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FTHAEHKOMINE, 1910ENBIEE TD, 1K
ARRARC ST X TE W, 4 %) Ak&E
FEW A B YLl b vwhbh 38, Lhix
ST AR L BB TH 5 b by, FOEER
1gMF L ARDOAS R, 205&“@%’45“%‘& b, BE

A e BT L O\l &b s, £ 0ME)
W3, BEMTH B LR BINE Licd LR, 1B
CHBEERHME LTUie k3 @ B Margaret
Colo ORINTHL DD, = OBAD romanticism &I,
LA WA DR AL X 5T L Th Y,
SIS R G ORME L LTS5 2 LRk L
Tz, % LCI9MELITT O &b TRVl TEE
#EEOKTE) @i\ ~C, Guild-socialism 11, ZHO
S AFARF LD ZIDTHD,

T OREH 3 X O EORRROE I E B
BN, m%?@ﬂﬁuﬁoamx&%oiﬁfao
Felvvbhaa, X BN, R C K. Ensor,
Emmulwmmmrc&6h6k%05m%&m«

ORI, Lhdrhitdhnb by, KEOMHIE

TR TR EI LI & ThH o s, TOLRDO
¥, George Dangferﬁeld, The Strange Death of Liberal
England & &b THUICHiNRTWB w3, 20
FUCA > ThH DO E ok goiv gl HiRkT 5
AL TARRE o THEI IS ‘Great Unrest’ iIicb
LC, BIUSREHRA DR RBOREILTH T & AT
%3 Poor Law Commission (X% 724 Th b,

Beatrice Webb i X 5RMOB L X HET57 = &
7 v OISR, PRTHEERED & LTS
Ry Ch o Tz, Arthur Penty, The Restoration of the
Gild System, 1906 %%, Guild-socialism 3HEH DI &
#c b, William Morris O8Ny 5 it B3, i
RITFE~OM LAE skilled craftsman I\~ 5
Wi Th b, sk New Age #EFELLT =
€7, A R Orage % S G. Hobson, H. G. Wells
% Guild socialism DFEWH L L RXIT/HH TH- T,
‘Guild socialism DEIEIT, Tﬂ.ﬁ DE SR ORI % #
b B iebic, HiEHOREMC BB ¥ KL
IR OBGLHEE DFi—) (a marriage of democratically
self-governing Guilds of workers with the political orga-
nization of the State) X HIFTdDTH o7z, L LT
Ok, ILP R 7 2 €7 Vi %5»@&%%@

RS, BB LTV AR EER BT CHOT
e, thP e L LEREERTH 0T
HBMY, ShiHiEL, syndicalism % industrial

unionfsm &IFXH AL OO Iehiedh b IFE UL ¥k
P Tholcl 730) % @%‘%U}ﬂ'ﬂ‘b CLERERTB
PO ThHoicd\n 5 DR Y ik Guild socialism i3,
4 ¥V AR SR RERO B 3L b o 0,

syndicalism % industrial unionism */FEOBMRE L

STEBR Uz &b,

RMTI9124, ‘Creat industrial unrest’ AL L% %
RER, FHP—RAREE DXL THDOLDI,
New Age & bl Guild-socialism DERBICILIx
Z, LA syndicalism % industrial unionism O3
Th v, D4 T 75373 Tom Mann Tl H, IWW
DT EITEA L, 1 ¥V AHEEDC Y v 5 4

A Y XADMARLIEA Lo, Jim Larkin T
7z, G. D. H.. Cole, The World of Labour (¥, DX
5 I Guild-socialism DEHD kic 32T Bohicd
DS ENTEDE, & OEI—HIIBT Sy-

ndicalist & L'C® Tom Mann X Jim Larkin HDE .

ERERC L LTI Th b, ZORTIR,
Webb 3£ History of Trade Unionism OEHY 5

¥, Industrial Democracy &I UHihiciis 3k

YRARZ DN, ThEIRENRERDNLD L, Marga-

ret Cole WIFERT 5, Tinbb, World of Labour i3,
AXY ADR BT, WRERLACHICS T, HIE

BN LD LT DI A LTORMI LR L
il TtHd, OREY S cdbo L LT, Raymond

Postgate, H. Belloc, G. K. Chesterton, Maurice Reckitt,
R. H. ‘Tawney, Bertrand Russell, William Temple i
EDELIAN AWk, ShbDAxitvh

WhHAVFY 7V F e THY, FrFrHaGERIMN
BB L EE D, YHBIEL LT hooboik
industrial unionism®EFHR syndicalism izl LT,
D LA DL R & o Tl &85, ORI D
5h0vbhb, Tl Guild soclalism OEENE,  BIK

@, SHIEBIE E0 k5 BRI T D Th D

5 %, Frank Matthews, The Building Guilds t%, &
DOREDTESN T BRI TH DD, HEEE%%
ZIE\, (EyFEEdD)

$(18) Margaret Cole, Guild Socialism and the Labour Research Department (Essays in Labour History, p. 261).

