N RBRFEREGET AV RRCE =8 45567 2007 153-160

HARNANGRIZ BT 5 Kl

— HARADRIZAE S D LWIREFEHFIZOVWTER S —

7 S S S
E[ B YT :]

WL - BOEE - &
(2007410)1 4 F Z81)

Phonological Awareness of English among Young Japanese Children
— Learning methods of English suitable for young Japanese children —

Masamichi Yuzawa, Michihiko Sekiguchi and Sixian Li

Abstract. The present study reviewed research concerning young children’s acquisition of
English as a second language. The followings are suggestions obtained from the reviewed
research. 1) Younger children are better able to learn phonology of a second language. 2)
Phonological categories of the native language are still flexible in the early childhood.
Young Japanese children are able to perceive English sounds in a CV structure correctly.
3) Young Japanese children are sensitive exclusively to the boundaries between morae,
which makes it difficult to perceive English sounds in a VC structure or in multiple
syllables. 4) Children’s facility in phonological awareness of English is closely related with
the acquisition of English vocabulary, and it is important for young Japanese children to
facilitate phonological awareness of English. 5) In activities that require the manipulation
of sounds of English words, Japanese children older than 5 years will be able to facilitate
phonological awareness skills not only for English but also for Japanese.

Key words: phonological awareness, Japanese young children, English learning, second
language
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1. IEC®HIC LICAEhLWIEBREOD ) 2 8T 5,

4G H, AR OEXFHAENARELED T
%o 20074E 3 H 5 HAF T o EHHORFICL 5 &,
HERT RO L v —25NEE LT B E R
4 + (http://www.hiroshima-caps.ne.jp/kids/english/)
120&, #M2807 O REXFEHEN RN SN, 72, &
E DK 15002 TR T 2 [V~ JEEEHE] 1589
1~ 3O, 5FEMD24E IR o728 v,
LA L, 1AM 1 RRFREOREREB TR L TRR
BHoOK, Fiz, L0 &) RIGERBESILIIEICS
ELLVODPILGhoTVWRVOLBBIRTD 5,
Z T, ARETIE, WEE O EHERHY (phonological
awareness) DOFEEOBLEA, S, WEMOH RO T &

PEFROBRIL, FFEEFOAE - EHOA R LT,
FERAEA R SR OB, WL, MAHEOER LY
BEENTV D, WEOTHRERE, WiEoTHEE2T
HiLTROBMTY YD, WHT 2L L wIH T, F
12, EFEEFOME - ERICHEb S TwhH, LA,
BOT AL, FERELHAT S D EDINRD

YR
PEEN M FMT 2 2 2G> Twb, —Ji, H
AFHBEHICHEGT 21 EHI28 5T, 1M 1 R

B, BEATEHEICHSTH, TITOEENITII 2=
F—arvell THRTE ik HKBIIR s N T
Woo LA, TLERAZRED AT 4 T 2L TH#
il CXBPFEDY) YV —ARBETHY, TD)I—A
) FLMAETEME, R RBAEMANIEAT
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&b, TODITE, WHEOFF R T % YR
L, B2 W ETHL, TOODOHEGEL %
b ONIFEOETRRETH Y, HEFEOEIHZ uE&%AjJ
BBtk 2Ly, GREMoOHARDTFLEHITH
DLOWERHETHL LV 0)7)“4@%0)%‘2_’@6%0

UT, HROT-EH OREFRBFICHD LML EE
L, ZOXIBEZIIE 7RG 3T %,

2. FRHPE2EBDBRICRIZTTHE

—fRIZT-EDOFFEEME, RAOSTEEMH L X
LE, WHEBLEL, BHTHLEEbRTWS, 2
O— e Lk, BEEL3RLZEEIIBAEL, 7
CCH2EMEEFH LD A ONE 2 SFEmIIICO WV
TN H D EMITON T, 2 FilEG
LA E OBIRE RIS DRI L 5 &, TR
BosEL, IO%RE2EHORBVH-TH, BMEL
TRAEMRASHT N TS, 68 2 SRk T B eI 2SR W aln)
Wb Do Twb (eg. Johnson & Newport,
1989; Flege, Munro, & MacKay, 1995; Flege, Yeni-
Komshian, & Liu, 1999; Oyama, 1976) .

