Modern Linguistics BUfRiE 5 %%, 2021, 9(2), 298-306 Hans )0
Published Online April 2021 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2021.92041

ETIERENTIETREEE R X HF
M IAFRICIBRT EE 4

- 28

ZMRZANEE R, HOl 22
Email: 15708916910@163.com

Werks H . 20214F2 4230 FHER: 20214F4 78 KA H: 20214F4714H

H E

MR EERREAN 5 CHFERNARANERREE. MEANAERSENESRE. AT EihE
IR EE RS I T 0L, AR TR E TR E TS PO LIRS RN R A R R R, T
RHXELHILE TREOER. SER. ARCCUEREMN B 3056 e B R, 'O T
o SE T A R I B O SO S S AR B R R R R EL. AR, PENFERRER
YRR E 7 SO AR E 2 A S R AL R R B T AR B B LR s, (H B R S
KB REWIFRRS . R, Bk, REEEPERE IR LEIMERNRE. 4
RRY, WEZMERSEELHIRCE TR MR BRI LERA T NCT A E RS B rEES
ARER, FHRLENER. M+ EEFERRE S ERBEBR L LE - HE—EEE EHR T+
HE T SEEENRERRNER, H5 IR 8BS =\ B g b S5 B R E A
BEE” .

XA
SgpNETE, PHE, SRR, EiE

A Corpus-Based Comparative Analysis
of Stance Markers in Official Documents
on South China Sea Issue between
China and Philippine

Shuangfei Cao

School of Foreign Languages and Literatures, Lanzhou University, Lanzhou Gansu
Email: 15708916910@163.com

SCEG| M XK. FETIEREE I SR R B T SO TSI AR IR AT LA AT 0], BURIE F 2, 2021, 9(2): 298-306.
DOI: 10.12677/ml.2021.92041


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2021.92041
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2021.92041
http://www.hanspub.org

Received: Feb. 23"’, 2021; accepted: Apr. 7‘h, 2021; published: Apr. 14'h, 2021

Abstract

Stance markers are the linguistic expression of the speaker’s affirmation, value judgment and
emotional attitude to the knowledge and information he or she states. To better understand the
stance held by China and Philippine in the South China Sea dispute, this study tries to analyze the
distribution and usage characteristics of stance markers in official documents on South China Sea,
and then figure out the implied emotions, attitudes, or evaluations under these stance markers.
Based on the corpora and automatic stance maker tagger, this paper firstly quantitatively analyzes
the types, frequency and collocation of stance markers used by China and the Philippines in the
official documents on South China Sea issue. The analysis shows that both China and Philippine
would like to use evidentiality expressions rather than affect expressions in the official documents
on South China Sea issue, but there are more affect expressions in China’s documents on South
China Sea issue than the Philippines. Then, with qualitative analysis, this paper tries to explain the
motivation for those differences of stance markers distribution between China and Philippine. The
result shows that both of them use more evidentiality expressions than affect expressions in order
to construct the knowledge system of South China Sea dispute from their own point of view and
establish an objective image. The fact that China uses more affect expressions than the Philippines,
on the one hand, it reinforces China’s willingness to defend its sovereignty in the south China sea,
but on the other hand, it may lead third parties to think that China's attitude in this dispute is
tough or “irrational”.
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1. 518

Fa i E 7 OR 2 BB AN 2 50— 382, (EA B 70 AT, 0 R MR 0TI A
o b o 3 = o P BE 4, %2 PRI S v (R TE R VG K 0L U A G . SRR R R AP R B A RE
=, HERE PR S 2 R . SR, AR BURT BT AA I i
DI SCAAE R 1T A U5 S8 B B A BRI, AR T P E XU L3 UL A AR M R &
JEBLH ORI B R, 20 o 3E 9 B BU kA B0 R i B D5 SRR R T AR P LI S LR T
fipe 3K 37 S BRI ARIE A T B o

