KRR AL BARRE
— BT Bk — M —
B o 7

Bl & 8
“0IZb0| RfE2te HAF= EESHK| %@ HOICh K7t ol7hE CragichE BFH
CHE AMEEHE NEHRHE WRSHK %E H0ICH” —James Madison—
— B E

AFHAE TR Ad9E BEE aFd. 23 g A7) AL A
Adse 93 R4 e FEA54E e HYm 55 9HsDe] YA4RE F
MY REMS T ooy AHIE d5 A%eA SEw . @R wsed g ZE v
w3 BEBAURE G s Al g s 9ed H49718 F UE Aol
2% AHelm, FTFUe] ANL 14 A B4 old G ol YNAE EAT
% Q& Aoleh. zelshe] ojeld YA e MM Lol AT MAFEEE BT
FAE b F@ AL b Hoigln (1A & {TEREH A% TEREES 2
FRAZAY 223 (FRIEEA AL o Bub EEE S R DkEES TAZA@ S
el A% wolE =955 o

LnE oS FRk) ol (RGBS RS A4 o e EAOEEIHR B
2 % VA9 BT ANF 2R @hTsle] Slel A #H S S el BB
BEMS Z9 2ol @ Moz wlwy {iBke] ol 9A Mt JEAE A
Ee) 2 2o 9ld.

I
fo
e

= HEO QNE= HOR
PlF A 95 Ao rhsb R A e ide] BB o Fud " AEaR

(1) MM, “ITBRRER, THREBHEE, SGERE, 1961, pp. 257—298

(2) Him, “BEREESY BRH [, [7, &k 19649 543, 693, @, “TERES =
off et RAUBTH—ITEGIE:, TGRS 2 JHENRITES #83te— ERHR, 19673 1€ 3,
Fl, “BEHRER" £RAWFE, 19699 1083 & #H=.
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Gudicial process)& Sr}ztg 0 2 QlAstE Aoz YE] Suwslg o1l 194 7] Fuke] o] Zul
BB SRS A Welel = MiEsERE sk (Interstate Commerce Act, 1887)¢] A A 3} o] W& w}
Elo 2 3t MEESERZE B e (Interstate Cammerce Commission)] A3 +&= 2% v 39 BFT
BAR(Z Y ag ez BETEES 2244 4 7AA e 2edd T4 EE
e uEez 3 FREEAR d¥HE Aoz A2y TERAEEAFRS ZE ICC
2 ¥ 3% 25 BUASIBRAEY 40 FoF Ao HY. oHF AF HHEHER
Bt FE BHTRY Pokld BdF oz FAMFL] Ledsger #FY KM
W4 shE olH e MEFEENY MRS X BT A TR el T F 9
\:}.‘ (3)

o)A olE ¥ {TEGARE Yol4 HEMY WAl FAs He PR Y51 E 479
o o3 Zeh

(D MABGES 944 BRAESAERulemaking el 42 ) =2 FAE 25,
A4 mE FHAAY, S 9HAB 24, 23 T EHRNT Yo A% FAoE
e 99AR AEAY A4 £ ALE d402 Ak TAHIE ABGE 49AB
9 H9WE BT FATHAD (IRUES TR BF BEE o YHULE A
o Yipdel Hi wE FHIS Fotel 1 flEELS JE =E 449 Q4 e AR
ze FAA AAE GBI AEH S 44 (expertise)?] B o] A FHAH A 2 A

B2 o] ASel F4dd] AFAd KEH] Y994

(2) #rel YoIN 9 HEM—Hk(adjudication)o] 2} & BWATHEAANE 2gdte I3
Aate) H2A AP A =8 gl did(orden) & G5 E YAy e A BIH. @
P W JPA F) 5 ofed FEABEES AU iRk = KALES REHE
of Qztste] FH A Aol dolA 9 7 EmRY HE 94 Y Y AR Y ¥
of o =t

(3) Frifsel QolA e HBM—IRE (Prosecution)o] 2} & 2] A 3ol HIIEITHIC] oFd
Ao YA ol A7l HE AYL Yo FRd}e P95 wIdch of £5HHL I
A7l A eFA Sohe] o EEEIFE (selecting prosecution) & & v] gt

@) BB oA HEM—EE supervision)o] 2} -2 o] A 5 Hrst HAIFIES]

(3) K.C. Davis, Administrative Law and Government, St. Paul: West Publishing Co., 1960.p. 11

(4) Administrative Procedure Act §2(2), 60 Stat. 243 (1946), 5 U.S.C. §1001 (d) (1964). ©]
%} APA 2 <FX %

(5) HAAN R HAEIE 9o d Aol Fs) A& D.L. Shapiro, “The Choice of Rulemaking or
Adjudication in the Development of Administrative Policy,” Harvard Law Review, Vol. 78
(1965) p.921 &=,

(6) APA 22 (A)(B)

— 257 —



9 e gAslatel A9 Aol He Aute FAAL Aoz e FATE 9
Plee. 56 BEOINEMS M3 o= Sd AAMA AU 25 A g} Pass
2¢ el 2Rt Davist B3 A 8L AL Tohobe Aehs Askel 108
99 (F& 2 4 BB AAF o] QolA T gickiz seA pER] FaA
T oo F97b S gelAokse 2 @Al Q¥ FEY WAl B 4T 94 AP
Axr} obrtE B WeAolhn A9 et

gL AFA dgel $3) T Avkm YAH L 49 WAooz MBED Aol
Ak ol HE FRLoI 2T dAG O FERE 1A ALA, @ e T, HIE,
A A AP, @ A Y 4T IS A% (3L 2 m=ddE wEAd
wrk e Ao dejd F gl AP ofd AL AU, ofd AL A g AU
o AAol QolA e A=FY wks) g o] ofm PgEel ol =AY oI Bifgel wE A
e st s a2 A EAYLE At 49 Aol @

23 HedA dAF (D @D A AEEE T2 TREK 3 FR S ®
Aol el A MeFA g Mk, ik 59 A= 2 A4 adE HEQR 3oy
E 45 Aoz st F led v (D3 (Dol & 283 A 57 BEEAY 719
e At Ho A @™ (D, (), 32 AFKEYY TECEFRE (formal process)o] 2} g 4=
Az (D FARML 1TEGRE (informal process)e] 2} 3 = 918 ol e}. @

