
Discussion Guide 3 
·;:..) .1·· ,...::::.::?·' -------------------------------------------· 

I 
I 
I 

.A GROWING 
\ .1 I 

Minnesota's Human Resources 
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~ FACTS FOR THE FUTU E 

What has been happening to our population? 

What are the population trends? How do people 

view these trends? What is our population com

position? How has our population been changing 

geographically? How has it been changing in 

other ways? What does this mean for your fam

ily? What does it mean for your community -

your county? 

ANY GROUP OR INDIVIDUAL looking to the 
future of the community, the state, the nation, or 

the world must consider many factors which play a 
part in shaping the way we will be living in the dec
ades ahead. Both the individual and the group must 
decide on their guidelines or goals and how they will 
reach these goals. 

Determining the goals and how to achieve them re
quire as accurate an assessment as poss_ible of pa~t .and 
present trends in economic, educational, political, 
religious, and family patterns of activity. It is in these 
basic areas of activity that the lives of individuals 
and groups are structured and their goals realized. 
The church, school, business, and family are made 
dynamic, ongoing organizations by the people who 
participate in them. All of these areas of life make up 
the structure of community life, and they grow, stag
nate, or decline according to the relative resource 
position of the community to other communities. 

The resource pattern of the community consists of 
both natural and human elements. The human re
source may he divided into two areas: 

1. The size, composition, and quality of the popula
tion (sex, age, occupation, education, etc.). 

2. The strength and vitality of the organized struc
tures (church, family, government, business, school) 
the people have created for themselves. 

These two areas of human resources must be care
fully assessed along with the natural resources avail
able if communities are to adjust to changes and pro
vide an opportunity for individuals to realize their 
aspirations. 

Population as a factor. It should be emphasized that 
the population growth, distribution, and migration 
patterns that characterize Minnesota today and con
cern both rural and nonrural people are not of recent 
origin. Nor are they unique to Minnesota. They are 
long run changes that have been occurring throughout 
this nation's and state's development with minor varia
tions around the trend during major economic fluc
tuations and social upheavals such as wars. 

One should also remember that the population pat
terns that prevail today are both a result of and a 
stimulus to the political, economic, and social changes 
in this state, the nation, and the world. This interde
pendent relationship makes it particularly difficult to 
analyze future possible impacts of population growth 
unless one is willing to assume that all other factors 
that influence population growth and which in turn 
are affected by population growth will behave in a 
predictable fashion based upon previous experience. 

Perhaps the most volatile of all factors in population 
change is the way humans, as individuals or in ?roups, 
view ongoing social changes and react to them m such 
a fashion as to accelerate or decelerate present trends. 
Under some conditions they may alter appreciably 
the nature and intensity of the change. The anticipa
tion of future events and conditions is as important 
a factor influencing how many and what type of peo
ple will be produced as it is to how much and what 
type of economic investment i:; undertaken. 

Whether one views the present pattern of popula
tion growth and distribution as desirable or undesir
able depends to a large extent upon: whether the in
dividual is a resident of India or the United States; of 
an urban or rural community; if ·one belongs to the 
white-collar or blue-collar occupational group; and 
on one's age or sex group. It also depends on whether 
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one is concerned with his own immediate well being 
ancl1or is charged with the responsibility of leader
ship on the community, state, national, or world level. 
And even though one has a narrow and specific rather 
than overall point of view, his interpretation will still 
depend on whether he is viewing the next 10 years, the 
short nm, or the next 100 or more years, the long run. 

Population Trends 

KEEPING IN t-.IIND the factors that influence in
terpretation, we will review some of the trends 

for t-.1innesota and, where relevant, for the nation. 
Total population. At present there arc about 185 

million people in the nation. About 31/z million reside 
in t-.Iinnesota, making it the eighteenth most populated 
state. Among the 12 North Central states, it ranked 
seventh in total population and sixth in rate of increase 
from 1950 to 1960. 

The growth trend for the state is parallel to that of 
the nation with very high percentages of increase from 
the first census in 1850 followed by a decline in the 
percentage of increase for each decade through the 
1940's. This was followed by a spurt in the postwar 
period and through the 1950's. The 1960 census 
showed an 18.5 percent increase for the nation and a 
14.5 percent increase for Minnesota over 1950 figures. 
The 1950-1960 percentage increase for Minnesota is 
more than double the 6.8 percent increase from 1940 
through 1950. The average annual rate of population 
increase for Minnesota since 19.30 has been about 9 per 
1,000 contrasted to about 13 per 1,000 for the nation. 