SEYREFRUIIRF I A L RS BRI B RS, A B SRR EEAR[L]. AL bRID
W UEH L. WIE, BIE S RAIFBAIOIIAE DAMER R IE I, RiE 7 E#H 5+
Pk fE B DA BURE . 0. ik, ASCEL Biber Al Finegan (1989)3 iR IS bRic i
NYVIN R LA EP U i A AT B8 Bl B 5 SO R RE 0 A S A Ve A ik b 1 R
7 7RIS i B 7 SO T A SR C TR O 2R L SRR AN IC B R R, BB IR A A R e
B BRI R v e A% 3 ) B 75 A FE M AL

oi
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2. A RAIHHFICIE

73 (stance)iX — A B 5 i Douglas Biber fll Edward Finega #Hi, fH&IGH AR, HE. MEH
Wrek K EZE[2], HAME S5 IIEES Hunston. Hyland FiT$2 Hi i1F 5E (evaluation) [3]F1 Martin BT Hi iRPFEAT
(appraisal) [4]1 B A AL &b, 37 RGN —HY M E R HIWT, AR EE RN EUER. HE,
SEIAEFUTE S R A I TG B TR RS, R DURIAIE B HE A2 R8G5 T S L
) 2 [A] () 55 Bk Biber 1 Finegan (1989)I\ 93737 1] LA 8 PR ASFE : 5 48 PE (evidentiality) FH i/ J& 4 (affect)
AU PR AN AL (epistemic stance), F8AUGF X TR AHRBIZASEE, Wi FRA el & Fmr .
FREBMES, 5 WFR N L (attitudinal stance), $8) X EMIRIEE S, W . DAELEEL
DL OATE[S]. MR FHAE CHIARE, T YRS XOAT DAA i MRS 1R B 23 XRT DA
R AN AR

SEARIC T (stance marker) & R TEE BB WL, BIE S % R FBUEH 55 LUAME IR ER
3 (overt indications). Biber I Finegan (1989)% T-1B7A M A ANE S5 XK L 3mbric i AR AL T L
Fie ARG R EAIERNE Shin. BAIEIX =2, R A bR i O] BLRAR R A AR
14 )17 (positive affect adverbs) #2414 5117 (positive affect verbs). F % 4 J 2% 17 (positive affect adjectives);
TH A% P FI]IA (negative affect adverbs). #1417 (negative affect verbs). ¥H #1472 %517 (negative affect ad-
jectives)ix JLIS . & #1737 AR 1018 T BVELHE | 52 PRI A (certainty adverbs). B iE 14 31117 (certainty verbs).
T 7 1tk T 25 17 (certainty adjectives); #5014 &7 (doubt adverbs). A4 #4517 (doubt verbs). FUk 1 T 25 5]
(doubt adjectives); A% (hedges); 3% iHi%(emphatics); w1 g M 1% 2551 (possibility modals). 06 75 PB4
yid] (necessity modals) BA A S50l 4 175 25 3y ix] (predictive modals)&% .

AL RS IR S FONAELE, e ABUAR SRR L bR id i A5 AL B 7 TG EG A3 AT
FEE TR EIE AL R ], DA S I A SRR e e A A 3 1S B S R, AR
P 1B [ B 15 355 v i T S P R T TR A &R

3. ERERMRRE

Hh S R BUR BT AR P R 5 SRR T R 3B R v A ) i A R S L 3 S i) R
HEVE. B ESEXUT i ) R AR e LAk, A SR R BUR it A AT 1035 B v B 7 S O S =07 1
i SE U S LA WL EE v [ RV S AT R AR

B 7 SO AR e N R [ A2 E AR R OR AT A S g A A B B 1R
BB UL AR T LA AL T U B [ 438 F0 B 9 S i ¥ 1) R D ) 7 A B 7 SR (ST RR) A D vk B B T R i
TEEE R (G SO R “SCS-HhE 7)), Madich 31,744 T T 3EE B B 05 B EE R (J5 SCRITFR “ SCS-
FEFRESE” )W LSRR AN S B WS R S SRR IR IA S A =M, RO 27,627 T

%&T Biber (1989) PA & 75 (2008) 55 AT S 45 I L bR id 1B 53R [6],  [FII 228 A BUA K LI bric 1B i
FL[7] [8]e ASCE SR A Python %l I S br ic 1 FRid 0 fF % SCS-H [E A SCS-FEFE T o 1S3 bR i i
BT HER B SIS . 25, A0 Microsoft Excel /5 4ttt T KA S kR0 15 AH < Kt #4748
i, D RO B AR B T R R LI bR S RS R R . B, ASCRHER] BFSU Collo-
catorl.0 ISREGERIE S E . SEE A ER T 10 MNIgbaicis, At 4 9 E g e c g 4
FH S5 R B 6 R IR TE O, B8R E T 7 B S 6 L R i R

