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- On the construct validity of test

in educational evaluation

" Keiko Wdtanabe

Evaluation of instructional objectives is essential in education
in order to make instruction more fruitful by providing feed-
back to teachers and students. With regard to criterion- refer-
enced evaluation, construct validity has been emphasized more
and more in educational testing during the past few decades.
This paper is to clarlfy the relationshipe between the con-
structs of educational objectives and the test which are intended
to measure these objectives; furthermore, the importance of
construct wvalidity is emphasized. The differences between
psychometrlc measurements,  which focus on individual differ-
ences, and edumetric measurements, which focus on within:
individual growth, are also pointed out.. The effects of educa- -
tional instruction are properly measured by edumetric testing.
The pretest-posttest method to measure the effectiveness of
instruction has been said to have some shortcomings. However,
the effectiveness of the method is mentioned.
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WE T & 7 A+ DOFZUH

I. ZEEHO B/

BETML, 7 A R USSR L, REE O Th TR LE
WEWL S B DT, HEEEICE, g 0BERNEEND BT
R v - T 5. BEREICEE MO ¥EE (BE, 4k)
BIOCEMELLHADE &, 0% .5 h, FHOEER, BRNE
%, HETHBNSGGCESL T, SFSE0ERYZB TS LN TE
5. LY BUCEBEHEMT, XVRBVWEEXHTBHL, HEEE
CBIE L FEEOHEBERO—>—DRBE LT, TDEEY RED, Thic
HEFTOTHLNOERE LOBRRERXTHZ EABRETHS. TORD
i, ¥7, BREDPWTCOTE LR TERSERZIEL, Thied L
FTCCBEBERY A LT biew. La L, WETREEHO
B, ERONESLE, NEINICERNOFMHE,  iiiffRcd &
FTLERREOM TSR, FOERYHECLTHWADNRE > TR
T 5. Bz, #BFTFE, FHOBEHAE. BHEEFESCE T 5 kT
i, BEABRCETALDOTHE, DL 5 hFHlo-dIic BEIER
T, BEOHR, BEOEREE T TR, 2ENRBETINETSD
DBHEE L, e, BEMOFBRELTEL, HEFECEL AL,
DREZTHIDIIL, B2 L5 EBERLIEERZ 7 ZADFHEIELRED
BEBRM LI, TE50 5 Rt bisn - kOrBLOWT, AE
DIFBOF TOBECHERICHBMHETH > 7 ALY, TE
BEFHELWT— 2285 EHXLETHD (B, 1979).

i, MUERCT25Md, MEERNELTWANC I VRS
bORIEBEEDDD. BlzE, HH5TFHOHL T A BT HEBEEL,
FOFHDOINETCOBREMLK TS ENTLVORBBLORLY, 75
ADMOFHROBREABTEEEH > T L E, FRNTIRA—OR/RA
Th, MOTHLEERTH - T BT ERALELDNBHTHLHER
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2, TOBEOBERIST O DIMEITELSRY, I<HEE-Tcz LTab
EHTENHNTHIELOTMIEL 5.

ZDXBKR, MEFAOBNOCDEHETEAC LY, TR O IEH
B, THOMS, EERESLRL-T S, LsoT, FHHcsi -
T3, FHEO BRI T 52 EAABRETHS. Cronbach (1963) 11,
o B %, (1) HBHELHEM OBREFOLD, (2) AT 5®RED
7o, (3) HEAHEDREDKD, L3 LHIREDRHELT5,
Ehe, B 1979 3, ThESLIMnSEL, (1) HEFROER L
LCOFE (2) SHOBE - HEORN L LCOE (3) % 02EE
HOERE LTORHE (4) FHRICERY 52 57D DFH (5) Hos®
€T B b OFHE  (6) FHDWBREDIDOFHE (7) 4V %25 20
HEDOLHOFM LS/ELT5, = oft (Nevo, 1983) 12d, LA
AREBERALRLN, BT, HEEBHCH»b555@ 5 LT
ﬁ®ﬁ%mk%@f%é.Ué&ﬂ%mlb,%ﬁmﬁﬁﬁmbtofm
CHTCFETE 20 L, HENEHHCFETE2d0L35%. UT
Ti3, FEBESHC BT 57 M2 P OCERY BT 5.

