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oot | we | mon | E5EA =8
Il B o4 4
1 | 3= 100 2 5397

2 T3y 100 |3 13219

3 | I 100 3 18340

4 | =87} 100 2 18678

5 |2 100 3 21394

6 | U= 100 1 24865

7 | 3 100 2 28509

8 1:] ) 13 10 32748

10 L:|'94 100 4 33503
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