that their admitted failure to disclose this

information does not automatically entitle the

plaintiffs to summary judgment. I agree.

10 District courts in other circuits have ruled that qualified
immunity applied to similar failure-to-intervene Brady claims
because it was not clearly established at the pertinent time
that an officer had a duty to prevent another from withholding
Brady material. See Virgil v. City of Newport, 545 F.Supp.3d
444, 488 (E.D. Ky. 2021); Elkins v. Summit County, No. 5:06-cv-
3004, 2009 WL 1150114, at *9 (N.D. Ohio Apr. 28, 2009).
However, the defendants have not pressed this argument, so I do
not address it here.
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Plaintiffs’ motion is based on the standards that

govern a criminal defendant’s ability to obtain relief

from a conviction based on a Brady violation. A

prosecutor’s failure to disclose information favorable

to the defense, whether intentional or inadvertent,

provides a basis for setting aside a conviction,

and a conviction will be vacated if the undisclosed

information undermines confidence in the verdict.

Brady, 373 U.S. at 87. However, in a suit for damages

against a police officer under § 1983, the plaintiff

must prove that the officer concealed the information

from the prosecutor with a sufficiently culpable state

of mind and that but for the officer’s wrongful conduct

the outcome would have been different.

The plaintiffs contend that, even assuming these

standards apply, they are still entitled to summary

judgment. But the evidence regarding the Detectives’

state of mind, viewed fully and most favorably to the

Detectives, does not permit me to find as a matter of

law that they concealed the information in bad faith to
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prevent its use at trial. Nor can I find as a matter

of law that but for the Detectives’ concealment of the

information, the plaintiffs would not have been

convicted.

VI.

Accordingly, the Detectives’ motion for summary

judgment is denied as to the Brady claims, granted as

to the claims for fabrication of evidence and

unreasonably prolonged detention, and denied as to the

claims for failure to intervene, and the plaintiffs’

cross-motion for partial summary judgment is denied.

So ordered this 19th day of March 2024.

____________/s/ RNC___________

Robert N. Chatigny

United States District Judge
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CEByNNz6RA6GQN6xNURNO6GQwG6JN6ywA6zB6GQwG6JRGQBHG

CENSHzRyN6GB6wAL6CwEGRNF[6RAyUHzRAP6cE-6vwyTFBA-
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ZB6JN6QwIN6]]

ch-6sqh�hZq966oNF-66u&UU6yBAGRAHN6JRGQ6GQwG[

vHzPN-66sBBz6wOGNEABBA-66uG&F6jBV6sNEwEzN-66u6ENCENFNAG

GQN YRGL BO dNJ twINA- u QwIN �GGBEANL �VwAzw iGBAN JRGQ

VN BA GQN URAN-

jtq Yekhj9 jQwAT LBH- �ALxBzL NUFNW

ch-6ah�kiq966oNF[6oBHE6tBABE-66jQRF6RF6XEwz

aEwHFN-66u6ENCENFNAG6ZNONAzwAGF6fNGRFRw6�zPNE[6ZwELUN

XENUwAz[6wAz6GQN6qFGwGN6BO6ZNwFN-

jtq6Yekhj966eTwL-

ch-6a�s�d966�Az[6oBHE6tBABE[6RG&F6jQBVwF6awPwA-

u wUFB6ENCENFNAG6GQN6ZNONAzwAGF6�zPNE[6XENUwAz[6wAz6qFGwGN

BO6ZNwFN-

jtq6Yekhj966jQwAT6LBH-

ch-6rudkY�dq966sBBz6wOGNEABBA[6oBHE6tBABE-

iGNCQNA rRAHywAN OEBV GQN YBAANyGRyHG �s&F BOORyN[ wUBAP

JRGQ ��s qz hBJUNL- mN ENCENFNAG ZNONAzwAG vwVNF

iGNCQNAFBA[ wAz AB BxSNyGRBA GB HF CEByNNzRAP GBzwL

JRGQBHG6yBHAFNU6OBE6cE-6vwyTFBA-66mN6RAGNECENGNz6GQN

BxSNyGRBA6wF6GB6BAUL6RA6GQN6tBEA6ywFN6xL6GQN6tBEA6GNwV-

jtq6Yekhj966eTwL[6ORAN-66u&V6wFFHVRAP6GQwG

xNywHFN6GQN6ywFNF6wEN[6OBE6wUU6RAGNAGF6wAz6CHECBFNF[

yBAFBURzwGNz[6FNGGRAP6GQN6yBAONENAyN6JBHUz6ywHFN6BGQNEF6GB

ENwURMN6GQwG6u6JwF6RAGNENFGNz6RA6QwIRAP6NINELxBzL6BA6GQN

ywUU[6xHG6UNG6VN6VBIN6wQNwz-
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u&V6CENCwENz6GB6FCNwT6JRGQ6LBH6wxBHG6GQN6FGwGHF

BO6GQN6AHVNEBHF6CNAzRAP6VBGRBAF[6wAz6VL6RAGNAGRBA6RF6GB

PRIN6LBH6FBVN6BEwU6EHURAPF6FB6wF6ABG6GB6TNNC6LBH6JwRGRAP

wAL UBAPNE-

XHG wzSHzRywGRAP GQNFN VBGRBAF RF w FRPARORywAG

HAzNEGwTRAP OBE VN- oBH QwIN[ AB zBHxG[ RAINFGNz INEL

yBAFRzNEwxUN6ENFBHEyNF6RA6GQN6VBGRBAF-66�Az6GB6CHG6VL

yBVVNAGF6GBzwL6RA6CEBCNE6yBAGNKG[6u&z6URTN6GB6GNUU6LBH

GQwG6u6QwIN[6GBB-66iCNyRORywUUL[6u6QwIN6FCNAG6URGNEwUUL

QHAzENzF6BO6QBHEF6NKwVRARAP6GQN6IBUHVRABHF6ENyBEz6RA

zNGwRU[6VwAL6CwEGF6BO6RG6VBEN6GQwA6w6ONJ6GRVNF[6ENwzRAP

wAz6wAwULMRAP6wUU6BO6GQN6CERBE6CEByNNzRAPF6]]6wAz6u6VNwA

wUU6BO6GQNV6]]6GQN6SBRAG6yERVRAwU6GERwU[6GQN6zRENyG

wCCNwUF[6GQN6QwxNwF6CEByNNzRAPF[6wAz6GQN6wCCNwUF6RA6GQBFN

CEByNNzRAPF-66uA6wzzRGRBA[6u&IN6ENFNwEyQNz6GQN6ywFN6UwJ6RA

GQN iNyBAz YREyHRG wAz NUFNJQNEN BA GQN AHVNEBHF

yBVCURywGNz UNPwU RFFHNF GQwG wEN CENFNAGNz xL GQNFN

VBGRBAF wAz RA BGQNE YREyHRGF RA GQN QBCN GQwG u VRPQG

PRIN6LBH6OwRE6wAz6JNUU]ENwFBANz6EHURAPF-

jQwG6CENOwyN6QwIRAP6xNNA6CENFNAGNz[6u&UU6GNUU

LBH6QBJ6u&V6UBBTRAP6wG6GQNFN6VBGRBAF-66jB6VL6VRAz6wF6w

GERwU6SHzPN[6GQN6ERPQG6GB6w6SHEL6GERwU6RF[6BO6yBHEFN[

OHAzwVNAGwU[6wAz6u6ANNz6GB6NEE[6RO6u6zB6NEE[6BA6GQN6FRzN

BO6wUUBJRAP6w6yBAGNFGNz6yUwRV6GB6xN6ENFBUINz6xL6SHEL-

jQN6OHAyGRBA6BO6GQN6FHVVwEL6SHzPVNAG6VBGRBA6RF
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GB6NAwxUN6GQN6YBHEG6GB6zRFCBFN6BO6yUwRVF6GQwG6zBA&G6VNERG

w GERwU[6yUwRVF6GQwG6JBHUz6NAGwRU6w6JwFGNz6GERwU[6w6GERwU

GQwG6JBHUz6xN6w6OHGRUN6NKNEyRFN6xNywHFN6RO6GQN6SHEL6JNEN

GB ENGHEA w INEzRyG OBE GQN ABA]VBIwAG[ u JBHUz QwIN GB

FNG wFRzN GQwG INEzRyG wF w VwGGNE BO UwJ-

iB JQNA u UBBT wG w CwCNE ENyBEz URTN GQN BAN u

QwIN6QNEN[6u6wFT6VLFNUO6JRGQ6ENPwEz6GB6wAL6PRINA6yUwRV9

uO6w6SHEL6JNEN6GB6ENGHEA6w6INEzRyG6OBE6GQN6ABA]VBIwAG6BA

GQRF6yUwRV[6JBHUz6u6QwIN6GB6FNG6RG6wFRzNW

XNwE6RA6VRAz[6JN6QwIN6w6UBG6BO6yUwRVF6QNEN-66uO

LBH6GQRAT6BO6GQN6FyBCN6BO6GQN6yUwRVF6RA6GNEVF6BO6JQwG6w

INEzRyG6OBEV6JBHUz6UBBT6URTN[6LBH6JBHUz6wCCENyRwGN[6u

GQRAT[6GQwG6GQN6INEzRyG6OBEV6yBHUz6FCwA6CNEQwCF6zBMNAF6BO

CwPNF[6NAyBVCwFFRAP6w6GBGwU[6CNEQwCF[6BO64/6yUwRVF-66mN&EN

GwUTRAP6wxBHG6NwyQ6CUwRAGROO6VwTRAP6w6yUwRV6wPwRAFG6NwyQ

zNONAzwAG[ wAz JRGQRA NwyQ BO GQBFN yUwRVF GQNEN wEN

FHxCwEGF-

iB RG&F ABG SHFG[ LBH TABJ[ cE- tBEA wPwRAFG GQN

zNGNyGRINF$6RG&F6cE-6tBEA6wPwRAFG6NwyQ6BO6GQN6GQENN6dNJ

twINA6zNGNyGRINF6wAz6@CBFFRxUL,6wPwRAFG[6LBH6TABJ[

cE-6iGNCQNAFBA-66bBBTRAP6SHFG6wG6GQN6dNJ6twINA6zNGNyGRINF[

NwyQ6BO6GQBFN6CNBCUN6RF6NAGRGUNz6GB6FNCwEwGN6yBAFRzNEwGRBA

BO6NwyQ6yUwRV6VwzN6wPwRAFG6GQNV6xL6NwyQ6CUwRAGROO-66jQwG

JBHUz6xN6GQN6ywFN6wG6w6SHEL6GERwU-66�Az6FB6JN6JBHUz6wFT6w

SHEL6GB6GNUU6HF6QBJ6GQNL6EHUN6BA6NwyQ6BO6GQBFN6yUwRVF-
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�Az[6wPwRA[6JQNA6LBH6zB6wyyBHAGRAP6]]6JQRyQ6u6QwINA&G

zBAN[6xHG6u6NFGRVwGN6]]6GQN6yUwRVF6wCCEBwyQ64/6yUwRVF6RA

GBGwU-66iB6GQwG&F6GQN6OEwVNJBET-

�Az[ LBH TABJ[ u zBA&G JwAG GB TNNC LBH BA GQN

CQBAN wUU zwL[ xHG u JRUU GNUU LBH GQwG GQRF RF PBRAP GB

GwTN w URGGUN GRVN- iB[ LBH TABJ[ RO LBH JwAG GB ENUwK

wAz6QwIN6w6yHC6BO6yBOONN[6u6NAyBHEwPN6LBH6GB6zB6FB-66uG

VwL6VwTN6GQRF6UNFF6xHEzNAFBVN6OBE6LBH-

jQN6xBGGBV6URAN6RF6GBzwL6u6JwAG6GB6PRIN6LBH6wUU

EHURAPF6BA6GQN6yUwRVF6wPwRAFG6GQN6zNGNyGRINF[6wAz6xL6GQwG

u VNwA6GQN6yUwRVF6HAzNE6iNyGRBA60"726OBE6w6nEwcL6IRBUwGRBA

wAz6OwxERywGRBA6BO6NIRzNAyN-66u6VwL6xN6wxUN6GB6wyyBVCURFQ

VBEN[6xHG6JN&UU6FNN-

jQN6ENwFBA6u6wV6wzzENFFRAP6GQNFN6VBGRBAF6OREFG

RF6xNywHFN6GQNL6JNEN6ORUNz6VBEN6BE6UNFF6FRVHUGwANBHFUL

JRGQ GQN YRGL&F VBGRBA[ wAz[ wF HFHwU[ RG&F xNFG GB

wzzENFF GQN VBGRBA ORUNz xL GQN RAzRIRzHwUF xNOBEN GQN

VBGRBA ORUNz xL GQN YRGL- bNG&F UBBT wG GQNFN yUwRVF-

jQN6OREFG6ywHFN6BO6wyGRBA6wUUNPNF6nEwcL

IRBUwGRBAF6xL6ZNGNyGRINF6ZNwFN[6�zPNE[6wAz6XENUwAz-

iCNyRORywUUL[6GQN6CwEGRNF6QwIN6xERNONz6IRBUwGRBAF

RAIBUIRAP6fNwEFBA&F6FGwGNVNAGF6GQwG6QN6zRz6ABG6VwTN6GQN

OBHEGQ6CQBAN6ywUU6wAz6GQN6zNGNyGRINF&6GQENwGF6GB6QRV6wF

wUUNPNz6xL6QRV6RA6QRF6zNCBFRGRBA6GNFGRVBAL6wF6JNUU6wF6QRF

CERBE6GNFGRVBAL6RA6GQN6QwxNwF6CEByNNzRAP-
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uA6wzzRGRBA[6LBH6QwIN6xERNONz6GQN6DHNFGRBA

JQNGQNE6jQBVCFBA&F6FGwGNVNAGF6GQwG6QN6yBHUz6ABG6RzNAGROL

NRGQNE6BO6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6wAz6GQN6zNGNyGRINF6yBNEyNz6QRV[

wF ENyBHAGNz RA QRF zNCBFRGRBA GNFGRVBAL[ JQNGQNE GQBFN

FGwGNVNAGF wAz GQENwGF Qwz GB xN zRFyUBFNz GB yBVCUL JRGQ

nEwcL- �Az GQNA LBH QwIN[ BO yBHEFN[ xERNONz GQN

ABAzRFyUBFHEN6BO6GQN6CQBAN6ENyBEzF6GQwG6ZNGNyGRIN6�zPNE

PwGQNENz6zHERAP6GQN6RAINFGRPwGRBA[6w6JBETRAP6yBCL6BO6JQRyQ

JwF6NINAGHwUUL6ENGERNINz6OEBV6QNE6xwFNVNAG-

u6JwAG6GB6ABGN6QNEN6GQwG6wF6u6ENwz6GQN6yBVCUwRAG

wAz6GQN6xERNOF[6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6QwIN6ABG6HAzNEGwTNA6GB