RFEM W78 & LT, Johnson and Newport (1989)
&, 35D 539K  TIOKRENSRAE L 7o ERE, HiE
E A SO W THFROLERR D 2 WE L2 2D

B, BN (16s%) DAnicBi Lz#iE, BIEE
r‘:)'C?iﬁ%ﬁ@fhﬁb:ﬁ@ffﬁﬁéﬁ%%@L:ﬁb“(. znbh
FRCRAE L 728 T, B4l & SCRe ) IS BRD 2
Modze R, 3~TRTRBIELER, FEhaiE s
DB SCLEREII DD TR 225 726

INLDOWERENS, B2 FHEOBMITHENL
R »H L FEREN TS (Long, 1990),
72720, EAEOWIETIE, %2 FiEOBEICE AN A
HBHILFLTLLLFEN TV (Bialystok &
Miller, 1999; Birdsong & Molis, 2001), #5112, HBFH
WILIBEICE 2 SR B L5 T, FHMRER L
82 B O SOERENIZA DM S5 .55 212
BAEMLRRICH 2 SR B L BomIcy, Rk
HERULLLVWORNEZBE LA VS, F 31

FEIZ X o THEB MG 2 FFE O LEREII
FTRENR RS> TV,

—7i, #H2ZHOVBIL > TEROFFOEIRIL,
BOHIICE > THRL - TND I EATREENT
W5, #lz1E, Flege, Yeni-Komshian, and Liu (1999)
W&, 7 A A ERENCRE LT OER (1 ~231%)
DT L WEREREEE R (BAERERCFI15E) 0%
B EXEOHMFEE TRz, T A A ERENBAEL 72
EMAE 2% & L DI, BEFERERE B 5 0t

FEONEEET 72 v MASRL &Y, SUET A SO
ML B odze LrL, BAEL 72RO & 354§
LU (Peih & HEREO S B OMM, #EH) L
72l &, BEFEHOENIL ST, ET A MORER
DENVII R o 7278, WEFET 7 & ¥ FOEWIIAE
FIAAEL 720 2OT e S, WEEOT SO
& oT, FilmiE, ERAERE %25, LEOEG
i, FMZOL0LD b, BE (BFRSHOMM)
DBENRRKE N LITRE SN2,

ithﬂﬂ%%ii7xUﬁA%l®zyy7*—
FRFM R L HERNZ 8 ) EFE R oL &, KR
EE2EmETANBE L 72, %@ﬁ%%‘%, 9&5%0)
FEEE, SO, SCEEMRIZBWT, B, miEihd
MODEL, HoTWh, BEICBVWTE, £k
"ol

WAEAEEDYES 2 FRE O E OB AT TRIRDT-
Ehl, IDVEROTFEDFZIERATRLLZNED
P ERARIAGE T, U‘Z?ﬁﬁﬁﬁl’@d@o Ty,
HORNT &b OF L ) BEEEH IS VWIS & B
T5ZLxRLTWAS (eg, Aoyama, Flege, Guion,
Akahane-Yamada, & Yamada, 2004; Tsukada, Birdsong,
Bialystok, Mack, Sung, Flege, 2005; Williams, 1979) .

