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1. o] A& 19584 5H 9 HA 12 HAlolol| Texas k|4 E3EZ da (1,20« &
% 1956 4, 1957 4F) [ZE4y#re] &M RSt 28 AR S EHEEFMQ Texas KA
Archibald A. Hill o] i@#3}te] 1962 4ol FEFUIRE ZAolch @

o] M-S RNt #ste B s BES Fod @ (D o] ¥/ 93 BV XE S
EEO TR BRAA AYxe BRI EHEelH, () o A% 2mT BEEY SHtkel

S, @) Gl HERY AE EMelth Al Bosb) Bl M o) 2 Abx B
i Aot 4R A2 @),

#[ 9 Z3iEAco| Boas, Sapir, Bloomfield & A& 30 4[] anthropological linguistics <]
S L EET O - B0 HikiRe] BiEstd RS ERC] 2FES o] Fo Trager-
Smitk ©| An Outline of English Structure (19514%)%} Charles C. Fries o The Structure of
English (19524E)2] 4Tl Paul Roberts, W. Nelson Francis, James Sledd, Archibald A.
Hill & SEBE S E#7T gl -2 o] 1958 4E-5 Aif%al A3 2= @ Noam Chomsky
©] Syntactic Structures 7} Hiffi5] o] SEBRO MLHEZ AA7A dol7] & 3}c}. o]z n
B 740] 23 254 Chomsky o] fka) #2189 BB LR (Zellig S. Harris & A&
22pskn) MIT & Ao 2 3t Morris Halle, Roberts Lees, Jerrold Katz, Jerry Foder,

(D) o] M Fzrozuel Wifo]l F 3 o] 1960 4fo] = ,1962 o) HTIY <& 213t 1,28 &
#AE w= v

(2) Roberts ©] Patterns of English (1954 %), Understanding English (1956 4£); Francis @] The
Structure of American English (1957 4£), Hill ©] Introduction to Linguistic Structures (1958 4);
Sledd | A Short Introduction to English Grammar (1959 4£) =z+=+ 5.
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Paul Postal 5-9] $5# T o) syntax <)) 4] phonology o), filrell semantics ol 7}2] FE#i5}A
259 RiE] idBtmiEAs $ge) kst 304 EH WEA Zohdal MRS EE FiR
o WISt 9l KBESFHEBRY EHifelx 2y o] GEyt Il WL Syntactic Struc-
tures 7} V12 1957 4E3} Al REEEFRS AN 2 @R Sle Zele & 4 9tk

o] @rakol] Bngt A% So) heterogeneous 5} 3L divergent & [ ikl Chomsky,
z05hiES) Henry L. Smith, Hill; {##:7%e] Ralph B. Long, fEEr/@e] el @& Sledd(x] 24 o}
AE £453 BRIRE B YEEe kot 9o, Chomsky [@iH# 2 & Robert P. Stock-
59 m{HE Bop & 4 Stk

AZEmAA 2 9 2§ F 2] fagc) A+ phonology ol Figt zlel Z2#sied o
Third Conference = syntax 7} 537 5 o] ¢lt}i= Bho] 4%fho]a, Smith & Chomsky 9]
MAAES v A HEFES el RS EBEN FRERS] HRZ BRE & Ik

E¥-S Smith o} Chomsky o F #ize Bl St S#ESS BRCEHER T2 A H =2
fmetr] = qheh

Gae 4HM, 8HME EAT HH ® 5 Mol BES 1 olo] panel discussion
ol ek,

1. Sledd: Prufrock among the Syntacticians (pp. 1—15)

well

2. Long: The Case for Word Grammar (pp. 34—55)
3. Smith: Syntactic Analysis and a General Theory of Levels (pp. 86—107)
4. Chomsky: A Transformational Approach to Syntax (pp. 124—48)

2. Sledd o] o4tz Fzlell 2t iz Trager-Smith o] Fiiza=t ol 2, BRI
Hill o] phonological syntax o] #t3F %, g vebila, BRASHESR] FlZeln (i
Lkl FEBLIATS Zelehe fBEE f3#A X3lct sle ZHolx Henry Sweet LIf%9] #:
Kl data & $HFLE AR oF cla R}, Trager-Smith X Fifidad] =12 FERG-L,
EiE A B BES 91 (i,e,2,a,u,0,0,i,0) 2 5E6+e overall pattern -3 WA & 71 9,
=7} ? 3 stress, pitch, juncture ©] phonetic value = ? stress ¢] #= ? pitch 43472 level
2 & 7 9l7} contour 2 & A Ql7}? juncture o FEHSL B ? stress, pitch, juncture
fHZ. FRERS} segmental phoneme o #3F Biff: ? —5-° T#amol HAMEE HRHE
(“publicly puzzled” #gtrhs HEO fitl =) A Aska v} ®iES AREZA W3 7}