4. MIFFRICIEE R LR SIEE 54
AHFFTH ML FFAITTEIRA SCS-IE LK SCS- M s s pbiicifi. H2%, Bh bk FHRs!m
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PRI RIS PRICTE B FONHESE, ARGt 1 R L3 bRic i H B A AR sk iy DA 7 i vb 36 XU 75 v i
i) SRR B AR . R, A SOREXT SCS-HRE DL K SCS-FEA#: 5 HhFA L 9 2 B 10 S2IgARic 8 T
Sof EE A3 AT DAL RS 3 B 5 B S S A S bR O E S IS TR S 1 S AE S A
4.1. hIEEAEEEIEPILIFIFICIBER LR

XS SCS-HE A1 SCS-FEA3 FHAT L IGbRICTE H shbriE: LA N TAZN, AT #H &5 3] 465 4briy
FRICIE, J5HRmAST] 248 AT gbricil . AEIGARCIE RS AR R 1 Fis:

Table 1. Distribution of stance markers in SCS-China and SCS-Philippine
1. PIEEAESIEEERERILARCER A ST

SCs-HH SCS-JEHE

SRS BRI the SEARCIE Y AR b
cv 140 30.11% cv 88 35.48%
pm 135 29.03% pm 82 33.06%
naa 116 24.95% naa 49 19.76%
pav 43 9.25% dv 9 3.63%
cad 16 3.44% cad 8 3.23%
dv 7 1.51% pav 7 2.82%
paad 5 1.08% paad 2 0.81%
ca 3 0.65% hd 2 0.81%
dad 1 0.40%

Bt 465 100% =t 248 100%

W 1 fos: fE SCS-HE L SCS-FEM s, A I i e ) = AN SLIARICE 43 ) J9 i i€ 14 50 ]
(cv) TIPS 258018 (p) LA S B 14 T 25 0] (naa) o X 35 B IX =Rl 2z bR ic 1B 208 H T BUM 802 E PR 21
SERATME T30 W€ B (ev) B EEAEIEIAVI & X, RUNEM B E MLy, ikl 4505, |
58 07 SO 5 AR A5 P o 4R AP HAH A & I SCAR D RE — B TN 155 25 2 18] (pm) il & 9 R o A 1 Bk
SR INEE S SURiE, a0 will, would, shall %5, &% F T 3RI&—EXF 5 — BT RBATShrssm, 7546
BT AR IS BEE W R EREIK B DI RE o TH T 25 17 (naa) & T3 RIS T 26 - 25 B B 52 IR TR 25 10,
FIKZE E g 7 B T A i SR i Wb . THAR SR . RS SO AR E AR R AR . R
KB RAS B Hoom 2 s B T e — 2.

% 1 oRAE SCS-thErp I 1 1 E B 45 1] (ca), TI7E SCS-FEA R, J1 I 1B (hd) LA
SR PER R (dad) . #R4E Biber A1 Finegan (1989) iy, i P25 1] (ca) & i Fl T Tl 1) e R 5 A2
Myt s FORITE (hd) 20 5 175 J i it A S IA A0 EL N B 5 40 s TSR 1k @ 3R] AN mT DL R IR R B B 1) &
PR, RIS AT DA IA V15 2 (1 BE 2 LA RANHf i o DRI, SCS-Hh [E AT SCS- R4 5 Hh {8 F AN [F) (1) S2. 37 A
B A& A AR 22 o [ BSURT e A AT 1R SCA 9 SR AR B S, B DA SE fi ) 48 P i e (9018 <0 AR BT 1) 32
RGE % o T AR SEBUR T R AT B SO R 2 BORURA SCIE, DR ARAT TS 45 1) T DL — P 52 o 5 119 77 20
B E . AR4E SCS-HEFI SCS-FRM 5= HP 3R C B I A A 1B LA R, FRATAT LUK B B 7E R ] H
SHE I EINE M AR, AR REAAR P B 7 L W30, Bse sk, R,
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KNG —Jr WA AT R B TR R E T 5.
N HE— BRI LI AR FT R B ORI h 3E X5 9 R 4 v T P B R K373, ARG STt 1 5 38
PESE S bRC T UL RS T BRI AE XU B 7 SO B AU, Seih S R AR 2 fross:

Table 2. Ratio of affect and evidentiality expressions in SCS-China and SCS-Philippine

