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A Comparison of the Syntax Units of Korean: T-unit, C-unit, AS-unit
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to determine which syntax units reflect the
characteristics of Korean in assessing children. Methods: The participants were 50 normal
children (5-9 years of age), 20 children with language disorder, and 20 children with
borderline language ability. Narratives from a recalling of the "frog story" were analyzed
by T-unit, C-unit, and AS-unit. Results: First, there were significant differences between 5,
6, and 7, 8, 9 years of age in the total number of words, and 5, 6, 7 years of age and 8
years of age in the total number of T-units. There were increases according to age, but a
statistically significant difference was not found in words per unit and clauses per unit.
But the younger children (5 and 6 years of age) produced significantly fewer number of
units with =2 clauses than older children. Second, there were significant difference
between the language disorder group and the other group in terms of the number of
T-units, C-units, and AS-units. In words per T-unit and AS-unit, there were significant
differences in each group, but in C-unit, there was a difference between the normal
group and the other group. In clauses per unit, all units differentiated normal group from
the other group. There were significant differences in each group in all units with =2
clauses. Conclusions: The results show that T-units and AS-units, which contain
characteristics of Korean language, were useful in narrative syntax assessment. The use of
T-unit and As-unit is proposed by this study.
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WO ‘FoltAlzol AXE 7K FES EITt Tejolth O] e
9= F4 SR HHAY, F54 ] 2 FHRT 9d
etk 271 9 UjEE, Ao S5 gotsd B7F 59 0431
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oy AZ A&l FHolv 1g 2o AR ¢ H4Egt G,
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478A 1119, 941 IRHOA 67HE ™94 1171Y)9] ofso=E
A7slgltt. oFs 52 DBGAlC] AFsta, AFERE 8 5Y
SHA| Sl
Z ZojdpdelA 828 of3F HAHReceptive and
Expressive Vocabulary Test; REVT, Kim et al., 2009)2} 7=
oujojsjg  HAHKorean  Oral  Syntax  Expression
Comprehension Test; KOSECT, Pae et al., 20045 AASIA
ot AAAY o] 58S ZE RS wiAlsH] sk, &
olFEnt 7Y ofY, & oldiFY Al 7HA| dolsd HFolA
30uAIERY o] g Wl &5l WS At 1
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Table 1. Statistics of the language ability of normal children

Age REVT-r* REVT-¢” KOSECT®
N
group M (SD) M (SD) M (SD)
Syr 10 6820 (585 7430 (7.100 41.50 (6.69)
6yr 10 71.80 (3.43) 84.00 (6220  47.10 (5.11)
7yr 10 95.70 ( 8.76) 102.20 (15.39)  52.20 (1.87)
8yr 10 11330 (14.13) 117.70 (20.91)  52.70 (2.11)
9yr 10 123.80 (13.85) 126.10 (16.46)  54.90 (2.33)

*REVT-r=Receptive and Expressive Vocabulary Test- receptive;
PREVT-e=Receptive and Expressive Vocabulary Test- expressive;
‘KOSECT=Korean Oral Syntax Expression Comprehension Test.
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B 2, AOPEONEITR ZAM0SS TS| HOUAL 1015 7S
Table 2. Descriptive statistics of the language ability in groups with
language disorder and with borderline language ability

MW

AS-unit2 Foster $(2000)7 Owens(2010)8] 7]&o] whe} HA
sttt AS-unitZ o83t B0l Aok WE A wiio]
F0l9] 3Eo] 7153t oy FE B4 gt olo] of

REVT-r* REVT-¢" KOSECT® gt A= 300 AAISHSAT
Group N
(n=60)
) Weesn) el B 3, T-unitd} C-unit, AS-unit 241 O]
ip 7 10 55.008.65 5860(10.35) 20.40(6.72) Table 3. Sample of T-unit, C-unit, &AS-unit
group oyr 10 68.80(13.36) 72.80(0.89)  32.90(9.90) Utterance T-unit C-unit AS-unit
£o| Ht. 0 0 1
g, /v 10 7400B.71)  76.40(4.45)  37.50(3.98) 257} A7els ot ol wF gk 1 1 1
group I3 gl = 0 0 1
9yr 10 93.906.24  95.305.48)  47.80(0.92) ofol| M2} %1 ol Zro} W} 2 2 2
H57t viglell SRt 1 1 1
Normal 7¥T 10 95.70876) 10220(1539) 52.20(1.87) s gel 0 X X

