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1. o5d BB ABRL IEY Bz BEM BBL 3tz Jenz e EE
BEES ANERN FEA 23 £ TR 92 glon] = ABBETE BRBNI 30

FE EHLT 5587 #Letd. 2ddE Rfgslz F B A= olge mol A

&3] HEMERNQ] Mne 2z Qs 2 Bl Az F oAz 4Fdg. Ade G
B LY SEB0] AEBAA dol& HEE FIE govt AFRL EFEEoEZTH
RS ERA HEe BASY EEARE stz gl Hall 1964 : 397-9 ¥ Goodenough
1957). A Y] SERS “emic”s} “etic”d) &S ABBAA Loted LW, REBRE, %
B, REF LRSS ZF emic Mg} etic HHE (variation) 2 Hr3ts oo w} -eme
< 7} HEESE ERE e cravatteme (4 Elo] o & A 9] HEEEIfL), dieteme (diet®] #fE
ffy8if7, behavioreme(behavior®] HEEERy BEf) Z5o) = k. o]} & =8 AEY =2
AFEF e Boe AMTR—BS BEfotd s gRstt. SHEB AFZ] #
#HHE B4 Bie 2o 5EY A2 SEBY HRA SHEF ARRY HRA Ly
BEG —ffdE Aol

2. 4714 elofr 8l sl FiEASElinguistic anthropology)o] fFfEst= 212 w1z of
Ao B Bl Z3E7F 2ty —ifete A =W Eolvh. SHEAFEE Dell Hymes (1964:
xxii)e] %3 “AMEEY 8Tz ool A SEHFFE(the study of language within the
context of anthropology)”e}z ‘iﬁﬁﬂ—x— k. GEHA SBEABBEE HAAY ZLh) |
iy (cultural patterns)=}o] M TolA SES oFe6 2 XHRel e AolH o HdlA
S A KBS AJHZiEM (anthropological linguistics) #}  [&5l8}e] oF qte}. #HE= SEZEY
g ¥Rz A Voeglin (1959 : 122) 3 Hoijer (1961 : 11009 E#HE &Had v “23 ¢4
A ke I FAUL flE BB SEE AW =t BNNeE PRl SEE o
777 T ABEEREA FolH.

1ol Bz ZEBT MEAEE MEST 49ax e F=6E FELHREY A5 @Gt ARB
AL Al 3’37.—‘4 A FE7tE By E old.
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3. AR FHEA SEABELS S8BT = ey BES HEAA 45 S B
3] el T AHE AL SEY e BfRe. mEd sdbel A f2l" &3
FHEL & Jor ZE EHEE 2 itge bl FRS Rus 2 e BRAT BE
£ 2 23 BRA. oA gk S3EsF bl fKketel BaEdde A O Rt
get. 228t #ilE&E"d Eskimo FiEele wol M =2 EH BEES dx 3 K
TS Heke SiEdl v okt MBY 10 HFEs} Qlow XEds BBpEA W B
7 @#s) 9ok, =3 Franz Boasyl FRIMSZ REAIAS MR BES EPHA g2
91007 Eildx 2o KMkE o] Eamo] etz FiEstel el (Boas 1911) °] X
ol #Hilde RHE QA ks (i 1957 : 208) Eihit®re SHEE oo £ $E¥EA<
Boas?] #¢ Hideh. HAs H4It BuAES Bsld O AAFELY Ulthi RiE
o EiEde BAE detd s B#ffko] sttt (Sohn 1969). “vhe] A Aol kel A
“Ue)”E veb £ MR BT gz e REE A (xalayi yiix),” “1e] AAFl 2
€ A A (xoca-yi yiix),” “U 7t 712 YA (ayi yiix)"zh o] B FAEBSTl A&
gEolch. FiEE oA™Y {LE KMst= zeol==, Esperantor} Idost 2+ ATHIQL
BEFET AR SEEHET s 2T KA 5 9 R BE el ide AL
g FEoloh. LlbkodA £ 5 & vl Fol FFH/F 1t} BEo K3t Zhid A

