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Park, Kiseong. (2016). A Comparative Study on the AND-constructions in English
and Their Corresponding “ko/~-wa” Constructions in Korean. The Linguistic
Association of Korea Journal, 24(2), 183-196. The purpose of this paper is to compare
English AND conjunction constructions and their corresponding ‘-ko” and ’-wa’
constructions in Korean in terms of NP-level and clausal level conjunctions. The
followings are discussed in this paper. First, it is argued that the juncture-nexus
theory and Interclausal Relations Hierarchy in RRG are needed to explain the
syntax-semantics interfaces in both English AND constructions and Korean ‘-wa’ and
’-ko” constructions. Second, it is claimed that English NP-level AND constructions
have the features of AND-languages, while Korean ‘-wa’ constructions have the
mixtures of AND-languages and WITH-languages. It is also claimed that both
coordination and cosubordination junctures are realized in NP level English AND
constructions and Korean ‘-wa’ constructions. The differences in juncture types are
argued to be related to the semantic effects such as joint vs. split readings and
collective vs. distributive readings. Third, it is claimed that English AND
constructions in clausal level typically involve coordination junctures, while Korean
’-ko” constructions involve both coordination and cosubordination junctures under
the conditions of sharing the same subjects and the same tenses. The
cosubordination junctures in Korean typically involve the semantic effects such as

cause-effect relations and temporal sequences.

FAo(Key Words): 5% < (cosubordination), 2JF|GAAZH(RRG), AA-9AH 2(juncture
nexus), AND-101/WITH-{(AND-languages/ WITH-languages)

B ERe R AR GEaTIQE) Ao ATHAS.
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A& AFH R t5H S (coordination)? E45F % (subordination) 0. & Uo7
o, o] S TA BAH ony BHOE o] dAFE o] gith IE¢e ATFES §
A B} ojud BN FAA oz o] FofA £ o] AMdelARt, Culicover and
Jackendoff (1997)¢] “‘Semantic Subordination Despite Syntactic Coordination’©]2}
= FAlA & 5 %ol F B E4e ANARHE AEE Ut B A7 g
HSHETT andoll 2 A& T WA A& D A& Al tigt 7€ ABDT
& A ES, ol sk Fhmo] WA 9 -9k A&t A e - & EAE
=8tz gt o] =9 YA A EH(Role and Reference Grammar: ©]$ RRG)
A2l Aol &Rl A9 2(juncture-nexus: ©1%F JN) o]20.2 Hstaial gt} gof
o INoll thet BA A =5 HiEO R Fhmo] WA T HEH Hoke] HEolA 9
Nl thgt g4 =02 st Ao A &9 HEREM s Foloh B0l B &
T4 (cosubordination) FH&-F30] AHEHAR, ofn|d Eik= tha gEA Yehdt= A
< Bt E=RE Fojot 2 Fmo] A B AERFME 555 S 730l T AA
o Fofe] gxdolehA AREH I lee FAstaLA ATt 3 o]E HIOE RRG A0
oMY BASE ome FEAgs AWske AUEAA(interclausal relations
hierarchy: ©|% IRH)9| T84S F43t04} g}

B drelMe AHE5rEs drle 24
52 AEA SAF 7N AR ETE ot ARG S SR A AEE AEeke

Zo] A TAA o8 WY EE oJEoE FEEL a9 dE EAL

(1) Van Valin(2014: 2)

PRAGMATICS

SEMANTICS
\
SYNTAX
PRAGMATICS
=~
g

SYNTAX

9% 37 ¢] o]22 Chomsky(1957)¢] “Syntactic Structures” ©]$ Chomsky$] &
=09 Ao, AN on &3t 3g-Eo] JAETL otk QEX T3 9| o] &

ik
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Soldel A4 4 S ey
S 24 F 44 U 947 @
Aol B B4
% &3} Go] -9 ¥

ek A4 «1 E‘rﬂ uj]-$-
o}ﬂ% stolo] A4 FAlsE B o
9 A& dae) H&e] A4S T
SAETFEA U =9 st
A S A4S v, o] T HARE @9 3
o]o] EA3} AEste] =ojstuat stk EI HAT B9 A %L—ErO] y_c f=a40 2u}
o]Foix|= Zlo] ofyzt RRGY N9 ¥ Xuii B oo geket & f30] 7eEe
ok H &9 AND TR -1
St

o
R
of
=
x>
Z,
»)
of.
_|>:
e
e

o L

2. & 3% IN

WA AND 7o Fdshs 594 (coordination)®] LHHE] fHOH =tk ¢
t}. Haspelmath(2007)= & ?4 40| A&} AHE o] A& YEle & e
7ol o8l o 2 P24 B3-S AAZTHaspelmath 2007: 6).