(19) Ibid, p. 266.
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EBZ@ DN JH (Voting Paradox) O B HEM: &
ZRPFIRC BT 5 2 — b

——Arrow O— Al REHET OB FMY Bk —

B &

B AREER SRR

WHOF B OR

Arrow OHER

PPN — 1 X PEDF F O figdk:
a) REOF NGO
b) C.D. Campbell & G. Tullock i X B3I
¢) R.G. Niemi ¥ H.F. Weisberg ¢ k 531452
O HBShICBFORE
e) R.G. Niemi {-X %5158 L £ORk
0 #HP — vk OB IV B ek
g) BRITTHRE I ST BTN
5 FROBYHL L OBLRIGER
6. ABIRFIROTEK

Eall 0 i

L fEARSER & RA8HR

SRR, 2 OBRIEE OFREY b DHE
DA — VEHE» THREF LR T 5, &5 Licks
MR, M ARDEIR & 358 C, B3 LR
Thb LR BV, ARMEAORER, HEOR
JHBAAE R DS LT Sh DO CRARFANITE Y
852, HAMBIRE, £ L BIRRTHORME
TRV NS ThHS, Fhid, H3ABETE, PR
BROKWCH 1D, ¥k, bLHBAKI, Lok
HARE X » CHIRE W Z v — T OEROKIRTS

S ot ThH, ZOFIKT, HEMEIUL, Wi bh

ORBHEEZATHD EELBRS,

2. 51’}2’ @ﬁ"ﬁ (Voting Paradox) @ 3k

m&ﬁ&*ux OB IR GBI & » T

7oA 4L, cyclical major'ity, Condoreet effect, paradox
of voting, Arrowian paradox & L'C ¥ ¥ &FhHT

BHISRT ARSI EM T, FRIL,.

18 AR5 Condoreet IthE b, 19 kDK b
Lewis Carroll X o CIHRHE S, 2o, LI
3 (proportional representation), & %\ i3,
BRI OWTORRE RIS $fath, SUHROYE
, Duncan Black X » CTHIRRIZTREh, Th
K;of.gpﬁﬁﬁ,&%ﬂ%®£¥&mh®¢K
b Ehic,

z5 Lﬁ.ﬁg@%fﬁ&@@inZ)ﬂ%&i, :@ﬁ’:,‘ KD

XSRS hS,

3O EOBREE (B, mik, hmRs) &, 3
AP EDOEEENE B, Th bOFRE A L
THE 5F, o CoFUREE L b BIFIh B0,
T 7% BINIEE b FE7E Lo,

BiziE, 3OORRYEE, a, b, 6, 3ADETIEY,

1,2, 3L L, PHRIFIEETRT Pit, edibLd

LBIFS BT L dbT) & T, A RIS ORI
FARD X 5 I AR, HE ORI, I &
%5,

(1) Py, 4P, oP.

2) P, Ps, 1Pe

3) Pa, Py, Py

Fiebb, B, S8 @EL13) ko
THE Y SRFShAHM, b b e bILRK X -,
ZThZh, ¢ e XD bR Sh, BEBIRIHER LT
LES,

EDOFEIL, &@klof&alowﬂmwéﬂv

E(l) HEDF IEOPGRDIELI DT L (3, ROMA R, 1940 4548 i3 D, Black (6), 1961 4% Cid W
H. Riker (41), 1965 ’{ai i LK. Arrow (1) o#s 2 )i appendix.
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T 5,

ZOBL, Leakie X 5, Sitf e Black
KXo THBERINE, KJ Amrow X »C, —
BO7IG CEEMA R X h, < o, JEARFERED
KT b Fhic, Thilf, CoBgoBg