29 Davis = A A7 o] KFAIA Aok FEAFAYA ol vkt sty W o] ool
glol Azre]l was FA AR ANLE Yo rdte] AR doo AGF FTAEHE A
E3te] goh. &, ERERl (V13 Ao FH e 3 glo] YA Hel YAHE AA
of ez Ause AAFE LA FAAA Fux} doh. 2| Fo ol #
Aol A Davis7} 53] EA5 = AFAYPA2A £ A€ AL YA 7o) RBAFEE,
EORRE, MY P28 ®ERM S (declaratory order) st #4597 R (advisory opinion)Z-o)
Aol AsAe @abel o 0o

= HBEO EA=S #Asls #EX

AR wgol AF FABAS BAHL AES] G4 oG Apel A Yo

(7) K.C. Davis, Administrative Law; cases, text, problems, St. Paul; West Publishing Co., 1965, p.72

(8) ibid., p.71

(9) FEARMTEBRZA 33 TG dFE 22 B BAYYG 27894 fezgyol
dzMe YA P. W011.4 Administrative Law, The Informal Process (1963)zt& A 4
7k 3ot

(10) Davis, op. cit., pp. 70—81
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A Aoz ¥ 4 Juste BAS £ Hx e ohld Aol
Jaffe o) ool iepm [Aekolat Agale wA A beu A shle A8 g Bt 1Ee
kel 98 o5 = Wgelrl. | (Discretion is the power usually given by statute to make
a choice among competing considerations.)? =7z 4| Jaffe = Magruder 2b2}9] 22 WU [
P9 pgold BAYE Ao S nAT Bl GFe AT AoI4Y F IR 2
%] (a clear error of judgement in the conclusion...reached upon a weighing of the relevant
factors) W2 o] 2t AAShel A Thas ol T vk (A9 nE VAL v F o
$% Mol BF Aol YAtE oA Ee A% 24sk T@del ek 2 4,
A9 mE G9ARe Ado] BUYE ZEEEe] o2 @ obFe] SHe Aozt 3o
B 499 adezd 92 axd Pyde WARA} 2gAT. WHez A 9
Ak 2AYE 2ol adlel wEd g HEZ Uk Aol AP as 24P
£ A4 AHEES AASE 2o ohiR 2 bz =3 WA AR oAk ¥4
TRl AL AR et o}, WA AFg FAA% Adste] e A A &
g B3 JE APl d4E T YEtE AAHAA gow ohvHnh. 2 Ak A7}

g P59 FH A4l At g Aoloh ] [ - vk - A =234 A4S §
d golA =z FFEFLL Rl e adg zd Yo #=kE g gl

2 r‘io

rulo

©
N

SEEEL
¥} 2enz 44 Ao Te 2@ B9l WAE ook Fele W,

T3 e AT F gloh olHE e HYs BN 2ddelsE A 2
Aol AalA A AA & FoA4E FAYT] WEo . JOIW

ol Az e Jaffe s =EE Fo AFd FE&& TAHINE AHE AAuwd dHF o
43 2o} & Aol

A4 BAYE 4dE ol Yol A= A H

A me#ordt gqld WA 2HE A ¥z UHF A

QA B E 2 aglelAwt g T Fo W AF-

(11) Louis L. Jaffe, Judicial Conrol of Administrative Action, Boston: Little, Brown and Company,
1965, p.181

(12) Ibid., p.182, (footnote 150): McBee v. Bomar, 296 F.2d 235, 237 (6th Cir.1961). o] gte} 7
o A9 #u 24, Rotkiewicz v. Department of Mental Hygiene, 283 App. Div. 458, 128
N.Y.S. 2d 654, aff’d, 307 N.Y. 847, 122 N.E. 2d 742 (1954).

(13) Ibid., pp. 181—182

(14) ©het Jaffe Al o] Aoz 4L HEA HHho] dAY Hsles YA ohve Z o2 oy
MiEze) B4 (Scudder v. Board of Selectmen of Sandwich, 309 Mass. 373, 34 N.E. 2d 208,
1941)¢ Exch 2 ol d A FA EAKE HEE Tt ARx A 939
73“&‘2}1}4 A% Jaffe olnl, 29 EFE v F A 2B 46 HuAHol Ho UAE
abA ut SEmEyETREA Y o] JASolofY Aol
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Az ol Aot e HEMSY WAEHY WBE 939 9350709 B w4
A oldatd 2 o pud] @ 4 e aom % 987 gy A4E 444 $A %
Avel FAARFEFD AAE S5 ARAAT Jgo] AgEd. o] AEAY G2
of GHAGAA AFde] AHHE FeolAUSY, o]HG ATAEHL FAY A=A o] 9
AA, = 2 FAYAA, 8¢ 8 dEsn Yk FAAE] FAYE 2L 2 3
of w3\ ojoka} vl za AU Aol Ak, o WA YzFAL o ol

TE RAAZ g el 24 dH aTY A @ YEF Ao L 4 g, T4
= AENRo2AY §H R AR E A4Sz Qow], Az 93 E 3
MRS 937 998k 9 Aol okt Ao fol st 2A L AU
wgo]l HE zor 424 F g Helch, w9 e

tjo

7

. REWERC i3l HEIFER

flelA 24t Je gPAF BAh 2 F8e Asgol Aol A FAFuio]
o] glod 2 =y oy o] EHES A2 e AT oA AR 3
AHE 2 e A BEBHTECEA AT § ole Hke) BE, THEK, A%E

7 5o B9 A= AR w2 o
1, EEEEO O3t SO S

AR WA YoAA AT WY Fe) FYA 2ukF WY, BEAYCD AP
of AAE S8 A0l HaD Atk AsNE B ) HHe-EEID 9379 2 Ftel
A, Aol 348 YA WBe| £22 e WEITHEE, 252 Ziﬁmw 7
AT 4 3 FEEETLE 98 712459 FAE A4S 202 G 2 2ax
2 2y wrlz @

(1) HlEm k) B R

A Frkel oA ol Bub BEAAAA D] AY FAARY FAL Ay gu
o b Fa AT AeH e § 4 QAU STy Ao glolaE 2

(15) Jaffe & =3t (A &9 F&olh &Y “UE"L FFA YA “Ki"e] Ig=o 3l= 30
(The “letter” has been observed; the “spirit” has been violated)etz T ##tx it} | ibid.,
p.586