2) a. (asyndetic) A B
b. (monosyndetic) A co-B (prepositive, on second coordinand)

A-co B (postpositive, on first coordinand)

A B-co (postpositive, on second coordinand)

co-A B (prepositive, on first coordinand)
c. (bisyndetic) co-A co-B (prepositive)

A-co B-co (postpositive)

co-A B-co (mixed)

=3 oz 97HA
ojth. Foigt k=] mF HdHA (monosyndetlc) FH &oh= 35482 ZEAT, gl
o] A% “A co-B 730l &3t F=olef A5 ‘A-co B' 3ol &3

olglgt okt 91 HE Aol thE RRGOIE WA A
RRGO|olA EFEA = FA 0|8, A2, T8al IRHOIRS &

2 o
2
_>.:
_(
Ke)
™,
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o} WA FHo] 2o sl AR H(clause), Z(core), E(nucleus) B A|71A] A
Ago] &A% dojgt AFH o] /g soj9 Ae3lal, Foje =3I o=
o]Folxl @9 E, J8ja AL Fo¢} FHP periphery)E o FAA Jtal AT 4 ok
(Van Valin 2005). YA 2gt AF2H 7de] SAHEH SEHESA ASshe dolA,
RRGO|ENAME TF50lehe AErde F7keta sk o] A7EA] YA~ Tide B85
Hold (3)7 At} FHASZAAE e, FEASIANE W2y s s55IAMe

% i T2, 0071
54T} 452y R EHskT gk

(3) YA ¥ (Van Valin 2005: 188)

Unit 1 F Unit 2

Coordination

Unit 1 Unit 2

Suberdination

Unit 1 Unit 2

Cosubordination

w2bA 37HA19] A9} 3719 WM 27t Agtetd, 974419 Thsd N #&o] A4 H
A9, dojol] wel ek o e 7rEe] T tath 9ol A5 77N, =ele A9
M ASE BiEal QItk(Yang 1994; Van Valin 2001).

A &l 2ollA oJu et IN o] 83 22 FAHTE WA daasdtt & &%
Aol JloM ejulel] Z|ike FaL FAF Hol o] Fojte Zloltt ol2dt daAe
IRHZ AT b5 BAL



AR B, Fo BY
f, 20 58 UehiZY 544 B91E e,
WSO, 1 Lt BT Ao B 5 9k

(4) RRG®| IRH

Strongest

Nuclear Cosubordination A

Nuclear Subordination
aug. nter
Peu heral
Nuclear Comdﬂnuon

Core Cosubordination

Core Subordination
Daughter
Peripheral

Core Coordination

Clausal Cosubordination

Clausal Subordination
Daughter

Peutbenl i i
Clausal Coordination

Sentential Subordination

\4

Sentential Coordination
Weakest

Anre) 870 55

jig:d
I
=1
Mo

Closest

Causative [1]

Phase

Manner

Motion

Position

Means

Psych-Action
Purposive

Jussive

Causative [2]

Direct Perception
Indirect perception
Propositional Attitude
Cognition

Indirect Discourse
Direct Discourse
Circumstances
Reason

Conditional
Concessive
Simultaneous Actions
Sequential Actions
Situation-Situation: Unspecified

Loosest

A =

T 00T @E}H
oj2gt F 8210

=
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49 4%, IRHE ©
TEHA e Ue A

B oA A BAH A4S AND-1oj¢F WITH-1o] 23 &4
ato] =ojstaat gt o] =o|& HIEOE WA &9 &9 IN 30 A =&
staat gtk B AFoA = ol AND-ol &31A|9, g0l WITH-21o19} AND-
o] E3F | s the He Holx, o]f3 F3A Apo] =2 Qlsf FofollA UEh= 9
m2 dio] gh=mo] tf-gHEelAe E}i OE oz Yepdtes He Ho|uzt gt

