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1. FiiEhes

EREE 3% BHREel vUF A=z @Atz Qo] A Eel o FHES T
Agre] szitel A Bl ol & #5A%td AR BEY LEE =4 H.

2.8 d lenneth R, Hammond, Gary H, McClelland ¢} Jeoyl Mumpower 2$o] 19804
ol Human Judgment and Decision Making: Theories, Methods and Procedures 2t &
Haskd A, ©

2 R A 197846 o] E9 FiERl University of Colorado ¢l A 2549 &
£ BRI 24 BREREd 3 #HERY BRLE HEsNc 8% . o #e
ulE o] BHE B2 so "HA4FE Aol

234 {iE Srlde BEREAE 33 BHERES FEEA WAL A= oA
Hgoleh, b7 $EE TEREE ) HREEENA L R BRREERPAA FEM
B, BEERFIY AES Bk, THBY 2EE d3 HHMEL 25 =, LE
BESo] (| %o ¥ REE HE &HA g= A

* A%k FEABE 88
(1) Kenieth R. Hammond, Gary H. McClelland and Jerly Mumpower, Human Judgement and

Deci:ion Making; Theories, Methods, and Procedures, New York, N.Y.; Praeger Publishers,
1980 ©] & =R ol b2 fRAHR) MRILE 4ET Aol
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EET o 2 LEEHEA 4L %2 Yrh olREo] KIREE - THREEEY A
Eac Bie Zolst o e Z90k gk 294 R FRNAA BHEY TERE @
A, = os>r B BRe A2 A& B3ty 984 99 FEHE Fol Wty <3
A ARt

2y ¢ B 2T BFL oM 49 FHE HESE Aol oz Mg &
AN Higt-2 FEF BES oS = BERS b4 BRA £Ased Hivel 9l

23d ¢ fEFe] g7k o Zlo] of gt dvkEtd o] M LEEBH BEREHRY
e g FEE 94 AF gz dde g AA s 2470 | Foll o7 #ES o
ol s €= YdE ASY BEREHRS A9 Jex ¢z, A8 o= LHER
#el Hgn Heoz dx glo] wi el - AxdA A

221} o @ g BHol e MfEe =AY Bt etz Azste] zha] el &
Frg ek

2. MR REH2 HHE
Hammonl %2 BRKREHRS 3 & A40A = 48tz et

Deci:ion Theory(## DT)

Beha rioral Decision Theory( # BDT)
Psyc ological Decision Theory( « PDT)
Socizl Judgmant Theory( » SJT)

Infor mation Integration Theory( 2 IIT)
Attrioution Theory( # AT)

HES #R dste] mgtstd gt 2ot
AAZ D= FENEY FEF2A o F8H RES REELS 29 FEo

R.L. Keeney and H. Raiffa, Decisions with Multiple Objectives; Preferences and
Value '[radeoffs, New York; Wiley, 1976.

o] ZHHx Fe] o2 WS Zx A& wo 4 E #Eele MES 3 Feid,
RS AMEel 5 BoFez FHhoz KBS =z #FRIY iUt Aoz
RBRAEMk ] ZASA Hx BERL Al dAAA g Bbol ek $Est ik HEEw
Hgol=t 23 FEHIF d71e] BEoh. Decision Analysis = o] 58] Bl

tt&o 2 BDT =+ Behavioral Decision Theory 8t ;& LEEBHEEC] WHEES)
DT #ahel N #5Ee 53t AMS FRAEEY e mRsl=A 3t Bhost &
o 2=t Ward Edwards?] —@&9] Bhe& REHA Aoz Fed
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ko] =9 195449 ko] F@ol EHSH

Wird Edwards “The Theory of Decision Making,” Psychological Bulletin, 1954,
5(4). pp. 380~417.

o] 8= AR BELEEY REERREE SoMstz, AL AgAd #%
2 R gpEe TAE BA #HEE T AASHE a7 Aok

A7 BEY A-& Hammond 9] 433+ Herbert Simon, James March. Robert
Cyert %] Carnegie Schoold] W& FR2 A<, 1AL @& 2 FE 7dste
A 7t & Decision Theory & #5447 A SESEI 25 LEBEEC G52 o

ELI‘K

B, ¥

£ AEo 9, Hammond &% OHEZEZA LEEEIRNY BRRESRS BEI]=Y
gyel lg vz & 4 gtk whebA Carnegie School o] v Beih 8, TEEBFRIIS ERHEHR
L 2% BARLEEAA RS

