/ Middle East Journal of Humanities and Cultural Studies i e oo & -
A\ /\I Homepage: http//mefjournals.com/ar/index. php/mejlisfindex s h‘"g”' w| w

M ESP ISSN: 2710-2238 (PRINT) g
ISSN: 2788-4686 (ONLINE) > Tl tla

gl A pualaall S YY) Gl shiad) LS5
"! ” !..

-~ -~

LbBgr cudl Jigs
Byl A<laall | olodat | gannd) Slllall 2 daals

15/07/2022:¢a3 Js  13/07/2022 &l daa) e 19/05/2022 syl s

::\Mb.ﬂ\ udla
blcadl) Ao QYsa) S udy J< (formal logic) (daws¥) (gseall phaiall Ao Lol duadlu) Gl Golaall Caie)
i) b Aymall Jghatl) Jlaall a0 a5 el (A5)Uall Zosiel) cYISEY) dadlas e 8)0l8 Il clS an delua Agle)
Lial) CVICEY) iyt LS Dyglaia oY) shaiall maal Cus ((Symbols language sesll 4al) cpydally (galally cpyial
Ghidl e ~Lall ((Kalam inferences) i<l eVl & Alaxioal) dibial) saall s Laljl meocal 28 (dag yladl)
S Jisy s - (First-order logic  FOL) s Aa)l) 3haiey ((Model  Logic) cilgasal) 3hais— yaleall
A0Sl Aaalil (e Aaaliey (Alie clabinin) ) 098 cade dihie Glaia el Gagadll 4ay Ao 5elills Loses cpaludl)
Aiaidl) aal) Jlanian Agialat 2 3las (mpe Afind) A8yl oda & calla llatal 138 (o . ealaal) gaial) JISEY) (g5l
45K daally ((Ontological argument) Zuasasll Aaall tmasll (e t\}ﬁ SO PA (e cdileY) maall ol b 5pualad)
Gl B LgiiSie e Lgiid) mas o8 .(Teleological  argument) 4l 2salls ((Cosmological — argument)
05 o i Lasg ¢ bl (gaiel) QYY) 4] Jmg Lae dnmly Bypem el o Lo s ¢ pealaaly o) il

el LY S Gopal) G aaatll e

A dasl — £sSl daall — Lasasl) daall — Cilgasall hie — (el Ghial sdualital) clals

Abstract

In the past, Islamic theological schools relied on Aristotelian formal logic mainly to infer on faith issues, and to formulate
arguments that were then able to address urgent doctrinal problems. However, the deliberative field of knowledge changed in the
twentieth and twenty-first centuries (the symbols language). In addition to the inability of Aristotelian logic to solve
contemporary theological problems, all of this prompts us to change the logical equipment used in Kalam inferences, by opening
up to contemporary logics - such as Model Logic and First-order logic (FOL) - So that Muslim theologians in general, and
Ash'aris in particular, can build sound logical premises that lead to rational conclusions, and that are intellectually appropriate to
the level of contemporary theological problematic. From this point of view, | will try in this research paper to present applied
models for the use of contemporary logical equipment in constructing faith arguments, through three types of arguments: the
ontological argument, the cosmological argument, and the teleological argument. I chose these arguments in particular because of
their centrality in the ancient and contemporary metaphysical system, and because of their ability to build a clear picture of what
contemporary doctrinal reasoning has reached, and what renewal should be in contemporary Islamic theological study.

Keywords: Symbolic Logic - Model Logic - Ontological argument - Cosmological argument - Teleological
argument.
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«OsS JalSl) agall ga (ALjiS 4da o :(p2018 :=) (Stephen Hawking) m=iSoa (e (ghlady) sLidll Hlle
(Sean Carroll) Js)\< (s oSopa¥ il oI llal Ll dait Y15 2" UYLl ango 13Laly 50 LS 5 130
S Sl eley il e (3l ¥Rl dasasy cluliiag JalS pgh e G gt DU £y 53
s» (Brian Greene) cum gln SVl il cilbualyl) alley ALl G Galhall 20,00 335 Lgal ala)