Fz 2. PHEEFEEFEEENEPBRMERIENSHEERES
SCS-HH SCS-3Ef R
S e Ee: S e [
naa naa
TH IR IERIE pav 35.28% 5 MR Ik pav 23.39%
paad paad
cv cv
pm pm
cad dv
R 64.72% FRIE 76.61%
dv cad
hd
ca
dad

e 2 prow, EWVESLAARICTECE SCS-Hh v it i LEH DY 64.72%, ik T8 S mbn i B e
HRIT R L R, £E SCS-FEM S rh, B VE LI PR IC T A IO bR i 1 (1 B S 7y ) 5 3 1 76.61%
AN 23.39%. FR11 » 73l LE AL SCS-A & LA K SCS-FEH 72 7 & e S Aric i UL RS IO b ic 1 R 28
A LUAHIE SCS-thE Y, 1ERALbRCIFE L SCS-FEM R P EHIIAR 2, 1 & #a bk SLIpbric i 8 0
FAEL AR . Chafe (1986)K 5 #f 1k & SCONAEE X T I FR AL, 0. FHiRAg T FEE L 2R 75 5K,
RREGTESF[9]. Bk, B2 F R IE LI R0 m ] DUE S RS B EINE WA IE[10]. 1t
b, B B G TS . BRATKITE SCS-FEMR =R HBL T almost BA K perhaps X 4™ 5] ,
TM{E SCS-HH [ 214 . Almost Al perhaps X P11 Fir 2 i A #R f& — R AN E OASEE,  ANTIT 28 7 75 3C
b Bl B SEIA AN o T B IR IC IR TR AF 3 a2 — i R A N N I A 4%
T IR AL BEA AR E A AR, dns /0 BN OSBRI 45 [11]. R, SEZ bl
FE LR iC 18 7] DAL A S s 2R S AN, RO RIS th o5 . M52, SCS-H
] e {6 FH B 22 PO RO I AR A 1 s ket o [ 5% g 4 B 1 B AR S A S 2 3 7R P R S R B S 55 T e
BUHORAIAR . SRR RETE S

4.2. PIEEAEBIEREPRERER 10 AIFIRICEXM LS4

SCS-+ EFI SCS-FR 7 H #-2ALI7 bric 78 1 FH LU 6T b 20 A sk b 230 T o 355 07 R 15 18
SR RIE SR SR, A A8 AR 35 B J7 76 M i s @A i FE vp B BT RIE 0303, il ZA
O _E SN I hRICTE I HAARSE L . ik, ASCHEH Wordsmith ) FI32HL T SCS-rf[EH i 5 [H, SCs-
R R IR A ECOR LR 10 AL IS ARC R, A EAIX 20 AN LA ICiE I IE A AL RHE,
P24 P SR R TEE P DL ST 3 bR 0 T BT AR A H SR I R AR XU B e i BT R S E ALY . Gt
Wi 3 fion:
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Table 3. The comparison of Top 10 stance markers in SCS-China and SCS-Philippine
= 3. PIEEHBSIEIEEREDRRT 10 SIHFRICIERTEE

He4 SCS-#H SCS-FEAt R
i BRIK LIES i BRIK LIES
1 will 60 12.9% would 30 12.1%
2 concerned 57 12.3% will 26 10.5%
3 shall 48 10.3% shall 26 10.5%
4 interests 43 9.2% sad 22 8.9%
5 would 27 5.8% established 15 6.0%
6 establish 25 5.4% known 9 3.6%
7 established 19 4.1% noted 9 3.6%
8 determine 12 2.6% found 7 2.8%
9 show 10 2.2% find 7 2.8%
10 found 10 2.2% interests 7 2.8%

Wi 3 s, 8 SCS-Hp [H i ALz pRicif 2 willo T7E SCS-FERE = rh i & i F S bR ic il
/2 would. Will A1 Would #BJ& 3 7l V1A, 85 H T vErwi k. 58 Wordsmith, 7] BLK
PRAE SCS-rE 1, will B3 Y E 152 China, - H 5 % FR1E1E )8 accept A1 change.

fl: The Chinese Government has subsequently reiterated that it will neither accept nor participate in the
arbitration thus initiated by the Philippines.

X S et ] 2 By ) SR R e v e ) B AART K, (R R I L B 4R R A R 1 R E
.

TM7E SCS-FEfE T, would FeH F ) 1B NZ Tribunal, J& I H 8183017 4 recognize, X %8l
A B A PR e P T 5 i 1) e BT R L L IR Ak S FEh S

#1: The Tribunal would recognize its jurisdiction over the case and allow the Philippines to present the
actual merits of our position.