S HAT Lozt A EH 2 KEY BERel Btz b= Bigel 3lct. B Benjamin
Lee Whorf= BEZE Sigd Ketd Xfdohe B#e N A= (Whorf 1936 et al.). =4
ety 92l R ke S Adfold (AWM BEe Fove Zeold. Whorfd
BRE 23 F /A2 o] #55z e (Chase 1964) A4 SEe =& M3 BE
£ AR @ebe 2oz Chases o] fRiRe]l FEET HBH Xiis Yeoux 743z 2
iz A AYB#% Julian Huxley® 5(M3tz U=t B Huxleysb “sro) #f&o] #fLd o2A
AS BEEH#BEA ZE < c}(the evolution of verbal concepts opened the door to all
further achievements of man’s thought)”2}z v}3 7 -& Whorfe] A=z Bz} —FHJctz 2
= k. Whorfe] i e SHEY Mt 27 Bige Bss AR BES T
th= Zolet. o] Bl A Whorfe 3] sHRfiz Y8 el 42 B S5 Eide =&
Afel $tHst= EEAIQ] BEe] AVE (essence of reason)o] 9z HFEE I/l @3}
o 3 SfEE XEHd BEJ Bk mAgle]l o2 SEE WdE T Aok WaT A4l
3 EAEY PR 3tiet. Bl Whorf= S3Ecl A9 owl 8L Fiio] #3229 7
BHe WEAZ 5 Yohe Aold. oA 23hd Ho] & RS FHE 924 \EEs
FHE h2A FER< Aoldh. o3t Whorfe] B 3hvte] fRitel= &BHIS A Y=
AL oh .

4. o1 gA FFES bt A zz EESA MR e S8 o9 Efidevels) B) &

fu
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2o SRR, OERLL, EEEL A BEERBLY MY b BEEA EEfNeE
Bl =2 SEASEE LR MBol z12 kS Bkl oA JH EESHA iR
Ho] geh.? zEy BEES ohv et kel fEERKY b #HH flz #EIN 2 A
me] B %S wok(Hymes 19649 BRI 2RD. f17d= Ulithi RiES SFd+ Bt
BHGE ek = Seloe ke @O AR FY i RS FYel 30k
E7F ThEo. o] AL o] Bk EET sULBIL FiERMRSY = kel EfHY gz
AZrA ek BiRE U AATAA B WEY T A2 E WEA] FiESHEF (possessive
classifier) ¢l xala-yi “1}9] B{E=”, xolo-yi “1}&] 7H&” %8 yiix “YA” olo] Folof s}
MET T dT BEHEE SETSsY BE KEBEESS FEAET7T F45A ged.
wpefa] “upe] op¥ X7 tama-yiZ FIREH £ vl o] tama- “olH A" BEow 2o]x &
I k=] FrEEEFYL o] dolds. o] IfbdAls BEMR BEE THoZ 200
FE KHE BT ZE BhE 259 A4S BHE WEoZ AR, & - FHEL
M X At 553) ik @FEE (social stratification) = ZHi# JvE FHMY MHRE R BE)
9 o] LabovE z RFEE T I v} (4%5] Labov 1963, 1966, 1967). =& Martha’s
Vineyard®} New York ifiol A =] ft&SFERN ARS HWHY &R CEN L& KR
=} fEEEY #RMC = AWBAT FES S Welx iEEY ke Wk FEEL A
EEY ZEE dd= g
5. o EFEAMBC]l NE, HEME, XEAdA #E ogA FirHd $ErE
Hymes (1960)9] #it-& zb52lz HEAA Mt ok 1A KEFHlA 537 —'HAﬁ
2o iEst S99 AL £3) 19K Edward Tylor® 2 28 455992 9.
Tylore S8EE /b BT Higdl MBAAA Bhgelz EMHroe WEAA 3w
3t Malinowski (19200 BHEBAKERE 2oz HE}A SEMEZ MASdYY. 2=
SRR BB NEREW i Wltele RERES AFsidA gl FHERY S5
RSt oF etz 3] ol FFEBM MES S\l HHRY LEHE HFRE
23 B HIEMQ SEMAE BRe=2 AYAcr ddx &+ z Himde o=
SEEN AE fi7E] SEREY Kft-ﬁ?ﬁﬂ-g FAGR, FEokel EREStel BRGR, &8 CEE
&9 EFESO @aE ook Iz ¥3ESFoF. =3 Malinowski (1923)%& Ogdens} Richards
7} BA% S symbolismz} Fokol 3 BBRY LEHES Hftdslz Eike SESYUoE OF
Zlo] ol bt e LB ekl A 9 oF ki b= “context of situation”2)
Hiae stz SEE BEd HpEsts 2% (countersign of thought)® ¥ X Q3 {7875

e

.4‘~

l[

l'.n

? ERES LYl MGE Eafdevels) o2 #E&alo ok ddte 2o f7H 1957 : 2087 Trager and
Smith 1957 : 82-7¢1 A} 583= = 9lc}.
3 Primitive Culture 1871 % Anthropology 1881
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H(mode of action) 02 R % £z S WAL BB, 29 “context of situation”g-
BEAT CRETERY i BES 13z ARKEBRY M RIS 2 424