%ﬁmomrua&&smb@mmii,ﬁﬁﬁmw

BRI B TR R, AR, SREYICES
W, ZORMEAETS 1 20BRIIE - T3
XredbBbhs, Gz, 4H, “HHOKWK %
TR LTV BRI, BUAMIESViON Ty
WEFT 52, #HIY, Fo Arrow RENEETS
CLRIBHTARHED, FhilbriEd ) Lid Lis
Vv, KD P. Samuelson OFIEL, FhEECE
LTV 5, »

FED X 5% LT, Wichsell ¥ Lindahl, ¥ Mus-
grave, Johansen ‘CX % b4 (L LT, %5 { Dorfman
1) S IC—  hicikic, REe R
FOWRCT Y, B BOEHBEIR DR 1547
NI X0 X, Arrow ORI EEME NI fiiZed-5
& EDRNB & Ino i3 S HRAET 5. 2% 6
RWBAERCT, ¥ — A0, BT S
£p%jnbaﬁmmn$m&a¢:aﬁ@ma@
51

BABREFE S5 Arrow DTIEU]FLU L g
i) 5 Black D¥HROMELT, BEOFFE I
G, B —RNELOTHD L5 LT
WhH, Ll LW, FEO4 USRI OK
XA B, Blzad, £OBL, 1{EEk 18
Lo E B ET 570X, Tok x, Arrow OFEW)
PEARIE LWE LTh, Thid, &< BEHREN:
FHHBLLWZ LR LN THS, B, FREO4L
LPFERET A L X »C, T OEOBYNE
R HEL L5 ETHE L DRBMIELIH TS, 0
7~ FDRIE, 5 LRADEOMERL, 0
HOBIRMWER N O T h Z & Th B, &%vﬁ
o FERO [T Db Arrow & —f] fEbkE R

F(2) G. Tullock (49) ¢Y, KD X 3IETHAE 5T B,

(general possibility theorem) {2 DU~ THIHUCIRS, £
Hofic koMt ERT5E Licd b,

3. Arrow O

Black OMBEAN R IWHE, T¢1, Arrow 13,
“Social- Choice and Individual Values” Vo 33\~ C—HT
REthE R (general possibility theorem) DIFHI% Liz,
OB, RH—AMNAEIE T MAOIUTOHITHT
B HRER BN, &< OREFFEHCA X iRy b
XBTEC LT, SELERMREIIERE L,

Y, M, BT fE R RETS 2 oo A
(axiom) RIRT T LH 5 oD, 3oL OB
A (o, a2, 0y an) &, BFSHBNMEEITHS
S5 BRERDLTRAG L DR TOWAISE, Thb
DFRERZ DR &5 PR X » TRIFHT S h T
WM, T EEEVIFFBIR (weak ordering) &\ 5,

AT SEREOVRRBMAGERER VTS, RIZ
Lo TR BRIET S LA ChHS, Thul,

B, D EBRD 2 ODBHED 5 1 oaE b

D LRERT S,
aiRa; 55\ ¢Ra:

A RIEOMHBIR, M, o

MIRD T L2 FERT 5,

aRa; T aRar 75 B, aiRar HIE 931D,

&, % % OEAN, ﬂm&k%?aﬁaoﬁﬁﬁﬁ
T bo TWBLEREL BT bW, o COMmAME

i, WMo HSMIEFEAT Y B5 i, HAD

W% 535 2 & Thb, ZofEro ke
Arrow 13, #:&E4:BIHL (social welfare function) &
W&ﬁO%WOHE#6&6%ﬂﬁ%hmmﬂUWT
WEHCOAT oD, SRR S b et gy
LTED & ) B % 2 CARB i bIT, ﬂﬂ&d@
Mo F T, MA@%mmﬁwﬁ%%oth®%

Hinb, &L - COR—DFGIEFHGREEY S - e

ﬂﬂ%ﬁ%&?t&@&A%EE%ﬁ%EOHW?L
é:“CZ’a,vé L Uishib, Arrow @ilﬁ*@?{ Bz, b

r:olsmm,m%(mmmm)m.&ﬁ¥t&%¥©ﬁ§

?ﬂs*~w&$3@orvéocbﬂ%,?&b%,Anmvowwmﬂ%%ﬁﬂm,ﬂmm,ﬂﬂ%%ﬂ?évma
HBERITTESFAE LI Z RN B b DL LTS h %, CONGORD B, 05 %HAS &
LTHB ey UL, —OBIYHEL, bE hAS O REliehvok, R. A Dahl, . E. Lindblom ¢, (17}

C, WEOTE, P
fes 2T 5,
(3) P. Samuelson (44).