NKCURyRGUL6wEPHN6RA6FB6VwAL6GNEVF6GQwG6GQN6zNGNyGRINF[

FCNyRORywUUL6ZNwFN6wAz6�zPNE[6VwL6xN6URwxUN6OBE6QwIRAP

OwRUNz6GB6ENINwU6GQN6VNGQBzF6GQwG6JNEN6HFNz6RA6GQN

RAGNEIRNJ6BO6iGNCQNA6XEBJA6wOGNE6QRF6wEENFG-66jQwG6ANNzF

GB xN CHG BA GQN GwxUN wG GQRF GRVN xNywHFN[ wF JRUU

xNyBVN yUNwE FQBEGUL[ GQN wIwRUwxRURGL BO FHyQ w yUwRV VwL

xN BO FBVN RAGNENFG GB cE- tBEA wAz GQN dNJ twINA

zNGNyGRINF-

fENURVRAwERUL[6u6JwAG6GB6VNAGRBA6w6AHVxNE6BO

UNPwU6RFFHNF6ENUwGRAP6GB6GQN6nEwcL6yUwRVF-66rREFG[6wF6LBH

TABJ[6JN6ANNz6GB6zNyRzN6GQN6zNPENN6BO6yHUCwxRURGL6ENDHRENz

GB6FHCCBEG6w6zwVwPNF6yUwRV6OBE6w6nEwcL6IRBUwGRBA-

�ABGQNE6RFFHN6GQwG6u6zBA&G6GQRAT6LBH6QwIN

xERNONz6BE[6RO6LBH&IN6VNAGRBANz6RG[6LBH6QwINA&G6OHUUL
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xERNONz[6RF6JQNGQNE6GQN6VwGNERwURGL6NUNVNAG6BO6w6nEwcL

yUwRV6HAzNE6iNyGRBA60"726RF6wA6RFFHN6OBE6GQN6SHEL6BE6GQN

YBHEG-

�Az GQNA[ GQREz[ u GQRAT JN ANNz GB xN yUNwE

wxBHG JQNGQNE CUwRAGROO xERAPRAP FHyQ w yUwRV[ RA wzzRGRBA

GB NFGwxURFQRAP GQN VwGNERwURGL BO GQN NIRzNAyN[ VHFG

CEBIN6GQwG6xHG]OBE6GQN6OwRUHEN6GB6zRFyUBFN6GQN6NIRzNAyN[

GQN6BHGyBVN6JBHUz6QwIN6xNNA6zROONENAG6RA6GQwG6QN6JBHUz6ABG

QwIN6xNNA6yBAIRyGNz-66qwyQ6BO6GQNFN6RFFHNF6QwF6ENDHRENz

FRPARORywAG6ENFNwEyQ-

jwTRAP6GQNV6RA6GHEA[6u6FGwEG6JRGQ6GQN6zNPENN6BO

yHUCwxRURGL6ENDHRENz6OBE6zwVwPNF6URwxRURGL-66oBH6TABJ[6GQN

zNONAzwAGF6FwL6GQwG6RA6GQRF6ywFN[6HAzNE6iNyGRBA60"72[6GQN

CUwRAGROOF[6cE-6tBEA6wAz6cE-6vwyTFBA[6QwIN6GB6CEBIN6GQwG6w

zNONAzwAG6]]6ZNGNyGRIN6ZNwFN[6ZNGNyGRIN6�zPNE[6ZNGNyGRIN

XENUwAz ]] RAGNAGRBAwUUL FHCCENFFNz NKyHUCwGBEL NIRzNAyN-

XwFNz BA LBHE xERNORAP[ LBH wCCNwE GB wPENN GQwG

GQN AB]OwHUG FGwAzwEz GQwG&F wCCURywxUN GB w nEwcL yUwRV

RA6yERVRAwU6CEByNNzRAPF6zBNF6ABG6wCCUL-66�Az[6RA6wAL6ywFN[

u wV6DHRGN6FHEN6GQwG6RG6zBNF6ABG6wCCUL-66uVCBFRAP

URwxRURGL6HAzNE6iNyGRBA60"726OBE6ANPURPNAG6BE6RAwzINEGNAG

ABAzRFyUBFHEN6JBHUz6xN6yBAGEwEL6GB6GQN6iHCENVN6YBHEG&F

QBUzRAP6RA6pwARNkF.wPwRAFs.mRkkRwVF6GQwG6ANPURPNAyN6yBHUz

ABG6FHCCBEG6w6iNyGRBA60"726zHN6CEByNFF6yUwRV-66rBE6GQwG

ENwFBA[6VBFG[6RO6ABG6wUU[6YREyHRGF6FNNV6GB6wPENN6GQwG6GQN
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AB]OwHUG6FGwAzwEz6zBNF6ABG6wCCUL6QNEN-

fEByNNzRAP6GB6GQN6ANKG6FGNC6RA6GQN6wAwULFRF-

jQN6RFFHN6RF6JQNGQNE6w6CUwRAGROO6QwF6GB6CEBIN6GQwG6GQN

NKyHUCwGBEL NIRzNAyN JwF RAGNAGRBAwUUL JRGQQNUz[ wF GQN

zNGNyGRINF wEPHN[ BE JQNGQNE ENyTUNFF BE zNURxNEwGN

RAzROONENAyN RF FHOORyRNAG[ wF GQN CUwRAGROOF FHPPNFG-

�F6LBH6TABJ[6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6]]6GQN6zNONAzwAGF

ENUL6BA6rwCCRwAB-66uA6GQwG6ywFN[6GQN6YBHEG6FwRz[6DHBGN[

8mN6QwIN6ANINE6QNUz6GQwG6wALGQRAP6UNFF6GQwA6wA6RAGNAGRBAwU

nEwcL6IRBUwGRBA6NFGwxURFQNF6w6iNyGRBA60"726zHN]CEByNFF

yUwRV6OBE6zwVwPNF[6wAz6JN6zNyURAN6GB6zB6FB6QNEN-8

iRAyN6rwCCRwAB[6wF6OwE6wF6u6ywA6GNUU[6GQN6YBHEG

QwF6PRINA6AB6RAzRywGRBA6GQwG6UNFF]GQwA]RAGNAGRBAwU

JRGQQBUzRAP6JRUU6FHCCBEG6w6nEwcL6yUwRV6OBE6zwVwPNF-

jQN6CUwRAGROOF6CBRAG6GB6w6OBBGABGN6RA6nNkkwVL

JQNEN GQN CwANU FHPPNFGNz GQwG GQN RFFHN RF BCNA[ xHG u

zBA&G FNN wAL BGQNE zNyRFRBAF GQwG ywHFN VN GB GQRAT

UNFF]GQwA]RAGNAGRBAwU JRGQQBUzRAP JBHUz xN FHOORyRNAG-

iB6u6yBAyUHzN6GQwG6GB6CENIwRU6BA6w6nEwcL6yUwRV

wPwRAFG6w6zNONAzwAG[6GQN6CUwRAGROO6VHFG6CEBIN6GQwG6GQN

zNONAzwAG6RAGNAGRBAwUUL6JRGQQNUz6GQN6NIRzNAyN6OBE6GQN

CHECBFN6BO6zNCERIRAP6GQN6CUwRAGROO6BO6GQN6HFN6BO6GQN

NIRzNAyN6wG6QRF6yERVRAwU6GERwU-

jHEARAP6GB6VwGNERwURGL6wF6wA6NUNVNAG6BO6GQRF

yUwRV[6GQN6FGwAzwEz6BO6VwGNERwURGL6RF6JNUU]NFGwxURFQNz[
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xHG6RG6RF[6CNEQwCF6BzzUL[6HAyUNwE6GB6VN6JQNGQNE6GQwG

FGwAzwEz6RF6GB6xN6wCCURNz6xL6GQN6YBHEG6BE6xL6GQN6SHEL6RA

GQN6OREFG6RAFGwAyN-66jQN6CUwRAGROOF&6FHxVRFFRBAF6ywA6xN

HAzNEFGBBz GB FHPPNFG GQwG VwGNERwURGL RF wA RFFHN OBE GQN

SHEL- u zBA&G FNN GQwG GQN zNONAFN QwF wzzENFFNz GQN

RFFHN- u QwINA&G xNNA wxUN GB ORAz w yUNwE QBUzRAP RA wAL

YREyHRG6BAN6JwL6BE6GQN6BGQNE-

jQNEN6JwF6BAN6ywFN6RA6GQN6jQREz6YREyHRG6JQNEN

GQN6GERwU6SHzPN6FHxVRGGNz6GQN6RFFHN6BO6VwGNERwURGL6GB6GQN

SHEL6xL6JwL6BO6w6FCNyRwU6RAGNEEBPwGBEL-66jQN6YBHEG6BO

�CCNwUF6FwRz6GQwG6RG6JwF6ABG6PBRAP6GB6wzzENFF6GQwG6SHEL

RAGNEEBPwGBEL6xNywHFN6GQN6YBHEG6]]6GQN6ZRFGERyG6YBHEG6]]

FwRz6GQwG6RG6JBHUz6QwIN6wPENNz6JRGQ6GQN6SHEL&F6ENFCBAFN6GB

GQwG6RAGNEEBPwGBEL-66�Az6FB6AB6zNyRFRBA6JwF6VwzN-66rBE

CHECBFNF6BO6EHURAP6BA6GQNFN6]]6BA6GQN6zNGNyGRINF&6VBGRBA[

u&V PBRAP GB wFFHVN GQwG RG RF w SHEL RFFHN-

jHEARAP GB ywHFwGRBA- u QwIN wFTNz VLFNUO

JQNGQNE w CUwRAGROO QwF GB CEBIN GQwG xHG OBE GQN

ABAzRFyUBFHEN[6QN6JBHUz6ABG6QwIN6xNNA6yBAIRyGNz-66jQRF6RF

wABGQNE6RFFHN6GQwG6zBNFA&G6wzVRG6w6ENwzL6wAFJNE[6wUGQBHPQ

JQwG6UwJ6NKRFGF6ENDHRENF6GQwG6GQN6CUwRAGROO6xNwE6GQwG

xHEzNA[6wAz6RAzNNz6GQwG6UNz6GB6GQN6HAzBRAP6BO6w

:036VRUURBA6CUwRAGROO&F6INEzRyG6RA6w6ywFN6ywUUNz6pEHVPBkc

u,.YwkkwgwA-

rBE6CHECBFNF6BO6EHURAP6BA6GQN6zNONAzwAGF&
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VBGRBAF[6u&V6PBRAP6GB6wFFHVN6GQwG6xHG]OBE6ywHFwGRBA6QwF6GB

xN6NFGwxURFQNz-

mRGQ6GQBFN6CERAyRCUNF6RA6VRAz[6u6ABJ6GHEA6GB6GQN

wUUNPNz nEwcL IRBUwGRBAF QNEN- �Az u FGwEG JRGQ fNwEFBA&F

zNARwUF GQwG QN VwzN GQN OBHEGQ ywUU wOGNE PNGGRAP GQN

FGBUNA yNUU CQBAN OBE cE- tBEA[ wAz GQN zNGNyGRINF&

wUUNPNz6GQENwGF6GB6QRV-

uA6EHURAP6BA6GQN6zNGNyGRINF&6VBGRBAF6BA6GQRF

yUwRV[6fNwEFBA&F6zNCBFRGRBA6GNFGRVBAL6wxBHG6QRF6zNARwUF

wAz6GQN6zNGNyGRINF&6GQENwGF6VHFG6xN6yENzRGNz-66jB6GQN

NKGNAG6GQN6zNONAFN6RF6FHPPNFGRAP6GQwG6QRF6zNyUwEwGRBA6BE

QRF6zNCBFRGRBA6GNFGRVBAL6RF6RAyENzRxUN6wF6w6VwGGNE6BO

UwJ6]]6wAz6u6zBA&G6HAzNEFGwAz6GQN6zNONAFN6GB6xN6VwTRAP

GQwG6wEPHVNAG[6xHG6GB6GQN6NKGNAG6GQwG6wEPHVNAG6RF

FHPPNFGNz6]]6GQN6iNyBAz6YREyHRG6VwzN6RG6yUNwE6RA6w6ywFN

RAIBUIRAP OwxERywGNz NIRzNAyN yUwRVF GQwG NINA RO w PRINA

JRGANFF&F GNFGRVBAL ]] RA GQwG ywFN[ RG GBBT GQN OBEV BO w

JERGGNA zNyUwEwGRBA FHxVRGGNz RA BCCBFRGRBA GB FHVVwEL

SHzPVNAG6]]6RF6QRPQUL6IHUANEwxUN6GB6RVCNwyQVNAG[6GQN

AwEEBJ6NKyNCGRBA6GQwG6CNEVRGF6w6zRFGERyG6SHzPN6GB

zRFENPwEz6w6JRGANFF&F6FGwGNVNAG6RA6zNyRzRAP6JQNGQNE6GQNEN

RF w6PNAHRAN6RFFHN6OBE6GERwU6zRz6ABG6wCCUL-66iB6u6GwTN6RG

OBE6PEwAGNz6GQwG6u6QwIN6GB6yENzRG6cE-6fNwEFBA&F6GNFGRVBAL

wF6JNUU6wF6cE-6jQBVCFBA&F6GNFGRVBAL[6JQRyQ6u&UU6zRFyHFF

FNCwEwGNUL-
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YENzRGRAP6cE-6fNwEFBA&F6GNFGRVBAL[6u6GQRAT6u6wV

xBHAz6GB6yBAyUHzN6GQwG6QRF6zNARwUF6wAz6GQN6zNGNyGRINF&

GQENwGF6yBAFGRGHGN6nEwcL6VwGNERwU-66uA6OwyG[6wF6GQN

CUwRAGROOF CBRAG BHG RA GQNRE xERNO[ GQN zNONAFN NKCNEGF[

cE- iGNRA wAz cE- iCNyGBE[ NOONyGRINUL FGRCHUwGN GB

GQwG ]] wPwRA[ RO BAN yENzRGF cE- fNwEFBA&F GNFGRVBAL[ wF

u xNURNIN6JN6wEN6xBHAz6GB6zB-66jQNFN6zNARwUF6wAz6GQENwGF

yBHUz6xN6HFNz6GB6RVCNwyQ6QRF6GERwU6GNFGRVBAL6GQwG6QN6PBG

GQN6FGBUNA6yNUU6CQBAN6OEBV6cE-6tBEA6FBBA6wOGNE6GQN6yERVN-

uF6GQN6NIRzNAyN6VwGNERwU6RA6GQN6FNAFN6GQwG6RGF

zRFyUBFHEN6VRPQG6JNUU6QwIN6ENFHUGNz6RA6w6zROONENAG

BHGyBVNW66u6GQRAT6FB[6OBE6FHxFGwAGRwUUL6GQN6ENwFBAF6FGwGNz

xL6cE-6tBEA-66iGwGN&F6�GGBEANL6dRyQBUFBA6wAz6iGwGN&F

�GGBEANL6sEROORA6JRUU6GNFGROL6GQwG6fNwEFBA&F6GNFGRVBAL

GQwG6QN6VwzN6GQN6OBHEGQ6ywUU6HFRAP6w6CQBAN6QN6PBG6OEBV

cE- tBEA JwF yERGRywU NIRzNAyN wAz QRPQUL RAyERVRAwGRAP-

ZNGNyGRIN ZNwFN RA QRF GNFGRVBAL FwRz RG JwF yERGRywU GB

GQN RAINFGRPwGRBA-

fHGGRAP6wFRzN6GQNRE6BCRARBAF[6fNwEFBA&F

GNFGRVBAL6wxBHG6GQN6OBHEGQ6CQBAN6ywUU6FRPARORywAGUL

xBUFGNENz6GQN6yENzRxRURGL6BO6XEBJA&F6GNFGRVBAL6GQwG6QN

TANJ6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6wAz6GQwG6GQNL6JNEN6QRF

yB]CNECNGEwGBEF-66jQwG6GNFGRVBAL6JwF6VBEN6yUNwEUL6VwGNERwU

GB6GQN6BHGyBVN6BO6GQN6ywFN6wPwRAFG6cE-6tBEA6xNywHFN6RG6CHG

GQN6FGBUNA6yNUU6CQBAN6RA6QRF6QwAz6FBBA6wOGNE6GQN6yERVN-
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XHG6u6GQRAT6w6SHEL6yBHUz6wUFB6ORAz6GQwG6RG6JwF6VwGNERwU6GB

GQN6BHGyBVN6BO6GQN6ywFN6wPwRAFG6cE-6vwyTFBA-66uO6GQN6SHEL

JNEN6GB6ORAz6GQwG6cE-6tBEA6zRz6ABG6QwIN6GQN6FGBUNA6yNUU

CQBAN[ GQwG JBHUz zNGEwyG FRPARORywAGUL OEBV GQN ywFN

wPwRAFG QRV wAz RA zBRAP FB FRVHUGwANBHFUL zNGEwyG RA w

FRPARORywAG JwL OEBV GQN ywFN wPwRAFG cE- vwyTFBA-

jB6GQN6NKGNAG6GQNEN&F6wA6wEPHVNAG6wxBHG

DHwURORNz6RVVHARGL[6u6GQRAT6GQwG6RO6JN6yENzRG6fNwEFBA&F

GNFGRVBAL[6DHwURORNz6RVVHARGL6RF6ABG6wIwRUwxUN-

iB6JRGQ6ENPwEz6GB6GQN6fNwEFBA]ENUwGNz6nEwcL

IRBUwGRBAF[6u6yBAyUHzN6GQwG6GQN6VBGRBA6OBE6FHVVwEL

SHzPVNAG6xL6GQN6zNGNyGRINF6VHFG6xN6zNARNz6JRGQ6ENPwEz6GB

ZNGNyGRINF6ZNwFN6wAz6XENUwAz-

�PwRA[6GQN6yUwRVF6wPwRAFG6NwyQ6RAzRIRzHwU

zNONAzwAG6ENDHREN6FNCwEwGN6yBAFRzNEwGRBA-66�Az6FB6u&IN

wFTNz VLFNUO[ JQwG wxBHG ZNGNyGRIN �zPNEW uF FQN yHUCwxUN

OBE ]] BE u FQBHUz FwL CBGNAGRwUUL URwxUN OBE w nEwcL

IRBUwGRBA xwFNz BA GQN fNwEFBA]ENUwGNz IRBUwGRBAFW

�F6OwE6wF6u6ywA6FNN[6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6QwINA&G

wEPHNz6BE6CEBzHyNz6NIRzNAyN6GQwG6FQN6TANJ6wxBHG6fNwEFBA&F

zNARwUF6BE6GQN6zNGNyGRINF&6wUUNPNz6GQENwGF[6wAz[

GQNENOBEN[6u6xNURNIN6GQwG6GQN6VBGRBA6OBE6FHVVwEL6SHzPVNAG

BA6GQRF6yUwRV6FQBHUz6xN6PEwAGNz6RA6QNE6OwIBE6wF6GB6xBGQ

CUwRAGROOF&6yUwRVF-

jHEARAP6GB6GQN6jQBVCFBA]ENUwGNz6IRBUwGRBAF[
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wyyBEzRAP6GB6QRF6zNCBFRGRBA6GNFGRVBAL[6QN6ENCNwGNzUL6GBUz

