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Abstract

Metaphor inferencing embraces pragmatic inferencing and cognitive inferencing. First of all, this
paper introduces the pragmatic view and cognitive view of metaphor inferencing respectively and
gives a brief comment on their merits and demerits. Then it describes the Hybrid Theory of Meta-
phor (HTM) which adopts a complementary perspective of pragmatics and cognitive linguistics.
This theory centers around lexical semantics and lexical pragmatics and presents carefully how to
understand the metaphorical meaning of certain word(s) online by combining relevance theory
and conceptual metaphor theory, and the relationship of sentential metaphoricity and lexical me-
taphoricity via conceptual blending theory. It is pointed out that although the combination of
pragmatic approach with cognitive approach for metaphor inferencing can make up for each oth-
er’s disadvantages; HTM still requires further development and improvement.
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PR, A ERASAAEAMUA TR RMESE0, 23 DORILE CEMRILE A A
KR, BRARBKERAB ST ER AL T AL L NELERLRE, FeARss REitEr
TAT R RN R . CEREY, RS RSG5 PN S AT B 2 e v B0 s
U = F MBS T4, EIERE—PRBANTEE.
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1. FRRiEIE

HEFE R HEATIE 5 A0 bR AN AT BB (A S0 D B AR 1], 52, B SRR, HHEFEAR b
SEWHI . BRMVEN FARTE S R —FP 20 WIS, (ERKIAH T 2 451 I3 38 K BANAN 3R A3 T 188
MITBE, P20 MERAR K. B Etal 70 ERENE F 200K, R RE TR VREKRE, £
BRI A MAE AR A AR B A L B o 3 FH A R R IS S5, EIKBR M
NMEREA)F R AL T — RANEREE A GRS, GRS SR, (2] [3], FICEEHERDR,
4] B B HEARRSR, A —FE RAE SRR, - NEBLERT 77 X[5]. A%
BEYUN, BEREAOCEBSRRE R ZLIEA, SRR 2T AR 5 S R
fE xRN NRIE S AIE S bR A T, PARGE S 5 B 4E 2 A OC RECRA =R BB E L [6] [7]

SR, BT E AN SR B (1 28 Bk 51 SR VE 2 HEVTE, 1T DASGICER 18 AR 3R 10 18 FH WL IR 2 175
= PRI RS R G B E R R R BN DR . Rtk EEATTHEERMARSM, A BT O NE B S RIE
M2 RNE S, B o O A E 2 3 TR T B B AR T R . AR SO S R BUR PR
Reumiy B A7 2 15 FH AR AN HERE (AR 5 AL, 4R A 2R G B U\ R0 AR AZ B 2 S [ — P e Fr e ——Fe
W67 KE & FE18 (Hybrid Theory of Metaphor) i £ 2 .

2. FemIEERAE A

ARSI B PR T 5 1B MR, WEE Cummings BT X -GSt AI Y R HERE, B I B NS
RPEEAARIGER 22 Va8 . BA TN, & Bl DN TE IR, G fh & SCHERR AT QIBCHERE .

2.1. BRMRY S IR

Grice 2 PR M AR 1) 215 2 K U BRE S T EEs —EN i g, gk iz
o NTLE R e T s SRR, R L SRR A AEN . TR Al ], R N R
RAIRIEIERIEEHEN],  H B WG - W iE N7 R, M B AL E e = &, anf(2).

1) You are the cream® in my coffee. (¥43| 4[9])

RPN SE — 2% “ANEURMENERIE” « 858, 1) WAANEWZ K “JuBEHR” . Z&
W T T > PRI B A T U P ST A 0, DR T 5 T o NHE LR B S TR IXRE I B is 18, W B e s

VRIS RIR ¢ B AL RIS SRR S — AR R AR RCACE S, SRR R G T M LA S [RS8
S8 ML, Wrd T DLEE T e g e S B T R A A
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e ENZATIE SRS 7 S, B TR R RS AP R IrE AT X A
S e (defect): ESRANIMERE. Grice Ny, 7T LASS & Fam Al SOB BR AR EOR1ETE, Bami SN “ 4R
FEFRAVIF AR IR, SAE RS “UR2 R R B “IREAERAE” [9].