Bl 2 1E, Tsukada et al. (2005) &, ALKR~ORAE
AEMRASE U722%, WARAEBs e 34EM & b 4R TH
D 2 ODOROHEGRRGRGEHOT LS CPg4R12.3
&, 137) RN CEEIR3045E, 331), B &
CAEER O XIS 3 2 JEFEREER GG & P AR IR12.70,
32.3i%) DIFERET OHEL LR T W~ 2O
MR, REERTOMEICBL T, KAOKEL Y 7L
SOBFED L, DPORANTIEEIEAERDE AR S
NG oD LT, FEHTIE, WEEBORR
BRON, LaL, MEEROR T EHTY, K
RE LT, JERREERT A IR D & DR 5 72,
=, WIEERICEDL ST, BEFEEREIEOT LD
&, PEEEEEREE OT LD LD ENTELDIC
LT, WERERGESEORANDIE T, EiERGER
BHORADZNEH 5T,

VU ELEOWMRETFT—4s %% 25k, H25HLLTOHK
ORI, LTLL, RUFhERviEEivnen)
DIFTIELEVE) THD, Lol m;’%@ ;*-:0)%1],%

RFEFICHLTIE, XY RVWRINCSEGED IR
BLOHA, X0 EFERFE A O TN ~1_O< e
TEXLIEDRBEEINT WS, Ziug, RIFTIDY =

Fa &5, Fme &b, F1SHEOFRERN L
UE:AC Ny ek (e %‘%Zﬁiﬁ FE QMR EN

EHIRITAHINICL LN THAEEZLNSL, T5
L, 1 EHEOEHIRRDTT T AICEEIC e 5 T
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HARNL IS BI) 2 FEGED

WO AERMDBETIE, HHOFEIE > THEROR)R
EHFT oM TCERVWEEZ ONL, FEEE, Flege,
Birdsong, Bialystok, Mack, Sung, and Tsukada (2006)
&, 9o, dLR~OBME L BEREEEEOT
EBiE, KA ETIR WD, MEERDEVIZED
53 (34EM & 54EH), WERFHEFEOFEL LI
NpE, HRELT, FEFEORTIHERET 72> b
BHbHIEERLTVS,

3. 1 8FELE28ET ’“ﬁﬂ’]
BENEHOEZVVDE2FED
BHEERICRIFTRE

(1) S@MFHOEN

HAE, FE T 2 AOMWRIRAE, FE 9 5 30Uk
HBEZ Lo THEWIIZH T2 00b5T, 5
SEICEAD A T T) =RV TREMICHE S
5. TDE)BEFOAT I —HMEOIFEIIEHL T,
19704 LARE, FLIE AR & L n S Bild s h
“Cb\é %ﬂfo@'ﬁ}f“‘i)*% A:t%10 HE2IE, AR
PR EEEOE AR ICGhETHES 1, t

%%ﬁﬁ‘-ﬁ 7&\/‘%2 BHOEHOER (F 212
E|4>~}\ZL/ W& 5 THEED /r/ & /) IR0 7% <
&Z.; ZEDG o T A (B 1999) . SO XD Bk
BT H 7T —MEOREL, EEOEHEESR
r‘:ﬁ&% HHRREROW 2 EHICBT LA T T —
DERE, EOREEEEVSERT L L2 NEICT S
(Brown, 1998; Wade-Wolley, & Geva, 2000). %1z 1%,
WiED /r/ & /112D, Pk HE, B3k
W= MEEBEOENE EE 2T, & LTHRIT
50, HARFEFGFEG AL, 0L 2FrH» 0 2FH

TXY, M=o 7T)—LLTHELTLE)

~ﬁ BREOF A 7 3 — 13, KR W,

AR S £ TIRAISIEL, &b oRk

D‘é R T T —OBIRIE, KAOZENRE IR
HEIESXD LTV ARV EAREBERTVD (eg,
Hazen & Barret, 2000; Pursell, Swanson, Hedrick, &
Nabelek, 2002; Walley & Flege, 1999) . 1 2.1E, Walley
and Flege (1999) 1, 5%, 9, kAoE/
Y IIVIEFERRER B AR L LT, /hb/ @ _ 0
B, /S /i ET (F7213 /Y £T) BRI
A3 g E AN ERERRL, Thas/I/ &
MZZahE) Pl SE, §5&, 5EED /1/
DOFEPNIIA <, FHvE I, /I OBERPHIEIZ 7% -
7oo 72721, HEMEEONR (/b_b/ /b_p/) Tk
OFEBRETHE, 5EBTY, EREREE // O
PRASHIRELC 22 > 720

