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Introduction

We all know that Nepal-Bharat relation has remained
unprecedented and unique in the world since ancient times. We
are highly delighted to know that various publications of Neeti
Anusandhan Pratishthan Nepal (NeNAP), which appeared in
the past, have discussed the cultural, religious, social, political,
diplomatic and economic relations of the two countries in detail.
In order to enhance understanding between the two countries,
the Pratishthan has been organizing seminars, symposiums,
dialogues, and informal tours since 2012 continuously. Among
the programmes, some have been short and others of longer
durations. The Pratishthan is happy for being able to archive the
proceedings of these programmes in series. The Pratishthan
expresses pleasure in bringing it out in the form of this book,
though it is a short one.

The Pratishthan considers the dialogues, communications,
tours and other programmes undertaken by the governments
necessary, and they have been taking place from time to time.
Together with them, programmes deemed necessary by other
social, religious, educational or entrepreneurial organizations are
also taking place, and they have been leading to positive outcomes.
We take them as extremely positive and encouraging steps. We
understand our little efforts as steps undertaken to contribute
to such ongoing activities taken up by such organizations. The
society abounds in social organizations that leave positive
impact, and we are of the conviction that they should continue
to be positive. In the colossal task of national reconstruction,
the contribution of everyone becomes crucial, for it is a grand
ritual. We consider the series of our programmes, though small
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in their scale, positive initiatives contributing to this grand ritual
as complements.

Besides the formal and diplomatic programmes run by the
governments, we believe that the two countries should come
up with intellectual and political investment to make life of
the people better in both the countries. It is natural that the
initiatives of the governments are bound by set decorum and
limits. Therefore, citizens like us, who believe in democracy,
consider that the government initiatives alone are not enough.
We firmly believe that creative and positive initiatives constantly
come forward from the side of non-government organizations as
well. We also understand that Nepal today is not like it was in the
1950’s and India in the 1980’s as a lot of changes have taken place
in our socio-cultural and economic conditions. A huge paradigm
shift has taken place in both the nations in terms of culture,
politics, economics and public awareness. However, we feel, in
course of time, there seems to have been gaps in communication.
If there have been gaps in communication, we need to have
continuous dialogues through open discussions among experts
and intellectuals. The wave of development that has affected the
youths of today, their love for development and their aspirations
for freedom needs to be understood and addressed accordingly.

In the same way, a serious dialogue has become necessary
amongstudentsand youthsinindividualaswellasin organizational
levels of both the countries. Such a dialogue will create a group
of scholars both in Nepal and India that understands the Nepal-
India relations in its true sense. The Pratishthan believes that
such initiatives will develop transformative leadership with
positive mindset that understands the true meaning of age-old
Nepal-India relations leading both the nations to prosperity.
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Long-term programmes are necessary, no doubt, but instead
of considering that sufficient, we have started many short-term
dialogues and seminars since July 2018. We have been organizing
these programmes both in Nepal and India. In the interval of
two to three months, we take up an issue of short or long-term
relevance and invite speakers to speak and address the present
scholars belonging to the concerned fields. For such events, we
have the policy of inviting equal participants from India and
Nepal. In the same vein, a seminar on Nepal-Bharat Relations in
the context of recent political development in Nepal, first in its
series, was organized at Haryana Bhawan, New Delhi, on 29 July
2018 in the context of the merger of United Marxist-Leninist and
Maoist Centres in Nepal, leading to curiosity emerging thereof in
both the countries. We feel pleasure to bring out the report of this
seminar for our esteemed readers.

These types of programmes provide us an avenue for
multilateral interactions on academic experiences with
professors, university teachers, scholars, researchers, students
and journalists, who have their stake in political and academic
issues.

Such programmes, dialogues and visits have always provided
a forum to scholars for exploring and understanding the changing
socio-political scenario of Nepal and India. Neeti Anusandhan
Pratishthan, Nepal, coordinates these programmes providing
an appropriate platform for scholars to share their research and
academic experiences.
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Message

I would like to congratulate Neeti Anusandhan Pratishthan,
Nepal (NeNAP) on the successful organization of their talk
programme on "Bharat-Nepal Relations: In the context of
Recent Political Developments of Nepal” at Haryana Bhawan in
New Delhi on 29 July 2018. This book is a compendium of the
proceedings of this event.
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Shishir Ghimire

This is a very significant and timely discussion. The
Communist Party of Nepal has come to power through electoral
process. They almost got the two-third majority. If one sees the
result superficially, it looks emphatic victory of the communist
forces.

However, if we compare it with the elections of the
post-2006 period in Nepal, the fragmented vote share of the
communist parties has always been in between 45-50%. This
time the two major communist parties formed a pre-poll
alliance and got landslide victory over the Nepali Congress
(NC). However, the vote share of the NC has not gone down
that much. It has maintained the same level what it used to get
after the 1990s.

We expect the communist party to bring some regulatory
change in Nepal. There is a kind of obligation. We have to
go deep into the history of Communist parties in Nepal to
understand them. Though they started their movement as

Bharat-Nepal relations in the context of recent 1
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revolutionaries, they are elected communists. They are not
revolutionaries. After their struggle, they have become a
part of the current system. We believe they will work within
the framework of the constitution. They will play within the
given set of rules. I don’t think they will distort the democratic
constitution. So in that context, I don’t believe that there will be
any revolutionary changes in Nepal. But, of course there will be
something that will be new in Nepal-India relations.

I think some of the mistakes, as often said by communist
regimes, will be brought in the discourse of Indo-Nepal ties.
One such recent mistake that India committed was in 2015 that
severely affected the Indo-Nepalese relations and the economic
growth of Nepal. It was the historical blunder. I think India
has realized it and it seems it is correcting those mistakes. The
recent visit of Honorable PM Modi to Nepal, I think, is one
of the steps towards this direction. Since we have a very good
relation, there is always a possibility in the improvement of
relations.

We can see all these ups and downs in a historical context.
There were problems in the past; there will be problems in
future. Both sides realized and corrected their mistakes in
the past. I think the relation will go smoothly even under the
rule of the Communist Party of Nepal. This applies to every
government. Even if the Nepali Congress wins the election in
future and comes to power, I don't think they will change the
relations radically. For this time, regarding correcting mistakes,
I think, since there are stable governments on both sides it is
the golden opportunity for India and Nepal to fix some of the
mistakes.

Thank You.

2 Bharat-Nepal relations in the context of recent
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Nihar Ranjan Nayak, PhD

Good evening everyone.