3.1 BMT H9 "4 AND-Q10)/WITH-Q10]

Qlojnirie] WA thS %) Pl ] MRl B AMAME WA Qols
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Zto]E AND-§1019F WITH-do] &34 ##dste] =28tz tkStassen 2000). AND-
dofsk fﬂ% ETES AT o golo} o] MR th5iE A01Q andE 2= A4S
= Uafs}fﬂ WITH-ol&t =] fﬂ% 14 %7 2

AND-¢lo]o]l &3, Fkzol= WITH-20jol] &3t} T2y 3=o] YAl s
o] ol tishAs thazt oddt ool EAst, shute] Asle + F3 £ 4
S AR oj8oH, U2 = WITH-o] Asjolch$7ts} 4313 2006). 3 <
ol Al WA disAETES 7 7H £39 dsisE 78s Bo 7 A9s e,
A 02 gAjotofr}t 7)o &3tk 2Aotolol e WA the&S S8 + 7HA %
2o] ALg-HrtHFeldman 2002).
3 Fhrolo] WA T o) % o= 3ol Skl tis) F /A o A

o] 9ltt. A WA A= Haspelmath(2004)l 2J8) AAFHAET] dH=tol= WITH-21019]
T8l &3tta 2o} 354 FAE JAHPHR] Z102 Hol7] wjid, WA & &
oA o] FE4 EAE 21t opH B HEFA T} AHE Lk mhe} o] S F
T YE 4 Atk Aslloltk F WAl 3l Stassen(2001) 9l &3] AAEH A= T
ol AND-{1019F WITH-1019] FhdAlgta Bok($74k) 4313 2006). & g9
785 BA Z*iow T4 B2 -7 ARGEAT BAH THEES 8 AR -
e UsHE F F3Y B9 T & E3¥elE & 4 Atk v o E B
($74%3 £33 2006: 91).

G)  a A% G870 2,
b. A5 @sieh 2l 7,

T NAZE she] Ael Foldithe AS JYehe WA 919 (Ba)et 2L tisHE
At (5b)e 22 384 TR vd & Uk Folo] A T84 A sixe A
AAF withE AHE3HL, 58 4S A3IAE 450 andE AMSSITE T2y dole] A4
T ATE A3 BT - 5 ARt FAlY T A 71%E AT vk whebA] e
& FAOZA o¥ = YAFHOE WITH-AO FA2AMY 7S FAHoz 2¢sia
ATk Bk 3hE Go] WA B &9 dold FERA ‘Ads 28y g8, ‘Yo, &
of, “@ol3tal ol Fol AHEE F AL B AT AE Uuky HA B9 F& 1A
L E FAOE WA B AES =ostaAt gtk

ghro] S TEol £330 %%&E} 3t 7% WITH-%10} 802 5 sEe 5
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(6) a. Lu Wenyi gen wo qu hua-chuan
Lu Wenyi with 1sg g0 row-boat
‘Lu Wenyi and 1 went rowing boat’
‘Lu Wenyi went rowing boat with me.” (Stassen 2000: 22)
b. Aot 98-=/7F =5 Ao A

o2}

WITH-410] §8& 2t (6a)] T30 ddXe te3s slda) 354 4] + 7}
28] sjAo] 7ThsdtAlT, EFE FES 2 (6b)Y =l dodME FHole Ze F
A & 4o] 7hestA] oM, teiE ATt Atk Li and Thompson(1976)9] &+

ol = FAAA (topic-prominent) AAZA FA] 8471 WA AFE It 7] o
of, ‘et J3 AAF LRt og FA) A Fol2AM G 75e A Hol, ‘ATt 3
247 457] Pt wA =0l deHEY B¢ TTo19 22 P A WITH-A

ol9] A-¢-oh= Afolido] glom, izt T4 4As ke Zlow HAlth webA k=

A B - TS i gt ”ﬂ ANDZ“—? o] 543 WITH-1019] 545 FAl9

UER o], A ©9] ANDA S YEilE AE5733 ofnd a3y} ta td2A ved

AOZ o igHTh

N
-

o

iy #d

-‘H

S|
1

MT

2

olrl

HETE N

Mo

B HoAe Folet gho] WA &9 IN BA19] 3ol tig =oE st gk
AR 9] HEOA N HEolEe Bk ol 712 ¥ Aol SANNEE A
of o|Esh= 97F BAN, BA B9 HEL o Hole AHEn B39 ojv]z] &
< YERZ] wiEell, o] 71 SAF ol 81l INol&& EYste] Awshs Zlo] BlEA
o] oI7] mEolth. & ArolMe s —“?:Zéﬁ—?ﬂ]' Hed
T A85= dolzta 2o %A Va
B A EAL