(3) James Sledd., “Breaking, Umlaut, and the Southern Drawl.” Language 42. 19—41 (1966) #=.
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2x1%x 98 Y4 o] 2 g suprasegmental -5 Trager-Smith-Hill Fel] st 1 2047,
ddate] MeERR RUEslel MHEdEl ERE L Y o o4, 2 LagaAd & Mo
. oby Sledd [zl Smith, Hill 27ore] F2 974 EME $224 =AAA% @t
9)l-5 Aolrh. Sledd HEo) Z£&3k a stone wall S Martin Joos & /1/7} /%3 stone
3} wall o] c©} primary stress(/’/)& vz ¢lctxm ZfsH=716}ld McDavid McQuown 7+
2 ol& (Sledd HE&x @Ase) secondary-primary(/* /)2 HHrs Yrte KT A8
#22]71 When such disagreements exist among such men, how much faith can I have in
the system itself ? (p. 7De}m Fx gl o).

Sledd 7} 4] 71 Trager-Smith-Hill 7ol $#3t 4%( 7)< i iltel o] 1E0l &H
Efg2 qAL levelmixing TFFJl #3 Zezq Hill HEel E&EES E#HAA
(Introduction. p. 167): [-er, -est®] GZEEE Hslx slow, slower, slowest®] ik 1
(syntactic) 3 JERE E(morphological) #fS Zh Wtelrh | 3 BAS o & 712 H¥
5 T ABAA F Eira #E mmel A AEsts 2ol w2 levelmixing & RFIE
S5 KERIS Amels Ro) ohustm Em, 29 tabood) FHEE TEHIL o)
(p. 12). &7 IC Aol glel A discontinuous g figiel] s} 41, o] E=|= Did John buy a
new car? & Hill o] Did John buy/a new car 2 #2311 Y4 Did John/buy 2 3}+&= g
S So] s #Esk (Did---buy a new car 9 John) & wWobgolz] WerF Kt it
(p. 13). # ¥4k (grammaticalness)ol] %3] 4] Chomsky ] ungrammatical o] 2} 31 5} read you
a book on modern music/the child seems sleeping -& grammatical 3F 370 3 drolx=z| =
native speaker 7} ¢)tl= A S #iHsIL glt}l. grammaticality o RfEE= o] €FolA W4y
wg o] 2l 3 2 4% % Hill 34 Chomsky o] RE@HZT glo) $rov}@ #— native speaker o] #IEr
o] Wz Eati glolebd 2l HIETS A 2 Bl GRS discovery procedure o A =
54 TS e & Aok Kie] vheA = o]y fluentd native speaker 9]
linguistic intuition & #%A{ts] 27t} transformational approach ¢ FiEFiae Himly
skl gl Aol

(4) Hill o] “Grammaticality”, Word 17.1—10 (1961)el] 4] Chomsky ¢ 3z : Colorless green ideas
sleep furiously; Furiously sleep ideas green colorless & 50 kS Mg #dte Chomsky
= 2 o2 8 Word 3ol A siktkel F2rf (degree of grammaticality) & E2éte HEE &
o] fiEsta 4ot (Chomsky, “On Some Methodological Remarks on Generative Grammar,”
Word 17.219—39 (1961) 2M). o] grammaticality © FJ# Katz 9} Postal o] SEE ol
SCHRY TukI-S 2034 2 0l 4 syntactic ambiguity or semantic ambiguity (reading o] & ©]4F
42 &), semantic anomaly(reading o] zero & =) 2 Hi4yste] Mkgol A Btk REE st
9l =t (Katz-Postal, An Integrated Theory of Linguistic Description (Boston, 1964) p. 21 Z%).
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3. Long & %4yo] Jespersen 9| fdiffikel J@sta $la® phonology o] H\ZEHES T+
FBERIRS} = el written language o] ke HRS T word B B/ Bfi® Fete
Xik-e ERoh BB fbiye] S vtEe R st velA] RS oA went
7} go+past -2 F25E3t#] ¢row zero allomorph = FEZgr}t. Winter 5 zero {to] #&-3
Zrcsk o8 skx] £ &2 BIfERAC] 9t st (p. 59) duke: duchess / count : countess o
A N5 —ess B Y ATERE S B king +-ess / husband +-ess 222 ® 7}2] 7HA Hcha d)
o ZAxstn 9ot FEhEANA zero & thFE A} syntax ol 4] zero & FA}E AL
27 ¢k8 A o2 Chomsky = phrase structure rule o] #®FiEs} sl #h5ae RHE
Ffile] morpheme of] &= zero & FEStL ¢t}