HRRE — HARAL R

A SDLWEFEHFICOWTER S —
(2) BEMFHOEN

EHRIR S S O IR T 2 B R E i & &
ﬁJ\UZ) T2ODFHPY THDLOIH LT, RN
&, A, XREOXYREREROTNE RO
720, R ERL EOMNIMN R ERE 5272035
FUH) Th b, A, £ OWTED, SiRMFEE
[FARIC, FLRAREEDA ¥ M A= 3 YRGSy —

73}:0) HA N BICBIETH L THLH I L RRL
Tw5 (eg, Jusczyk, Cutler, Redanz, 1993; Jusczyk,
Houston, Newsome, 1999; Karmiloff, & Karmiloff-
Smith, 2001; Nazzi, Betroncini, & Mehler, 1998; Nazzi,
& Ramus 2003; Spring, & Dale, 1977)o

FAEORKSHENZRICL S L, SilEllLo
f%&éuzA@$M(UZAw%ju—>#%w
ZOEHOFEE L, TORMICBETH D 2 LA
Mo TWd, Thbb, FFEOFHHE, A LR (&
) OHMTHY, 79 AHEOMEIL, HHOREAT
THhY), HRFEOHHZIZ, E—S0HMNTH S (eg,
Cutler & Mehler, 1993; Cutler, Mehler, Norris, Sugui,
1986, 1992; Cutler & Norris, 1988; Cutler & Otake,
1994, 2002; Otake, Hatano, Cutler, & Mehler, 1993;
Otake, Yoneyama, Cutler, & van der Lugt, 1996), '
ALHTITY) =%, HEEHZEHORNLESELL,
PR R EERAET 2FENN) LDz, HAER
%ﬁ%u,UxAﬁT:U~®#&5%£m kil
B2 ML %

Bl Z 12, EIZKEﬁﬂuqu%ﬂi HAGED High % Jn72
FTHEIZBWT, B ORICE2 N/ HEE (oagura
D agura) %, THOMRICEN-HGE (tagura
o agura) Db, HHEWRDI LN TES, L
2L, MCTFEDOIRTD, iy LMAGbeE ik
(saruN o N) & BFOCIRICE 2N 72 HFE (sarua
H D saru) 132 bH 5% (McQueen, Otake, & Cutler,
2001)s ZhiE, HAFHERFRAGEAE— 7 2 HALIE
HERMET 5729 (o/a/gu/ra/, ta/gu/ra/, sa/ru/
a/, sa/rw/N/), E—FIZHbATN-FF (ta/gu/
ra/ D t) BHEWMD I V2D TH D,

F72, HAFERGE S &L OO FHEORE % ik
L 72128 & L C, Kakehi, Kato, & Kashino (1996) (&,
REbLREOIA X% THEHITH AL VCV
(B 21Z, /ape/), CV (/pe/), VC (/ap/), VC1-C2V
(/at-pe/) ORIFEF%, HAEE 21347 v 73k
B L T 28#H 52, FHEENES S, 75,
HANIZ, CVOREEFRIZOVWTE, £ v A&
FC LI CAMETERDS, VC ORl#HE & VCI-
C2V DHHE 7 D VCIF B IZOWT, £ 7 ¥ ¥ Ao
X, HRTAILNTELRD o7,
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HAFEOGEOMEOHA, (£—F) &, THELD
bREWD, HEEGEEEHEICE>T, E—I0F
O E —3 L%\ VC O R L7z T-5 % K
EMAHZ LEHELV, —FT, EIHEOFHIIE, VC
DORRBERHE L =T E 2B DN SAD BT
O, LHEWASE—FDY XaHh 7T —IZEHhB
LA OARGERGES &1, RSz mEss oL
N R Y (W38