28 &K BHo g2 Carnegie School & #1719 434fq Y i=chd %E | ¢ BDTe
By Aez A=

A s = Psychological Decision Theory =+ PDT+ Daniel Kahnemans Amos Tversky
o] xH 3= o2 9 BDTY Wiy HaolA 48 o vobrt RuEs &il7= &
BpxA s Zelg E£d LS ARl o ERaEMo 2 FE BRI ==ote] B
£ Fxx dted o ARCEZE BRIV A ABARAA REE AVA e
8, &80, Hih KRBT AL HTsiAl =t
YA & SJT =& Social Judgment Theory+ Egon Brunswik$} Kenneth Hammond %
o e 24 9 BOL AMel BEES B | ol ERT AES ded E#ES 74
HE R/E S WltstzA shed ot

A AL IIT =& Information Integration Theory = Norman Anderson ¢] FiE3+=

Aoz MM dE7tx9 HHE R WEIA Haesles FHEe o4 o BEA
Aol # Aste Fell, REHE % R RES X8 %BB%P‘—Fﬂ HAivel 3+t

wpx]wt 2 AT =+ Attribution Theory: Fritz Helderrs} FiEst= A o2 ARe B
B g W 250 oA BEEe]l MEEKEY ddE Jdeod QEA FlEre] HEe]
He #E7F Fd old S FRLE okl gk BBl Atk o ERB
< Eoh zEA ofd B £v RRTAA od #BEE RE2 2A =715 st
Al "

3. EERI AW

BlEs} Ze] 62 ST Aol KMoz A ofdv e HERSC vt =

Aol FAANE shogA o] FY KL Fd & g d& Aol
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AL <= BEE BEB B Kirshesl BE LESS EHSE e dex
7ol g7t QAeh

AT ur SJT PDT BDT DT

L
s
—

<E-1>  6E#EEAC] EHS - LEEH HH
o|x] DI. BDT, PDT #%-& Group [ o3 %3, SJT, IIT, AT %< Group 18 £
2 ot TiEe HE RERY A$Az, hEE £2 OBSB I$Az vm & F
gt zElz 99 (A DI Ehkpes 2 HES A OE AEdA zHE Ao o
2] <& 2>°]c}

e M .
Judgment Theories Decision Theories
(Group 1) (Group )
(REZS)(HUF)
LI e
DT l
e —r—
BEE A
A LE Y
I BDT [ 4
BESAEE LB RERFACRE o F
| PDT 1
EEH R LB 9 5o RiE
| S]JT '
WA INE : EAEY Ao
T

= :
P CBHES B WE St RE
! |

U RAE K S '

{E-2> 6fEiEEES EEYm LB
Al A A olF GEETES KAe thE faEel A SHE Aol B2l (B 3volwh

AT nr ST PDT BDT DT

ot} (Knowing) ST

9503kt [perceiving” } (Cognitive Achievement

g Judying? Orientation} 3h1 Preference) ] TR
Bra Decision) (Action Orientation
%78 (Cholce) J

{Bl-3> 6ffiEaHll Mol 28
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4. H: mmond®| Descriptive Framework®} 2|7} (SR8 K%
kel lammondd] BHFol kb 19 6EELES F47 Baslty) sste e e
Framewo k& p#sle stz 9
{E-4) 6{@iLiaEC] H# Framework

Categories

oo | e | BRE | T | [

T | | | | | |

~ BDT | ] | | | |

AR | | | ]
g | | _

e N
T ] | | | | |
(S I N R R

Hammnd= o] Frameworke] vlelA]l 4 Catogoryilz =TS ZIEstz, =4 6 g
ks A2 ese Fikd FRstg

v e ABEHEAE RE Categoryd] #&S Wilste Hikg HAS=2A Foh
o] FHike BWEKEST W FHol Eiﬁﬁﬁ}htﬂ e =&5 FElgtz 3FEr] o Eold
ol o] 1= A & Categoryd] To] F-clol s} zlakd] &Al3le AXE wA gk

AA 2 Originel 2t 2 & W LIEEo
Jrikel oW B Az dEstE B BRERA SAEF T3 Ad0E AL 4EY
A 2iAs 2 £REY HES FRAEAA 2z, 279 BAERS oAe AL T
g},

