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(&Ffiz, 197 7HE9IADAHAFXSHEFRIBHOBER T, LAREFERICE H#BUEB%] 25 ORLIDR
WEMIERT 2RENMHEE 20T, XA, »RTORHROAK TH S L AKIC, B.Spolsky DCLEF
(Language, 49, 3, 1978), RU'S: %jc’*l9760)0Laﬁscmcﬂju§§§ﬁ'\®ﬁt¥m§ﬂﬂré&50
AWz, HE#BUBrennpunkts UT, JRHA - SRR EROBFATIRIC L 3 = FNEROEHR & EBR % £ ¢
tro CL=XRS&EP CG=F3% CS =M%, CA=EFHJ

[ Di Pietro (1971) 0BT AR EFLERHA

@ CL o—#f%kl, 2 CHEINIE 1 ASELEMELBOTES —v 4 CL Tho1
Georgetown K¥® Di Pietro #iZ (1982— )i, +REX D5 CS DIRR 2% Language
Structures in Contrast, 1971 {CHMR U e [ BH « IR | T 5 & ARIC, HAELD 5B
DEE COEE, BREEBOMELFR TS, FLUTHERACEEL TEGAT 2. Z
DX 5B QENE L EROBRI ST, COBOMEE, [EE ] EHELINEFR=E
D55, BROOE—E[CAOERBIGOFI, B ERLRESBD b B, BRI EHIE,
ZnoOREBEORED, UTEHING CE<, CLOERMER ST LR OMBEIRE
Bb->TWaD5ThHY, > TXER, ZN5DHRMH, BIEMNL CS DIEY HEKE, L
BHEOLA%, BLEETZD10 5 Thb, BT, ZNHEOREOHS dDid, CSHKRID
BEOREOMIRI, RAURSBELEN%Z b0, (RAESE.)

BHErii vz, Di Pietro #HiRid, CS ORFE2il B> T, 182 FDEFPLH XL
U, RO bDOZEETNEHELLTHTRIFLMATN %0

Ch. Grandgent [ M8 . 3% ] 1892 5 W. Vi€tor [ 2. M . (A\EHREML 1894, 3fK; P. Passy
[ XERMNE/NHBSEHR ] 1906 5 V. Mathesius [ . 7= IfHER ] 1926 5

Y. Chao [ CK) . MERIBHIFFR ] 1933 5 B. Whorf [SFELHRE 1941 ; Reed, Lado &

Shen [NEZELEHORREOEEM| 1948 ; Fries & Pike [H%E T 3 FiBHAR | 1949 ; U. Weinreich
=SE () o ] 1958 5 Z. Harris |83kl 1954 5 R. Lado [ MR SiE¥ 1 1957 5
R. Stockwell T . #4502 DCA ] 1959, KFl; P. Schachter [ . /S F L > DCA J1959;

-1



W. Dingwall [ZHHEE CA 1964 5 W TKZIES+ » L —W. Moulton [ % - HDZEF 11962 ;
H. Kufner [ 3. IO iM% ) 1962 5 Stockwell & Bowen [ - FHDZEZ J 19655 Stockwell,
Bowen &Martin [ 3K - PO MM ] 1965 ; Agard & Di Pietro [ % - FDFEF 1 1965 ; Agard &
Di Pietro [ 3% BOIEMEE ) 1965, SEHIIL, [CALER. REHEOES] 1968 ; [CAL
ETOMSHE] 1971 2 EDREDH B, _