3E3E syntax o] ¥ Long o) %S 2%} =& Bl whor) %9 R4 subject, pre-
dicator, complements ¢} & adjuncts 2 o] wre FL flwS S 9 = EAFLR
Fe] ol A conversion (transform) o] {%g &2 clause pattern & &, HIRSIL 9t
(pp. 39—43). 2|1} o] B Fiffell YA = i S8 A2} 2e] Long & 4%l 2k 14
A AR TS R ATAlo] o RfR] HI BRI #BA) A& Bl HiEel =t sl vt

4. Smith o] #iE st FiE BB (linguistic level)o] #ifol A= d# 7] Trager & 7o)
#4805 microlinguistics o] B¥PE-E #h¥c, #WiEste U(nit), P(rofile), S(ystem)e] 3 3lifH%S-
BE IR THESSL 1 Do) = 3ERER %% level & #5Edle cultural system 2]
S obrsl =9kc}. © Unit, Profile, System & #§F o] MZEL /ol &= Component,

Substance, Relation © 2 {&IF=¢] ¢lt}. Smitho Fiio 3BHES BEZ &7t
2} (p. 87).

U: Phonology
U: Articulations

(5) Long ©| The Sentence and Its Parts (Chicago, 1961) %z,

(6) Trager 7} Encyclopaedia Britannica 14. 162 E (1956)¢) & #2i8} 3 Stedies in Linguistics
13.55 (1958)¢l 4] #i#5&  microlinguistics =— [ .  Phonology: (1) Phonotation, (2)
Allophonics, (3) Phonemics; II. Grammar: (4) Morphophonemics, (5) Morphology, (6)
Syntax; III. Semology: (7) Collocation, (8) Notation, (9) Reference 2] 3-3 437} = ¢ 3l
3 o] S#el (0) Matrix(4:28, 9y BR) (10) Hypostasis(FIE B tHR)E st
At (Trends in European and American Linguistics 1930—1960 (Utrecht, 1961), p.13 Z).
3 &AL M= Kenneth L. Pike ©) ARiZc{t® #AASE 4] 7}x) —Feature, Manifestation,
Distribution 3} —f& #3:list= 2 7} (Pike, Language in Relation to a Unified Theory of the
Structure of Human Behavior, Part 1 28%).
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u: Articulatory bases( ?)
p: Sound features (stopness, voicelessness, labialness -
s: System of features (¢}|: stopness £} voice, voicelessness = Z}o] o oi}r} nasality
8} voicelessness = Zro] etz &)
P: Phonetics
u: Kinds of phones (¢t vocoid, contoid, resonant, long, short)
p: Phone inventory (o] : aspirate, non-aspirate, released, non-released)
s: Phone classes (initially, finally, nuclear, clustered)

S: Phonemics

u: Kinds of phonemes (vowels, consonants, stresses, junctures %-)
p: Phonemic inventory

s: Phoneme classes

P: Morphology
U: Morphophonemics
u: Kinds of morphophonemes (variable, non-variable =)
p: Morphophonemic inventory
s: Morphophonemic system
P: Morphemics
u: Kinds of morphemes (inflectional, prebases, postbases, word superfix =)
?: Words
s: Word classes (inflectables, non-inflectables, derivationals §-
S: Syntax
u: Kinds of taxemes (nominal, verbals &)

p: Phrases, I1.C.’s

s: Syntactic system (clauses, sentences &] 7, sentence-constituents 5-

S: Semology
U: Sememes

u: Kinds of sememes (reference, gender, ‘selectors’ =-
p: Sememe inventory

s: Sememe classes (pronouns, adjectives, adverbs, vocatives <)
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P: Occurrences
u: Kinds of occurrences (ef|: L.C’s ], I.C.’s 44, agreement 5-)

p: Occurrence inventory (discourse ¢] profile level o) A #)gk= 2 7 vlo) = Tz

Ei9)
s: Classes of occurrence (‘equivalence’ ¢] 7} %, stylistic variation, sentence-constituents
9q x4 %)

