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EVYFADAFTY) —2H o TCIEITRBRDVD 205, HEMBICB T 28, 89
% THRERE S Y 7 1 (deontic modality) ; & TFRFEMWE 5 Y 7 4 (epistemic
modality) ; DXFNCBIL Tid. %< DEE¥, ROERGRWES Y 7« PIARORMBIT L
T\ % (fil: Palmer 2001, Lyons 1977, Bybee 1994), BhBhga 7z & OFEREMEICE > TES Y 7 4
¥RET2E—I N —D—DLERIILDEETRONIBERTH 20, HEFEDE—S
L2—h—lZBWVTIE, 202 O008HBIZEIT3%EENHE G LR,

ﬁﬂni BTSN w—h—D%EMLEODEELRHEEL T2EEENSEEO R HAE

SENES ) F4 DBEEBLTC, EO LI ICHEL B 2RBEL BRI 20200 56t
n®~%f%% AMERE - SETERINEL R 2EHEORANLEALZOTILHIE
bk & RGN 2 BE T 28 THh % £ E A 5 Form-Meaning Connection (FMC) D&t
WHESHWTESEOXEOBEBEE AT 5 0I1c, AR L BEEOES Y 7 1 DR

L& - BEEOWEREROEBVWEEY ) T4 0SB L OBRTONMT A L 2EANET 5,

AREOERIIUTOEBY THE, BIHTREETBICBILFMC LE1IEELE2
SR PO MEY, 5 2 T2 Palmer (2001) 12 X 2B ES Y T 4
FEIC > THAZE LhEZEDE YY) 74 Rz g - WL, $3EHTIIHAFE L hERFED
EFY)F 4 BROBEOEE—F L2 —h— DR B - D < v E v 7 OFRAIBRIC RIT
TEE LS ERWBLE D S AT 2, H 4 HiTld FMC ORFICE W T EHE D%
@gﬁLE%ﬁﬁ?%t Wiz, QAZ L hEEOE - Le—h—E FMCIitE % TRIFEI

TEHM, OF 2 — DK EITI,

i

2 18 Form-Meaning Connections £ 5 1 B L F 2 SEOER RN BMAOLENE

FMCs (Form-Meaning Connections) 2%} % Form (JBR) & i3, FEREGEZALE
SEAAOMAT T, TRTCOSEENFRPEIIIFT A EN 2R L BRI R RE O 5% %
SR EMTH D EELSNTWV B, FARkIC, Meaning (B%K) &1k, ZORBIEAD
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HIRRIEEZER L, Tl A% TH 2,

FMC i, BREFERIGEICE W TS, BRSEOREWEENIZ 2 S 2 =557 1 7 7 Hshs
DIieHICAES N, XS h, BHAMLI N, BBINFEHINL L) 0BT EED R
MORMTHS, ZDXIIc, BREERICGEZ Ty 2, © TAFM,. TS, Luors
DEAEWICEEN T SN h 73 —icd T 2 ERAEF O, BEERMSRIc ka0 650 %
PRNT A =2V R EIERD & 9 % Lakoff & Thompson (1981) PoDFIHIZX > THEBEx N
5;5ﬁﬂ7j—va@h®®:VE%yxaw5$~@@%®ﬁ@WK%étm@?%o
anbmu\X%@EM&%&@&@@K&&xz:fAmﬁmuﬁﬁm\%%&%%ﬁﬁ
ET%&§U5O%%\bhbhui&miﬁ®@%&ﬁﬁwkb®xF?%y—wﬁéWT
%%k%%?%o:@ﬁﬁ#%\%%%&X&uﬁﬁwﬁ%&u%@@%wfﬁ&mo%n%
D LE DN % KRBT 2 @ 2 BHRIOBE 2w, !

