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Case Study - Lower Judiciary — Case
Orders

* Problem Statement — Extract the Salient Features of a Case Order
from its pdf automatically.

* Use — can be used for legal case research to identify relevant
information, recognize mistakes, and spot inconsistencies.

* Al Model — Used Text Rank Algorithm for Machine Learning

* Automatic summarization helps to reduce large text documents
to a short set of words/a short paragraph that conveys the
meaning of the entire text.

e This algorithm makes use of unsupervised learning.




Text Summarization — What is 11¢

e There are two methods used in automatic Text summarization:

1. The extractive method selects a subset of existing words, phrases or
sentences in the original text to form summaries. These are selected
verbatim.

2. The abstractive method builds an internal semantic representation
and uses natural language generation techniques to create
summaries that resembles the ones created by humans. This
summary may have words that are not present in the original
document. This procedure is rather complex.

* Currently, extractive text summarization techniques are known to
be most useful for text summarization and is being used here.



Text Pre-Processing

* For the text document input we:

— Obtain the individual sentences i.e. tokenize the input
document based on sentences.

— Obtain the list of words present in each sentence (Term
Sentence Matrix).

— Filter out only the relevant terms which have been ‘Part of
Speech’(POS) tagged as “Noun”, "Adjective”, “Verb”, etc.

— Stemming (bringing into base form) of the words in each
document.

— We have now obtained the list of sentences and the words in
each sentence.



Text Rank Algorithm

Text rank algorithm is an adaptation of Google’s Page Rank Algorithm, and is
open source. It is a cutting-edge algorithm developed in Jan 2018,and is a latest
realization in semantic text analysis.

It is a graph-based ranking algorithm. In the case of sentence extraction, a graph
is created where each vertex represents a sentence and each edge is weighted
and represents the similarity between 2 sentences.

Based on the number of edges and their weights for each vertex, a “Text Rank
Score” is computed for each sentence.

The sentences are then ordered in descending order of this sentence score. The
top most sentences are then used to represent the summary of the given text.

We can obtain as long summaries as we want e.g. 1 word/phrase, 1 sentence, 2
sentences, 100 words, etc. It only needs to process the document to be
summarised and is independent of the other documents present in the corpus.




Sample 1 Page MACP Case Order pdf

JENE NGV Q900 CERTIFICATE
JINM 0.3
(Date : 04.05.2018)

I affirm that the contents of this P.D.F. file are same, word to
word, as per the oniginal Order.
In view of joint pursis (Exh.45) did.13.04.2018 of both parties this Name of the Stenographer : Prachi Prashant Kulkami
atter is kept in summer vacation for passing the final order. Today both Count +( NT.Ghadge )
matter 1s kept in summer vacation for passing the final o oday LY
parties and their Id. Advocates are present before this Court. They have settled Aurangabad.
tier bef 1d. Judge Mediator. h44 t effect i
the matter before the Id. Judge Mediator. The report (Exh.d4) to that effect is Due of Ocder . 4052018
received enclosed with the compromise agreement (Exh.43) from the Id,

Judge Mediator on 13.04.2018.

2, Both parties admit contents of compromise agreement (Exh.43)

voluntarily. Hence, today the agreement (Exh.43) is accepted.
o 13
3, The application is allowed in terms of the compromise agreement
(Exh.43) and the compromise Award be prepared accordingly. Order signed by the preiding officeron  : (4.05.2018
Order uploaded on : 09.05.2018

4, The petitioner shall pay additional Court fees if any required.

( N.T.Ghadge )
Member,
Motor Accident Claims Tribunal,
Date : 04.05.2018. Aurangabad.

CERTIFICATE
I affirm that the contents of this P.D.F. file are same, word to

word. as ner the onivinal Order



Text Rank Summariser

€ 2 C & https//sidshenoyshinyappsio/text-rank summarizer app/ &

Text-Rank Summarizer

Upload the documents you want to Reslts

summarize [1] Case 1 [ 201200000052016 1.p0F ] reSults ~--eensesemsmomsmseasmrmmrsanasanases >

. Today both parties and their 1d. Advocates are present before this Court.
. The report (Exh.44) to that effect is received enclosed with the compromise agreement (Exh.43) from the 1d.