CBILEFEOAN,. $d b e & LTH UL (enjoy toying) & O-CBlgciL, ¥ b IICIL

R

e oA

PEOFF O &4 BBy 3-% 2 — b

L. %015K%&K,&om@ NEMY IR th N E A
halE b, Wi, FR—oWHFBEERY b o etk s
MRIF A X T X 5 I i BB Licn&

WH T EThS,

D Arrow OFMEEIIKD 5O THS,
&0 1 WA OKTH T ORISR

SRR DA O T DR RN TTAE T RIS BIR A,

HZEAOEIRE LTRHAI WS,
&2 EAOTHN & SO OIE OIS Bk
b GOSN MEEE aRe; XD BT LS
T AR X 23RO RIFIFBIRO# AR 52 bh
Fho b LA, 3L, BRADLALSWE, £

CRBLES H SOSITFIERFC R\ T a ORRFHRF % b

FXeDh, Tzofik&ebakan HA%%
1%, ale; DFFTH S,

&k 3 JEBURIRSHRE SR ORI ,
LR aRe; Th5 & 5 IR X %587
O RIEFBEROES Y HL bhicb D LIS,
b, HBHBREE an 25, BEALIFIhIL LT
b, MR oRe; 1XEDEETHD,

%4 THEREE

SRS BRI oA R (6 dae) KHLTD,
HHOBLENPHENRERE UT, aRe; B3 ebT X
5 7o IR RNEFFBIGR DA DT 5,

45 FEMER

HAHEA 1 OFRIF «Ra; B, BOBADIUT DOV
AR, HARMELH, wRa; THLHTZ E%
WRT B B, LD & 5 TekSIA MR (dictatorial)
Ly,

Lk, 50oD&k;:E BIRT, Arrowo)%}i_ﬂéi ®
DX 5k WL ENCESB,

Gk 1—3 Rt U, ABLT, WAMIR T AN

FFBIRR b fe ol DA RIEA IR S, &lk4
HAWEEDED &#%m?bakké Sz s

5 b,
G0 HhL bhicho & LISSH,
BRETLRT D LA TH S,

cwﬁﬂm,%o&%i?ik@%ﬁ&%htw%
2, CLTHEDWTRY LRI,

Arrow OftHiD 1 DO MBI, BB~
HBWEHS &V D X 5 Inds DREE O L BYth
154, FORIMAIY Ui\ & & Thb, Tieh
b, Arrow OIEMILS L, oLl Shsid

#(4) J.H. Blau (7], K. Inada (28), K.O. May (33)

HHE BT HAED 5 BIANER (550
FEMle kA

i, ?/’E#TT%@%Z; ENWS T ERRLTCWS,
4 BRI — kBB DFE Ok

BERA -3, BABETFIFR G PR S D
D1 OO—NIETH %, &, Wk LLS ET5
WIS, & a5E4ls HER DR Witod RT3
Py, Pa, coeee y Po B30 AOAR WD ETHID
X, OB, SHEPA—-LIROZ EREWRT S, w
% a; L YEIFTHBEAOHEN, o & ai & bBIFT
HEAOK LY BFIE, LT, 2DBAR OX

aPa; L%, L, 1.LnOHORTDEIEST,

ZLUTC, BTD adaicA) 7C£O'C aiPra; P a;Prai
ERRET (Piebb, P @IRTNTHS), wAFK

DM, a; kDb o BETHHAOKN L AT

Wighi¥, LT, LDOBERDOLK, aPa; Lith,
T ED Y3 TS —04Y, kD Arrow DA

AR E o TOTRD 5 b 1 OEIRWLCIRORT

%%k?o?&b%,gﬁmw~»m,m@@%mk
ST EEEA S S, & OIEHEB DR REIER b s
bbb, SR —E, EORME ORI
LDCThHD, £2C, FHEBHOTIEREOK & ShH
5T EHNEREREE 85, OB LTh

