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Abstract

Pursuant to Article 14a of UCP600 (Uniform Customs and Practice for Documentary Credits) [UCP600,
14a a nominated bank acting on its nomination, a confirming bank (if any) and an issuing bank
must examine a presentation and determine, on the basis of the document alone, whether it ap-
pears on its face to constitute a complying presentation.], the document inspection principle of
letter of credit is the principle of superficial examination, whether the inspection between docu-
ments and documents is consistent. But to what is “the surface is consistent”, what principle, what
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standard should the bank examine, what position should the bank examine, as well as in practice
what the bank should pay attention to the question, documentary letter of credit uniform practice
and our country related legislation has not made the clear answer, this article attempts to answer
this by listing some domestic and foreign cases the analysis.

Keywords

Instrument Noncausative, Surface Examination, Principle of Document Examination, Document
Examination Standard

Copyright © 2023 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|15

ERER 224 J7fE . SRAEEA U B bR 5T 5 ST i — R L S T8 s “H R 5
HRIE ” , FREAE A T HE R E, &R Rz iR ChE R 5 e RAT bR R A
(2019~2020)) , [ P95 HHIE S H IR 57 5y ikt 5 THD, 2019 4F [ Py 45 ARG5S 55 B M 3 KA, 7E 4%
SZRBIE) 9 SR A BB 43 et VR AT A 7 ST IR NS AR T 57 5 il 5% S22 IS0 PR G (J) L e i ik
30%), Frf 2 K[ LLIMIER L 100%".

2. {ERUEE BiE A AL
21. EX

FRFE A 5 15 RIUE AT DL EH A0 A AR 2 224 1989 SRR A I (4 [Vt IX o0 b . PR IR A 5F
R AR PRR S 20D 5 2013 4R KA SR 1 e e N VAR (9% T 7™ A5 B = LA A5 FIUE TR il (3 )
2004 £ (2020 SFA2) i NRIEBE R AT (O T 8 BAE FEM 9y A T RIS ME) » HRHUE
TRE (GE—miE) FRE, HPRar T “RE=NEN” DUR “A5 RERVEGISMNE” (414
MIRLE  BRIEZANEHIE 18IS 2, BEATIR SCAF EINEED A 5E 3, £ R E I P a3 1T Z ME

2.2. EPfx

UCP600 (Uniform Customs and Practice for Documentary Credits)f #.45 FiE S — 154, 2007 442 %%,
RORHAERACA “55)” , e ARG IR BAG RN, RAERITIERZ 2, REEA A EH
FA I — o i A R ), 55 IR AT UAB S H BIARRL 2K, 5 AU M AT AT LR FE
UCP500. UCP400 #A4Ti&H . 1HZ UCP600 1F 2 B FraAT A HImFL. SRS B v i<y i — &M,
AR NN BRI —EIEE e [1], X EBRE S E HIERE A R S AR
B, MIBCT UCPS00 S HERf. JEMT, F i, SRR, G2 ISBP (9Tt A% ER B LT R 245
iR Y RIERATL A 5 SRl S5 T A B X ). o IR A
23R UCP600 Tfii-ll: UCP500 (1) [K: UCP600 ZH1E T UCP500 iRk IfIVF 22 i3k : 1%, I UCP500 s (1)1 15 o 28 N el B 1 11
BE, BUST 2800, I “AHERE” . AR R “fEHR” SIEIE. 55, UCP600 B T T uzbRE UMY
L4 W TS RIE” o CXIWLBh HE” ISR HEIE R J UCP500 28 5 £ “fE I SE B MR EOR KR 12 2 Ok “R
SERANTE TR BINE . =, UCP600 (IR ES R ILIE e . @ 5uff(Honor). i34 (Negotiation). “FHFFAZH” . “H
BN” L CHUTH” Sk, 00, SR T e S W A SRR B AT e RS, AR AN R i
FHESSATHEH” o “fEHEE” UCP600 GRIEIATURE “TFIEAT — TR B I AR A&, B SAMMRAS8” , HanIHE
AT VR AT T8 AT AR DT, SRS T FHo0 52 26 N AR E 55 .
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[ B bR R AT 52 55) 55 UCP600 AHEANTERC &, FERINEBR S 5 P At 4y 3R 4 S AURIEE L. A
SCU R ER Y DL I 3 B 2 AR R N A O T o RS PR 3 S T IR e ) B UCP600
LLA ISBP A (R HH SR .