My sincere thanks to Shri Deepak Kumar Adhikariji, who
is leading the Neeti Anusandhan Pratishthan, Nepal. The topic
for discussion today is interesting. I know a lot of political
development has taken place in the last six months in Nepal.
Shishir has already covered a couple of issues such as merger
of the two left parties (Maoists and CPN-UML) and the visit of
Prime Ministers of both the countries.

I focus on three issues that are the recent developments in
Nepal.

First, the formation of a new government in Kathmandu
is one of the remarkable developments in the recent political
history of Nepal. It is the first government in the country, which
is formed after the promulgation of new constitution of 2015
with absolute majority in the parliament. The Government is
headed by one of the most popular leaders of Nepal. Shishir has
discussed that the UML is not a strong and popular political
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party in Nepal. Although there are critics of communist party
of Nepal, the UML has been the most consistent performer
in the electoral politics in Nepal. It is observed that the UML
always ranked second, whereas the Nepali Congress (NC) has
been either first or third and the Maoist has been first or second
or third in different times during the elections in Nepal. This is
the most discussed topic in India as well as in Nepal.

The second could be Maoists U-turn to merge with the
UML, which was unexpected. In spite of ideological differences
and enmity in the past, the merger of these two left political
parties, the new party called Nepal Communist Party (NCP)
emerged as the largest political party in the country.

The third is the Terai based political parties support to the
Oli government especially by Upendra Yadava and others. These
political parties have been strongly criticized Oli, the present
Prime Minister of Nepal and other Kathmandu based political
parties during their anti-constitution agitation in 2015/2016.

The fourth has been growing support to Dr K.C, a surgeon.
Dr K. C. opposed the medical education bill and went for a
hunger strike for 31 days. He got enormous support from the
public.

Today I will focus on the issues of merger that brought
a strong and new political party in Nepal. In fact, Nepalese
Constitution of 2015 gives mandates for the Multiparty
Democratic System. The Nepali Congress and the UML are the
national parties and only the Terai based parties will continue
as regional parties. This merger has brought Nepal Communist
Party as one of the strongest, largest and most popular party. In
terms of cadres, organizational structure, geographical reach,

4 Bharat-Nepal relations in the context of recent
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the present Nepal Communist Party is far ahead from other
political parties in Nepal. Most of its cadres have anti-India
sentiments. I mean they are very critical towards India’s policies
particularly on India-Nepal relations. Second important thing
is that they are sympathetic to China. China was the first
country to recognize this merger on May 18th as the merger
was officially announced on 17th of May.

Three important factors were responsible for the merger:
political, economical and personal. As you know until the
second phase of the local body elections on 18 September 2017,
the Nepali Congress and the Maoist were equal partners and
they went contested the local body elections together. But in
the third phase, particularly, in the Terai region, the Nepali
Congress was not willing to share seats with the Maoists. It
demanded 40% of seats in the Terai and the Nepali Congress
leader, Bimalendra Nidhi, rejected that demand out rightly.
Bimalendra Nidhi was unhappy with the then Prime Minister
Sher Bahadur Deuba. Bimalendra Nidhi had strong support
from India and he took a strong position. He denied the Maoists
demand of 40% sharing of the seats in the Terai. Another factor
that triggered this division between the Nepali Congress and the
Maoists was the official visit of Prime Minister Deuba to India
on August 23-27, 2017. During the visit, Prime Minister Deuba
and his Indian counterpart Prime Minister Narendra Modi
discussed two important issues: the constitutional amendment
and the agreement on the Koshi High Dam. Prachanda as an
equal partner of the Deuba led government was very unhappy
with this commitment of Prime Minister Deuba. Prachanda
expressed his dissatisfaction saying he was not consulted by
Prime Minister Deuba before making decisions on these issues
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during his official visit to India. The third important factor was
the adaptation of a new provision that a national party has to
secure 3% votes and at least one seat by the Parliament of Nepal
on 20 March 2017. It was extremely difficult, for particularly the
Maoists and other small political parties, to secure the status
of a national party under this new provision. After analyzing
the performance of the Maoists in the local body elections,
Prachanda somehow realized that he had to merge with a bigger
party without losing his political career and political status in
Nepal. In this way the threshold provision actually played an
important role in the merger of the Maoists and the UML. The
fourth and the most important factor was, blackmailing of K P
Oli to Prchanda over war crime trial cases against. In February
2015, the Supreme Court of Nepal announced that no amnesty
would be given to any political leader involved in war and
criminal activities. Prachanda was extremely insecure and he
understood that he could be jailed. Therefore, he needed to be
in power for his personal safety. This circumstance compelled
him to come to compromise in spite of ideological differences
for his own personal interest.

The merger also took place because Oli wanted to prevent
continuation of the NC and Maoist alliance. Oli was suspicious
that, if he did not offer 40% seats to Maoists, they could make
coalition with the Nepali Congress. This made Oli agree with
the 40% seats to the Maoists in the general elections. Oli was
also looking for a coalition, especially in the Terai, particularly
in the province number 2 and 5, because the UML had poor
performances in the third phase of the local body elections. Oli
also understood that, if the situation continued, his party would
not get enough seats in the national parliament and provincial

6 Bharat-Nepal relations in the context of recent
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bodies. Another factor was that Prachanda felt that the party
would split and he would not be able to control and he would
lose the status of party supremo, as he has been often referred to.
There was also an economic factor. Prachanda was particularly
passing through a very serious economic and financial crisis
in managing the party. The premature death of his son could
perhaps make him emotionally weak.

Although he was extremely ambitious to become the
Prime Minister of Nepal, he chose for the image correction i.e.,
of a guerilla fighter. He wanted to establish himself as a leader
who respects human liberties respecting the civil society. He
also understood that the Nepalese society has now become
extremely democratic. Now people have realized that under
the new constitution they can assure for their rights. All these
circumstances were not entwined with the guerrilla fighter
image of Prachanda.

Even the government in absolute majority cannot go
against the will of the public. The 21 days protest of Dr KC
finally made the government of Nepal to step down. This is the
beauty of the democratic process of Nepal. Another important
aspect in this development is that media in Nepal did not blame
India in this entire process. The Nepali Congress and members
of civil society came forward to support the cause of Dr K. C.
In this entire development none of the political or civil society
leaders mention India in this 21 day long protest. And this
happened for the first time in the history of protest in Nepal.

Development of this kind helped establish good relations
between Indian Embassy in Nepal and Prime Minister Oli.
It was a very good understanding. I was surprised; it was
completely surprising to me.