SDEHIC, FMC I FFEOTER & B0k - B2 I L2 b 0Tl 2 (. SEEDOPRA L &k -
%%@vvﬁyﬁwﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁézaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁngm&%ﬁ?@b\:mm;of%a
LIEBRTADICREDHETOEL I 2EE, 2O X I ICBELDELL 2454 TAE—H —
THLHRBORKAFMCOVTHET L &ic, B2 2BEORELI D X 5 Iclgd 2
GmmmwwoL#L\:@%@%K%ﬁéh%%ﬁ@%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁé%2%%%%@@%
BICBOTRBISMIBIGTE %D 5 5. —BINAKRSUL, 2BEOE =308 1T 2 KR
NG =B B SRR BB LTI I N AR LB ROy EV Z Ol
HREWRLTRBL 0 I Ths, ZORII, B -SELE SHEOBARMN Y —
DUEZREL L, FEEIH S8 L B SHOERRIEM L T3 BAIcIE =
RO EFRDFE RO E DAY — v ZFLR RS2 S BB T 20255 b . li=Ei 51
BIEDERED, WIS S EEEEGRIICHIE L TV 2RI BADERLS TR 2,

2 SHEENRISRAXBEEPEZEOES Y51
SRR O BN 5 7 417z Palmer (2001) DEF Y 74 TR, €5 Y 54 % (8

) IINLEER LY, ERECRME, A C A TEIN S A— F LEN#EA L
DERIPIRIZE > TRENDE—FNL AT ADLSRDI-TED . 208 OEMOEIRE
WICHHMEI TR AW EEZ TR, AMETHNRE L TOEDIEE—F LY 27 LTH 2.

TSNS RAT LIFFEREIVREIC K > TRB SN BB T THENRLDIKERT 2 b0,
ZERT 2 FOOH L BT TR R L DI ERT 20, 28K T 2 b0,
"SRRy (Epistemic), FE#LYES (Evidential), TARIE, (Deontic). TS (Dynamic)

1 ZOMIDEIHDFELZU T EEHTH 3,

‘We believe that there is a direct and intimate relation between grammars and mechanisms
for production and recognition. In fact, we suggest that GRAMMARS ARE JUST COLLECTION
OF STRATEGIES FOR UNDERSTANDING AND PRODUCING SENTENCES. From this point of
view, abstract grammars do not have any separate mental reality ; they are just convenient
fictions for representing certain processing strategies.” (p.35)

2 Mithun (1999,173) 2 X#ud, Irrealis TRIFMCTOMBN, 386 >THIZ - LDTH
LIRBLOGIR ) €, Realis i3 THEULI N2, 3R 72, 5T 5 2 & ERBLDFLB,
EFNEICL>THMBILDTELI L) 2E%T 2,
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DADDEY V)T 4 P65,

rERsfy, %% 7 ‘Epistemic’ £\ ) BEIZ, ¥V P viiT "M, 2#EW%RT % episteme
LWLWIHOEELSIRAELZDDT, BFEOMBEOREREEICN T 2 K %2 £ T (Lyons
1977,452), —fic, SEIBVLTCHKZ R T L DICRAHEEEZET OO, BIETE 2L
hoDHREET LD, ~MCHISNTLEHDHSDHAMERETHOEVI 300547
BH s, NS 3EEOHNIE., EERNICIZZENZ, THHEL &5 \vix TERMHIE
(Speculative), MR DIFEE 1 H 5\ i3 TARMEHET ) (Deductive), TKiE, (Assumptive)
LIBIEN B % DEED TN, 5 F 4 1k 20007 (Fic TERMHN, & T
R, oxf) LrRohkw,

FEEgE  (Evidential) 1325 OMBEO BRI T 2 300U % £ 3, TRERRM0, & TRE#ME
RFZEOMBEOBEER IO ERET 50T T&@EE S Y 7 + (propositional
modality) ; &#EiEn 3 (Palmer 2001,p.18). ‘

TR, 232% 3 2 ‘Deontic’ L \WIHEHEIZ, HWEINDILO, ) 2EITX Y ¥
o) déon £\ EIEDSIRE L 23 DT (ODEE 1966 [1969, 257]) . Deontic modality X &
ERICEEDOH BT BEICE > TEITI N T EOLAREPAREEICEET %D ) (Lyons
1977,823) THH ., XhoFiEE I3 NPOTEZ HET 2 EEVINTICHFEET 5, 17AD
ERMEIE T8, (obligative). WIREMEIZ TEFA],) (permissive) ICZNZF G L T3