P allall liagd adle i (g8 el (e 0sSU g ppesitl) W oy L

B Jadlls Slia o (Alexander Pruss) (sgy il oasll clucali)ll alles Cagulidll (ajidy allaiall 138 (g
o Vsl cpmpiid S ot gl 5 el Bk lgheas e LN YN o ade gl Y1 (e dasly By pua
dadad) cilplail) ST Ol (a0 By N s o YWaS) AV dsCl dplaill o Say Bitic . gale Chaay LI N
Mana 138 OIS 13) Lo iy pLaiadl el (e (sS JBY) le anls (53 IS ) udn o oS Alladl b 28y
(physical theory) Zsliull Lyl s cillall sda 8 . cljuil) dal Lghay Ko ¥ N o (il cdlld (e Yo
Lo ST a8lgl) s Gl ¢80 Slasmy . (reality) adlsl Goulu) SUsSd) paan Chmy 3 s YaS) iSY)

%6 Erasmus, Jacobus. The Kakim Cosmological Argument: A Reassessment, Springer International Publishing AG, 1* ed, 2018, p: 1.

7 Boslough, John. Stephen Hawking's Universe, HarperCollins, New York, 1989, p: 77.

28 M. Carroll, Sean. Why (Almost All) Cosmologists are Atheists, Faith and philosophy: journal of the Society of Christian Philosophers, vol:
22, January 2005, p: 634.

» Greene, Brian. The Elegant Universe: Superstrings, Hidden Dimensions, and the Quest for the Ultimate Theory, W. W. Norton &
Company, New York, 2™ ed, 2010, Preface.
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1) () i IS 1Y Lo ddjpea alaaadl el e OsSae (Liadl daa ol Gua e s calall 4 Lyss of S
sl e RSN e 28 e (cosmology) cils Sl ale o Ll «(necessary being) ()5 (S lia (K
AlaSa je sS85 (g pa HIS G i Y AV (cosmological theories) usSll clibill of of cadlsll sl
P55 dpaal 3 il e (gl 0580

Y e ela o od S tagaia (Krauss Lawrence) dubi 0sS5 Ly 03 - (s wa AIS aas YV 4l 0¥ (asiadd o1
CsSa a8 L JlsaY) &> 4 (contingent) t)lha adlll 2 (5)9 ool adlsll Gl sl 020 3 .3‘(u o) sl
S IS 1Y A L gg el A ) gmn Y ed) ol 1Y Jadé (Sl cdasaa (Krauss Lawrence) ks
o = a5 — ¥ (contingent reality) tg)dall adlsll lé ¢(COSMOS) LiisS (gpadil) Ganlil) 5 (K gy yuall
@) dhals Alall @3 gy puall dsasll Allaad ) (oo ¥ piliie) (Kar (gr9 0 IS lin (S ol L) p2al) (1 S
2 Giyuilise 4Saa (COsMogonic theories) sSl slas iyl (e ki

iy cLihie dauie 435S das A2 luay (Alexander Pruss) saSsw s andlnall jadtll (K] o G5wY) 13

casalas Gra i ) 29ns O DA 0
& 3539 A (Alexander Pruss) olajy : A6 il

cosmological ) &Sl daall (e (Modal versions) Llays dgase Gaw 5aY) clsindl 3 deddll ol
Rar b Jsa (premises) ciledia addiod Cuay dodagyiall o 40l daa PR VISWERPNIEERN| .33(argument
Qs (s f) e (Aiin ol Gias ) (ol e ns S 05 o ke Y Al o3a e (L f) Cians ¢
138 (e o (eest j) s 2sag Jlan) dyae alld o Yoy (modal cosmological argument) dga sall 4. 6<l daal)
the ) clladl (e dagydall daall e lly dgagall 4058l daall (o 433us (Alexander Pruss) s sl

:34%:&\ Gy elay .(MAB) |)Laia) ((Modal Argument from Beginnings

O el e cesl) 8 Taw o 4l (Sa (53 S ol pag JS 2(Causal Principle) ) fad) (1)

tlgY dasaall
(premise.1) Vx((P(x) & OB(x)) — OEC(x))”

A st e aasl By @llia (4585 ) oSeall 1 :(Possible Beginning) dias 4y (2)

