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Argumentativeness is an attribute not to be
neglected in the crisis communication discourse.
This paper constructs an argumentation-oriented
public crisis communication model. The new
model incorporates the well-established rules
and two-way symmetric principle in crisis
communication with argumentation analysis
and evaluation under the theory of pragma-
dialectics. By analyzing the strategies and
evaluating the effects of a local Chinese
government’s crisis communication related with
a proposed NIMBY facility in Mainland China, the
case is employed to underline the significance
of the new model in real crisis communication.

Key words: public crisis communication; two-
way symmetric principle; argumentation
discourse; NIMBY facility; Pragma-Dialectics.
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1. 5%

[l Py A0 o8 S FE WAL S ST AT R R e E - Hodr, e T aE Rk
R NIRRT MR, Hircfa =kt riEs, BEEsin.
AR A LR KRB AR, &0 1 alUVE BAAR M A afEe (nd
WreF /R sW AR ASH A SR 1 AR BEAR Y . A SEE B R
PR BN ) HA Cn B i s e AN HY A FE e R A A g X =X
WIARARAD) AR, JRE T ENLET. LR A ENLE = KRB Cnig 2 « 3
T RSB B, PR « A0 4R BIRZE) , ARG BIEHLE B
3% I SRS AIF 7T Cln AL s B SR s AN 1 53 XA M LAL % 56 m% D (Fearn-Banks,
2011; Ak, XUBefsE, 2011; HER¥E, 2014) .

SR, A RSENUE BALBER A AR 2 2 T fadlE BRI RS, st
AL B2 U7X B AL 3% 8 3T VB E R I A, RIFENLE BRI 1k 552
IR B SEATL AT A DR S BT EAT R BB TR 0 I EE R R I A .
X FENE B LR Rt R 2 R IR &&= A (Coombs, 2007; Liu,
2007; Eefhdn. Bk, 2012; THERILSE, 2013; RAEE4, 2014) , HAHEDH
WAL R B H A FR B 2 (EIREE. 25, 2016)  BAR AR ARBATH
Rl A (Two-Way Asymmetric Model) (#7ft. xIEFE, 2011: 176) ,
MAE BAEIE FAR R M, B RS, PRE A R IR A, Hidik &
FIFEHARIE R, HE iz R T R m 5 B E, 20T BHE S
(5, NRE S “ BB 87 X — 8B, REEIR I iz F T8 s2 i)
FENAE TGS .

Z T BURIE &5 T R X 5] 33— Ti4s B4k T, A 2014 5 12 H &
2015 4F 2 H, 7 MRS MEAT THRIRE N AR, FEEDE 0ok b
e BRI, BEASTE 2015 4 3 AJKEIR T i U200 H St A i =
B smBI sxt o At fiTmad 2k B i e 23t 42 W Eig s “ 2R IR B e E
PEUEE” FEEHD R (BU5 AP DUEIHES R RRERES 21
TH R R BTN, BUEITIE S TR IRSAT ) B R T SR IA XTI
S HEZ 00 H W SE S s, B e Az L A R ATt R o L R AR 15
Jite, IR T R BRI A B TR B A LWL BT, IR
AR E R ATTAIR (A3 FHEE” (Coombs, 2010: 2-3) , EJALL

TAIEHLIRIZE K (stakeholder) 5 “ARME K AILGEHL. XHA LGS B AR 2 A 3G
HLEZ R (IF T2 AN G ) AR N7, B O RIRIBEHCE (EEBURSIT. ZERHESHA
REHERED « BLMFIZMIEE BA. EBUFHR. ARSI DUIBERR SRS (B
FWE) GPEE. XA, 2009: 59-60) .
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fEble BXNZSENFAFHIEEI 16— HRRER] 1 2015 £ 6 H . WIE], Z T
IFSENLEE My a2 B« BRI IR A A H B RO
JREEHEAT T R 5 Bl , o5 — T3, 4N AR H b IRARR DL RAX
KT 7R, FFE USRI AR A HA7 o ASHIE T8 IS RIE % F A K
AR, EHEBSEHUERR I IIA I 7T LSS e BEER T AR BT ST SCR
MAREHRRL S, 2] A FHEHUE SRR AL R, 2R)5 DL Z T “ 4Rt
BRI 51 R A SSENLEAE B, ISENUERE AR SENLERRIRIE DL el
FEARSETTIN Z TP BUMAEIZ IR B L B 1 S A% 3 S 2t AT 0 S5 184