3. (FRIEXEAM R RE R FE

T DRI TR ) S 125 P IE 5 2 3 1) — AR U] . UCPB00 58 5 45 5E T 15 PRI E IR PR JE ) - 4R 4T B9
B ARSI R B kS5 BB ATAT N -

15 FIUE R o B AR SE UCP600 26 14 5% a ik Jyfs FHUER 21 o A I, o RV 42 JR R S8 47 A o8
AT« PR SEAT () EUBTFIEAT 6 2300 S 7 ) B4 HEAT W A%, AL LU A, DADRE SRl fE R i A
KA BRI AR IER o

Xt AF PR B U P i) “ RIS ™ B8 SCBLRHRAT (o B S U o bRifE . FER I e
S5 FB UCP600 Hh JF At W RIS, A Sl o 910 2% — L[] PN A1 0 S5 EAT 0 W ik xS BEAT A 25

4. RITHRFEN
4.1, FERgHETFRL

TR AR A D D)2 15 FHAIE R BB BUE 2 [A] 58 42— 80, AEFEAEA i % » 7 Equitable Trust Co of New
York v Dawson Partners (HL, 1927)— 2, JHIEATHR 22K “HEELL AN L RZER WA EXRE
Hor)” BE, @EITEAE AT K BMIEBARS LT . KR T — A K WIER. %A A:
TEIXFERIAS Gy, A S0AT R AE R B 50 1) 25 1 A2 P2 18 < B PSR4 R S IO, 4 RR BRI £, i
SRR, FRATRILAEAT 4. 78 Hing Hip Hing Fat Co v Daiwa Bank Ltd (HK) (1991)° — %, kR AL &
R A /NN 2B 1R T ARCVERAT IT AAE AT SR, B BRR AN SR AN A Je, K& M R A H AR UL 5
W, G SR B AR AT SR, B A AR > — 0 0 FHAIE T DA A B, 00K 2 7 B 40 5 A7 2 A\ IR 2 DA B B
A5 FETE JJ AR T 9055 B R 5E 5 o R0 B8 7™ b A 7 7 SEBR 15 PR £y b B AR A 21, X A TF
G RRATH UCP600 HH5E 14 %% d T ° BT (], UCP600 SEFR s T Ak M0, FLiz sl
F AT SRR 20508 AR 3 P 5, DR AN Pk AT 3 22 IR 1 o

4.2. SCEHRFF

SRR RN S vE e e — g 22, AR R ) SES EARRT R AT, RO — AR N B 5 B
RS AR SR, R SRR T AR BN T “SERARRE” RUFIEFE B EIARRE, Billns
T s BRAE, A B RAGEE E LS A BRI SRS S LA H RS BRE LR, 5IH R 24
FRANEF o RIS 5 15 G BEAE T 22 2 5 A2 BRAIE . R [ By 1H, VERERVF “T/Mi iz TR
D2 2R AE T S, S S, TARSCE £ L TR, TS AR R AR o B A8 2 DL — A — i B
IR LV ARAT 5 80 AR T . IR SC R R B, 2 H0ERT ° A Ml ix — 5, v
fERE AT B 22 . X IHOAR SCHRF IR 45 S0 £ B2 UCP14 5% d RIFHLE
S JC DRI P B 0 46 4% FEIE T A2 & R 500 FEAS B R 08 0 R SRR, N AH B VP2 B 223088 “ Autonomy” 1% A
A ASZEN, HIF AR 2. REREF VONE R KRR R “TCRMER N By .