Table 1. Minnesota population growth, 1850-1960 
---- -- ------------------·--- ----·--- - ---------·---

Percent Pereent 
Total u~han 

-- n.;;;::11 Year incrcast' 
-------- --3,4T3,864 14..5 62.2 --~'37.8 1960 
1950 2,982,48:3 6.8 5:3.9 46.l 
1940 2, 7'J2,:3()0 8.}) 49.8 .50.2 
19.3() 2,5():),9.5:3 7.4 49.0 51.0 
1920 2, :387, 12.5 15.0 44.1 55.9 
1910 2,07.5,708 18.5 41.0 59.0 
1900 1,751,:394 3.'3.7 .'34.1 6.5.D 
1890 1,:310,28:3 67.8 .'33.8 66.2 
1880 780,77:3 77.G 19.l 80.9 
1870 4:39,706 1.55.G rn.1 83.9 
1860 172,02:) 2,7-'30.7 9.4 'JO.G 
18.50 G,077 .0 100.0 
·s-0~1-;~.~·-: Lowry--N('lson, ct. al. A Century of Population Growth 
in Minnesota. Univ. Minn. Agri. Expt. Sta. Bui. 42:3. February 
J 9.54, p. 5, and 1960 Census of Population. PC (Al)-2.5. Novc111-
hcr 18, 1960. 

By 1970 the nation is expected to have 214 million 
people (:35 million or 19 .. 5 percent increase) and the 
1980 population should reach 260 million ( 46 million 
or 21.4 percent increase). The population estimate for 
the United States by 20.50 is 1 billion, more than five 
times greater than the present population. 

Assuming Minnesota's growth for the next two dec
ades will remain at the 14.5 percent increase experi
enced fro'm 1950 to 1960, the 1970 total population 
should be about 4 million and the 1980 total about 
4 11~ million. 

These figures are conservative and assume that birth 
and death rates as well as migration will remain about 
the same for the state as they are now. Indications are 
that the death rate will not decrease but probably will 
rise slightly due to the increasing percentage of the 
state's population in the older age categories. The 
birth rate depends on the number of children per 
family, the number of marriages, age at marriage, and 
the length of marriage before the first birth. During 
the previous decade, the number of children per mar
riage increased, marriages were contracted at younger 
ages, and first-born children came earlier in marriage. 
All of these boosted the birth rate and contributed to 
the population increase. 

The number of children per marriage is not ex
pected to increase, and the age at marriage is not ex
pected to go much lower. However, the number of 
marriages is expected to increase due to the large 
number of young people born during the post World 
War II period who will he of marriageable age during 
the next two decades. 

That these rates are subject to change and are a 
product of human expectations about future events is 
well attested to hy the decline in births per family 
and number of marriages during the adverse economic 
conditions of the 19:30's and the changes in these rates 
following World War II. 

How people view population growth. There are two 
dominant points of view about the current population 
increases. 

The first one is manifest by those we call the Neo
Malthusians who are concerned with population pr.es
sure on the basic resources and the resulting decline 
in the level of living. More recently the qualitative 
aspect of population has been added to the <ptantita
tivc concern that these individuals have. These persons 
point to the numbers of people in India and China as 
well as some South American and African nations as 
illustrations of what co11lcl happen here if the rate of 
population increase is not brought into check. These 
individuals ar<' viewing the situation on the overall 
level and with a long-range perspective that assumes a 
rather definite set of limits on resources and technol
ogy for exploiting these resources. 

On the other hand, we have the more optimistic 
group which argues that the very fact of population 
increase is indicative of an increase in the amount of 



resources to support the increase in numbers. They 
argue that the historical increase in the world's level of 
living is ample evidence that increased numbers do 
not result in a general lowering of the level of living. 

This group also has the overall and long-range per
spective. However, they cite as evidence for their case 
the phenomental population increases in Western Eu
rope and the United States and the rising level of liv
ing associated with these increases. They further argue 
that the limit of resources is largely located in the 
minds of men and that future years will result in fur
ther discovery of greater resources with more efficient 
ways of utilizing them for the benefit of all concerned. 