S: Discourse
u: Kinds of discourse
p: Discourse composites, or sections
s: Discourse systems (3, %30, @, #, &, iLHF )

o] SFAA +A EEE WA 7 2 & Smith Bl 5L (p.89) syntax B AIEE
morphology ¢] relation sublevel (PS)el] Q@o} #IiRstn ¢lche Blho)lcl —fRfyoz o
FHiEX Smith ¢] syntax &} semology 7}2] /a7ZrslA A= g ¢] Conference o] 4 = &l
BRI Rl A 2o gl

phonology ©] Ff{ijel] ¥ articulation o] #fs) A& ob# wh& REEC] 9+ 5¥f= Roman
Jakobson ¢] distinctive features ¢] 4¥47=} Pike »} (phonetics 2} articulation & [&%3}aL $)
z] ok=]ul) wko] BzEEt 4Felm 2tz <)t} (p. 90). vocoid, contoid, long, short 7} kinds
of phones (UPu)e)| #7755 %3}, aspirate, non-released 5--& phone inventory (UPp)ei|

ol e o @RS Bty Y5

morphology 2] H,(,#fii= L substance (P) levele)] )+ morphemicsc]® morpheme o
Eel7}=w & phoneme o] 4 [E## b= Zo] obv] 2} morphophon(em)ics & 7| # = morph-
emics o] H1,,-& word o]} word = base s} v}uF-S- s}x] 3 9l o] antidisestablishmentarianism
= L 3 EREAA & base &= -stab- Shriskol2ta Zkeh(pp.92—3). o ML Afdfel =
vhgkz] wl postbase 2 -ish & FRESIA == 22 finish, polish, boyish 72+-& fHlol]| A 2=
o7 FEMES el glel kL B M juEslel TMES il Zthe B
level-mixing o] RAlfs}c}= 25 Smith HEE EsHA =t (p.110).

fai BEA 9lelA Smith & £WE HHEE FHAKeR Hirste ERoletn Ffel

&l

W EE skl o} He stoned him 3} He threw a stone 9] stone o] @&+ i, %
#Fe HAZ L2 $E AL syntaxo| AFHHES £ Zcolzhe Chomsky o K& Ui

ek (p.11D).
step-by-step 2 FiEitate] BEE WEd HWAEes Mg vztet Smith 7k B



shrhA)a) = F7hz| o ZiBidit-e syntax By#Ezbz] zka semology o B obd ARBAMM
2} & 4 9l t}. Smith & phonology o] TS} syntax 7} kel A priority & 22| X3behe
Chomsky ¢] #E 3} #7atn 9l on] They decorated the girl with the flowers (p. 1177} #
% | BRgkslths %S Smith &= intonation pattern o R = A

2 22 2 3 1
(1) They decorated the girl | with the flowers#

@ ’Zl‘hey decorated the girl with the frlaowérs#
So] (1) Foeg 2 AkE ), @ EE 7M1 LkE ]2 RS Chomsky
cach HE ROl BIksT B% MESHL o7k Smithh RIERSH B ziel ok
3 geh. I the girl & her = KEsIA (2)9 Rez: Hx4 oe Hoe= ¥ol M
Ligiell Ziad B8 ME T sl Zelet shlth
¢] W] Smith &= word & E#% b base 7} 3}t 3ol §l& Ao da base s} & Lk

U

fr

9) o phrase & #5g5F 3, phrase o] & stress patterno)] =2} 5 7}z] & construction 3}
construct 7} ¢J o] construction -& base 7}-2-¢) primary stress(///)$ HigE = secondary
stress(/*/)7F Q)= #i% (#): white +holse; white +house); construct = o] &} wa] base
Z}&-¢ primary stress 2} ;= £ tertiary stress(/N /)t weak stress(/)7} & #HiE ()
White +House; Long+fsland; thé+man; post+min)gla B4Hsa 9ot