Egrolot. = e HWEEEAEZEE Hocart, Gardiner, Firth, Robins, Nadel #0] ftz%
fyol o

Hymes (1960 fk34 HMBEAIAE o5d AMEs} SEEo) el o2 2e 55
B3 9) Saussure$} Meillet, fit€r23#¢] Durkheim =zl 2 AJHEE#Q Mauss] #folglxz B
o}. Saussure: BXFEES MESEHY AlAEE SHE MEHEMC BIfRY languedt {@Ad]
RS parolez [E45y3)] = Meillet:= Rt &fSfEo] Bt E #H%t= d4)2txz 3% Durkheim
< ERBY RHARC MRy HEelFxz v F SEY L 33 it@tE BB A A
GEAR Aok o) ¥ M oo W LT SEAMBEE2A = Cohen, Benveniste,
Haudricourt, Levi-Strauss 252 5 4= 9l=5] o] 5 #535) Levi-Strausss= SZEEER|S HEELH
HIQl SFEEBH HikE AFEA HAsH .

Hymes (1960 #k3l= RERIRS FMESRE o S 3¢bs B3 NEN B
F(single underlying factor)®] FREfo 2 2} Malinowskie} Firtho| wEchel ZiEol {9
A (unity)-& eventi} social action®] #ifeletz 3= fHmel v K3ke Levi-Strausseb
Mausse] &3l = #fEaES rholv ib&sy ﬁ@"] gz Be el A

¥ HEAAE AR Pikel SHEBo] WS AAA D AL American Indians] Bo)
° Bl ML MlezA ffedgleh o BEE RSz FAToEH HARY F
HRES RE #Ee BEE $71 997 rﬂho]ﬂ ) BB fifelw R

S8 4 Franz Boase SEEASZEY] EEHE Hifistz SHR/T ABZD B
of HEAo 2 Y Bz EEGhT dhglot (Boas 191D. HHEMQ BEREo=+ RA
#7F FERS S M Aol & W FERozYH EHE BAE 4A Z3z &
e Bch Moz FEE QA Hed olw BHFS o8 R EHHE EmR
FRLE MRS A% A7 @2 v BB 'R ke s A9, L

BiRe HHEY Wit Efste #UED mie Jed e BEY vl = #Bhe KH
29 B BHERY AEERY Hifh o3 7l oo & F8oEH de T U7 W
Eolt. Boast = SEY Hid HiE= ABBEH Byl EMH3) E%?és}th- gt A

T % KM e AN SEEN #Ee HAY 98 Rk LEE UK 5T
e o] BEEY 458 AA R AR #3) RiEB(ethnology)o] tHFS] o7 Rik
o] WSS ¥ REBY oz FitiEe b BRI HEd AREET B2 AM
2 113 RIKEBS BEEI HienTHA Zoldh. Boase Afe B2Hez B T =
BT Efsto o Atz 39 ol Sl HI HME olr] REBM B BLEY =
. Hymess} $E##§3) o] Boas®) olei’t /2 EiEBe AREBH, @By B
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EEAshE W2 EEE S {7 o) Sapir, Bloomfield, Hockett, Trager, Kroeber, Levi-Strauss &of
Kt A= 33E= b, Boase] $TFql Sapir= EHEE LM, i@y EPLoz SER
< AFEY —fF ol Fotz syt 2 EEANEY @EE o FEEIA GFde
Y OBD itEAEEA A o] dynamicsE #iEd) on SiE Ak, Bk #Hld = LS
7HR = #53] sqbet fEHEY MEEfEAC 23 e ot AEEG . =3 Boasylt METRY
ol Zhle #As AHe ARFET AdE LKA S Sapire 1B WS HAe R B
AU(patterns) 7} —ftke v o L& . Sapirs olsbA of2 American Indian
TS RS el WBHpS IS, Sapir) #F< Whorf Aztecset Hopid]
Indian EFE FiEalgien 2977 A g o A2E SHEEES 37494 =2
 Abge] LERClE g RS 2 SEY Wi sl dfEdae £RSER
up ol o] BEdt =9 RS BElstl k. Whorle] k3wl E‘ﬁﬁ%%% gz =& EfFc 2 H
2 A H7o] 2tz 3y