Bharat-Nepal relations in the context of recent 7
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In last six months, particularly in the post election period,
there are phenomenal developments in Indo-Nepal bilateral
relations. The frequent visits of high level officials from both
sides contributed to these developments. The External Affairs
Minister of India Smt. Sushma Swaraj was the first high level
visit from India to Nepal immediately after the election in
Nepal. The visit got high coverage in the media and described
as highly successful. Immediately after that the Prime Minister
Oli visited India in the month of April. During that visit three
important agreements were signed; on agriculture, on Raxaul-
Kathmandu railway and on inland water ways. Both the Prime
Ministers shared their similar feelings on development in
Nepal and India. The Prime Minister Modi said Sabka sath,
Sabka vikas and the Prime Minister Oli said, Samriddha Nepal,
Sukhi Nepal. Both the Prime Ministers have been extremely
popular in their respective countries and they belong to the
most popular parties of both the countries.

During the previous visit of Oli, there were differences.
However, the bilateral relations improved during April 2018
visit. In terms of protocol, the second in number in Indian
government, Home Minister, Shri Rajnath Singh received the

Prime Minister Oli at the airport.

Followed by the visit of Prime Minister Oli, Indian Prime
Minister Modi visited Nepal in the month of May. During the
visit, both the governments inaugurated goo MW Arun-III
Hydro Project. They also inaugurated the bus route between
Ayodhhya and Janakpur. The visit was described as extremely

successful.
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Despite all these improvements, there are some dark sides of
Indo-Nepal relations. The 1950 Treaty is still under discussion.
The EPG members have already discussed and report will be
submitted to both Prime Ministers soon. I close this talk with a
note of good future in the Indo-Nepal relations.

Bharat-Nepal relations in the context of recent 9
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Ramesh Kumar Dhungel, PhD

Thank you Deepakji, chair person of this session, respected

Koshiyariji, our embassy representative, consular and friends.

First of all I would like to express my thankfulness for

inviting me to present my thoughts here.

I feel very happy to express my opinions on the recent
developments in Nepal-India relations. At this point, we need
to highlight the most recent developments. Development is the
main point here. Previous visits of Prime Minister Modi had
two different kinds of impact on Nepal-India relations. The
first visit was very exciting and it was successful and as well as
very cordial. People of Nepal were very much excited, and he
was received as a real family member and personality of the
same culture. The second visit was not as exciting as the first
one. People of Nepal were not happy with the policies of India,
particularly that of Modi Government.
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From Nepali side, we also found some symptoms of
intervention indirectly played by some outside elements in
that situation. I very openly read this issue several times in the
media, even in written forms. Why did the visit of a good friend
create such an outburst? Why were people trying to demonize
the century’s long cordial relationship? Most of the people of
Nepal were not in that mood, you know. They were not merely
demonizing Modi there. So, this recent development was an
unprecedented one in the history of Nepal-Bharat relationship.

The third visit of the Indian Prime Minister created a
happier mood for a different reason, although there were
criticisms. For example, why did Modi just visit Janakpur first,
instead of visiting Kathmandu first? Media were full of such
comments. Modi’s visit to Muktinath was seen in line with
getting information from China. Then I wrote a newspaper
article with the title “Modi Yatra: Na Birodh, Na Ati Bhakti”
meaning, “Modi’s Trip: Neither Resistance, nor Excessive
Devotion.” A group of people started interpreting his visit as
the visit of their family members while another group started
to interpret it independent of any religious and spiritual
dimensions. It was, however, not seen as the visit of the head
of a state.

In this context, I came up with my own analysis. It is my
personal opinion, and you may agree or not. Modi was not
visiting merely to announce some financial packages to develop
infrastructure in Nepal. He visited Nepal not only as a Prime
Minister but also as a spiritual man. I did not see any evidence
in the Himalayas against China, because we do not have any
official evidence to that effect except unproven information
in the media. I call such happenings ‘unfortunate’ caused by
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some stupid people in Nepal. Prime Minister Modi could have
constituted some sort of commission, if he had this sort of
plan in his mind to spy in the internal affairs of a neighboring
country. Flying on a helicopter through the Himalayas and
worshipping Lord Vishnu does not prove someone of spying
on the internal affairs of a nation.

There were also negative criticisms on the vehicles that he
used and the army he had for his security during the visit. I take
it to be the weakness of our government machinery that does
not assure the security of the head of the state of a neighboring
country, in spite of all these cordial diplomatic relationships.
Therefore, I did not see any reason to criticize in matters of this
sort. That is not necessary. He was visiting there as the head of
the state of a friendly nation and it was a usual way.

The last visit turned out to be a good one. Lots of positive
things are happening now and the media didn’t go against the
recent case. Comparing to the previous visits, the latest ones
had a positive impact. Whatever assumptions were being made
turned out to be bogus, without any proof. There was some
outburst with regard to Dr Govinda KC’s incident and India
connection, although it was an entirely internal development.
An incident like this requires settlement internally, and the
same happened.

To link every incident in Nepal with Indian, like in the case
of the Prime Minister’s visit was just an imagination that does
not build trust among the people of the two countries. So far as
we are concerned, we are yet to get official information about
the Eminent Persons’ Group (EPG) report. As a researcher I
wanted to read the report before coming here but it was not
made available. We assume that the report has good things for
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the people of both the countries, as the report was prepared by
experts from both the sides. We hope the report comes with the
solutions of the issues of Nepal-Bharat relationship. If I were in
the Government I would have done the same thing. Since the
report is not available yet, we do not have any basis to discuss
it in a forum of this sort. May be Shri Koshiyari at the end will
tell us about it.

As a student of history, the report could be interesting to
me. It will be just like another chapter in the history of Nepal,
an addition to the chapters of, for example, Prithivi Narayan
Shah, the Ranas of Nepal, King Mahendra, King Birendra or
B.P Koirala or National Movements of Nepal, etc. One can
find different ideologies if looked through the eyes of his/her
understanding. 1did not see any truth in the merger or alliance
as is often discussed in the political discourse of Nepal today.
Ideology in Nepal is being less impressive these days.

People in Nepal are losing faith in the ideology of the
political parties. The evidence is case of Dr Govinda KC If it was
not solved, it would take the form of a revolution. It is because
of the lack of national ideology in Nepal. There is no ideology
today in Nepal that addresses the aspirations of the people
of Nepal. People do not have much faith in political parties,
be it Nepali Congress or UML or others. As Shishir already
mentioned, true communists do not exist in Nepal at all. They
do not have the spirit of communism, not at all. That’s why Dr
Govinda KC stood against the communist regime, creating a
note of danger to all big institutions, which were no more than
money-making machines.