4. SR - SEOEDREICLS
E2EREROTH

HHHFNH (phonological awareness) &%, H» 55
MOEFOMEE ML, RO L, BE
THIETHA, THMEL (phonological processing)
F 7213, FHHMEUEY: (phonological sensitivity) &
LIFIEN 2, HHERHROHEE, HWiEoOFLILBL,
FHHIC K o CHEEZHIL2D, KEOEDF UHEE
ZEIRL2Y, MEEE R EWICR LAY, #I,
BERPEHAOHELRK LD, HIEOREOEH
EEAAELZDTAEICE > THIEEN TV S,

» % S OEHEHOBREE, ZOFFHOHERDM
R L WHEEOE S L B L (Bowey, 1996; 2001;
de Jong, Seveke, & van Veen, 2000; Metsala, 1999) ,
F7:, ZOFHEOLTFOHME % FMT 52 L5
2o Twh (eg, Adams, 1990; Castles, & Coltheart,
2004; Goswami & Bryant, 1990) .

—h T, HEHERMoRER, SHOEDRE
(phonological working memory) DHESI & H B L
TWa Z e s Tws (Bowey, 1996; 2001; de
Jong et al, 2000), HIEIEBIFCIEOREIIE, WE, T
FEMNCHIR SN/ IEHFEZ AT 2 58I & - TlllE
EN, ORI, TOTELOWFEIIBITAiEET
2T THRL, H2EMIIBI HiERENG L DERIC
B % Z EAVRENTWAS (Avons, Wragg, Cupples,
& Lovegrove, 1998; Baddeley, Gathercole, Papagno,
1998; Gathercole & Baddeley, 1989, 1990; Gathercole,
Hitch, Service, & Martin, 1997; Gathercole, Willis,
Emslie, & Baddeley, 1992; Masoura & Gathercole,
1999, 2005; Michas & Henry, 1994; Service, 1992) o

TR, SHEBRCE GEHEESEEEE), i
FPREOMERIZOWT, Gathercole (2006) &, 2
DO EFILL T b, —HOMEIE, S
% @ (phonological sensitivity hypothesis) T® ¥,
HDHEFRIIBUT LEEROBIMAZ DS FHOE FifEGE %
NTT B HEREE ISR, TOME, FrLwiiFEok
RREFIAEIND L VI BDOTH S, )7, A

Ryl (phonological storage hypothesis) T,
ERHAR T R R O BRE SR VW EIE, &
7 2 R B R I ISR 2 e TE B 7
DIZ, ZOFERE, HLWHFEOFE ZR)RNIATH
EWNTED EMET Ho Gathercole (2006) 1&, [P
TAHMEE LY 2 — L, EHWTERE ) B EFIT
HDHERIELT VD, 72721, 2 SihORERMEA
FTozl B, FRFEFEALLRVERTI, HH%
TR VEB)RC R DI I ORI 2 PR E 72 1R
IVEBIRC I OBHED Y 2 BaEOBFIIK & il 2 1
72905, Vo lt A, BHOLREOTERMEEERT S L,
ZOMEFH LT, SOIEMIHEREZEP T &
NTE&LEEZ5HN5 (Masoura & Gathercole, 2005) o

Masoura and Gathercole (2005) 1%, FKTH2F
e LCHGEZ T TP 3EMFEALZT) Y v AD
T CEHILER) x5, SRz e
THIFHGEERE L, EFHOFERT A 2TV, &
512, EFHFORMOHFE L AxE XTI Lo a57H
W EITo 720 TORE, SFHNEDRIEOREIIL,
YR DR L BT L T 722, EEEOHT L v
HiEZ 84 5 A — Fi, HFHNGEEREok) T
37, BHAFoREEo s M B E 272,