CU A A L FE AL R I SR AT 90 5 SRR T )5 7

2. AFLFEHLRERRETE

2.1 AHfENULELRIR

PER— T TR FERL 2 N T80, e AL R 7 20 el 80 4FAR
TFUh, JeJR 4l T SRIg S O 20 tH2g 80 4EARHIE] 90 4EARAK, Bl “Eafly”
(SRS JFZ T FNOC R B S (M 20 tHAD 90 FEARAKBIILE, MER ] 4% 75 7] XL
GRS BN EL RN S AR EIR GIRES, 2014) o 7EAK
Z fENALRREE T, A AL (Excellence Theory of Public Relations)
(1 J.Grunig 1 T.Hunt £ 1984 “E8I52, 5T 1992 3T 7 780 11D
T H (R DY A AL 3B (CELFE AR B A0, AL, XU AR
VRS 3 DA SR ) X BRIV IR ) A s T A S . Ak, ZH
WHEEET RG08, SR 7 XA PR () 5B, 11X — B L T 24451
FENUERR CRFEASLENERR) BAE R, Tt D30 1 56 DU M Al
—— R[] FR VA AR O LA, BRI A AL R

A A REIR R HT =P —— AR B AR AL XA
X TRV AR 35 A R A, (E SRR 55 sS7E T e AT A B ] P 2 1 A R AR 2.
[ o} R VA S XA — P A% 52 00U A LA AH LR AR AR . 1A SR AR AR
ESE R A Fh AL 7 T B CRpdl LA R ARSR IR A TFIE G i iE, A8
CHFEIE” N XEIET M “ZEE”, IESMEL. Wi, SR, BiERS
Az REfE. VHiE. @h4 (Fearn-Banks, 2011) . g 2, ¥k (1%
SRR, ARSI L UE S W iR RS HINGE, i
73R IA R A LS WAL TR SN T AT RE

5 AN TR A2 i 20 SE LA 398 (1) e KR 32 R s o S A% F 1) LR O R H Y
F A T XA S IAVAE, B KPR B HERR T, G —1T3h, R NehL”.
R[] Yo Ak 70 30 A S ST A 2 X7 58 4 P S 1 Ay, SR FE ML B0 ] sk
TAEAER, EBHAE R % 07 TR 2 2 AL, W BUBATTR IR | S B A
3K, HCACAE il s BURATT R AR, R BOSUT B AH LR AR AIAE AT s IR EER
FENLE BEH0 1) FBhHBESZ 5K H A Ak 1) M AV, Bl i 5 S AL 2 TAE R i
R RIS 5% o F T80 1) AR VA AR =X DA ) A% 4 9 2R, A fa AL B S A
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AN B A A —F, R LR R RO BRI GXEST, 2009; HLRKE,
2014) .

AL, S5 EALE 8 SCARET « BRIED AL B L v« ARG T (fEblE
TR Y, X 7 N G AR A R R S5 N A, AR A A
N FENLVE BRI G VE S - BT 32 AR 75 3« HIRATTF . S5 HoAth nT AR S 40
EVEAE TR AT B, S 155 515 B DA R 25 5 0 5N BPAs (8%
5 BB &S, 2009: 53-55) .

ASEFENIAERE (public crisis communication) & EHLEE 2 K4 i)
—M, FREAIGEH M KA. RPN ESEY, ALaE
HERIT R AN A A NE S X5 B IR . 2 ANy iE (Fearns-Bank, 2011)

2.2 WHIWE Ft 48k

AT E N AN EEE A FE AR A AR AN B = KR (IR K &,
2012) o AWFFUEBURREA R T I0IE S HF R (Pragma-Dialectics) 754
WEFTHESE . 1B R R A iR A b =2 7 « Y8« Z B8 (Frans H. van
Eemeren) & N T b ithed 70 FEARAKRTE B 1 X ) T2 A T 22 B AR 11 X —
WHHT AR . A, “WRaE” BRI O AR B O 7 S35 B 6 37
i e T ) B SRS BB, L H AR S EIE RO L35 (van Eemeren
& Grootendorst, 2004; van Eemeren, 2010) . i&FHRHEIFRIENIREER T
Z AR W B R A B PR IARME 2 M) R A 2t (problem-solving
validity) (RIS HHE A R T IE BT St — SL3g Frke 2 0L B fg k) DA
Je FARIEYE (inter-subjectivity validity) (B HFRET 4 X7 B 3L Al 4252
(van Eemeren & Grootendorst, 2004: 132) .

RNT i BETF T AEM R G E, T8 - ZERIEZE A (van Eemeren &
Grootendorst, 1984) ¥ H AR T HIHEHIPE TS 23 N IUANBY B : w9 TFLG
WHAN SR B AR S AETE T, WHRHEEA —E & A X A B, T
brrRE S IS e B, AN B n] e R IS A IR, R IE R W
U5 3755 B8 B U A LR AR A& I 1 o Xt 75 2 DA 3k DA B B A AR AR ) 4t
FIETHE AT EM . 1B TR ATHEAIE eI, 75 Z08 08 5 e 2550
TEF S SR A OCHI . AR RIS FIT SN H & RIS A 25t
TRUE PR U]« 235 SRR D)0 P 9200 00 8 2 S A A 1 0 0 AR Rl ™,
Ten Commandments) (van Eemeren et al., 2002: 182-183) .