=
<
=
3
N
il
=}
ST
N
N
L‘)
24
>
ol
rir
ol
>
-
=
L—
z
2

(7) NP9 AA-9A 2

Level of juncture | Nexus type(s) | Example

NP Coordinate the tall woman and the happy man
Cosubordinate | the tall woman and happy man
Subordinate Chris, who loves soccer

CoreN Cosubordinate | the order from the general to attack the city
Subordinate the rumour that Fred saw a UFO

NuclearN Cosubordinate | duckhunter, woodchopper
Subordinate the woman who left the party early
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@) E Fher & ATolA BAE 2

=
L [}
7hedl ANDASS) B9 A3 SUHE 5E4HE £

2A, o 7% 3 % 7Aoo,
TEEHEE AT AEE F 7 FEAREAY 847 AL thes FREIAL QT
W SHAE R AME AL thert A4Ae] A Wol| SA42 08 ddHa, HAH 7&
o Ffe UBhA gt BAH s35HE 8 £27] SAEAIA S N-bare] 2%
o AWEE %%% . Golst FAFHAl d=rofolli= F 7HA] 7&e] Aol 7hsdd|, ‘A B
A gAek o] S oAk o] 9o o] SARE Wk ofe, ‘A 7] & oabe}t FEI
Ao 22 WA SFEREE EF Jhseitt,

F 7 S 18 ZFAAM Yehde sk o avks H 93 (collective) 342t
o &2 (distributive) 31419] Fol4olth & H&FIde F-AsA Hso ade F 71X
oA dld S FIdthe Aotk ey TN Y HEhWWIET: S HAHG &

718k @0 93| dE7Fssith & D] ‘John and Mary slept' & HFZHOE HjEH
3|4E ZHA Ho A7t stk gmlel, ‘John and Mary met’ o4& ‘meet’ 2= g
&ol9] GO 2 )5S WA John and Mary' 7} F4 314E 2HA] dct. 3HH g
ool A& FARRE Aol e, 11 $94 di4L 3718k eole} 384 o we}
SEAAES. 22y dAZ o s & w o] F 7HA sj4 e oA ?Lﬂ]zq Hetol w}
Ao W3} 7bssly] wie] s AR 4 ke, B A9 £94 g5 3

I STEAE 79 Ay AL TS T ALY ik 54 A,
A(joint readmg)»} v:ﬂ] 34 (split reading)oleh= 7 714 &4
O sEddold BAT ANDHEGT | & 7AH e F+ 7] &
e dFshe dgolx, Eelsidelst F Al it dF& evdTtHHeycock and
Zamparelli 2005). Th29] dlE EAL.

lo
[o ofy
O
oXx,
tlo
Ir o
fiE
ol
ol
N
[l
ol JL

(8) a. my friend and colleague
b. 1] AF0)% B3
c. Yo 379 T8

WA (8a)0) Qo] 5EEHE BHE F 744 294 J4¢ 24tk 2 my friend and

my colleaguedlA] 3} WATe] 247 Fol ek Bel )48 2% sAT, o] A
Tol4 Erele 5 A4S I A FEaAT Relald BE wAT 5547 4
Fejg 2=tk ol ula) (8a)ol The Do} TR A%, FEIAT sellae) o)
4 34e 8484 21, 2] OE FHOE ek Bk 2 T4 A9 (8b)sh 2
o] ol R4S ALgaA H3, BelalAe A4S (809t 2ol &R Hue),
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1. A 99 WETE

b RRGONA 9] AT H&ro] 342 A5 F(layered structure of clause)® &
e, ST 9ng 7Rke F A Byolgt & 7 glet, B A7 A oisHE