SIOUP gyr 10 123.80(13.85) 126.10(16.46) 54.90(2.33)

“REVT-r=Receptive and Expressive Vocabulary Test- receptive;
PREVT-e=Receptive and Expressive Vocabulary Test- expressive;
‘KOSECT=Korean Oral Syntax Expression Comprehension Test;
LD=group of language disorders; BL=group of borderline
language ability.
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9] 25 AojAEAelA BrpTHE AWshy, d5tt 3ol 594
o2 FAsiglct. AAket 25 dojAEAE HA| =] 20%Cl
o= 1089 ARE AR o2 FojA B3 & H7ERt
AFEE Aok T-unitold B7EFRE AZZs 96.59%,
C-unitZ 96.59%, AS-unit 97.5%= YAISHT}. 27] o9
AE P 20l disto] H7RARE 98.32% LA|SHTh
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A=P-§ SPSS 21.05 ARESIA] ZF 24 W9 9] =
A A7 YYEAHEA(One-way ANOVA)E AAech ek
it Apolo] diste] LSD ARFAEE AASHET. AR dols
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AP Bt Apolg AFol| flote] PRARRARS AASH A3t
% ofEY A, 473.817, pKXOD F T-unitd A
45=2.676, p<.01)olA A87E gk Afol7} VERTHE 5). ol
gt LSD A=A A3, F ofd $olA 54 ot 7, 8, 94
A 7 |9t o7t A, 64l gtk 7, 841 A 7+ Fejgt
Zo]7} AUTHE 6). ¥ T-unit FolAe= 54 a8, oAl
o, 64 Azt 84 He Alololl olgt Zfol 7} QIITHAE 6).

B 4. 38 1z MEE V=S

Table 4. Descriptive statistics of the total number of units according

to ages in normal children

Grou TNW TNT-u TNC-u TNAS-u
050 (D) M (sD) M (sD) M (sD)
Syr 87.30 (44.425) 9.10 (5.40) 11.40 (6.64) 12.80 (6.71)

6yr  88.50 (43.618) 9.60 (6.54) 11.80 (7.39) 13.30 (7.21)
7yr  123.10 (28.065) 13.90 (4.51) 16.00 (5.01) 17.60 (5.23)
8yr  140.50 (35.002) 15.40 (5.08) 17.30 (4.69) 18.00 (4.11)
9yr  121.90 (36.069) 14.20 (6.09) 15.70 (6.18) 16.10 (6.05)

TNW=Total number of words; TNT-u=Total number of T-units;
TNC-u=Total number of C-units; TNAS-u=Total number of
AS-units.

B 5. EE 1z MEZO et 2AREA At
Table 5. ANOVA of the total number of units according to ages

S dF MS F
Total mumbe BG 21954.720 4  5488.680 3.817"
WG 64708900 45 1437.976

of words

Total 86663.620 49

BG 332120 4 83.030 2.676"
WG 1396200 45  31.027
Total 1728.320 49

BG 284.120 4 71.030 1.930
WG 1656.200 45 36.804
Total 1940.320 49

BG 231320 4 57.830  1.625
WG 1601.000 45  35.578
Total 1832.320 49

BG=between group; WG=within group.
“pK.01

Total number
of T-units

Total number
of C-units

Total number
of As-units

B 6. 30| M2 72 AEY 0| ASHE
Table 6. Post-hoc analysis of the total number of units according
to ages

Total number of words Total number of T-units
S5yr G6yr 7yr 8yr 9yr 5Syr 6yr 7yr 8yr 9yr

Syears

Gyears

Tyears * *

Syears ** * "
Oyears * *
<05, " pC01

LM FOEMER| EM: T-unit, C-unit, AS-unit H|i

2) YUHIOKEo| A2 20|12t 18 =Xty
oA} SPPET TR ZolS Yot AT T
old 45 EAsigth. Aol £l wet mE Ha %%’4% ol
A 47k 7RI 1 B Hol7t Atk KA
@ 7).

rlr
3
)

B 7. Qi 22RME0Y oY 4
Table 7. Descriptive statistics of the number of words per unit
according to ages

G Words per Words per Words per
(Af;lé)) T-unit C-unit AS-unit
B M (SD) M (SD) M (SD)
Syears 7.71 (1.22) 6.97 (1.36) 6.73 ( .88)
Gyears 7.34 (1.90) 6.74 (1.46) 6.74 (1.53)
7years 7.73 (1.65) 7.33 (1.62) 7.24 (1.51)
8years 8.03 (.78 7.69 ( .85) 7.76 ( .83)
Oyears 8.17 (1.75) 8.03 (1.69) 7.96 (1.72)

TE B Qohny] Yslo] BAvkg) & Ho| 50} 27 o]
o) BE mYF 7R £F B 9F Fhl v =
£ 2AU9IY 4 71 S0 1 B Aol 4Tt £
SHAE YSITHE 8).