Grice e S oAy s o o DU i 7 A= ) 2 1 1 30, FLTTHRAE T, 372t ey BE AR AR T HEPEAN 5 2 1A
B NAR: B, AERGE 7B SR T7,  Z0FFA T W ey = 10 SCHE 3 R 3, B
T RBEHERLE R . LR, JRARPTA R AR YE e P R, A e TR AT R R AR . IR
OB HEN A —EHUE Faa, AR R FIK. TS .

Searle 2GR T Bar[3]. BRI S E U “SisP” Mg “SisR” , 1MWr& LALLM . Searle
X7 1 )5 R G R MM R L, — AN R e PR AR ) B < T ) ) 7 SORI G s 335 1 3 3o 3L
R T ETE AN, SZESME ) ) B AE bR S R R . Searle A G A P
MR =20

e, WrE SRR ST RIEE R . R, Ao FORBEMTEMR, b SiE
— B R WHERT R ATREAE R . =, MUaTE —E)ESUE RS R BvEH, #Em—4 R
H AT REE 5 # I E5KRI[3].

H—LROLT Grice XFEEMTIIHEA, B 15 BRI BRI I EE R A RTRERY, B A) AT REARAE
. WL I [3]

2) Sally is a block of ice.

3) Sam is a pig.

UE I AAAE R B SO BLR, Wi 16 200a F 3Eng -4k - 1 L ASPMRIRE S . Searle WAL
R\ RN RS R BIATRAE . (A — IR VURREN, b3t 7 “Bn(sensibility)” X —#3,
TEHIT S RESE I P 5 R Z ISR EER 2, TTHENTH R MOAT g, 2 TanfTpR &1 R AT R AOSE L,
Searle EVUEPEREE A S I RAA. 210, WiBl(3), “J&” MIRHEGFE “Tnzns Wukr; BB, vg
R, #RAEH RAEER Sam, &M MFAEEL R E A REIR IS #5105 B TR B 45 B R E B BT Be A
JE o

Searle 5 Grice fRRGM P AR BB AR —F, (HILHEDZAE: 1) AN i SO IE AR ) 2
B 2) AL TR RS AR 3) $R T SORIBE A S IR AEE SRR 2R 4) R BB B
MR R AR . AT, HMILEARLE T R IRS TR H B, HmiE ST A T
EemaiE 5 RO BME . X A T SRR B0k B0 HHE F A SRR SR HEPEAN SO [10]

2.2. RRMEY KERHETE

RERELR X B AR BB (4] [11]-[16]55 . BEAM RN, FamrE 2 HE AR R, 5500 3. FKX
SRR T ANES A, R AR SN A B SO DX, BRI B RN T BRI o el A P R
AP TR TE R SCR R I A O B, 3 S A BR b R HEEAL R

ISR OGIE AR AZ bRt fE: 5 H A WIS, RDAEAE, W A — BRI, 4iein
e F H AP B o HE PR RRARYE P 2R RBRJE EAT « SRBR AR SR I . NSRRI T fe KRBk 5
RIRIAC BRI A — S B A HEFAE IS BRAT AR AL A R A S R B X die (A SR IR A 1 2R A
BEEAFS G A QR BARE B ARG SE R ARRE, 45 R WA T 1 S AT I A4 T B 3L
PRI, i A DAL SRR B8 — b T2 B AR SRR AR SZ B JE U, Wir o 2> st &5 3 101 BT S ok Bt
M 328 -5 JH A = gy 5 VR [0 P e 5 SRS A e B o e, IR0 Ry — R ik 22 /b — AN ska s SCRL
PR TN R T AR R T
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4) This room is a pigsty. [4]

W BX AR, T E RS AT Ak “pigsty” BUIE S AR RAHCHT E RN, A8 AR 1
BORE RN “BUIER, ANEERT , B, A HERE SOy XA R o FEZITUAER,
SR g A BT 3R] DA EH 12 B 1 1R A A A RS 0 T RS B8 22NN ARRE, IR S n (4) () 7 TG &
TOEHERRARIE I o BUA AR RS AT RE AL 2 HA JUAN SS9 RS S0, “ XA s [a) an (R 45 P8l — R s X4 Js
AAE, T HR” &,

SMABEA R, Brsbam — RAME ISR S S, AU — RAISSEE S, AEE R R
M. LL Flaubert %5 A Lenconte de Lisle f1FE i :

5) His ink is pale. [4]

2 KT ) 55 B SCRR B R AT AR SN0 ) 77 TR . ARG R AT F SR K B AL P2 o e
FRHE SRR I, W A5 2 SR A7 T ARAS 18 1 A S R SRR, I R AETEIR TR N, PRIRE A 7T R “ 827K
RIETEAMBIEOUE), “TAKN” BN “BRUWT. BEESR” . Fik, 2akRmEhERE “TsAmS
VESFIRTCAT, SRZANL” , A= AR RE RO .