File input 1
2
3, 2. Both parties adait contents of compromise agreesent (Exh.43) voluntarily,
4
)

Browse.. | 201200000052016_1 pa

Upioad complete

. The agplication is allowed in terms of the compromise agreement (Exh.43) and the cospromise Award be prepared accordingly.
. Date of Order : 04,05.2018 .. 2 ..

Enter the number of sentences needed in
the summary
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Received on : 22820016
Regiskredon  : 2909.2016
Decided on : 030720017
Dunticn :Y.M D
LLURLUR
\ N A
ATAURANGABAD.
( Presaded over by - N.T.Ghadge )
MA.CP. N 6
Exh.No 4¥A
1. SmcVaishali Wd/o Narayan Jivrag,
Age : 25 years, Occ: Household,
R/o0 : Nimkheda, Tq Phulambei,
DistAurangabad.
2 Kum Vaisnavi D/o Narayan Jivrag,
Age : 06 vears, Occ: Education.
3. Vaibhav $/0 Narayan Jivrag,
Age : 03 years, Occ: Nil,
The claimanes No.2 & 3 are minors,
w/g of their real mother claiman: No.1.
4. Smt.Rukhmanbsi Wd/o Dada Jivrag,
Age : 60ears, Occ: Household,
R/0: As above. PETITIONERS

VERSUS

1. Nisar Khan $/0 Hamid Khand,
Age : Major, Occ: Driver,
R/0 : Pokharanwala Mohalla,
Sadabad, Teh Sadabad,
Dix. Haeras (UP.).

2 Abu Vakhar S/0 Mohd. Muszak,
Age : Major, Oce : Business
R/o: 47, Runkara, Madina Colony,
Dholpur, Kiravali, Agra (U.P.).

2. MACP No SSv 16
adgres)

3. The Nauoaal insurance Co.Lid.
Through its Divisional Manager,
Divisional Office ar Hazan Chambers,
CLAIM:  Under Section 166 of Motor Vehicles Act, 1988,
Appearamces -
For petitioners : Adv.S.S Keme,

For espondeat nos. | & 2 : Adv.V.C.Samode.
For respondent no.3 : Adv.SMQazi

JUDGMENT
( Delivered on 03.07.2017 )
The widow, two minor children and widowed mother of
deceased Motorcy cle rider named Narayan Dada Jivrag, have filed thes claim
peiition for compensation Rs.25.00,000/-, in view of section 166 of the Motor

Vehicles Act, 1988

(S

The bricf facts of the petition are &s follows:

O 305.2016, at aboat 0200 pm., doceased Narayan Dada
Jomag was nding Motorcycle no MH-20 BZ-3327 from Jvrag to Borgaos Asj
road. When has Motorcyclke had reached near Zilla Partshad School of village
Pendgacn, the Track No.RJ-11 GA-4965 came from its opposite side, drivea
by wespondest no.l in high speed and in negligent mamncr. Said Track tom
the Cable wire passing towards said school, then he drove his Track from

wroag side with said Cable wire and then dashed fo the Motorcychke of the

3. MACP No S447006
Cudgmest)

doceased. In said incident, the doceased had sustained serious injerics oa his
meck, bead and all over his body. He was declared dead i GMC Hospital,
Aurmsgabod. The Crime was wpskerd = Vadod Bazzar Police Station
against respoadent no. . Respondest 0.2 is 2n owner and respoadent nod is
the insurance company of & Trock i question. The deceased was having
meathly income of Rs.15 to 20 thousaad from milk besisess. He was having
two Jersey cows and one buffalo. He was the driver caming additional net
monthly smcome more than Rs. 20,000 by driving bis own Tractoe No MH-20
AS-1820 with Trolkey no MCA-8461. He was 30 years old able bodied man

and therefore, just compensation of Rs.25,000¢- with imerest @ 18% pa

Jointly aad severally prayed from all respoadents.