The latter point of view has held sway in the United 
States and appears to be the interpretation of most 
analysts within the state. It is this group in particular 
which laments the fact that the percentage increase 
from 1950 to 1960 for Minnesota lagged behind that 
for the nation. They feel that increasing population 
would mean increasing demand for goods, conse
quently a stimulation of investment, and hence greater 
employment which would further stimulate popula
tion growth. This particular argument may suffer from 
the fact that Minnesota is not an isolated island and 
that population increase tends to be viewed as an in
dependent or starter variable. 

Minnesota is primarily an export state and must 
have a demand for its agricultural, mineral, forest, and 
manufacturing products from other states as well as 
other nations. Merely keeping all the people repro
duced in the state would have resulted in only about a 
96,000 increase in the 1960 total population. This is 
hardly enough to be an effective stimulator of demand 
for most of the products produced in Minnesota. 

This argument is further weakened by the empirical 
fact that Minnesota has been producing population it 
has been unable to keep within its borders. Another 
factor that bears heavily upon this argument is the 
level of unemployment, which perhaps is not nearly as 
serious a factor as the level of underemployment that 
exists in l\,1innesota's rural areas. 

Fuller utilization of these human resources would 
probably result in more community stability and a 
higher level of living than retaining or gaining addi
tional por.ulation within the state. 

Population Composition 

A S RECENTLY AS 1940, more people lived in 
rural areas than in urban areas. At that time the 

split was about 48 percent urban to 52 percent rural. 
In 1960 the split increased to about three-Rfths urban 
and slightly under two-Rfths rural. The shift from rural 
to urban residence parallels that for the nation (69.9 
percent urban) and has accelerated somewhat since 
1940. The cmrent expectations arc that it will con
tinue to a point \vhere about fom-Rfths of Minnesota's 

population will reside in urban areas within the next 
two decades. 

A striking feature about our urban population is that 
about l 112 million live in the metropolitan distriCt of 
Minneapolis and St. Paul. Over 1/4 million are located 
in the Duluth-Superior metropolitan area and about 
100,000 in the Moorhead-Fargo area. These are the 
magnets that attract the incoming migrants from the 
rural areas and provide industrial and commercial em
ployment for the large share of those who remain in 
the state. There is every reason to believe that further 
urban concentration will occur within these metropol
itan districts. 

Projected rates of increase for the counties in the 
metropolitan area around the Twin Cities from 1960 
to 1980 are: 140 percent for Dakota, 116 percent for 
Anoka, 113 percent for Washington, 40 percent for 
Hennepin, and 35 percent for Ramsey. 

Southward from the Twin Cities area there is a rib
bon stretching to the Iowa border that has already be
come a semi-industrial complex allied primarily with 
the major producing industry in the state-agriculture. 
There appear to be further possibilities for urban con
centration along the arteries leading from the Twin 
Cities to the !Vloorhead area and northeast to Duluth. 

During the 1950-1960 decade the urban population 
in the state increased by 30.6 percent while the rural 
population decreased by 4.9 percent. However, the 
central cities in the urbanized areas decreased by 1.2 
percent while their suburban counterparts increased 
by 278.9 percent. There is little doubt that the dom
inant growth in population has been in the suburban 
areas in and around the Twin Cities. This suburban 
or urban fringe pattern has also been characteristic of 
the smaller urban communities throughout the state. 

Generally, the counties having cities of 10,000 or 
more had the largest increases in population while 
those with cities of less than 10,000 had either smaller 
increases or actual decreases in total population. Only 
49 of Minnesota's 87 counties experienced an increase 
in total population. However, all 87 counties had a 
natural increase in population-the decreases resulted 
from out-migration from the rural counties. 

For example, Hoseau County had a natural increase 
of 15 percent yet liacl a net loss of 16.2 percent in pop
ulation. The counties in the northwest or Red River 
Valley area, with the exception of Clay County where 
Moorhead is located, had population losses ranging up 
to slightly more than 16 percent. In the southwestern 
part of the state about two-thirds of the counties suf
fered population losses ranging up to about 9 percent. 
By and large, population increases were experienced 
southeast of the Twin Cities in about half of the coun
ties. In all Rve of the counties forming the tip of north
eastern l\I i1111esota increases ranged from slightly more 
than 6 percent to 75.5 percent in Lake County, the site 
of much taconitt' processing and two new communities 
populated hy a high proportion of persons in the 
young married group. 
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Age 

Minnesota's population had a median age of 29.0 in 
1960 compared to 30.6 in 1950. This decrease reflects 
the increase in the proportion of the population in the 
younger age groups due to the higher birth rate in 
the last decade. However, Minnesota also had a larger 
proportion of its population in the 65 and over age 
group in 1960 (10.4 percent) than in 1950 (9.0 percent). 