HARNGRD K GEZ FEHT 2,655 25 L, ik
DFEFAGRITF 572K BRVOBITLAETH L, TD
Vit RO 2 E R EE SRS %
AR E A B EE R R OB ASK & Btk &
BideE20N5, L2L, 3THRXRZLIBRHAR
eSO S, BBz, HAE
A, HFEOFF AR END, HHEOMESREC
BRI T 2 2 L3 L WS LA PSR,

BILT (2007) 1&, HAFEZEGEL 54 ~6iKD%)
WICHFEOIEHFESEIE 2 17> 720 9, Gathercole
and Baddeley (1996) »MER L 722 ~ 5 & HiOIEHEE
BRI E LTHW L A, FECEb Y 2, ERE
WA T & 2B BT AR A o 72 (3918 % ) o 4512,
B OR & WIEHGE O FAERAE A > 72 (2 6,
3EH, 45, 5 EMOIEMEDOEYER A,
FNEN, 29%, 28%, 9%, 7 %) F, KHEE
O E LT, EFHEOFTHEHET 2T XToE
ZH—OTHEMAGDLELEEE (CV), F2ddk
FEOEHREMWN T 5 TXTOT-H 2 [H— Rk LA
HhEHERH (CV 21 V0 Z2HwiEZ A,
CV M O REE £ 7213 2 IEMEIC IR T & 7281 E
FEDLDOTEDP> 2 (ENZFNIH%, 90%). VC
WORTHZIEMICKETE-HE1E, HTIEoth
LRDE, Eh o7z (69%)0

NS OFRERIE, HARGEE WFEOE RV O
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ST, ARAGEA, CV & v BEHTHUR
ENDE, BRFEICLWIEEOEHD 0T, EREIC
MEL, ZTRhERETLIIENTELILZRIELT
Wb, LAL, ZNo0HE#EDS, VC &wv) HARFEIC
HWHEHIREEHoOMIDATNDE &, TS %R
EMWY, THRAOTEB RIS 5 2 L2 L
{ B EEZLND,

5. REODSHEBHDHEEZELEDKD
ICEmOHLS KD

HARGE 2 855 & 3 2 )80 HARGEI K 2 &5 i 20
DFEER TS B L, HARFEOHFEOFH
(E—=7) &0 L7Y, FRERFHEZ EOWHE 2 A
ML) FT22ENTELLIITHRDLDIE, 4iET
THTHDH (KU, 1988), —7, Sz Bike 35
T &b OREFEITHT B H IR O IEE &2 W7 T
&, B XD S AL OF ORI b T
V5o FEFHOFHBMOBRES LD L I ITHET L
&, BIETHW 55 RO RLIEFEDO SLTFFE O
AL o TRE S AP R CZZENR TR DA
(Savage, Blair, & Rvachew, 2006), —#%12, 5 LIFE,
BHIOSH S, X D/NELRHATH S onset & rime
DM, E 512, onset & rime DM S HFED
SHENE I8 L Tw < (eg, Liberman, Shankweiler,
Fischer, & Carter, 1974; Treiman & Zukowski, 1996)

3TN E DI, HAFHROEF QMO HBALA
E—TTHhDHI L, $72, HKFHFEOD L TOFER,
LY LY B EDOFEEDTE—TEHMELTND D
LR OB, BRI E T2 TFEDERRD,
HARFEZIFHEET2FEDIE, HHX /NS HALO
THOBHEEIGESIFIIL wEEZLNSL, L2L,
4 TRz X H I, HEFHOFHRROPHEEL, L /b
S LB OETHRRIIEONTEY, H2FHEL LT
DFEFHERF LB L T b 720, TEilia B L
EIETEHEHAANDTEDIZL ST, HHiLY/NESH
HAOFHBREIESEDL ZEPLEATRKTH
5o TNTIE, 0L ICHEFEOTHEROTRE S
DB X VDTHA ) Ho