DEE ] AL Qs AL Ask 59 Beliefs, Expectancis or Preferencesel] =FEE-S
FoE 2 & 23 BB o] mEE O ¥4 LEiste BEHFRez R,
712 Single-system case, double-system case, triple-system case, n-system

< #Hmo g sty FA|th. Single-system Casezli: A& dalzto] task
ol Biee 2T %ET FHUT gol REste Ageold. wetA Task RFE] v Fol 2
ERE] A& BfES vt double-system casedte= AL gHAMol REdHA gl taske]
By 2% ¢x A& AFEA WA A ER 95E 4 4 dE ALk
triple-sy tem casezbE 22 F AbEo] 39 task systemol| H ¥ FES st A=A
AHEHFRZE HOl Efely BEESe] orld ¥ n-system casew HREEREI
gk,

Intend :d functionel 2} &= AL #]2 £33 g5 (Prescribe), @il (Describe), 8§ (Explain),
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BHl(Pred )9 old HEYS 2 JE7HE 2t

Principa Conceptzte Z& Fad 2 ol Fc] HER:E #MEES 2o HES =
RRERS HHERFEC ERAS BHEEY SHEe d2E 22 B/t 92 mas v
BV E FARE ARE e BEe o8 HEE BHIE 4SE g

Loci of Conceptszte Z1-& ol A £ Principal Conceptss} Lol &7 & Bruswik <]

T

lens mode 9] ol e &atEslE 9o u] g}, @

3
Subjective Use of
-~ Objective Data

\
>’Q< NS

2

O

Cue Utilization

Su’ jective Use of G
Su jective Data
. Judgment
) . N - ,
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=)
S
£ = £
S = 8 b
o S5 )
-2 o .g
5 i3
E @
]
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oo O
7
N
Feedback
1 {rom
Cue Selection Environment

Data Entry Data Utilization Data Orgarnization

{@-5> Bruswik Lens Model 2| FE{y%

£ & o] Jodel& S A& Hammond® Fikel w& 7o,
vpxete 2 Intended Useszhis & B8R &3 Abzbint obd gt BKE S &&= B

EHRS 1= EAY & derte MEE T8

(2) E. Biuswik, Wahrnehmung und gegonstandswelt; grundleguttg einer psychogie vom gegenstand
her, .eipzig und Wien, Deuticke, 1934; “The Conceptual Framework of Psychology,” in
Inter ational Encyclopedia of unified Science, (Vol.1, No.10), Chicago, Univ. of Chicago
Press 1952; “Representative Design and Probabilistic Theory in a functional psychology,”
Psyckslogical Reviews, 1955, 62(3), pp.193~217; Perception and the representative design of
psych logical experiments. (2nd ed.), Berkeley, Univ. of California Press, 1956; “Scope and
Aspe ts of the Cognitive Problem,” in H. Gruber, K.R. Hammond and R. Jessor, eds.,
Conte nporary Approaches to Cognition; A Symposium held at the Uuniversity of Colonado,

Caml ridge, Harvard Univ. Press, 1957.
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1. D:cision Theory(DT)

o] Eii& olv] FRENZ KPR HEE F=z At =3 = Morgensterns}t von
Neumanr ¢] Game Theorye} &8 3 F& 743 ol uioket. zelx HES HES A
e Ze Fotgrt.

Scopet - Single-system case 5h-& =&+ wheba] & REECT B AHEEES BEE
BiES = ¢ zoFe s Higolwt L BR oL B 0¥ 22 HHe o,
= S FRY o8 feedbacke] the-9] decisione] o @A ks o] of sl EIE
ot = ZoFu s HRES REEMY TEAERY SR 33 BRE ok EEERE
< olF BABRELE Fddd oFE F vl g

o] #% ¢ intended functionS g5ol Fx Qliz, wetA] BEEAA 28 FeHz @
ot =22} RAY A HelAE o] EM#m EANRE o Fo KEIF wd.