FHPCBBES YO BRI U R IE RS X, AR R X, B RIS a8 v fee 2 X, ik
WS S AL A T B A B I Ry, FTDAAS A BB 3. Carston[14]%F B AN & W, Wik, B 7 iidiE
SRR AR RE R LAAS, R SO AL F5 8 i A VM 7E 2R A R (V7 I B R 31l (6) AN 311(7) o

6) Oliver is a bulldozer.

7) Oliver is a bulldozer”.

#1(6)1) “bulldozer” (HE-LAL) AR HTIRNCME S, BEARIARFZRE X, 1MHI(7)FiZ1a3843 70
Wi, T RERS 5 15 “Oliver” (N2 —Fh = - 86 R, %A Rk dr 8L —Fh T 3. Carston $RH,
IS 5 R & R AT REAEAE AR R Bk 1, BT DGR Ja o 8 4R AR B A BRI, sl
(M) “FEHRCH BEARTEE” BRI S SUEMELUN “HELHL” EBER 3R 14] . WA,
A R BRSSO TR, M2 D2 M T “ T 7, AT EEARIL17]. XA H AR . T
i, B TR AR, (A MO T R B 2 k. 90(6) )8 TS mERG T, ATRERE R 2
T “NRNLEE” B, @i 2 MR, PSR, W “ZiR. ARGE: BHRE” , K
FRARNPOHRENE,  JUZ ] T I S R m 45

SR b, RERBERG ) “OCEE” G T & HERR 1) “ R 7 A B8 LRSS I “ORBRIARE”
Vo i e U 5 ) A A AR S S — A, BN T IR R AR e SR ReE . ART A AT R B, BRI I E O
T A B 2 (8 B SO MRS T 2 DA R KR B o DARGG 98], SRR BEAR AN DG 2 i (1 2H 40 1 B
WK AR GE PR I . PRI, OeF T B AR (6) I RE I S YE R B e, SCHRHIS BAR AT LR T, X IE &K
IR B BT 7E .

3. FRMIERRAIA I

BRI RIS 5 %, JCHARANANE CANEEREZ . FSRECEIS—FF, IARIE 5 A S A f
PR R R R A ME R R . IR —BRHESE D, B AMAE HH TR S PR AT L, T H AR AR
TN EZTT R, R—ANTHGI S B S RGP H AR TR AIARIF BRI 7T R ) 88K e

SIS« F A RIS R R IE — AR ARV, SN IR 5 2 i W L7 L [R] (3B AR A v A i A 4 T
HJEHEML, W e DT R S HE BT R S R .
R, SRR R DU S I S IR AT, 1% Tendahl (2000)% HLHEAT #h TR (W ILE4).

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2018.61003 17 HACIE = %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2018.61003

i

Lakoff & Johnson HIHE& B # i8R & .
3.1. #ERFEMTRIS

Lakoff & Johnson JER& & SCAIE I —FYRIAE 5 — H M &L T B 5] Famiih 5 MUOGRIRE R
B AERRAETE N, SOl RS AATTH R HERRANAE 45 [18] [19]. Lakoff [X 73 7 “Famg” A1 “Fa
WK, AT RS R G WIEIRE] B PRI B I A, 5 R I S ) 3 2 S A [20]. R
Fangy PRFER IOAME e . RAE . RGN EYE. Bk, S588AR. 3 5MiE 2 R R R
FFEr AN, SRR e E ML Ra e, .

8) You are wasting my time.

9) This gadget will save you hours.

10) I’ve invested a lot of time in her.

11) — e —T 4.

12) JE Rl 5 T

13) BUSH LT EOR “CHEAMEDR T .

