LR Y
Korea Trade Review (Korea Trade Rev. ; F8+3] X)) A % ¥ ﬁ :t
Vol. 44, No. 2, April 2019 (pp. 83-94) ISSN 1226-2765 (Print)
https://data. doi. or. kr/10. 22659, KTRA. 2019. 44. 2. 83

Ao HAHM MLl 7|t x| S|
st 1= — Carter v. Boehm A 402 -

A Study on the Origin and Current Status of the Utmost
Good Faith in the Marine Insurance Act

-Focused on the Carter v. Boehm case-

Jee-Moon Pak®

“Korea Institute of Origin Information, South Korea

Received 7 March 2019, Revised 21 March 2019, Accepted 21 April 2019

Abstract

Article 17 of the Marine Insurance Act (MIA) states that "A contract of marine insurance is a
contract based upon the utmost good faith, and if the utmost good faith be not observed by either
party, the contract may be avoided by the other party." In the Carter v. Boehm case, Lord Mansfield
was the first to provide a comprehensive description of the duty of utmost good faith, which is
analyzed here. This judgement not only laid the foundation for the Modern English Insurance Act,
but it also influenced the draft of the English Insurance Act of 2015, which aimed at correcting
distortions that occurred during the application of statue law and common law thereafter. The duty
of utmost good faith, applied between Lord Mansfield's insured and insurer presents the context of
information asymmetry of the insured and insurer entering contracts. In the absence of information
asymmetry, in contrast to the effects of being in both sides of the duty of utmost good faith,
alleviating the duty of disclosure of the insured, and it is also clear that the warning of the severity
of the retrospective avoidance of the breach of duty of disclosure and the need for its limited
application have already been pointed out. Furthermore, considering the principle of retrospective
avoidance, the duty of utmost good faith should be understood as a concept limited to the duty of
disclosure before a contract is concluded
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1. M2

n=h
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Al Fbe] AlepEd Aok 2
Q i<k

o gl

Yz Aol A M= dubad A
S QAT FTAIHL MolE d
o 2] IAEHA GFE=THAtyah, 1995).
SioloIA ALl Z i AT Ak
aaw Aote] 49 duHon Jze WAy
o) H&E AT APHAZol W, Ak
ARE AAT ) Al Al 22 g g
AR oF s} (Kim Sun-Chul and Lee Kil-Nam,
2009). ool wa} AlFFARL YFolA] o]e] =
Hsks 93 #H HEE wgdos o]g3
Agko] g Woln el o]oS flgt A
WAl #AH AR AT WE =S AT
of & o]F+= glt}(Shin Gun-Hoon, 20006).

olglgt J=AFH e 5 dFef Bl
ok ool ApEl MoE a8kl e
BARE 1 7P gl Afoltt A5
o] dutAFH I FEEE @At A
oFFARAel| ti3l] £2lo] JAABIIL Q= Fugt
Aol e 4 AL a78fkal Jrk(Shin Gun-
Hoon, 2006; Kim Sun-Chul and Lee Kil-Nam,
2009).

FEe B - #E - 22 STt A
2 A2 19063 ol 3l F R EA LA A}
AAH el sl AR S (Marine Insurance Act
1906 : MIA)S AG3tA=T, & o] A2 B4
o] BFEHE Aisler Aolrt, MIAGIAE ¢
o} #HAste] gojE WA R ARSI §)
A= AR dird oz Ao o] o F-(duty of
utmost good faith)gtal Q1A == @ FAMES
MIA A|17z2-A20z00 185 Tt MIA 17
ZoA HFEFA )T AlekHe] Ut
5 Fastel Aohd el Akolet AT S,
3k, o Fo i3t F3H-sEHed 444
E5e] EA) ol eurolat Aoke] ek
Ae A3 ¢t .(Shin Gun-Hoon, 20006;
Han Chang-Hi 2017a). 3=A|< A Aleke]
Hoe AGAZANHOR 278 E 58S 2
= Ao ZA FHavt Q=T Aol FAR
A 9= AFANZE Ao FJHR FE =] ofof gt
= AL 9u]dlti(Clarke and Soyer, 2017).
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A7 z(H A o o714 ok A8z (I B
Al wAe )] ARG W AT s
A} 3l Carter v. Boehm AFA A Mansfield
Aol A ol2A "t MIAS 7|QEARR]
Chalmers®] sl o= A1722] FHe] ZF
12X 18804 Blackburn 73¢] Brownlie v.
Campbell AFAE & & AT, T4 FollA] 7}
2 Z¥ AL Carter v, Boehm ARdo|t}, &=
3} Carter v. Boehm A}zl MIA A& 7}A]
o] 140 ERbell 53] 194171 ko] Fe oA
Mansfield7d &) Zsl7} SfjsiAd =@ AoA MIA
A17z2] FHA o]¥-2 Manstield’d o] Carter v,
Boehm ARz10] AJARgE A 2](Good Faith)Eth
w2 7ol =k A o] gtk Mansfield
AL Ao Rg R - B3} FE o 9
Bebn 4Rt A7E, Al1sze] o7l
wre] ApolhA shel RAZ = Aol
WA Slolsh Qi FAL B 4 A,
o] A2 YF U o|n(Gilman, et al,, 2013),
FFeA BEARS A HFEHo] k= v
o] @& =2t glo] Yr}(law Commission and
Scottish Law Commission, 2014).