+= # £E2 decision, choice, preference, probability, utility, aggregation %&o]t}. o]
7H-&dl p obability$t utility= o4 BEEREHES judgmentz TF . 23 o] WS
< 7vF EEHE . HAb objectives, trade-offs, scaling, transitivity &5 FTEH SO

FTa0 e Lens Model <o A o] 34 Central Processe] BEE . & 919 ELSL o
Process® HEAsH=d At ok, 3 1AFE sU7AA Y ET@R A= A
¢ oh whebd OEBAY HEA A SR/ A god, odaAA v HmEE TA

of ozte fEEwel Btz oA B Pt BEBRES AL Hovtel o

abAuk 2 2 o] HES KR BRREEE Ft& Mk AT & dodx EEIh
o] HAYE S8l A decision analystr} BeZel vt #AHS MEY- HEERBHREES A& o
A BT o R e HEEA G=F Btz

2. B:havioral Decision Theory (BDT)

o] B9 R Fel A= FRYvtet Fo] Behavioral Decision Theorysh HiEE wt
Eo]yl Vard Edwardsol Al it} @

Edwar ls¥ OEEE 7144 713 94 BRRERS oHE Agoln, BERE] BRERkE
%, A9 EH, BROES, OHEWHEES, MARD HE DEIER %o REEIS S

(3) =1 HEE H#L AMANE LTS 2B 2. W. Edwards, “The Theory of Decision
"M king,” Psychological Bulletin, 1954, 51(4), pp.380~364 28] iz R A 8] “Behavioral Decision
Tt :ory,” Amnual Review of Psychology, 1961, 12, pp.473~498.
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ZAA 233 ov el Bayesian #iit8e) o FkE 2z 25 ERHNE Zoz )
£33 3t
o] HE5< Single-system case ¥%F o}] el double-system case 743 = ¥ gt
#x DTS 22 ®Ee wol @b #5) B B BEEEC HH) o3 s po
bt Bayssiano fistEamel Reohe Baraeh HBe BES BB BEY Hpe x
Fel A& REAAE txzA g}
27t o] B2 intended functiono] glel A= AR BiEel Moz HH el
T A& s dtm, dobrl 2R3 ¢ RAA gz @ & FEme EEEGo
2 3 4949 o] R s ovAx EHEUANE BRAZA @t ol BEL AH
A B JVE v BETPHRS FHRcd 3T HE 2 BHRe stEnsg s
Zeolth olide] kW 2H e REFHEEC] REHIA =2¢ & F d& HHF &
FHFEEel v H = et A
HEWZ Sl DT A9 vlcdt A 5ol wi$ Bk mEEw HEe) (14, BE
BE, EBIY BER, A, HE%e 2R EY fl5 & 4 ik orld wete e
By el (gZfRo) #E (pay-offs) 7} feedbacke] Bl RALIESS E3le] FHMsl 9
Bruswik¢| lens model 9] fifEZ 2twl DTA # 6# el Central Processl th&i= A o]
bzt 1,2 3,4, 5 6, 79 EFE oFx 3l £E o] RE BEY BN HHS
R e KES Tsted BfE T2 3k
o] Hadl At AAEZ LEBLSEIA BRERETH A& mist #Be e 4%
BtEE clolxz, e REEV o HEMA RES & 4 JEF 218 29F% FE
s fed gtk o] EAY Bide DTY A$9 zerzz BDTS #Ee s
etz o} gt
3. Psy hological Decision Theory (PDT)

PDT+= % it BDTO BERS #A&ste Az Higolel & ¢ Aok whebA mEss ws
£ 197040 LIRS doje @

olFe] BITS otEA 2 FHENY A5 2B A9 R Eﬁﬁﬂi‘i}i REETT BE
ok wEEkS FET 4 @RS OEMGEERY) £EE Fohe AL o ERIAGE A
oleh. oloh: ke FREEMES MEE 9F 4 Adde AL 2 uﬁu0ﬂ BDTS @y A+
FEHAAS] =R g WRERT 7o ERE 997 A Eo) mWEEstg e £
T 3tk

o

MY,

J

@) LTS —éﬂﬁz} ZA. A. Tversky and D. Kahneman, “Belief in the Lawof Small numbers,”
Psych: lgical Bulletin, 1971, 76(2), pp.105~110; FIAES “Availability: A heuristic for
judgir g frequency and Probabilily,” Cognitive Psychology, 1973, 5, pp. 207~232.
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o] Ha#H e DTSl #4$A 7 single-system cased o5+ Z2¢ £2 3z o 5 RE
= task system o] #g EREE AA 3t

o] %9 intended function & th&3} & Zolst. & DT 7t fERAss E4Amd BT,
WHES AU rEFBMEY ERE Dilstz, = BhE JHEEHs ¥4 F A4ae DT
1} BDTel A FiRshe AA A EEAY BS52AY o %A REs A gedes Ae 2
ofFx, 1tolrbA dl2¥A SeAAAE el Ak gt