(16) A5 FAWel ol E dhEF 22 A5 Agde FL¢ T8 Aoz Hojg, @

g B4 A9 AR P4 @ ARAUE AFe AAY Bk A4 Pa 2y
fol B AFde d4h @ AFA LA YA @ EFE2A Y3 A A 94 (S.A.
de Smith, Judicial Review of Administrative Action, 1959, pp. 181—221), 125 Griffith 9
Street & 3% 54, @ FAAE A, @ AEE S Ads Ads P4 3
AAFY 4T TASE AoRA HEEY Aol B &slctm gk, (Principles of Administ-
rative Law, 3d Ed. 1963, pp.230—234.)
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97} ohh. 2e vl Fg Yol YolAE FUAel 4ARUY Vel Ao &
o] Arki FL o)A A RAdsl A Aol Ak WAl YelAE AAUY &
WS ST Aoz A%z dohel AR AF S Bk SustEsl s Al
2 240 $AA2 A0 QY F 9t GAAFY Bl e 4ol Ao 4
RS AT SR ¥ AR FozA AFAY U89 $AE e Aol o] B
@ol Adslol geh 0 2o HiEE L o HE A Fe) 4FHE Aol YIHE 2 7]
Fol Fal ol B Tel A AHH 2 gk Aol ok Aol & 4 gl W
e Yurdel AYPNE FFHT APAY U842 A 97 Fro A9 HEk
Sl s 0 GRS 99 g a4 ¥d9 4+ 92 Aeleh Davison 3 Grundstein & of
A AR A2 Q9 W Fagol Fef et 2L We T Y O AL ¢
T HE @ A%E %2 e 9T BOEMOERS BAY WA, @ Wdd 4T A
FAYA T QA SdgE 2R A Fe] 2Ao)T. O 2} o)L =
ddel gloldE 94874 43R ARA Gl A e o e AEad2(F
& 2EH BEY §422) 3AABAA A4 TARE LA E Aol e A=
BAl Az Qek. AL 3 HHERS AFe A LA A m kol T,
BURE Q1% AWY TRYE FFAT] $RHA od ohihe dulgs FAld Lo

(17) B. Schwartz, American Administrative Law, London: Sir Isaac Pitman & Sons, 1958, p.28

(18) FBfEsLEE Yol AFAH A FA B3 714 HEA<Q 372 2= Schechter Poutry
Corp. v. U.S. 295 N.S. 5510} 2} & 4 glt}.

19) #lEd: ks 71 %9 ol geol #3843 Shapiro, op. cit. 2. Aee FA7) HoA LojFe
ol A4 = FIEE Fovde AN 2L 23]y JAAE Iz 9= Ao Heh: AA o F
fExzikel QoA AAA FAS A Ee AAH e ud e A Es} el Sol oA o).
o At} Schwartz &= -7 & Schechter HE:7} A& A A 3L 7o) 2a}x gl ). [Schechter g+
AdA g7z Y AL AR FAE Al TEAQ Aol AL ahA v BN
o glojAle) 71 F2 AUAA BEA AR E AL 238 Ada £F A4 4+ g
£ Ro] A=A ¢tow op & Aolrh, e Schechter Alzlel 4 Yehs Q& A AR ¥z
Bifell 9% HsgkaEe] A VAA HRkEHE A& 27% Ao opich, YA B] HE 5
$to]l Y ez —MMd TEAM HASA TS E AL ©dd dolgt F 4 Utk g
A7 Fo]| wpetol & FHEt-& A AA FA A FAFEE wEFA oFEA 59 BiFe] A
A= e FIELe 4A43A @ Aol ] Schwartz, op. cit., pp. 39—40. =2 = FfErikel o
o} o} AIAA FAF AFe AdARAL wid e IS He 2719 P 2= Mutual
Film Corp. v. Industrial Commission, 236 N.S. 230 (1915)¢] 9)t}.

(20) J. F. Davison and N.D. Grundstein, Administrative Law and Regulatory System, Washington
D.C.: Lerner Law Book Co., 1966. pp. 635—646. ©]| 5-& =3t 3 A7) 3do] A ZFH-L 87
S g3 2o TREE AT LEE RE o3 BB o] HEHM L E 2 Ut (pp.647—700)

A7 o] Ee 4B (Administrative Grace and Opinion)
¥k 2147 A E 7] 44 (Specialized Knowledge and Expertise)
9] 3 5 (Statutory Language)
B A7} 3] v (Administrative Policy)
o £.91 (Multiple Factors)

f93E ¥ (Multiple Purposes Criteria)
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Mow EORETBMCl ok & 9775 9% WARRS Boel B A7t el 9
S Aol ol Feol mEEMS AUIL] v E $olsiste S E B ¥4
& AAE ARA FAY A8e ogs) ARstdor @ Holehm F4G W o E o9}
ol AEAEH ] oot Yot BHz FL a6 KHAA dATE FALE 9
07 489 A2 44sE 997 $486 o2 98 Ay F47 obd F gl
BEE Qo As HE{iBY HAY B J2E HlEmEe Qdde 21E% 2 7
ol AATS YA gAY BERES Y *ﬁ?fﬁﬁﬁ@fifﬂ]‘% Fathel = bRl BEME
o Wikgael gleld EEe Aae ded e e delsted SUE obet ol st 2
& Ao WeIE Aol T 4 QL Aok 2e)eke ouy AdAL 4L 42
Davis9 943 2¢ HES A2 H4%7 ¢ 4 6lE 901% A Aol T & A
% [HES} Bedsle] gty T2E o) 2E Azke e Apol Yold HHMoZ Lo

AL AT A0oE HRFEY Bl sheise) Qv ojast s Aok BF
T AEE Az g Yoo A e K g 1A A o 2 E 9
2359 AR ueh ge HAL A Feix Y. 00 E Aotk |

Q) A% $e e S FHELiE 31431 RIES B BT sk oL 23t 15 A

Fabubrt itk & Tob 2o fEGTEe A 5ol oA E o AW KEES AEA4, Az
3 =on 20 )ea9 A GEHGF BEHA9d, 5 A7), e &m B

7+, A, 28, 2FEY uhy ol %%& A% AEaslddagy, FAYTA, zelabef 3%
T Y, okt #E FAE)L Ae FEGLESA dddE by dA%sY A
FAEA AHFA AR L5 $Ei§‘“{toﬂ Em‘@ﬂx}ﬁ Zeokatz slgA Bgo] g
-Avaz ) 1 W Foll WA BEY AR, THE FuledA d02 gEy Fe O‘E g ¥
ofvie} ulgtel A gl ﬁ&ﬁ{foﬂi g QYT Aol LY 171»}“ P%ﬁi’r e
24 7} °‘°{\é~ s Aol Ak oo Fate] oA lﬁz&ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬂlﬁs o) A e st FF
29 BBriTRe lﬁféi"?% ’A?%Eﬂ&?%ﬁ%(ﬂl 2ol AT ARt e AL FTEEY £
FHAMES AdFE FAHE ooy BEEE w30 9 ’“lﬁzﬁff Yeb & F gl A%
B AR 2o 5T yEEMLY 2ol ES {TEEM LY 2Hd Aete gAYy I
2 FE A e gelste Aol % 5 glan 53 ﬂlﬁ(ﬁig«l Bugtkol £Al = &=
At T o oglon weba gAdwY A FEA g A% 16}711 s e A T

ok ol gt Fobd PFAUAA &3] B WEY HHoz vidd HEiho g AA =
oF ¥ RAlsl FELEHS M, KEEHE 5ol ﬂ WEALe ‘éffd JRRI, FEEE 44, 34
Moz FATA FA Ao} wg} FRAA A5l A EJDH.L X ’4?*“4 A IR
o) gA WA FEHRBEMEY a4 e A FE A A gt D} i‘ﬁﬁ%, TERES =2
o g EEEE— TR, TEES W IERELTE e , BER, 1967149 193
pp. 109—110.