5. Chomsky ¢} A Transformational Approach to Syntax &= Syntactic Structures & 3
%, #WhFEE Aolzk shAlch. HfMY o}zl ol 7kx] grammatical approach 7} 9l% 4 $)
or Aimel REgtEs 3 Rl A gl olok ebe A& #EshA A Chomsky = 3%
Be EiEBo] discovery procedure o] HiEE F 3 phoneme, morpheme, IC 5-& %3 /5
o= 3¥ESlE  taxonomic(Z classificatory) model o] EiEinako] gl 4 Smith 9
oA BE vlel B2 g9 level & &5E, EAIsR level-mixing & ARFF3EIaL ‘once a
phoneme, always a phoneme’ o] 2} bi-uniqueness 3~ F2g3} 1 morpheme ¢| phonemic
identifiability -o- WA %1 o] taxonomist o] 7S #HEHUS}S KIMRE FiEM(corpus)E 717
I XS ABReHE Aol insignificant 3o} shel WKk BT HkS HRECH
P30k B3l native speaker 9] intuition of] =}zl MEIRE RG] AEEHE EREHE B
g formal 33 explicit 3}A] —iEek order & #3to Liltsle A& BEl= 3he KR
o] #HAFAIS simplicity 2} explanatory power o] Fi ¢ r}. Chomsky & HiEE HlZ =
o] #¥Fgariie]l =#—Phrase Structure Rule, Transformational Rule, Morphophonemic
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Rule—ol Hald BOIL st S@ERO HY —H LS ML ok o7
2y Aoz v & rule 5ol7] wFol| Syntactic Structuresd] FIRE AXrhe o
Be MRl £ 7% ahalxk @fitko] gk ol)e] PS-rules = FUgRse] Syntactic
Structures & 7 3} #Es) »7] = 3k} (pp. 138—40).

1. Sentence— NP+ VP (Adv)

Pred

2. VP—Auz [Adv,

VP, J

NP
3. VP»V ( [ } b}
Pred

( {b‘::‘ome} in env.—Pred

\

4. V=Vt in env.—NP

[ Viin env. (¥, ] J

at 3 o’clock, in the morning, etc.

5. Adv—{ yesterday, every morning, etc.

Adv1
in the house, at the theatre, etc.]
6. Adv,— {
there, away, home,:-- J
NPlinz
7. NP—
NPpl
{ NPung in env. NPuse+ Auz {2, ) —)
{
8. Pred—
INPpl in env. NPp+ Auz {gzcome] — !
Adj /

9. Adj—overy+ Adj

[NPling—’T+N+ ¢]
10.
NPp—T+N+S
[ Nu
11 ]\t"—“‘ Ne
| Nav in env. {g{] T— ¢\
Comp
12; Vt—*VT[ ]
Prt
Vy in env. Np — \
13. Vi ! Vi in env. —-+Nh
} {V'a‘} inenv, Np-+s — «+Ne
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Vra, Vv, Vre, Vre, Vre, Vre', Vi, Vi’ Vrg, Vrg/, inenv. Nu--- —Comp
14. Vr—

Vrx in env. —Prt
15. Prt—out, in, up, away, -
16. T—a, the
17. Auxz—C(M)(have+en)(he+ing)
18. C—Present, Past
19. M-—can, may, will, shall, must
( No—1, you, he, man, boy,--

20. ( Ne—sit, table, book, - [
LN.h—»il, sincerity, justice,--- \

21. Vi—arrive, disappear,--

22. Vs—feel, seem,---

23. Vy—admire, find,---
Vig—terrify, astonish,---
Vigs—find, complete,---
Viga—eat, smoke,-

24. VTa—consider, believe,---
Vrv—know, recognize,---
Vre—elect, choose,---
Vra—keep, put,---

Vre—find, catch,---
Vrt—imagine, prefer,--
Vrg—avoid, begin,---
Vre' —persuade, force,---
Vre'—want, expect, -+
Vg’ —try, refuse,---
Vrx—stake, bring,--

