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COMPETENCE: the ability to do something well (LDOCE); range of ability or capability
(Merriam-Websten

ABILITY: the state of being able to do something (LDOCE); the quality or state of being
able: physical, mental, or legal power to perform: competence in doing (Merriam-Websten

CAPACITY: someone's ability to do something (LDOCE); mental power, capability, and
acumen blended to enable one to grasp ideas, to analyze and judge, and to cope with
problems: maximum potential mental ability (Merriam-Websten

CAPABILITY; the natural ability, skill, or power that makes a machine, person, or



organization able to do something, especially something difficult' (LDOCE); the quality or
state of being capable physically, intellectually, morally, or legally: capacity, ability
(Merriam-Webster) ‘ .

PROFICIENCY: a good standard of ability and skill (LDOCE); the quality or state of being
proficient (Merriam-Webster)

FACULTY: a natural ability, such as the ability to see, hear, or think clearly (LDOCE); an
inherent capability, power, or function -- now used chiefly of the living body or its parts
(Merriam-Websten)
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2.1 Competence

'‘Competence' & 1Y fZEIEE D% 'communicative competence’, 'sociolinguistic competence'7:
i EDEREEER I LR FETH DM, COENSERINAT S L 212> Z0OREAAD
YD Chomsky (1965)ICk %, F 3 AAF—ITL T competence’ Eid'the speakerhearer's
knowledge of his language' TH V. TDRTH S 'performance (the actual use of language
in concrete situations)'(Chomsky 1965: 4) &13&ERENiz, 7208 ZOMEEIL Hymes (197212
Lo TEEIN/Z, 1%IZE > Teompetence' & 1d'Competence is dependent upon both (tacit)
knowledge and (ability for) use.(Hymes 1972: 282) TH DBLEE/RD . F 3 AAF—FiEmOY:
HCBINTW e [STHEANVBERTO) SHEERANESEN. I5ICE0FEHAZ G
T Bability bEENBD L DI, FOLETHEIQTENRTRENE. @ DHEZEY) - £HENE
HiAlfett, QHEEEFAEIME. ORTERIEZHETTE 5 &\ 5 EIKTO communicative
competence' & VD FEEEEER L 72, Canale and Swain (198013 ZDF a AZAF—ENT LXE
TRT DL D BAEEERE L. N AXEZIT T 51 communicative competence' & VYD
REZMEL. 73l AF— WS competence' % 'grammatical competence' & 5 L
'sociolinguistic competence' &Xt S 7z, —4, H5I3F a AXF—OEELEE ZZFH)E,
'competence'td. 'underlying knowledge 7ZIFEIERT 2 HDTH D, /N1 LXDE S ability for
use'td. -'competence'lZIIF ENBRE TN EFIE L TVi5(Canale and Swain 1980: 7)., U
MLBENEHES5I3ZE N E T'eommunication strategies’ & FFIZN T2 DERILIKEIT
'strategic competence' &IFEUMELZ (Canale and Swain 1980: 27). 'competenceBimz W E INE
PIHERLTWS, 15| & D Olid'communication strategies'td'ability for use' & #iZ B
L7EEZEN 5 TH S, Canale(1983)dF 3 ARF—05—[FH. 'competence'Zknowledge
and skill'N5725 5D EFHEL. 'competence' DHEF %= HBEERFIIRETSATERNRET L
FOEBRNRINDEIBOELE.

Z D W /z'competence HERDINE S8R % Taylor (1988138 L <HLHIL. Fa LAF—D
‘competence I X ability HERIT T ENTHBE T, ‘competencePE&IIH < T THknowledge'
ELTESABNREE LTz, FEFE Chomsky (1986) T ®'knowledge' & ability 1TEILY 2 T &I
5 RERIMRRE N, ‘competence' &S FFEIZZEEH L. o Tknowledge of language'
NI S E U TR L, THEZITTH. Bachman and Palmer (1996) TIIREE D' language
competence, organizational competence, grammatical competence, textual competence,
pragmatic competence, illocutionary (functional) competence, sociolinguistic competence' &4