(22) K. C. Davis, “Judicial Control of Administrative Action, A Review,” Columbia Law Review,
Vol. 66, 1966. p.638. Davis & o] =Fol4 29 474¢ fAwdsts #9 o 24 &z

Ze FAAE Ex gich

Butler v. United Cerebral Palsy of Northern Ky., Inc. (1961)—Tuw2bA o} W& a9 &
Fate gk EERHUETE A9 BAS AR A REFR e G AR LA}
Warren v. Morlon County (1960)—T#F a8 zeist 922 32 AL MRS stz 9=
EayklERe] e »ud slx 91;7}011 AR S 2 HRITHES A8 AA = ghEor 3
Aol o A E e AFol AT A A BHRFEE b2 Y57t o dobel gt
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(2) MEpEHE—fEEe 1 |(secret law)

AFdol Heold Pre AFAPAle] glojAe YA EE 29 Foo wet HFF
oz FhstE ASs dvh 2AL dAo 2 MAMERY A4S 9AAE LaTE of
Uzt AFA FEdA s BgdolAd 37w A4 R oohzp 2 AFP Y 4t
= 33 ARHETL FUE a0t 9. 2y oG WEIEe] B4 oz 937%
A A Eel 2A 2 A Akt o) & B o] wet AR nAE A o
TR oA HEAF] ARNE AFHY FEAA/ 5L A £A4HA & e}, Davis

A EARE FHolgle], Aol wetAd s o5y AFHY dgeo HEE e A
ol gl A WA TS [ES] El(secret law)etz F-2wiA 2 |4 & A F3
A adte ZtEE vtz 2E 3 Qe P oA o et TEkES el sH =EHA FHE
45z Q= AR o 24 w29 BEE{t/5(Immigration and Naturalization Service)
o P} A E ez @b 2% P37 -2 EHEOFIG A St v st o] B
BEtEY AfdE 2 20 AHBFIGES 77 ®Fod 2300 vA € vt 99L& 57
A z-gatst glet

BERE % (The Immigration and Nationality Act)& = o 2 ol 4] [EBEE S 21719 A
Fog e & F vk jz FHsz Uk A, oA o) MAHAE HFARe] ofulE
3 7bete Aol olAY el B A Bt N4 AFH spAA e wEd 2e
ol aTE A BRE $F3A0F 5o §FAde] vigte wE #HEBI AF
o] A elA H28A HASES P22 gond ot futd BREL A w4l
9 #H, =E HTE 3 A9 JFd B3 42049 $+H & WslA deor FAEA
AT o) FAsE Ao A AT eF e WEE 44 vdE Gz Ao 2z A
72 BRERY A9 AYE AFKSA &) wFelvh. Davis o]} e & Ao F53}o
RS v 2 8T A AEY B okt 53] z3le] BEMA FozA Agstn
AE A& FASHA 2 2FHH ¢ 4] vtz U § 2 THEY ZEolzs
ARE e AFdA A A2gs F2 9o 2 A 2 L 2 Y vEde
24 o}l R AR ofFH FFES FA gz dvke Held. Mz AHstwm gl

(3) ITRELERRE 1T HHERE

YA ao A FFAYY FAs gfFe] A AF 2 AL T A Aol g7
o] upA ok & FTIA< %4 (ultimate loyalty)s] 71 F& o4 HA7t7k EA . Phiffner o
Presthus o] 93ls 442 AAME H T3] 847 T 71Foz24 © [ARIS 2L R

to,

(23) Davis, Administrative Law (1965) pp. 85-—92
(24) Ibid.
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iR (normative standard), 2 Fh¥EAEES 9813 7| £3 7] & (ethical and technical standard),
® 23 P71 b} AYHz o 7rh e ZEHEEM(clientele group)e] W A o
gn e AZMAE EHA FAALY S5 B8 gfelsts] SistdA e P T A 4
e PlA e EHES T4 dart v, g HEvt 33 gee] s v Az it
T F o 9 Agotelel et FAabe] L Aol At ol HEiEE &
Zr o EE 9Eehs] w el o] Zul (Hige REEHIChierarchy of values)E dAdgvhx &
o ol @ (HiES WEHIEA e AN AB/BE - BEwEE - XAl A
R BiEsS 42% o gddleovd dubd e zs ofg g8 A EdA D izt
YA 71de] ARl W AT Arb g Aol 2T FA L ol BEREE FY
o P Pt A A olHF BE 0 AFFI & AR pEAl FFEHA A

A FE = S Aol sAHEAE gl o adlg zEde HL &
R gt A4 - FAg s 4% 514 - FIERRUE AL = ARy o
Hat A1 PlEb kA acld web =ebal Aelwh 0 wakd YA AL v E o K
gho] AR hej s TH A A AA el glolds A BEE m Fojok
T Aolx ol F M¥Mle P Agst AL ARl 1AE EAT REp w@F Aol
T HES HEHA " Zlelwh 8 Aol webd e BEREEC eVt T 8% ZRER

rir

B ol AT e BEE o F HES AXEE AFE §A @det dpdes &4
ARWES) REFFULE FAA Az 428 gAAdZRE $17
& s AFA FAA e 228 e A G A TH et =rte FA el
2. 1TEURO 23t RIS HEH

A & FYH<A Aot AFozA Yol lelAe gtk Mtk P fEEke
B ShE EAERNEES 22 - ok WAEEA F2AA Ao [TEEiKEAPA)
ole} & & vk, A 3ke] AFP YAl = APA o kA A GHIEEIZK S 8.3)7t vl
Awd TEYE Fost glvh 2Ese of APAY £4 2 A SlFYgHEE S44

s
b

I

(25) Jorhn M. Pfiffner and Robert V. Presthus, Public Administration, 4th ed. New York: The
Ronald Press Co., 1960, p.553

(26) Wayne, A. R. Leys, Ethics for Policy Decision, Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice Hall, Inc.,
1952, chaps xix, xx, xxi.