Boas = R¥ Wz xREY STHEAEBME Hrks) #He Had 2 A EAEH
£ EHFERQ informantz FE [HH %?U}q of Fote Ziglwl |zl filAs EEHEY
Malinowskie] #a] A= F3Es ¢t} , 9ARH o7 FFEAClY R MRS UelE
Z BFisl £l o]@ A 3o =4 Ameriean Indian FEHEESY LBRE RO BEY
T A= A, EgY HES ohJzh ke R KES mamn ERE: oz F
A= Aol 5 £ Hoijer (1951)& Navaho 539 Bhate B M 2 453 BB
s, BB Hn, BERED o2 e Sdie s dags Ae HEHstz oA
& Navaho Ri&e]l N4 = Q) Mol 20 K A3 2L M7 ez et
Y7 M-S BEEES BIESHT o] HAO#T(componential analysis)e] J5iig BEHESHA
EAStE e L #3] XEH] RRolzlz & <+ Jod, dAAE iR, wWiE &5 Al
textsE- BafEete A X o] #HMAE o)A EEE ol g vt x EEEste.
PHA R BBo R e XEY ERAEBY e GRERRY fad stz SES X
1te #Ee by EYolrt ftefy s@#Ee = ¥ 3 eventt} social actiono 2 ¥ A ¢
ket

6. o2 §oA LI SHMAFEN HEY RENQA Aol 3AE = RHREHES B
7o AfGES FH MG AsRzz o o) BEXS) BB “SEARBY BHE o
Bz dhglon B SEAMB BET HES gz o HHY Kk AY =50t S8
By ik @ ok 4o

T3t BihFAEs 5% (field method, informant method, contact method 20 2 %] $)<
FEABERS] RN FEIFUEALEQ v) b 7B SERY N RAEY AL B/
o 2 face-to-face sivationd] 4 FHERY NEERLHE #@std LEZ BEE Hfste A

T

ﬂll
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oleh. @ebal o] Hike FHERI ol AAER B ox FelA) @AY 4+ Aok =z
SMAREA EREZ BREE AL AEE FHERSY i@ EE 4AiEsHAd 2
cultural setting <ko] 4] ZRl S #WHstE Aotk YAV BiyFHE (feld work) s ElaitE
o W% BHE de HHozA = AA e i@ #Y A REFESe HEoEA
2 fRiE7E JERR L2t Bifig oz Fhetgio. o] Ak ESEALEBAA Bk ohe i
Y SEBN HHe RIAAAT el @AsE #s) 2o v Fhited SEAN
+ B2 ZE 3= AB S5 (anthropological linguistics) o 4] &= o] Ao Rajphstct. Fi
RETGE Hot & HRk ABB SERY 2 Ry BFAA SR gk fAs
Titiev (1966 : 210-D& AMB#ES Hijegol FER e mt@de Wil RAEs 2
el b7 gl z FHERS e SiEd M o9 kel s M Aslz W4
°F I stgl o BMBAA LM HY KHY S HEjd BEtE Aol EHE LE
stetz shgivh. AKEBBo] fhREsteld Mol v FUAERS #MIce AL o8 FHRH
By ot esdel e ZE ikl IERZN oM ol EFinEKelY MBS BE, A
HEAM, ETH, KL, BE, AT £ Yolux &L g7 =E0. AEBHEE A
BHRO ftfol HI FiMB P TRo s sto = k@A st AiTE #
& ZA gev. Titevr} 2ol MAZE TH Azd i@ —Aoz &3 BAZ
A mfbE ok 39 2 g-g 29 FEAA frlAe =E A& dgkshedoF &, Titiev
T ERED BEE #fy BT 274 HKe ®BRegY. A A—FEEE Hi A9
informantsel] 4] RSl = f5(multiple informantsgt)ele] o] @A &oz4 ¥ informantd]
HIRE el A o& MMES Y 5 ek, fiAE Ulithi Rike 5FAA  ‘brother’ s}
‘sister’ & Fomw K% bwisi-yi ‘my brother’ &} mwenga-yi ‘my sister’ gtz HEIoh. i
2o RS o FolAl 3kl ‘brother’Z mwenga-yiz} s}z ‘sister’ E bwisi-yigt 3 HERI}.
A71A4 o] B ikdAe £EIAE 22 AEEY 56Bd e 5% bwistyie S24Ed HE8
o= fEH mwenga-yi A& A ATk EA, TR —KEL #157) At A— informant
oA 2o FES ohE BmEAAN FF 5 Toldtd HMstor @}, A, ALt BHR
s —4Ered] AA (year round) dH& Aol Fuh. o7 RESS Fficl =t HRT AW