TAE ofmeh T B AASTE Sod BT ¢ vk AL Zden =3 A
& A #dE FE2 TAE B ounel dHfelA dzkgsin, ozt daAe
IRHE T oA =98 tlz AA 3, 7o L AN Y] 830 SFH= 555
A9 He] 4, IRHAS o), 24 5& UBiiZY S414 3918 Yehla, of=3
T 84do] SFHA G s A A5 A9 A dSlold, THE =T -
FE e Ager & 5
HAOVHOE = 1 A gefollxe oS TRt SHolM =20 gttt AR tis
HEdo| HEAAE TAH BHA & AUA 2 ou|d BHolA & Al it o
¢ A °H7} 1] itk A HEE F VM B S B o7 ks Hu, o] H3E HkY
sk o #A4)7F Gol s34 andoll B3 =<1 Culicover and Jackendoff(1997) 9]
‘Semantic Subordination Despite Syntactic Coordination’d Zlo|th. & H&9 F F9
& Ak 7 S99 AE WAV e e AdEshal vk thedl 9] e ®AaL

9) a. | went to the store and bought some whisky.
b. You drink another can of beer and I'm leaving.
(Culicover and Jackendoff 1997)

ot go| d& A9 Woke AEARIBA(cross-event relation)E UERH ST,
Talmy(2000)2} +4°4( 3)9] ¢ o] FZARIRA Y] Gl ‘and’ 9| 4T HeHETEI
ofyTh= 9]”1 TS AR =3 FDA2006) = GOl and?] Al EHo] w9 F
23 925 BT andelA 9] -84 BHS AAIT T2y £ ATl E2A AL
A= RRG4 JNol&9] #3olA & e N % AR OA 2-g3aL 2] ELH—‘jr
o, 9)9 A= T 7IAEA SEEoIU T4 S-S ZA 4] diTel SHAHSETE

Z ofsi=ojoF & H a7} 9101, Talmy(2000)H 7E4(2006) 5ol #1243 2| 5}%*4 %
He FALoW] A5Ag-g Hdushs IRHE AwEolor & Fa7t gtk Foley and
Valin(1984) % Yang(1994)& A< &-#ohs *ABWA Py 2 Ao 84 37t

71 gEell, 9)8 455 5% YH2z e o, 2T 7AE A8E YERiA
B IF 840 3FE QP 5545 Y29 HAHL 555 78 249 2718 e
ARy, &AM 5FE M2 dAY] Fad VIR

A 2 ATl e (99 B2 de [Ptk Sdha ol B UE ST 24 a7k o

RN
o
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B go} S93%e] el 2 FaT,
I Bl A F&el s £ AeE AW Sl FE 2AE AHgEl, B

A& dZsks W oltiSohn 1999). o] B3l thelf o]#1(1999)= ted 5
T TS S nlustiA e At Al 7R 272 4 vk A A
o] 25 shvtghe As, tieEd WA 7 FEe] M= ta2de A, 12a Al 7]
BF HEve Ha2 vro] A g dual B o=, ol#’k Al o] Aol A&k tigh
A #HH omy B Fao] tigh Ao| = sl IAdTE B AFME HE =
Ab 7HEH] EHAl AHEEE AT HERAE FA0E =t s, A H R - A
£& tEoz QlaHL:

rot

Folo] ThE Adolsh RASMA Aol el % &) A% 2 F A Mol
He 2Tk A, -3 A& A% TE AS0Is SARPI AT SR Al
Folg ek Ago] A(AAY 2012), T2 7 HEFES WrH §Y F
A, A HEROIL ULe] tEHSES Asdshas oo
2781 gl Itk EA AAIEAY fAHE 2

Hl, d3de AAE 284 a1, 33 AAo] oAl vk 9laL, daddo] S

2 oft Jo
Uy we e

(10)  a. U= W2E B Staef it
b. o] T A7} 2t} = A7} 3 Feo] Atk
7A718)(2014: 12-123)

ol AAl T, Fol L AT FAHE (10a)9] de A9 FEHE0R o3
s, o] Aol Aol HEEA etk ¥, (10b)e A$E AA T, Fol Y
AR e a7do] FAEA| ¢gor, o] Ag-olls o] ATk & AFolAE (10a)9) 2
o ‘NATH, Fol TL A T FAE AF, RRGAIA 9 A3t a9 Fhehs 84
T3, e $59 715 SHHOE Zhe §F5 YA LY EAS HYH R e
O #5449 49, dutboz A dHo| 541 AAE 7M. 4 IA,
(10a)9] ¢ ZAAS AAE 24 Fethe HolA AASf o ol TY AN e &
fr 848 8 555 M2 FECE 152 5 Uk Yang(1994) = o]9h 22 w4
dFe - HETE0] 55 AL Bl 9t