. 23T 513 5 SBfH & 5 = b

1. BWTROFHE, WREOFHIE, SIOTH

HRHEO BNE, TABOERY® L, FRNAERROHLOW
REe LT, ARLERYEL, BAOMEL: - 20, B% L BELVE
AT, BEREBCRLROSE bICBEEREROTRE N L Tibhis
G biow. J(BEEAREE %), LBIRT5. 0 BENEER
T BB, FODTLBELEFC DT ARNEERESITL, Thicd
EP TR R B HE OB B EARES LD, Az, HEEECH
EREEYELSERL, HEECEIEIYES L, ARAECLER
KERBIRYE L EMT IR ES © LENEEL RS, KT, HE
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WIBRA BT HRENE R T TBEYREL, ThbEIHLITMDOH
BErfsEl, thiy k3L T BEeal), Lo BEENiETthH
BERELTWL, ¥, EEYELCERT IR, LI
DIFBHEVS BENRZO—DOREENDLTHH S, FfEIN, BEEEE
THREN, TEORINIZEBY ONEZ T 58T, EbhicdDeiAiT
RIS R T AN SCHEShS, ZhbD BELERT b1
BDIZIL, L OTFHOBELXZER L Thuldbiow. iz, XFZIE
HBLHRDBLICTHEVH THHESREREShS, Z0X5K, XhHh
SR B O BEEE, X ) EERLEOTREBECS T bR, £FEL
THEREBEIEBEEEY L% (K1), 21T, W“wThhrhoHE:
BRI B, HRERDSEBINS LD, — BRI, FEIED
ohT, XSGR b BENEBTT 5.

S
I <
&

X1 #HBEEEOEBEE
O: HEE (objectives)
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FRHEBT IR 5 EEEE L HE Y, —
HoWh s LCERETRIE, M2 0 X 5 kin
5. BT, BREEBSEINT, chrb#r X
5 LEBEMLUTWARBICOWT, EEENED
BEOMEEY T TR > ThBdr%Lbirbic

Bic, LUGHEHE (diagnostic evaluation) %
5. COFMERC, LY, —EOREH
HCREEBAT 5. ENEED Tl g
©, HEE—A— ANEENEY L OBRERE

LCuBm, & LEBLC RS, &5
5L B TOEF WO, FRIL TR EED
HED LN IEND - IcDh, HETOE 2
BT RIESS B - e O s, LW IR E ic 2
h BB >l OISR THET S, EHORE T
5 @ﬂ%}&[{]@%ﬂzﬁﬁj (formative evaluation) j&&
i, BE ST, ERLECHUTERLD Y
G =Ky 2 8RB, BRI RICE LS ¥
BHEOMBETY L, X 08EM s
BEL e, BISARY, BEEIEELS -

21

Z& = b

%

B84 £

No

BTG

1wy

#F {f

lYes

RSN
#F i

J
RE
WL

W2 FEELERC
BT AP

THRERC BN S DTH S, #x FHRAERIE G T, %0k
BAHEERLE Y 4~ Foly 7 L, L DBUGKEBEYHR LN, 5

HHED TN, CDOXBIELT, WS OnDTRAEEYERLED,

£
5

WH B IZEEORD YL, L) LREOBEE TEEDT, FhLYER
Utein £ 5 ine g L 0Tl & UCIBIERET (summative evaluation)
S, LichisT, BICBERTIE Ao BEEN D ic s bhit,
XD IECEDRE OBBORELTND LS RLATEC ERNEE L
V. RRIEIOSHIES, % ORBESKERD D IRKEEOEEEEC 7 4 —
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Ky 7 XNES L5 BIRTIE, HRAEHE & RERRERITRA,
BETLDMENT EOBEE THEDELDOFETH D, BIER
FhX D TFED L) AEAENE BECOWTOMTHS &5 AEHAL
T, TZTEH—IERALTERL, |

2. PHE DD OERHN L

THECRBNICEFE I ERIMAY T 5D BERERL, BEOE
ZOHTORECHERITFAINER I - THELZ LN TES, BT
A ML, FEECEDEERNEEDO—OTHD, CORREE LB
oo TEERST LR LICERIFMCH . - OFHiEREYET OB
7 4—F 7L, ERBBCELLTHDT, 7AITHLOR
BRIZTTL 5.