3 FEE @ 'competence' 733 X T'knowledge' ICHE EH X 5 11, '‘competence' 14 'matacognitive
strategies' % & Uk 3" 5 'strategic competence' 72 FIZE 5 D& & 72572 (‘communicative
competence' & V3D IEEH Bachman(1990) Thd'communicative language ability'. Bachman
and Palmer(1996) Tldlanguage ability' EFrE 5 LA 7).
LU LU'competence & 5 ability BE& %2 TR THERT 271 57— OF 3 LA AF—ERITP
PEHTHD EEZOND, E—IT _
(1) '[Wle stress again that knowledge of a language involves the implicit ability to
understand indefinitely many sentences' (Chomsky 1965 15)
EWSERITHRENB LI ITF 3 AAF—D'competence BLRITIIFB O A ERK - BET S
TEERAREIZT A ENWSHRAERENIZH D, TNEREICWESETEDLRN, BT
'pragmatic competence' &\ D113 ability forfto use' & W IEESAEEMNCA L T 277
WAL, ZD'pragmatic competence' &3 FFEIEE S ICEOEKTT 3 b AF— B HHIEHT.
‘grammatical competence' XL THEOEETH 5.
(2) 'Pragmatic competence underlies the ability to use such knowledge along with the
conceptual system to achieve certain ends or purposes.' (Chomsky 1980: 59))
B2 AIT I D'grammatical competence/pragmatic competence'& VD ZINERREDFa LR
F—1ZAWTHE Y (Chomsky 2000: 26). 'competence'& VYD FEEANHA TL £ TWADIT T
72,
Lyons (1996) i3, 3V o 7z'competence BESDRELEZMIHT 5728
(3 '[Llinguistic competence is the knowledge of particular languages, by virtue of which
knowledge those who have it are able to produce and understand utterances in those
languages'. (Lyons 1996:11)
EVWDEFEZIEL TS 2T RENSB L DI competence'td [ & RIFEICT 2 40581
EBEET D OIRKANIERIFR TH S X3 1ICBHDNSD, DE D 'competence' & ability DE&
% & knowledge' THS. (Chomsky(1986:9-10)Diimld. FEFHIANZ X LDEBICL> T
ability'td2:HN 2 9Vknowledge I EHEDEETH D2 LD MEFAVROEND ZLEFRTHOTH
0. 'competence'lZ'ability BESMA D 22 & &2 FER LK_ HO TN . ROFIHTRED
FahAF—ILDHDTHS.
(4) As is agreed on all sides, without innate structure there is no effect of the external
environment in language (or other) growth; in particular, without innate structure Jones
could not have developed in a specific way from embryo to person, and his language
faculty could not have assumed the sate of mature competence that underlies and
accounts for Jones's behavior. ... Currently, the best theory is that the initial state of the
language faculty incorporates certain general principles of language structure, including
phonetic and semantic principles, and that the mature state of competence is a
generative procedure that assigns structural descriptions to expressions and interacts
with the motor and perceptual system and other cognitive systems of the mind/brain to
yield semantic and phonetic interpretations of utterances. (Chomsky 2000: 60)
ZHiZ & B &'competence' &3 language faculty' EFREN S ERMEBRICE DWW THRETSHD
T, ZOERFHEICIDAMEEEERIBERBREEADIENTES (DEDVIZERDOX
BAERR - BETED) EizoTha, WTHIZHE K competence' | 3fal0 2 RTREIZ 5 7RI
THBHENZS,



Z 3 LTH% &'competence'tZ ability' ZRET 2 LD ARERELZ HTH I EIFRU THEWT
1372<. BUAEYTH D Z EhHin5, 'Competence' i3 DERDIEEL XD AEETH DD T,
WFNZ L7240 Teompetence'l3LAL T THEAL LRI LTS,

BRI competency' SV HFETH 548, ZHILBEEARMELHEE XN S'competence' I
B2 - 872 I competence DIUAIHEIE & L THWS NS ZEILEHORETH LK
LERBNBZEREN, A3 2y —a  EARBIKBVWTLZOLIREARRSNS

(Bachman 1990: 87). Hymes (1972 278) 3B - #ETY OV &IZEBIFRIC
'competency' & WD B EHIB I ETNSEA, ZHid'competence' S Lo o< FIERHELTH
WENTWS, L7z Teompetency IIXERAOREITZS A2 2 LI3ET, J0EICE
‘competence'filtk, [BES1) EWVW3EEDTHHDETS,