TEIRY, B XXHhoOFEE INZANWOTEIZHGIT 2 EHESHTICFEET 5, 20, 15
A NORBAPEEICL > CZofTEiZ il s, BT EEOEBENLZENIZXR TS
HbH o, FELBHLTHE LA ERABICLADATREIC L) T3 BN ARIE L
TRRREINEHEDH 5, Dynamic 2T % b DI, THE 1 (Abilitive) & T EFE4: s (Volitive)
THBH, WFER & TERN BERINZOHERECERICITE S R watiE 5 AlEto
HHHEFEICOWTEKRTZDT THERWES Y 7 4, (event modality) &9 Bz
TELDBIENTESL, ¥/, INHGDEY VT4 D MMuAT IV =ik 20T BN :
e—nudy 7 odul e (Lyons 1977 787) Td % Alggth & bR M DXL (Possibility/
Necessity) (ICHELTWV5, FlZIE, "N, OTMA T2 —TdH 5 TEAMEEN, "8
RUEHWT, ZZzhnFn, TREREBNICHETH 5, TRBNICHARTHS ) LIRS 5, [
Bl TIRIERI, o TEFR[ & T8E) B2z TIRFEMICITEETh 5, & TRIBIICHART
Ho,, "B, o TEEH, & TERME BZzhFn TENICHEETH S, L TEINICRATH
%) LIRRT 22 ED8TED,

E—F NV AT LERBTERIGEBIIE—IN—H—LIFITNS, E—F L v—h— I B
HEHHT 202 —a v SBEICB U ZHANLRRE TH S0, a—a v XFEEICREI N
T2 HOTH A, EETIE. MAY, CAN, MUST, OUGHT TO, SHALL 7 ¥ 0 Bh &3 »3f#
AE ., 0o o#EhEiie— s VEE L RiEns,

E—INCATLEZERTLEYY T4 EE—FN—H— @ﬁﬁ%i&@%%@bT@W
1 Thsb, WEE CANIZ TEEHlE, DY) T4 2KT I WD D5, HARWA TR,
DE—FNw—h—7TlF%\» (Palmer 2001,36), F7= TERWME:, %N 720 680 & R
PR THETAILLTERLI LS, JOKIZE TRHMME, oSV T4 3EEN
TR,
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Possibility
Event modality Propositional modality

Dynamic possibility Deontic possibility Epistemic possibility
(Abilitive) (Permissive) (Speculative)
Can May May, Might

Can Will, Would, Can
Dynamic necessity Deontic necessity Epistemic necessity
(Volitive) (Obligative) (Deductive)
Will Must Must

Have to, Shall Ought to, Should
Event modality Propositional modality

Necessity
E1. Palmer iCLB3E—4FINI AT LOBREE—FINT—H—D9%H

RXDOK 2, M3ixzhzi, HAZEEFEEDEY Y 7 4 % Palmer OEFHVH AR IC KD
WTHELEE—I NI AT LEBRTE2EY ) T4 EE— N —Dh—DOHTH3, i
5 DHDIERRICEE L Tid, HAGEEE L CHEFEEEODTHICBIT 5 E5) 7 4 HIREOBE 2
L, 2o DF TR Y Palmer DEICHEHEB L TW AHFEEE (HAZEDES Y F 4128w
TIEERS (2002), PEFEOES Y F4I2B8WTIFE (1992) I2EOWTHELEZDIDOTH
%,
HAFBLHFEEDOE—F NI AT L, BBk E L BB OB 2 EEFENE —
SN2 —h—t LTS 5, HlZITHAERBFERE. HMbnEaE. BhiEE. BB
MU R. PEEEEETE. BEE. BlFE L v BEERH L, Zno0EEPYELE Y
VT4 O E ORIEEER (E—FL—h—DFER L EK - HBEOMNGER) 2bah T
(T 57012, BRPEOEEIS CTFERE2ELTEREL TV S,