30 Alexander R. Pruss and Joshua L. Rasmussen. Necessary Existence, pp: 3-4.
31 Krauss, Lawrence. A Universe from Nothing: Why There Is Something Rather than Nothing, Atria Books, Free Press, New York, Ist ed,
2012, p: 144.
32 Alexander R. Pruss and Joshua L. Rasmussen. Necessary Existence, p: 4.
3 Rasmussen, Joshua. A New Argument for a Necessary Being, Australasian Journal of Philosophy, vol: 89, 2011, pp: 351-356.
3 Alexander R. Pruss and Joshua L. Rasmussen. Necessary Existence, pp: 69-72.
Pl X phy o X s el GIYL 4l el 8 Tas o X J OSaY L IS Lulas] by X calS 13 ox Js
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1Al daadal)
((premise.2) 3x<&(B(x) & (x =there being contingent concrete things))36.
OsSe o oSaall ad inaaia (2) 5 (1) @ilS 13 sgygall asagl) Aula) ) Alaadl) dad) e (3)
AT daasadl
(premise.3) (1) & (2)) — ©IxN(x)*’
f oY) daiul)
(conclusion. 1) « ©&3xN(x)*®
st dla ol iy (99 s usale eod dlin 05 o (Sad) e OIS 1) shladl) ) A5y e (5)
Sy pusale
1)yl daagall
(premise.4) &3IXN(X) — EIXN(X)39
Al da )
(conclusion.2) . 3xN(x)*
O e S5 el e Sl (inference) JYsiud) s (argument) dsall i 5 sgladl)
il e lgae Jabeti Sl (Modality) dudag pial) tsolse VS aity Cum caiaadly ) (9950 ST bl
oy el (Kay Gesales ©apn S dgad il am 4l o g 5 oS Sl G 8 Aie
o= (higher—order modal logic : HML) ilgasal) Ghid eV canpll e adey jaT Glay ¢l ol (Godel)

Gy pall SN s ol ey «(quantified model logic: QML) S Slgasall shiad S5 (ualal) Uil
(MAB) iull aiaa DA (e (Alexander Pruss) iy ades o(aly) ailas 4l gl) ailas 4 2 Gusaldl

g dias Luugale obidl ang = X5 sl 8 X 125 X 2 of QISYL
csaley Ggpn X IS sag o Saall b inania (2) 5 (1) s 13T
cssaley (5g 3 X S dag o el (o o L™
consalas ramn X OIS 2 4lh (usalay (g n X IS a0 o (Saddl G OIS 1
O oSl 13) iy 13) (concrete) Lugale ool o5 of bjidy (causally-capable Guw jl3) Gusale g5 8)55all dgmse X ¢(5l) Gusabes (190 X 9IS angs o Jullys™
e o le s o Gy cadde (& Lo o sand oLl cul€ 13 dudy 13) (e gl 05 (Lo oo (B s
Salid) GEY) dew & (a5 (logical possibility) dilidl CUIKY) dew o uell (can) (cSas) (POssible) (S allias (Alexander Pruss) ssai'!
-(metaphysical possibility)
Alexander R. Pruss and Joshua L. Rasmussen. Necessary Existence, p: 72, 79.
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o Joanll sl oyl 4l ¢ usalally (539 3 IS 35ns 45D (an (oS ansublisall juudil o) Litaia dduiial)
zaal) o Loy 350 dage Lo 4iaal of (Alexander Pruss) gy olly ) diLayl oS 4lgsy dallae dagal
(metaphysical possibility) dajilie LslSel mand il &N maall (& Ao (MAB A

L L) Jedledl (5% 4l g (sMlly (CAUSALON) Ayl asehe e 13n ol any et (MAB :Gals
ob aitad) KO aws ((Contingency) (jlall cigaall (e dalill daall (e e (MAB Gl
.(internal explanations) dalaly cf sy JalSIl ddag pdal) (@laal) any aiah

e il KU =aus (contengency) (ajlall dagasll (e Al daall (e Je (MAB : i,
‘.?:'LG-'MB ool e Lﬁ'-"‘"‘” YL (sca.d\
P2 il giee i) A9 S0 maal) 8 Sl (pe paadl laasy A Clediall (e 2t (MAB :lala

(teleological argument) 4.ilal) daald) : GG Cuaal)

L We g ((nature) daulall & asasal (deSign) meill oo dl dgns dilaial) gaal) anii e

bl alldl Glew o @llati (ladY) a2 Ao mas 4y «(teleological arguments) Lilll maall lgle 3l

e s Pl sa5 anila e Jy L) daglall 8 Duals san (631 pranaill ol cailapas 4l 4ila 38 Qllal) o meca gl
A 2gag o Laliia Ly Y5V A Auls mlgal e ae (BB daall el o Capaiin Giadl

Aslad) daall duaaf 1 JY) Gllaal)