MEET A Mk, 20HEARDORADIC R ~ (Binet) BMER L T 54 BIZE
5% TEREL FhbhTE%s (Binet & Simon, ¥R, 1982 %%
), foLES A b &K, A% (between-individual differences)
DPEDIDIAVLRTER, HEOLHE T ARET, &K, BERNZ
Wi 7 =Y —~DHERE, BAFRMED ETCEAZIEMN ST HNTT A
MIAWBhTEL, L, HBEOBHEREWTUL, HENTEEHT
I X D BADE DRERE Lich, B EEIC Y OREFS Tk 45
CERBETHD. - DEARDORE (within-individual growth) o EI%E
(Tibb HENEHE T OPROAE) CEE LR T A ML, BAZ
HWEDRDHDT AP LXEDTHOLLDOWEDL, T, 7A MEROMBR
DUTcbRinD. BEDOIDDOT A ML, LD EE‘J#B&’C, HEW e
BEHTOHRLY, DLABAZRZHETS X 5RIEKINS. Carver
(1974) 13, EAZHEDIHDF A +% psychometric test, HARNDOLE
4[:@“@%@7‘:&)@?7; + % edumetric test FIEA TCW5B, HEIL, ﬁjzé
oD BB > TEARED & 5 REL LT hOBETH Y, &
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DL e B I T {B881E, edumetric 7eBIENHB L T X

5. Frs7ARTCENC, BETHNECEF THRINTE vl
ETHHE%L edumetric ZRENSZHLL. LirL, HHEATO
B3 psychometric Tk 5. LittosT, HEDOBETE, L0 #1F
1y I BEORVEBCEEXEE DD, REMVERL LTI L
L,

3. 7 A MBAOHWIEE

5 A MEROIMEHERIT, EMBIEE (norm-referenced evalua-
tion) %IUE%EME—?M (criterion-referenced evaluation) X FIX
5. MiEE, 7APEZOREE, b5\ SRR OB ORI
Thsd EANTOENFMHS HB)., LicdisT, ARMNXCHELE
NTHBHR, BFEILZDLENS X5BEARD T v 7 4 — T 55,
FAMPHMBELISELTCWAREOE CECRIE LI ENWS X 57
RT3 ERITE L TS higw, Licdi o€, EAZEY BT % Eik
Ro Db OIDITIIBNTH B, #VF .5 A0HER, HFEED
ﬁﬁ@m®tbkm@ibﬁ@&¢mﬁ&<mtm
%ﬁ,EE@%?M@,&%éhkﬁﬁ#%ﬁf%b,iﬁﬁﬁchm
FOBERE LM X DEHMENK Z nbh b, R EOBE L, &4
N BECEETS - EBEE LW, FOBARITEA AT NT
HL B, EAELHRHET 5 RECH Db ORE L IXNBE TH 5.
BEOBE L, LT > B ERUFH~ ORB S bR, BE
DEEMAEFETRAINCEC5 (Biges & Collis, 1982; Bloom,
1956 ; Glaser & Nitko, 1971 ; Haertel, 1985). = O {H% 17T 5 7’:&50:&',‘
BEABHEE ST\ 5 o & BETH B, SHECEE BEY X0
ibktfmm;bﬁkﬁbfm,mxmBMmmw%)@ﬁ BED S
WERILEL DB,
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HEI & 5 A b DM

T CRBARIC L S5, FHEBEORBR BT AEEMIL, Aok
b T EEET A 2 EAEETH Y, FEERIFESES Ib LU,
LichioT, MTT, co7A b+ (BERBILT A M) ORI T

BB
M. 5 A+ DF Y

1. SEoZ4M

TAPBEZ T ENEWEFO— D4 (validity) 2355, HEL
XHELTCWBTE%, TAMIELZTOBENESHD, TAMDEY
HEOMETHS. ‘ '

HIE LIS ErHBEIhTh5 L&, TAYHESEhZHEIZ LT
WIUE, £OF A MIIPAAERZ M (content validity) 3B % L\ bk b,
e, FA ML, AFRBREOISK, [A5A0ROFHETHT B
DELELVEREINS. Zo0BER, 7AMEBENEROFHY ILF
BLTE, £OF A M FRFZ4M (predictive validity) 535 % &
Wb s, AANZLHEE L TFHINZEEE, 7A M X HHEERSL:
BB EIR TV 50, FRRSPREREEL Q2 B8CHE
D5 BEMBETHE, LTHH, APEELLL, T, HELLWH
BRETIPHREED L ) RN HECBETH 2B G 0 Z LM, B
DB THNDIITHE R b, MELXFCE S L, MET A b OFY
MU, AT A PRRE, WHORYWHIAEE VLN DD BT HEADRK
BLOMBC X YLD H RS, LZHT, Vb iAEEITbhbhs
BRLEEATAHS. BAERGE LTORELIET ST A b DX
1%, COBEERTMOVASWARREDTENC KT 5RE L, MET A
FEEEDBEEHLBE IS, A=V F VT4 - FAMT, “BAE”
ZHEHELEL S EWS3EA, TNETAMT “AL” ZRHELIS W58
ZoF A POZNUEL, FARCHEFN SRS, oh, EalESk (con-
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B F B E
struct validity) k5. .