*Equitable Trust Company of New York v Dawson Partners Ltd [1927] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 49,52 per Viscount Sumner.

*Hing Yip Hing Fat Co. Ltd. v. Daiwa Bank Ltd. [1991] 2 H.K.L.R. 35.

SUCP600, 14a Hil5E 4 P 25 A R IR AN 06 505 FIIIE S 1% FHUIE ST B4 A 60 DA B B Bbr i ARA T 5245 56 4 — 30, (HR3 51Z 018
PRI B RS SR LR R

TR FURE R N SR SO K BT 5 AR IEE, R SR SR, WTRMBIE, BRSO .

8451|411 Hing Hip Hing Fat Co Ltd v Daiwa Bank Ltd(HK)%. United Bank Ltd v Banque Nationale de Paris 2152 25 N G FRIIE R DL
Seaconsar Far East Ltd v Bank Markazi 5 " £ FLS 28 1R 5555, HARIN T iX B 2
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5. BIEEEINE

E RS R BRI “ R A, 25 AR T A9 SC BEVE B0™ A S i 22 R B IR SR AL R 1
DU ARAT AT LAEZE AT, AR TS 45 FHIE AR /N OB Uk BLROTHIEAT I “ B B2 S SRR AN B 2
PEATEAT AR

51 SKRMRE

TERARAT B AT 5T A PR 745 FIRIERVEY ) ° — b, ISBP 45 85 4%, 4 102 4. %
745 255 E13a (IS ZOR M TRt i, UKt NS H. SRR ERSE N RE T, 2R
A7 B AZ RS FE T T B4 () IR, R OR K5 RIS SR (R G B 22 3%, R — DKM AE IR AT L 15
Bl BARENXTFR /R PR B 0 AR AL, SRIFE T HUSHG], ZORIBRIEREIAICIE AT T, 1E&RN TR
FRAMANRBACEGERFAN, RERAE GRS G F0RFET. BAERZESR 759 515kt H
B, MRFEERRCY “HRRtEs . AW BHAEHE R P T, BUHT R RITIRAE 1%
HERIAFEE AR, ACE WIS A 7 2T BIEE . 7EA5 FIE OO AH REE B AE BB EER I TE T,
PAVE B MRS R ARATVE Tl a8 BN DA N B e R AR 4R 1, B R IR IR A EiE A
M7 A Pt E R e (2] AR AR ARAT ROg i R g A m h BB “HR—UIARES” . “AH
HRL BT I R, AR — R “ RIbE 7 BRI BASIER AT, BRI
AT AR G LA BSL B B X 5% o LR AR ARATE o B fit e, 375 T 759 545 A IE A B R AME FAIE
HLARAE, AAEE ORISR, JEAREE T B IR TS M S SRS R AT A, A RRIE A (B A
B V5 5 T o B IR 2 45 28 4115 - 1] R 0 5 (2020) & 1E ) Hh 45 10 4% ° {5 FIIFSRVEGI A1 (86 S 30 7E
MU ZE AT UG i, 7545 FHIE CRERTIE TR E RIS AL T, W LEaA s asEh, e ET
UCP 5 ISBP " HlLE IANST i, HE ERAEANAT, X FRIR O T J& T Bk [a) JHAG S 0T 14 1 i 22 o