B, BAM iR, CLORERE2->3% Lo [ R T~2HER | Ok, CL ORI % BR<L
DHYIEL, ZOREREHAI, FREREBARECIT > TIRRL I O. Jespersen (1924)
& K. Bihler (1934) X% (F#M&R) %, Di Pietro HBIZBZL T 3%, DAL LT, 21 b
12, BEXMEIC SPRIN TV, WiC, Jespersen, Biihler DA X halRk b BATHIZ B,
Whorf D/NRE [ S LR | 1941 (—A1H) #5, 2OCLIBAOT FEH | 2Mbn, %k &3
BAXETHBILNTVS, LoDl L 2EAADES LT, LERORKR, 73 TAKEH
HEIZLL, HEEELEVIDLES>TLBI3TTh%, ([HHiT, Jespersen (1924) i3, .
ZOFEMH Columbia KETHEBINIEDTHD, FILZ2DOEE 1931 HHE 19654Fic b T
&Nz Bihler i, B5 California RO EH, FLTHELBLUI. R>TZAE S, BN
ANEDBHT7 Y B ERUTEBER TR P> 12D TH 3, T 3H 5T, MMNOMEE/LEIL Di
Pietro HiZd5, fMOF D7 # Y A ENOFHLABORHFOREEZERL TV B L &3, #iE
TH3LARCEBITELL. 2LTR, 25 ULIRFORIN, o rBEREORRK, KX
EEELZ > TVAREBBICBNH 2251, ZORBEI—BHELINS)
BEDORERICHUTI, KD X 5% Di Pietro #ERVSEHINS D § L, Jesper—
sen & Biihler OREED Great Books (&, = =5 EE2NRETHEEL (FH) CS &t
BIBDODTHbH, ES5—CL ( "General CL'— »D>TD Trager iz & OFESRK) it
CLEROBLLT, —EFFLVUEREFFONHFETZLLHI0H, ZhThB. 5,
Z5 LR 5105 2 51f, B LORBMN IRV -TDi Pietro (1971) A, 2 OEED
sﬁﬁwénact<,&brﬁﬁacsm%vuavmfbor,chX@%m&ﬂ@%tén
TR LGBVHERK S, Z5 Tk, Bk CS i3, YR, —RCL VI CLE#HR* 2
A MERRT - AEORVBEEIII D, ZUTEOBRELC L}, [HEOBRRKEI, [HED
—MEDHIE DS ORI b AR RIS EE - —BE & L THIHINS | &0 S MHEBOR
B Abstractionist Doctrine RXEINZDTIRL L, [ RESHE LB, EH - £RT
% 1LV BRBSY LARORBIELA SN TOLTEL LV I LV L ETH B, fE> TH
Fid, HEEBHBRBLHTLEED 50> T, —MCL T3, CLEHRNIZ CL B/ B#H
CL L XiENZODBEYHTHS 9, (ZULTCLEFEHHS LEGRICHEL b EHES b &i3, B
JE#H mutatis mutandis €% 550 LA, SRTH Do)

@) Di Pietro (1971) iTi3, EELBLINZEHE=HD, F—HCEBTIRARKEGBD OIS
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DAk b, BrE[BREFIECAAXSBMEASRET 5. [ R & [ 28R JiBL
TEZRBRDOTEL VD, —
In general linguistic theory, the concept "taxonomic' is often opposed to "genera-
tive." No such opposition is intended in this book. The taxonomy which gives
form to our CA is based on the generative rules of the languages that are being
contrasted. — P.19 ( 2.3 3B #HF).
5% b, ERESEOTEI2KRI LM LRBEENLVETIE L OERERIZLIINLT,
iy, WESRNTTSbOTRLVEERL, Tagmemics FRiCET 2 LongacreDsy B im
%, DERBRITROL S RBAT %, —

| Longacre (1968) explains the value & use of a taxonomy in linguistics as follows:

To what degree is linguistics a taxonomic science ? This is surely a ques-
tion to which this gemeration of linguists should give considerable attention.

But this question cannot even be entertained by those who have decided that tax-
onomy has no place in linguistics. Nevertheless, it seems obvious that the va-
rious units & relations of a language can be laid out, classified, and labelled in
a manner not unlike the cataloguing of flora & fauna with labelled identification
of their functioning parts. — P.19
BERECTH- LEEZONEGET S, COBEER ) OSRFNHRROEM I, GTG (ER
ZWE) ORM- M ERA Fillmore HlD BiL—5i § 5 & T2 EEORLS L IMAE
¥, ZOXEREFA 2 BHREL TV BOTRIEVD. (ARIEEFA 7 BHRIE. 20 GTG ®E
b EAB L EBDN B, Ross DRBHEIZII v5, — 71 TKRFAOMIIBES & SNBER L
KD, BrUCEENSNS &5 LBM - BRUBBEHF T THSI 00 bLHTLULILD, T
NOARHARDE F4 2 BARTLVRIER, ECRdBOD. ChbORMROMER L FRIL
BHCEETHD, ABTEXLVETTHE. TNWA, LFROBRAE ZN e K&, Bl
CEETREED, BRERSI S, BHRRKSY 2REORE L B 2 ET 2880 %
BELLTV S, &R Z N, CL BEIERREEE2 MG - AR T 200, BF L ZTOR
REMRLR L EBMRENSEA b Ik b B VREE, bDhbHITEXDIITVBEVAD,
 Cic $#9 5%, Spolsky @ Di Pietro (1971) #@#F (Lang., 49. 3, 1973) i3, BE—DRERIC
b, REROEMAK S, AAZORKICH, £LERLTVEY. DALZLT, ROFE=ZRIT
L5 AN BTNV, —CLIZN LT, EEMIK "second-language pedagogy’ 2R9 5 L LI
38 Th->Tho)
(© BRAR, Mlicikz oo, EREEHELIND SHE-EOKE — F=%[ SHOBEXRKD
LEMER 113, CLOAIZ<IEZERADE 7V 2HD £, BESEFEPLGTG o/ RXEHRL
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BRI, [ 208N Y b AFEMLRR2RT L, 2 BOROCEBENESLS | &0
5(pp.85—87)o—