o MLAMITNY: S e
EE, ¥, RE, BRSO SIMENALOTHY, EEBETSE
ERRTEETHSD. Thbix, bbbl iMED DUTCHETH D, Bk
ik (constructs) LMMERD, &, FEHOFOPFEOFET LS
BREZHET DT A POFYUEEYEL THD, 2L, ZO¥EHT A
%, TR DEROFTEEFRET Db Fbhbss, o T, ¥8

[Xl 3 nom_ol_ogical network
C: AKERUME (construct)

- m: JIE (measure) -
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HENM L T A P OE4M:

BEDOJBBRTEDOREDENINF OV EWS, FEEZRAIET S
ERE—HMNETHT A TS, BROFNCRIGT 5 WHELNE, £
&, BB VCIIFTENIEE LIV oD, NARZEYEFRL .

WE, BEEOFEN LV S BARRGYHETS IO, FA N, HMiC
YBFE, EOMOFEIRESRS S LTS, Fhby, my, ms My

BRAETRET 5 MOFE ms, m,, - WEAUEERE, TA My
X AHEBRRI—FHLC ALEARRLT) wWinhhia by, #
CE 2, dLETORESRA—ORSEBRAZHEL W5 b, X
CORERRE—HT BT THS. LEti-"T, 72 b m OEEREE
POMEOTERLE L ~H LT DL E, 0T A MLEOEAHBRE
BHELCBLEZ bIRE. COLE, COF A MIEANEZLELS
BEuns, | -
BB, K3 IRTE S, < onoMaBREYEL, FhEh
AEREOMECHE SRS & &, F—EalRe Y HET 5 WEmo—
THIIEL, ¥, BR3HSBREYHETSRAELOEEBIMET
W, AP m BLOBABRAEYHELCCHEMRLT AP THDEE
2 5. DO, multitrait multimethod matrix (Campbell & Fiske,
1959) LMRiEh 5. -
chboFMEE, WEMOHEY L LCETFAITC X ) sz ibhb
25, BEBREL > LOBOBBRIKRECHLML S h, HRPERIN
5. DX BAEBRAROBE%, Cronbach & Meehl (1955) X
nomological network &IR(X, Z 1L T, =@ network xBL 52
T b bR 2 EROBR THS LTS, Lrl, KEMEL
LT, = OoDEEERECONTO— 20 ER LS T —2DINELERS
7+ = & Tit7e <, nomological ne'twofk é{z{s-{(i, i\ QR L ot » TE
VCEBIORA DR TER IR T S DTHS.
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C BESERAR LS. TL, TAMEWI—DBE LI WEEL D 5.
CDXSBHERE, MaBRACHEEYRETI R O E L E In
%, FOROWEERLZ > TRV BEOMTRHERE L LHB L, WEkR
DI INDHACEI & & TERUEXHEND S, Lirl, Flld “RE”
EWIHIEED X IR, RUEDEIOFELZTRT VO, RRACHE
BT % ERNAIRETH B, “¥N” 12, BichbloTCEtdsd0T
BB, TOBETILEBNZELTNT, REOELOMEIH*
D2 X 5 IkEbh S, I

EANTNME T D HELOWTIE, kicih~t7e%, Thorndike(1982)
RIhbrF i, WOOEMEWNL FELRRBLONS, (1) B&LT
AVREOMBE LY UM T A LW X DEEND B ik (2) 7A
FEE, TOMEERBTIZEELDRTWHMDT A FH D ILEAD
R OHBC L > CHEPD L HE. i, FIOBERNET ST A b
UED, TAMRERLDL ETE, TAMEOHEBEREELIHEL, ZhixE
FHWTS. A—EBE&rETEELLRL TN 7 A FPRER, FA—ETFI
T 3RFAREN B RB LRI ) @rDHHE. 3) TOBEET
BicoTnbEEZBRE A~ #HREELEFH) T T7AIRARK
BT LD D EFE (1) FAPTHELLY E LT3 #ia
X HBRE LI ThH B, LW IBLhDHENDLHE. L, TA
FEBEEOBE LT D, FAMBEANELIENTS X 5 THR
i, 7AFTRL-> TWADOIRRE LICEETIXWO T, BalZLEk
BpbH LTI, TR LTS, HEER & » TR HEE, B
HEARELhIE, 72 OBENZELETRED bh 5L, HEMEWS
—%m;%xbmm%ﬁﬁaem,gﬁabfaot%xbéévmﬁﬁk
D%, VCEREL ShTCAEARRBE LT 5 & E 2 e OB - Tl
TeDPDNTIRTH B, ZhbDfTR)~4)DJFEErY, Cronbach DiIRRE
L 7z nomological network o# % Fo Eici D?:Oj‘:ﬁ%“é%%.
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FHEHEHE T A P OFEYHE:

3. HEBULT A+ OzLk

EFBEUT AL (FAPOFBRYEACERLCGRHET 57 A P &)
BER) HZWHEE S OB, TOTFA FEREMOLDICHE S X
50, TA P TEVCIHEZY 2T 72E1%, MO -eBEX D, v
CENT, LOAETHS, IVRYTE, BARMEIDE< > T
B, LW XKk, TAMVEEL, TAMPAELEISELTCVWALOY
FT AL L OEBENET T I, o ik, EFEILT R M,
bebb—oDRILER, BARZIBMLSTSZ EXRBNTHEZEE2E L
NWEHLATHS, L - T, FRRZLERIITIVWZ RS
Py, ZORUMIIHBNASCHENDSHZENTES, LoHD, BE#R
W7 A b, %k%%F@mbE%«Gﬂ%ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ%7%b@#%ﬁ%
FAND DL, ThERE TR,
%Eﬁﬁﬁﬁmxvf,ﬁé%ﬁ@ﬁﬂ@,ﬁ5%%®£ﬁm5%(@
1LOTFOHDEE) ©, £ENEELTHSENE D hE i b ERNEEC
13, BERONBNEGRRENS DT, ARKNZSESEND RS,
2L, BET, KDV THAVDOBD2HDOFIZEDOTF A PBELTH B
E52%, TAMEERTART, K OWTHRIHIDOHB2HOF|EETH S
EoypkmErDiUS LG, UL, b54 UEEY M LT, KRN
REBETHHEN (Zhid, <V TIOR3 2HOFIEHOBEMEL S
¥NBTHDS) RBETHE S BELREL, ©0BE~OIREYH
REIDDT A DOFUMEEEL CHD, BENBERYEBETS L5 H
ERIEE BN TH Y, COENIMEBREELTLrEDLBTE
PTEIR, 2T, ZOMEEHETHEELORE T A FERERL,
ZOTAMEEE, A—HarRET2MONE I XREOKY
ARTcn oD —a—%okedicr, BRBIOFTH 2 IR 3
%) WEBHRLOMEER XD, TOZLEEHTHD.

Cronbach & (1972) i%, E@@%r%b@ﬁéﬁ%MT@lBL%x
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5., BABCB>TcT A PRI SAERTHC EBTETHY, e h
LDT AN, WHAWLRIGHERERT, ERFTEDHHIEL TEK
THZENTES, Lki-T, =20BRECELTERCL DT A b
BRZELXLDZENTES, COFHERTAMEROEGEZEEL, Th
% universe L%, =@ universe wER T AEEONYHEEY, uni-
verse score »HEES. —EO T A M X BEBEIL, T @ universe HbH O
—DODERTHHEEL, LicdioT, TAMEREABEYEGROTS &
WHE AL, TAMEA%R ZD universe score KEABRITBE ST L
iss ., ZHRBFRETH Dy, Tinbh bl sl Utk {5 e
i, 7oA & BEREERST AERABETH S, Cronbach (1972) 1%,
% generalizability ¥z EFECY, universe score DoEr L, T A b
BROSEDIEY LD, HENZELBEEOLTRE LTS,