8 will A1 would Kk )52 Al 323, (HEZXHIAET would 7T LAETE T EANZpE, M mT PAS Bk
IR R R IL H — MR SERIESZIER . 1£ SCS-H i, {FHMAE 2 )2 concerned, {H7E
SCS-FEf 7, concerned —ia A1 3R HBLERT 10. Concerned J& Tt 250 . 5B Wordsmith, &,
T LAR BLAE SCS-AR[E H, concerned — i #% & F i £ 15 /& sovereign, H 5% R what.

#1: Sovereign states directly concerned what “eventually negotiate a settlement of the bilateral disputes” in
accordance with universally recognized principles of international law.

HiJ7 {8 countries BX states 55 concerned HEAT LA LA RIA tH H OBl il Frm A E S5 % R,
SR AR A A concerned —ia] AN 40/, I 3¢ WY SEAEE T il v VA 49 iy 20 UL EH RS VY T PO A 2 o

£ SCS-rh1 [H SCS-FEfm= i, ff FHAZHE 44 28 3 1172 shall.shall J& T il 14 15 2 3h 0 - £ B Wordsmith
AT LR ILAE SCS-H[E 1, shall 5 A F 1 £ 15 & disputes, & THI % 5 BR 2] resolve.

#: The relevant disputes between the two states shall be resolved through negotiations and there shall be
no recourse to arbitration or other compulsory procedures.

1E SCS-FEE =, shall £ # H 3152 China, J5HIERZ)1A respect 1 comply.
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f5l: China shall respect the rights and freedoms of the Philippines under the Convention, shall comply with
its duties under the Convention.

UG AT UL, 7E A R A (0 DG R R K SO, shall S A T3l FA B R e sROAIEEE, - AT
YE3 H B AU At . (B AR FER B AAR A R SCAF R, shall — A iU A T 3R IA SR R BUT H
5 VR R BLT SR L g i 1 AL 2

16 SCS-REH, {fHMURAHIEE 4 A1 HISLIHFRICIE interests, {HYE SCS-FEfESEH, interests M4
5 10, interests — i J& T #UL B . 7E SCS-+HEH, interests Al rights #AFECEH], #5H4 iAlo

51: The Philippines’ activities mentioned above have violated the Charter of the United Nations and in-
ternational law, and seriously encroached upon China’s territorial sovereignty and maritime rights and interests.

£ SCS-FEARF, interests A1 rights 33 AT 5 Be A 1], B #5941 o

%1: With regard to the issues of territorial sovereignty and maritime rights and interests, China will not
accept any solution imposed on it or any unilateral resort to a third-party dispute settlement.

MATFRATAT Bt SCS-H [ %32 SR RN 372 038 5 45 1 o [ ) AR HL8 B B v AR SR & T
SCS-FEMH FEFIT A% 3 R A 3737 e 75 A v [ 1) 32 AN 8 FLAE P (R AR A 2t o v RT3 o 25 W ok o SRR
PE S S AR, T AR T I A A [ AR R SR SR R

7 SCS-FEAFEH, SrphriciBAE AR S 4 A2 sad, #R1fT sad — 1A &1 IF A HIAE SCS-H
[ AT 10, Sad — Al J@ T MM A A, H T RRIE M BUR R K.

#1: Sadly, China disputes this, Mr. President, in both word and deed.

X BIFER TN T oh E EUR AT A RN AR RE Tt . HR IS AR CE AR R TR e s, R
AN E ) SCER A TA WA HLEE AL R

fE SCS-E b, fi FHMIRHAE S 6 AL 737 briciE &2 establish, Ti7E SCS-JEf 5, establish —i]
HAIF)EE 5. 5B Wordsmith, FATAILURILE SCS-+ [E H establish 5 # F 13215 /& China 3/ Chinese
government.

%1: China has established sovereignty over Nanhai Zhudao and relevant rights and interests in the South
China Sea. The Chinese people have long been the master of Nanhai Zhudao.

MAE SCS-FEFEEH, establish & F 1) 152 Arbitral Tribunal.

%1: The award rendered on 29 October 2015 by the Arbitral Tribunal established at the request of the
Republic of the Philippines on jurisdiction and admissibility of the South China Sea arbitration is null and void,
and has no binding effect on China.