M ZN KR - TR - TERO=ZHM2 45, QI BT H —HOHMBAI 2 ~TE

BELBERER D, Q)ZIUIERNTH D, MEORFERRICR S TLTOMRELT»F

HTx2KA» 5K 5.
SR, WEEHRTS b () g ARAIC ko Th £ TOXH R TS
HThBo SONP+VP, S—( {?mp}) (Neg) NP Aux"VP, S—Pre S(entence) NP VP 7z &
LRAKIZ, COFRR, [ RENAE+DENEE | L »HSEo—RERFBIN, Oh,
wow! ;Hi, bud!; gc. OHEXEERTBLEIFTELV. 27:¢) How rambunctious they
aren't ! ; %WMtaMEMrmvmmwloxaw.@ﬁiwuggggwxﬂﬁaomé.ﬁ
BT RE9e M—( time, aspect, Q. negation, &c.) AR T, ML T, BicE)
Hear me out!; Spruce yourself up for dinner ! &t &D&STic, L EBREEID AT RED>
b, WENICHEMS EIT lunber room X A5 5 D EEHIKSM— (time, aspect, Q. negation, &
c.) Tid, Aux ® Pre S &K, WBITE2W, (Constraints DIE, ?’?’@ﬁﬂﬂtli&’ 5
T CLAZOEBICHL) Bic A, FROX> s—RENS SEBCIo»ED, Aux ©
Pre S%, ZLTAXM%, EDIIREEL LS L, Ht- HHOD finicking Ki&kbBI
BEVDTHD, K¥L 5, TNODOREANTELLHITIZ, £TORBNSERROEL S 24
(— i 5 TEECLHEMD GTG REHVRL ) EBEOLFEAE (WHEE) ~OBORE 2 LA
ELTVR2ED5ThH%Se Z5 LILKEIR, EFEOD lumber room M 284 L. (i) Ausdruck [ %
1y () Appell [# z I, (i) Propositional Attitudes ( Bl WisE ). (V) SBIFHEIE ( B,
aspects ) ZHMAIL. Lo b zno%, SEOBTHL TR LHBEORTCBA L HESY 5 ¢ &
k55, (%458, ) Di Pietro (1971) »#Hfd GTG & AR SEABEHR %, BEI
CLOHREREL DX, BWNIZ$ Di Pietro HiZSEBL 1z Jespersen (1924) & (b ITH )
Biihler (1984) Td 1o AR, ZOXEREEK T, UTFRBEDHTE L —Pe A
L6 b, IREBERRNORTRY > Tz,

I 0.J @ “Notional Comparative Grammar ”

O. Jespersen (1860—1943) @ The Philosophy of Grammar (1924) i, E< A5 hBAXHL b
T&1. %, CL/CGRMELTOZDOHEMT, BN BB FToNLd -1k 5 Thd. 64F D
ARERICER - EREINT., COERROBIR, ROSE(1, 2) THTYH, FBEhT2, —

(1) The essence of language is human activity... The speaker and the hearer, and their

relations to one another, should never be lost sight of if we want to understand the
nature of language and of --- grammar, ---
— 4 —_



My chief object in writing this chapter has been to make the reader realize that
language is---a set of--- habitual actions, and that each word and ---sentence spoken
is a complex action--- of the speaker (in some) situation, --- Grammar thus becomes a

part of linguistic psychology or psychological linguistics.— Ch.I Living Grammar,