(27) Pfiffner and Presthus, op. cit., pp.550—560 A&kl T #A FH o2+ E. Pendleton
Herring, Public Administration and Public Interest, New York; Mc Graw-Hill Book Co., 1936
Glendon A. Schubert, Jr., “The Pnblic Interest in Administrative Decision-Making, American
Political Science Review, Vol. 51, June 1967. Avery Leiserson, Administrative Regulation,
Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1942. Frank ]J. Sorauf, “The Public Interest Recons-
idered,” Jaurnal of Politics, Nov., 1957. E. E. Schattschneider, “Political Parties and the
Pnblic Interest,” Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, March,
1952, 5 #H=.
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Z lor 2 Y9y asE d=ks] o o9 jpsbd APA o] odtw HBIBIED = &
(notice)7} AA Aoz 97w gomiz ), £F FH7RL oI BAle d3ta K
g o3 FuAzR, 944, T HEY AEd g8 BAGRED FAE A3 FAAA &
o ohHet. § Fo] FEMfichearing) ] 712 & ol Al A Fz & A& T2(FE
B 82 FAH o A/ HL wedop Atz (). 2R 2 HR JAAE HA
o P AHT Aol dukd ez 9 7H 3 UGz,

2 o] A 7o APA o 93 Hikrygkld = °-F7H '@7413} EAHe] & F ot
oA HAKIEA QAN olaFAdelA oid PP o2k nHERA e 75 E FAT
A7 ARE Be) FAsIe shebel] FAX ATz 1) (b)). AP o FH,
Q4b, AMBE, Bf&, X, KB 5 8 3 FAAY A& HHS A Eae
AAE At A24 273 dAYGua 2). =2 32+ JEE BR &%
Al A%3t=E Atz 7l A= o] 28 BR, e, Al o4& F4<+
hE AFYel e AR Gz ok, Bt oble} 2 A%KEE ARE AE AAAA @
ol & Tt 23 & 7&71]3} A e mEso] 9x g} olHF AL UA ZAF
ub QlE o] But MH@e] w9 AAdA A HFE & i

& 7)o E3] 28 [ APA 7]— a2 Aoz 3w 9 AL o] &u} formal & 7EC] A
informal § 7ol A AAA FAldlE A £¢ Gz YA g Foloh. 2 o]
A3 Aol FAY MR MES e =AY MR oA REBHFREHS 9
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= HETHRA A PAR] 23 AHF 2%z g Feld. 2" ol=HF ol F
v} informal & P& W2 2 W&ol el FHAFS P kIt A& ¥ o
2} gkol v} MANEIE YolMY A g e uv o T 94¢& dadde A+ 4T
& o @ Yo BEMFEEE B4 2a BRY 4 g Aeldh. st old A
Qo)A informal 3 FTBkEBR o 27te) JHE nAsh: EHY Z4E G54 APA
AA Fe)2 Fad A shge st = Aol 0

(28) W. Gellhorn 3} C. Byse & ol 33 Ao gikpofimel ¢=t ] 9lo] 4} 8} |
“ERT e GAROYClE 4%, Af, £E ALE HRHex girn 1
g zgoldct. A7 o] MK %%01]7] s Bz B ‘i’:‘.‘i 7151%3:‘ =
AW rlell B E EBH HESMEBLY oJde AL wEsE wAg FTHH ERELRS
Ax FIAE A7t A3 W Aae AT FFAAENY AR vt Iz Ptz ol
(Administrative Law, Cases and Comments, Brooklyn: The Foundation Press, Inc., 1960,
p.709.)

(29) Schwartz, op. cit., p. 105

(30) FlFoll goiAel APA S AMAFA ANAE HFE N2 FkEe BE—SRITBRFRE
o HHe hoz—" FERE, ATIEE, 1962, pp. 152—161 F=.
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194714 gloi A9 FEEEMM A% dH 9 Ae A5 TETBA A3 A= B
Be guesit. o2 A g Fge g ks 9402 JAAREH AYELE Ax
ARozy FANAY Artel g FxA shglct. ol Y Acko] It FEEEY EAE
Dickinson o] A& Vel whe} Az AEsuslz g

Dickinson o] 93}l 45 Eold #A & o) BEALY MR 9 Bist obd=
HHIFRLS Tiiel 93 BRIETY o= stvE Heted don okt zh Ajse wet 3
A3 Y] A Mok o= Moz AzHch, Y ALE A YA = govt FA
E Mol &) 559 FazAoE A9 77 d & Bl ehs REA =25 4
o893 Holvh, 2y e Az AYE A os WEs 2 A B W
of #o19 Y o Axol Y A FAo AEL Wt glow ord HEFHES 2
2. Quts Aolch 2ol ek o] mikel BAEE o] o . ol %Y X
ficel 2zebe] |o9eln] E Abghe] Higikd wEvham ohi ko) Xifie BEe dAA A
T FA ez YLy A fH7 MY ek Aol

gAYl ol P AR o] AHste] el AYY F e WHT
A& APA o] gt APA A102E [ Y& TEEES WAAY @ FA 710 g4
7t g gste] GAs R Ak e A4F Asjstrg - FEERRE @ 24
AL gAY L3ehA Ad" gAs e #9E g AAstr @ o& d5e 1 9
Fdn RS E YA BY @9 - AdAd @ AES SiHelt o] Hadpoof .
...... 2 FARAA AR ASE AAS S dew 2 150 THER - BE - 8RS
TR e el @ Alolety Hel R e dAd ).

29 A LEE oldA 4T Al R A Y Apzbel E A A o
#Po) 9 or B wik APA o kel o]l HHelAel o A= gedA g 2
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A'.S

3D J. lemson “Tudicial Control of Official Discretion”, American Political Science Review, Vol.

22, 1928.

(32) Thid., p.276

(33) Ibid., p.298.