ERREHO I EHR IS BEERT A bk, BRENTRERARIT
DT ORETH BBEAL, LD ERNE BEPEENICER T
WHBZ LR ULATRTHS. ZOBARIE, NANEZYEIHEIDLR, .
SLblchFERR, La L, BREEHE BISNFHEO 2 O BEE
W A b oTHICIL, —2POKEREFHE, SVBELWIPHEIhLE
BORENEIRET 5. O HEOABIbILRBERLEEETHS.
LT, oMo BEET A P 23IET 2B, £ 0 HEX# A
& 3% nomological network OF T, BEOKFBOBEETH 5 OHE,
BIOMMOEBEE (TR, ZREES) & LEBNCEEST LTS
ZEHREELL. ZOFACKDL, FEERLECTHCbRAE T A T
3, KA TSR I LT\ 5 & L SATChH D, BB OREDT
vy, = o network O TLHEILEIC o IR X b, Fii%
THAE, BIOTA b EBENRES, MESOEENE L OBMEY LI
WEAOFET S EXKE)THD. BEERT A P, BENHEHN
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i hilic s E, BANELELFHLLTCW5 ENBERIhL S, %
fz, TAMHBEBLZTHELIS EWIEROD LERINDE T A
M, AT MR T b\, COBe, ERELT
DFAMEBEND, FAMIEELCWS EEESRS BE (B£EE) ~
DEEECHE L TH®RTSC Liths, FhaTindl, Az,
buko> generalizability BigD X 5 IsBEawmANRETH 5,

HERES, BEEEXIY NS, i skill o LgRP R EE LT
5E, 0 skill 13 EFET5H, TOILI EMEETH 50 L K%M
RHDDELZ VBB >TD, BHVIL, BFCHTHHEKRYR T
LEok T2 E85%. BFEOFENEGIEELRTHERE D2
2, BEOHBEEMEDT, L TRREOHEYER L bE gy
LTz el h, 20k RRELRRT S c L TTETAS 5. 7
BT SR & 5 &, skill OISIE D ICT Y, SEAMEME .
(Cattell, 1963) X FFET5H, WAWALBEIK FHRCHEETHZ &%
AR T MBI MAE g0 BV &V 5 EIERHFENH S (Snow &
Yalow, 1982). \»Fh $MBETIEH B4, MEOODOHE (B8 EE
SPVWEE) THD, g ¥BHCLT g ¥BTAHI LRFFELE VLY
Z% By, Snow & Yalow OFFsEIL, MEELFET L5 Z00HER
BB oBI#E % nomological network o TE B & 7RI E T IR T
»%, skill O EFERF TR, WHALWAREHERYEHC ZLbh5 X
57, #EIOFHEALETHS . | |

ir~f'@
SEEIEE O O TONME, #EBEOHEEE (N1) SI0H

BB BB T 3 F DM oA & © nomological network o, H
THECLTW3 HEZMNE ST T XI5 Tr0088E Ly, i,
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E@DEQE%wﬁ?%Eﬁﬁmrxbm,_@ﬁ%fﬂ%%§%@%ﬁ
ZTCWBHTENREEFI D, o
%&L,7XbL%ﬁLT,—%&hf%%kw,@ﬁ%xbﬁ%b%
S THBDTEZBINONAEL, LV HHEEEL S Fets. B8
7 AL L HEMERRT A L OS5I, BEILOZDOLED 7 A MR
RELELOTELR, WELERNELG D O, RANEBENCTLS
IO/ THD, EAFALTLRAUEENELORLHRDOT A M
LThB. Wi, SRERENEESREOHNL—DEES, OX%
D5, BAROSH530E5 LTRSS, T TRABIRTWAEA
DI bEMEBELN 57 A MHRCE S, Lichi>T, BRCER
&tack%éb,:@lé&%x$ﬁﬁbLfv5&wwaL5mﬁ@
#HE s, W, ZOoOBRTIR, 7ATEBCHET HEICEIST
% OERLRE, itzﬁl%é;}té%ﬁ%’ﬁ“ﬁ@{ﬁﬂﬁﬁ ﬁtcofu BHEWVH R
TI%, EROHINIEL . UL, zﬂli%%hk L”C@Tx M, "Eﬁfg
(ERBREES C LI X D, FHIO B » AR e ERrE A LT <
hB. A IEBEELBOOTHEM, 72 b5 EThbbyHE
Tk, BEN, XEH, BN, BENELE, FA D LRICER
DEBRDOBEDOFTEHEITXELDOTHS. Txbkﬁ?%wLDﬂﬂﬁ
RAETREC 501, BEOBEORCET, BEHOLD OIHENE] B
HBLTCNBZ EBWFE > T\ 5. %&@L&o%ﬁ@#bﬂmm%%#?
ﬁ§®§%kkofbiot&,@OAID%¢LT%ﬁb7xb%ﬁ%
&% &tH#E%&&D %5L5 &meﬂmtbéﬁu i%@
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