2.2 Ability

B Tability LS OBEHIE S, TS D competence' R ﬂ*% 1T TEEAY LR LT EDR
b BEAEENOERZSODAHTH S &, TREAITHABREMENIM SR D D EHETN
EM EVo ZAAFIERICARS, 'Ability'IZid competence’ S IEFIDEREN G A STzt hudiz Sz
W, A
S ETOERDF TH abilitytIEHLNTED, TOFAId competence'k D LD HER -
—RAOBEEELTEDLNTE R, £B ROCHITEREHLOEERN S L Th, 'ability'
LN ERBEHED EEhypernym) TH D, 2O &EFAI o —a VEARIIBITSE
FIRRERICB LW TH Y TIEED, Ny o7l

(5) The term ability includes both knowledge or competence and the capability for
implementing that competence in language use. ~ (Bachman 1990: 108)
& LT, 'ability'%'competence’ & 'capability @ EAEEE L THWTWS,

2995 &'ability DFREEDO BAES. {@@Fﬁ@%cﬁ N ERETHEREERD, TITIE
ability DFGEELT Tl #HT2. Th1 T WCHEENTWBRETH D, LITICHH
THEEESORED [H) Z250bOEL, «..hb@*ﬂﬁ?b‘ﬁgﬁ LTWaZEZBAETHL
<HNBEIITT B, ‘Ability'Z [H1] £TBZEICK> T, Fa AZF—PNA ARXDFHRIL [FE
T E AN SHREINEZN & Ny oFEDid Thy X T8Eh (OED Mk
&'capability' GREBIITEH) MHMRDIUD) AnLE, BERETEERSEHTES,

2.3 Capacity

ZRBICRETT 288 capacity THBD. ZHUIFa bRZAF—E&T ¢ Ry URENENENR
CRAEELTHOLWTWSY, INSIZILECHENH D, KEORETESAD I ENTES
EEZ OGNS, .

BIICF a b AF—ICLBERTHBH. HidFE T cognitive capacity' & V23 FIFE Teapacity'
BMEEFE-> TS, LA TFId LTELearning Theory) IZ E@Té?"@ﬁblglfﬁODqJ@’cogmﬁve
capacity' DE#ELNT TH B

(6) For any organism O, we can try to discover those cognitive domains D for which the
organism O has an interesting LT(O,D) -- that is, an LT(0,D) that does not merely have
the structure of trial-and-error learning, generalization along physically given
dimensions, induction (in any well-defined sense of this notion), and so on. We might
define the "cognitive capacity”" of O as the system of domains D for which there is an



interesting learning theory LT(O,D) in this sense. ~ Chomsky (1975: 21)
DX 0 EBAM N capacity &1, RITERAC—MREH D WIIFHNE VL S EFICH —BRICR 5N
BEORFETEBA., FOFEETHIHTHY., TUIHDREDEYH H S /EDERIT
LTHOHDTHBEF 3 AZAF—IEERETWD, AREWIEYDRE, ZOEBIISETH
0. FasAF—id. AEZESESE D KBW T, fOEYITIZE S WEE DR
‘capacity'ZH L T2 &EFIET 5, ,

Z D'capacity'BE&ld Chomsky(1965)ICBR615, I TFa bAF—IAMICLBEEE
VD HIEH#ES Y intrinsic human capacity in its internal organization'# KR 3139 TH 5 &
F3E L TV¥3(Chomsky 1965: 59). T Z'T®H'capacity' i, B35 K02 11 (ability)iZ
LEFELIRW, FHRRNIZERLTNWELEEZLNS,

74 Ry 13 Widdowson (1983: 6) Tleapacity ZBEM S E U TREZED TS, it
‘capacity' E WD HIEEEFTDEEDOH T, H5Wid'general', 'communicative' & Vo - EREE & 3k
ICHWBA, EENZE 21, O ESP(English for Specific Purposes) iICHBIFNIC A 51
5E57 MREINIZEES) (restricted competence) EXILTBEEETH D, AMOEERNTH
BERICROND LD 21EERL TW5,

KOs, ESP %, EAEMICED 53735 W aim) Z IEREIDER T S &S WS BRT. JIgE
(training) EFEAGEVE L7z £ T, GPE(General Purpose English)id. R Cl3BMEICIZE
B 5NIRARRITE U TL 5 5EMH D BiE(objective) ZIBTERNTER T 3 S WO B THEFR
(educationa) THDTHS & ESP & GPE L TWS, £53Wo /BT, 'restricted
competence' EIIFIERTHE TR/ TH V., ‘capacity LITEBFTE CAHATH D EHESNTNS,