Possibility
Event modality Propositional modality
Dynamic possibility Deontic possibility Epistemic possibility
(Abilitive: B]EE) (Permissive: #F%) (Speculative: 2558 M:3¥r)
~TH L ~»db Lk
Dynamic necessity Deontic necessity Epistemic necessity
(Volitive: =& - 13%) (Obligative: DAEERZY) (Deductive: JEkEMEHIBT)
~J. ~&> ~&E ~ZHE AV
~7f=\ ~N UL & s ~3T7E
~NELE, ~DDE
Event modality Propositional modality
Necessity

2 Palmer DERICEDIAEFEDE—SFILY AT A
KF : BWFERR. 72V v 26 : FHmHE S TE .
YdEE A BhEhEE. TR BhEE e R
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Possibility

Event modality

Propositional modality

Dynamic possibility
(Abilitive: BEZ7HIWT)

Deontic possibility
(Permissive: FFH[)

Epistemic possibility
(Speculative: FHR)

£> hui, 7] ké
Al keéyi, & dé

£ néng, BE®% nénggou,

BE néng, AEf¥ nénggou,
THE kénéng
A] ke, Al kéyi

4> hui, #8 néng, BE#% nénggou,
5 dé, AP keéyl, A[8E kénéng,
i yé xii, A#F da gai

Dynamic necessHy

(Volitive: EH& - )

JTN ILL\

Deontic necessity
(Obligative: #%%)

Epistemic necessity
(Deductive: #9%)

B kén, BE yuanyi
EE qing vi, FE lé yi
B yao, % xuyao,
% dei

% yao, i% gai, M. ying,
J¥i% yinggai, 3 déi,

24 dang, /¥4 yingdang
WA bi xd, —%E yi ding

% gai, V1% yinggai,
% dei, & yao
—E yi ding £ bi rdn

W55E bi ding

Event modality Propositional modality

Necessity
LJ:ZS“F'E] EDE—FIVY AT I

X3 Palmer DIBEH

N L N I e N e S L
H3H BASEEPSRAE-FNY—H—OBREEK - BEOTIEST

2. 3,5, HABOEY Y F4ICBVTIE1IDDE—F N —h—01D2DEFY T4
PLTLHERE L s, FEZEOES Y FAICBL TR 1 DDE—F Ve —h =220k
DESYF 4 E LTHRET 22 L0395, 20, BERZBOE—F L v—A—DERIZ T
LTwah, hEZEOE—F Ve —h—13%FEME (polysemey) 3H B EFEZ 5,

M1 DOEEDE—F N AT LOFHPS L5 LI, T=—FLe—h—DEEHIIEHE
RN BAUSSEN AR Th ). B ERIN TS, LeL, TOE—FNVORHD
BEBE X 13 TR, & TR, =YV T4 OMTHERmINTE T35, Feab L7z X )z TR
B T5Y 5403 THERN, €8 7 4 RSN £V T 403 Ty %mj%&974
rnwIaAaFIY—RBLTWVWS, ZORLAMHEOEYY T4 THBOE—S N —A =0
BN ZEE L LT, SEEEIZ, BRN, £ES5ERN, DESEANICR T, 74V
F 4y VHAEBRIEAT Iy 7OBEKLOIREL7-DTIE R, ZERT Iy JHER TV
T4V 7@%%75)6?)1’(&[21/%’ EWw) RIET—LTw5,

Sweetser (1990) 3. THRIEM, € —F L OBEKDS TR, PRI N TR L
FET B, BLlL ~&m AT R CHEAINBEER XY 7 7 —HICHRFHAR L AT LT
T 2 NEOLHENHFUOERT 256 Th %, Sweetser 13 F 7, TRIFEMN, & TEHN %
H s BRGR PR T 2 LIEEZTES T, kxS HEANERO N & 20O
FEEADT Y BV TPBHKRTH 06 EEZX D, €— &W®%§ﬁm\%ﬁ®%%%§?lﬂ
D2 —H—DHFEEDH LI ZORMTIERL, A¥ 77—y VT OHFED 5\ IFRANC
X3E%EZ2%,