hbhit, 29207 Fe—F2 BT e s,

12077 8—%13, 1, BCOMAORIFFTI
DIEED, B HWBOTHEPRTS X S fish
BB, COR, HEPA—AEHBH R4

SR RBL C LN TEDL L ERRES &1 5,

FEREBA IS B — A OFHEM: O IR L
L3258 207 7 n 3, B MA
OB RRO T fEMEC AT, ﬂﬁ&ﬁ@#&ﬁt
AR5,

F, 2hb2ony7Fa—Fi ) 23 B0 EY

Bt bo e L), BHoMaL BENDKRS

5T &?\-?’5

a) BEOFEOWEN: .
&“®§E@T%ﬁ®ﬁ%%ﬁ%%$k%f¥xf
HZX Yy, B30, MREIALEET D, SO

B bbbA, BHIEORIOH AR TR

3, 81=6lvdD, LT, HdIRELEN h

LONFHGD 1 0% BIRF 5 Hekiz, BTHLY

(1/6) &35 (cquiprobability assumption) &, —-*ﬁQﬂ’]

R e N AR e oS i

R TSR RSN




BB FIE Ot £ B H RO 5 2 — b

it n! DAL D, mAOEREDTH
4, FROOIEFFGD LD 12X HBRL 5 b
B, mAOHEEH, BAOREFFEBUFT 5
PR, . )™ FAET B kb, n=3,m=3 OLHE
ik, Fhid, Hm=216 kigh, TO2165EHD5
b, 63D BER—HOBETHY, HK (2N 2
A AR 2 SR 2540, @Y e%, Thb
DYDIL, bbHA, FRHEERLEW, T,

3 ADTHRENL Tl o TR T 5 54E (12650H)

D3b, 12O, FlE (s, aasae) KEHL,
23 LT, 2o (n=3 m=8) T3, FHOELS
TERiY, 12/216=0.0556 &7ch, TOPCFR, BL
TP THZ L DOTRIWAKEITHS, LL, b
hbh?, EReHEe k- CiEY LL > 2355
&, n=3 m=3 EWHRIE, THDTHler—*
Th5 5. FhTR, Bt Ricksvw %
OFERIZLDBEDAKEITHAL I, KR, £5L
L DORADEOP T RTHE T,

b) C.D. Campbell & G. Tullock ¥ X Z)%I%i‘

Black i3, eyclical majority ¥ ORIEINIEHIC
HECHHEHEL, “The Theory of Committees and
alections” IRWT, FHIND cyclical majority O

A2 RTRL R OB, L, HokorE
AEDYTIE, NHOFFTHS, LThik, KDL
el X5, Thhdbhiy, ROFHEBELWERTS
X5 ie—fibis etk A 5 X T AT EIRVWO T,
BAOEOHO ¥ TREFE Y ANLIT EiR, )
CwmmlaTmmkm,mmkm;orgﬂqg
FRIBI NSy, HESEHY, evFaael
o TEHELY > LA, TOHERL ToR
RINTB,
:OE&]%OE@B%Tqﬂw@E%?%Q&

%ﬁﬁénfmao%:mﬁéhrméﬁimﬁﬂﬁ’

TBIED, #a ADEST UToRIFC IS TR % T

| BEARAL, eyclical majority &\ 3 BlgUE, BUT
ML BhoTRRL, Thil, Arrow DIEYD,
BRSO TE WS LT BELTLED
T ERFHShinec &AWL, £ LT B, KO
FURE OFDHINT BERE 5 T, cyclical majority D
AR S K E S B HMEFHA L HZENTED (&
DOFFTE, FEPRE, 13, 19, 20 O EHYE, FHTOMK
TR ShBA, FOBUBEY ST,

. )
¢) R.G. Niemi & H.F. Weisherg & X 531 &
Niemi & Weisberg 1%, Tullock HO&REL T~
D B HBDH)

15 17 19 21 23 25 27 29

®1 HEH
3 5 7 9 11 13
3| 57 78 84 89 85 173
41 10.7 14.6 159 156 151 14.7
5| 15.4 18.3 21.5 23.0 25.1 22.4
6l 201 255 25.8 28.4 29.4 28.1
7] 239 209 30.5 342 343 341
W gl 27.7 32.5 36.7 37.8 38.6
gu 9| 30.2 36.7 39.5 4.8 42.1
. 10| 32.4 40.8
LS 11| 35.2 46. 4
D 12
* 13
14 -
15
16
17| 46.4
18

7.4 84 80 89 91 97 1.1 111

15.5 17.3 16.9 17.2 16.4 18.0 18.6 17.4
95.3 23.7 23.9 24.8 25.4 24.3 24,0 21.1
29.8 '

35.9

49,7 47.5

62. 6

#(5) C.D. Campbell and G. Tullock (12).