A 28§ B W AEc 2 Fiol A gdod 448 £& T o @24
B— WBE B —FH WBET T ot #8d e FTHid o8 ke ERE K53
FgretodoF ek Foz, ks FlMRAT 22 #EAA Y Lk Bt 2ol ¥
o} (divided field-trip %) o]8A §ozH WA FRARS o2 RESt R A 2o Zi
1 B RE2E MK HE BEZ o J& ¥ oMz BHESHY #RE Bhs 457
He BEE MES 5 QA d. Samarin (19672 ¥ =2 SFEEN RHFAES MHAA
Hike WRES e o5 EEAMEE HEoEE HEMNLE AT T JAEF Iiks
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o] ¢)t}. Samarine FEZrE 7} field worke] }A7] el #Efdle] oF & HIH, informante]
s, JEARY ¥ 2 RIBHE, BREEY Ak BRY SEEEE RStz 3l °]
£ EEAMBHEY AESEREE 26 HEBEAAE & =20 Hlzt 474

oh&, R34y #Hi(componential analysis)& 419 w72 trt. SEABBEc WEEEE
Akt Rt SMetA kbt EfFEs BEEAA b BER RS Az dgez
259 f— & MO HEFEY BESFCIT. SEAEBAA EEY BERE g9FE 99
JER 7t AR HEL BOSHA vb o] Hikd o8 MRS Jelhie BEE
. FEBRHY B4 (semological components) & 2 Syifa) W o2 4 FfLE KA 7 & BREAEKE
Bisme s BEslza e 7’01':} o] Fidol MY vl BEES HAKNLE SEEM]
g & Ao fIE 5d FiEAA HrAIRKE (distinctive features) 2 FHfHS Forol =
Harris (1948)7} 2y #r &t chrewoﬂxi -+ ‘you(f) did’'s =AM, ¥, BEHE A Bz
Aebs AL W Boel .

ABEBE} FlLZE 22 B (semological units) H1 %3] #EARE BOLZ A
3t ZlE Chafe (1965)0 &3l Bisre &+ BEE BHE T v e taxonomic R4y
ol & w}& b= paradigmatic JFL3olk.  FiF A ofe| Venn EE (Al 1 =) BEMGkA
A FEE ARY taxonomic [F4yel 8 ‘A2 ‘A9 taxonomic F4yolwh. Bl mTh

< fEz ARY BREME 2 $od & 2o @

52 Mz HBE9 FEH{S taxonomic Fiyol stz o},
L taxonomic 59 WAL WEYSE HEEdE HRAT

Aol SiEEN RitelA v AEMRGnclusion)s]

His Re BT Hdle HHE |EE ot Ak

W 223 BoeE felnl EFjelE oFF®  patterningo] v BfRS]  H# (recurrence of
relations)o] ¢17] = Folvh. fH A ‘FE, ‘A’ % taxonomic FIIE /E Z HET
(unique) Z37EY #Ee ztevh. =2l x taxonomic By o2 A HEE 5 v HHd (entities)
Z olFAE ¢t o] & taxonomic FAruvt EiEEMoE o B E 2 & paradigmatic
BAdE 15 HREY MikGecurrent relations)o] o} s HHRA oIS Bl &YIT
Aol o8 morphemed o) ¥4 et ‘FE, AR, ‘9a’s =5 [+Animate)zt
paradigmatic [{5& ZFAx 7] @-Fol =& BEES &EFHR ‘A2 (+Human) &5
L EmE AdezA ‘AL § oy HEY EHEZ ‘9 d97] dAS EBhIE e
(—Masculine) ff5r& ztech. Ulithi SfEelA §i& Solnwl o] SFdw TEY ABRA
At ded )5S oy EFAAY el 3fE9 paradigmatic Froz it (Sohn
1969). EN (speaker), (hearer], (plural}e] A FR4rol #UJ3] aEd 224 o8 ABALHE
morpheme& W}, 2]z ol F A paradigmatic [F53-2 ohE B2 HREAMRS BHo=2

m|ru

I‘J
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[speaket]
g =

+ - i+ -

[pluta [p]uran [plura!]