Hospitals and similar institutions became centers of
different illegal and criminal activities as evidenced though the
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records of history. The power centers made these institutions
available to their goons so that they could keep on supplying
money to them. These cases were intensified with the
beginning of the Maoist revolution. In the beginning, in Jhapa
the Communist movement was an ideal.

Talking about poverty, Nepal has nothing to do with
ethnicity. Caste-based or ethnic revolutions did not bring
any settlement to the issues of poverty. All these alliances and
mergers have nothing to do with the issues of poverty; they
are merely tools to grab power. Just before the election, the
chairman of the Nepali Congress went to Chitwan to canvass for
the daughter of Prachanda. And you all know what happened
two months later. An altogether different alliance came into
existence. Where ideology exists, then? No ideology.

The strongest part of Nepal-Bharat relationship is not
political, not even economy. All these things are Euro-centric
phenomena. We, both India and Nepal, have been suppressed
by Euro-centric ideology. But we ignored our own history and
our own practices.

We are closer because of common culture, heritage,
spirituality and human practices. This common human practice
is often ignored. Just about three weeks ago, Prime Minister Oli
mentioned, he failed somehow. In several occasions and in a
state speech, he asked, “Where can we get God?” He continued
iterating that there is no God and one can get Him. Oli was not
like that before. If you go one year back, he was different. He
was saying and in one written form. I said I can spare three days
to take him to God and show Him to my respected honorable
Prime Minister. Everywhere in history, everywhere in the mind
of Nepalese people God exists.
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There was no need, altogether, to make such a statement.
But it happened. That was, to me, a kind rupture in his manners.
What does this rupture means? Cutting off the traditions. Nepal
was made with traditional belief system; so was India. But, if
we practice such rupture India, in Nepal, we will be substituted
by euro-centric feudalism. We all would become hollow; there
would be nothing. So, we have to maintain the science and
technology as well as continuity in the flow of cultures and
traditions.

These practices were maintained in Nepal and she was
able to remain independent throughout her history. The
independence of Nepal played an important role in India when
she was in crisis within the chains of imperialism. Whenever
India had severe crisis, Nepal came out to help as a spiritual
guru and it was possible because of her long, independent and
indigenous traditions.

We should not be confused in our relationship. In front of
respected Koshiyariji, I would like to bring up one more things
today. He was the Chief Minister of Uttarakhand. I visited
Nainital three years ago with spiritual and touristic motifs. On a
board, I saw a notice that on the western corner of Nainital, there
stood a temple called Naina Devi’s Temple. I came to know that
Nainital was named after Goddess Naina Devi. Do you know
its history ? Naina means eye, but whose eye? Obviously, it was
Parbati’s eye. This fact has been mentioned in the Skandapuran,
Himwatkhand and also in the story of Shriswasthani. It was this
spot where the left eye of dead Satidevi had fallen and perished.

This is a belief but belief of what time? Not in my time or in
Prachanda’s time or Modi’s time. The story was written at least
700 years ago. It was a belief. It was written in words that at this
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spot, Satidevi’s left eye perished, and the Goddess that emerged
here came to be known as Naina Devi.

Of late, we are feeling less responsible, because of the
rupture we deliberately exercise in our tradition’s lineage. If
the left eye had fallen here (Nainital-Nainatal, Uttarakhand),
the right eye had perished at Chandrapur (Chainpur,
Shankhuwasabha district) in eastern Nepal’s Himalayan region,
and there Prakasheshwar Mahadev, a manifestation of Lord
Shiva emerged.

In the light of this story, what should be our responsibility
now? Connection between these two places. Rupture or
discontinuity is not always necessary to bring science. You
don’t need to cut your culture into halves. You can maintain
your tradition and cultures and also bring science and
development simultaneously. People these days talk a lot about
sustainable development. It’s a western concept, and has come
her from Europe. What do we need to practice sustainable
development? We need tradition and practices of people. And
we hold distinction in doing that. So we don’t need to practice
or announce any sort of rupture or departure. We have to
announce the commitment of our thoughts in this relationship.
We were one.

How were we one? The Himawatkhand, a part of the
Skandapuran, writes that the Buddha was born in Kapilwastu
and enlightened in India. People those days had created a
ground in which a personage like the Buddha could develop,
because he was essential for the society. We can talk about
Kapilmuni. We can also talk about Karupchanda Buddha. We
can talk about Punakmuni Buddha. They all were sages. They
made themselves superhuman with knowledge and wisdom,
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which were essential for their times. The Buddha did not know
where he was wandering for the betterment human. He travelled
through thick forest, where a passerby ran the risk of attacks
from tigers, bears, foxes or coyotes. He didn’'t know when and
where he crossed his land or where he was wandering. Now
we are talking about the soul, not things. We are just bringing
euro-centric ideas. Entire this is a proof in relationship between
India and Nepal. So when Modiji started his spiritual trips
everything became sorted. We must together and talk, think
seriously, philosophically and spiritually our thinking can sort
out all issues between us. We don’t need euro-centric missions
to make peace between us.

I was trained in Columbia University, USA, and I spent 14
years there. But I have this kind of perception. So let us do it.

Coming down to my conclusion I would bring some of the
things here for you. In this historical analysis we are talking
about Ramayan Circuit. My confusion is on how this concept
would get through.

Modiji made an announcement, fine. Not only this, we have
many a thing. When will the idea become a reality. When Prime
Minister Modi was visiting as a spiritual personality. Started
with a holy view of the Janaki Temple at Janakpur, his tour of
Nepal started. That was great. There is no need to question why
he landed in Janakpur. He could have just checked in car and
cross the border.

Emperor Ashoka had resorted to Ahimsa. Ashok Challa
was a Khas King, who had also resorted to Ahimsa. What is our
current problem, then? Our problem is that, we have become
Euro-centric. If you look at Prime Minister Modis tour, it
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started with a visit to Janakpur, and then to Kathmandu. Based
on this, we can research and develop many realistic proofs of
our religious and cultural circuits. It can be Padmasambhav
Circuit or Manjushree Circuit for that matter. Indian pundits
who crossed the Himalayan Mountains spent their lives there
for the sake of Buddhism. We can imagine a circuit of such
people. Why don’t we think about that? Why are we then
talking about ruptures? Even in the question of nirpekshata,
or non-alignment, this country has always been one. It is in
the constitution. But ours is a constitution that cannot work.
That’s why there is a trembling situation There are problems. I
am not saying all these things to please my Indian friends. This
is real. I am expressing my mind. I have written in the papers
too, just two days before the promulgation of our constitution.
Even if you announce it will not work and it is not working.
It has all be guided by European idea. To bring democracy to
our countries you don’t need to be European. What can be the
shorted definition of democracy? People’s mind. Read people’s
mind and appreciated their practices and facilitate them with
your own ideas. That is democracy our democracy. You don’t
need to take to the street of Italy or Rome or Greece. That is not
necessary.