3 Respondent w0.1 and 2 vide their writien ststement Exh. 1S
strongly opposed the clum deaying all sverments in the petition. They
admined that the Truck in question is owned by respondens no.2, insured with
respondest no3 and driven by respondent mo.l. However, demying the
happezing of the accident in qession doe 10 rash =ad negligent driving of

respondent no. 1, denied their Eabdlity 1o pay any compensation as peayed.

4 Respondent no.3 vide his writien staement Exh. 19 has strongly
opposed the claim demying all averments. Denying ot the accident
question ook place becanse of rash and negligent driving of respondent no. 1,
it is contended that the death of doceased resulied as bis peck was entangled
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AL MACY No Sev01e
(udgmesd

with 2 service wire and he fell on the road with said wire around his neck due
to high speed of his Motoscycle. It is contended that respondeat 0.1 was not
holding driving Boence, Disputing the age, so also the sources and monthily

mocome of the deceased, it is prayed that the petition be dismissed with costs.

- On the basis of rival contentions of the parties, my leamed

peedecessor framed issues at Exh.20. The issues and findings thereto are 25

follows:

SRNO. POINTS FINDINGS

1) Whether claimanes prove chat
deceased Narayan Dada Jivrag was
dashed by respomdemt mno.l Dby
driving Truck bearing NoRJ-11 GA-

4965 rashly and neglipently? oo Yes.

2)  Whether claimams are entitled foe e Y5
compensacion? If yes, what is just R 39,235,008/
and reasonable compensation?

3)  From whom clzimants are entitied From respondent nos. 2
to recover compensation and and 3 slong with
incerest if any? interest @ T% pa

4)  What order? The petition i allowed.

REASONS
6, Peationer Vaishali (PW2) widow of the decemed Motorcyck

nider has examined berelf on bedalfl of all petitioners. In addition to that
evideace of Rajendra Vyavhare (PW1) who had witnessed the accident in

question i tendered.

8. MACP Na.$4472006
adgment)
7. In support of oral evidence the docementary evidence (Exh.23

%0 36) which inclode the copy of FIR. the spot pancheama, inquest
panchaama and postmorntem notes of Be deceased, photo copy of insurance
policy and driving Boence of respoadent no. | and seport = Foem COMP-AA

of the Truck involved in the accident am produced. The driviag b of the
doceased, the RCBook of the Tractor NoMH-20 AS-1830 and Trolkey
0. MCA-4461 standing in his name, 7/12 extract of land gut no. 157, situated
at village Nimkheda, the loan repayment docements of the Tractor, $he pass-
book of Aurangabad DCB Bank and Siddheshwar Urban Co-operative Bank,
Br.Sillod, the copy of charge-sheet of SC.CNa 3552016 along with the
statements of the witnesses, photo copy of driving Boence of respondest no. 1.
photocopy of all India Permit. ssthorization cersificate of the track ia question

are also produced. None of the respondents have not tendesed any evidence,

s Heasd kearmod Adv.S.SKere. for the petitionees and for the
respondents. Adv.Kere has placed reliance ca the following case laws,
1) “Dukcine Farnandes and Others Vs Joaguim Xevier Crac and
Another, 2013 (4) TAC. 827 (S.C)".
2) “Ashabei Katyan Kothi and Others Vis Baban santosh Ridear end
Oshers, 2016 (3) TA.C. 494 (Bows.)".

3) “Ushe Arjun Kavade (Sme) Vis Tahil Chond Shaikh and (thers,

e MACP No Se¥ 016
(edgresn)

2001 (2) TA.C. 584 (Bowe ",

4) “Sarinder Kumar Sehgal & Ors. Vis New India Assurance Codad &
Ors, 20014 TAC. 332 (Del )",

5) “United India Inswrance Calsd. Vis Decpak Goel and Ohers,
20020 TAC 86Dl ).

6) “Bimia Devi and others Vis Himachal Road Trangort Corporation
and ochers, 2009 ac 756 (SC)".

7) “Divisional Office, United India Insarance Codad. Vis Swxt. Pramila
Rawan Ghatule and Others, 2006 (3) T.A.C. 378 (Bom./".