30 gﬁﬁ BE, iﬁCE"l ﬁmfﬁ"l%” e “”‘014 MM E AEEz gl R 2o, oA

o “Af o] Faole--Agad & gl HEMTRClt” (NLRB v. Guernsey-Muskinyum

Elec. Corp, Inc., 285 F. 2d 8, 11, 1960) 2t &7 “Al g2 & 97 BER, EBREY, FHEH
ojmjel]l 22m ol ®ch.” (Delno v. Marketstreet Ry. 124 F.2d 965, 967, 1942)¥ X EE
+ 5 7 U

(35) A& 'r}* b B A BEY 99 F¥AME 9B dte] AAFARY A g F3t= A
22 Adane-Colatn FAT v G AFFAlE ol A AYHA ¥
stz A A=l disted 3L FRol A= “HEM, BEW, REME ER" HlME
EEEES & 5 dE AR A2 v dEol.
APA 1029 XEME, k@R ¥4, Azt #H, fulye £ 5 =Hez 3
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23 AgAdgo] B MEEEA =y EaN aUdgd aTehe vielstd] HHAE
A7t FLH 9A g

sy es ALY Fae EA ok et Bn ke T §ivh wed ddE
Ja 22 Al ztstd BAE wa 4 uhel §vh. o] EAld Wt AFUA g4
A el 8 stmulsh ofvebm A APA 1025 B2 34 steie Al Raoul
Berger 8] ol Aolet & 4 giAvs 2k HHro e AAAFE Ale AW +A 7k
ol o] METNIEATED N3 Pl aTE BMENKIAA Y EAAA W3t 2 HEE
258 A 2e FAL AR FEtk TBRAMLY BEAA e I )00
FEEae d Pelel A A AbE Al g AFgol A M (grace)iyel Aol I
A7} ofu . 00 THEY A Bz 3448 F oz e @l 2429
do] A TaA ok & Aolth®m FAFL gleh. ¥

o] Azt & Berger 8 F74& A GEHAAE 724 o= ehyt Aoz o=y
AT BHES A7 8= Aol Davisel g #o]r}. Davis o whejo]lf& Berger 7} [‘g% A gko]
2 BEWAE 2 EAd FE dde A Hae] HE AleE 2e Hd U+
(e B Ae Ad). & Davisol 2 lold FF2 AP g Add4E 54
£ ASHSE add 99t Aol A g Aelge Aol [an
g 1o QgL olw 29 P PP APA oA Iz MEEITHE F EA 8l
Alet srats APAAE A g Ao Y shed ek AelH. 0

joo

B Ao F8e EA #Aud KC Davis 9} R. Berger & & Fr st olo #aiA =
oo #A9 e F2¥ 7
i Davis, Administrative Law Treatise [, I, I, IV, (1958)
ii Berger, “Administrative Arbitrariness and Judicial Review,” Columbia Law Review, Vol.
65, p.55 (1965)
{ii Davis, Administrative Law (1965)
iv Berger, “Administrative Arbitrariness— A Reply to Prof. Davis,” University of Pennsyl-
vania Law Review, Vol. 114, p.783 (1966)
v Davis, “Administrative Arbitrariness— A Final Word,” U. PA. L. Rev., p.814 (1966)
vi Berger, “Administrative Arbitrariness— A Rejoinder to Prof. Davis, ‘Final Word’,” U.
PA. L. Rev. Vol. 114, p.816 (1966)
vii Davis, “Administrative Arbitrariness— A Postscript,” U. PA. L. Rev. Vol. 114, p.823
(1966).
(36) Berger, ibid., ii p.57
(37) Berger, Ibid., iv, p.114
(38) Berger, Ibid.
(39) ol 9k A vxd WEY A e Garfield v. U.S. ex rel. Goldsby, 211 U.S. 249, 262,
(1908)9F ICC v. Louisvill & NRR, 227 U'S. 88, 91, (1913) §& & + .
(40) Davis, op. cit., vii, pp. 830—831: Davis = .9 o}2]& 4L st de) Ysted GEHOR
AAE 2 otz FeA Ged e slel 2 S girh. Perkins v. Lukens Steel Co., 310
U.S. 113 (1940). Switchman’s Union v. National Mediation Bd., 320 U.S. 297 (1943).
Brotherhood of Ry. Clerks v. Association for the Benefit of Non-Contract Employees, 380
U,S. 650 (1965),
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Davis 7} =& A Fo] YA S 2e] H& A ohjetn F4%E WHER 3
v APA A2z [9472 e B g9t slevl, 2Ad s AGEE, B, 7=
ERAKA ¥ W (EReM, ENEAE, BRI, i JelA 949t EE
2 ARL A ) $o| 25 (472l EgHE Aoz Hojgleh wepd Q2 o
4shd APAA102¢] 93k} o5 PsBol 4 AFUY Al E AFAATE PIHE
Aol ARG 2AL ehpaa EshgE Aolwh. Davisol dshd @ BAS FHEBe A
BEiSZE ) Aol Sske] AL Aol oA A% @ KBS FA 9 LI
o ek Al GG b AA porel AAAE T 2ol A wEoz 475 E A
Sl E AgAAtE P12 Fart g Aoz AZaw g, w

o4t 7ol APA #1029 &S A4S Tesz AA g wBel nusw Jou,
a2 QA sd ez ol FAsL Ask ARslRe) ATl TAX Zol o AME
B AAE Ao 2 poEe] [WEHD) TARE) TREMS B Mol 990 21 2
oo @ahed 2 @S AFRYel A e Yo A8 A48 F e Aes
A4ehe Aol REES =i A4els & 5 e Al @

29w o g APAA 1028 2 WATAR s AU dol o AEEa 23
QA S AL AW AT wA ohFa AR Gl dg et 4ol 55 A
Yohd e Aoz hw YE Aot AHHES EEAMED B das APAY o
A sl peiszeAL el 918 WAL EANAAS A A Sol 4E %A Davis 9
Ak BAAA LFEoL Qe

s} oo gA G Qe AE Telel Eape] YyetA wob FYNez share]
. AW FRAR Aol e RFHFOH T BRI FY AFY AP
A 5o W6l AT F gk Ao ARIE AE AAL 2 BAE Y2AA QY
A oep. o

(41) Dav1s Ibld

(42) Davis = APA o] A Ao] W wjkEamistEa g alye] F9 g 2 oldd
AEHe s W GERoR B3 oA gux gﬂam (Davis, ibid., p.828). Jaffe = [APA
 FEEmets EAEAC AN EBE 5 e 3T G FA olsidlz B
3z 9}, (Jaffe, op, cit., p.372)

(43) National City Bank v. Republilcs of China, 348 U.S. 356, 358 (1955): Lundecke v. Watkins,
355 U.S. 160, 164 (1948) % #=.

44) F ) #Z=.

(45) B PAE A Aol gl Aol = A ¢fEThE 2o &4 Crooker v. SEC 161 F 2d. 299
(Ist Cir. 1947); Hour-ham v. NLRB, 91 U.S. App. D.C. 316, 201 F 2d. 187 (1952) %ol
et = vl 2 A AALE QA& He 2+ C.E. Nichoft & Co. v. FTC, 241 F. 2d. 37
(7th Cir. 1957); Universal-Rundle Corp. v. FTB, 320 F. 2d 831 (7th Cir. 1965) o] Slt}.