BRI, AT DA H A [ A 3 SRR R A i R 5 vk B A2 T SE AR AR £330

fE SCS-FEf Tz, M FHARAIS S 6 AL mbRICTE /& known, {H known —ia &1 oK tHILAE SCS-
r ] A P AR e B S bR ACAE BT 10, £E5 B Wordsmith, 7] LL& BILAE SCS-FEARE 7 known —ia] & i
) T35 2 reef,

%1:  Johnson Reef (Chinese name is Chigua Jiao; known in the Philippines as Mabini Reef), located at ap-
proximately 9°42' N-114°22' E and approximately 180 M northwest of Palawan.

XRYIFER R H AT IEBUR T KA S F i AL A

fE SCS-FE T, (ERBRAIFI 7 A2 ML HbRid 15 /2 noted, HIX—im Z1JFAK LA SCS-r [H
SEFRCTE A A B = FTET 100 {58 Wordsmith, FRATTAT PUKIAE SCS-+H A, noted —1] % # I
Fif & China 8¢ tribunal .
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#1: The Tribunal noted that China had not submitted any comments on what was said during the Hearing
on the Merits or subsequently filed by the Philippines.

M, FATA] DL 3R S BURT R b B BUR AN

7E SCS-H[Eh, fHHIMMZEAAEE 8 HISLIFRIdiE 2 determine, (HIXZIF&AT tHINAE SCS-FEM R FEflE
FH A6 Bt 1 (RS 3AREAE RT 100 £ B Wordsmith, #J LLARINAE SCS-H1[E H determine — ] S F I 15
/& China, W2, HE KL E GIER S SL7  H % 5E .

f: The People’s Republic of China shall determine the delimitation of its exclusive economic zone and
continental shelf in respect of the overlapping claims by agreement with the states with opposite or adjacent coasts.

TE SCS-+H [, MEFHMARAFIE 9 ML HISLFRICIEZ show, [FIFE, show —ith A HILIE SCS-
JEA T AR B e O SEIZARCE BT 200 558 Wordsmith, FRATTAT LR BLE SCS-HE 1, show —ii #
B E1E A historical facts. MW IRATAI LA, 7E SCS-rh[E v, o [ 5¢ T B v ) A ) il 225 g 52
A 56 AT TRIIERH 1

#1|: Historical facts show that the Chinese people have all along taken Nanhai Zhudao and relevant waters
as a ground for living and production.

76 SCS- [ 1, fFFSRHAE S 10 AL 3mbRidiE i & found, {HTE SCI-FE s, found — i U
f151 %8 8. f&Bh Wordsmith, 7] LL&RINAE SCS-HE A1, found —ia] & i #E LI 32 15 42 fisherman, Ti7E SCS-
FERE T, found HRH HECH) TAE N2 claim. X3 0 v [ BURF I I R0 7 50 %2 WL SERAIE I B C% TR
VR SRR A, T SRR R D e A A A R L TER 1 B R v R A i

f%1: Hainan fishermen, who subsist by collecting trepang and tortoise-shell, were found upon most of these
islands, some of whom remain for years amongst the reefs.

%1: Not only that it has jurisdiction over the dispute but also that the claim is well founded in fact and law.

AT E, 5B Wordsmith T4ttt k) SCS-+ [ sl FI A i mif) 10 KALpbric 53R B v [E A
AR T A0 3 A R HL i M A AN & 13237 s HR M. T SCS-FEAE 5= - B 10 KA bridis
DR T & OB T, 3 a2k Y SR A S 3 Pl Vi A A ot IO 5 T
5. &57E

ARSCUA B HER rE i 7 SO AT BRAEREZE DR TERL, £ B) Biber Al Finegan JTi th I SZIZ R iC 1570
K, ERAMGEVE M T X5 T 7 S P AL AR C IR IR . SR ARG . BT TURET, IR
TE# BB E 7 S 2 ] T F PR bR iC R T AR B SR ie s, RIIXUTE R e
R FEHFE R AR (VA 8 ) R 25 B AR B A M R [12] o A0 BT &, wh 7 Bl B 7 SRR A IS 3
RIESBAETTHE T, HAE— SR LA Tt b s B S48 Pl ERGE BRI, (HF
AR 4 Mk 2 BT L AMEIEE . BEESS, SEPEIER” [13]; MFE R E U5 3
PR R L bR L B R A b XA R T 3R AR s L W e (0 'E 7 S, BRI TEE
JTYEIE A SRR PR R E R B [14]. T, 5 BT AR WA [ g i A S R AR e 1) B B S
BET I R A “WIZRIFTE” I F T3, BIE D BEAR O 7 SO R 35 ek S 37 2 DU 1 g ik
SRR IIIETIE ], TTAE E T 37 BN RE 18]
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