B 8 dyE AZEMHAT H 4
Table 8. Descriptive statistics of the number of clauses per unit
according to ages

Clauses per Clauses per Clauses per

iyl T-unit C-unit AS-unit
(NV=50)

M (D) M (SD) M (5D)
Syears 2.52 (.49) 2.30 (.47) 2.27 (34)
Gyears 2.29 (74) 2.17 (52) 2.22 (56)
7years 2.71 (.69) 2.56 (.62) 2.55 (.57)
8years 2.47 (27) 2.36 (.30) 2.40 (.30)
9years 2.77 (.67) 2.74 (.65) 2.72 (.65)

27N ol e] HZ Rt FEEAS —u{ﬂi 9olA, 6Al, 941 H
o] § ofd 54, 84 AT o AA AEsiion), HutEow
ol S7IdE 271 oY) H2 it%}%} TS o gol AkEst
o A7 AlolE Aget A, 27 ol B mRwt HE 2
Seelld At Rl Aolt ik 20 olgel Me g
T-unit(Ay, 49=4.795, p{.0D)F C-unit (Hig5=4.028, pL.01),
AS-unit(As, 4=3.476, pC.05)°IA AT FEIg Zolrt UITHE
10). ©lofl thste] LSD /\}—.—@ﬂ AASE A}, 278 oY) EE

IEORRE T-unit?} C-unit®] $== 27+ 5A Fd} 84 izt Ajo]
oAl Hdat 7, 8, 9’\1] Ak 7+ Zol7k QUgdet. 27 o}
o] A< ZRE AS-unit®] FollA SAl HeZ 84 ek} Zolrt

¢
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AL, OAl Tk 7, 84 ekt Zlol7t JUQITHIE 11).

B 9. EE 21 0149 HE Helet 1229l 4

Table 9. Descriptive statistics of the number of units with =2
clause according to ages

T-units with C-units with  AS-units with

(GAIZ);(I;) =2 clause =2 clause =2 clause
M (SD) M (5D) M(SD)
Syears 7.40 (3.34) 8.20 (4.08) 9.30 (4.47)
Gyears 6.30 (3.89) 7.50 (4.55) 8.70 (4.35)
Tyears 10.60 (3.60) 11.50 (3.92) 12.60 (3.95)
8years 12.80 (4.29)  13.80 (432)  14.50 (3.87)
9years 1050 (3.84)  11.80 (3.89)  12.10 (3.76)

H 10, GFE 24 O|y9 HE ZEet 72 20| Ofet 2N
A
Table 10. ANOVA of units with =2 clause according to ages

S8 df MS F

BG 277.480 4 69370 4.795"

T-units with e 651.000 45  14.467

>

=2clawse ol 028480 49

Counits wigy  EG 278520 4 69.630  4.028”
W W e 777800 45 17.284

=2 clause

Total  1056.320 49

BG  232.320 4 58080 3.476
WG 752.000 45 16.711
Total ~ 984.320 49

BG=between group; WG=within group.

"pK.05, “pC01

AS-units with
=2 clause

E 11, 2 0142 HES atot71E 24 TR|9| 0 Lt LSD A2 2t
Table 11. Post-hoc analysis of the number of units with =2
clause

C-units with AS-unit with
=2 clause =2 clause =2 clause
Syr 6yr 7yr 8yr 9yr  Syr Gyr 7yr 8yr 9yr  Syr Gyr 7yr 8yr 9yr