We can always think of different circuits for Buddhists,
Shivas, Vaishnavas, Shaktas, Yogini, Rivers, Shrines, Vedic
Ashrams, common cultural geography, Saraswati Valley
Civilization or Ganga Civilization between Nepal and India.

We have extreme samples of human civilization in our
countries. We have to work together, and our diplomacy should
be guided by these kinds of things. That’s why immediately after
Modji’s term started as the Prime Minister, I had contributed in
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one article on this issue. That was not please Modi, or to please
Indian friends and politicians. That was just to bring out the
reality on the ground.

For this great work, we need to seek cultural seriousness
by constitution high-level committees consisting of experts
and government and political representatives from both the
countries. EPG is one of such committees, and respected
Koshiyariji is one of the members. But I would say, this
committee is also influenced by the Euro-centric ideas. Luckily
we have some friends like this but not all, to talk from the
Nepalese side. So, we must think about a high level commission
to talk about these things. No one can win or betray us. So we are
going through human civilization and cultures this is not mere
emotionality, because I was trained in Europe and America. 14
years I have spent there. They talk about objectivity. I am also
not a subjectivity mahatma. The reality is this. We can work
together through human culture.

Thank you.
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Shriniwas

Afgelebl S ST THIR @, TRT T AT oIl
FeIw AR eiTe qUHT B | ARAHT i T 30 qUITs, T3
qU7 FEATR AHR ATTH B | I 1 gl fasld g | qena
TG AT CHb AAThT T TIET BT TEHT & | SR q91e
T RS bl FHI @ A =ATe AIAR AT g, AT
AT FAT g | SAgel qiF 8THl ST T | ¥ Afaeqenrs 2de)
B | ARA T AUTAR] dAd ASAANAD T HEANTR F¥ered AT
TS | duTeel A i =7 FATS AT, AT BTHT Hieget Hier
et AR T TUTAHT ALT AT THI=T G T | AT TF Jed
Tqiepias favmaa T eTHr TER ASUH o |

AT T VR T AU [q9T A9 d9 AN (6
ETHT TEaT 9T B1EAT, TSE 397 & | b ehiasehl Hepiq g a”
TR &, AT ARTHT IH T | TIA H¥eh I ARG | ol
TeT T AT AT G 97 &1 99X AT A8, | AT g a9
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Bl ANTEl W ARA AT ATSY AT N UIE ANEg | AqATS
FHI ¥R 183 |

3T, AAAAT T T FATS A TS (6 S TR
STaT BTHT q5¢ IS 7 ARATEH THIEE, TIA 3 390 T3
ORI TIES, | AH T QT HIAPT AT gaed | Aol
JATAEATS TbR AT G FahT Tl S | bl Ieigement
S T B, AT GERaEl g | Afed Sfed a9 Ser Stet
SHIEES! THTT IoI AUH B, THH AATTHET AhiTdTs
T A Wl sfaerw dfamm | SR g qers aneg fF
7 TSR FATET TAT AU AL g THg | TF GHAAT AT
TAYATE® G Iriewdl dd18 TSI AALARAT Whl G |
fF w9 SHiTeweTs UfqeTias TRAET 9% gRTE ARER 9t
T AHS | HATS ANES, [F, § ANARTENT e T, THT T
bl T T 9f | ARt AT At afFasirer afT qeed T
faaT i a9 gopet fawa S qursesd A UH! B, AT
T A 9% TMUEE | WRA T AR g qe Ao
AIGT HH HIAT Ficheg A, T3 FATGh HITHA JaATaeeh
for=rvT Sare % gA9es | Had T T3l Il deHT AT aled,
TATE AT TeHT AT A9, | q faandi afewgdr qaware o
fFaes T qHg [F JFH AT ARAH THATE AT THRE]
HATah ATLIRAT G T Afge ARAT [qandi aRuasw qrdre
ST G afthe® B ¥ 9o A1 fauaesdrs S 9 GRe qe
Afthe® giars, A Althawdl [o=H AT HT TATIA T (AT
THETE TAHT H EHI FANIH AHFT T HTIH TR w3, |

IE faamah JHATe derSHIA ATAYIHAT B | H AU
qEIeIHh] AHFR Alth aled | dAfgd qRar faardt afeug ?
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aRRgeg®T ETHT AT FEAATE TS dersd @ | AT FTaHH
AT T S AT G IS TGF AIFHAE T THRH
FAFHEEH A% R qGTS, |

g IaTS |
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Hari Prasad Odari

Dr Ramesh Kumar Dhungel focused on the cultural part of
the scene. The way he presented was quite impressive. However,
everything is not discontinuity in Nepal. Everything has not
been discontinued in Nepal despite the use of the word ‘secular’
in our constitution. It has guaranteed the state to protect the
cultural practices and traditions that has been observed since
time immemorial. Therefore, it is the obligation of the state
to protect cultural practices and traditions of different ethnic
groups. In my understanding, the Constitution of Nepal 2015
safeguards the cultural richness of Nepal and protects the
cultural belief systems.

The second point that I understood is that in Dr Dhungel’s
approach culture plays important role in Nepal-India relations.
What we say today about Nepal-India relations are not the
development of yesterday; they have been with us since time
immemorial. Leadership from both sides is aware of this
aspect of our cultural relations. Initiatives such as Janakpur
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- Ayodhya, Bodhgaya - Lumbini, and Kathmandu - Banaras
connections are the examples of it. Greater economic and
physical connectivity measures are critical to this end.

