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ELAN 7l 9 Hrth H& S£xlojn, Bzige
broadband E&Y #EZ ZAHT(E 1] FF).

[¥ 11ELAN 74 93 BE27s= =gy g2

BUS S&/LEC &% 4000 4500 5000 5500 6000
255519 253248 251275 248976 248977
255619 253692 250376 249961 248703
253844 253456 249655 248181 247793
253951 253304 250755 249262 248791
253728 253318 251396 249763 249720

(¥ 2]ELAN 9] 75

BUS B#/LEC 8% 4000
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