(7) In ESP, 'purpose’ refers to the eventual practical use to which the language will be put
in achieving occupational and academic aims. As generally understood, it is essentially,
therefore, a training concept: having established as precisely as possible what learners
need the language for, one then designs a course which converges on that need. The
course is successful to the extent that it provides the learners with the restricted
competence they need to meet their requirements. In GPE it is of course not possible to
define purpose in this way. Instead it has to be conceived of in educational terms, as a
formulation of objectives which will achieve a potential for later practical use. Hereitis
not a matter of developing a restricted competence to cope with a specified set of tasks,
but of developing a general capacity for language use. (Widdowson 1983: 6)
U4 BUY Z¥eapacity'’® [77) . ZITW3 TERESINE) g8H) KD BEHRAESEL
TELATWAEDITH S, Hickd25 TERESNZ) (7 BHRAICRED AT ERTOIC
LT, 'capacity VI ARIAMRIROZ{EIZHE L TE S BRICERZ IS B exploit) 5 712 R LT
w5, )
(8) What the concept of competence does not appear to account for is the ability to create
meanings by exploiting the potential inherent in the language for continual modification
in response to change. It is this ability that I refer to in using the term 'capacity’.
Whereas ‘competence’ carries with it the implication that behaviour is determined by
rule almost as if humans simply responded to linguistic and sociclinguistic control,
‘capacity’ carries with it the assumption that human beings are in control of their own
destiny and exploit the rules at their disposal for their own ends. (Widdowson 1983: 8)
DED T R iz NiTeapacity L1 FHA SN/ SANRRISHIET 27201



HBEEATH/0TH 5.
(9) Difficulties will arise if a problem needs to be interpreted and redefined before it can
fit a formula, or if a formula itself needs to be modified to account for an unforeseen
problem. Such situations, which involve not simply the application but the exploitation of
knowledge, call for the engagement of capacity. (Widdowson 1983: 8)
4 Ry ACKIUESEESERER TCREINZ) fEH) DB 5T capacity' CROFIA T
‘communicative capacity’) ZHEE L, TOBEDONIK > TRARSRRICHIETES &N
SER TSR (8F) HEYEHUVZDTH 5.
(10) There are occupations (airline pilots and seafarers) and occasions in more general
language use (polite greeting formulae, for example) which call for little more than the
running through of a routine; but generally speaking, effective language use requires the
creative exploitation of the meaning potential inherent in language rules -- requires, in
other words, what I have called communicative capacity. It is this ability which enables
the language user to negotiate the gap between formula and the problem and which has
to be provided for in the formulation of pedagogic objectives. (Widdowson 1983: 13)
DN JeF LWRIRADIIE E WD ER T, B/RS KO &S W@ mRONZE
BRI BHENWDIT L RV 2 D'capacity BNy 7T ATHZITHINT NS,
(1) Communicative language ability (CLA) can be described as consisting of both
knowledge, or competence, and the capacity for implementing, or executing that
competence in appropriate, contextualized communicative language use. (Bachman
1990: 84)
DEINwIIUCENL, (02225 -2 3288 &id 1B (OFD TEk) &20
HEEIAFIVAPTII 2= —2a BN TES capacity DN SHREINTWBHITTH
5, ZZTIE M6EH) DBRBEEINZEETH Y, capacitylTENZHFEN TR T IO EROE
ST 1) PEb— B TRERESRE B> TS,

IOV EBREWTD'capacity'12hd IHINH1 EWoRFREENEZ 5D, TOREL M)
ZEDHAT, 'ability DBIE (D WMETHDIEZRL, W] EWIHEET, KR
KBRESNZATHSZEERLTWS, TROBF a AAF—HREERTWAR, [GRAIRY)
ML & AMP SRR EE IS UTEEER) KBV TRETS, ik
DEBROATH S, T4 BUYIRIRENRTIE (@324 —33) ®Eh &k, AM
BN TS VERATIRRW RBFET-ENRII 2 20— 23 RICBWTRIET 5,
HAUEBEATIHEIDBERONTH S, TN EFEORMTL- T, LONY I DM
ES O3 225—2a EFN L3N OF0ME) EThEES SN SERENS)
EEIBETHIENTES,

BBNY I A9DTBNTIE [FEE LWIFRESHNSNTNSA, [FHE) &Ik TEE
NOEDEES, T, TOEMEOTINTNSE &) (VNEEER —/— 2w R A EREAFESY)