Culture is an important component. I agree with Shriniwas
on the importance of the dialogues between young people from
both the countries. I mean the leadership of our generation
from both the countries needs to know each other for
cordial relationship with trust and respect. When the current
generation retires, there should be others that can shoulder
the responsibility to advance Nepal-India relations further.
We need to prepare our generation for the purpose i.e., the
generation that understands its neighbors. This is only possible
with continuous dialogues nurturing respect to the age old
traditions of both the countries.
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Bhagat Singh Koshiyari

AT A =T fqesE, JorereT AgeTed q9r ARl T
FTAFRHET AmeT AT quapatt, #Afqarest, FHers, Rifrs,
SfoTotr, FEae | T faee TR AT TEr AT 6 quEe
TET ATHAT T AUHH H Felewdls ¥ 9 gad h
Tdg | AT FEY U AEEHT W THERR B | HATS
A9 UM TAT A% JAREA I AT fa=R 9%qd T &=l
I | I Fohe, HAR T Fa18 Afied dag | F9Td ard
T ARA, S HERAP Afeel THISIA T ITHHA, TG
T3l HT S UNAE®, TLThT T JeThel U3E AT ATeds |

N

7 A7 TFT dFAlE | dUTeew AW faER A, ERT
THe| ¥ T are-faareare & & MHeg d 7 daard fHeg |
JeaaTd HeAehl ST & |

FHET T A At FReE g | W sl

THITRAR gaed TA dled ggreT | HeaTg ane (947 fb et
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TRFRE! Gfaffa gag=s 9% | SeTdTE Ui Al T FEl A
g9 | You solve better in the work. Thank for that. T =T, &1
qUY qedare | gTHT FRTHMT T, ==0 T5) | ==0 T T8 qraT
A 7T =T a1 AFERO (Hehg; | ST 2T TEATS qHTS AT
AT & (A¥heg 7 AT (Hebrg | S AT HieT aieasafs
AT B, AT AT TeTHT gad | AhS W AT b, AT
FraTatg afq T TAE TR A | quEes qdsta, T4
A, g, WTT: &Y ST Afeet 9fT J8T TR dfete] TuH
EX

A qUTEE®d AT AAGHT S AT THT B, ToAEwH
AT, AaSTATTE® ! AN TET ATl THT &7 | UTeee TaTeAeh]
ARE §I6rs I qUee® WRAH RIeT g TRIEd Huar
B | TIA qUEEEATE giadar A1 P fF dusew ¥ augEd
AAITHAT Erg AT U god | Sid TEHEE, TRISHE,
FHTSTRE STHATs ATCHIIAT AiAwg, T ATHAAT TUTeeeEdTs
ET I FaA | AR AGATS S ATHEAT FAarE 4
[ AT a7 SO UT §eg, I16 el ATk fBea T
TR LT ATCHIAAT HATE=g, 9, =8 F dig g9 | a7 diigee
B T B, qeIIETe I SAcTs AT ATCHIAAT Fgt AT
YT 3T el AT ATvs (Ergd T HT g1 ST, faademy
a1 HAMAATH 9T §7, |

4T Fel ITEide HRI gH [ ARk =Te TRETTH 2
T AMATQLTH] B9 AT HETART B AT AqTeAbl g AT ARAD!
B | 9w Wd ATIHHT Hggd dd HAHT Uk [l
ATCHIIAT &8 | It is not further study at all. This is not
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bio-category to view and see. TTHITHETHT Tk  [eh[&aHET
ATeHTIAT T | A BTHT GIMRILTET & | ThABHT g0
TR AT BTHT qaiad faendl gferetorer Aregwere yifss
faemdl aftwg, Aqma®r deEHEre, A AT Gid,
TITART AIAHATE THAFATS A% ATTh AT TATH TRIEHT
B | fa9w TR ST AT g, qdadrs 9o Al | aITseedrs
Hel AThTafaeTs Yereld qa% qiead | 7w afq I Arehraf
qfg ETHIATS S ARET, = AN qfeg HerH a0 T A
AMCAf, ATET AT o T =adre T TN, ARTET T FET AU |
TRTETS FRIET i RN AT e | At aates, Fer T80
g W & AT ? BT (eged ¥ A9 % Wi A
TTEATA AT 7 g A 9T & 1 AN T gveg 7 TeATehT
AT | Ay festee wifer &6t fafwrar s =afes & 78 7 afaedr
ek R fBge |

ATl AR UfceTide ararvy 9¥ oAl @ | T&dl oAl
SiqeraT, a&dT A FeRtE STH g g | T Fed
FeT @mETT Atgar Ry qferdr g 1 wfaer fRr fe fos
ATSTBA AT THUHT TEIT Bl Tedl G 7 F-TMAT FRUEHA
Ffeed fomTe TR | A7 T BT SH @, AT A TG §, |
F THET S | A AT BRE % &1 7 ATETaHT BT 3o 397
RIYIHTASNG TGS GEBiael aiTel &f 99 ¥ § Fea Hiel
TATAHT AHT dleg, T TT TUET IVSIARI ATT S&al g I
TIe | Aol 99 Fa1 Qudl 3fvgad «g qurs fervar SETe |
h qE af SRl A §8, A9 ¥ ARAE | AdATS

qYTAHT TARRESRA Al T&l, Al Il qY IJHTSe (9T |
T JUTSERdl FaaTT aRedl [T Hlg Afheed T
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T Erefaret & Juraewr dfgae awg ¢ MiEaesear 7 g
afy wrET U BT | AT EEEdTs aRer Bre | Aiaar o
Frad Wl TEY T HET | WIS ST TRY SaTeleh] Siaar
oG TG UG HeATs Asel WAl T =T afe |

A AEETdTs AN {6 I  F747 | 1T AT=TAT AAES,
TET T dEepl A= 9iq gvg ¥ 7 o1 | waArg aned o
fp forefre 74T airem fofiews smemardr gq ar farremaTdr |
S 99 FAE g5 | AF AU FAAT AR [ T B F B
T HYMH TAAEEHT | TIGEEHT AIF SAT e TFRTST
T ATH I &, AT § FATE TERIGTAT TRl £ |
TUTEEERT AN ATIS, AIEE®E AT ATRATABT, TTIATIAET
TATSH &5 | AT ISl gATAT, AT FE G | R
AR [ =T g1 9% AT g7, T g7 | el FAE A
TAT | BT fope, TRt AT & g fF qurgewar e e
FHAGAT AT TR, ATHIIAT T | AT ATCHAAT gAa=AT |
HTET ThTcHS JUTell &, THIT JUTell & | Iesd! Jqreere
afq @, a7 ST AME F Ew ! B S 7 b Gy AT T
=ARE | TIST TT e oAbl AT | AT GROM AfchgeHl (ot
T AT HAT Gl qARBTA G FAT | FHET <A 917 47 |