(2) We can obtain new and fruitful points of view, and ---arrive at a new kind of

Comparative Syntax by ... starting from notion or inner meaning and examining how ---

the fundamental ideas common to all mankind are expressed in various languages, ---

This comparison need not be restricted to languages (of) the same family ---but may
take into consideration languages of the most diverse type and ancestry. The speci-
mens of this treatment ---given here may serve as a preliminary sketch of a notional

comparative grammar, which (I hope) others--- may take up and develop further, ...to

assist us in gaining a deeper insight into the - nature of language and of human
thought than has been possible in this volume.—Ch.XXV Conclusions.
(FEs, [ ] EEER)

BEHOO [ SBOABRIAMOEETH S | £ motif 25 Humboldt & U, X Biihler DEE
DESHEERC LB C LR, —HERTH 2, Z0FXHEOERELEHROBY 5 —REKEF O,
Ph. of Gr. i3, BIHQ@RTCE <, RO (FHR-o2 W R 2#E L, ARFWcBo ) BR
fy - H#THEICR LT, "notion or inner meaning / fundamental ideas common to all mankind"
REEE A1, G- CRSHEMICGEMATAE, "notional comparative grammar"' [ —HBE&E 1213A
BIEKIC & 5 B |— b 2E0MAIN L CG 2RBLI. ZLTZNE2R - GFEMIHVIT
COKEIR, FERITH? A, BELEBRINT —% 2AA TV, TOFIAQPTTCLLHE
ZOBHIE, DITH [ LENFBEOERESAFN 2 ELIERATHE JRD 1. —

8 My endeavour has been, without neglecting investigation into the details of the

languages known to me, to give due prominence to the great principles underlying

the grammars of all languages, — P. 84 (THEZ)
5% h, 25 UhTEOAERL — XHEOFEE VS EENEROI AN L TE, EALSHERO
CG/CLOEE Y, BBMIROFT 2% - T, finicking with trifles ICEET 2@3»L005

Tdhbo
@ HE—CHELE DR, EEE CS HEIT ZUENEM TH S OG F#MO» # £ %75T "notion
or imner meaning" & i3, MRV > TP, &5 T & ThHbBo "Notional Categories" O
HHORT, FEERROCTEL VS0 —
[ B0 &S B0l kT s HERERE 10, Riezh 2@, Rz oEkic, REOESEOBRNE
£ LM LIS b0 [SHENGE] 60, o, 2EFCPRCRREIN TV CLBcE S, (28
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FRERATREL RCEEN] TH5, ZORL MM CLEDH gender KT 3) HROH sex DL 5 7z [HR
DOEE] AL, o [OEORE] Lo [RE] BETI0TH20, 2060 [SHENAKE) <F
HLRHBLODT, —ifi&notion & »>—BBEE M notional EVIWEE R, DL S i RIS EHEE
RS L DBIR 2K T 5 C &0, LEROFETH 5 —P.55 ([ JHNOZHE ] EuzEE) .

5 b LEEY, TOEMLUI[ SEAOEMY gender (mas., fem., neut. )T s EEN DA

RO sex (male, female, sexless) DM - NEEH | —

GRAMMAR NATURE
Gender Sex
( syntactic) (notional)

LRAUEET, £7TOD notions & ZOHM %, 78 & 3MITic (BRIISEURN) LI 3D CTE
KEANETIE, ZORBSEMRMNCT TS, 282 55E3, BALELRAUHAEROO das
Weib, das Pferd &9 % &5 2aM AR EBDONSVEY, XBHEUAD, BENLBENICE
tEd2fime s 555, RABICEAKICE > TRIURLABHAE2 35, /K-> THEI—B L 7 0RKE
3, SEECEBMRICIE — BECKAOGNTIRFILLECD» L TH S, 2L Tit, SHELHRBRES
U, BL2—HT 2%, (TxUE, SHEOPHRERU & 5.) RICEEBLED Analytic Syntax, 1937
DFRIT, SEHND L FEAN L BMET 2 SNTEFHH 20 b, FEMIC > TUEORRICEET
%0 ZL T RORMBIEE B,