BlZRACTIDZ LZHHATIE, XRDEITHS,
B :

John must go to all the department parties.
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ZOXIF TJohn T RTOEMOAA—F 4 ICHE L AT RS v vy TRIER,
ZEWRE TJohn BT RTOERD S —F 4 ICHIET 21058 W02 L v TIRERM, 75k
SRS 5 2 LSTED, HIRICBOTEE (L /30 IMIA»ONDGFEE) 12k T
LT SNZBHEMADO N LFDOEE (HEVIIEON) KhH2iTh I3 2EKL
Twv 3, TEEI, oERICB VT, AIUXEIR T John ¥R —F 4 I28MT 2 F
E23d 5 LRI R IFIUT RS v, LI BKEZERT, 22T MUST 1Xd 2 Efkic k-
TEHINRBEN LN E2EERL, FE (H20IE—BOALI) SCHIcEIN-ERICET
52 ERMNT WS, ZORFN RIS E T 2 BEN 2. WERSESIC B 2 mEI
REMN TN T I20RYTH 5, RIFENER L BRI EROSHBEI DL I 1. 207 L —
7 ORERNEE O, MEBADO R Y 77—~y €V 70BBLEARIN TV S,

HEFEDESY ) T4 128V T r?FEM"B’JJ & TR, OWMABDEYY 74 L LCHRET 2
C—A—=DHBDII L. HARE i??;b)o CDIERE—INT—H—LEFY T 4 DY
EV?@%%#E%K%&\*D ICBWTIE TEERN, oe—F Le—h—ik TREN, o
T A—POIRELLODEEZ B0, HABIZEBWTIE TRER, & TSN, oT—4 0
C=A—DEIIA Y 77—y EV OGN, oF ) PEEREEE T
V3L E TN, 3BT HRIRO B O X J 2MEBR T dH 2 DIC KT L, FAIARERFESE S 13 T3
Ak DRI E TRIERY ) BT HEBOBBRO X HEECH L EE2 5, JDZ &%%
2ERENROBRRBIEHT 2 &, FEAEBENHARED BN, ¥ F 4 Dv—Hh—
BRI 2L ZICZNICHIBT 2 THRIER, €5 F 4 Dv—h— kﬁféﬁﬁ#%%@tiv
ETHDT, HEEOADEBELR SN DTIE R0 E VIR ONS,

F4m SHEACER - BEOTYELT (FMC)ICHUD [IRIER] & [REM] OF1—-OES

Jeibd ‘John must go to all the department parties.” @ k 5 12 ¥EZE314 12 13 H UASE O
28 TIRJERY ) & TERRM) D o0EKEZRT Z L2035 205, TIREMN, OEAIZBEEMAED
NP DEFRICH 2f78%2 I T0E, BN, OBAICEb2TRIc k> CEHI N
a2 N2 B L, 558 (B2 VIF—DOALIC) HicEINLBERHIOET 2 2 L2 8B0
T2 EV)ECYH L, BEZREBECINI, 2205 Y T icBuTXho FiEL
TRE IR A2, REN )74 8B TCREEBEITAEOETOZ T FIz0 L
TR % T I DORIFEC. "B TSV F 4 LBV TIRENTALREETHL &
WHELYH D, TNIREBBARNICEENZEHRETH 2 LAD ST WS (Halliday,
1970, p.333),

DX I, TRIFEM, & TN, 05 ) F 4 OEBICAUE—4 < —h —H i X
T THiEEmNICIER L SR TEREI N BLHEN A 7 ) —DE0LIC k- TiliED
%VU%f%L%?%’&ﬁT%%oiDﬁ%%ﬁ%?%#;—ﬁﬁET&:mgm%l—