TATE A, b +TaTer o fereeae fereqte, fefy=raseaa aegfga
AT TGS, @I AFbe | 1T A S AT AATEE bl BTTHT Ta bl
USCTIET I, TAATS (Y= &TH TS TATEE AN AT g |
AT ST @I ¥ GG e, ARAAY 919 Sfd 7 qEr T T3
g | AT fackd aRIE B | AT qeAs AT I Afbed |
AR AT ATTIHT §F qog: FATA AT ATHT 9T B Ak |
ATl AT AT 29T 24, In the relation with India and Nepal.
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Farer fergearerr @i @fd § A 91 @ Wi e @ )
TR HU % &1 I TITHT AT I AHTEE Teage T fa=
Fiche® g Sl ARAA] TR[SA | ARAHT Sl Afthe®s d&8
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AT IIEF | T T FATTHAT TS [t They got a political
fruit work &g ﬁﬂoormé?lﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ww,
STl qITEel A{HAT Frefiehl == A=Al | #RI J9THT A&l S0
ATUafs =9 TEHT g7 TEETaR FHI FAT | TSl 9w 92
fF 7 gerEm g T Aewg | AfE eued 39 emEwen
TOAR F AT qAT 99 | Areg fF Fat TR Fel AHEH |
BT T AT ABTAT G197 THT G | Gof FATAHATT Tgd T
A g7, FAATE A9 ANg ¢ RSl e OE 90
¥ TETH qeATE S U e Few MRS Feed dted
AUHT (U | a7 qaer feg@qradr T arsrdifd JardHr 9iq &
YHeR T SITHT T | TR JRATeh! FRT T HUHT FI0 |
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TTRATSATeRT S ATeRTee =Tl Tl YAt ITere AT TH STvg
Tefehl [T | ART FAR IAH! qf; ATl |

& AT o afq a1 wetaeeTer afs wEr q4t e
TG, Y s | et S AT A AT &
I TSl G EChIeE S &5 | A Al IFId g | O
THIHAT TSAAH A (g S S8 81 ARAE Siaq
HeurehT fStfehe Taw, ET T9Terehr i Sira §e &7 | e Jed
T & | SF Hed g AT geatad fawre g o fRes
o g, feeemes dreirsier afs S e S A, F e
T hlfwde® A(HT T 7 TGS ST . AP AN Aol T
TAT 99 AT AT=RAT AT 9T F 7 ST o AT AR TS
AT AT HAAd ATHT AT Fiied qAT AR AT e 7o
A=A F B 7 Al AR el (AT § 99 Fer faemr
AT qUTEATE TTaTi~eh Hedebl ATl e | ToiT=aT
SHEl AT T SAATAre 99 AT ATl arg-arg a1
T ETHT AU & 9 AW | AR AfahR W v X
AT BT AT HAT =MMe IR T =6 g 99 & g75, 7 T4
AT eI BTHT i a9 gegl cafd § Ao S
Foeaid afd g |

FHT BT J9TATE ITIE TQra qaa) T 9% e dersd
g | fegeam afer agus | fAfraaeus ¥9R 9 fegmm
TUTART AT fAUR aqer g | [T AT VTR a9kl & d 7
AT A QAT AT B, AT ATSAMCHE TATAT & TeREh B |
ATNTcHE & TATSET T TSR] B, | TFeRT ATHT FATeT T 91,
ARG T U 7T qiHH dor 958 IJGAT | T AATHE!
AT AT TS WG TeHT 450 9wl di¢ 29T qoed
TIR AU G feaa HAT3 | AN F-FT T o AfKer A,
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g W A {2 fa. @i, oraar g afedr AT T8 T
T@Eg | AGH A4 AT & 6 B0 ST q@ie® gAgrAl, 9
ETHIATS U JhRel UX AThR (40X WM AU T | AT TR
fAR=raeTd AT @, qead B, IA1a9 @, T eTH el
Enll

W GAIATAF Hed AT TEdqT U qfedr o)
T Afedl | TXAT Eed (& grHere Rufeds fagefier g |
3 B Hied Ruferd IHeEare AUH 8l qR BHA T==1dd
qfeerate & fadr | gmn afswast T sifEast gwr geere
TIES, dR.UH.UH I SAfh g | Aellg aTel g, a¥ afear
TFTEF Frl Tl FHTLEwE T R HREs 9 S
FEHN I [giT RETATAS garal | 2 TAaAhisi T
ICZ T gAY | BTHT ST 8% Aoy | At e 9 fF AT T
QT A6 AT Tvged, T T IRAAT 8% AT T | @ &
I, HERTE AT IS AR TH. THHN HRTEAT TATARIAT ATS
rer | ANESie & A-THAT TaTsewdTs ITel B 7

FEt AT I, TERTE ATF G, TSt o Alch 90T T S |
TE AT g | Nationality is deaf in India. Nationality
is deaf in Nepal. As you don't take it India is a nation making
Jawaharlal Nehru said. It is true. 89T [ HeIATAAT T F¥fd
B afe i Heamraar ¥ aeataars qEr el Aed Gl 91
faepTeept M Sl g, AT FAHT=Iar ¥ qeqiadrg el 99
faepre Fer faermdr Swg | | ATeardd {avg, dulseedrs ardl
AT T AR F=HT They will be strengthen and they will

be unique, as it is unique, they will be unique in the committee

of the nation . I assure this again. Thank you very much.
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Question-Answer and Comments

Ambika Joshi
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Today Nepal is ruled by political leaders,
not by monarchy. Nepali people living in
Nepal and India speak the same language
and they belong to same nationality. The
interest of King Mahendra during the
Panchayat System is still being propagated
by political leaders of Nepal. On the other
hand, the Indian side always tries to micro
manage everything in Nepal. It is heard
in media; people complain everywhere. If
Indian system is ready to accept the Nepali
sovereign nation state and these two nation
states evolve from the same civilization
roots, there would not be any deadlocks in
the relationship between Nepal and India.
This needs to be understood in the policy
making levels, then in the bureaucratic
levels and other strata of the society. If
this happens, I think, we will not have any
deadlock at all.

The other factor is the concept of secularism
that has important place in our constitution.
Whenever 1 visit India and I meet people
who follow the ideology of Rashtriya
Swayamsewak Sangh (RSS) or Bharatiya
Janata Party (BJP) or Akhil Bharatiya
Vidyarthi Parishad (ABVP), they show their
concern that we have killed the only Hindu
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state in the world. I think India had the
key thinkers of the concept of secularism
when the constitution of modern India
was framed. I think a nation cannot be
secular; nations have its own values but
state has always been secular. The term
secular has western root, more particularly a
European concept. If we go through the old
Hinduism i.e., ancient Hinduism and read
the myths and mythology like the Ramayan
and the Mahabharat, we understand that
their administration was independent of
religious practices and belief systems. God
Parshuram went to the Mahendra Parvat for
the Tapashya.