0) FEADEIX, Tt notional ZHEMIZ, FDOIIRFIETREINIOD, EWV5 LT ETh
%, BERNR 2B, ROTELEHT D, —

A. FORM B. FUNCTION C. NOTION
(the world of sounds) (syntactic category) (the world of ideas)
-ed (handed) past time
-t (fexed) unreality in present time
(I wish we knew; if we knew)
-d (showed)
future time (it is time you
kernel unchanged . preterit { went to bed)
(put)
(shifted present time (how did
different kernel you know I was a Dane?))
(was)
all time (men were deceivers
etc. L ever)

E. ZfTECO) (O () 0B, pp. 56 -7 256 DEEOHAE, CHMO> 5[ 12, ZDOEDHS Analytic
Syntax, p. 107 TEEND SEEANE WREEL S NWATEI NI DT, BEHSOG 6 Do AMIZ—FIE.

[ CONotion TEALRMEBD 5 01T Y- TiY, ZNHSBEENBHRL 0L 5 WHICHET 50 L PEBT
b2, DUONOEAME, E3&E (/X)) BROBRIOID 5, SEOHECEBEAEELT, LIrEYCES s
AL, TN5ZCORME LTI 520, ZNETHDy Fic AOKRR BRI N b DIBOOEZ %4 -T
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B O#EHERS (B, Tense 70D FAIMRED preterit) 2T ORELT, 4Ei3 B OHTEREGICHOD
HERE %A > T C D Notion DES 2 HELL /2 17 T8 5720, XBOFEOK ML, HKIKRBEIN TV AR D it
T, COT EHRE »ARANCHRI L, ke C LOMBBOEEBRE, KaSHICOIl > THERT L LiTh o
25, BASTHE RS, B4 CORBOMBEREORBRTLOE bl b, XERROERICHECHED, Bicr
b MPEE] DX HIIBABNC &b B, s TRRAMIKV ST, bhvbiug, HEOERERRO [THEX
B ~OBZIABL TIRZ 520, DRDNSER T2 3013, BROSHEFOSHF TR O, HEXE~DORS T
VIR TH 3. —P. 57 ([ JOBWARREZEOMH) .

PEOBBEHSTT & 91T, EED notional S HEM$IE, —H CREVOESEN LN LBEOREN
KA D 2055, A TRRECSHEOREREMEYEL, ThEEIATREINTV S, Z
NWZ, 2D 5% notional L HML, Kid, HEDOSH OB & b—Br L [ BAL TRy J
I, —ODFEHBERRBELLTVE, EVABRTTHD, JIETIUE, 2hid, FEFEO[ 3GX
OT¥ | OREOR T, BEOSEOEY, FRCEIL LERI->T, IHREOFEY &k
%Eﬁb%ﬁﬁwmi,@@@@@%@@@@&%%%thru&ofﬁéocm;ﬁunmmmla
ﬁﬁu,ﬁimiiﬁEwtor,%@@%——g@ﬁbém@zu,%%@Wmﬁﬁ%@%%@yﬁ
i3, [ B4 notional XHMOBMBREED (2F b, RELZLIKRLHLT IRED»>128DELT
ﬂb.REA&MF&%LKJE%@K&KtofgNmmnu.ﬁﬁ@%wmwgwr.ﬂﬁbt@
KB AT, KBELEDOLSDELTHL, EFABTIA, Zhid[ RKigy v b OPARBKD & 51T
AN Eb Do JOTH B, X—HZ20HW IR, (LRQORERLEDE T KRS, BA
<& % Notion O %K L BEDSEORAIEAM L OBRMRETBEELAEURRL b5 >1cDT
»Bo TLREEHL b DI, BAIMICIE, BESSRIELI—BETHINILDOTH S, KERITE,
BeEROE % E bo (BEOER — BREMI, FruBEeRXn ik nwd 5 Tho) HicEE
® notional ZEEED L5 ic, ENNKBEEDOSEOEAS IS SFRTREINILESE, 2545
BEALV. ZHid, ab initio T, RFEHTH BEECHELIIZE I~ ERST onfii
% b5, BEONERREEDRNICEBET 22/ ET L. RZNZ, BE» S ORMEE- R L BHE
D - BB &V D ambivalence ® EITIL Do