2016 8YFE Al H I 9 20159 G
B oAM= o] ujdx E3te] ool
o] Sutel|7hA] Agste] FER ke As
ARG FAlo Al Aol Ao Fof o)
A o] IA7} e B9l FFEE R
£ B33k 2]o] All or Nothing?] TA4|& theF
slelE 59 /MA o] o] FolHTtH(Hosi, 2015a).
o] AAH F=xHAY ] 11079 JhF 9
Al71ell, Hd el Fo] aF7FA] Agate]
2ER ¥ 04 =3 DA 4 Aol 2
A oJ o] ghr(o] & 20159 FTEHH A
T AL EdolthE ou7tA= wotslof
&), g So] HfjadoJo]Fgt F-lIAE 1y
sholl Qlof A=A dst 7157t E Ao|tt,

sk BEARY i o] o) Fel dHgh A3
SGtZ+= Koh Jae-Jong (2008), Shin Gun-Hoon
(2006/2011), Lee Yun-Seok (2010), Lim Soo-Min
(2013), Chung, Dae (2005), Jin Hong-Ki (2016),
Han Nak-Hyun (2009), Han Chang-Hi (2017),
Lowry (2009), Rose (2007), Soyer (2003)]]4]
£ Aduelenel A nas w9, gl
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vy, WA, AR 5 St 9A

S Adl 7129 Apshs Aoldol gl
X oAF A= Carter v. Boehm AFAS] A}
QA AR FHAEE A B F o
AbA) el #ZAs Mansfieldd o] Fehf&-3
Hell gk FelE akar ok =3k 1 AAE-
43 ¥ HArhaslelre] Ak ojwlol

AL S =E53)
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R
g
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I. Carter v. Boehm AtzZi2
AFREARL SAK] FELZ2

1. A2

250 3ol Carter v, Boehm AFAZHAS &
A ) gAlo JAapde] S olsfidt= A
o] Za3ltta H7| wEo] AAH el HiAL
2 71X Agstaz}l ok (Watterson, 2008). 3
b 2k ko] 7d A o] AATHE e
712 gEo] 1758 1290l TaA St

QEA o] Sleolie] F2 7] Fo
St. George(@A12] Chennai)ollA ARYS 74
St a7k wialole bR e W)
e eutalel 94 912 whHlo] Aln .
oA o] gt Aladel WMAA =

wahs §72 ANE Aolzn A7t
et A2 UERER] gtom S
] g & glotd Zfas)re o' o
T 3HA &7] BHoe 718594l Al #Y]
9] 3%l YAl Fort Marlborough(o]&}, Fort
Molgl @the BAsA wreztde 2ol
Carter®] %-2{2] wj7go|qitt, 2 F 1759 8¢
Ol oA Hdxro 2 ATEF 2] Wynch(Carter
o g JAPDEXRE 17599 2€9] HAE
Carer7} Seahelr). 2 gL Sww gt
Foll ZFgxclogRE 1758 THPAFo]
Fort M. 8] £AA 8-S 7HAAL itk 3171
o Fol 5 sfefsteir e rdtkE FHEA

=
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o}, Wynch o] W88 FQIE3AF EAlolm