%%%T%@%&%@%%hi REDEEICENNLZ DL H B, 2L T, PEAHARE
FREDEYV T4 OEFRICEB VT, HELEESEOX 2 —0BOLHIEIBGL TS B
NBHDT, HAFELHEFED TRIFEW, 5V 5+ & T8#N, 5V 54 ® FMC O8I
BlboTwa Lt EbNEXa—DHKZ2TIZ L T3,

- R
Hmmw(wm)u T — VBB ORERNIMERKICOWT, PARY bo—h—%2H5
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W ERRTWS, BElZZzo L FICRI > RE, HREPREZ0ERT 5, 206 DR
DWEIIFE I ARICHEING, 7ARY be—h —2NRDORE D NERIRT 7 % 38T %
SOICAIIE NS &2, LDENCFVARBEEFOLEERNEIT, 2ok, FEEIC
FoTEBREN@ Y saIa=hT o 7HRIIERI NG, BiELE> T, £—F)LBhE)
SR AR T A2 2 Ll L, IS IX AR O L BB O R A T 5751 TH 5.
ZN0IXRATIE R VDT, ZNSIEHEORIUCHIEL T B 7 AT Fw—Ah—ITRHEL
AR

¢D;k5$ a2 TRIEI ) & TEEN, OF—F N2 —A— LT AR bw—h— D
BREETLERDE IR LWL, FEEBOT AR Fv—A—IC 3 ET2RT 1T
le;, LIRBEDRESiZET T zhe), 3H 3, Thone—A—x "RFEW, 2BERTE—5
Ne—Ah—tidEET2ILiFTERLLY, TRREN 0¥ le—Ah—tidfiEddsr L
13 TE 3%,
M1k%2i2%%%%@ﬂfﬁﬁym%mJ%mm%iﬁﬁ %113 TARIER, R, 2

regstiy, Hikcd s, Hl2o TTley 28 Thi% yinggai; @ rn/ma%klfl’h Hkzm#FEaL o
% (Li, 2003, p168),

1 3kAT VA z2 ik 7=,
women yinggai  aihu gonggong  caichan .
E5 % NET ¥b5 pito WARE

TR BRI DMEETFHNE,

Bz b HEX EIEES Y, AR VA3 ) I
ta zuotian dongshén de, jintian yinggai dao le,
e HEH H ¥ Bhi# 4H 97 A< #|E

WIZFEHHEFEL -0, SHIEREIZTE,

HEZEOE—F NV —h—0 REWN, Bike "7 ley 23R L 2w 2 &k, THRIER) A
ETIHBEDTEBICNTE2EMTELRVLILZERL TOVED TR, BEDITAELZE N
THEZFICBTARY beo—h—TlRZCEFEZHCETNIEZ S 20w EWI)FHIRDIH 505
TH5,

—77. TRk, HE]&E&J:.M:“C; D &9 HHIRIZ >,

FRED Z EWZHAZEOEAICLEZ 5, Hlzi13. PEFED "% yinggai) Xt d 5 HA
BEOE—FNw—h—iF, REF; & T 'Cﬁ)%?bx TREZ) 13 TRIFER, Ak,
N7 13 TR, AR 2N F G L Tw 3, BEDTRHICOVTERT 256, TX
P TREE L) EWIBICEIBILT 5oL, THE372) i TR -%) Ewv
I E T~EoZ TR LI ELEDLEVIEVDD S,

N7 o7y & I~ oki3dR) OBVLEHRHTSAOIE, HAEBOES Y 74 O
ﬁmﬂmf@ﬁ%%L&HhHKG&woB$%®%VU%4 k. I 'Y T 4 B
MRS THwE, FAIE, MHIESHECIRTE) LIy, MEIRSHES) i
IR E T332 EWIHIEF ) T4 2RTETICTTOoNS, ZOXDBEZRT b DITIE,
MRS HBLRTE %) & MBIZSHBVLARTE) V) OO XBEZ SN LD,
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FHIZEYV 74 WarlmEE, BFEGETOPRELE VI ECLD 5, HiEOBKNEY
. BIEICBOLTIE TEC) EWITAPEREETH)Y, ZOZLDBHERINTVEILEE
LT3R BECEBCTUEL TELC LI FTAENERINZDLE ) BRI N TV (E
BRICIIBEER E REHOARESELH S) ) Ths, ZDXkHic, HEAED TR,
BV T AICBOTE, GEBTEESY T A BIOMBICBOTHERRT I LNTE S,
L2dh, MaEmiICEZ 2 57210 T, BIRAHNICH 2O00BLR3EBRZERTES LI 4
i, BAGRIIC R TORBR AR TIIR LS9 D,