25. Adj—old, sad,---

Syntactic Structures ol {755 PS-rules & t}-&3} zhc} (p.111).
1. Sentence— NP+ VP

2. VP- Verb+ NP
NPting}

NPpl
4. ‘VP:ing—'T+1’\r'~i—¢

i

NP— {
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5. NPu—=T+N+S

6. T—the

7. N-sman, ball, etc.

8. Verb—Auz+V

9. V—hit, take, walk, read. etc.
10. Auz—C(M) Chave+-en)(be+ing)

11. M-will, can, may, shall, must

ole} o REE o Ml rule o] A2 ok 3= & WIE BMRS HKIEMR, HiE
HEE aiEMoez kst M T(ransformational) rule o) 4 HGE HES &Esls
RARES} RFlisl o] 9l A o2 o}z exhaustive 3 3riko] §l= MIE=RA FhES rule 3} i
FE Est7) Y5 PSnulewt 747 KBS =E %ol EAAA o ruleo] 7ol
BN AR T~ SO ED SIS Hitiste] generalize 3ty YE WA
Structural Description(SD)o] %3]zl element o] Structural Change(SC)E 7} o4 3}+=
T-ruleo] 271825 o] T-rule 24 o= element & fijgx(deletion), 7Ein(addition), 1
Bo) ##w (permutation) S-S HiEA gch. 2y} PS-rule o] E Z(terminal string)ol)
obligatory rule =}-8- j#Msle] 4= = kernel sentenceZ o - [RFRe) ET ok &

178 =] passive, negative, interrogative %- singulary transformation = Katz-Postal 2] syntax

Syntactic Structures 2] PS-rules <] v]a] # refined 5 g x5t J 3] RS sample grammar
[e]

9} semantics 9] o Eiwol A o] ®8 transformation o] active o) A {R4E o] ollel= 4

g

By, ZCMt-S- Sk 9)o]® transformational approach & TEFs| {£1E= e} 7ba glcf @
71 A o] FFco] BeER 7 FE{i:ol PR5EAI A singulary transformation ¢] ordering ¢] 7

(7) #14r= PS-rule o /@Bl = & 4 = Robert B. Lees & The Grammar of English Nominalizations
(Baltimore, 1961) pp. 4—23; H.A. Gleason, Jr o] Linguistics and English Grammar (New York,
1965) 10—12%%; Paul Roberts ©| English Syntax (New York, 1964) Lessons 1—11 77 3H%.

(8) Katz-Postal §i1#3 2, pp. 72—120.

(9) Katz-Postal 2] R 2} Chomsky ©| Aspects of Theory of Syntax (Boston, 1965) = {2
transformational grammar ©| %9 HAS 2 Jebya gk, RIEA A o4 singulary o}
generalized transformation 2 #s5Esla 9l = K, #% %ol 4] = generalized transformation & ¢l
oj i singulary g+ # (5 terminal string }yiulo] k2 5] =)ulo 2 £ES gl (pp. 134—6) L
g7 91l A #EATel = PS component o] 4 P35 91 recursive symbol ] {fiffo] 7=
$)ck (p. 137). Phrase Structure—Transformation—Morphophonemics 2] 3 components k.
HWslel 1965 4F BifEe]l 94 = semantic rule o] #Ef3%}e] deep structure & JEEEE  base
component &} phonological rule o] #Efis}e] surface structure & JZi%3s}= transformational

component Z transformational grammar 7} Rt 232 ¢k (Chomsky ## % pp.
16—8 1K),
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RS g 7k fHEdEES 2ol

T-rule— (2) Number, (3) Interrogative, (4) Negation (5) Affirmation (Z contrastive
stress) (6) Contraction (7) Ellipsis—i= [i]—3F #idiol] &M= = Z o]} interrogative trans-
formation o] Negation, Affirmation, Ellipsis 5 ©}-% JEEA ¢leJoF negative question
(]l : Didn’t you sleep? Won’t you sleep? Haven’t you slept? Aren’t you tired?) 1} eliptic
question (o] : Did you? Didn’t you? Will you? Won’t you?)E-o] 7}=batA] 4= 4 9

c}.
6. Samitltel WA Brst Hikel b REmM BERM 4H A3 GEAA o
L BE BT Bu@c] Ml B BT o2l el Hill o] £x&3F (pp. 182—5)

ol A et 3] o] &EY RRE #2408 2k (D level-mixing & FURIE HAE
AA ZEskL gles, (2) EENHY #hEe] wordsl ehjzh sentence B MRS
FaRe Higel A dew, (B) EFBEBEN SESNY WMEMEC LA BRI BE
742 = ¢la, EiE9 pedagogical description 3} analytical description o] & t} FHS}} of

2 @HE 4 vl st BESL e BES = 4 Atk
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