8) “Ming Rour and Anether Vis Setve Prodyumse Mohgpotra amd
Ohers, 2003(4) TA.C. 840 (8.C)",

9) “SmtNeeta Wio Kallogpa Kadolkar amd Ovhers etc. Vis The
Dévidonal Manager, MSRTC, Kolhapar, 2005(1) TAC.30(SCr,

10)"Maherashtra  Miniwuw Wages  Notification 0172015
3L122005".

11)“Rajesh and others Vis Rajdir and others, (2013) 9 Sapreme Cowrt
Cases 547

12)“Sarla Varma and others Vis Delbi Transport Corporation and

another, 209(5) ML, 775",

9 Learned Advocate for respondent no3-issurance comparny has

submitied writies noles of arpument (Exh.42). He has relied oa the decision
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o N MACP No 5432008
Cadgment)

dated 28022017 in “Ciril Appeal NofS) 3609 of 2017, Chikkamma and

Awr, Vis Parvathamma and Anr”™ of the Hon'ble Supecme Court.

ISSUENO :

0. Noae of the respoodents have tendered any evidesce in rebuttal
This is the fint cecumstance favoersble to the petitioners. Smt Vaishali
(PW1) is the widow of the deceased, Admatiedly, she has not witnessed the
acoadent of ber husbend. Bet, she has stated the date, time and the place of the
acodent of Motorcyck of ber hushasd, w0 also of the Track involved i
gueation. In cross<xammmation she has oot ghes sy admesson 10 ieamed
Adv. for imsrance company cither on the point of cause of accident
guestion of the age and income of her deceased hushand, Her entire evidence
oa the point of docementary proof has bees gone uschallenged on behalf of
inserance company. It was sowbere suggested to her that saad documents
fake or fabricated. Therefore, her oral evidence and the documentary proof

seppont of it have great weightage,

. On the point of regligeace of mspoadent 20,1 in bappening of
the acodest in question, oral evidesce of MrRapendn (PWI) s very
impoctant. His testimoay indscates that he himself had witnessed the accidest
of both vehicks = question. On his report the Crime wiss regisiered agasmst
respondest no. | The copy of b FIR clearly speaks that befoee the accident

be was trnelling & a pillice nder on the deceased Motorcycle nder and afier

N - MACY No SV 16
UVadgmest

be got down near the kmple. when the deccased Motorcycke proceeded
further %0 go to village Nimkheda the truck im question came from its
opposite side catting the over bead Cable wires. M also further speaks that
due to that the sad over head Cable wires were cut came down and thea
driver of the truck while driving it from wroeg side, Bit 30 the Motcecycle of
the doceased. And at the same time the said over head Cable wires also bit 1o
his seck, doe 1o which, he fell on the road baving injuries over his neck and
bead. l also speaks that he himself had followed the respoadent no. | who was
rusaing sway from the spot of accident, but he ran away leaving the truck in

question.

1. Considering the shove mentioned coatests about the sinsation
and the circemstances in which the accident of both vebicles sook place,
mentioned in the FIR, 1 find great ssmilurity in the oral westimony of Mr.
Rajendra (PW 1} informant. He has not given sy admissica to disbelieve his
testimony regarding the cause of $e accident in question. Respondent no.|
who was also eye witness of the accident and driver of truck i question had
chosen not 1o lead any evidence. It leads this Court 10 hodd that at the time of
accadent as his track was i high speed, the over head Cable wires were cut by
his truck while in motion. It also leads this Cowrt to hold that hés act of
drivieg his truck from wroeg side, giving dash to the deceased Motorcycle

rider, becanse of which, be fall on the road, are his clear negligent acts.

N MACP No 5442005
Gdgmest)

13 On cossidering the cause of death certificate and Postmoriem
notes read with inquest pancheama of the doceased. | come 1o the conclusion
that the death of deceased Motorcyck nider Mr. Narayan was resulied due o

rash and negligent driving of respondent Bhagwan Hence, 1 bold that issue
no. | is peoved and answer it in the affemative.