There is also a distinct difference in the shape of the 
age distribution for rural and urban areas. The rural 
areas have about 40 percent of their population in the 
18 years and under age group compared to 36 percent 
for the urban areas. The rural areas show a marked 

decline in the population groupings from 20- to 35-
year age category reflecting the out-migration in these 
age groups. 

There is little question that rural areas are burdened 
by a high proportion of population in the nonproduc
tive age groups below 18 years of age and in the upper 
productive groups from 40 to 65 years of age. This 
condition may be expected to continue for several dec
ades in most of the rural counties in the state and will 
recpiire a realistic appraisal of resources if improved 
educational and other social services are to be pro
vided to the 18 years and under age group as well as 
the older age groups in the community. 
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Rural-Nonfarm Population 

The total population in rural counties would have 
decreased at a more rapid rate if the rural-nonfarm 
population had decreased along with the rural farm 

population. The increase in part-time farming and the 
increased number of rural residents in occupations 
other than farming have made it possible to maintain 
a population base and hence adequate community 
services in many of the rural areas. 



The farm, rural-nonfarm, and town residents in 
rural counties have much in common when it somes to 
medical, economic, governmental, religious, and other 
services essential to a well developed community life. 
The conflicts among these groups that have afflicted 
the rural areas over the years must be overcome if the 
rural community is to realize its full potential in the 
next quarter century. 

Migration 

M INNESOTA HAS SUFFERED a net out-migra
tion loss as pointed out earlier. From 1930 to 

1960 this loss amounted to 338,000 people or about 10 
percent of our 1960 population. The real migration 
losses, however, have been in the rural areas within 
the state. As long as the traditional rural to urban mi
gration resulted in relatively small or no total gains 
in population in rural counties, and as long as the 
technological improvement in farm equipment and 
farm methods resulted in less need for labor along 
with the rising standard of living, the rural areas were 
not particularly concerned. 

As the technological revolution progressed in farm 
areas, and not only youth were leaving the rural areas 
hut adults were leaving farming for other pursuits, 
the rural areas experienced a net loss in population. 
Only then were rural leaders brought to foll awareness 
that not only had a way of life disappeared but also 
the life blood that sustained basic economic, religious, 
and political services representing the dynamics of 
community living. 

Reactions to Population Shift 

Various reactions to the population shift and con
current social changes have been manifest hy rural lay 
leaders, farm organization leaders, and government 
leaders. 

One reaction calls for a return to the "good old 
days" and is bent on preserving and/or reviving a way 
of life. Most concede that while such a course of ac
tion is not impossible it is highly improbable since the 
social costs to people in and outside of agriculture in 
loss of production efficiency would not be tolerated by 
the majority of the population. The implications of 
such a policy are staggering since our farm economy 
is integrally related to our nonfarm economy and any 
such course of action would have innumerable effects 
upon our national economy and our international posi
tion. 

These effects are either missed or considered unim
portant to the individual and/or single community, 
since they arc often of an overall, long-range nature 
and are not burning issues bearing on current prob
lems as the people know them in their day-to-day proc-

ess of making a living. In addition, solutions for state, 
national, and international problems may frequently 
call for courses of action directly opposed to desired 
courses on the local level and, if followed, may only 
serve to amplify the local problems. 

The out-migration problem facing rural areas is just 
such a problem. It is generally conceded that on a na
tional level both the human and material resources 
committed to agriculture suffn underemployment 
while continuing to out-produce current needs. This 
will be true for at least the next quarter of a century. 

Another reaction to these changes in the rural areas 
is an attempt to maintain the status quo. Individuals 
holding this point of view have little desire to return 
to conditions in the past, yet they would not like to 
see any further changes. This group favors a course of 
action that would include a moratorium on further in
novations in agricultural production. Tlwy sometimes 
advocate legislation on a state or national basis that 
would limit the size of the farm unit, the type of own
ership in which it is held, or access to support pro
grams beyond a given level of gross income. 