E—BRITRE N TN S, "Capacity' IR D M T TEBRRESTHRNO T I OFREIITOERT
FELL RN, F2 Th OBEFEERS ZEIE->T g BOREEOBENARAICL <
RBEVWDIRADHH>TND,

2.4 Capability :
EIMITKEETY 5883 capability Tdh 5. Bachman and Palmer (1996)id. McNamara (1996)%



BERZLINS EENDD, UFOZDEMIET S,
(12) Inferences about an individual's capability to perform future tasks or jobs that
require the use of language, and
(13). Inferences only about an individual's ability to use language in future tasks or jobs.
A& D'capabilitytd 1587 4 — < 2 AREL IZET<DDT, BSOS D
BN=YFTU T FEDBDOEIBLETH D, —77. &E Dability't 1950387 =< 2 A6
DS BHODT, SEIKOAERLAESETH S, JDLENSTDE, ‘capability'l2id. FE5FE
WeBEgLllkhEnwoleZ a7 ANHdLIICBDN S, '
'Competence’ %'communicative competence {7 E XHFET BN 1 LAXTE
(14) I should take competence as the most general term for the capabilities of a person.
(This choice is in the spirit, if at present against the letter, of the concern in linguistic
theory for underlying capability) (Hymes 1972:282)
EWVDHHIIT, ‘capability'®/\1 L XDEIKT % 'competence' ik, A OBENRILEHEDOH
EERTDAEELTHE TS, T4 BV 2 BFEKT,
(15) It does not seem to make much sense to rehearse students in particular user roles,
much of the subtlety of which is unteachable anyway. It would surely be a more
reasonable objective to invest in a more general capability in English for students to
exploit as and [sic] the occasion subsequently arises. It is this general capability that
needs to be defined as the goal of the subject to be taught, and this then serves as the
basis for further learning whereby learners themselves adjust to particular cultural
conditions of use, and fine-tune the language so that it is appropriate to particular
contexts of use. (Widdowson 2002: 18)
'Capability'%, $EDREITRIZITHRONEATII RS, XD—BT, BERMNEUBIZONE
Hahahi&Bel, Jo—Biahh. Ba0FEORBERD. FEI T X SAOMEH
BHIONEBLIIRINZERELTWVS,

I3 U THD &'capability | IEEHICHBE L RIREICT 20 TH 0. REH] EVWoRENT
DoaT P AELRABEEZLNS,

K2ZD HEEH . TDEITR S THERRAEA OIS B AIREIC /25 WD 5T Rbikh)
OESEFBULTWS, EE. Bachman (19901X#TH D(G)T. Widdowson(1983)IZH> T
‘capacity' & WD AR EELHATNTR 50 E I A Teapability 2> Tha, ZHUINy s~
CORIZDHBNEWA DN, HIZE 5725 capacity' &'capability' E WIS EESIIEIEWLTL &
SIEEITERILIEETHDI EDVNA D, TORTHEIIZ FH) a1 EnS X5l
HERZERREICT2EREEEA D LIIBYTH D ENZ B,

2.5 Proficiency
"Proficiency'BERIZBIL T, A3 (2002) 13 6B LERRTHOD, FAT 1 > JEHROSGR
T [BEE] EWSEHREAEELTWS Ny 7> 1997, B {1 1999). ZOHEERITEM
BMAIEE LTI,
(17) Proficiency equals achievement (functions, content, accuracy) plus functional
evidence of internalized strategies for creativity expressed in a single global rating of
general language ability over a wide range of functions and topics at any given level.
(McNamara 1996: 77)



& EROESWERTELLTESRIN. HEENERLEHETHEL 2L 512'A good standard
of ability and skill; the quality or state of being proficient' &7%>TH D, ZDFEIIMUDIELES
THOBREZRLTWANS BEE] EWHFREIMEL EDNR S, KA
(18). The General Proficiency claim is based on the notion that there is some
fundamentally indivisible (even if technically analysable) body of knowledge varying in
size from individual to individual such that you can rank individuals on the extent of
their knowledge (Spolsky 1985: 186)
D &S i proficiency' 2 —FEOFEMKFESE L TESAED @’%: Ba%e.