BE of= gisith
QoA 17599 A5 71
o 5 7Ae] Aol qlglen e
A A S A As vEdrbR] ot
B Fort M. 22 9] 345 233k 212 Wynch
2} Ane Aitre] Zaos dto] opje =
=219l D'Estaing®2}to] 2wl Al2FA (privateer)
o2 FEAolRtdA g EHFol & F T
FRa A9 AFE Slmah A 7
015 5 QA 5lo] w3l slgldl el 2ot
Egpde ARS 43 d7eHHd Aol
A Carter v. Boehm AFAS 24 2l-&-E&=
AL English Reportsel] 28 Aol 1 U7
< Burrow’s King’s Bench Reportso]t}, 1A
of FEH BAL ARl wiAddd ost HA
S vE o2 R NA T4 3 A
of gk AAAF oJgt dActolct, o] AR
3% Selwms- FriEebdel 2479
Fort M. 2] A7 - 22F=(Deputy Governor)
¢l George Carteri= Y& FHY o 4%
e} obieh AFRel BAe oJg A%
Wojat7] 98] wH=olth(Koh Jae-jong, 2008).
S fsle] Ae) B0l olat Fort Me] &
2o Aol el FE A, dRHog
Z#k~0lo] Al2RXA (privateer)o]] &J3F FAC R
Fort M.& §2sle] HRFATIH ol ol Ak
IR0l 3l BPAR= AlkAE He x| efF
HRES o) fE BAFAFTE ARSI &8 Al
718k Zo]th(Han Nak-Hyun, 2009), F3F 250
W el g3te]7] wlitel ARl Aol
e} FRHoE th2m 2nfEad oA <]
0] Ao BRI 1Y mE Suw
S7/Hdo] AQ¥IthE § AR AR fo8
da7t vk, FAAR] AFEIEAE AIZIE Al
oF wpE] AL AT Aol Ak
2] 17]9 Aoleh= Aeolet.
1759 9¢ Hdo g g E&§sl= Aol
glo] Carters= FCIE3|Abo) Fort M ¥ o] &
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At ALt AdE e s Bak
ok SAlol o] HAA Hd F
HEYANA FRI=S A5

17603 49 D'Estaing™2te] Ajka (privateer) o]
]38l FAL who} Fort M. < 8HhE| 31 Carters
27} H0eko] Fu T o] AFAME
delods & 5 0T,

1759994 IFo] HA= 17604 49 T
o dele] =2fsto] Hggo] 5¢ 9o B
< ZAloketainh. B de] ARE2 175949 10
4 1695H 19t 4 He F40 ot
Fort M. o] g=tolgltt. add] #1dol vigk =
che] hAlE /I ol dith

2. SAAS] FBUE

Ak D o] 1ALITANS o2 B
Aoke xFste] Faetn F9sech 53

@ Fort M. o] WH|(Bifif)e] HEFH, @ =&
ol ogt FZA 9] &g, 3 Wynche] HAJ9] &
Ao},

I SARA 1759 9ol BEE 5=
AF BALR o] Hax el wdEAol A B 7}
Al Z = At
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3) LA Zo| St

Sle) e AR Adjsh =
del el Adold), wak Aol & 2
Aol Apdel) 28 e 1A%

Zdart gl

e o 4

4) 1 o] HH

“Interest or no interest, without benefit of
salvage. Against the loss of Fort Marlborough
in the Island of Sumatra in the East Indies,
by its being taken by a foreign enemy’&li=
HA o] s AR o] ==t
BgAE He) B0l €8 For M| gl
Hugnn FAHIAT dat 349
ez FRatn FEer el wl
ol o Qale Aael AshE At
Sreto] 2xlo® Hnhd Fort M.o] FeFdol
wgATe] wAsEel JBe v 9
SR A% NE & gleks Aol WA
olm ojm ¥l FHFPAIE FA | WA o2t
FAs . B3] P4 mutr o] o
AA B3] frel Egekal Abae] wAs
<712 ®Hiso] AEdrar &t

. Mansfieldd2| THCHE 20} ol
CHSt 2|

1. Mansfieldd2| THLYE

HEA ek 17601 59l ARIEIL BT
ol e AlaE 17599 1095EH 1d7ke
Fort M.°] “was or would be taken, by an
European enemy |t} Alare] wAjgtEo
F 7o) WA A9 oiolv], o] WA
AdzE2 gl