ZNGNyGRINF6ZNwFN6wAz6XENUwAz6GQwG6QN6yBHUzA&G6RzNAGROL6GQN

EBxxNEF6xNywHFN6GQNL6JNEN6VwFTNz-66oNG[6wyyBEzRAP6GB6QRV[

GQNL CNEFRFGNz RA CHGGRAP GQN CUwRAGROOF& CQBGBF RA OEBAG

BO QRV wAz CENFFHENz QRV GB RzNAGROL GQNV wF GQN CNBCUN QN

FwJ RA GQN zNUR wAz GQENwGNANz GB FNNT w JwEEwAG OBE QRF

wEENFG6wAz6ywUU6QRF6CEBxwGRBA6BOORyNE6RO6QN6zRzA&G

yBBCNEwGN-

uF6GQRF6NKyHUCwGBELW66iHEN-66tRF6ENCNwGNz

zNARwUF6GQwG6QN6yBHUzA&G6RzNAGROL6GQN6EBxxNEF[6GQN

zNGNyGRINF&6wUUNPNzUL[6LBH6TABJ[6OUwPEwAG6CNEFRFGNAyN6RA

GQN6OwyN6BO6QRF6zNARwUF[6RAyUHzRAP6GQNRE6FHPPNFGRIN6HFN6BO

GQN6CQBGBF6wAz6GQNRE6wUUNPNz6GQENwGF[6yNEGwRAUL6yBHUz6xN

HFNz6GB6RVCNwyQ6QRF6GNFGRVBAL6wAz6wG6GQN6FwVN6GRVN6OHEGQNE

JNwTNA6QRF6BHG]BO]yBHEG6RzNAGRORywGRBA[6JQRyQ6JwF6GQN

FHxSNyG BO NIRzNAyN wAz wEPHVNAG wG GQN SBRAG yERVRAwU

GERwU-

jQN RFFHN GQNA xNyBVNF JQNGQNE GQN ABAzRFyUBFHEN

BO6GQN6wUUNPNz6yBAzHyG6zHERAP6GQwG6RAGNEIRNJ6JwF6VwGNERwU

GB GQN6BHGyBVN-66jQN6CUwRAGROOF6wEPHN6GQwG6RG6JwF6VwGNERwU

xNywHFN6jQBVCFBA6JwF6GQN6BAUL6CNEFBA6RA6GQN6zNUR6JQB

RzNAGRORNz6GQNV-66�Az6GQN6zNGNyGRINF6FwL[6dB[6RG6JwFA&G

VwGNERwU6xNywHFN[6RA6OwyG[6QRF6GERwU6GNFGRVBAL6JwF6FB

VHzzUNz6wF6GB6xN6NFFNAGRwUUL6JBEGQUNFF-

u6VwL6xN6BINEFGwGRAP6GQN6zNONAzwAGF&6wEPHVNAG
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FURPQGUL[6xHG6u6zBA&G6VNwA6GB-66jQwG&F6GQN6VNFFwPN6u6PNG-

�Az6u6QwIN6UBBTNz6wG6QRF6GNFGRVBAL6ywENOHUUL[6wAz6u6wPENN

GQwG6RG6JwF6VHzzUNz-66XHG6QRF6BHG]BO]yBHEG6RzNAGRORywGRBA

wF ENCBEGNz xL GQN zNGNyGRINF JwF UNFF FB-

�Az RA QRF yUBFRAP wEPHVNAG[ GQN iGwGN&F

�GGBEANL HFNz GQN BHG]BO]yBHEG RzNAGRORywGRBA GB QNUC

xHGGENFF6GQN6NLNJRGANFF6GNFGRVBAL6BO6XEBJA[6mBUORAPNE[6wAz

fwUUNG-66ZRFyUBFHEN6BO6jQBVCFBA&F6zNARwUF6wAz6GQN

zNGNyGRINF&6GQENwGF6JBHUz6QwIN6HAzNEyHG6GQwG6wEPHVNAG

FRPARORywAGUL-

uA6wzzRGRBA[6wAz6wCwEG6OEBV6GQwG[6zRFyUBFHEN6BO

GQN6VNGQBzF6GQN6zNGNyGRINF6HFNz[6wUUNPNzUL[6GB6PNG

jQBVCFBA6GB6VwTN6w6PNANEwU6RzNAGRORywGRBA6yBHUz6HAzNEVRAN

GQN6SHEL&F6yBAORzNAyN6RA6GQN6RAINFGRPwGRBA6wF6w6JQBUN-66iB

RA6IRNJRAP6GQN6ENyBEz6VBFG6OwIBEwxUL6GB6GQN6CUwRAGROOF[6u

yBAyUHzN GQwG GQN VwGNERwURGL BO GQRF HAzRFyUBFNz NIRzNAyN

CENFNAGF w SHEL RFFHN- �Az[ wPwRA[ yENzRGRAP jQBVCFBA&F

GNFGRVBAL[ DHwURORNz RVVHARGL JBHUz ABG wCCUL-

jQN6xBGGBV6URAN6RF6u6yBAyUHzN6GQwG6GQN

zNGNyGRINF&6VBGRBA6BA6GQN6yUwRVF6BO6xBGQ6CUwRAGROOF6xwFNz

BA6GQN6jQBVCFBA]ENUwGNz6nEwcL6IRBUwGRBAF6VHFG6xN6zNARNz6wF

GB6ZNwFN6wAz6XENUwAz[6xHG[6wPwRA[6PEwAGNz6wF6GB6�zPNE-

jHEARAP6GB6GQN6CQBAN6ENyBEzF[6GQN6CUwRAGROOF

yUwRV6GQwG6XEwzL6ENDHRENz6�zPNE6GB6zRFyUBFN6GQN6CQBAN

ENyBEzF6BO6iwzUNE[6rHUUNE[6cwyTURA[6wAz6GQN6mNFG6twINA
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QBHFN-66fUwRAGROOF6wUUNPN6GQwG6�zPNE6wAz6ZNwFN

RAGNAGRBAwUUL6FHCCENFFNz6GQNFN6ENyBEzF[6GQwG6GQN6ENyBEzF

JNEN6NKyHUCwGBEL[6wAz6GQwG6GQNL6JNEN6VwGNERwU6GB6GQN

BHGyBVN-

fUNwFN ABGN u HAzNEFGwAz GQN yUwRV GB xN GQwG

�zPNE JwF ENDHRENz GB zRFyUBFN GQN BERPRAwU ENyBEzF OBE

GQBFN6CQBAN6AHVxNEF6wF6zRFGRAyG6OEBV6QNE6JBETRAP6yBCL6BO

GQN6ENyBEzF6GQwG6yBAGwRA6QNE6VwEPRAwU6ABGwGRBAF-66�Az6u&IN

yBAFRzNENz6GQN6yUwRVF6wyyBEzRAPUL-

ZNGNyGRIN6�zPNE[6RA6QNE6VBGRBA6OBE6FHVVwEL

SHzPVNAG[6VwTNF6GQN6CBRAG6GQwG6GQN6ENyBEzF6JNEN6ABG

FHCCENFFNz6xNywHFN6GQNEN6JwF6FHOORyRNAG6ABGRyN6BO6GQN

NKRFGNAyN6BO6GQN6ENyBEzF6GB6CEBIRzN6GQN6zNONAFN6JRGQ6wUU

GQN6RAOBEVwGRBA6GQNL6ANNzNz6GB6PNG6GQN6ENyBEzF-66iNINEwU

ywFNF6wEN6yRGNz6OBE6GQN6CEBCBFRGRBA6GQwG6GQNEN&F6AB

FHCCENFFRBA RO GQN zNONAzwAGF JNEN BA ABGRyN-

�PwRA[ JN yBAOEBAG wA RFFHN GQwG ANNzF GB xN

ENFBUINz wG FBVN CBRAG- oBH TABJ[ RF GQRF w SHEL RFFHNW

uA6BGQNE6JBEzF[6RF6RG6CEBCNE6OBE6w6SHEL6GB6zNGNEVRAN

JQNGQNE6GQN6zNONAFN6Qwz6FHOORyRNAG6ABGRyN6BO6GQN6NKRFGNAyN

BO6GQN6ENyBEzF6GB6HAzNEyHG6GQN6nEwcL6yUwRVFW66u&V6wFFHVRAP

GQwG6RG6RF6w6SHEL6RFFHN-

jQN6FGwAzwEz6RF6CQEwFNz6RA6GNEVF6BO6JQwG6GQN

CUwRAGROOF6TANJ6BE6FQBHUz6QwIN6TABJA[6wAz6GQwG6FBHAzF6URTN

w SHEL6DHNFGRBA6GB6VN-66�Az6FB6u6wFT[6JBHUz6w6SHEL6QwIN6GB
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ORAz6GQwG6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6TANJ6BE6FQBHUz6QwIN6TABJA6BO6GQN

NKRFGNAyN6BO6GQN6ENyBEzF[6PRINA6JQwG6JwF6wIwRUwxUN6GB

GQNVW66

�PwRA[ u zBA&G GQRAT GQwG GQRF QwF xNNA OHUUL

xERNONz- uO u&V VRFGwTNA wxBHG GQwG[ u QBCN LBH JRUU xN

GBUNEwAG- XHG RG ByyHEF GB VN GQwG xNOBEN u ENwyQ w

yBAyUHFRBA[6RG6VRPQG6QNUC6VN6RO6u6PNG6w6FHCCUNVNAGwU6VNVB

OEBV6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6wAz6GQN6zNGNyGRINF6BA6GQNFN6GJB

DHNFGRBAF966mQNGQNE6GQRF6RF6w6SHEL6RFFHN6wAz[6RO6FB[

JQNGQNE6w6SHEL6JBHUz6QwIN6GB6ORAz6GQwG6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6TANJ

BE6FQBHUz6QwIN6TABJA6BO6GQN6NKRFGNAyN6BO6GQN6ENyBEzF-66�Az

u JBHUz6ENFCNyGOHUUL6wFT6GQwG6GQN6VNVBF6NKyNNz6ABG6VBEN

GQwA6GNA6CwPNF6GBGwU-

jQN6VBGRBA6xL6ZNGNyGRIN6�zPNE6wUFB6HEPNF6GQwG

GQN6ENyBEz6zBNFA&G6CNEVRG6wA6RAONENAyN6GQwG6FQN6OwRUNz6GB

zNURINE GQN ENyBEzF GB GQN ENyBEzF zRIRFRBA- XBGQ FRzNF

CENFNAG w zNGwRUNz wEPHVNAG wxBHG GQN RAONENAyNF GQwG ywA

xN zEwJA OEBV GQN NIRzNAyN BA GQRF DHNFGRBA- iRVRUwEUL[

ZNGNyGRIN6�zPNE6wEPHNF6GQwG6GQN6NIRzNAyN6zBNF6ABG6CNEVRG

wA6RAONENAyN6GQwG6FQN6RAGNAGRBAwUUL6JRGQQNUz6GQN6ENyBEzF

OEBV6GQN6ENyBEzF6zRIRFRBA6RA6BEzNE6GB6yBAyNwU6GQNV-66�Az[

wPwRA[6GQN6CwEGRNF6VwTN6NKGNAFRIN6zNGwRUNz6wEPHVNAGF6wxBHG

GQN6RAONENAyNF6GQwG6wEN6wIwRUwxUN6OEBV6GQN6ENyBEzF-

u6GQRAT6LBH6QwIN6zBAN6w6ORAN6SBx6BO6wzIwAyRAP

LBHE6ENFCNyGRIN6CBFRGRBAF[6wAz6u&IN6yBAFRzNENz6GQNV
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ywENOHUUL6wAz[6wF6LBH6VRPQG6FHFCNyG[6u6GQRAT6RG6RF6w6SHEL

RFFHN-66jQN6wEPHVNAGF6GQwG6LBH&EN6VwTRAP6wEN6GQN6INEL

wEPHVNAGF6GQwG6JBHUz6xN6VwzN6GB6w6SHEL6RA6wFTRAP6GQN6SHEL

GB ORPHEN BHG[ LBH TABJ[ JQwG QwCCNANz wAz JRGQ JQwG FGwGN

BO VRAz- u zBA&G GQRAT u ywA VwTN GQNFN zNyRFRBAF wF w

VwGGNE BO UwJ-

XNwE6RA6VRAz6GQwG6JQRUN6ZNGNyGRIN6�zPNE&F

CEBOONENz6NKCUwAwGRBA[6RA6VL6BCRARBA[6RF6yNEGwRAUL

CUwHFRxUN[6RA6EHURAP6BA6w6VBGRBA6OBE6FHVVwEL6SHzPVNAG6u

QwIN6GB6zRFENPwEz6RG6HAUNFF6w6SHEL6JBHUz6xN6xBHAz6GB

yENzRG6RG-66�Az6u6zBA&G6GQRAT6w6SHEL6JBHUz6QwIN6GB6yENzRG

QNE6NKCUwAwGRBA[6CUwHFRxUN6GQBHPQ6RG6RF-66

mQNA6LBH6CHG6wFRzN6QNE6GNFGRVBAL6wAz6LBH6UBBT6wG

GQN6yREyHVFGwAGRwU6NIRzNAyN6CEBIRzNz6xL6GQN6ENyBEz[6GQwG

NIRzNAyN[6IRNJNz6VBFG6OwIBEwxUL6GB6GQN6CUwRAGROOF[6zBNF

ABG CENyUHzN w ORAzRAP GQwG FQN OwRUNz GB zNURINE GQN

ENyBEzF GB GQN ENyBEzF zRIRFRBA[ ABE zBNF RG CENyUHzN w

ORAzRAP GQwG FQN JRGQQNUz GQNV RAGNAGRBAwUUL-

jHEARAP6GB6GQN6VwGNERwURGL6BO6GQN6ENyBEzF[

ZNGNyGRIN6�zPNE6wEPHNF6GQwG6GQNL6JNEN6ABG6VwGNERwU6GB6GQN

BHGyBVN6xNywHFN6GQNRE6zRFyUBFHEN6JBHUz6ABG6CHG6GQN6JQBUN

ywFN6RA6w6FRPARORywAGUL6zROONENAG6URPQG[6wAz6ZNGNyGRIN

�zPNE6VwTNF6w6AHVxNE6BO6ENUwGNz6wEPHVNAGF-

jQN6CUwRAGROOF6ENFCBAz6GQwG6GQN6SHEL6yBHUz

ENwFBAwxUL6ORAz6GQwG6GQN6ENyBEzF6JNEN6VwGNERwU6GB6GQN
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BHGyBVNF[6wAz6u6wPENN6JRGQ6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6OBE

FHxFGwAGRwUUL6GQN6FwVN6ENwFBAF6GQNL6CENFNAG6GB6VN-

jQN6ENyBEzF6zRFyENzRG6fNwEFBA&F6GNFGRVBAL6GQwG

QN VwzN GQN OBHEGQ CQBAN ywUU xL FQBJRAP GQwG GQN UwAzURAN

wG GQN mNFG twINA QBHFN JwF HFNz GB ywUU GQN XERzPNCBEG

CwPNE GJB VRAHGNF xNOBEN GQN OBHEGQ ywUU JwF VwzN- twz

GQN6CQBAN6ENyBEzF6xNNA6zRFyUBFNz[6GQNEN&F6w6ENwFBAwxUN

CEBxwxRURGL6GQwG6GQN6zNONAFN6JBHUz6QwIN6zRFyBINENz6GQN

ywUU6GB6GQN6CwPNE[6yBAGEwzRyGRAP6GQN6OBHEGQ6CQBAN6ywUU

GQNBEL-

cBENBINE[6NKwVRAwGRBA6BO6GQN6ENyBEzF6JBHUz6QwIN

FQBJA6OENDHNAG6ywUUF6OEBV6cE-6iwzUNE6GB6GQwG6UwAzURAN6RA

mNFG6twINA[6UNwzRAP6GB6zRFyBINEL6BO6iwzUNE&F6yBAANyGRBA6GB

YELFGwU6iLTNF&6GQNA]xBLOERNAz[6cE-6dNJTRET-66�G6GQN

CNEGRANAG6GRVN6RA60"""[6dNJTRET6JwF6QNE6xBLOERNAz6wAz6QN

FCNAG GRVN JRGQ QNE RA mNFG twINA- tN zRz ABG PNG yNUU

FNEIRyN wG GQwG UBywGRBA[ FB iwzUNE ywUUNz QRV BA GQN

UwAzURAN wAz[ wF GQN ENyBEzF FQBJ[ QN ywUUNz iwzUNE OEBV

GQN6FGBUNA6CQBAN-

fRyTRAP6HC6BA6GQwG6UwFG6CBRAG[6zRFyUBFHEN6JBHUz

QwIN6xBUFGNENz6w6ENDHNFG6OBE6w6GQREz]CwEGL6yHUCwxRURGL

RAFGEHyGRBA-66jQBFN6CQBAN6ENyBEzF6CHG6GQN6FGBUNA6yNUU

CQBAN6RA6iwzUNE&F6CBFFNFFRBA6256QBHEF6wOGNE6GQN6yERVN[

PRIN6BE6GwTN-66�Az6u6GQRAT6GQwG6yBAFGRGHGNF6NIRzNAyN6BO

QRF6RAIBUINVNAG6RA6GQN6yERVN[6NIRzNAyN6GQwG6RF
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FHOORyRNAGUL6zRENyG6GB6FHCCBEG6w6GQREz]CwEGL6yHUCwxRURGL