(19) [Wle can draw a distinction between competence and proficiency, the latter term
designating something like 'the ability to make use of competence'. (Taylor 1988: 166)
D& D proficiency' ZEASMMIZ (/7] HEO—EELTESAZEE®HD, THNoZZaT
PARMUIEWEEEH A TERD MBEE) 2T, [ EWISFREZANSIEHERS
N3, 1F£H] EWIERET proficiency test O HERZREELLTO IEAFA R THRLN

SETH D,

2.6 Faculty

BatOREI I faculty TH DB, JOFERIZEALETF a3 LAF—IZE > T'the language faculty'
% L < I3 'the faculty of language (FL)' & W DRI THN Bﬂéf:b‘f’c‘b‘é% @Wos5IATHREEL
5{Tlanguage faculty' &3, AFRIOEEMEBROS S, FICESFESIRIELIZbOZIET.
"Universal Grammar (UG)' & td'language faculty' (DFJHIREE) ZERMINCERLIEDOTHD
(Chomsky 1986). 'competence'(Chomsky 2000: 60)& % V3 id'I-language' (Chomsky 2000: 73)
&Eidlanguage faculty' 2SEkE(grow) L THEBHIZE L I HDTH 5.

Z D'the language faculty'td IS3EHHE] L L TRINZD ZEBEETH 2D (5H 1986.
FahAF— 1989,1999. HE. {1 1998, F4f, {1 2001. K&, ffi 2002). [EEMEAEI &
W AAEER (BEOME] LD EKTOlanguage function DERTHID T, ZOHD
ITREAMET DTN,

F7='the language function’Vthe faculty of language (FL)' & RIS 13 t

(20) Tt is hard to avoid the conclusion that a part of the human biological endowment is a
specialized "language organ,” the faculty of language (FL). Its initial state is-an

- expression of the genes, comparable to the initial state of the human visual system, and

. it appears to be'a common human possession to close approximation. (Chomsky 2002:

-85) '
Lo td@tﬂﬁﬁ\f;éhéo)'c quﬁg’é’J EVWIFRENANSNB I EbH B, 7508 [EERE)
EWDSEREEIL TEEEEE] W ORREERIER,. TEEIEMISICLTRD (GEEBEFED) /11 &
WOEBESE TAMZREEICT 2 EVWSHEED"DE S ELRELENTVRN, Ihb
ZOOHEE D ESEHTEDEEZSNBREDO—DIE IF /] TH3, EENDO>EDEHH -
g1 (EFEAL) 2F Y TF] NE/EEE, abilityORETH 2 [h) HEEEERTHIT
THB. L7Ih% Tthe language faculty'3& Wthe faculty of language'td MEEF ) &&T
TENTES, (S5 ITERELTEELTWAAT, [EESEE) e EROFEE X<
iiﬁ LTWa R TENETIETH VDL 'the language faculty I3 2 =4 —3 a »EHGROH

FEHEEREIE 8T EWHREL, ZOBEO a7 AZ2LBABATEET
6‘5 %x.




3 EL&® , .

EA E'competence’ (B&WNcompetency’) % [RE77). 'ability'Z 1], ‘capacity'% (XA,
‘capability'Z T#G71). ‘proficiency'Z €711, 'the language faculty'Z E3EF 11 LRTZ
EEREE Lz, INSOBERITIE. Mcompetence'td'the language faculty A WEER 28 U THRE&EL
ZHDTHBN, Thidability DEHREZFUHHEE DN, TV eapacity'lc & - TERIN S
&'capability’ & L TD'communicative competence' D231 &£73 0, Fid'proficiency' & U THIE
I3 EVWoEREH BN, BURIZINS OEEEETRT TRER) ERLTLESS
OB AAETIE RENEEERNIBEREZACTRELEDDTH I, ThiIEhoE
REBOHREDVA, TNBRNCI > TERASNB LREANELTOOZI 22— a VhER
OFENERY, FNUIEEHE L THEZNS] EVoEBERAHOE>TLES. SEIEE
U7EREBRE A TRENRSET IMRBREBECTRELEDOTH 20, FHIHOERELZS
DHFEEDVA, TNOMREACE > TEASNS EREHELTDII a2~ a s EEHD
BheEhn, TEEAELTRREENS] TN KBS AERERER RS, 4T
B L TERL DI, NS OEGEREICR S 2BEDCHEWNIVEILL ThahITTHENn 5,
HEEBRICBWTHOENTNICEYRRENEASNERELLEZ5ND, TORIITD
DORED—DTH 5,
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