B

SolM FA2Q) AJo] o] FojA)= Zo] ohz}, Hi=
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o
i
N
[l
ot
i)
)
R
~
g
S
5
~
]
=]
N
2
>
e
ol
i)
=

3z E RRGOIAY TFY) sgsl= A
9] Afole WEA - shuke] AHTES 583 T dE BAL

(11a)2] SlolA] & % 91So], MYPoAE HeH o2 AAS T % AT, (11b)
o] oA 4= Qlsol, AMTAQ Ty FHHIAT e, AEoAE ANEA
7 A 4 gl

T3 2HFA A ) AHEE M)A Fado] Uk 2] Bk T o
230} gL o2 uA,

12)  a ToMAE HYZE X3 FF

b. oA = HUAE A2 FHAIL
oA E HU2E A A3 2tk
d. *ZopHAI= HY 2

0

il
B
2
Ev)

o o] AAAE ARG, F=ol ‘A
a7t Aok Ty B AAFoA EAFEA A7 Folo] EAES W
ol H7|= 3] whiEel, B AFNAE YAEAY BHES WolEo =93t
(12d)elA & = %ol FAFA AN &
A E T AR, A GBS FHE et e & ATk 22y (12b) o)A

N
N
23]
N
fo
>
%
tob
oo
1
[N
rg
2
>
€

B 4 gl FWH] A IAT FFT Aol S A7} HeH oz e
% olnt Mebd B AR glol 44 Bl A9, T A 1 BEET T
7} olFolAE A9E S5 A2t Astas o wE QRHOE BHRFI} 5
ol ©EA A% 1 BWRF FHF UeITL 2 5 Qlow], 1 39S B 53
& U2 AT 4 A A TE ATOINAY A e BT ThUL e
A9E Bl BEFRolRD AW Bahe ol fi o) TRE0] ATGA A8
of QayTiAE ALG Aok, Mol Fape] S0 HYEE Aol B Ak 5 o5
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Bl W42 o] IRH 4] ofrld B4} Qpe % 4 nh theel o 1A,

(13)  a H57F AL 7} A
b. 47t FeldS L stad gk
c. 7k Gzel FUA| A vtk L0 slEReksltt

(132)¢] A8} FPAo| BAE AAQ T/ olFoAE 55 YM2 FHoE,
ALA A7HE Aol ojvE AA~HA s E B (13b)9} (13c)E Fol3F} AlAl
TA7E FA ol FAAE S5 WAL FEOE (13b)8] Ad2E R s T A= 9
A A9 JHE AHEE T, (1830) 9] S-S AIREE Aol ofu]e), A BAY oW E
ZHA dok

ool W) AAL(2012)L orlFAle] FoAE2 AjtstaL glow, HEwe ofvaA
o] FHM 5HEETS FEHSEOR e, sHSES UY, Uz, Ad #AE
el $EAEES s, 24, 52, 971, 23, Ao, = 59 ov IAE et

3L HOITH2012: 172). thee] o1& ®Ah

(14)  a o9& BolHd 7t/ g, of@ele
b. A7} ghZel HFEAT EnkE e,

oJuFANA (14a)= YE
o 9n] FAE zte= TS
AlY] REAT Fo oz Qlaf H&aA ol
ok kA ofm|AA et ojEs | Bt SAH o
olAe] ek H&e] #l AATTEE B HEWAE
™, 1 ofu]g} BAR] JuAE-2 IRHO|ES T3l AWE & Qth

e
Lﬁ
L
N
(i,
O
[
v
T
1o
=)
&)
)
2
)
=3
o
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S WA B9 -FHETES Jolo WAT 4] ANDHSTETE gel R3O
ANDSIo}st WITHSIOl] £33 &3fel, ol BAF U] sk A&E Folo] ul3)

w2 700 oal 1 A4l AYHE FEYS FALA ST TF BFo] o)
B o] WAT B9 ANDASTE Lol SNHE et opIeh SELHES 58]
= AT, SEEHS VI BEAT Belslael AY oA oy PR o3 Hels
Mo 5431 o, A5 ThE &R ol FojAir)

of A U9 ANDHSTES B9 AFHOD SAUEUNL
%] 749, %ois} o] Fel%e] YukAolAg, Aok T AR A4 o o
o sollq 55

=)
k)
¢
iin3
o
o O
™
=
ox
o
fo
-
il
rr
oM.
o
=
rr
>~
2
ki
o
X
offt
ne
XN
>
o
fo
M
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