A NVANVAN

Xiic Xaamam ngaang Xaami  xeel yiiy yiir
Gl < ‘vou'  ‘you’ ‘they’ ‘he, she, it’
(inclusive) (excl usive) (pD (sg)
H 2=

=AY

ol el j FEIKKY Ry& Fobl v Jidke =4 minimal pair testo] {Ks] FHiH-& ol A
s} shabZbA o, B EAY BAS Y =5 BREBMEEDE 728 BIE ¢ Ade &
V¥ ste]of Fhet.

olgA WIREIfI S MHLE Atdte Hike deistx BHER #Ad HiKmE 548

RE, MZRE, K4, LA 5o Eikaiid A= ¢+, Goodenough (1956)7}

aFHsl o] o] B qF WA elkiEHoE FHE FEUREECR (A BEARE A Eile =
ZRE FiERo 2 VY fuEs) wkslol ol k. REAA 74 el dFolal BREER
BEAEZAS FIFSE & SEY 2o HERAEE TR 9 @Y 8BS B R A (&
A, [# A, ot A9t B (B By, & By, BUKHER C Uik C,, M C, AA
et Bk % D (RAM:s @ Dy, AAEES £ Dy) oz @astd ol BAe &
gerol HEEEY BE WKAES ol %4 ®eh. 2eise Ulthi S+ AB o

it

Ho rlr

oL

4 AFBRAEFY inclusivedt exclusive®] RIS KEFESES Kool EH ez 29 Ao
A BiEE BE) Res s gEE EE 0854 dech. 2 HR S Kechua 52 RAET ©
& Amercan Indian E@ol A = 2 4 o

5 7|71t Robbins Burling® Burma ;Eoll #{2}<], Kimball Romney: Kalmuk Mongol &, Lounsburyi=
Crow$} Omaha 35, Goodenoughi= Yankee $if#izhot Trukese 35, A.Wallace®} J.Atkins HAGE, 4
e o ol Hold £4 HOOWS Ao, 4722+ Harold C. Conklin® “Hanunoo
Color Categories” #0] 3l 3 4o 2% C.0.Frake?] “The Diagnosis of Disease Among the Subanum

of Mindanao” %] glom el Mele] = L. Pospisil®] “Formal Analysis of Substantive Law:
Kapauku Papuan Laws of Land Tenure” %3 5 < gltt.
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samayi 24 A", oA, GER S ZE HR <9 BFR chld nE
R =9 BF &Y, BT ) F BRI AD, oln bwisi-yi ‘Rid, <Y, 54 o]z
A,D, o7 mwenga-yi ‘9w, T, §4° o]},

Taw Ul WRT Baar JGikel #sted #irle]l ¢x & #ixd Katze} Postal
(1964 : 28)-& ok THBRSOHCl BEMEE, SHHS % HiRY ke BRslz =&
T MESHA e BS fEstE o 9] MBI BEY BEY Hodd HI BH
S AERHO EikAM MBS 9Fc d #aE T+ bz FEI. oA Katzob
Postalo] M EFEEHQ Ribel A (NEAEES]) EcRiffel H@E 532 Projection rules (3%
THRAD KB FES] HHREES BRYe s 3t F 2524 g dtplol e & &
At ZEY BAAHS TR SEABBN ZBAA BN EWNS HEY Eks

ez EEss o 2 BiYel Ak AL Estd ok T Aol ¥H RooHT B
A E £/ Bk el dualth. fiztl Hammel (1965) #3] #IIR" #4507 =
S} 2 ol 8B S5k A-S M A St symbolic notationo] {k3}e] HEFAES H AR (basic units)
Z BHEstz ol & EAEfIZYE mE EHE #EHoR ARIEE 3tz 9low Lamb
(1965) = HEAEZL @b SHEME Z+ MRE =9 P stratificational Fikgel
sripEke vrel ez skl
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