—H, TREM) TV 74128V TIE, RIZSHEZREE 57 Lwd Xdic, =4Y
74%6®A#L£m*ﬁmﬁéomem ZES Y T 4 TR EBICELT B0, Bk
AT THRIER o7, E W X ICHEMRETH A I LEZELTWSE, L, €Y
TARMTPBRETH D LT 5L GEEDBERORHAMTON- L EBETHEILEZERL.
XELTHRYE LR BB,

2. & =

ImmmyQWOS%)m YU T A DEERIREFERVICIEE—I N2 —H—DEETH
50 EHRmNIC I EDOBETH 5 LT 5, HEFEDOESYY 7 1+ OBERFTERF A
mjﬁ%—fwv A= DHENCEHT 5 2 ETRINDH, BRAICERT S Z Lidkv, f
ZUE, FEloB L OREERFI 3 THY ., B4 DL )i sk,

B3 A A i wZ nit L Fg

women bu yinggai aihu gonggong caichan,

B4 A VA2 A EBP Rdt 7=,
women yinggai bu aihu gonggong caichdan

Z LT, #MEERINICIE Tz yinggaly 2BEL TV E2DTE—F I —h—Z2HEL TV
BEXIVICHAED, E—FNV—Ah—%2BETI L, FEOBROEHMBTONTLRNLI &
ZEWRT5DOT, EBRICIE T ZF AL W& Ew)EOBERZEKRLTVS, Z
DT e, TN, BB THEETH B,

—7. Eﬁa@%&074 BV, RIER YY) T IBLTREMOZ ENE 2
50, TR, BV T4 oW TIHBEROEE LA, 2BHEOGERIEZ SN,
BIZIE, el L7z "HRIZSHE 21397 OBERICIE, TIZSHEZ I THRw, & T
B HERVIZTE) 2355, BIFIEEYY) TAFTORET. BEIGEDORE L VI HE
NEVIZH 258, BHRWRWICIZEL S S THRIZSHEER ) LLIGELZEEL VS LR
bis,

EbHIZ

MEDZ o, HAEBIZBWTHHREGEICEBWTY TSN, 2875 Le—h—1L
TRIFEH, 2RTE—IN—D—DHRIZEL Lt Bbhotk, £/, HASE @%&074
KBV, TRIFEW, & TBEN OB —FLe—h =0l Tws Evd 2 DSt
WEPHELRTES k*l;%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ&_uﬁéh&mivthWmﬁ&%ﬂ%A
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MBS EL 5 N5 2 L 3o Tz, FRC. BARZED TN, OE—F V2 — A —I3ES Y T 4
AP IFTh L ERSICB W TOAEDPEELRT I LHTE 3 L) HAGEEAR ORI
Cof iy, T4 ) T4 & TRNERW, TV T4 OEVERRLTED, HAGE ugmﬂ
HEZEICBWTED D IO EEOES ) T4 DEVPHEETH 2 EBObND, DI LI,
Sweester D X ¥ 7 7 —HIe v v 7w ) E—F )< —h — DR ELNELED S DT
% sE . EUREGIIIC L HERT aEERICb o, LEDo T, FEABERBEEEDOESY
FAOEBIZBWTIRIO2EOE YY) 74 DEVEPHECT 2 BORDEIRI 2 DT A\
. F-EEAEE

OHMIcEWTIE, ZOSFHEOEYY 74 DBOEEMBL T2 E) R LEIHRRDPLD
SRR TH S LB b s,

2% 3k
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