While this would not have as many effects as turn
ing hack the clock, it would still stagnate 'the process 
of change. It might have very beneficial effects upon 
the current generation engaged in farming. However, 
it might have very serious consequences for the devel
opment of our economy around the year 2000. It 
would amount to building a barricade to innovation 
around our agricultural economy similar to the histori
cal wall around China. The amount of innovation that 
would be forthcoming would depend upon how well 
the wall was constructed. 

Innovation is a product of man's creativity plus his 
willingness to accept and apply new ideas. Attempts 
to stifle innovation might well he viewed by some as 
an attempt to stifle the most valuable human resource 
we have-man's ability to think and create new and 
varied patterns of accomplishing his goals. 

A third reaction is based on the belief that innova
tion resulting in increased productivity in agriculture 
is at the core of an advanced economy both in the farm 
and nonfarm sectors and is basic to further progress 
in both areas. This school of thought could be said to 
believe in "damn the torpedoes, full speed ahead." 
This group is not unaware that innovation in produc
tion niethods will have its social consecpiences in the 
way rural people live as individuals, families, and in 
community organizations. They feel that the passing 
of the subsistence farmstead and the small acreage 
commercial family farm unit are some of the social 
costs of progress. They would liken the passing of the 
family farmstead to the passing of the family operated 
industries in the industrial segment of onr economy. 
The loss of the neighborhood group, of primary face
to-face relationships, and other assumed virtues associ
ated with the traditional farm way of life while c011-
sidered sad, would he considered a necessary cost of 
progress. 



They would point out that although there are social 
costs associated with this change borne largely by in
clivicluals, there are also social gains. These are re
flected in thC' increased level of living, better educa
tion for young people ancl adults, better medical care, 
ancl other benefits that have come to be associated 
with a high degree of specialization and division of 
labor. 

Actually, the human problems of adjustment (such 
as consoliclation of schools, churches, welfare needs, 
inadequacy of governmental units, large investments 
in farms and low returns, and out-migration in rural 
areas) we are currently facing are largely a result of a 
dominance of this latter point of view over the years 
in the development of our agricultural economy. It 
would be incorrect to assume that human problems of 
other dimensions would not exist had alternative ap
proaches been dominant cluring this period. As a mat
ter of fact, our industrial progress might have been 
stunted seriously, the educational level of our rural 
youth may have remained relatively constant at about 
the eighth grade level, and agriculture may have re
mained a rather backbending way of life. 

For all practical purposes the technological revolu
tion on the farm in machine methods, crop and live
stock improvements, and management techniques is 
a delayed application of largely the same principles 
used in our nonfarm economy. \Vhile these changes 
were occurring in the nonfarm sector of our economy 
(as they still are in the face of automation), problems 
of retraining, relocation, and reorganization will con
tinue. 

Hacl society chosen to continue using handcrafted 
bottles, glassblowing would have remained an occu
pation employing thousands of skilled workmen rather 
than being the pursuit of a handful of specialized 
workers it is today. The machine techniques used in 
coal mining as well as the use of gas, oil, and electric
ity for heating purposes re<1uired acljustments by in
dividuals as well as whole communities. l\fany of these 
costs are still heing felt in the coal mining regions of 
the country. 

Human Adjustment 

The history of inclustrialization is full of cases of in
dividuals ancl groups facing losses similar to those our 
rural communities arc facing today. VVhile this may 
he of little consolation to those facing acljustment, it 
should s°l'rve notice that these adjustments are not 
new in this country nor foreign to those in the agri
cultural industry. 

A good deal of the human suffering as well as the 
social and economic costs of adjustments might have 
!wen avoided if the individuals ancl communities in
volved had used their heads as well as their hearts in 
assessing the nature of the changes, the desirability 
of them in the long and the short nm, and then acted. 

There is little question that the human resource in 
the form of young people in rural areas has been im
proved considerably by the increased level and qual
ity of education obtained through the consolidated 
school system. In addition, the substitution of capital 
for labor has allowed these young people to take ad
vantage of their educational opportunities. And, since 
the reduction of international immigration to our na
tion, these better educated rural young people have 
supplied the state and the nation with the labor 
force necessary to nian our increased productive ca
pacity in the industrial sector of our economy. 