17601 5€o] delo] AW BHAR= 1759
W 5€ Fort M. o] AR AEET HATES
A & A ATk F, © frEe A=

o

=
ZFA Fo] Fmd
H

2ol i3l 1759 59Y ol Fort M, ol|A] & <=

I AL RRAANZ ALt Auhs Z3

F 43 JAGAY & F ULk & L AdEt
=

¥ O H 30 ox M1 3O

ﬂllO Olﬂ



GFAIRG A HrjxojoRe) 7|9t T FFo et 1A - Carter v, Bochm AHAE F4oz- 87

b AN beAE 23 st otk Al NG ZPxTol FelFe] Y=
OJES B g FFoIH RPAE 1 9 B FAUTE R PP Axolth 1 4
g Qlatadeh. 17599 98 Caner} R 9L AL BAES] 3 Y ofstol A 1se
A ZF2o] FAA ge] Jtd AL B 1759 9€ Fort M. ¢ Carter®Zt} 1760'd 5¢
At Betdeitt A 99 WAl AAREA Fo] A A A 9l
Zoltt. Je Caters 28 A2 Bfer Sl
AAZ A8 T2 fl3iTh D'Estaing® 2he] 1
N3 yhese] 2eS v 19 WAL A 3) 1750 2% HX|LIRS TX[SHX|
Fohe £ Adow AT Ao 2 2 o
th. o] gkl B3Ake] AZE Holn o
Bols wglshd mx|o)reute] S K} o] Hre] A AAE olZeln Aol
A Agst 2= 9l Zlo|t), ATkAL S 1758l Y= A ekpd AlE
o oJoprlef Batsich, e sxfe] rh=
= Ae YUME BAEA| efow ApjelARt
) Fort M.5f &% 17589 A7Jol Aol lgirhe AL el
B o] Hao] JHEEC] CarterZ 9] 242 Z2 A)7} ofyt), 17594 & A
g Aoz du JYem AYFELS Fort M, olgfils & & flov edy e st
o e AT YE Aol wpafAey  E AL ok & el
= Qs 2 % g A= G Y A
49 Carer7h RRE o 99E =713 A3 2. MansfieldZ2| Hofl Cist &z
S A= dgg Zolth. aele Byeta B
Fabs AEstA] skt olZldl os) R (1) B2 A7 ooln] LS|t
298 Aol Q1 Ao] Hek o] FuE 27} s guel e Hu Aol o
Carterito] B23= Zo] opye} 222 AL F gy, HAke IHgAte] uAygS 4l
H A G 5 e Aol =3 BgAt 37) witell Fre| 27 Abrleln BEA
de £ 9 A Fort M.o] QMZA] glofop ok FEI} "k (i) 53] H3/NE o=
& et B AlEsta QIE FeolAwk o] oy} e o Ak AN B A=
L dERE FoldAlolH, s S92 Fort M. 7Rk FR7] el 2de Fart dg &
< qAFRe 37 Amznt Ad F dwms o Al A = A8 o] f17e]
AAEAGT gt wiade SRR 7] wiolth. (i) PRIIAR Fejdes B
Aol Ad g U=A7F obdz} g4 A A7F 4al Qe gl aAe AE e
A ofekar JAs gk of MAE Sl u) P Faoln HYge waHTE T 5 9
Fo WAl Aekell Fofsta glrk. el & th () o] dEjdHe ZE At Al 4
e dAFR g FA0l st Fast Sk Ao BAR el Aalnte] <
m, wpehr] o] Apzlel I|BAREe] tiEiME e S 2dEta 2RE Ra3 aA g
TaskA ot A et e AE Al AdATI=
A2 HEHA deth a2y o= o) Za}
9) DA Of5t ZZ40| TK=A A% FRAATYE i A 2 s FoheE 5
I ARES TAEHA] ot Hrt, 5T &
zgs e SARRRY QEE T4 AF Heke A Muel BAol e of
ot 7155l 3 AE & = vk oS 98 m=ak At Lofek gtk g &
Carter®] 2= o] AzIFh= @& flok. 3 glowmA ok Ao gl Ao® I5ES A
o] Z & HT(HE) Antell thgk Carterd] o= 71E Ao| 2dolt}



88 33| A44d 2% (20194 44)

3. IX|2|F9] ¢|2lAret

IAZE BEeS AReRE, @ EEAE
old Fets T dJe=AE BEst &
lofob & Akg, @ EiAF & %01
A, Aple] zARIAY A7 B4
= A B A8 A3 AN, @ o
Aok o=, @ 2] a9l sfel =
I A e, ARAGA, © BT JEE 3
718k AR} FolthMIA Al182 A|(3)3) (Clarke and
Soyer, 2017; Jeong Hae-Seok and Cheong
Yeong-Seok, 2015; Han, Chang-Hi, 2017b).