ISSUENOS2TO Y :
14 As per the pleadings in the petition and oral evidence of

S Vaishali (PW 1), doceased Narzyan was having Seee different sources of
moathly income. First was milk besiness, second one was from agricultan]
and third one from deiving his own Tracke with Trolley on charges for
ploughing etc The R C Book for Tractor no MH-20 AS- 1830 2nd the Trolley
MCA- 4361 (ExR 31 10 33) clearly show that sid vehickes weee in the name
of deceased. His driving hoence (Exk 30) shows that he wixs skilled driver of
moo-tansport vehicks. The papers of HDFC Bank and the Pass-Books
referred m sbove para prodeced ca record indicate that he had perchased sad
vehocles mavag foan and be was domg agnicultural woek on charges. His
Pass-Books inficate that he was carmmg in an sverape Re 10,000/ per month

froms said Tractoe and Troliey,

15, The W12 exwract (Exh3d) indcates that the deceaed was
holding agnculteral land admeasuning | Hector 15 Ares in it 00157,

which, there wavis one Well It i sgnificant to note that Sere is no
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.0, MACP No Sv16
(adgres0

documentary proof segardng mulk dusiness of the decemed except the

testimony of his wife Vashali,

16, There being no evidence in rebemal on behaldl of sy of the
respondents ca the point of scurces and quantum of moathly mcome of the
decemed. i cam be safcly snd that be was beisg having driving <killl to drive
pon-transport vehicke including the Tractor owned by him. be was havisg
monthly income of Rs.8.00(0- and Rs4,000- by the hiring the Tractoe and
Trofley for agricelural woek per moath. | also deem # it and proper %o bold
that he was havisg ot keast Rs. 1000/~ per moath income from his agnculveral
Land In shost. | bhold that the deveased was bavimg R 15,0000 mondhiy

mcome from aforesaid sources om the day of his accident in question.

I7. Thas Court has read all case laws relied by both partics. Their

ratios are helpful 10 consider the computation of jest compensation.

18, I the driving liceace (Exh.30) of the doceased his date of birth
is shown as 09.6.1982 Therefore, on the duy of accident he was 33 years |1
months old mamied persca. Considering his age and the moathly income a5
beld in above para, | proceed 10 make computation of just compessation.
Coasidenag all these facts and circumstances, [ hold that osly = spoadent
80.2- owner and respondent 50,3+ inssrance company of e Track in question

are josntly and severally liable %o pay the jost compensation 1o the petitioners,

a1 R MACP No S442004
adgmest)
s compuied below. Heace, 1 answer issoe 20s.2 and 3 accoedmgly.
1 ot Mool woume of e Seewed T 100
1 | P N0 A peapect BT S0
1 Mo T vewd prens epones Lk 8 LR e 2
4 e LR R Ao R 2000
1 Mapicand » pr f Judgran of Mebe Squee Cout "
@ Sarta Voo Cawe @ B drocsed v oot ity 13
e 8 2 v fom of moaket
1 |Lawof Sty RN
DR [P .
1 Comomen W goomoy %o ! ol LAE
1} Lave sl afibcson I 30000 & prtiionet s ! 0§ ot LS
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| Pessegene RS
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1L |eee ST pamin
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In view of above mentioned comsputation, | proceed 10 pass the

following ceder :-

ORDER
L The petition is allowed with costs against

respondent nos2 and 3 and dosmissed with costs
against respondent no. 1.

2 Respondest No.2and 3 shall joistly and severally
pay to petitioners Rs.39.25,000/. with interest @ 7%
pa from the date of e spplication ol estie
compersation is paid, withia two moaths from the
date of this osder.

2 Contd..

. 2. MACP Na Sev 06
{fudgmes0

3. Out of awarded compensation 50% amount with
propoctionate interest shall be paid 10 petitioner
No.l-widow and 20% with peoportcnate inferest
shall be paid to minor petitioner Nos.2 and 3 exch
and 10% with peoporionate inferest o peditioner
na.d mother, by separate demand drafts issued in
their namex.

5. The amount of compensation with propoctionate
interest awarded 10 minor petitioner Nox 2 and 3
shall be kept in separste fixed deposits in Seir
name usder the guasdianhip of petitioner Nal-
mother, in Naticealized bask as per their chosce
Branch st Aursagabed, till they attain majority.