RAFGEHyGRBA-

XNLBAz6GQwG[6GQN6zNONAFN6yBHUz6QwIN6HFNz6GQN

ENyBEzF GB HAzNEVRAN GQN SHEL&F yBAORzNAyN RA GQN

RAINFGRPwGRBA- iCNyRORywUUL[ GQN ENyBEzF yBHUz UNwz w

SHEL GB ENwFBAwxUL ORAz GQwG GQN RAINFGRPwGRBA BO

cE-6iwzUNE6wAz6QRF6wFFByRwGNF6JwF6JBNOHUUL6RAwzNDHwGN-66iB

JRGQ6ENPwEz6GB6GQN6VwGNERwURGL6BO6GQN6ENyBEzF[6u6wV

FwGRFORNz6GQwG6GQNL6wEN6VwGNERwU-

jQN6VBGRBA6OBE6FHVVwEL6SHzPVNAG6BA6GQRF6yUwRV[

xwFNz6BA6yBAyNwUVNAG6BO6GQN6CQBAN6ENyBEzF[6GQNENOBEN6RF

HAwIwRURAP6NKyNCG6JN6ANNz6GB6yBAGNAz6JRGQ6GQN6DHNFGRBA

JQNGQNE6GQN6zNONAzwAGF6JNEN6BA6ABGRyN6FHOORyRNAG6GB

HAzNEyHG6GQNRE6nEwcL6yUwRVF-66�Az6FB[6OBE6GBzwL[6u6zNONE

BA6GQN6VBGRBA6OBE6FHVVwEL6SHzPVNAG6BA6GQRF6yUwRV6wF

wPwRAFG ZNGNyGRIN �zPNE wAz wUFB ZNGNyGRIN ZNwFN[ xHG u

PEwAG FHVVwEL SHzPVNAG BA GQRF yUwRV GB ZNGNyGRIN XENUwAz-

u&V PBRAP GB CwHFN OBE w VBVNAG GB PRIN GQN

yBHEG6ENCBEGNE6w6xENwT[6wAz6GQNA6u&V6PBRAP6GB6GHEA6GB6GQN

OwxERywGRBA6yUwRVF-66�Az6wG6GQwG6CBRAG[6u6GQRAT6RG6JBHUz

CEBxwxUL6xN6VBEN6GQwA6u6yBHUz6QwIN6NKCNyGNz6LBH6GB6NAzHEN

GBzwL[6wAz6FB6u6JBA&G6CEByNNz6GB6BGQNE6wFCNyGF6BO6GQN

VBGRBAF-

u&V6PBRAP6GB6wFT6GQN6yBHEG6ENCBEGNE6GB6UNG6VN

TABJ6JQNA6FQN&F6ENwzL6GB6yBAGRAHN-
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jtq6Yekhj6hqfehjqh966u&V6ENwzL[6oBHE6tBABE-

jQwAT6LBH6OBE6GQRATRAP6BO6VN-

jtq6Yekhj966eTwL-66jHEARAP[6GQNA[6GB6GQN

OwxERywGRBA yUwRVF wPwRAFG GQN zNGNyGRINF-

u QwIN ABG Qwz w OwxERywGNz NIRzNAyN yUwRV RA

GQN yBHEFN BO VL JBET wF w SHzPN[ wAz FB RG QwF xNNA w

FGNNC6UNwEARAP6yHEIN6OBE6VN-66XHG6RG6yNEGwRAUL6RF6w

FRPARORywAG6wENw6BO6GQN6UwJ[6wAz6u&V6PUwz6GB6QwIN6UNwEANz

w xRG6wxBHG6RG-

uG&F6ABG6NAGRENUL6yUNwE6GB6VN6JQNGQNE6GQN6FBHEyN

BO6GQN6CEBGNyGRBA6wPwRAFG6OwxERywGNz6NIRzNAyN6URNF6RA

CEByNzHEwU6BE6FHxFGwAGRIN6zHN6CEByNFF[6xHG6GQN6iNyBAz

YREyHRG6QwF6RAzRywGNz6GQwG6w6OwxERywGNz6NIRzNAyN6yUwRV

RAIBTNF6GQN6CEBGNyGRBA6CEBIRzNz6xL6FHxFGwAGRIN6zHN

CEByNFF[6wAz6FB6u&UU6CEByNNz6BA6GQwG6wFFHVCGRBA-

XwFNz BA VL ENFNwEyQ[ u QwIN yBVN GB HAzNEFGwAz

GQwG GQNEN wEN FNINEwU GLCNF BO OwxERywGNz NIRzNAyN

yUwRVF- iHyQ w yUwRV ywA RAIBUIN w OwUFN ENCBEG BO w

JRGANFF&F6FGwGNVNAG-66uA6GQRF6ywGNPBEL6JBHUz6xN6wA

BOORyNE&F6ENCBEG6BO6wA6RAGNEIRNJ6RA6JQRyQ6GQN6BOORyNE

FGwGNF6GQwG6w6JRGANFF6FwRz6n[6n6RF6URTNUL6GB6RAOUHNAyN6GQN

SHEL&F6zNyRFRBA[6wAz[6RA6OwyG[6GQN6JRGANFF6zRz6ABG6FwL6n[

wAz6GQN6BOORyNE6TABJF6GQN6JRGANFF6zRz6ABG6FwL6n-66jQwG&F

NKNVCURORNz6xL6w6FNERNF6BO6ywFNF6RA6GQN6iNyBAz6YREyHRG-

�ABGQNE6GLCN6BO6yUwRV6RAIBUINF6w6OwUFN6ENCBEG6BO
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GQN6BOORyNE&F6BJA6BxFNEIwGRBAF-66uA6w6iNyBAz6YREyHRG6ywFN[

wA6BOORyNE6CENCwENz6w6ENCBEG6FGwGRAP6GQwG6QN6FwJ6GQN

CUwRAGROO6FVBTRAP6VwERSHwAw6RA6w6ywE[6wAz6GQNA6FNwEyQNz

GQN ywE wAz OBHAz AwEyBGRyF- �Az GQN CUwRAGROO FwRz GQwG

QN JwF ANINE RA GQN ywE- �Az GQN YBHEG BO �CCNwUF OBHAz

GQN CUwRAGROO&F FGwGNVNAG FHOORyRNAG GB FHCCBEG w

OwxERywGRBA6yUwRV-

�Az6GQNA6wABGQNE6ywGNPBEL[6wAz6BAN6GQwG6RF6ABG

REENUNIwAG6GB6BHE6FRGHwGRBA[6RAIBUINF6ywFNF6JQNEN6wA

BOORyNE6yBNEyNF6w6JRGANFF6GB6VwTN6w6FGwGNVNAG6GQwG6GQN

BOORyNE6TABJF6RF6OwUFN-66�F6zRFGHExRAP6wF6GQwG6FyNAwERB

GEHUL6RF[6GQNEN6wEN6VBEN6GQwA6w6ONJ6ywFNF6GQwG6CENFNAG

yUwRVF6BO6GQwG6AwGHEN[6xBGQ6RA6wAz6BHGFRzN6GQN6iNyBAz

YREyHRG-

uA6GQN6xERNORAP6QNEN[6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6FNNV6GB

QwIN GwTNA BA GQN xHEzNA BO CEBIRAP GQwG GQN zNGNyGRINF

yENwGNz OwUFN NIRzNAyN TABJRAP RG JwF OwUFN- �Az FB[ LBH

VRPQG JBAzNE[ JQL zRz u FCNAz yBAFRzNEwxUN GRVN UBBTRAP wG

GQN6DHNFGRBA6JQNGQNE6TABJUNzPN6BO6OwUFRGL6RF[6RA6OwyG[6wA

NUNVNAG6BO6w6OwxERywGNz6NIRzNAyN6yUwRV6RA6GQN6iNyBAz

YREyHRGW66u6VNwA[6GQN6VBEN6u6UBBTNz[6GQN6VBEN6u6ANNzNz6GB

UBBT-

mQNA6GQN6iNyBAz6YREyHRG6URFGF6GQN6NUNVNAGF6BO

FHyQ6w6yUwRV[6LBH6JBA&G6FNN6TABJUNzPN6BO6OwUFRGL6wVBAP6GQN

NUNVNAGF-66hNyNAGUL[6GQN6YBHEG6BO6�CCNwUF6URFGNz6GQN
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NUNVNAGF6RA6w6ywFN6GQwG6LBH6VRPQG6BE6VRPQG6ABG6QwIN6FNNA-

jQwG&F6w6ywFN6ywUUNz6nwEANF.u,.YRsL.BO.dNJ.oBET[6wAz6RG&F

wG6576r-3GQ60|260|7[6|/|2-

jQBHPQ GQN URFG zBNF ABG NKCURyRGUL VNAGRBA

TABJUNzPN BO OwUFRGL wF wA NUNVNAG[ GQN iNyBAz YREyHRG QwF

ENCNwGNzUL FGwGNz GQwG OwxERywGRBA VNwAF TABJRAPUL VwTRAP

w6OwUFN6FGwGNVNAG6BE6BVRFFRBA-66jQwG&F6xNNA6GQN6YREyHRG&F

CBFRGRBA6NINE6FRAyN6RGF6OREFG6BCRARBA6RA6GQN6wENw-66�Az

RG&F6wA6BCRARBA6GQwG6EHAF6GQEBHPQBHG6wUU6GQN6ywFNF-

jQN6yUBFNFG6ywFN6GB6GQN6BAN6JN6QwIN6QNEN6RF6w

ywFN6ywUUNz6dBEwkNF.u,.�yNuNcB[6|/||6mNFGUwJ60 "4743/[

zNyRzNz6ZNyNVxNE6| [6|/||-66XNywHFN6u6GQRAT6GQRF6ywFN6RF

RVCBEGwAG[6u&V6PBRAP6GB6wFT6LBH6GB6xNwE6JRGQ6VN6wF6u6GNUU

LBH6w6URGGUN6xRG6wxBHG6RG-

uA6GQwG6ywFN[6wA6wyDHRGGNN6RA6w6FQBBGRAP6ywFN

xEBHPQG w OwxERywGNz NIRzNAyN yUwRV wUUNPRAP GQwG GQN

zNONAzwAG BOORyNEF HAzNEVRANz GQN OwREANFF BO QRF GERwU xL

yBNEyRAP QRF RzNAGRORywGRBA wF w FHFCNyG OEBV wA

HAENURwxUN6JRGANFF-66jQN6ZRFGERyG6YBHEG6zRFVRFFNz6GQN

yBVCUwRAG6OBE6OwRUHEN6GB6FGwGN6w6yUwRV6BA6JQRyQ6ENURNO

yBHUz6xN6PEwAGNz[6wAz6GQN6YBHEG6BO6�CCNwUF6wOOREVNz6GQN

zRFVRFFwU-66jQN6yBVCUwRAG6wUUNPNz6GQwG6GQN6JRGANFF6JQB

RzNAGRORNz6GQN6CUwRAGROO6wF6GQN6FQBBGNE6Qwz6xNNA6BOONENz

UNARNAyL6RO6FQN6GNFGRORNz[6wAz6GQENwGNANz6JRGQ6wA6wEENFG

RO6FQN6zRz6ABG-66uA6wzzRGRBA[6RG6wUUNPNz6GQwG6BAN6BO6GQN
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BOORyNEF6GBUz6GQRF6JRGANFF6RAyBEENyGUL6GQwG6w6FHEINRUUwAyN

IRzNB6FQBJNz6GQN6CUwRAGROO6FQBBGRAP6GQN6IRyGRV-66jQN

iNyBAz6YREyHRG6yBAyUHzNz6GQwG6GQNFN6wUUNPNz6OwyGF6OwRUNz

GB CUNwz w CUwHFRxUN yUwRV-

jQN YBHEG FwRz GQwG GB wzNDHwGNUL CUNwz w

OwxERywGNz NIRzNAyN yUwRV[ w CUwRAGROO VHFG CUwHFRxUL

wUUNPN6OwyGF6FQBJRAP6GQwG6GQN6zNONAzwAGF[6DHBGN[

8TABJRAPUL6OwxERywGNz6NIRzNAyN[86NAz6DHBGN-66jQN6yBVCUwRAG

JwF6RAFHOORyRNAG6xNywHFN6GQN6CUwRAGROO6OwRUNz6GB6wUUNPN

OwyGF6GB6NFGwxURFQ6GQwG6GQN6zNONAzwAGF6yBNEyNz6GQN6JRGANFF

GB6GNFGROL6OwUFNUL6EwGQNE6GQwA6PRIN6GNFGRVBAL6FQN6xNURNINz

GB6xN6GEHGQOHU[6BE6GQwG6GQN6JRGANFF6QNEFNUO6NINE6FwRz6QNE

RzNAGRORywGRBA6JwF6OwUFN-66uA6GQwG6ywFN[6GQN6JRGANFF

GNFGRORNz6GQwG6FQN6Qwz6GEHGQOHUUL6RzNAGRORNz6GQN

CUwRAGROO[6wAz6GQN6YBHEG6yBAyUHzNz6GQwG6RA6GQwG6yBAGNKG

GQN yUwRVF OwRUNz- iB wUUNPwGRBAF GQwG w zNONAzwAG

yBNEyNz w JRGANFF GB VwTN wA HAENURwxUN RzNAGRORywGRBA

GQEBHPQ w CEBVRFN BO UNARNAyL wAz w GQENwG BO CEBFNyHGRBA

zBNF6ABG6CUwHFRxUL6wUUNPN6GQwG6w6zNONAzwAG6TABJRAPUL

OwxERywGNz6NIRzNAyN-

uA6dBEwkNF[6GQN6YBHEG6zRFGRAPHRFQNz6wABGQNE6ywFN

RAIBUIRAP6wA6RzNAGRORywGRBA[6rEBFs.u,.dNJ.oBET.YRsL.fBkRyN

pNCwEsVNAs-66jQwG&F6wG6"7/6r-2z6|20[6|/|/-

uA6GQwG6ywFN[6wA6wyDHRGGNN6CENIRBHFUL6CEBFNyHGNz

OBE6PwAP]ENUwGNz6VHEzNE6xEBHPQG6w60"726wyGRBA6wUUNPRAP
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IwERBHF6yUwRVF[6RAyUHzRAP6w6FHxFGwAGRIN6zHN6CEByNFF

IRBUwGRBA-66iHVVwEL6SHzPVNAG6JwF6PEwAGNz6BA6GQN6zHN

CEByNFF6yUwRV6wAz6GQN6YBHEG6ENINEFNz-66jQN6YBHEG6FwRz6GQwG

OwyG RFFHNF xwEENz FHVVwEL SHzPVNAG BA GQN zHN CEByNFF

yUwRV xwFNz BA OwxERywGRBA BO NIRzNAyN-

jQN yUwRV JwF FHCCBEGNz xL w zNyUwEwGRBA BO w

JRGANFF6AwVNz6lNPw[6l]q]s]�[6JQB6JwF6RAGNEIRNJNz6GJRyN6BA

GQN6zwL6BO6GQN6VHEzNE6wAz6FwRz6QN6zRzA&G6TABJ6JQB6FQBG6GQN

IRyGRV6BE6JQNEN6GQN6FQBGF6ywVN6OEBV[6wAz6GQNA6UwGNE6FwRz[

wyGHwUUL[6GQN6FQBGF6ywVN6OEBV6GQN6zBBEJwL6UNwzRAP6GB6w

FGwREJNUU6RA6GQN6CUwRAGROO&F6wCwEGVNAG6yBVCUNK-66iRK

VBAGQF6UwGNE[6QN6JwF6wEENFGNz6BA6wA6HAENUwGNz6VwGGNE6wAz

BOONENz6GB6NAGNE6RAGB6w6yBBCNEwGRBA6wPENNVNAG6RA6NKyQwAPN

OBE6RAOBEVwGRBA6wxBHG6GQN6VHEzNE-66ZHERAP6wA6RAGNEIRNJ

JRGQ6QRF6yBHAFNU6CENFNAG6wAz6RA6GQN6CENFNAyN6BO6GQN

CEBFNyHGBE[ QN RzNAGRORNz GQN CUwRAGROO OEBV w CQBGB wEEwL

wF GQN FQBBGNE-

uA BCCBFRAP FHVVwEL SHzPVNAG RA GQwG ywFN BA GQN

OwxERywGNz6NIRzNAyN6yUwRV[6GQN6CUwRAGROO6FHxVRGGNz6lNPw&F

wOORzwIRG[6FGwGRAP6GQwG6QN6OwUFNUL6RzNAGRORNz6GQN

CUwRAGROO6xNywHFN6QN6JwF6OwyRAP6w6ONUBAL6yQwEPN6wAz[

RVCBEGwAGUL[6GQN6zNGNyGRIN6VwzN6yUNwE6GB6QRV6GQwG6QN6JBHUz

ANNz6GB6RzNAGROL6GQN6CUwRAGROO6wF6GQN6FQBBGNE6RA6BEzNE6GB

PNG6w6zNwU-66lNPw6FGwGNz6GQwG[6RA6GEHGQ[6QN6zRz6ABG6FNN

GQN6CUwRAGROO6FQBBG6GQN6IRyGRV-66�Az6GQRF6RF6GQN6ywFN6RA
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JQRyQ6GQN6GERwU6yBHEG6OBHAz6QRF6zNyUwEwGRBA6RAyENzRxUN6wF