Aol BgAete) BYS 5T A9 A4
&7k A @ 4 2l Aol W] AR
7} DAEA glohE ARIAZ T Zo|
). 39 Ackel Hrhd 23474 of
W% 1A "e: g, oz
(deviation)E 343l I3l olztd o=
of axE & Haw ot AT HAA
Aol tigk AlEe] Az tEy ddEe
o27] wiiel 2ol detsfol aFr o]
el o= o FARARE ApAle] Ak oS
< AAT e+ gl

IA TS FFAAA Fel= olf=
AR719] Aol Adefof Afroltt, Yol A
dajoll 4 gla Bpge] REm I PHe| &
A T ol = Aol AkS W
A Aol AgHT, weks Fo3 AL
g Ale] BE Gl n|Fo] AFe 549
F7} ol Fo] A, ekert = 27t o) F
olf=A omAolA] oAt ghelE S

WA HIATE YA ool

rﬂi

Peomoh ox Mot I

]

i

Ao FoqRte] FRZA HAAKS Aw
sto] FER s Ao A2 AR
HAA ] AP g e A= At
71e0] Holok & AR} v AR A AA =

F

o] A= Aol FcH(Clarke, Burling and
Purves, 2009), Mansfield7do] T4 ol 111
Ho) Ae2A FUsA BRI = A

Akl o] el AAolct.

b1

1) EEAR| AR Aol S

AloFol kAol A Hj ol rt fFrEgH
Zgo] o] FolA= A, ot AEEHE W
93] A, 712, Telw slpslute] Ea)

A Ak A 2bel Fool FaFHE E0F (Choi
Mi-Soo, 2017). L o]f& oiYule] 3=

Aekg spuehs Aol Fohat <ol 2
aFAel Hrohe 2o AdHoz An
AA7h oFREdnn AR o, R
O Ake] HotE AnPAe] ofng 1
= 238k 20|t} (Shin Gun-Hoon, 2006).

duirlo g nE A ]O_I]:S_ Ale]d &o]_ 2] 213
F Zle aFan ngsehs Ael o
Wl Z o whal Alej el AR (AlelF)el
SHEtta Hofop & Zo|th(Chung Dae,
2005), 28d], RRA|FoF on| RER}+=
HARE £ Tl $9T At WA
Aolwt AFoFg REstER B Aok
ArAIOFdE 2k vk, Aol §-Agh
ARaL S 71 EAR] hﬂﬁ ol =& ALy
ofo|t}, ZlokAA BAlo EEAI}E Ak B
&8 FelHoz A4 dsire Al
gk FrHE FAEA sk geh. 22 A &
e E BAAFIAAE AdiEelAl &9
2 A= bE 277 4L Qs T
a3 AL AN nAskeloF rhKim
Seong-Wan, 2015), whebx] B & A ko] A o]
oFA E= H| M oA o] 53] A=A #
tH(Chung Dae, 2005).

BEA koM 7RH o7 BRIl B
ofAl= szt AlETE frAIE ook gt oS
o] th2 UuHAlk@A ol H|Fo] HH Hr} 11
To] Moyt d g3t At &, B3k 3
AR HEbolE A AbolE Hud e
2 BEAES Adsta o|gF S agith
(Chae 1-Sik, 2003; Chung Dae, 2005).

5, MIA A17z2E "SR ALt A

rlr
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SJoll 7% Akolx ol Al ol
Ajae} 25EA @g dolt Bl
= ALE AL & Joh.aL AgEk e ok
MIA A8 olafe] TSl 3 2

3 AA AL Ak A o

Aeje] 75 FAIste Aolgta B Aol dyk
Ao ARk, il ool 7= a7l S R] ek
2o} FE ou|E ¥Fs= Aotk (Chung
Dae, 2005; Saffarini, 2016).