(6) Mmm0mmmwmnvlsV~vavo~mﬁﬁﬁwxb,%%%m%fWOM%*bbﬁ&.

(7) R.G. Niemi and H. F. Weisberg (37).

%;

&

< .
%471"

BSOFB O & SRR FE 57 — b

% 2 BEFFAIOTREN S LA ORSOFEOTEE P, 1)

g)ﬁ%{"\‘l& i A o # (m) »
(n)| 3 5 7 9 | 11 | 13| 15| 17 |19 |2t |23|25 (27| 20|59 ]| o
3 | 0556% . 0694| .0750] . 0780f . 0798 . 0811f . 0820] . 0827|. 0832]. 0836|. 0840]. 0843). 0846!. 0848). 0863| . 0877
4 1111 .24 |.15 1755
5 116 |.20 |.22 . 2513
6 120 |.25 |.27 . 3152
Ki . 3692
8 . 4151
9 . 4545
10 . 4887
15 . 6087,
20 . 6811
25 . 7297
30 . 7648
35 . 7914
40 . 8123
45 . 8292
49 . 8405

* NVHASHS 2 ik TORE, Klabr X5 o S VoY 2 VORIETS B, ORI Niemi & Woisberg 12X 53

BoRRThH5,

{ig)ﬂ: Uit Zfiin -1, #543, D. A, Klahr O
REFMLC, LDX 3 hERE-T,

bhbhil, COERNL2ODEEENT ST &
TX5, ;

D 3L, #REGOHEmA, 100 LS, BED
FIREOTHENNY, nABRRCIESS ETREALE
L\, Sz &, BIRRFET HAMD 044,
bHWL, SRV, BEOFFORE 5T
B DBB LN T ERERT S,

2 SR OH n VNG, FhAik X e

RHE LT, FEORE BRI DS,

ChD2ODNEND, 2kl LTKRDL 5 ik
L3 %, mEnpvNS Ol FIGOSAT 5 i,
AR N S,

BLE, bhbhil, 2003 RER LS, <
RODFT, 3 ODREINE D 5 TD,
1ok, BYLES, WHERCORIFRTIO 5 bo
5B 1% BT B HerE 13 48T % L (equiproba-
bility assumption) &\ 5 {HETh D, ZDHEER, B
SUTIE LS T, AR, X oI 2R s,
WP OUE, WA DL S D\, BT R &

F(8) D.A. Klahr (31).

STRBERC L » This h OB ZT5, 2 THA,
B« AW, & 5BIFFFIZFIRT 5 FER (probability)
3, RixoTwBTHAHS, Lnl, CoErEg
R ORI ED B = EIXHETH B,

fbd 1013, L& OBIHETH T ARIBITH D, %
DHEHREATFCREL LW DL T5, Thit, £
INIFIE (contrived paradox) Oﬁfﬁﬁ{ﬁsﬂ)ﬁﬁ?g 96) .
Thit, BIES, AROROREYEDLST, FE

RO X ST ANES S, b L, 25 Li

REINEFEE BERC ARSI, BARNLF
J& (accidental paradox) DTfFEM: AR ML LickD
ARG, FEOEOT ML IHE LTw%
Ewnwhotichsd, Lvd, FHEEXERTHEVIC
&Y, BERIRH RSB ET LT, A4, Xbilt
BRI LCORE S LcB a5 Thhd,
Lz kiwisdd, LOFEE, X hFWEKT,
FIEOULNEIN A RPR LB e btk 3,

b5 1 DORIMAL, S OHER IS TIREADR
B, HORELHNLIL, Mol dbzhituvdns
T EMRIRE IhTWA, Lhl, B, bhb

F hOBFR S X E B THEZH TS, B,

(9) R, Farquharson (21)., W.H. Riker i1, (42) CHZEDFIED 2 2DHA I T 5,
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€5 LRERE LT, 8, e, 18, w850
B, HERMRRELBEFHE2CED, DL, &)

Lk#2 MELWETA 6, bhbhul, 51K

P dsit 5 BIFOTMBE, I HRUE OFIE R L
3 B OTRIIED 5 s, RIEF 5 Niemi DRAE,
X0k O A BEOFBEOL LHTER
DHEDOHTH %,

d) S hisRIFoRE
SPJA—ADPH LT, HEBHREMITHRMORE
T bTHo4E0 101, S5, LR
BAdBwI vk brbe & Cths, Thid, #
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