T-units with

Syears
Gyears
Tyears
8years

9years
(.05, " p{.01,” p<.001

2. g3} AHoisHo| ME FTZ 12

1) g AoisEo| M2 18 MAE

ojop7] sPAREOlA ojFol(LD), AAKM A 2]
(normal) otz HHo| dojsdol] M & A& fi ?a‘t‘ >Y73A
A dolsE) ool X“;H T/ﬂ?n WOITHE 12). AHAL 9
Aol 2 F o fof FEEMUY] 9] Fo%t Aol UE
U] ooktHaE 13). °d°1—o~ﬁ°ﬂ ‘IJr% % o1 Ay 5749.234,

p(00DYF & T-unit $(As 49=16.960, p<.001), C-unitd F
(Fs, $=19.929, p<.001), AS-unit®] 43(Hs 4=19.304, p<.001)
oA Fet o7t Ueith. & ofd AtegolAet dgat Ao
o] oE 5L I AUTHAE3.805, pL05). HEAHE
a9l Bl A3t FAM Aolsd oA 7AIIA 9AI
A w2t FAHCE Aozt UGtk AAA AotsEE 7 TA|
oA IN= F ofd 47} FUkle 1t et & ofd
20t & T-unit ¢, ¥ C-unit &, ¥ AS-unit 504 LSD AR*
A4 23, F old = dojsdd OE EE At A= {9
g ZJol7h Qiith. ZF FEEATS] B AoiHdnt FAA Qo]
AR Jd 7 A2 |23 Zo)7h JUUTHE 14).

B 12, 30 0S| ME 7= HEY
Table 12. Descriptive statistics of the number of units according
to ages

Total Total Total Total
number number number  number
Gy of words of T-unit of C-unit of AS-unit
(N=60)
Mean Mean Mean Mean
(D) (D) (D) (D)
Tyvears 38.00 5.00 6.00 7.70
Language Y (12.91) (3.50) (3.23) 2.87)
disorders 39.30 6.00 7.10 7.80
years

(16.85) (2.87) (3.39) (3.94)

76.40 8.80 10.60 12.60
(20.14) (3.74) (3.53) (3.24)
117.80 14.40 16.60 18.70
(39.51) 6.74) (6.64) (7.33)

Borderline 7years
language
ability  9years

123.10 13.90 16.00 17.60
(28.07) 4.51) (5.01) (5.23)
121.90 14.20 15.70 16.10
(36.07) (6.09) 6.18) 6.05)

Tyears
Normal

Oyears

B 13, o 270 O/MC] S Zalet 412 0] tiat 202N 2t
Table 13. ANOVA of units with =2 clause according to ages

Factor SS df MS F

Ages 2870417 1 2870417  3.822
LA 73949.233 2 36974.617 49.234"

TNW pgesxIA  5715.033 2 2857517  3.805
Error 40553.900 54 750.998
Ages 79.350 1 79.350 3.471
TNT-u LA 775433 2 387717 16960
AgesXLA 82.900 2 41450 1813
Error 1234.500 54 22.861
Ages 77067 1 77.067 3.262
TNC-u LA 941700 2 470.850  19.929”
AgesxLA  109.433 2 54717 2.316
Error 1275.800 54 23.626
Ages 36817 1 36817 1.454
TNAS LA 977.737 2 488867  19.304

AgesxLA 160.533 2 80.267 3.170
Error 1367.500 54 25.324

TNW=total number of words; TNT-u=total number of T-units;
TNC-u=total number of C-units; TNAS-u=total number of
AS-units; LA=language ability.

"~ p<.001
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Table 14. Post-hoc analysis of the total number of unit according to
language ability

LM FOEMER| EM: T-unit, C-unit, AS-unit H|i

B 17, AEE 27) 0149 S Haot L2 2MHL(0 5
Table 17. Descriptive statistics of the number of unit with =2
clause according to ages

TNW TNT-u TNC-u TNAS-u

LD BL ND ID BL ND LD BL N ID BL ND

LD

group

BL
group

ND
group
TNW-=total number of words; TNT-u=total number of T-units;
TNC-u=total number of C-units; TNAS-u=total number of
AS-units; LD=language disorders; BL=borderline language ability;
ND=normal developmental.
"p(05, “p<.01, " pC.001

2) I QI0KS0| W2 T2 Z0jet =E

Qlojgol, AAM Sloliss, Wik ok Heke] AR dlols
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B 15. S A0S0l M2 2 Z0|
Table 15. Descriptive statistics of the words per unit according to

T-units C-units AS-units

Group with =2 with =2 with =2

(N=60) clause clause clause

M (5D) M (5D) M (5D)
LD 7yr 240 (1.96)  2.80 (1.69)  3.90 (1.29)
group 9yr 2.80 (1.75) 3.30 (2.31) 3.80 (2.94)
BL Tyr 5.40 (2.84) 6.90 (3.28) 8.30 (3.30)
group 9yr 9.00 (4.08) 10.10 3.73)  10.90 (4.07)
ND Tyr 10.60 3.60)  11.50 (3.92)  12.60 (3.95)
group 9yr 1050 (3.84) 11.80 (3.88)  12.10 (3.76)

LD=language disorders; BL=borderline language ability; ND=normal
developmental.