BDT7} #E®ame) Hrs BEMe FEMQ BSgmY #EN BRoz 5 FEH M
BEAY FEER Foz vTFE AL B sgdd, PDTE §4% o veptA &
<& 7B Bipo 23 wuba o) AMEE 2384 T7ERetE WAk (availability), R&E
4 (repres :ntativeness) ¢ OEEBH HES A4 DEER FHoR oFH e sl
2 ¥ AUtk

BREZNA EEL F5 S Rolx thzte] [ERS Bk#|(debiasing)E chF=d ©1A
& DT BDTE 1H#E #ia (aggregate) sl BRS Eister #st PDT+ fF#el &
ABE#-] A7 KA BREE GE

DTY 1DTAH e, B, B, T80 BE ZA%] #Bes 8= #ERsARL
= HEE 29 availability, representativeness, anchoring, causal schema %52} (LFEER
B #es s FAS

ol® 8 &So] AT Lens Model ko] IAste MEES 24 1,2 3,5, 6 %] HR
o] Bt} 2]} central process (6)¢] A% data® FAHike M= hFA gor, =
731 9] feedback® &% &}

vhA ek 2 o] B Ee doA RRREE St EBHESAA =gl HiA ¢
= AL AHE, ol¥ % o] debiasing techniqueo] FZZhd] vhE HARAE h s it

4. Sicial Judjment Theory(S]JT)

SJT+ Bruswike] #RanEamel #HEE Sz Aok o] BaEHRS —4 R BEER
(Probabi itic functionalisn)etxz s E=l=], £2 olu ¥Hipo) FEEWAAY =714 B
B 2R webd B ERkS BER 2Vt B ERd RS Bt
o} BEL- o= Aol

Bunsw k] 7ol Hammond~r} o] H#7|& A$PW =z, 271 Social Judgment Theoryst
= 934 5P @

o] Zo] Wil AR ERg REEmEtkc] & HimEdA LIt MEY ZRE o

(5) M F. Kaplan and S. Schwartz, eds., Human Judgment and Decision Processes, New York,
Academic Press, 1975.
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w3 el gk BEEL REES oW Wbol ) MRS BERELS Lol BEH
HiRE £iite Ao HRKRAY Hote fEE REE) M E TEEDY Ry
= BER A 23d f1E 1 #KEE dAAY BH Aold owAo] ke o =
=7hE RIIEIT MESHE @iRE HEo R e dild WEE RELS) 99 A PE
o Efgte oWIRstE BEINE Aok wabd o A%E @i mo| #Z A=

SJT# % #E-2 Single-system, double-system, n-system case®] Z#E ©Eot. inter
personal learning, interpersonal conflict group decision %7 = ct2x 9o}

o] EF{- RURTE BAlZFel BEFEet o zedz oal @ilo] BEREENA =
=l #7015 oo 293 BB 2 HEE o19A HokstEsles g2E A ohir]
Lol EBE KR, A, BE BT 59 #EE #£HIA gx

ey A HEREY e ERESo R i zeEw grA welE FREH g
AL THTE BE A ¥ A7t BEWN B THRED 2HS 9o dct. zan g
M= e sb zo] pRit(Achievement)o] A4o] wown o]F ¢j3te] We, sk, ¥,
FhEES £ 2ol FHE T

BIES # 52 Lens Model 8] dF71A¢ ZE S 7= S 5o glch. o ExH
2 REEA A HO westel Bkl A fFel I A5 £l O 2l 2
HHES # t3taA @ FHRY {EY feedback & E3td BHIW BHEL A7z
=g F3 4 3w Aol

5. Inf rmation Integration Theory (IIT)

ol A L EEBdrel A ([HIEYEB RIS T 9lch .LE4IEE (Psychophysics) o) 2t 4
By - it 9 ekl BWIESE RBH ®ES WEd A3 Biold. zslUst o HIEH
EE ERE 2 AL Aol Haele & 4+ Uk ©

o] i< = single-system casee] FHT HAVLZ B4 Y £ 250 double-
system cas: & Z#} n-system case & £EFEA T FHAA = ol v]Fq A
RMHERKS BE BB A= EHE & & A2z 7o
o] Ei2 R e MFol < Bdel A=k 4 REFS 2d 2A/E AFA K
T ARt - tﬁE’J HZHE T8 BAlY #BRd &) e Aol
A3t < mEACY, FHhAs BHEAST £ X E AL E 5 9
T AL AHY HBHRAFTAGEED A8 KE)e bEs 2o @il
HESS fste AE 9u@. 237 ojy Model o] 744 & i