w VwGGNE6BO6UwJ[6UNwIRAP6GQN6YBHEG6BO6�CCNwUF6GB6FwL6GQwG

JwF6NEEBE-

jQN YBHEG RA rEBFs zRz ABG NKCURyRGUL zRFyHFF

JQNGQNE TABJUNzPN BO OwUFRGL RF wA NUNVNAG GQwG JwF

wzNDHwGNUL FHCCBEGNz GQNEN[ xHG GQN ywFNF RG yRGNz ENDHREN

TABJUNzPN6BO6OwUFRGL-66�Az6FB6u6GQRAT6GQwG6w6ENwFBAwxUN

RAGNECENGwGRBA6BO6GQN6ywFN6VHFG6UNwz6BAN6GB6yBAyUHzN6GQwG

TABJUNzPN6BO6OwUFRGL6RF6ENDHRENz-

u6ENyBPARMN6GQwG6GQNFN6GJB6ywFNF6wEN6RVCBEGwAG[

wAz6u6JwAG6GB6PRIN6LBH6wA6BCCBEGHARGL6GB6yBAFRzNE6GQNV-

XHG6OBE6ABJ[6u&V6FwGRFORNz6GQwG6yBNEyRAP6FGwGNVNAGF6GQwG

CEBIN6GB6xN6OwUFN6wAz6TABJRAPUL6OwxERywGRAP6NIRzNAyN6wEN

UNPwUUL6zRFGRAyG-

jQN6iNINAGQ6YREyHRG6NKCUwRANz6GQRF6zRFGRAyGRBA

RA w ywFN ywUUNz fNssL u, YRsL BO YgRywPB[  43 r-2z 305[

wG 3|2 GB |4[ wAz GQwG JwF w iNINAGQ YREyHRG zNyRFRBA RA

|/03- YRGRAP CENIRBHF iNINAGQ YREyHRG UwJ[ GQN YBHEG FwRz

GQwG6yBNEyNz6GNFGRVBAL6RF6GNFGRVBAL6GQwG6w6JRGANFF6RF

OBEyNz6xL6RVCEBCNE6VNwAF6GB6PRIN-66jQN6GNFGRVBAL6VwL6xN

GEHN6BE6OwUFN-66rwxERywGNz6GNFGRVBAL[6BA6GQN6BGQNE6QwAz[

RF6GNFGRVBAL6GQwG6RF6VwzN6HC-66uG6RF6RAIwERwxUL6OwUFN-

rwUFN6GNFGRVBAL6RF6GQN6NDHRIwUNAG-66uG6RF6GNFGRVBAL6TABJA

GB6xN6HAGEHN6xL6GQN6JRGANFF6wAz6xL6JQBNINE6ywSBUNz6BE

yBNEyNz6GQN6JRGANFF6GB6PRIN6RG-
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�6CEBFNyHGBE6BE6RAINFGRPwGBE6OwxERywGRAP

NIRzNAyN6GQwG6FQN6TABJF6GB6xN6OwUFN6RF6zROONENAG6GQwA

PNGGRAP6w6ENUHyGwAG6JRGANFF6GB6FwL6JQwG6VwL6xN6GEHN-

dBJ[ LBH VRPQG wFT[ JNUU[ RO TABJUNzPN BO

OwUFRGL zBNFA&G wCCNwE BA GQN iNyBAz YREyHRG&F URFG BO

NUNVNAGF[ QBJ ywA RG xN GQwG RG&F wyGHwUUL w ENDHRENVNAGW

�Az6GQwG&F6w6PBBz6DHNFGRBA-66XHG6QwIRAP6GQBHPQG6wxBHG6RG[

u GQRAT6GQwG6GQN6GNEV68OwxERywGNz86ANyNFFwERUL6ywEERNF6GQN

RVCURywGRBA6BO6TABJUNzPN6BO6OwUFRGL-66u6GQRAT6GQRF6RF6GQN

ywFN6OBE6w6AHVxNE6BO6ENwFBAF-

rREFG[6GQN6CUwRA6VNwARAP6BO6GQN6GNEVF

8OwxERywGNz86wAz68OwxERywGNz6NIRzNAyN-866jQN6GNEV

8OwxERywGNz86RF6zNORANz6GB6RAyUHzN6wA6NUNVNAG6BO6zNyNRG-

cNEERwV]mNxFGNE6zNORANF6GQN6GNEV6wF966jB6RAINAG[6yENwGN[

BE6VwTN6HC6OBE6GQN6CHECBFN6BO6zNyNCGRBA-

jQN eKOBEz ZRyGRBAwEL zNORANF RG wF OBUUBJF9

8jB RAINAG BE yBAyByG FBVNGQRAP[ GLCRywUUL JRGQ zNyNRGOHU

RAGNAG- rBE NKwVCUN[ BOORyNE OwxERywGNz NIRzNAyN-8

iRVRUwEUL[6XUwyT&F6bwJ6ZRyGRBAwEL6zNORANF

8OwxERywGNz6NIRzNAyN86wF9668qIRzNAyN6GQwG6RF6OwUFN6BE

wUGNENz6FB6VHyQ6GQwG6RG6RF6zNyNRGOHU-8

iNyBAz6wAz6ENUwGNzUL[6GQN6GNEV68zNyNRG86RVCURNF

RAGNAG6GB6zNyNRIN[6wAz6GQN6GNEV68zNyNCGRBA86RVCURNF

RAGNAGRBAwUUL6ywHFRAP6FBVNBAN6GB6QwIN6w6OwUFN6xNURNO-

jQREz[6w6OwxERywGNz6NIRzNAyN6yUwRV6wF6zNFyERxNz
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xL6GQN6iNyBAz6YREyHRG6wzzENFFNF[6DHBGN[68yBEEHCGRBA[86NAz

DHBGN[6BO6GQN6yERVRAwU6CEByNFF-66jQN6GNEV68yBEEHCGRBA8

RVCURNF6RAGNAGRBAwU6BE6JRUUOHU6VRFyBAzHyG-

rBHEGQ[ w IRBUwGRBA BO FHxFGwAGRIN zHN CEByNFF[

JQRyQ RF JQwG JN&EN zNwURAP JRGQ ABJ[ ENDHRENF yBAzHyG

GQwG FQByTF GQN yBAFyRNAyN-

�Az[6ORAwUUL[6ywFN6UwJ6OEBV6BHGFRzN6GQN6iNyBAz

YREyHRG6QBUzF6GQwG6w6OwxERywGNz6NIRzNAyN6yUwRV6ENDHRENF

CEBBO6BO6TABJUNzPN6BO6OwUFRGL-66�Az6u&V6zRENyGRAP6LBH6GB

�AcNEFBA.u,.YRsL.BO.hByTOBEc[6iNINAGQ6YREyHRG[6"2|6r-2z

3"3[640/]006RA6|/0"-

rBE6wUU6GQNFN6ENwFBAF[6u6yBAyUHzN6GQwG6GQN

CUwRAGROOF&6OwxERywGNz6NIRzNAyN6yUwRV6wPwRAFG6wA

RAzRIRzHwU6zNONAzwAG6ywAABG6JRGQFGwAz6GQN6RAzRIRzHwU&F

VBGRBA6OBE6FHVVwEL6SHzPVNAG6BA6GQwG6yUwRV6HAUNFF6w6SHEL

yBHUz ENwFBAwxUL ORAz GQwG GQN zNONAzwAG yENwGNz wAz

OBEJwEzNz GB GQN CEBFNyHGBE FCNyRORNz NIRzNAyN URTNUL GB

RAOUHNAyN GQN SHEL&F INEzRyG[ TABJRAP GQN NIRzNAyN JwF

OwUFN-66jQwG&F6GQN6FGwAzwEz6u&V6wCCULRAP6wF6u6wAwULMN6NwyQ

BO6GQN6wUUNPNz6OwxERywGRBAF-

u6xNPRA6JRGQ6XEBJA&F6RzNAGRORywGRBA6BO6GQN

CUwRAGROOF6wF6QRF6yB]CNECNGEwGBEF[6QRF6FGwGNVNAGF

RVCURywGRAP6GQNV6RA6GQN6yERVNF[6wAz6QRF6FGwGNVNAG6GQwG6QN

PwIN6GQN6FGBUNA6yNUU6CQBAN6GB6cE-6tBEA-66jQN6CUwRAGROOF

FwL6GQwG6GQN6zNGNyGRINF6]]6xL6JQRyQ6u6xNURNIN6GQNL6VNwA
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ZNwFN6wAz6�zPNE6BAUL6]]6ONz6XEBJA6w6OwxERywGNz[6ABAFNAFN

FGBEL6GB6RVCURywGN6cE-6tBEA-66jQNL6FwL6GQwG6zHERAP6GQN

CENRAGNEIRNJ[6GQNFN6zNGNyGRINF[6ZNwFN6wAz6�zPNE[6ONz6QRV6w

OwUFN FGBEL GB NAwxUN GQNV GB yUBFN GQN RAINFGRPwGRBA-

�Az GQNL FwL GQwG GQNL BOONENz OwIBEwxUN GENwGVNAG GB

XEBJA wF wA RAzHyNVNAG-

jQN6CUwRAGROOF6FHxVRG6GQwG[6wAz6u&V6DHBGRAP[

8jQNEN&F6BAUL6BAN6JwL6XEBJA6yBHUz6QwIN6RzNAGRORNz6GQN

CUwRAGROOF-66ZNwFN6wAz6�zPNE6GBUz6XEBJA6GB6FwL6GQwG6lNEABA

tBEA6wAz6cwEyHF6vwyTFBA6EBxxNz6GQN6ZRKJNUU6ZNUR6JRGQ6QRV[

NINA6GQBHPQ6GQRF6JwF6ABG6GEHN6wAz6GQNL6TANJ6RG6JwF6ABG

GEHN[86NAz6DHBGN-66twIN6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6FHFGwRANz6GQNRE

xHEzNA6wG6FHVVwEL6SHzPVNAG6BO6CEBzHyRAP6NIRzNAyN6yENwGRAP

w PNAHRAN6zRFCHGN6wF6GB6JQNGQNE6ZNwFN6wAz6�zPNE6TANJ

XEBJA&F6RzNAGRORywGRBA6JwF6OwUFNW

lRNJRAP GQN ENyBEz OHUUL wAz VBFG OwIBEwxUL GB

GQN CUwRAGROOF[ u xNURNIN w SHEL yBHUz ORAz GQwG XEBJA

ANINE VNG tBEA BE vwyTFBA[ wF GQN CUwRAGROOF QwIN

GNFGRORNz[6wAz6GQNL6yBHUz6RAONE6OEBV6GQRF6wAz6BGQNE

NIRzNAyN6GQwG6QRF6OwUFN6RzNAGRORywGRBA6BO6GQNV6wF6QRF

yB]CNECNGEwGBEF6JwF6GQN6CEBzHyG6BO6yBwyQRAP6xL6ZNwFN6wAz

CBFFRxUL6�zPNE[6xHG6NFCNyRwUUL6ZNwFN[6JQB6JwF6GQN6UNwz

zNGNyGRIN6wAz6JQB6QwF6QRVFNUO6GNFGRORNz6GQwG6QN6zRzA&G

JwAG6XEBJA6GB6xwyT6BOO6QRF6RzNAGRORywGRBA6BO6GQN

CUwRAGROOF6BAyN6RG6JwF6VwzN-
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XHG6yBHUz6GQN6SHEL6ENwFBAwxUL6PB6OHEGQNE6wAz

ORAz6GQwG6ZNwFN6wAz6�zPNE6TANJ6XEBJA&F6RzNAGRORywGRBA6wAz

QRF6FGwGNVNAGF6RVCURywGRAP6GQNV6JNEN6OwUFNW66kAUNFF6GQN

NIRzNAyN RF FHOORyRNAG GB CNEVRG w ENwFBAwxUN RAONENAyN

GQwG GQNL TANJ XEBJA&F RzNAGRORywGRBA JwF OwUFN[ GQNL wEN

NAGRGUNz GB FHVVwEL SHzPVNAG BA GQRF yUwRV HAzNE GQN

iNyBAz6YREyHRG6UwJ6wF6u6HAzNEFGwAz6RG-

u&IN6PRINA6GQRF6w6PENwG6zNwU6BO6GQBHPQG[6wAz6u

yBAyUHzN6GQwG6GQN6NIRzNAyN6RF6ABG6FHOORyRNAG6GB6FHCCBEG

ENwFBAwxUN6ORAzRAPF6GQwG6ZNwFN6wAz6�zPNE6TANJ6GQN

RzNAGRORywGRBA6JwF6OwUFN-

jQRF6ywFN6RF6HAURTN6dBEwkNF-66XEBJA6QwF6ABG

ENywAGNz-66jQN6CUwRAGROOF6CBRAG6GB6AB6NIRzNAyN6TABJA6GB

ZNwFN6wAz6�zPNE6wG6GQN6GRVN6BO6GQN6RAGNEIRNJ6GQwG

yBAGEwzRyGNz6XEBJA&F6RzNAGRORywGRBA-66�Az[6IRNJRAP6GQN

ENyBEz OHUUL wAz VBFG OwIBEwxUL GB GQN CUwRAGROOF[ XEBJA&F

RzNAGRORywGRBA BO GQN CUwRAGROO wF QRF yB]CNECNGEwGBEF

yBHUz xN GEHN- jQRF CBRAG xNwEF FBVN NUwxBEwGRBA GB wIBRz

VRFHAzNEFGwAzRAP-

�F6u6ENIRNJ6GQRF6ENyBEz[6RG6xBGQNEF6VN6PENwGUL

GQwG6FHyQ6w6VwETNzUL6RAwzNDHwGN6RAINFGRPwGRBA6yBHUz6ENFHUG

RA6GQN6yBAIRyGRBA6wAz6RAywEyNEwGRBA6BO6CNBCUN6JQB6VRPQG

JNUU6xN6RAAByNAG-66XHG6LBH6zBA&G6ANNz6GB6CEBIN6GQwG6LBH&EN

RAAByNAG6RA6BEzNE6GB6xERAP6w6OwxERywGNz6NIRzNAyN6yUwRV-

rBE6w6zNGNyGRIN6GB6TABJRAPUL6OwxERywGN6NIRzNAyN6QN6TABJF
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GB6xN6OwUFN6wAz6CEBIRzN6RG6GB6GQN6CEBFNyHGBE6GB6wRz6RA6GQN

yBAIRyGRBA6BO6wALxBzL[6JQNGQNE6GQwG6CNEFBA6RF6PHRUGL6BE

RAAByNAG[6RF6w6IRBUwGRBA6BO6FHxFGwAGRIN6zHN6CEByNFF-

iB u zBA&G ANNz GB zNyRzN[ wAz u&V ABG zNyRzRAP[

JQNGQNE cE- tBEA BE cE- vwyTFBA RF wyGHwUUL RAAByNAG- XHG

u JRUU FwL GQwG RO LBH UBBT wG GQN ENyBEz OHUUL wAz VBFG

OwIBEwxUL6GB6GQNV[6GQN6NIRzNAyN6wPwRAFG6GQNV6OwUUF6JNUU

FQBEG6BO6PHRUG6xNLBAz6w6ENwFBAwxUN6zBHxG-66uG&F[6RA6VL

BCRARBA[6FHECERFRAPUL6RAFHOORyRNAG-

uA6GQN6QwxNwF6CNGRGRBA6CENCwENz6xL6rNzNEwU

ZNONAzNE6jNEEL6mwEz[6GQN6FGwGNVNAG6RF6VwzN6GQwG6cE-6tBEA

JwF6JEBAPOHUUL6yBAIRyGNz6wF6w6ENFHUG6BO6w6yBAOUHNAyN6BO

FNINEwU6OwyGBEF[6BAN6BO6JQRyQ6JwF6w6JBNOHUUL6RAwzNDHwGN

RAINFGRPwGRBA-66�Az6u6GQRAT6GQwG&F6w6OwRE6yQwEwyGNERMwGRBA

BO6GQRF6RAINFGRPwGRBA-

oNG u ywAABG NKyUHzN GQN CBFFRxRURGL GQwG

cE- tBEA wAz cE- vwyTFBA wyGHwUUL JNEN RAIBUINz[ wF

OwEONGyQNz wF GQwG VwL FNNV- jQNRE wURxRF wEN ABG JQwG

BAN6JBHUz6ANNz6GB6xN6wxUN6GB6FwL6LNF[6GQNL6yBHUz6ABG

CBFFRxUL6QwIN6xNNA6RAIBUINz-66�Az6u6JBA&G6yBAGRAHN6JRGQ

GQN6NUwxBEwGRBA[6xHG6u6QBCN6GQN6CBRAG6RF6yUNwE-

u6GQRAT6GQRF6ywFN6RF6zRFGRAPHRFQwxUN6OEBV6rEBFs[

SHFG6wF6GQN6iNyBAz6YREyHRG6OBHAz6GQN6dBEwkNF6ywFN

zRFGRAPHRFQwxUN6OEBV6rEBFs[6JQNEN6cE-6lNPw6FwRz6GQwG6GQN

CBURyN6FCNyRORywUUL6GBUz6QRV6QN6Qwz6AB6yQBRyN6xHG6GB
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RzNAGROL6GQN6CUwRAGROO-66mN6zBA&G6QwIN6GQwG6NIRzNAyN6QNEN-