ALTA, oA Aotsdol wE FHE Aol9] AolE Loti7]
Q) olPEAEAMS Avi= # 18%} oW, Ao wE {ojst
Aoz glolont QlofsEo] wWE T-unit(#Z£10.332, p<.001),
C-unit(/£9.733, p<.001), AS-unit(Z=14.731, p{.001)°NA |9
g Zpol7t yetetth. LSDAREEA 23}, T-unit} AS-unit G ©}
A = dolsgo] wet BE FHE Zol7t AL, C-unit B
ofd = gubddat o2 [Tt Zol7 JATHE 19).

B 18, ¢ign A101S=0] M2 2 Z0| 0| HEAEN 2
Table 18. Two-way ANOVA of words per unit according to
ages and language ability

ages and language ability Factor SS df MS F
Words per Words per Words per Ages 1.270 1 1.270 '391*%
Group T-unit Counit AS-unit Words per LA 67.086 2 33543 10332
(A=60) M (SD) M (SD) M (D) T-unit AgesxLA .666 2 333 103
D Tyr 536 Q74 543 25) 482 (1.24) Error 175-522 54 3241 =
goup  9yr 536 (1.43) 5.21 (1.47) 5.36 (1.67) Words per A}iis S;go ; z;ggs 9'.723"‘*
BL 7y 636158 619007 608 (12D C-unit  AgesxIA 2182 2 1091 3801
group  Oyr 6.79 (1.29) 6.57 (1.38) 6.36 (1.36) Error 154.986 54 2.870
ND 7yr 7.73 (1.65) 7.33 (1.62) 7.24 (1.51) Ages 3.958 1 3.958 1.851 )
goup Oy 817179 803 (169) 796 (1.72) Words per LA 6299 2 314% 147317
LD=language disorders; BL=borderline language ability; AS-unit  AgesxLA 484 2 242 113
ND=normal developmental. Error 115.459 >4 2.138

B 16. S A0sH0)| M2 2AHe| T = »

Table 16. Descriptive statistics of the clauses per unit according to
ages and language ability

Clauses per

Clauses per  Clauses per

Group

T-unit C-unit AS-unit

(h=60) M) MDD MGD

LD 7yr 1.91 (1.17) 1.92 (1.13) 1.75 (47)

group Oyr 1.84 (.66)  1.84 (.66) 1.93 (77)

BL 7yr 2.21 (.63) 2.19 ( .49) 2.24 (.57)

group yr 2.19 (.48)  2.10 ( .40) 2.08 (.35)

ND 7yr 271 (.69 256 (.62)  2.55(57)

group yr 2.77 (.67)  2.74 (.65 2.72 (.65)
LD=language disorders; BL=borderline language ability;

ND=normal developmental.

LA=language ability.
“pK.001

B 19. A0{50i| IE 1= Z0[9| LSD A 21t
Table 19. Post-hoc analysis of words per unit according to language
ability

Words per Words per Words per
T-unit C-unit AS-unit
ID BL ND ID BL ND LD BL ND

LD group
BL group
ND group

LD=language  disorders;  BL=borderline
ND=normal developmental.

‘P05, “pC01, T pC.001

language  ability:
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AHTAL, oML Qojsdol TE 7 B9 ZolE Yot
B7] o FEEATS T H9| £5 o|YEAEMS A= E
203+ Zth ARl w2 9%t Aol glovt dofsEHo wE
T-unit & A9 4/=6.803, p{01), C-unit T ZH9|
(76311, p{.01), AS-unit B Y 4(/=9.568, p{.001)A
ofgt Afo|7k it AR dotsol wE FHE B9 A4S
28 73k e gttt Afelol] tigt LSD AREAS AlA
S A, 7 24 hejollA ARERER2 AdojRof E AN <o
58 At 2olg YERITHE 21).