[ A T RIE(E FE @t . PREEME, ARCYXT “seiitmz” M e T oz iR, Hig
TE IR ETE UCP 5 ISBP WIRALE AT sk, H 24 =H N DAJFE(S FE A IR 202 iE FH . AR#E UCP14
o dv ey iy JIUETEAREK AR SRR, AT LU AHEWT ¢ yis i s S AR
FIMIHAS, d 9l . s S0 R AR IR, e BR bR 224N Al s i (g B . RS s
JEATAT IR 515 FUE BT RLE IO ROR AP JG I 0 B 1 B R (5 FIE R 14 s H . 245225
NFNHE N B SR i gt b 545 FIE AR 2% B A b TR — B R A DL j HE A Bk
RS BAE R IARUE 19 25 20 25 21 2%+ 22 4%+ 23 4%~ 24 %K 25 2% i B is f s dis Hhlfe B N B8
TE N7 VRS R ARG 3 A4 BRAS R T DA R R X S B T BT, BR 68 BOR SRR ) SHIEPE R 2 2 X T
UCP14 % c. i IBAME O, BRHRZS 5y H 3 R sd i AR T B P 3 A T o5 B 2 Ak I I B ok
BARVERE DL, IR oy 1 R MHER SRR R Bar, BRI RESE R %2 « % T UCP14 %% j TR 1]
HER M RREFT VN RE— T8, FHIUCRA I G AR, A2 faH 2L 5 rriEn T, Aae
FIRCSE B M 2, A7 1% 2 ol B RGO, 8 K& BIAE S b i B BT THI D) s S 5 12
7o (BRI Z A dy e PRI S M HER AT AAAE 7 AR 7, tED “AHPPR” . “HFJE” ZIRH4?
1B FRIBTEE AR ARAT Bl AT S5 T5 NS A TR A 715 FIERVEA 9 R0, EREE HEAE B
PIEGL T, $REHF R, B B2 8AT B A PR (S AR D 0 (0 BT, BBUX PRI, mr Ll
9(2019)%8 R4 828 5 AR W ARAT (h H) IR A 7 LG4 T . VT AR AT DR A 743 FE VR4 2 — o RSP
10 885 S - N RIS A AR LE £ FE SRV, T2 4 o 1 S g ke 26 13 A4 FIIE TR, (B F SIS .2 — IR 4

() THEATHIFE RN BN CHLIITIEAT 98 238 AT TG (5) THIEATEE HAE B A BN X E RS 5%
BRI TR (5) RUATERMEAT 7RSS (M) BT BT 7 .
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) P ELALE 8 SIS Al 22 R BN T e KT G At 52 P i 22 P LA LTS AN BE — T 18, 75 S AE FLAA ) )
R P IRYE R E ST D R A8, TR AR 1R o AR I 24 45 15 [ B 549 LA S A 2% fi 22
REBIIEEIE . WU R LJTIEAT 08 BRSPS T2 SO h iR iy “MirhR” o “Hir
J&7 HIVEH

5.2. I EIsEIR

%%, 7E United City Merchants v Royal Bank of Canada®* — 2, {f5ATLL 2 MEEHIALE: a) LA H
Wi b) ARIEAD SRR, PRI AT . ARG ERE “ SRR Y O AE 1976
12 H 15 HmikR” , REALAN(GZm NTER) B s, MAREREHINE, SRy 12 A
15 Hff b, (Hsbr B7E 12 A 16 Bt b, 2 A EES R R 820X AR 1 H W 2 e 5 1 e
{TRIER R 2 VR E T 1K — so

#£ Hing Hip Hing Fat Co Ltd v Daiwa Bank Ltd(HK)? &, fSHIEHE T HIE AL TR “XXX
Industry Ltd” s SEFEAZIR 2 “ XXX Industrial Ltd” Ak BB 2 1 X R i 22 1 94641 21 i - United
Bank Ltd v Banque Nationale de Paris" 52, {5 FIE AU RE (I 4 9 XXX Pte Ltd”, B4l EALAUARIA 74 XXX
Ltd” o Frndok s 7 ixfhd AR VERI A . Seaconsar Far East Ltd v Bank Markazi* %, 13 FIEFRVE
ML R H T4 B o 981030, B EARUEMZ 93131025 [ (iR A N IX s AN R AN REAE AT A5 FHAIE
ArEEE

