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0.00 10,0
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0.00    10,0

52.45  314,1
0.00      5,0

$0.00   $14,5
74.69    10,0
27.14 $363,6
0 gain/(loss)). 

Pag

ales, with no 
8,909. This g

osses from sa

depreciate the
of the sale 

ears of owners
perty. 

uipment, excl
ment equaled 
nse figure of 

14. Table 5 

ceeds 
Ga
(Lo

250.00  
$0.00  $(
0.00  (
0.00  (1

000.00  10,
000.00  18,
000.00  6,
509.00  14,
000.00  14,
000.00  5,
000.00  5,
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