Lo cilbliadly zgumglly AueUY) 8l Cila 1) e A4l daal 8 25 Slly Apngal 10l Gfaal) Ko e
(Immanuel Kant) cslS Jisile) SalY) Cagedidl) aas QU ¢AnlaY) mandl syl e Ll €Y1 daal) lehea
& Wil AV sl gia Jang A3 daal) e 4l V) @ ollg Dpagasl) sopiaall andl) oali) o2 (21804 )
Sl Jinll o)y ey w81 Y tlialy S o s Gy D ol s gk ol ) 355 o din
Laila 393y oagmg lgie ddiee 40 (o3I} gl A dalall 4y hidh a9 .(common reason of mankind) el
Ldll Jamy daglall ddyee pogss ¢lgastiy gadiS) 8 Wkl (53 Y Gus dealies cille U 35k g5 00 (o0
&l «(cause) lale o laysn figid aga5 (knowledge) cajlaall sl (&1 daudall #)la Lagae (dald sasgl 4agal)

2 Ibid, p: 92.

4 L. Walls, Jerry and Dougherty, Trent. Two Dozen (or so) Arguments for God: The Plantinga Project, Oxford University Press, New
York, 2018, p: 108.
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4 ol Y el alas 35 ) (SUpreme author of nature) eul il Lila) (g Ly Cngl ) 35401 e

.44"(irresistible conviction)

Cigalidll 3ai G AAOU (e lgaie S s olad i (Kant) sie Ll daall Clael) 1 gy o
L8l daall Aalgl) lalmyl (e dell a8 4 (e a2l e (21776 1) (David Hume) asa s gadliuy)
Jon kil Cilgas e waadl 15k clgr i) adlae) ity o adaio Al 430 Y] ¢ oalal) aalls dalaiall aShlga b
L) cilialie V) el Cumy caglin ¥ Adany Wilueay Giletd) Clan) deedles dlas ol a1 L ¥ cailials (<0
duai ol @lly s i€y Yy ¢ (SOphisms) cillalliey (Mere cavils) dgil clialjicl yme (sl 8 gl sl
Prgde 6l 6l s ol W Sad) e IS S

s of ddda b (Richard Swinburne) ¢pseissm L) (glady) Copabidl) Cun (e A8l danl) 58 Cun )
S sl e ddada Al yeeds ) (535 Livmae Cagyla Jla 4 «(stable laws of nature) Zaulall 28,6 (il
535 el Asljuil) Culgil) o Slmd daplall ol o Aia ) Us ey L PO0lay) Lgaiay ) YU 4plaal
OSaal (e Jand Gy dlagiiae LgilSy gan l€en skl Jead lly ekl Al i (physical constants)
€ oulill aila dage e Jilal) e Gunn 2 a1 Ea) il ol s

plausibility of God’s ) A asag Llgiea e 2Fg BS Bsks (Design arguments) awaill mas alal
A 39ag e (natural sign) Ll Adle bl e Al 8 (gl meil) das Jasd Cus ¢(existence
(e s Y5 4 Jtiw ) DY) e Vi Llee 5l daa () 0 ) 0o o5 i of OISRV 4l s 13
zWwY (sensus divinitatis) elY) seal) L Jomy A Al & Apelall Ldlall 0585 o oKa edlld (30 Yy

e IS Al g_f""\'“j Ol
OsSia Alall 03 8 danl) olé ¢duilaie daal Lalul Ll (Natural sign) dusb e & Sl o piar YV 13
ol Lo say dnalall agidyea dajs e DRl Gaks (i) (e draly deganal daile (5Sing agdl) Algug ALl Adas
Gledie 43 dan SU preaill (10 ¢l Cun ¢(Alvin Plantinga) aimdl guill (e Ghial alley agalidl

A 29ag s Liadaie A0l

& 3529 e (Alvin Plantinga) ol @ A6 callaal)

Ldie ()5S of oSa (religious belief) wall ssedl i (reformed epistemology) aliaall ddjeal) &)k el
sliii =)k ga9 ¢(propositional evidence or argument) dayi das S dahy ) ames o) g0 (rational)
L 4l a8 Y (God and Other Minds)  (gaY! Jsially 4 1 i) 46 DI (e 4ic il (Plantinga)
LAl dedll 4l (reasonability) kil i (rationality) Al Alee ey <& Ll 21967
Evidentialism ) 4slay) cilalfic) (i o ady Caaa gaaail catl Glady) il & (intellectual propriety)

4 Kant, Immanuel. Critique of Pure Reason, Trans: Guyer, Paul and W. Wood, Allen, Cambridge University Press, USA, 1* ed, 1998, pp:
579-580. Palgrave Macmillan ed, UK, Trans: Kemp Smith, Norman. 2™ ed, 2007, P: 520.