6. The petitioners shall pay additional court fees, if
my required.

7. The Awand be drawn accoedingly.

Sdi-
( N.T.Ghadge
Member,
Motor Accident Claims Tribanal,
Date - 03.07,2017. Aurangabad
CERTIEICATE
I affirm that the conteass of this P.D.F. file are same, woed to
woed, as per the original Order.
Name of the Stiesographer - Prachi Prashant Kulkarni
Court :( N.T.Ghadge }
Stemsber, Motor accident Claim Tridemal,
Aurangsbod
Date of Judgment - 03.07.2017
Ondr wgd by Se pekding otemrem - 07.07.2017
Order sploaded cn s 0.07.2007




ﬁI\/\ACP Case Order 2 Extraction

201200005442016_1.pdf

Upload complete

Enter the number of sentences needed in the summary

25

Results

[1] Case 1 [ 201200005442016_1.pdf ] results ------------m-mmmmmmmmmom oo >

1. For respondent no.3 : Adv.S.M.Qazi.

2. The widow, two minor children and widowed mother of deceased Motorcycle rider named Narayan Dada Jivrag, have filed this
claim petition for compensation Rs.25,00,000/-, in view of section 166 of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988.

3. Respondent no.2 is an owner and respondent no.3 is the insurance company of the Truck in question.

4. He was 30 years old able bodied man and therefore, just compensation of Rs.25,000/- with interest @ 18% p.a. jointly and
severally prayed from all respondents.

5. They admitted that the Truck in question is owned by respondent no.2, insured with respondent no.3 and driven by respondent
no.l.

6. However, denying the happening of the accident in question due to rash and negligent driving of respondent no.1, denied their
liability to pay any compensation as prayed.

7. Denying that the accident in question took place because of rash and negligent driving of respondent no.1, it is contended that the
death of deceased resulted as his neck was entangled .. 4 ..

8. It is contended that respondent no.1 was not holding driving licence.

9. 3) From whom claimants are entitled From respondent nos.2 to recover compensation and and 3 along with interest if any?

10. In addition to that evidence of Rajendra Vyavhare (PW1) who had witnessed the accident in question is tendered.

11. None of the respondents have not tendered any evidence.

12. 8. Heard learned Adv.S.S.Kere, for the petitioners and for the respondents.
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13. MACP No0.544/2016 (Judgment) 2011 (2) T.A.C. 584 (Bom.).

14. But, she has stated the date, time and the place of the accident of Motorcycle of her husband, so also of the Truck involved in
question.

15. 11. On the point of negligence of respondent no.1 in happening of the accident in question, oral evidence of Mr.Rajendra (PW1) is
very important.

16. His testimony indicates that he himself had witnessed the accident of both vehicles in question.

17. It also speaks that he himself had followed the respondent no.1 who was running away from the spot of accident, but he ran away
leaving the truck in question.

18. Respondent no.1 who was also eye witness of the accident and driver of truck in question had chosen not to lead any evidence.

19. 16. There being no evidence in rebuttal on behalf of any of the respondents on the point of sources and quantum of monthly
income of the deceased, it can be safely said that he was being having driving skill to drive non-transport vehicle including the Tractor
owned by him, he was having monthly income of Rs.8,000/- and Rs.4,000/- by the hiring the Tractor and Trolley for agricultural work per
month.

20. In short, | hold that the deceased was having Rs.15,000/- monthly income from aforesaid sources on the day of his accident in
question.

21. Considering all these facts and circumstances, | hold that only respondent no.2- owner and respondent no.3- insurance company
of the Truck in question are jointly and severally liable to pay the just compensation to the petitioners, .. 11 .. MACP No.544/2016
(Judgment) as computed below.

22. Computation of the compensation 1 Monthly Notional income of the deceased Rs.15,000/- 2.

23. Muultiplicand as per the Judgment of Hon'ble Supreme Court 16 in Sarla Verma Case as the deceased was approximately 33 years
old at the time of accident.

24. The petition is allowed with costs against respondent nos.2 and 3 and dismissed with costs against respondent no.1.

25. Respondent No.2 and 3 shall jointly and severally pay to petitioners Rs.39,25,000/- with interest @ 7% p.a. from the date of the
application till entire compensation is paid, within two months from the date of this order.
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