He had Shivadhanus with him at that time
and he wanted to leave it to Shiva devotees.
He did not allow people to worship Vishnu
and encouraged them to worship Shiva.
There are many concerns of this sort in
Hinduism. God Parshuram told Ravan that
he did not want to leave the Shivadhanus
in his palace and warned Ravan not to
punish people on the basis of belief system.
He came to king Janak and then he left
Shivadhanush there. That was the same
Dhanush that Ram broke to get Sita as his
wife. These are the examples of the cultural
impingements. Rather than talking about
the ills of Hinduism, it is high time to revive
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Tilak Jha
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the true Hinduism understanding its true
values. We need to take this issue seriously.
I understand Nepal has been able to save
many things about Hinduism and these
things will be of great assets to India as well.

I am Tilak, a journalist for BBC. I have quick
comments. It is good to discuss these things
here with you all. The fact is that I live in
Bihar, the province that borders with Nepal.
Of course, we go to Nepal several times and
I see same aspirations among the young
people on both sides of the border. The
young people from both Nepal and Bihar
come here for good education, for good
opportunity, for good jobs and they come
here to explore themselves. I think all these
discussions seem to me that we are talking
too much about issues but not the issues of
immediate priority of young people. I think,
as Hari said, India is becoming a role model
for Nepal. But this does not happen with
China. Nepalese students going to China
get hostel immediately, and they have good
scholarship. When Nepalese friends come
here, that is not the case. It is not the case
even for Indians here.

I think there are of course opportunities in
India and these opportunities need to be
explored in such discussions. Discussions

on political development may be useful
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Bhagat Singh Koshiyari

but it is not the immediate concern for the
young people. There is no politics without
economy; no politics without environment;
no politics without opportunities. If we
stop them from the opportunities, they will
board the plane and fly abroad and you
and I remain here discussing the political
development and we get nothing.

Thank you

I want to put only small remark on Ambikaji
issues. It’s an interesting comment. I would
like to make all of us concern about the
term secularism, its emergence and its
development. Do you find in Nepalese
history that Nepal was ruled by a Mathadhis?
It may be different in India. Nepal was never
ruled by religious leaders. It was always ruled
by political leaders whether you talk about
King or people’s representatives. Secularism
emerged in Europe because there was a
tremendous problem for the people because
of the religious leaders. You can take Italy
as an example of the domination of the
religious rule. These were the circumstances
of the emergence of secularism. In our case
we did not have such circumstances because

ours is a completely different civilization.

Micromanagement from the other side,
this is totally misconceptions. TATSEE&eRI
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giatafa aet aems | 41 TeF T IarHE
T, {T UTATRT ATl = ATHd QMESieR
HTeAWaTe FHIA del e AT ¢ T
T 7 8 S % grier e AT ¢ But this
is a misconception, I tell you very frankly.
Why should India interfere? India can
think welfare about Nepal. Not only India
can, other countries can also think. So it
is the only misconception and I think that
have been created by the very very much
respected intellectual of Nepal probably.
Always they create these things. In India was

already there, don’t mind.

& A qoAEEdl T TS T FE,
I IET UF IR Ged I T
TEH T | BTHN ST 99T G, Afeer af@ det
[ a1 7 Hlee 93T ¥ amle e feafe oot
T, 33 ATEATH I AT WG TE g
fepeifer PR T T, OH UF T | T T B |
TS F T (b Teh-3TebTepl foreat T, GIErept
afg faare quafa garer 97 e e 4 )
afe<irert afe foare wu afq arger o foem
A 1 | A1 S Fawarer faww 3, a1 ueew
qrarer & BT fafa sl | aRaH
=[ATE AT T 8<h A9TeAl, B¥ehel AT 9= Y fh
(| & 09% H B TG) TAE FHAL
g, ®UF g, "Haell &9 =e w@ael ae
o Frnsfr 2Ry e qfT e, W ST
AT TS | ITHT Tleal qh N AT |
TIAATE I B | (I IR S
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qIETRT B Wk IAIeedls arad | faaars
TAAFT A TG ATHEIAT Ewg | S
TATAATS AAT I, IhT BTHT HISAT
q= AT9 [aar | "6 ATS e, e AT
YT B, Al §e, BTYT g9 qHYY 5,
IoI @R 947 | JaTe qad 9= 94T |
JHH HAAT & &1 T 7 Fel F del BRU G,
S AT TIHT FA(REw, | el 7 Hal BRI
T, ST HIAT AREE M@ g+, a¥ Jel oo
g8 Fel 7 Fel |

a9 A ferg TSGRl ARAET TS|
TAFREEA  AAAHT HATE Al TS |
FEfATSI o A9 gHARTe AT ST,
TUTEATS el THEIT T A 7 Hel T ETTATS
FA THSIT TCHT S | 1S 7S TIee® fovg
T Tgrg, (7 d, FI B 9T &9 A5 |
gHIRUE WA O & | [Egesed &al AT
a1 FATE 94T | TS ST 9i gHARIeT =
B, Aeleue TE, FEl g
77 ¥g % fad wars wiees | g #=T
Tfafed &9 | 7 T @Er A & 7 8 7 | qure
e S AW TEAETE HEF Tad | AT
wife femg g1, SAEEH aifHeE et g |
AT FHTARTET BaT AIRAHT ART AT SAT 7l
ATIT AT | JHIRUE qUTgemdhl AqaTTHT
T | UISUSHT % T 7 UTIUSHT BTHT ead
ST g9 B, I9HT BTHT faeard g | I,
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Fer T Bl S aiRews #Ad J9qare
A TFed | TART AHT oY AfiasT g+
ATTITF T |

5] N

gt 9% giauT  Ueed,  AET  SATCTR
ATe®dTs Fel THT g7, I3 A9 T
I qord Eed e, 99-9d s |
TX FAH] AR Fledd I ATIHI ITH T
Za | ATHT B AAEATS HHT S T Ffera
TUTASTE ATTHT &, BTHT &% AT AT
ATTHT S | TET BTHIATS S FFAT a3 I
21, AT AT I &1, el Ferd qUTSeATS
AT AT s | AT 9 qEEEs Uiy aid
H g, fob F 9f T, Geoll ATHTITAT T
TARIS S, =eTeTdT 38T HEed TR e |
qUIEe®drs TRAAT Aiq @dedr &, AT
g WA B HAATS 7 TSAT TR AT
TR, W TR | qEAr F 9T gided, Y
Y AV, TS STHT (e | e FHET
TER G AR AT GHLAT J&T 8187 fob 77 9
FEIAT G | qIEE® g1ed | 7 =g &
ATTSHT B Tl el HTF AT 9T S
T TUed A TUH B U1 &g T BT
T o T @ wfaer gHeEE qEe
WAl ANEg (6 durgeed Y& T AR
farerr SoTerer YR e fa9 7 1y g
TS | YT |9 9y 9fe g T |
gvIaTg |
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