BT =0 J5 =) 53 i 4 B [51F0[21], X LeRami R 2 AN AN SE, J& T (F)FEm . AT prbiAs
RIUEFIE SCFRH, RN TRIRAE SR 2 DUE T #AFAE I g ik ” X —Mi& ke, Hix—FmiE
e Hal. TRARI. Br 7N USRI, Famie B RGP, RO A H AR &R
GRS o XSRS ETE, NIRRT 5 R o HOR LTS 5 e, e R i B el 50
W R RS R P 5 R AN SR R 3 H R P A . an(A3) i “ AR AME B 7 B, H AR
)7, JEEGE “ef” , EIXNRE, ALEITERAMERE, FE TR ST ER .
BAS IR AL EFED —E M (], BEAE A AW, AATEHR X NEFE —ZARIR, @i, —77
TR G T, WHRALITERE DT, AMEBUR ISP KFE R, BN E. AT, RS R
TN FH B H AR AT AT B T ARAME” 2 Ul TN AR ik, AR R AME R, AT B “F5
FAMED” X —Fa .

JE WU B RGEE, E I AR A — D) AE BHE RS AT DAL 2 H AR DYk, Lakoff Jo/aifth
AMEIE 1 “fEE TR . BT “Ram e Or B PRk KA R PR A S5 BOE R I AR 7, BRI B
PRI A E SR DR A — B [22] [20]0 EE PR SR U SEEBR b X S e R ) — R PR ] o [RIAE DAL Ry it
2t ” B, “HERefi MR “ERI% 7R RLER T SR R TC IR R ) H AR, Y
XUCHRHIE S B AR W ERFE A e W) & . beln, BT 7 s A TCIESR E], RO [a) B A B ) A0
AFEE .

SR, Grady et al A HEE PERBAFAE “WUR L= B iR L, Y5 AT 30 20 R B 7 i i 21 H
Ptk DL “BNRSR AR B, NTHEU CBEEBHESR” , (HEIAR CHIRE O [23]. ATy, “E
WA 7 R A RE N 25008 A 1 H AR AR PR M S5 TR 1, R0 R AU S5 21 H ARds, PRt
AR A 1 B AT AR 1 (over generative). Jyitk, Tendahl IR & MR BCE A 2 TN B g e 56 76 H AR
A AT A BRI SR IR T AN AL HE D UM 8 6 1k 2 s WS BB [10] o[RS AdARS 32 FI RS Ram
ATLA A B R F v, e

14) His theory has many windows.

PRI RS AE A B R RN S ARG, Eetn,  “AR PR32 ok H AN EIRE I BrEE < B AT
DLE MBS A B S S 17 5555 . Tendahl 5, HSE SIS0 A 15 21 7o vk 10 e gl 2 ki A 75 B G
FIEARE, AR b E e PR PE [, TR R T2 e 2R AE ARt o A G, A SRAH G, U ke
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by WRARS, WAL HeE 2, PSR R W, BIRLE 7 AN RS B H ARk IR 152
bR B IBCIIRF[10] (VF L84).

SR, LA T AR K R AR O AR S e R P OV E M AL, A T S — I —
WA RS, MO R e BRI TR

3.2. EERERIER

TS BangTme s  ARE AN A2, Fauconnier A1 Turner 2538 Y 10 B 4% A (OAE & & R B 1 [24] [25] [26]
[27], FEARM RN : B KA 8], 43 5 RO B AR, EAE e e = SR A i A v, X iy
AN B2 B A s T R N, 2888 2 )l PR AN a0 N 2 1) P B S [ R 20 i T J i) B 2B, T
Mg SCANOCRIRE T IS B ) B3, WASES R 2 1A B G i s (R L5, 3800 A& B A vh = A
BIFEIVRRAE . 5 N T X A By LS BRAR R = T I 22 8L+

15) That surgeon is abutcher.

AL CRBRT Mhin) “AMRIEE AR SR, TEie AN RE AR COIBBRAEAFRER (RS X, PN
FIXANHL A B T AT iEFRIRASFRER . 1M Fauconnier 25 FMES A B AT “HEAT Gl v L 4E RS i () —
FRNRIE AR [28]0 NERfR IS, CBRE G A PN O], B “BRA” FI “RBER” , Hi—=2F Al
By EdE: AL WA FARE. FARII. TR, GRS, B —TRINNESS N BR. s, B
Yo BSET]. S5 RSN, MeS TRz ERRET AN R8sy . %
MR, THL 7R EAR: A RS X AN A T, AR A R AR 43l $EHL “BRAE” A (Al
Hbr “¥aW” M “BR” Syl 587, B HW - 5, eI “BEAEATRER” 1B
45K

FCANE SR Ee S & O 1e, FEAADIIRX: 1) A @ arefe e MM dEa e b, F#
R FE TR G I A G () PR E] s 2) FiE A PRI (R AR, S5 R 2 AN LB A ) 2 A
3) I A IS H AR S i, 5 E A USRI B B 4) mE KRR e, 5
TE A AR B BB e L e P £E 2 R A R o 5 R AE T B b SRR R DR 1), A RS BR A T 1
WETER AN R Bk, ARUEHENTE, BEARLGEE DT .