i FIREHIRE, EBEVERELTAS Fo VFERAT WM E1 B 1R B HoAthd THeAR M3 H . 8450
(R 1 5 Sl 22 HR PR AR L AP S IR SAEMEE 2 UCP600 57 30 2% A AR AE : ) “&9”
BG “RZ)” TS PR B 8 EE FUIE R E 80 B AN Ny, BEARRE D S VR O% e A R B ANl
i 100K G IRNE 2 b) AEAS FUEA DA e B A7 A Bl e ¥ B S 1R 250 07 e e iy, R E
VF S%MHRIESE, RE RS IEAAEEERIESS. o) WRGEHIENE T e, mizitEo
RIS, RANFAEHUERE T84, PN SORFEIK, B4 =15 b ARG, MEMEA o vr
HorsE, RV S UG SYIRIE . (5 FHALE R AE 7 5 38 el s i s FH 28 =+ 2% a a3 31
FE PR R, WZRIEASE . L& UCP600 £ 3 45 BLGE I SCFFR IR R FFIEAT (58 S 1 ', i T fe
VR 22 B AE ,  AH DR G R DAF HRSSALLI L S L B

5.3 EERMRH

a5 FE ) A BRIESRAE” 7 UCP600 2 14 2% a sCR AT S HUE N . 28 14 2% d 3K € HY o
BRMER “ATE” R EHIERAE” R T OO 7O ETHEAT R H R RUE RS, 5%
Prpilin “ EORAHRGENIE IE S, Bk B2 R gm 2ty B AR &%F. SR
FIAFAE RN TAERIAT G AR ITUEAT (¥ o BRIRtRE o 9140 TA915rev {5 FIEH MLE I “ T3 2 — B4l

"“United City Merchants (Investments) Ltd v Royal Bank of Canada (1983) AC 168.

Hing Hip Hing Fat Co Ltd v Daiwa Bank Ltd(HK)(1991) 2 HKLR 35.

3United Bank Ltd v. Banque National de Paris 2 SLR 64.

“In Seaconsar Far East Ltd v Bank Markazi Jomhouri Islami Iran 1 AC 438.

15 HH SRR BT (2017) e vk R 2% 327 S I B R ARAT - To I 26 3B L TG IR A BB T 2 —f RS e B (B E 5l
HABKEEMAE D BRI AT BIFRBARATT ). [20041F RYIFH 352 5 AR & A Sl FE E M ART. hir&d
Ul SCAT AR FHIE 2y Z (BRATFE DT BB AN AT A5 FIE PR 2 a8 NISESCA RS A, 2 af AR DU Sl B ] 5 AR IR A B R A2 R AN
JRTPhi& H4f) . (2008)im [R5 516 SAL B WA R A =l ek oAt AR ERAT 8545 ATIEAE AT SR OTIEAT AAE AN v $8cH B
S FEAR S B U “ R E TR A2 7 WSS, ABERL “EMHEAE A 7 o, FEAHE ARET R 300 5545
BUCP600 £ 3 % “Hdfml LUBIE F45. S RrEnhl, Il F. miam. BERmmrE, il LU 5 e A WU f ik sE
2% BEMES A ERMAEEIE. E. IESEO By BRI KA, X i R B8, bRk, &
ARSI AL, A SRR il RSN — SRERATAEAN R E SBAL R SEHU A o — AT . 7
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SR L ENE, BOITFIE T ARG T, 75 MR A SR A b 1 BR 25 26T (B5 M) . 7 DA “ AN T 4E4T,
75 MRE A SZ B OB 41 ER 25 SET0(BEHE) . 7 HIRE, T IR AR aREE T 007 243N 18] (4 o] 35 AT A
AT D /2 AR T BRI A R, HERR “EEESRAE IF AR BT IEAT IR B i, A
e ANE R