sBRAP6xwyT6GB6w6CBRAG6GQwG6u6VwzN6wG6GQN

xNPRAARAP[6GQBHPQ6u6xNURNIN6GQwG6GQN6OwxERywGRBA6yUwRV

OwRUF OBE UwyT BO FHOORyRNAG NIRzNAyN CNEVRGGRAP wA

RAONENAyN BO TABJUNzPN BO OwUFRGL[ u QwIN yBVN GB GQN

yBAyUHFRBA GQwG w SHEL yBHUz ORAz GQwG ZNGNyGRIN ZNwFN RA

GQN6CENFNAyN6BO6ZNGNyGRIN6�zPNE6zRz6UNwz6XEBJA6GB6RzNAGROL

GQN6CUwRAGROOF6HFRAP6VNGQBzF6GQwG6FQBHUz6QwIN6xNNA

zRFyUBFNz6HAzNE6nEwcL-66u6xNURNIN6GQwG6zRFyUBFHEN6BO6GQBFN

VNGQBzF6JBHUz6QwIN6URTNUL6yQwAPNz6GQN6BHGyBVN[6PRINA

XEBJA&F6RVCBEGwAyN6GB6GQN6ywFN-

tBJ6zRz6u6yBVN6GB6GQRF6yBAyUHFRBAW66�6SHEL

IRNJRAP6GQN6ENyBEz6VBFG6OwIBEwxUL6GB6GQN6CUwRAGROO6yBHUz[

wF6u6FwRz6xNOBEN[6yENzRG6GQN6CUwRAGROOF&6GNFGRVBAL6GQwG

XEBJA6ANINE6VNG6GQNV[6zRz6ABG6TABJ6GQNV[6ANINE6FCBTN6GB

GQNV- YENzRGRAP GQwG GNFGRVBAL[ QBJ yBHUz XEBJA CRyT

GQNRE CQBGBF BHG BO GQN wEEwL wAz QBJ yBHUz QN RVCURywGN

GQNV wF QRF yB]CNECNGEwGBEFW

u6wPENN6JRGQ6CUwRAGROOF&6yBHAFNU6GQwG6RO6GQN

CUwRAGROOF[6RA6OwyG[6zRzA&G6TABJ6XEBJA[6GQNEN6Qwz6GB6xN

FBVN6INEL6FRPARORywAG6yBwyQRAP6RA6BEzNE6OBE6QRV6GB

RzNAGROL6GQNV[6BE6wG6UNwFG6w6SHEL6yBHUz6ENwFBAwxUL6FB

ORAz-

�Az6u6VwTN6RG6w6CBRAG6GB6GNUU6LBH6GQRF6xNywHFN6u

RVwPRAN6GQwG6zRFVRFFwU6BO6GQN6OwxERywGRBA6yUwRV6RA6FB6OwE
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wF6XEBJA&F6GNFGRVBAL6RF6yBAyNEANz6VRPQG6ONNU6URTN6w6QNwIL

xUBJ-66jQN6CUwRAGROOF&6CwCNEF6wEN6ENCUNGN6JRGQ6wUUNPwGRBAF

GQwG6GQNFN6zNGNyGRINF6OEwVNz6GQNV[6GQwG6GQNL&EN6yBEEHCG

yBCF[ GQwG GQNL&EN RAAByNAG CNBCUN- �Az u GEHFG GQwG GQN

CUwRAGROOF xNURNIN GQNFN GQRAPF- XHG GQN CUwRAGROOF QwIN

VwzN AB FNyENG BO wUUNPRAP GQwG ]] GQNRE xNURNO GQwG XEBJA

JwF[6RA6OwyG[6VwARCHUwGNz[6yBwyQNz6RAGB6OwUFNUL

RzNAGROLRAP6GQNV-66�Az6RO6GQN6SHEL6yBHUz6zEwJ6GQwG

RAONENAyN[6GQNA6u6GQRAT6w6nEwcL6yUwRV6JBHUz6FGRUU6xN6w

CBGNAGRwU6ENVNzL-

u&V6PBRAP6GB6VBIN6wUBAP6QNEN6wAz6yBAFRzNE

XEBJA&F6FGwGNVNAG6wxBHG6GQN6OBHEGQ6ywUU[6VNwARAP6QRF

FGwGNVNAG6GQwG6QN6PwIN6GQN6CQBAN6GB6cE-6tBEA-66jQN6FwVN

wAwULFRF6wCCURNF-66u6zBA&G6GQRAT6GQN6ENyBEz6IRNJNz6OHUUL

wAz6VBFG6OwIBEwxUL6GB6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6CNEVRGF6w6ENwFBAwxUN

RAONENAyN GQwG GQN zNGNyGRINF TANJ GQwG QN zRz ABG[ RA

OwyG[ PRIN GQN CQBAN GB tBEA- �Az FB GQN

TABJUNzPN]BO]OwUFRGL NUNVNAG RF ]] RF BAyN wPwRA

zRFCBFRGRIN6JRGQ6ENPwEz6GB6GQwG6CwEG6BO6GQN6yUwRV-

u&V6PBRAP6GB6GHEA6ABJ6GB6fNwEFBA&F6FGwGNVNAGF

wxBHG6GQN6OBHEGQ6ywUU-66jQN6CUwRAGROOF6wUUNPN6GQwG6wOGNE

NKGEwyGRAP6w6IwPHN6FGwGNVNAG6OEBV6iLTNF[6ZNwFN6wAz6XENUwAz

GERNz6GB6yBNEyN6fNwEFBA6GB6yBAOREV6QNE6FGwGNVNAG6RA6GQNRE

RAGNEIRNJ6BA6rNxEHwEL62Ez-66fUwRAGROOF6FwL6GQNL6GBUz

fNwEFBA6OwUFNUL6GQwG6CQBAN6ENyBEzF6FQBJNz6QN6Qwz6ywUUNz
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iLTNF6OEBV6GQN6FGBUNA6CQBAN6BA6vwAHwEL6|4GQ-66fNwEFBA6Qwz

wUENwzL6GBUz6GQNV6GQwG6QN6JwF6JRGQ6tBEA6wG6QRF6QBHFN6]]

GQwG6RF[6fNwEFBA&F6QBHFN6]]6GQwG6VBEARAP[6GQN6VBEARAP6BO

GQN |4GQ- tN FwRz GQN zNGNyGRINF GBUz QRV[ 8qRGQNE LBH

PBG GQN CQBAN OEBV tBEA BE LBH GBBT RG OEBV GQN zNUR-

mQRyQ RF RGW8 kAzNE CENFFHEN[ fNwEFBA HUGRVwGNUL ENUNAGNz

wAz6OwUFNUL6FwRz6QN6PBG6GQN6CQBAN6OEBV6cE-6tBEA-

�F6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6CHG6RG[6GQN6FGBEL6GQwG6GQN6]]

u&V6DHBGRAP6]]68jQN6FGBEL6GQwG6GQN6FGwGN6wAz6RGF6JRGANFFNF

JBHUz6GNUU6GB6GRN6lNEABA6GB6GQN6OBHEGQ6CQBAN6ywUU6JwF6w

OwxERywGRBA6yBASHENz6HC6xL6GQN6dtfZ6zNGNyGRINF[86NAz

DHBGN-66iB6QNEN6wPwRA[6QwIN6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6FHFGwRANz6GQNRE

xHEzNA6BO6CEBzHyRAP6NIRzNAyN6yENwGRAP6w6PNAHRAN6zRFCHGN6wF

GB6JQNGQNE6GQN6zNGNyGRINF6TANJ6fNwEFBA&F6FGwGNVNAG6GQwG6QN

PBG6GQN6CQBAN6OEBV6tBEA6JwF6OwUFNW66

�CCULRAP GQN FwVN wAwULFRF[ u&IN yBVN GB GQN

FwVN EHURAP- jQN SHEL yBHUz yENzRG fNwEFBA&F GNFGRVBAL

wAz ORAz GQwG GQN zNGNyGRINF OwUFNUL GBUz QRV GQwG iLTNF

FwRz6QN6ywUUNz6QNE[6GQwG6GQN6CQBAN6ENyBEzF6CEBINz6RG[6wAz

GQwG6RO6QN6zRzA&G6PNG6GQN6CQBAN6OEBV6tBEA[6QN6VHFG6QwIN

FGBUNA6RG6QRVFNUO-66YENzRGRAP6fNwEFBA&F6GNFGRVBAL[6w6SHEL

yBHUz6OHEGQNE6ORAz6GQwG6QN6zRz6HUGRVwGNUL6ywIN6HAzNE

CENFFHEN6wAz6OwUFNUL6GBUz6GQN6zNGNyGRINF6JQwG6GQNL6JwAGNz

GB6QNwE-66XHG6u6zB6ABG6xNURNIN6GQwG6GQN6NIRzNAyN6CNEVRGF6w

ENwFBAwxUN6ORAzRAP6GQwG6GQN6zNGNyGRINF6TANJ6QRF6FGwGNVNAG
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JwF6OwUFN-

jHEARAP6GB6iLTNF&6FGwGNVNAG6wxBHG6GQN6OBHEGQ

ywUU[6wPwRA[6u6ENwyQ6GQN6FwVN6EHURAP-66uO6LBH6ENwz6GQN

ENyBEz wAz yBAFGEHN RG RA w VwAANE VBFG OwIBEwxUN GB GQN

CUwRAGROOF[ GQN zNGNyGRINF FQBJNz iLTNF GQN ENyBEz BO GQN

FGBUNA yNUU CQBAN[ GQN FB]ywUUNz 8ywUU zNGwRU ENyBEz[8 wAz

OwUFNUL6GBUz6QNE6GQwG6RG6FQBJNz6GQwG6fNwEFBA6Qwz6ywUUNz

QNE6BA6GQN6|4GQ-66�F6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6FHPPNFG[6GQRF6RF6JQwG

FQN6VNwAG6JQNA6FQN6FwRz[6DHBGN[68jQN6CwCNE6FwRz6GQwG6QN

ywUUNz[86NAz6DHBGN-66�Az6JQNA6wFTNz6RA6QNE6JERGGNA

FGwGNVNAG6JQL6FQN6JwF6wG6GQN6FGwGRBA[6FQN6ENFCBAzNz[

DHBGN[68u6JwF6GBUz6u6Qwz6w6CQBAN6ywUU[6ERPQG[6w6CQBAN6ywUU

FGwGRAP6GQwG6u6JwF6GwUTRAP6GB6]]6FwL6QRF6AwVN6]]6cwEyHF

fNwEFBA-8

u6wPENN6JRGQ6CUwRAGROOF&6yBHAFNU6GQwG6w6SHEL

yBHUz RAGNECENG GQwG NIRzNAyN VBFG OwIBEwxUL GB GQN

CUwRAGROOF wF CEBBO GQwG FQN JwF[ RAzNNz[ GBUz JQwG GB

FwL- XHG u zBA&G FNN QBJ w SHEL yBHUz ORAz GQwG GQN

zNGNyGRINF6TANJ6QNE6FGwGNVNAG6JwF6HAGEHN-

u6zBA&G6JwAG6GB6xNUwxBE6GQRF[6xHG6RA6OwREANFF[

GQN6zNGNyGRINF6Qwz6GQN6RzNw6GQwG6cE-6tBEA[6cE-6vwyTFBA[

wAz6NINA6cE-6fNwEFBA6VwL6QwIN6xNNA6RAIBUINz6RA6GQRF-66�Az

JQNA6GQNL6PB6GB6FNN6cF-6iLTNF[6GQNL6FQBJ6QNE6fNwEFBA&F

CQBGB6wAz6FQN6FwLF[6oNwQ[6u6TABJ6QRV-66mN6GwUT-66uA6OwyG[

QN6JwF6QNE6VwERSHwAw6zNwUNE[6wAz6GQNL6GwUTNz6OEBV6GRVN6GB
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GRVN-66dBJ[6LBH6TABJ[6GQN6zNGNyGRINF6QwIN6QNE6FwLRAP6FQN

TABJF6QRV-66�Az6GQNL6JwAG6GB6TABJ6RO6QN&F6GQN6BAN6JQB

ywUUNz6QNE-66tBJNINE6RG6QwCCNANz[6FQN6JRAzF6HC6FwLRAP[

8oNwQ[ GQNEN&F w PBBz CBFFRxRURGL-8 iQN&F UNz GB FwL

RG ]] UNG&F wFFHVN FQN JwF ]] u GQRAT GQN SHEL yBHUz FB

ORAz ]] xHG FQN zRz FwL RG[ 8oNwQ[ u GQRAT GQNEN&F w PBBz

CBFFRxRURGL-866mNEN6GQN6zNGNyGRINF6FHCCBFNz6GB6RPABEN

GQwGW66u6VNwA[6GQRF6FGBUNA6yNUU6CQBAN6JwF6ABJ6GQN6TNL[6wF

GQN6CUwRAGROOF6GQNVFNUINF6wEPHN-66iB[6AwGHEwUUL[6GQNL6PB

GB6fNwEFBA6wAz6GQNL6JwAG6GB6TABJ[6zRz6QN6ywUU6iLTNFW66uF

GQwG[6RA6OwyG[6JQwG6ByyHEENzW

ZHERAP6GQN6yBHEFN6BO6VL6wzSHzRywGRBA6BO6GQNFN

VBGRBAF[6u6QwIN6UNwEANz6wxBHG6GQN6hNRz6GNyQARDHN6wxBHG

JQRyQ6u6TANJ6ABGQRAP6xNOBEN-66XHG6u&IN6zBAN6VL6xNFG6GB

UNwEA6wxBHG6GQwG6GNyQARDHN[6QBJ6RG&F6xNNA6HFNz[6GQN6EBUN

RG&F CUwLNz RA ywFNF URTN GQRF- cL HAzNEFGwAzRAP[ wF BO

0"""[ HFRAP GQN hNRz GNyQARDHN JwF wUVBFG HARINEFwU RA

CBURyN zNCwEGVNAGF wyEBFF GQN yBHAGEL- fNBCUN JNEN

GEwRANz6GB6HFN6RG6wAz6zRz6HFN6RG-

�Az6CwEG6BO6GQwG6GNyQARDHN6RAyUHzNz[6LBH6TABJ[

ABG6GwTRAP68AB86OBE6wA6wAFJNE[6zRFVRFFRAP6GQN6zNARwU6xL6w

JRGANFF-66�Az[6wUFB[6GQNL6VwzN6HFN6BO6zNyNCGRBA-66u6TABJ

GQwG6FBVN6yBHEGF6zENJ6GQN6URAN6wG6URGNEwUUL6OwxERywGRAP6BE

OBEPRAP6w6zByHVNAG6wAz6FQBJRAP6RG6GB6w6JRGANFF6wAz6GNUURAP

GQN6JRGANFF[6LBH6TABJ[68�F6ENyBEzNz6RA6GQRF6Uwx6ENCBEG[6JN
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OBHAz6LBHE6Zd�6wG6GQN6FyNAN-866XHG6FBVN6yBHEGF6FwRz6NINA

GQwG6JwF6BTwL-

uA6wAL6ywFN[6RA60"""[6GQRF6]]6RO6GQNFN

zNGNyGRINF PB GB fNwEFBA wAz wFT QRV[ LBH TABJ[ 8uF RG

GEHN LBH ywUUNz YELFGwU iLTNFW8 �Az QN FwLF[ 8dB[ u

zRzA&G ywUU QNE[8 GQNL zRzA&G QwIN GB GwTN GQwG wF w ORAwU

wAFJNE[6u6zBA&G6GQRAT-66�Az6RO6QN6HUGRVwGNUL6JRAzF6HC

FwLRAP[68oBH6TABJ6JQwG[6u6zRz6]]6u6zRz6ywUU6QNE[86GQNEN&F

AB6zHN6CEByNFF6IRBUwGRBA6HAzNE6w6OwxERywGNz6NIRzNAyN

GQNBEL6HAUNFF6GQNL6TANJ6GQwG[6RA6OwyG[6QN6QwzA&G6ywUUNz

QNE-

�Az6u6SHFG6zBA&G6FNN6QBJ6BA6GQRF6ENyBEz[6NINA

IRNJRAP6RG6RA6GQN6VBFG6CUwRAGROO]OERNAzUL6VwAANE[6w6SHEL

yBHUz6ENwFBAwxUL6FwL6GQwG[6LNF[6GQBFN6zNGNyGRINF6TANJ6QN

JwF6ULRAP-

uG&F ABG URTN GQN ywFNF GQwG BAN ywA ORAz RA

JQRyQ[ RA OwyG[ GQwG QwCCNANz ]] GQN zNGNyGRINF OBEyNz GQN

CNEFBA GB URN[ TABJRAP QN JwF ULRAP- jQwG&F ABG ]] GQwG&F

ABG6BHE6ywFN-

u&V6PBRAP6GB6GHEA6ABJ6GB6GQN6ANKG6RGNV[6GQN

FGwGNVNAG6fwUUNG6PwIN6BA6cwEyQ6|2Ez6GB6ZNGNyGRIN6ZNwFN6RA

GQN6CENFNAyN6BO6iGwGN&F6�GGBEANL6swEL6dRyQBUFBA-

tN6GBUz6GQNV6QN6PBG6BHG6BO6w6GwKR[6FwJ6GQENN6VNA

BA6GQN6FRzN6BO6GQN6zNUR6FVBTRAP6JNG[6QN6JNAG6RAGB6GQN

zNUR[6PBG6FBVN6yRPwENGGNF6OEBV6twEzL[6JwUTNz6BHG6wAz6FwJ
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GQN6VNA6FVBTRAP6JNG6CHGGRAP6VwFTF6BINE6GQNRE6OwyNF6wAz