EH O, RELANS 7 AT, KR
BOfERETS ~6 e LI [EoTuy s
bR OBFOMBRERET L] BT [E3
o7aY s b, 4THALZBEO (2007) 25
RIE SN ORI T VDS, 1) HARAL
Wi, RN A2 EHE M - JET 5 2 AT
&5, 2) HRALRIZ, HFEOFHOMAEDEE
M- KAET ALV, [E¥E07uy s b

T, WFEEPEEE 75T 80 2 b oH iR
0, WO LT FEHERH T 5T L LGRS
IR ANSNT WS 74+ =y 7 AZHEH L7,
Tx =y 7 AE, B EFORRE R R X
) ETHI|ELETHY, PETL D, HERLXEKOR
WD FHAMY % BT 5 JKED: (whole language
approach) &xflb 8N TE7-A%, e, HH & XF
EOBRETEDICE S TELL, 4003 LR
FEPHEEIN TS, [EEOTuY = M| T,
ZOFEO—DLTHOYa)—=T7+=v 27 X (Joly
phonics) LY A, WKFEEMKT 2 EHE—2 0
EOYRICER SRS, ENEMAG LRI
279 2T, WFEOFHEROEKEL HDLI L%
RPHVE L7z PIZIE, s i, tOXFEREEIEE &
DIZFEH L7k, /sit/ DEFEOR PG /s/ Bk L
720, /s/, /i, /Y RS ETIE L) § A EH)
ol [BEOTOY 22 M ORPIOVTIE
G AMOBHTHY, PRI LIS RV, B
FEOFBEBMLT, ZLOTLEBIIBVT, TDLH
ZRIGENC FENR Sz,

WtRIS, RN FE T e TH L H
AEDOTERHET L LV ERICH LT, & LA,
B2 FREOFEE, HEEOREIIL o TH T T AR
HEW) ZEERBR LV, ZhUL, EEEOFHEE
BEOLZEIE, HAEICHT &ML S0 52 &
Kb hoThb, B, H2FiHE LTHEELFS
HEAREEAD T L 25012 L7228 BT,
FEE L 2 S OM THEBRMSHE BTS2 L
R ENTWAS (eg, Bialystok, McBride-Chang, &
Luk, 2005; Leong, Hau, Cheng, & Tan, 2005; Wang,
Park, & Lee, 2006) -

6. HHYIC

AETIE, HAROFEb OIEFERFCHED L5 2
BEL, JEFEOHEHBROIEZEOBIEIAS, MO
HRDFEDIZASDLWEEHTOD ) T EHEL
720 UTF, Z0FLOTHLD. 1) FiHEOEHR DML
REFICHL T, L) RVRIICESEEOFH I2EL
BLEGH, JGEREREEOZNTED 2 LTS
b0 2) BEEOEHA 7T —1F, HREHTIE,
RS Y, FEEEOEHE CV &) BEHITH
MENDE, HARANGRIE, ThZzIEMICAEL, K
BIHIENTEDL, 3) BEEDY AL AT T —0
MR, RMITEEICRE S, HARARIR, VC &
W) HAGEIZ 2 WERIR B E Hi O DA 7238
HOTHEMEML Z L L v, 4) FEFHFOWFE
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IEFECHIBE L, H R EBY LR I IR BRE 9 % 35
A DOTREDN 2 Tk & U C ORBSER, & B
LTwa728h, HRADOFEHIZE ST, HFHiL D/
SO TR L S D 2 E PRI KT
bHbo 5) HAFHIN T 2 FHHEMRATEET 5 5L
e, BEEERKT AEH (FR) 2—20 24l
Hik SRS, TNEMAGDELEF 2T 2L
DOIEI L - T, IGEOFHRROTAR T b 5 721F
T, ARG 2 BUEMES 0 L3 2 2 & 30ty
T& %,

(51RC#Ek]
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