ZR L, HRAT IV SC55 N 2 A AR SR T FE SR EARAT 151 P R s P A BRI R ST AT R L, R
FE R 21— PN K1, 32 1 28 3055 o 2 B0 v L I P 8 RN e (S o P A 22) 1 AN A2 B )
B AR TRV . BRI SEAFART L5S

6. B ERINAT P R 2 AV IE)RE
6.1 “FRH” BIRE

AR RN, A% fEE . RS ARG SO, SLE AR 2 FRAT RO A S B4l <R
7 B FE AR A, XA “JEAE” [, Credit Industriel et Commercial v China Merchants Bank %
T PR R A B AR IR o AR SR FIEAT TR B A R AT AT B B 2 — O “ BRI E I T B &
PLEE R RIS R E NEIAR R R AR AT X — AR
Mo UCP500 %5 20 %% b HE “b. BRAMEHNERAME, RERHEIINIER, mnEr s, ®
AT WA RS2 R 9 D7 E BOE R 3z TR I SR Y IE AR B - 1. BN, H B i kb 2 1. &2
5y iR ERAETRT LTS, M AR FAET . SR 5 RN B AR AR H R S
(7R 7 M, fELL BT, BESIAERRS ISR N EAR, IABEIAN 20 4% b FOFBA R T HRATIE
26 1E A SCAEIBUR) (AR S AR RIA) . L2 F Thomas Bingham 72 B AN REA 12544 2458 B U GEUE P (1) —Fh
FB, (HR)ERIE LMBEA AN mWE MR, i — MR IERRIA: 20 % b AL N
IR AR A, TR RS AR — I I EE 3K . #E 51— F: Glencore v Bank of China
— &, MHREHIEZR R “32 58 NTER] - W R BT AL U A KT o XS gE
#, PRS2 ARIEY] “BEAR RIS, WEkaIe RGeS o 5INEE PR, AT
K H RN TEAESS, X SR SEbR Fag i = A . — NSO AR 2 A IR AR, R
B 2R HRES IR IX 2 R AR M DRI AS I S BN . 4RSI SCAE TR — I A 2 A B 1,
A OS2 B H KT LEAS i R G SR AR R 29, 280, 254418 Thomas Bingham 72 EY LA K 3% g 7T f o [
HRATVE R BT L, V2 e s L0 i 25 1 e 8 B D 2 R ORI 2 i SR AT (19 3 1 o A R, a5 20 2% b 3K
AN 2 A BB G SR R AT ARAT R SCRR AR (R R T BB th N MEFI 25 2 BRI T ) 75 22 . DRI ARAT A7
RVEFT RS, 2T ME DU 40 AR (0 BN R RRCA AN B4, W 7R 24T X 40, X — mit7E ICC
Banking Commission Policy Statement (1999) "H # A ] o 7EXELAIX 43 IS L R, (i) 7 DA BLE _E S5 [ S
2544 e T N B B R, R TR PR AE 1) E J7 VR SE B T AT BV LA S RIVERL R FR o T
Ja KA UCP600, A 17 2410 by ¢ #HE T IEARIESEIARYE . “FRAEPIEA SR HARIER,
BRAT AT AT B R T A R BN IEARZE . b B FEERZEN A A IE ARG . BRIk 5
FiRox, ST BN EAR BRI R Z0E 7 o WERRKNERE, “BA R HE N EARZ T,
e, BEERRE” ZIEARNEEE. ARPEHIEAFENET, MYPIAERN “Ha” o s
PHUE SEUSUEAR S A “JRAE7 Bbsid, MEE AR E AR ? FOCUE R T8 A, B
SRRSO RPN JEA . Credit Industriel et Commercial v China Merchants Bank Z&H i [E 1 B RA1TH “ R