BEOHESEL Z2OXERNCLT, 205D CS RBALGEOFRBOMRABESZ L L TREL I
Notion t%oﬁgm,J%wmmu,tﬁwca<g@%%b,%n&:ﬁﬁbmurwto%wﬁ
Bzi3, S. Heegaard DEE M ICHE (FT 1o, EEMPEOD Progress in Language, 184 1> & ZRD
Alﬁr%ﬁmoﬁmé«rmmmlwﬁamqinm@mmnCm%m1M1«&.¥%®ﬁ%W%
B iwE -1z, [ Spencer MiEftan | PRERR L EFJHERVH-1LL LR}, BHIITEUV. BE
HEEONVE EREBEHE JOE—BFED " - not always consistent or perfect, but progres-
sive and perfectible — in one word, human." —P.V. &, ZNEMICRET 2. MEEMFET
20 EIIBETH B, FIEAKICER LV HEES2HA TS CEORFROVTIE, HEDOHE
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KE»TELULLI: 5F—, SEOBRBE2EAD L LT, SEOLE (IHEE) H#idS, ZORIELE
LBRITHB. T3, BREBOREDAL 5T, £TOREMNLSERR — b ( BRAHED
BAZERUL) FIEFFZOEBRLBRIBT 2592 CSREST, FRZOERES — DL EHE
RN TEG 272 T Ph. of Gr. i3, PR EBFOELABERTHTI > TV 3, ¥, Z20OHML2HEA,
ZN%Bi/c% Humboldt f) "Energetik der Sprache" language as activity DFE®IEE U5 RBHLE
BEoBE»s s uss, BERR(ER) LABEXER (EH) K (E—HE2R) b oFIZ0RE
(UTOEHEOBBBOBAICH N, §—D0FELERERIZ, ELZHLHBEELTEDLH 2
HHROLPEOFERICH 512, 22T, DONURKROBEZOMEAICEIN S,

€ Ph. of Gr. THUINZEZOMERIZ, HEOHFEROREDORMTH 5, OiIEIHIN
1ERIRDID 5 VRAISND T L, EBORANLHERIE, BNELABELCHD, Zhicks
(BRSO, FEHBZIRELTVD, (L5A, PIHEEL LA (ranks) WO,
I firmly® believe? — my firm® belief! (p.101) 7 ¥ DEMAPRT & 9, GTG LRABD
—EOREEBZLEONZY. ) ZUTZOEMRI, 2hSHHINZBEL2OHFAOEABE LRI N
%0, BZOLS uBHER, HODPRABLIBRENLDTH B, €425, Ph, of Gr. iIZV5 [ £
ABHBLRENBRE O D notions ORI, EEOREBICIS» X h, TRLELECES
E@@am)meﬁm3n5§$@@§muﬁ&ﬁm¢guu®?&or,@ub¢@@$§@$g,
BRY TWOLEOT T OSFTEMCEL I TNSRRUTIRLEEL. L L BeNE
%@H%t%?%«kgggﬁg?gqg§@?bm&mm6féao%oxamxgamwmntﬁ
BSD, BRROBPRHEELY 5 213 THL0. FESIIX, FHEY — 2 2 E@UICLE TRz,
(ZDORIDVTIR, B%BF) T UHZOHEREORMEEBRY 5 < 2 REE s BIEH & 295
LT ORERYS, Jespersen DHE, ZDEMRNLEATHIC LT, —HRCBI b T
BHIRADDIR, BKEEOL, D% b, IO Notional Categories (3, BRELT —4 b5 D@
EEbick 2 BMSORE L, ARICREEOHEREMOBEEKRE V5 JO—EE2HA TV . 2L
T, ZOFO—QE 2BEGS BSOS [ RAMN—F L LTOREN ERADEH S - 28X | »,
Notional Categories {ITHET5L XL > T, EHIZ, MHFERE Abstractionism TE T EHEZH
BT % B2 REE L BRACHUT, DbOADSEEBRO I BRBLTOITHS ) A%, HEELE
BRLIS ELTV2HDE5TH2. LEALSBORER, ©3A, 20X 5 g5 CHEHERSED
HE#meRRU TV 2D TRV Z LT 205, £RBERIC X 28 20 %284, X M, Black
ORHAF B CEA [ OFRO Pietro MM EY 1 S BHRZME TR, Ross OEISHY, hSAYSHEE
DEYZNEEZ ERETES IDOTLFEIL SV, (203, ROBUTFTTREILS)

CR5E ( KRB kst ) )

|