NAGNERAP6GQN6zNUR-

fwUUNG6GNFGRORNz6GQwG6GQN6CUwRAGROOF6JNEN6]]

JNEN GQBFN CNBCUN GQwG QN CwFFNz wF QN VwzN QRF PNGwJwL[

FB GB FCNwT- u GQRAT GQwG w SHEL UBBTRAP wG GQN ENyBEz

VBFG OwIBEwxUL GB GQN CUwRAGROOF yBHUz ORAz GQwG[ RAzNNz[

fwUUNG6zRz6ABG6PNG6BHG6BO6GQN6GwKR[6GQwG6QN6zRz6ABG6NAGNE

GQN6zNUR[6wAz6GQwG6QN6zRz6ABG6FNN6wALxBzL6BHGFRzN6GQN

zNUR[6GQwG6QN6zRz6ABG6CwFF6wALxBzL6FVBTRAP6JNG-

�PwRA[6GQN6RFFHN6RF966YBHUz6w6ENwFBAwxUN6SHEL

ORAz6GQwG6QN6TANJ6]]6GQwG6ZNwFN6TANJ6fwUUNG&F6wyyBHAG6JwF

OwUFNW66jQN6CUwRAGROOF6CBRAG6GB6twEzL&F6HABCNANz6CwyT6BO

yRPwENGGNF6BA6GQN6yBHAGNE6BO6GQN6zNUR6wAz6GQN6GwKR

zERINE&F6GNFGRVBAL6GQwG6fwUUNG6zRzA&G6PNG6BHG6BO6GQN6ywE-

�Az6GQNL6CBRAG6GB6NIRzNAyN6GQwG6RA6cwL60"""[6fwUUNG6GBUz

QRF EBxxNEL yBzNONAzwAG GQwG QRF FGBEL JwF w URN[ zNFRPANz

GB PNG OwIBEwxUN GENwGVNAG RA QRF EBxxNEL ywFNF[ JQRyQ[

RAzNNz[ QN zRz- �F w ENFHUG BO QRF yBBCNEwGRBA[ QN PBG w

GJB]LNwE6FNAGNAyN6JRGQ6w6CBFFRxRURGL6BO6CwEBUN-

eA6GQN6xwFRF6BO6GQwG6NIRzNAyN[6u6]]6u6zB6xNURNIN

GQwG6w6SHEL6yBHUz6ORAz6GQwG6fwUUNG&F6FGwGNVNAG6GQwG6QN6FwJ

GQN6CUwRAGROOF6RF6OwUFN[6xHG6u6zBA&G6GQRAT6w6SHEL6yBHUz

RAONE6GQwG6ZNwFN6TANJ6GQwG6fwUUNG6JwF6ULRAP6JQNA6QN

RAGNEIRNJNz6QRV6BA6cwEyQ6|2Ez-

cBENBINE6]]6wAz6GQRF6RF6w6CBRAG6GQwG6xNwEF
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VNAGRBARAP6]]6FRAyN6GQN6CEBFNyHGBE6JwF6CENFNAG6wG6GQN

RAGNEIRNJ6wAz6zNyRzNz6GB6HFN6fwUUNG6wF6w6JRGANFF[6GQN

DHNFGRBA6RF966YwA6ZNwFN6xN6QNUz6URwxUN6RA6wAL6NINAGW66

uA GQN dBEwkNF ywFN[ GQN YBHEG BO �CCNwUF FNNVF

GB QwIN FwRz AB- jQN YBHEG CBRAGNz BHG GQwG RA GQwG ywFN[

GQN CEBFNyHGBE Qwz RAGNEIRNJNz GQN JRGANFF JQB RzNAGRORNz

GQN6CUwRAGROO6FNINEwU6GRVNF[6wAz6GQNA6RAzNCNAzNAGUL

zNyRzNz6GB6PB6OBEJwEz-66�Az6GQN6CEBFNyHGBE&F6RAzNCNAzNAG

zNyRFRBA6VNwAG6GQwG6GQN6zNGNyGRINF&6yBAzHyG6zRz6ABG6ywHFN

GQN6CUwRAGROO6GB6xN6FHxSNyG6GB6GERwU-

iB6NINA6RO6w6SHEL6yBHUz6ENwFBAwxUL6ORAz6GQwG

ZNwFN6TANJ6fwUUNG6JwF6ULRAP6]]6wAz[6wPwRA[6u6zBA&G6xNURNIN

GQwG&F6GEHN6]]6JN6JBHUz6EHA6HC6wPwRAFG6GQwG6CERAyRCUN6GQwG

JwF6wCCURNz6RA6dBEwkNF[6PRINA6GQN6CEBFNyHGBE&F6CENFNAyN6wG

GQN6RAGNEIRNJ-

�yyBEzRAPUL[ u GQRAT GQwG GQN OwxERywGRBA yUwRVF

OwRU BA GQN NUNVNAG BO TABJRAP OwUFRGL[ wAz u xNURNIN GQwG

FHVVwEL SHzPVNAG ANNzF GB xN PEwAGNz BA GQNFN yUwRVF wF w

ENFHUG-

u6GEHFG6GQwG6u6QwIN6JBEA6BHG6VL6wHzRNAyN6GBzwL

wAz6u6GQwAT6LBH6OBE6LBHE6CwGRNAyN[6xHG6u6QBCN6LBH6ywA6GNUU

u QwINA&G6xNNA6RPABERAP6GQRF6ywFN-66gHRGN6GQN6yBAGEwEL-66u

QwIN6xNNA6URIRAP6GQRF6ywFN6OBE6wG6UNwFG6GNA6JNNTF[6wAz

PRIRAP6RG6VL6OHUU6GRVN6wAz6wGGNAGRBA6JQNA6u&V6ABG6BA6GQN

xNAyQ-
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�Az[6LBH6TABJ[6HAzNEFGwAzRAP6GQwG6LBH6QwIN6INEL

FRPARORywAG6RAINFGVNAGF6RA6GQRF6ywFN[6u6wV6TNNAUL6wJwEN6BO

GQN6zNUwL6wAz6u6zRzA&G6JwAG6GB6CEBUBAP6GQN6zNUwL-66u

JwAGNz GB PRIN LBH JQwGNINE wAFJNEF u yBHUz PRIN LBH

GBzwL- �Az FB[ u&IN zBAN GQwG wAz u GQwAT LBH OBE LBHE

CwGRNAyN-

u6]]6u6zBA&G6GQRAT6GQNEN&F6wAL6ANNz6OBE6wALxBzL

GB6yBVVNAG-66uO6FBVNxBzL6JwAGF6GB6yBVVNAG[6RG&F6BTwL6JRGQ

VN[6xHG6u6JRUU6FwL6GQwG6u6ENwURMN6JN&EN6DHRGN6w6zRFGwAyN

OEBV6JQwGNINE6zRFCBFRGRBA6VRPQG6wJwRG[6wAz6u6zBA&G6JwAG6GB

zEwP6RG6BHG6wAL6UBAPNE-66u6GQRAT6GQwG6GQN6BGQNE6VBGRBAF

wEN6RA6w6CBFRGRBA6OBE6VN6GB6EHUN6BA6GQNV6VBEN6BE6UNFF

ERPQG6wJwL-66�Az6wG6GQwG6CBRAG[6RG&UU6xN6HC6GB6LBH6GB

zNyRzN6QBJ6LBH6JRFQ6GB6CEByNNz-66XHG6OBE6ABJ[6u&V6PBRAP6GB

UNwIN6RG6GQNEN-

ZBNF wALxBzL JwAG GB CHG wALGQRAP BA GQN ENyBEzW

ch- sqh�hZq9 vHzPN[ RG&F jBV sNEwEzN- uO u

yBHUz SHFG wzz w yUwERORywGRBA CBRAGW

rREFG6BO6wUU[6GQwAT6LBH6INEL6VHyQ6OBE6zBRAP

GQRF-66mN6JNENA&G6NKCNyGRAP6RG6wAz6RG&F6xNNA

FHCNE]QNUCOHU[6xHG6wEN6JN6PBRAP6GB6wJwRG6w6OBEVwU6zNyRFRBA

xL6LBH6xNOBEN6wAL6BO6GQRF6RF6wA6wyGHwU6zNyRFRBAW

�Az6GQN6ENwFBA6u&V6wFTRAP6GQwG[6RO6GQNEN6RF6wA

RAGNAGRBA6GB6zNAL6FHVVwEL6SHzPVNAG6wF6GB6GQN6RAzRIRzHwU

zNONAzwAGF[6RF6GQNEN6wA6wCCNwU6yUByT6GRyTRAP6RA6GQN6NINAG
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GQNL6JwAGNz6GB6yBAFRzNE6wA6wCCNwU6GB6GQN6iNyBAz6YREyHRG6RA

wA6RAGNEUByHGBEL6xwFRF[6BE6RF6GQwG6FBVNGQRAP6JN6JBHUz

wJwRG6w6ORAwU6zNyRFRBA6xL6LBH6GQwG&F6CBFGNzW

jtq Yekhj9 mNUU[ LBH TABJ[ u wCCENyRwGN GQN

DHNFGRBA- u ENwURMN GQwG CNBCUN wCCENyRwGN GQN OwyG GQwG

wA wCCNwU QwF QwCCNANz BA GQN yUwRVF wPwRAFG

cE-6iGNCQNAFBA[6FB6u6wCCENyRwGN6GQN6DHNFGRBA-

oBH6TABJ[6OBE6GQN6ENwFBAF6u&IN6NKCUwRANz[6u

GQRAT6wA6wCCNwU6JBHUz6xN6BHG6BO6BEzNE6xNywHFN6u6GQRAT6RO

JN6yENzRG6GQN6GNFGRVBAL6BO6cE-6fNwEFBA6wAz6cE-6jQBVCFBA[

DHwURORNz6RVVHARGL6zBNF6ABG6wCCUL-66XHG6u6VwL6xN6VRFFRAP

FBVNGQRAP-

�Az6FB6u6ywA6zB6BAN6BO6GJB6GQRAPF-66u6ywA6NRGQNE

NAGNE6w6GNKG6BEzNE6BA6GQN6zByTNG6yBAFRFGNAG6JRGQ6GQN6BEwU

EHURAPF6u6QwIN6PRINA6LBH[6NFGwxURFQRAP6BA6GQN6zByTNG6GQwG

GQN VBGRBAF QwIN xNNA GQN FHxSNyG BO GQN EHURAPF GQwG u

QwIN VwzN GBzwL- �Az GQwG yBHUz FGwEG GQN yUByT- uG RF

ABG VL RAGNAGRBA GB zNUwL VL EHURAPF BA GQN VBGRBAF JQRUN

u[6LBH6TABJ[6JERGN6wA6BCRARBA6OBE6CHxURywGRBA6RA6GQN

ONzNEwU6FHCCUNVNAG[6FBVNGRVNF6ENONEENz6GB6wF6GQN6IwARGL

CENFF-

u6zBA&G6]]6u6zBA&G6CEBCBFN6GB6zB6GQwG-66u&z

EwGQNE6PRIN6LBH6BEwU6EHURAPF6FB6LBH6TABJ6JQNEN6JN6FGwAz

wAz6LBH6ywA6VBIN6GQRF6wUBAP-

ch-6sqh�hZq966vHzPN[6JBHUz6RG6xN6wyyNCGwxUN6RO
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GQN6JwL6GQRF6wUU6FQBBT6BHG6GBzwL6RF6JN6JwRGNz6HAGRU6GQN

NAGREN6VBGRBA6JwF6zNyRzNz6xNOBEN6wAL6yUByT6FGwEGNz

GRyTRAPW66XNywHFN6GQNEN6RF6FBVNGQRAP6GQwG&F6FGRUU6BCNA6BA

GQN CQBAN ENyBEzF wF GB GQN RAzRIRzHwUF[ wAz CNBCUN JBA&G

TABJ JQwG GB zB- �Az u TABJ JN JBHUz CENONE GB zB GQwG-

u&V ABG FHEN QBJ CUwRAGROOF ONNU wxBHG GQwG[ xHG RG JBHUz

xN6xNGGNE6RO6JN6yBHUz6FNN6GQN6NAGREN6zNyRFRBA[6NIwUHwGN

RG[6GQNA6VwTN6zNyRFRBAF6wxBHG6RO6GQNEN&F6w6xwFRF6OBE

RAGNEUByHGBEL6wCCNwU-

jtq6Yekhj966jQwG&F6BTwL6JRGQ6VN-66iHEN-66u6VNwA[

RO6LBH6JwAG6GB6FHxVRG6GQBFN6VNVBF[6wAz6GQNA6u6ywA6INEL

EwCRzUL6yUBFN6GQwG6BHG-66�G6GQwG6CBRAG[6GQN6]]6u6xNURNIN

GQN6RAzRIRzHwU6zNGNyGRINF&6VBGRBA6OBE6FHVVwEL6SHzPVNAG6BA

GQN6iNyGRBA60"726yUwRVF6JBHUz6xN6yBVCUNGN$6ERPQGW

ch-6sqh�hZq966oNF[6BA6GQN60"72-66u6GQRAT6GQNEN

wEN BGQNE RFFHNF[ xHG GQwG JBHUzA&G ENwUUL xNwE BA wCCNwU[

BA RVVNzRwGN wCCNwU-

jtq Yekhj9 qKwyGUL[ NKwyGUL- oNwQ- iB u&V ]]

u&UU6]]6u&V6QwCCL6GB6zB6GQwG-

ch-6ah�kiq966oNF[6LBHE6tBABE-66�Az6GQRF6RF6XEwz

aEwHFN6OBE6GQN6RAzRIRzHwU6zNGNyGRINF-66�Az6u6wPENN6JRGQ

GQwG6CEBCBFwU6GQwG6cE-6sNEwEzN6SHFG6FHxVRGGNz-

uO6oBHE6tBABE6FNNVF6GB6xN6RAyURANz6RA6GNEVF6BO

yBAyUHzRAP6GQN6EHURAPF6BA6GQBFN6wzzRGRBAwU6yBAFGRGHGRBAwU

RFFHNF6GB6GQNA6wUUBJ6GQN6yUByT6GB6FGwEG6GRyTRAP6JRGQ
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ENPwEzF6GB6wAL6CBGNAGRwU6wCCNwU[6wAz6JN6ywA6wUFB6zNwU6JRGQ

GQN6RFFHNF6yBAyNEARAP6GQN6xERNORAP6BA6GQBFN6VNVB6RFFHNF

GQwG6LBH6QwIN6EwRFNz-

jtq Yekhj9 eTwL[ GQwG&F ORAN JRGQ VN-

uF GQNEN wAL BxSNyGRBA BA GQN CUwRAGROOF& FRzNW

ch- c��pqb9 u GQRAT[ oBHE tBABE ]] GQRF RF

uUwAA6cwwMNU6OBE6cE-6tBEA-66eHE6RAyURAwGRBA6FRAyN6JN[6LBH

TABJ[6JN6wEN6INEL6NwPNE6GB6VBIN6GQRF6OBEJwEz[6JBHUz6xN

GQwG6LBHE6EHURAPF6GBzwL6wEN6LBHE6EHURAPF[6wAz6RO6FBVNBAN

ANNzF6GB6wCCNwU6GQNL6FQBHUz6zB6FB-

u6zBA&G6GQRAT6GQNEN&F6ENwUUL6wAL6]]6u6wPENN6JRGQ

GQN6YBHEG[6GQNEN&F6AB6xwFRF6OBE6GQN6zNONAzwAGF6GB6wCCNwU

OEBV6wALGQRAP6oBHE6tBABE6QwF6EHUNz6HCBA6GBzwL-66�Az6u

zBA&G6GQRAT[6OEwATUL[6GQNEN&F6wAL6SHERFzRyGRBA6GB6wCCNwU[

PRINA6GQN6OwyGF6wF6wUUNPNz6BA6GQN6CUwRAGROOF&6FRzN-

XHG UNwIRAP GQwG wFRzN[ u zB GQRAT GQwG[ LBH

TABJ[ oBHE tBABE QwF FCNAG w UBG BO GRVN JRGQ HF GBzwL

RFFHRAP IwERBHF EHURAPF[ wAz GQBFN FQBHUz xN ORAwU wF GB

GQBFN6RFFHNF-66u6zB6QwIN6]]6LBH6TABJ[6u6INEL6VHyQ

wCCENyRwGN6GQN6YBHEG6JBETRAP6FB6zRURPNAGUL6]]6LBH6TABJ[

QHAzENzF6wAz6QHAzENzF6BO6CwPNF6BO6xERNORAP-

u6wV6JBAzNERAP6wCCEBKRVwGNUL6JQNA6GQN6YBHEG

wAGRyRCwGNF6RFFHRAP6EHURAPF6BA6wUU6GQN6ENVwRARAP6RFFHNF6]]

wPwRAFG6GQN6YRGL[6wPwRAFG[6LBH6TABJ[6GQN6FGwGN6zNONAzwAG[

LBH6TABJ[6GQN6CUwRAGROOF&6VBGRBAF6OBE6CwEGRwU6FHVVwEL
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SHzPVNAG6wPwRAFG6GQN6zNGNyGRINF-66YwA6JN6QwIN6FBVN6FNAFN