b

A

B 20, g Q0S| ME 2 ST O[2AEM Zut
Table 20. Two-way ANOVA of complexity of syntax
according to ages and language ability

Factor SS df MS F

Clause Ages .001 1 .001 .002**
LA 7.624 2 3.812 6.803

Tf’j;it AgesXLA 047 2 023 042
Error 30.259 54 .560

Clause Ages .000 1 .000 .OOOM
LA 6.130 2 3.065 6.311

oo AgesxLA 231 2 115 237
Error 26222 54 486

Clause Ages .053 1 .053 . 160***
LA 6.375 2 3.187 9.568

e AgesxLA 362 2 181 544
Error 17.989 54 333

LA=language ability.
“p01, " pC.001

B 21, 2A0is530l ME 12 =542 LSD Aedd 21
Table 21. Post-hoc analysis of complexity of syntax according to
language ability

Clauses per
AS-unit

Clauses per  Clauses per
T-unit C-unit

ID BL ND LD BL ND LD BL ND

LD group
BL group
ND group

LD=language disorders; BL=borderline language ability:

ND=normal developmental.
005, “pC01, TpC.001

278 o] B& I/t TEEATY SollA AT} Aot
T2 2ol YotEy| 9ol o] EAREAS A Ak & 229
2t AHTAL, oMol mE 27 ool Ae IRt FEEAT
9] S0l Goet Alo|7} @igitt. oisge] wket 27 oo HEE
5 T-unit®] 4432262, p<.001), C-unit®] 4(/=35.894,
pC.001), AS-unit(7= 33.483, p(.001)2] ollAl Folet fol7} 9l
e BE FEEAGQOIN ATt dolsol wE AsAE &
= QIQlh 27 olide] B = FEEATY oA dofs
Ho] Zjolof| gt LSD AR-AAE AAIRE 23, T-unit, C-unit,
AS-unit B4 BE JH7t AZ o7} YATHI 23).

2

B 22, oo o0isEo M2 270 Oy HE Ee AzHY + 0
A 23

Table 22. Two-way ANOVA of units with =2 clause according
to ages and language ability

Factor 5SS df MS F
T-unit Ages 25.350 1 25.350 2.567***
with 22 LA 637.233 2 318617  32.262
clause AgesxLA 40.300 2 20.150 2.040
Error 533.300 54 9.876
ot Ages 26667 1 26667 2528
with =2 LA 757.233 2 378617  35.8%
clause AgesxLA 26.233 2 13.117 1.244
Error 569.600 54  10.548
AS-unit Ages 6.667 1 6.667 .593
with =2 LA 752.500 2 376.250 33.483
clause AgesxLA 28.433 2 14.217 1.265
Error 606.800 54  11.237

LA=language ability.
"pC.05, “p.01, " pC.001

ol

B 23 A0sHN OE 27§ O 2= &

ABZiE it

fujo

feh 2AEI9/0] 4 1SD

0

Table 23. Post-hoc analysis of units with =2 clause according to
language ability

T-unit C-unit AS-unit
with =2 with =2 , :
with =2 clause
clause clause
ID BL ND LD BL ND ID BL ND
LD group
BL group
ND group

LD=language disorders;  BL=borderline language ability:

ND=normal developmental.
"pC05, “p.01, <001

v. =9 & 22

o] A= Yulobsat AAM dolsd, ool ofso] A
ARESE ojopy] MZoflA T-unit, C-unit, AS-unit 59 F-E&24
ool W R A 2 o], 7 BRAY Aelg ¢
ofH 11} STt

5AI~OA19] drtolseolA A9 F7tel wet 2 AR
o] Z7Fstgitt. 8 94 oFs2 84 ofsHTt HuEAQl LEAL
o] Ak TEhA 27 oY Ae xR HE =k FYA
T BEEZo|EATRY T o 97t dojA . FEEAEY
g A9 £k 7ok olddt A2 Justice 520069 A
FOIME UERITE Justice 5(2006)9] ATollA SAHIRE 1047}
A9l ofEZ & ©olTt FISHAL N Aol9t ERMgo] Skt
Foit 1149} 1241= © o ofskrt F AkEst Tol 471 3
I GgEdolel R BRI Ukt) ol 104ET We 2
5 Hefigly, 1241 949 HisstAY W2 2aE el
oy Busidt B AoA 1047t dgttiaboll EgHER] kot
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