& Bz ¥ 4 U

6) (N. !/ nderson, “Cognitive Algebra; Integration Theory Applied to Social Attribution,” in
Berke vitz(ed.), Adwvances in Experimenial Social Psychogy(Vol,7), New York, Academic
Press, 1974.
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UTef EamlAc £BAY BE, %A, THRESS Ko £AA gor, LESY
#esd Wk KE R He fJEYd, BE 59 55, BE 59 mes @A

ol 5% &R REEAY BRE 99 R
23 o] Hie FE single-system cased] REA A X2, #ii2g Lens Modeld 2, 4,

5 6 %% o7 ok 2z HitRd S BRME] A= B stz 9ok
6. Attribution Theory(AT)

AT &2 Fritz Heiders] 31} & naive psychology =+ common-sense psy-
chologyz - 71 & &3t BEE Wl T BE <o £44 9+ ERES A% A
o sy Mg, HERRS sad. ¢

2 Ho Jonesd Kelley 2L o]A L o2 WEAA o5& Attribution TheoryE <&
o yeh

el 2 6EEHR /MUl E FHER FES M AA 24, = b ol LEEBK
BEY -5 BRelst & 4 A

ol Eigd @WEHE X A EREel= ¥ 4 gtk Single-system, double system,
n-systen & &# 7z, = AR HEEBES BiES MEE G2 @4

o] #Hzzol HEYSHE vt AMEC HUEY BESAA HeMHout HHES stz
HEgstel = glth o] RS BW3#He Common-sensed] o2} B2 HEL o7
Atk ol kel A o] i HAEEY WL HREAS RES & 4 A+t

Attrik tionzh= o] #HHE AL G L B Folvh. & 9 AREL od &
Btk 780 EEE% RFE A 2 A9 old A BE =E Y FBRAA o
£ 2A =Hesh el HEE An, R BRA EBAe/ME RStz sted

744 11EE #E5e BE Attributione] oh. MRS #ee WE HERIA geth Ry
& wo] {EHsEl =Y oA E Valence ®E Valuedsl: HEz Sz
Single-system case-2 %3 Lens Model?] < F71= fHEEEEE 7}tﬂ 3tz

o Migel HEFAAL FR AAAE BT o1F QAT Aol s WEEIAL K
RS 19T AEAREe B9 g ERmEel ohiF s BiRS Hael A%
o WE mgol WPl ¥ALDE WEEMY FEte] FouAm, e gHon:

(7) F Heider, “On perception, event structures, and psychological environment,” Psychological
Is ues, 1959, 3, pp.1~23.

(8) (I .E. Jones and K.E. Davis, “From Acts to Dispositins: The Attribution Process in Person
P rception,” in L. Berkowitz(ed.), Advances in Experimental Social Psychology, (Vol. 2),
N:w York, Academic Press, 1965, H.H. Kelley, The Process of Causal Attributions,”
A nerican Psychologist, 1973, 28(2), pp.107~128.
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—(EY F g A e FET Bl AY AR Bt

. &

2

LlEol A -relE 6MES BERme Wit #Hastaleh. ol sbd Decision Theory 3t
Beibald 2 f DESZEA EAs Aok okt 2 BEe 2RI e Folth

285 o AR BE#HE Aol WA HeEMm =t MEMTM EHRE TE
2 g7l = Aol Hammond %9 .DHEEH S 7Hxl FHifle] o

2F 7t 76tk iEd €3 9 Carnegie Schoold] ¥zwelvt Muddling Through,
Garbage Ca1, Allison Model, Decision by Objection Model %-& 2 &8l iy #8he]
Grand Systimg mtEe] W 4 gleod o AL v 2T %HS do] 2 4 el g&
Zo]t},

LA o)zl RS HWHTO Fm R H M T2 HEU oA 271 = B
o, 2y A9 e HARRY BES EOMN e &t A & A 2

WS A2 w4 2yl o3 RIS BRES TRl Eok Fx(F HREER!
B A HE) BdE ¢ Y MY BT BHEG o9 s vhEol ZE s
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