(46) ABRAS BEAEKRS 93t 422 A £ 9obe gtelsl sioh. ol AW United States ex
rel. Ickowicz v. Day, 18 F 2d 962 (S.D. NY 1926)°] ¢l &) u]-zs}oq 2w el QAe 3
=19 2% Chi Sheng Liu v. Holton, 297 F 2d 740 (1961) 1 ek,
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283 APAA1029) [kl ol ga71as A%l 2AA dejelds xEE 94
3 g ete] RGOl FA e Aol 27 o] ¥ E Yo A ALt Az
T AP steEs YA A ARt Sl Be B ol oY oFY ABE
%3 getz & F Y7 40 297} shwi APA 102 WAL ofTu ERYol thed
Ag EAE o2 el FHEMHNAL 857 GE Aoz dz 9E FHE btz
Ao @0 aElm = MY Ake dgge] obd WAL A7 AHE YR 22
o REAA & gigz e D= FF3. 9 235t o] Ao A ni upsighe] o] Zup
Judge-made law & 54 ¢ A3 Fopd & gAUYG HE 7| APYL L AFEY ¢
ol A3 FABFEEE 438 BHA e B4 G FYH o9 HERE
AL g4 o Ao Aol @ 4 Aok,

2 FA AR £ o PAAF AEEE B4 e A HA 2 5Ol
fe HEE HE e AAE e 2 b FRE EBRE P47 AR T B &
Malel glets & ol B0 o] HHMite e fHEE FA PN AT APt 3
o]A] o] Bl HEMMES HAEREE THst Aol AYte AN E AL L JAAAR
o BRE @5 #EHA Ae] Aok A3 gys)Ae] A HFIEEES 2 3
1 2 AA S BAE AFEEE Aelw AzEH o s o HMIBEE=1TERE =%k
BTMH =mkEES gikete st ddd B@Rel A sE el

v WY olHd HEMHE AAANY A4s e Aoz AAY F 9S Aot 3
9 o) Bul EHHABES FH|(substantial evidence rule)©he] WAL FF A upd-go] Hg
AP A 2L St JEBEA FE3 5@ Ae] 9wk, Davison 7 Grundstein & ol 2l ¥ B
Bt 53] BB ERXE HYozstedd A%A gFA-d e EAE 29
el SleiA HAFE Fadt WwhiE &3A F el At P Atz i

(47) Davis, Administrative, Law, 1965, p.513: & wlal|o] 4] = [APA 102 a@jik%ae d 4o 5

T ALY WSl A el et YA % A Add Ae Bassle Rz 9
t}. Panama Canal Co. v. Grace Line, 356 U.S. 309, 317, 78 S. Ct 752, 757, 2L, Ed. 2d
788 (1958).

(48) Jay. v. Bayd, 351 U.S. 345, 75 S. Ct. 919, 100 L. Ed. 1242 (1056): United States ex rel.
Accardi v. Saughnessy, 347 U.S. 260, 74 S. Ct. 499, 98 L. Ed. 681 (1954).

(49) <l A9 Moog Indus. Inc., v. FTC, 355 U.S. 411 (1958)

(50) FPC v. Natural Gas Pipe Line Co. 315 U.S. 575, 62 S. Ct. 736, 86 L. Ed. 1037 (1942) A}
Zel Sgd ZE SHWERC oloh. Teigo) Hftol 43 HHEA ) AL Pl 8457
e Aoz A4y, EPCE a3 Heel BlS: 4987 4% 6 REHERC 44
o gth AR Agoldold AHRY & e FERe xE2 HMMH o9 ez @
o 23z 2wt EPCol 2AAH Y= Aol ]

(51) k¥ FOBER(E), %k, 1969, p.437
(52) Davison and Grundstein, op. cit., p.638
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. REREC HEMEE S ME2 BHR

ool A wokiutol Sl mEMS e BANE deA FUAEdA oL s
9 FugezAt 49d We BEFEES A2 A% MY 9 B o S
WS 2 EHEAY HET BES O QU St AE WA gkl EEs et ATl
A2 Foz P20z SAGE gAAT] 243 B3 5 Q¥ 45 A g
2R be o 2a TS Mol e Futsel B B0 YirAez: AFFN AEL
AR Hz ed AT ol U AME slo] WEM HezA A5 98 $HY F Aok

28] ol gt Aol HAse] B FAE sbElE 49 HNAHEY BHELE A
=AY, A2 Feo FEIFRY A, S AP Hstel HHRIL HEIERTERC
234 22 2o A2e ARFEAL AARE 5 AR A2e £9de) G 3

(1) Friedmann & *3E

Friedmann & 2.9 438 [#{Lshs it@el 3lo] 49 #](Law in a Changing Society)®
e Aol KEES B AHAALE YA Afee A%y @AE P BE
e e S EOY RWEAT AU 2w Slesd 0 R U o
Aol A Bekel YL Aeidhn gew Bkt A FHn Yekn ARRAA g3
ol ALl A Ay Asrel u g As) dFehe ek 5 Friedmanno] 93
A 7)o F5-& MHaWEREE) (planning activities) s} #F Hii% E)(operational activities) © &
ERE A el R ddd A £3] SRy Eag e Belx v dHE i dF
Tl FAE AN ABE €T F 9% Aelth ] THEAL B A e ol “planning”s}
“operational” @ =] (level)zhz. 3= Fuolch. Qrig WAL 3] @ A4e HALE @
ozt gl PAAZF Paigk 2 2T A JAE AAZ F Y oJd dHEH Y
EiSE THRE A% 949 LSz ek FA 2o smEEl e s LuaA el
Sg 44 Aol o

o] 9}z+o] planning level & A 2}2] o Ao] A ] &) 8}2 & Friedmann ¢ #3833 7 3o

T‘

(53) W. Friedmann, Law in a Changing Soriety, abridged ed., (1964), Part IV, Public Law, pp.
256—320

(54) Friedmann o] 2js}n] Zmg A9 Hdo M) A A FE&AFE 25 2oz g, (Ibid.,
p.283) T uka: MBRES JEFEAE, RO B, ke BE, 2% 51 B, gl A7 ge
178 (Waline, Droit Administratif, 7th ed., 1957, §683)
Eo: Aol ZA B g A AT B F2 2 HEL &R, A3 B oo
By 2o o #EEY EmiE, FEdE H=EY AAldl ol A9 HyE(E, Forsthoff, Lehrbuch
der Verwaltungsrecht, 7th ed., 1958, f.87)