IR B B AR N FI R B, BR SCRSRAF AR I o — A e R RE . RE AN AR O N T
R [29]. MUZ91E F Bl A AHERE AT IH AU = AN B — RIEIE S P R P s R R e, —
FETEVRIE N BT IE A A N B (W1 (13)), =i B I, 78 H AR 43 S TR R S
SR = B K 2 2 A hn# H 3. ERGRH e ), EOIRE R I Rk, e AR R
A R AR g A (14) AR ARSI S — . g, R M R 7 T N R 2
WRESY” . Hk, BT “@5Y” FOMNEEERZER, RFESHNSSEN, S2TER
ARG S, R, PSR E D RVFAMER R IER RN, RVFHAR A B R E R, B
WA HE RS, BSERIE RN AR EEARIN: ST R R R TS, D
BB S SR, BRmHEE AL A5 R R 128 bRACR, BRSOt i, — 5
PA 2z, B\ AW B A RN TR AC B, 45 5 B AC PR A2 DA 0 B SR B B IR S B B S5 &, v T AL 3
HAN, XAGE 2 R & IR T R S ]

4. RMREIER: RMEENELNA

F IR BRI AN NS 5 245 A R [ R FE g i 32 ZA10] [30] [31] [32] [34]. Hrb, [10]52 HHl
NibT RS MG A = F MR L, IRE T “REESER” . EREE OB AT,
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Tendahl B 5 A J\ANJ5 T FLASE T S T V8 FRHAE 25 B gl FE 1 of 55 o me 10 [X 5], ) EsF 6 FH i 52 48 7 ¥ 7 T PR
Mo ATHERE N 1.

H7e 1 AT, FEmrEE & BRI BRE 26 0B FIS AR SR BLAL, e Renay (52 B Al &N 45 W (coupling)
[33]o ZEH 0 3 B MR T LA AIAA] VT8 T 22 AR A R A R AR S ) U AR 72 Tendahl [10]4i
RIRFARAU 18 “Xis Y7 42 vEREmT, DA AR SR (nahia . T2 ia . &3l A 3a]) iR e VA
AP R, L 2 A I AR T A e AT AR R B ) B MRV R LR . RS HEIE B AR AR
PRIy 11 A0 ) 7 R RS P, S 5 T I BT A

Tendahl 5 56 15 18 SIBCEE 1 13 IR & ARV AR 2 LA AN I 35 27 1) 0 B2 ) AR Atk ) ) 56 3R
55X FERES OB A A B, BN, — QLR i A A g B S AR
B VREUME S RV S R TR 2 T, i 0 B A A RARE S ) R LR A VB T R A B
(configurations). 3% Carston % “HE&[X 1% °” (conceptual region)ff1 %, Tendahl Ay, JB%&1— M mh
FEIRUH M S XA, PR, M DX A AT SO S, AR BRI B, B4R B R I &
FIRE RS B, 2 BEAR T B & P S I [10] o TRV 22 U SR MM 2 X IV UL 5 TR B 7R o B X
SR S A e AL ARV A O R 7 S 0 2 A (free slots), Jo I oM IE BL B SR AR S5 4
IR A LA TS, i 1 (B TR IR T IR I ) .

T2, RNV B AR 8 i 2 PR MR 2 2 R AL 32 4 30 0 2R VR 45 ) ) T ) S T 2 e ]
WOE G, ANEREIR S5 WL R 3 23 T i DU & 2 Tendahl TA, X EeH B BRI R thoE . DA
] “tree” JflfaIHT AT :

16) Ruud is a tree. [10]

IETEESN: Ruud &R BRATERN T, PN IEE RIS M SLERE T . (16)ToRE 2R, FIAE &%
B R B iz a2 A . W “tree” HR R MRS X, AEIERIE 2 NS (0 A
LR )T B . AR T, TrE A E B W7 MRS, BFORIZIE SR
TN e SR v S TS 1 S RN < 7/ P /i M (SR Y v L TRt 0 R (5 2 0V = E 7
B, W7 MHEADED RER “EIR. BEIRT o TEIRBCKEREITIN, HiZIES R OCH, B AL bR
Table 1. Different views of metaphor among three theories