BO6w6GRVNGwxUN6OBE6GQwG[6oBHE6tBABEW

jtq6Yekhj966u6]]6u6GQRAT6GQwG&F6w6INEL6OwRE

DHNFGRBA[ wAz GQN xNFG u ywA zB RF NFGRVwGN OBE LBH GQwG u

JRUU QwIN GQN ENFG BO GQN EHURAPF RA GQN ANKG yBHCUN BE

GQENN JNNTF- u QwIN BGQNE GQRAPF GB zB[ JQRyQ RF ABG GB

RVCUL6GQwG6GQRF6RFA&G6GQN6GBC6CERBERGL-66uG6RF-66uG6QwF

xNNA6GQN6GBC6CERBERGL6OBE6w6UBAP6GRVN-66XHG[6LBH6TABJ[6u

JwAGNz6GB6PRIN6EHURAPF6GQwG6JNEN6OHUUL6GQBHPQG6BHG[6OEBV

VL6CBRAG6BO6IRNJ[6wAz6EHURAPF6GQwG6zB6SHFGRyN6GB6GQN6ywFN-

�Az6FB6u6ywA&G6GNUU6LBH6u&V6PBRAP6GB6QwIN6GQNV

OBE6LBH6GBVBEEBJ[6xHG6u6GQRAT6LBH6FQBHUz6NKCNyG6GB6QNwE

OEBV6VL6yQwVxNEF6wxBHG6wABGQNE6ywUU6URTN6GQRF[6wAz6JN&UU

VwTN6RG6yUNwE6GB6cE-6vwyTFBA&F6yBHAFNU6GQwG6GQNL&EN

JNUyBVN6GB6SBRA-66�Az6u&UU6JEwC6RG6HC6GQNA6RA6FB6OwE6wF

GQN yUwRVF wPwRAFG GQN zNGNyGRINF wEN yBAyNEANz[ GQN

yUwRVF wPwRAFG GQN YRGL ]] JQRyQ wG GQRF CBRAG xBRU zBJA

GB wABGQNE URwxRURGL OBE nEwcL IRBUwGRBAF[ u xNURNIN ]]

GQN6nEwcL6yUwRV6wPwRAFG6cE-6iGNCQNAFBA6JQRyQ6QwF6wUENwzL

xNNA6GB6GQN6YBHEG6BO6�CCNwUF[6wAz6JQNGQNE6u6ywA6OHUUL

zRFCBFN6BO6GQN6BGQNE6ywHFNF6BO6wyGRBA[6GQN6ANPURPNAyN

yUwRV[6GQN6RAzNVARORywGRBA6yUwRV[6GQN6zRENyG6wyGRBA

wPwRAFG6GQN6YRGL6yUwRV-66u&UU6GEL-66u&UU6GEL-66XHG6VL

OByHF6QwF6xNNA6BA6GQN6ONzNEwU6yUwRVF-

ch-6sqh�hZq966vHzPN[6RG&F6jBV6sNEwEzN-66eAN6VBEN
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GQRAP-

sRINA6GQwG6JN6wEN6BAUL6w6yBHCUN6JNNTF6OEBV

QwIRAP6GQN60"726CBEGRBA6BO6GQRF6wPwRAFG6GQN6RAzRIRzHwUF

JEwCCNz HC[ u GQRAT RG ENwUUL JBHUz VwTN FNAFN GB PB JRGQ

JQwG �GGBEANL aEwHFN wAz u FHPPNFGNz INEFHF JQwG �GGBEANL

cwwMNU SHFG FHPPNFGNz xNywHFN GQNEN JBHUz xN wA

RAGNEUByHGBEL6wCCNwU6yUByT6GRyTRAP6BA6GQN6fNwEFBA6wAz6GQN

aNAzwUU6vBQAFBA6@FRy,6yUwRVF6ERPQG6ABJ-66�Az6GQNA6w6ANJ

yUByT6BO62/6zwLF6JBHUz6GRyT6BAyN6JN6QwIN6GQN6�zPNE6CQBAN

ENyBEzF6yUwRV-

iB6yBHUzA&G6JN6SHFG6TNNC6wUU6BO6GQwG6GBPNGQNEW

jQN6YBHEG6BO6�CCNwUF6VRPQG6JBAzNE6JQwG6JN&EN6HC6GB6RO6u

ORUN6BAN6wCCNwU6wAz6GQNA6wABGQNE-

jtq6Yekhj966dB[6u6wCCENyRwGN6LBHE6yBVVNAGF6wAz6u

wCCENyRwGN6GQN6yBVVNAGF6BO6CUwRAGROOF&6yBHAFNU-66oBHE[6LBH

TABJ[ ENFCNyGRIN CBFRGRBAF wEN CNEONyGUL HAzNEFGwAzwxUN-

mQwG u JBHUz FHPPNFG RF GQwG JN FNG w FyQNzHUN

OBE GQN FHxVRFFRBA BO GQNFN VNVBF RA GQN INEL ANwE OHGHEN[

wAz6u6ywA6CEBVRFN6LBH6GQwG6wF6FBBA6wF6u6PNG6GQNV6u6JRUU

VwTN6w6EHURAP6BA6GQwG6UwFG6wFCNyG6BO6GQN6nEwcL6yUwRV6xwFNz

BA6GQN6CQBAN6ENyBEzF-66u6NKCNyG6u6JBHUz6xN6wxUN6GB6zB6GQwG

JRGQ6LBHE6QNUC-

iB[6LBH6TABJ[6u&V6ABG6PBRAP6GB6RVCBFN6zwGNF6BA

LBH-66u6zBA&G6TABJ6JQwG6LBHE6FyQNzHUNF6wEN-66u6zBA&G6TABJ
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CUwRAGROOF&6FRzN6wEN6RA6w6CBFRGRBA6GB6FHxVRG6w6VNVB6BA

GQBFN6GJB6DHNFGRBAF6GQRF6JNNT6BE6JQNGQNE6GQNL6JBHUz6ANNz

VBEN6GRVN-66XHG6u6JBHUz6NKCNyG[6LBH6TABJ[6GQNL&EN6PBRAP6GB

xN VBGRIwGNz GB zB GQwG wF FBBA wF ywA xN-

�Az wG GQwG CBRAG u JBHUz GQRAT GQwG OBE GQN

zNONAFN[ QwIRAP Qwz GQN GRVN GB HAzNEGwTN OHEGQNE ENFNwEyQ

BO6LBHE6BJA[6OHEGQNE6ENIRNJ6BO6GQN6ENyBEzF[6LBH6JBHUz6xN

CENCwENz6GB6ORUN6LBHE6ENFCBAFN6INEL6CEBVCGUL-

�Az6FB6u6JBHUz6]]6BA6GQBFN6wFFHVCGRBAF[6u6JBHUz

wFT6LBH6GB6FGwL6BA6GQN6URAN6wAz6GwUT6wxBHG6JQNA6LBH&UU6xN

wxUN6GB6PNG6GQBFN6zBAN-66�Az[6wPwRA[6u6JRUU6NAzNwIBE6GB

PRIN6LBH6w6EHURAP6INEL6CEBVCGUL6wOGNE6LBHE6VNVBF6wEN

ORUNz-

ch-6c��pqb966oBHE6tBABE[6GQRF6RF6uUwAA6cwwMNU

OBE6GQN6CUwRAGROO-66u6QwIN6w6CEBCBFwU[6JQRyQ6RF6]]6RG

FNNVF GB VN GQwG GQN YBHEG QwF PRINA HF w yBHCUN BO

zRFyENNG RFFHNF GB xERNO[ wAz RG JBHUz VwTN FNAFN OBE xBGQ

FRzNF GB SHFG FHxVRG yBAyHEENAG xERNOF wG GQN FwVN GRVN[

VwLxN6GJB6JNNTF6OEBV6GBzwL-66�Az6GQNEN&F6AB6ENwFBA6OBE6wA

BCNARAP6xERNO6wAz6wA6BCCBFRGRBA6wAz6w6ENCUL-66jQNFN6wEN

SHFG6zRFyENNG6UNPwU6RFFHNF6wF6GB6JQRyQ6oBHE6tBABE6JwAGF

GQN6IRNJF6BO6xBGQ6FRzNF-

�Az6FB6RG6FNNVF6GB6VN6yBAyHEENAG6xERNORAP6JBHUz

zEwVwGRywUUL6FCNNz6HC6GQN6CEByNFF6JRGQBHG6FwyERORyRAP[6LBH

TABJ[6wAL6yUwERGL6OBE6GQN6YBHEG-
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jtq6Yekhj966eTwL-66u6GQRAT6GQwG6VwTNF6PBBz

FNAFN-66u6URTN6GQwG6FHPPNFGRBA-66u6GQRAT6GQwG&F6w6OwRE6wAz

NOORyRNAG6JwL6GB6PB-66iB6JQL6zBA&G6JN6FwL6GQwG6LBH&UU6ORUN

LBHE VNVBF yBAyHEENAGUL[ ABG UwGNE GQwA w JNNT OEBV

rERzwLW

ch- c��pqb9 jQwG&F jQwATFPRIRAP rERzwL- uF

GQNEN6wAL6JwL6JN6yBHUz6EBUU6RG6GB6cBAzwLW

jtq6Yekhj966cBAzwL6RG6RF-

ch-6rudkY�dq966�Az[6oBHE6tBABE[6GQRF6RF6iGNCQNA

rRAHywAN6OEBV6GQN6�s&F6BOORyN-66u6SHFG6JwAG6GB6yUwEROL9

oBH&EN6ABG6UBBTRAP6OBE6wALGQRAP6OEBV6HF6BA6xNQwUO6BO

cE-6iGNCQNAFBA$6ERPQGW66jQRF6RF6VBEN6wxBHG6GQN6dNJ6twINA

zNGNyGRINFW

jtq6Yekhj966jQwG&F6ERPQG[6LNwQ-

ch-6rudkY�dq966jQwAT6LBH[6oBHE6tBABE-

jtq Yekhj9 eTwL- �UU ERPQG[ GQwAT LBH wPwRA-

ch- sqh�hZq9 vHzPN[ u&V FBEEL- mN&EN ABG

UNwIRAP JRGQ wAL yUwERGL BA JQNGQNE BE ABG w yUByT RF

GRyTRAP6GB6PB6GB6GQN6YBHEG6BO6�CCNwUF-66u6zBA&G6JwAG6wA[

eQ[6LBH6xUNJ6LBHE62/6zwLF6wEPHVNAG-

YwA6JN6wPENN6GB6JwRG6HAGRU6NINELGQRAP6RF6zNyRzNz

xNOBEN6JN6PB6GB6GQN6]]

jtq6Yekhj966oNF[6LNF-66qKwyGUL-66mQwG6JRUU

QwCCNA6RF6wOGNE6LBH6FHxVRG6LBHE6VNVBF[6u6JRUU6wzz6wA6BEzNE

BA6GQN6zByTNG6GQwG6FNGF6HC6GQN6EHURAPF[6wAz6RA6GQNEN6GQwG
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JRUU6GERPPNE6GQN6EHAARAP6BO6GQwG6yUByT-

kAGRU6GQwG6QwCCNAF[6LBH6zBA&G6QwIN6GB6JBEEL

wxBHG6GQN6yUByT6GRyTRAP$6BTwLW

ch- sqh�hZq9 oNF[ GQwAT LBH INEL VHyQ-

jtq Yekhj9 eTwL- jQwAT LBH wUU-

'fEByNNzRAPF yBAyUHzNz[ 293| C-V-?

0

|

2

3

4

5

 

7

"

0/

00

0|

02

03

04

05

0 

07

0"

|/

|0

||

|2

|3

|4

Case 3:18-cv-01502-RNC Document 320 Filed 01/29/24 Page 50 of 51

EXHIBIT B

Case 3:18-cv-01502-RNC Document 368-2 Filed 08/20/24 Page 50 of 51Case: 24-1034, 08/21/2024, DktEntry: 27.1, Page 109 of 112



666640

YqhjuruY�jq6

hq ..tehd.u,.dDm.t�lDdW.Di.�a,6

YwFN dB- 2907]yI]/04/|]hdY

u[ YwFFRN pwLwF[ hfh[ eOORyRwU YBHEG hNCBEGNE

OBE6GQN6kARGNz6iGwGNF6ZRFGERyG6YBHEG[6ZRFGERyG6BO

YBAANyGRyHG[6zB6QNENxL6yNEGROL6GQwG6GQN6OBENPBRAP64/6CwPNF

wEN6w6GEHN6wAz6wyyHEwGN6GEwAFyERCGRBA6BO6VL6FGNABPEwCQRy
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Leona Delcore

From: CMECF@ctd.uscourts.gov
Sent: Thursday, August 8, 2024 5:20 PM
To: CMECF@ctd.uscourts.gov
Subject: Activity in Case 3:18-cv-01502-RNC Horn v. New Haven et al Order on Motion for

Reconsideration

This is an automatic e-mail message generated by the CM/ECF system. Please DONOT RESPOND
to this e-mail because themail box is unattended.
***NOTE TO PUBLIC ACCESS USERS*** Judicial Conference of the United States policy permits
attorneys of record and parties in a case (including pro se litigants) to receive one free electronic
copy of all documents filed electronically, if receipt is required by law or directed by the filer.
PACER access fees apply to all other users. To avoid later charges, download a copy of each
document during this first viewing. However, if the referenced document is a transcript, the free
copy and 30 page limit do not apply.

U.S. District Court

District of Connecticut

Notice of Electronic Filing

The following transaction was entered on 8/8/2024 at 5:20 PM EDT and filed on 8/8/2024
Case Name: Horn v. New Haven et al
Case Number: 3:18-cv-01502-RNC
Filer:
Document Number:364(No document attached)

Docket Text:
ORDER granting [349] Motion for Reconsideration filed by Vernon Horn. The motion for 
reconsideration is granted in light of the evidence presented in the plaintiffs' Table of 
Overlooked Data, ECF 284-1. As the plaintiffs argue, this evidence, viewed fully and most 
favorably to them, raises triable issues of fact with regard to the Detectives' alleged 
knowledge of the falsity of at least the following: (1) Pearson's statement that he made the
fourth call using the stolen cell phone; (2) Brown's statement that he handed the phone to 
Horn after the third call; (3) statements by the Detectives that Pearson's account of the fourth 
call was volunteered by him without threats or promises; and (4) statements by the Detectives 
that Brown and Thompson identified the plaintiffs in the course of nonsuggestive photo
arrays. Because the evidence is sufficient in this regard, the order granting summary 
judgment on this count is hereby vacated and the defendants' motion for summary judgment 
on this count is hereby denied. So ordered. Signed by Judge Robert N. Chatigny on 8/8/2024. 
(Rickevicius, L.) 
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Thomas E. Katon tkaton@susmanduffy.com, LBradshaw@susmanduffy.com,
LDelcore@susmanduffy.com, MStaffa@susmanduffy.com, sfelix@susmanduffy.com

Thomas R. Gerarde tgerarde@hl-law.com, lorelei@hl-law.com

Terrence M. O'Neill terrence.oneill@ct.gov

Alan Raymond Dembiczak adembiczak@hl-law.com, moliveira@hl-law.com

Katherine E. Rule krule@hl-law.com, moliveira@hl-law.com

Stephen R. Finucane stephen.finucane@ct.gov

Ilann Margalit Maazel imaazel@ecbawm.com, docketing@ecbawm.com, ijohnson@ecbawm.com

Douglas Edward Lieb dlieb@kllflaw.com

Bradford Scott Krause bkrause@nzalaw.com, ggil@nzalaw.com

Edward David Rowley edward.rowley@ct.gov, jenny.vidaurre@ct.gov, maryfrances.goldman@ct.gov

Nicholas Bourland nbourland@ecbawm.com, docketing@ecbawm.com, dwells@ecbawm.com,
jschneebaum@ecbawm.com

Jenna L Mahoney jmahoney@nzalaw.com, nherrera@nzalaw.com

Amanda Stone astone@hl-law.com, pnann@hl-law.com

John J Murphy jmurphy@nzalaw.com, ekling@nzalaw.com
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