45 Hume, David. Dialogues Concerning Natural Religion, Hackett Publishing Company, Inc, 1980, p: 66.

4 Swinburne, Richard. The Existence of God, Oxford University Press, New York, 2™ ed, 2004, p: 135.

47T A. Manson, Neil. God and Design: The Teleological Argument and Modern Science, Routledge, New York, 1% ed, 2003, pp: 178-199.
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g al Gla) o G e (Evidentialists) uilay) N ¢(theistic belief) wagll sliel e (objections
pey GlS L aag Y A eLSall Lalll (e anlia e (unreasonable) ik e «irrational) Dl
Uy panl) o Wl o€ 1Y L Dlae atl glaY) of ssldy) SF G- (God’s existence) 4l asas
zaall gl (traditional arguments) 4 3sas) Loalil) maall of e <8y sles ae (Plantinga) iy ¢~k ,al
Oesdlls el Galial) aaen Lasy ) @lediall (e ilhail 13) V) chaals 0585 o) Alally dumglelai¥ly 43S0
traditional theistic ) Zuadall gl xas of Gy ADle Y (mif o oKa ¥ 2 ) asis daike (LS
K eelld pag ocuiliY) dgalse A Jddie mas Ll (Plantinga) aiiay clasiall s3a (e @! A (arguments
o sl (s ASall Aalil) (e Guliag Lilaiag Lilas Wlie 05 o oSa U 35a0 Olady) of ddds e (Plantinga)
Hana Lila) zas A din o

L3585 Lasasll dsall (e S A2 lua sale b (Plantinga) o Lilaic dSulaie ciladie il dleY) maall 58 (Sl
design ) aseaill daa delua sale) o Lo adie) lly ¢Pasal daal) e Us seale ana cilesie 2l
argument by ) Jdilall sk e (23232 :<) (Cleanthes) sl ol (intelligent argument
rJul gl e (schematically) (abds JSh lgaagy «(analogy

.(intelligent design) <3 s 7l & Lydal) Gleliall cilaiia (1)
Aoyl cileliall cilatie audy (universe) o<l (2)

L SD panal z 5 OIS Ly AN (3)

(intelligent being) U<y WIS ()5S ailia 58 of Jainall (e <lli (4)

analogical inductive ) afilall Zshawy) masll gu dime dalg) clla o (Plantinga) JasYy
daall O of oSar Gy .(straightforward inductive arguments) s)iluall 3hEY) zaslly (@rguments
s dull J<al (analogical argument) d.bilall

A gty Bl ale (5) ()
Y alie 43 o (6)

A g Ll @ 058 Ly <l (7)

¢hlis Al (possibly complex saiss L)) (property) L duals dlia (€l o palic 4 a il 1) oY)
t ) A e Aa llia (e (M (@) JKAN (e das g L ¢(ClASS) A3 saaics Fualdl) 03a . agae

A sy foyalic sy yalic (8) (b)
B oo yaic 2 a (9)

8 Baldwin, Erik and McNabb, Tyler Dalton. Plantingian Religious Epistemology and World Religions: Prospects and Problems, Lexington
Books, New York, 2019, pp: 3-4.

4 Plantinga, Alvin. God and Other Minds: A Study of the Rational Justification of Belief in God, Cornell University Press, New York, 4"
ed, 1975, pp 97-101.
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Algdl a L,y (10)

38 2l (3232 ) (Cleanthes) sl Cisulil) (o &S5 LS el (g dnall A2l Bale) Alsgans (Ko
S Ll e Jlsll  Jguadl) (S el olasl (e B3 (oS Bl Lgria bl pe Ll GsSin y 1S
s (B OS5 S apaal) 215 Lg3sS Aralall (S A i) ae Jilsll Cadall (381530

Li€asd oY ol A Lualall agal OIS 13 L agie alad (0l B e Gpamgll jualiall aa (e pealiall o Gias 13 oY)
1 Ul sl e daall delua sale)

Al gl &Y BT A 4 13 L die ples 3 B e paie JS(11) ()
B e e o (12)