nayatel BAIA ] Aelel el oy
+ Pan Atlantic Insurance Co. v. Pine Top
Insurance Co. ARAd|A1e] MustillZde] 32
A AEE] a1, w=gt e EAR N
A= AAIEHA AEEta Yrh(Bennett, 1999).
S2lxo] Y= 719-S Mansfieldd o] Carter v,
BoehmA}z1e] A oltt, Mustill g o] &g uf
o} o], Mansfieldd2 dofo] dukelzlS 4
= dHel =olstEal A=A, sk Al
TEE A7 4FsA ZPout BEA ek e
AgtA WLl Agexe AFF3sErHChung
Dae, 2005). Carter v, Boehm AFAol] tfgl 1
o] AL HPAGAZE Alo| I el dut
LS A& Ao|nt. 2R B A oA}
HxZEe] AR o] B¥ 3} F7](speculation)
o] 713k Alefo 2 o] BHEA|eke] A &A
E T3 3tk O2E B E A9} SUEH
HAtH(Jin Hong-Ki, 2016). I+ “Z1#3F A3}
3ol A o] E1|(the keeping back)x= Al7]o]aL,
wWep mEAere YEolh, e v
(suppression)7} {3k A7 A Q1 =7} §lo]
Hez BN D SoiThe 978 wale
&8 FY 3, AR Fao|t gha
NI, olsh 2ol A R HEH AL
AR A a7} o ek AR o]
oS dE Aol HEHA &= 29| g FE(a
form of mistake) T}

St R HARAE AE A BHPA ek
o] EWof A E Ho] ofUt}, od2A FiF
dlo] wjujE sizfstd wWsich BEA ek
shgste] ARl 1A7F Q7 HA HeE A
al= oJ&Eoltl. Mansfieldd AFAle &
Aol Meje]Fg =sfof gl HEA|F
BEEA] gt}

o
ol

dejHor HFA R Moo (At
DA )Ty} 2 uke] Aol Ag3t
2 gtrh= Flo] FE A2 BA ek
33 Alke] kg del gk 87| T i
A Zlofth, HAA| A = i dAIREe] g8t
W t7tEA ] BES e E uiv g57} o] F
ofxitt, o]Alo] AlAFL R HE o]fro|t},
FAs] At A SEA o] Thse Ao &
HEo]ol HLim Soo-Min, 2013), A o
g B AT SIAHEIESL, wi
Tl kel Qlo] AR doA= &840l
TE)7F AAloltt, AR o] oo e Uk
ARE oA WL g Wiy To 8 Agstn
Aloke] HgAd &Ho) o]y Zo] FQasjrial
BE Ao g§EE Aot

2) A50IH R&2 Bith= A2
FEEMO| wyHO =aet

Holdelo) e o242 EUE A
Mansfield3-& “Carter v. Boehm A

Ak Al 7|23 Alekolt), ¢-A
Aol 7Hs g g A&k 277t H
el A2 Ao g gE Rl A2o=m
AA=E vk, B3ake 3B 3Ae] L]
olza BT} AL Y wE AR
< w74 gethe A1F stelA BEE A
st} a3 AMES E7E AL Aol A
= AR Fgoltk a#s 237} A
A2l o glo] 2 of| ofate] LA =T
B3AE AHE] 714ds Aol BEgA ke
Fgolth I olf AAZE ke e &
o) Al kel Aoz AAET oled 9
3} golaty] Holet eha Sahelt,
H Mansfieldd-2 A7) Adojgdzlo] UA <
Aok 3 Adhel A8 5 gz AHoleka A
wehgieh. Mansficld3el SJhel o 47} A
I o AT BN HAEAE
S Aol P ARE egton
o] Aoke AAFES Frelsh AL @)
Sk A oo gfute FddeH(Shin Gun-Hoon,
2006). ] oM Mansfield7d o] A|FE} W2
olnle] MeojojFE T HEHAM AXE &

o,

r{o
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(Shin Gun-Hoon, 20006),

A Agste] AR sithe A2 A EAA)
o] wAgehel EFet Hjd el &
Ndel A7} ofrt, Ao F-Suke
ste] AR 817] 9% e e
F24% FA F240d Hrlol di3) x
AL T ARIF FaskA gvka U gl
d Heojgte gelFel Bt glo] Fashd
o) 8juto] == A= 3l oot} ek
A o] AR o] R AAE FxEH &
ABEA] ko FHEol ZAE Aol Aol
t}. MansfieldZ o] o224 AF3sE AL (MIA
A18z% A3dhE HE/F AAEGE & F ¢l
= Al dralgta & 4 Qo

20150 PTEFAP] AP Hrjd e
F7F HAA o] AFdte] AR rhe 22X
shuprte] mxje]F-ejute] ek FAFAE o
AT 1 gAY 27 ol o
Al AE o] AAZL glo 1A o F-9Juke] of
g a9 = B3] A zel7t giA d Aol

) i

| IX=|X| 5 B
X7t ZEER| HEO| CHet

BERE o] B¥o] 2} FE2] CarterE ¢
3 Aog 43 9o AHFEL Fort M.
o] 4Es &3 AS AoA v F-R] ] F
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