=1 NEERIEZ BRMM L

— KBS WA R KA1

' . HLIE 5 K TR R LRI T
BIAARA HE = R YR SEVE N R GehE
W () S it - B BRI 2 BT 3
FIEHR BRI, Bt BRI SHEAE R I

S FE I 2 B e 52 P B M AR L 1 7 B 2

R B VIS MAE PR FRRT HI2hE
ERAEY el RAKIE e EE
£ AR e 88 SO S ST LR RS  FR FE T 5
JLESE ‘“ﬁ@%%@iiﬁf*%m“ﬁW* IR 7 0 R
R Baskip Bk - L ML

B DR TR, BOVE R I
CIMBRIALE R RS R, Bk, SR
7S] E[10].
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Figure 1. Conceptual region
B 1 X

Fi IR SRR W B BRI, TE BRI SRR AN SE R 1K) S T S AR 126 428 1 b 50 Al P 8 P 285 ) A4
PR B H bR, “Ruud” 2T “ N7 Bt “W” 2T “H7 1R, Wfaiz e sk i JLs,
2T ISR B AN ARG T AR R S . R R RS AR TR S I e i T B S S R e
(AR, (5 AT 70 Sk B AR BEma e B AR “ N7 19$8 5 (profiling), T ARET X A IR “AE4)”
IS, R, %70 5 B (metaphoricity) , HiZ 51 & T 5 45 5 B3 i (category-crossing metaphor) .
7y — RN Y I 2 B i (category modification metaphor), #1(17).

17) Thierry is an artist. [10]

TR AR A A S Ik — AR X, M X I RR S AEE 55 T 4 R JR i B 5 [10] o SR
., Thierry ATLLRZZARSK . HESE b, flid—42RkiEs) . Wl “ZARK” BEiCMe sSes e L
BREZIER)? WRTHTIR, BAHRERTCHES S N IINES,  “ 2R BiCHE S dE “mm; /i,
FNAT A 56 b Attt ) HL o 2 0 OB A E a7 & o X BRECZRI AR &, 180 AR 9
SN FIFAES, ABATE LR BIgd) TR . FEME RERICAEIEEL T, B3 it “IT R
BEER” RS ZIEEE RIS . CERK” AR NAE 2R B, TR AN R 5k
WS, M= IR S, PRI “Z0RME, Tt SREE. PRk, “BRmg i — > 32 BURRE
ST MR RSN ARSI R S 7 [10].

SR, BEian A EE T I g VL I Raa 1, ok B 16 15 AN [F) 70 2 TR AR LA ANSE I . DY ER W
Re ey 15 17 1) 72 S BRI FE . Tendahl 32 FHMEE A BCER 10 1 09 26 45 A 55 B BN 245 48 5 0 o RE A4 B, 3
S i BIGETSE « AR KA E U M — A S R

18) We have launched an unprecedented crusade to raise standards. [10]

BEE BRI, B MRV TER € FE 5 N Al A i — N O B A a), A S im0 B 25 (] 7T B
A T8 AT B I, B2 A S 1R AE B (A ) e o GO BRAS (Rl A G, A HORT IS E] . SRR
HREE I R I R, R AR AR IR TR X ) IR S 110 7 A DR TR B T 0 B A )
FeME . toan,  “we” WL EIFRIRFRATSCH) “CBURN T, TERBAIEIE, &S A A S I iRCAE
BEMUSE;  “launch” o “crusade” . “raise” $5HA 2 SUVE, 435l I R — N M A8 X S (R SCI)
Ja SO RSO W 2 (1 SR BC 14 - Tendahl 00y, At “crusade” (52 ) A2 B e i P 3= 22 JiR BRI £

SRS BRI A i RS IL[10)].
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JE LI L SR8, O T B0 3 3 R 5 1 B0 T R 0, R T A ) ) T B
bR 330G 2 ) (A L R 8 o0/ 4 T B e O RN T 3 1 T 2 0 24 45
P 8% 5 U T AR B 5K 6 A4 M e -
Gk, BSOS T XBE R M RIS, R I, R A

A AR T V8 26 A e S T e B VR A e R R A B R SUAR R 0 3
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