2K L UCP600 (1 17 0 J5 AH T =0 A S i B Ak, [RIGAE 63
8Glencore v Bank of China [1996] 1 Lloyd’s Rep, 135.
!SCredit Industriel et Commercial v China Merchants Bank %+, Thomas Bingham =B i\ N E4).
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PRICARPE” IXFERT A AT RIS A R R AT B A A L, AR A SR

FAh, BT R PiE s T AR TR “1) PR R AL LR 2) AU
RO SRR ENA, TS S IR Al BN FAERZ B EARIC, BUHER WUR A K S
ERENZSCEs 3) FESCAF N RSO R S — 0 SCAF LSRN A, B — i SR I — IR A 2. B
SRS, (EDN T B E {5 UL £y 1 mvE S B BT — R i e X

6.2. SRITHEIEFNERF

MARAT W BT AS B R 515 FHUEAFFINT, IR RERIGEAT P IR, W Z07E 2 RS BARR 9 52 R 5 R
AR . W R s AN T, BRAT AT RSO R EOREEE, 7 MIARAT 0 ZI0HE A1 1 2 1R 4R T
UCP600 % 14 % b FHLE & IR TE AT F 48 e RAT . RSUAT (WA ) AR IHIEAT, R AR 1
BHAE, N&EHE RSB AT TAE H R R DLk E SR e AR . RN R R iR s H
&S A RUHBUR B /s B BUE 2 5 T 4 i a2 B0 e s . 45 AR B AP E AR, R 2%
HE UCP600 2 16 2 IIAH KGR P REAT#1E, MHHB 16 % a A% IBIR e AT H IR ERAT PR ILAT (W)
BFIEAT# € SRR AR TS TS, ARAT R AR 4 S A BT [3]0 JF FURHE 4 S A AT« — Itk id s
N7, B SaAT AT R 75 L ¢ B A 2 Ay s il s iR SR, B, IR
ARG AR 2@ RIS, 0 DAL e gy SOE A, (EANRE TR S H I HR S AT TAEH 4
T(16d)%. (RS N3t — D67 DL ) B 52 37 BT AR A AR IS B3 — S0 FE R I, 75 B0K g R
EHRN . REETERRU EREFER, ARATR 2 A S FRRE R A AR R R 5 ] 2. Rz, ik
PR HIEEG, ZAATRHA RO C & BT BT R BGR K L H A S . 7 Credit Industriel et Commercial v
China Merchants Bank —Z& 1, FFIFAT 7 43 B ARAT FR A R R4 — 24T (IR0 45 TR 5 0PRAT, 1HiE
ITEBAERIERE T, SR THMARET, FURATE 2 A E R R B A TR R 1 G

7. &

HRATAE A B AR R L SF UCP600 5 5 2% 5F 14 2% a s e BT B i “ 3R ai A SR ), {5
(i) AR e 2 A AR A AR () SRR e AR X 52 2 N B3R B EAT W %, tBED “Rdi " 5 “ /" i aid”
JRWARES & FREIa) AR AT RN 7 CAEAR SR 5 SRR AN R, Tl “Se U TR0
ITH A RMORYE, SRR SRR ZE A B AT R TN R R R B A S L I R AR
BB E NTEAT B . Sl S BONHERR . LAV BRRE, AU DR EARAT S, Rt
ERVEAEE BREE 5 &R, 5340, 3 RE e S — Le R T B K15 AR SRVE AN 402 5545 FIE XU A 2 14T
Ne L L, ARATIEOAT AT 8 55 RS BT I TP (5 RIS VE SR, 3B REE I IRHN S 2 M AAL )
A RAT . AEFIEBISMEIN . A BEAE DB L AR AE, SRTT 2445 FIE R VE AR 2R (R 2 K1
15 FERVER 15 FUE SRR IRVE . A5 FHIER R IRVE . SES2 005 /A g VE Stk PR R . XUy /a) 45 925 H
UERRBHRVESE) BRI 2 0, el AN E I S 1E T2, 2 B R N e, SRR AR S IAE,
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