(55) Ibid., p.289
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L% AR R FYI] HAAE 2% A DA BAA L BB AR A7}
TAAA kom oll=m o e g tizel FAR A2 o A (wisdom) = HigHo 2 3
AAe HeY HAFoz A ®WALY 949 Ho| Edhule 2 WA YA Pt
A YA FFTS Gl Fstete BAe B @ ool mBEEEAA WAHE HEHTES
FdAe] ez A FAGde] DAl &t ¢v|o] 4] Friedmann & As) s 33
AFY A AF G2 A A H2g st AT woiolg F 4 e Aol

(2) Davis ¢} ¥

| 7tx Davis9 A&7t Aol 475 g ot oz Davise) 7|84 g1g¢ drda
FeA Al P ol eiAe A Erlole dayd e +=4 AASEA 2 AFY @
4& Q3] WAL AAME THFE AA 2 Fobed ok g Y4hd A7 Al
o WY e B E WF Ao AL ofw EHe AL 2AH oz AP A
7 GEE AR &E F golEFol AT HE (76 A FAE FFEE 4
HAAL o199 upgel ZiHE Aol advtn va vk 60 aestd Hd 2 AN g
Yol i Ao AA = YA F FE, 5o Ehe ] EkEEd A% HRF
Brol PAA dE g N AT d4E SASE Hne 2Aded Ao
b 67 zEdte] 2 A REFHTFERGEERE, BHGiX, AEEDY ¥AE A
A aAez hESA Gx 29 1849 {7BEkE#H FBI(18 ways to control
administrative discretion)®} o] Zu} [#EE 4R |(Ombudsman system)& A 2-%- 7154 & 24
Axstz Qo o)A 2 &g 4Hu g drh

7k, 1870 8 1T BB T B Y

(56) Davis, op. cit., vii p.833
(57) Davisol ol3t= vlFo] gAY ae ches 7 vrtx BREHEE Jeplz Yoz @
AM1AA B B Bk L Sud glon 19209 B 19404 Z717HA.
Aot : MO MEEEN $A3 o5 oA Dickinson, Administrative Justice and Supre-
macy of Law (1927)8] Fo %4 & FEAEN S Frankfurter 8| Casebook (19304 )=
Al A AALRE W Lol FAHE gt
A3eA 1930 FukzbA A e ARKIQ RS RABES A @REAZ &AA 7t
2 9glch. APA (1946) 2 ololuw & o2 #EfEL HAZ oo Faoh
A4 obA e AS B BfEwel e X @A ERel etz st BIBFEO A 3
A A AL YA EERE P KBS Tl Y F9IF AT wokrE faghst
1 9)tt. Davis, Administrative Law, 1965, p.70
(58) Ibid., pp.92—64 el vtetel = 3T BREMEN g 47 etz gloh FEXE W
B3| pp. 330—331 HH, “TRELF TEREE—TBRERREHE floE—" BEEAR,
1966 1¥ 3. pp 15—20.
o] %o olo] W A7 hEA Az E Gelhorn 7 Rowat & & et of. W, Gelhorn,
When Americans Complaint: Government Grievance Procedure (1966); Ombudsman and
Others: Citizens Protectors in Nine Countries (1966); Rowat, The Ombudsman (1966)
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Hlel g A
® A=A A Fdste e BEHS 72 @3 5.

@ u] & 29T AFG Saute HA @t AL G E AAF AFHE, H4S F

H, 2%, Fdo] APdse Hag oY 2% ¢ Foh
@ BEMKE informal § MikAE AQA oz Fastd. @55, A3 4 A B,

ARGl oj AR AYst 223t

o] &o] Davis 7} | 8= 18709 4w ookt Aol AL ok AR, WHE 4% ]
S, Qe s ATCRABE, AL HEY PR, ¥ BEY d4399 54,
), informal @ Eikel QoA WEMKY A-L5o] = Fadgel HAeigieh. ohal Fe
Al ZABS #2109 SAZEES o) Bdm ¥ 4 drue A o 2ul TS K3
REn Fale oo A9 BREHES AL

Y, #EE (Ombudsman)#iEs

Davis &= == 59 AFAYY ol ol REst Feapsko] A AKE 2 5 3le A
=24 Qo JbEk 20X b of Bl A ekt o] Za} WEEHIES ¢l Tl Ao BEE A
stz ek,

Davis & [449) o1 bl glol4 v FEavBRTS Lol s st el A2 A)
Hoz waE sistz gon, oo wet BRHAY L33 A2y Jehde Y el &
mete At JeEhda ek w3 slol A e Hikhy fRES wd, MWEY -‘%J_ZH ub
o oE ee] us ARE Aoz 42 Fohoo-HETERS Fat vad 2 wdys]
o o S2jbeel s B2 Tty oEveturt FEREHEES zd € g4
olrtx. AL A x 2ok, i} o)n mol-tulel o] FEEY] o T fR#E T2 A4
o] o3 IMEIEES} ftEEel A e dH ARl aEz e Al M=
ahalz gleh. o] Asp zre] Davis®] @l @ Extadl g ofF A A W AL &
YAk Hol® Fa)o) MR HATHHIT Bl XS EX ¢z do HPE SR
2 24 Ft 8% AL 5 Iz AFY FLEA A Fadd IFYF UgA
29 Qupdel e wAT @ 29 oY =¥ L A FEYE o} FH el

N B B

o)A v AWl PN AFA gLl A WHEATAA B3} 2 A& A
o] wopAVS old @ AE Fotd dojA v AL PISPAPAAE TRERS BA

(59) Davis, Ibid., p.94
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AFE F4E AR AT AU BIE 2P YIAE ZAug wH A
B EE(EAGA WA FE 229 A 9o g} b oz 23 4% a0t 9%
Aolwh, =3t o) e BiRfERe) o)sto) Z2be) Aol QolAe AR Fho B2
T AEA N FARY FAPYE ARH wHde] A Dok, oA AFAL o
# FAFLOEAY ALRE, TEHEix, W84 AF, W32 B3 390, BhE
oA A% M, BES G = 2 Ao S48 4EslaA HEm B oke 22
A TAAL el A-e5lo] H45A ond ofym Aol

TR b AR L ] MY Rasmy RE 99 zuwozg: 2
TS doiasle 2 2o = gAAREL 2 52 nelY o ud @A
Bl RANAS EAHA] A gom ohide o 4 Qv vtz o s RE @
ARFS TAE T4 doze FANLH st i AL} oA E BASTRS
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