While the young people from the rural areas still 
face adjustment problems as they migrate to urban 
areas in search of opportunity, the problems have been 
lessened by a decreased difference in the educational 
level between urban and rural youth. 

Perhaps the greatest adjustment problem is faced 
by the community that has a large amount of out-mi
gration of young people and is at the same time suf
fering a decline in number of farm units. These com
munities see no replenishment of their population base 
unless alternative opportunities outside of agriculture 
are brought into the community to keep the young 
people. Such courses of action may be realized by only 
a minor portion of our rural communities that hap
pened to be fortunately located with respect to mar
kets, resources, and other factors deemed necessary 
by industry. The "grow or die" thesis certainly applies 
to most of our rural communities under 2,500 in size. 

Community Adjustment 

Formerly, communities were based on a way of 
life and modes of transportation that made distance 
an ill!portant factor in the organization and operation 
of our agricultural communities. Today time is the 
important factor, and it appears that our smaller rural 
communities will suffer the same fate as the one-room 
school and give way to the consolidated central com
munity with more specialized economic, political, re
ligious, and other social services. 

The problem of out-migration of rural youth will 
probably be reduced and in time become negligible as 
the rural birth rates continue to decline and the in
creasing birth rates in urban areas provide the neces
sary replacements for the population base. This may 
create problems of population pressure in some rural 
communities rather than population depletion. It may 
also create a rigidity in our social organization both 
in the rural and urban areas. 

Even though the "grow or die" thesis may apply to 
most of our small rural communities, it does not mean 
that communities can stand by complacently. One of 
the vital resources in the rural community - leader
ship - will have to assess the community's potential 
for development and then decide if they should plan 
for further growth, maintain the status quo, or make 
plans for a decent burial with the least cost to all in-



Table 2. Number of incorporated places in Minnesota that 
gained and lost population, 1950-1960 

Number 
that 

Number remained Number Percent-
of stable or that age 

places gained, lost that 
Size of place 1950 1950-1960 1950-1960 lost 

Under 250 233 100 133 57 
250-499 190 108 82 43 
500-999 137 82 55 40 
1,000-1,499 69 54 15 22 
1,500-1,999 40 30 10 25 
2,000-2,499 21 13 8 38 
2,500-4,999 38 33 5 13 
5,000-9,999 31 28 3 10 
10,000-24,999 17 15 2 12 
25,000 

and over 6 4 2 33 

Total 782 467 315 40 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau. 

volved. Both the individual and the community may 
live in misery for a considerable period buoyed by 
false or misguided hopes unless intelligent study and 
planning are carried out. 

In most Minnesota communities, the problems do 
not appear to stem from a lack of quantity or quality 
of the human resource but rather from a lack of hu" 
man resourcefulness in coping with the problems of 
change and adjusting to them. 

The preceding material was prepared by 
George A. Donohue, associate professor and 
extension rural sociologist. 

REFERENCES 
Minnesota's People and Fanns 1950-1960, Tay

lor, Lee and Nelson, Glenn. Misc. Rpt. 45, March 
1961, Agri. Expt. Sta. Inst. of Agr., Univ. Minn. 

United States Census of Population 1960, Gen
eral Population Characteristics, PC (1) lB U.S., 
U.S. Dept. of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. 

United States Census of Population 1960, 
Number of inhabitants, PC (1), IA U.S., U. S. 
Dept. of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. 

United States Census of Population 1960, Gen
eral Population Characteristics, Minnesota, PC 
(1) 25B Minn., U.S. Dept. of Commerce, Bureau 
of the Census. 

United States Census of Agriculture, Minne
sota 1959. Vol. 1 - Part 15 - Counties. U.S. Dept. 
of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. 

UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA, INSTITUTE OF AGRICULTURE, ST. PAUL l, MINNESOTA 

Cooperative Extension work in Agriculture and Home Economics, University of Minnesota, Ap:ricultural Extension Service and United States 
Department of Agriculture Cooperating, Skuli Rutford, Director. Published in furtherance of Agricultural Extension Acts of May 8 and June 30, 1914. 

20M - 1-62 

111Ui1il1Uf li~l~1~il~l11l~l~1111 
3 1951 002 064 948 R 


	00000001
	00000002
	00000003
	00000004
	00000005
	00000006
	00000007
	00000008
	Blank Page