A gl @ Ly Sl (13)

oo daall Alls b ) Tyl cliid Sy (D) 5 (8) Sl Ayl manll (e gsily saa (C) JSE) daa
Woad oS el ) oLsl) &8 e gune (6 Cipas ¥ Ll malsl) (e .(argument from design) awesil
:(conscious and intelligent design) S35 gy prenad Z 8 gl ) (ends) bl xe (Means) Jilusll
Ol aacay Al Al (f Gicas Liale 13 ) cdanay Al o Capas ¥ Wil (LY (g pancad ol Lo s o Liale o
daall debua Bile) (S A5 (s -((teleological argument) dilall dxall oSl e goa Y Al s3a uﬁ)

r Ml e

Y ol (S e 215 IS 13 Lo e Ulang (53 130 ililal) aa ool Wsaad W3 el o o8 US (14)
LS e £ IS A3l 3

AL pe Jilasll Wl gt G 0501 ey (15)

LS9 e 215 S (36K o Jatimall (e Sl (16)
Alvin ) a3 s (teleological argument) ddladl daall sty dahidl daall 2 e S Ly
Lfilall daall e (inductive arguments) adhaay! daall e Lald leg lgaladnny ‘SO(PIantinga
Sy AS5be Bus ualic Uy ST b€ o ASAD jualial) (e 3l ) (analogical arguments)
Ll il e (gl 2l delia 8 lediaS Laolaiel ¢Sa

-

rdaldl)
Jan 3 cduoSlly dsasll Giinall delua s2le) b (Model 0gic) Cilgasall hie o ZLaY) o G Les gl
Ll Jeaniall A0V m¥) dlenll il calS Jllg alas 598 ST inlaY) Oiisall oled ahid) lesidl (e
Analogical ) Blall JYaa) o JE) aale 3 Adl) dsall dwdll dwis 2aY) llaay Lllal g
Lty EOUI masll 1 1 ) ALYl clgailty Blaaly iledte 858 Sl cdalaie das oly (Reasoning
CNICEY) dallen o 5l spaleall dulaY) maall o dea Ny Dol deluall 4006 ST 4l dgakid)

0 Plantinga, Alvin. God and Other Minds: A Study of the Rational Justification of Belief in God, p 101.
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el opaale slede (e cAaupat el @iy Liihie Glalfiel ea B gla Al el dala il Gk
sl Glle (21970 :) (Bertrand Russell) July ailfiym layll ghially luabll alley & )5all Cagulal)
Stephen ) ziSos (i Jlanll sbjadll Hlley (21994 :o) (Linus Carl Pauling) ailsh J)IS (egid ‘?53)&\

-yt s «(Richard Dawkins) yi€ss 3l SUasall ela¥) Alley (22018 ) (Hawking

Al g a4l (palyl) shidl dald el ghid) e gy of @mal) OIS Gl et (@l
Aledy) maall 48yl deluall &5 cduja)ll deluall ) JENY) 0 480 Ay blas Ak Sld Gualy sl
lag L€as )yl Lila) maall dlua 4 (Logical computing) dahicll Zswgall aladsa) (e Jasy Jlal sag
e 4 Gualed) natl) calell Godll e L) leja abeain (9ad¥) O Gl b duale Bk e Gias
Bl g B G bl Ghidl B el Al ARy ddhie GlBle o drie 35S, duii dale il o

cGopall hidl 3 LI

raabally salaaall (upgd
tdg el dallly aalually jalaaall uygd —Ysf

dalow 4€a ¢ lsaY) M3y (aadl) dpanag SlgE Y G o(Ghiall) sladl) . peal) o o claw ool L1
22012 24 bl Sl aaill eyl adaall ) 4

Latil Hlaall (She (Jlaadl Gries tdaay cdagiall aclg@ll (& duhy ) D Qe Ll Gl L2
22016 (1 ccag o pSluy) S

(Ohmse 21998 (1 g puf05)dl (il 45 ¢ Slu) DISH ale Glallias deguge e s 3
g ohaY) SA dpatil Bliaal) 350 cdaih) e deas tdea i cpaall DS Ao il G
22016 (1%

02016 1k ccugpmfplayls KAl A jal) dusgall cdingiall DISN ale aualic anaa . ges (gl .4

tdaial) AUl aalially Jabaadl Gupgd Ll
sdualel) Cugl -1
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