Bk 7T B IE A BB T VAN A, B S A I R T SR s
(strategic maneuvering) FUMED:, AT IR 25 R BB B E A AU Z 1,

LNFESEHLF ARG © P BRI 25 AH S T . T e I R A SN LR 38 AT I R A U R AT
sy (A48 FH4H4”  (Coombs, 2010: 2-3) .
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BITEIE S 5 N2 AT 52 . “RmSER IR SRR A T “EH %" 5“F
R WD~ A IR “RRERMESS D07, R EHET IR R AE R 1
‘AWM B, fE “VEIEIR N (topical potential) 7 . “ZZ AR (audience
demand) 7 DL J “FikT-B (presentational devices) ” = 7 HxI Tt HE/N
B (R, B s FERE RS WIEE . i LR g5 3 1k
mEPEZHE (EIMRER. RIS, 2016: 100)

Ul S, BRI RS IE I RIS 4% M RIS Rl 7 1R A& BV A2

FEA UL IX AL L, (B2 18 H e A BRRAE 5 NMBTE 22 45 2 15t C W17 i -

RS T Y fh & FEThREVERY, B EDE A e B e HOR shRg v thah & 7 Rt
AT A B R S W B SR AL A (van Eemeren, 2010) . #is2, B
RS O TR BHE IR VAT, EESRRATG B ZKR, R R AR 2
GEMERRIE T A B T RE R IEA K. AtEH (dialectically reasonable) i
1&&F o3k (rhetorically ineffective) i8## (argumentation) & A 52 A
2, ETEA ROM IR A& BN RERAR < N ECIE BB BE, 1R 28 2 DA
OREET . R hE CBIRT . Bk, HARHSE HAARE RieEEA
SETE ISR T HES D) “IRHE” , TMIX — 2RI 1E AR RIS i 5K
B BT V0 B P s v —— 1) R AR e R AP R = R ) B Rl e 32 1, 3 LA
PRILAE “AEPIPE AR RY” DU B ol SO AIG (19 - 2 2

2. 3 ASLfEHUE R AR
HRLAR S LA 3 OO 0 PR, 45 5 AL S MU S A DA T
LA A SE AN E R A SE VBB 11 AE S HLAE 8 P 25 UL
{9 S HL A IR0 O DA T A S B S ART SN A 400 S LA SR I
DR SRR SR, #1570 T BRI A S bR e Al .
W 1 T . fE bR R, SR HLAT SR 20 1 5 D3
WA X S LRI SERR A (3. ML, AR, |17 I DA K 4 A
SSBEARAE) PRSI A FIRT, SabL BEHLR th 2 EOHE F A2 Al AR
A5 TIAMBZ AR LS AR, — 7 T 2218 R P4 s L
BRI, 5y T LT 2 e A AN B P fe L P B LR 0t 72 PR
i FE BRI B4, ASEEHUEBELR RIS 2 oo T R i b
RN R ERIER B BRSNS R |« bRk (A3t
PUSEERLED DAR BRI () ARSHE ASE LRI R . 2
S fe MU $ 000 0 LR LA B8 VbR T W B ML PP«
LA 4 R L, S MU SR PR 2 L S0 = A A B ELAT A

P HEZRMIRE, BALH) “CiBEET, MRIASCITZHIM A IEHUL IR BT RE R TR “iR BT,
ERIACGEIE DR BRI T R RE PR UL IR N AR WAEHINTERE, & ORE 1L
SENUE SRS R L I LA Z SIS S 577 5B AL RE IR 18 R0k 55877 T st AT ROt A AL .
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A SENUAE A RN 2, R VAL 45 R AP LA =F A e L)

0L, BE ABEONEHLUE BT TSNS AT A5 CBITERD BT HL, 8

AAIENVE BT ZAE S 5 B fa U R R, X BL b = o
B 1 A bR R

| Rt |

[ omnermnn o= we =2 o =2 swan

BT
l

m— L2 U L/ P—

A4
v v
1 remasgy | | amBER |
v
| WA ST l

3. MRS BLZT— “4R@” BT AILEN

3.1 RIFERNA

Z TTBUNRIE I KX 51— H, 5T 2014 412 H 11 HZ 12
H24 HUA K 201542 A 2 HE 2 A 13 HELMMER T MW _E3HT T HX
WP AR, HAEDH RGN T RS, 2015 45 3 HJE, T H L Hh b
i ) — A i BRI T 9K I T — &%#%%%ﬁtmiﬁ,%$3ﬁ31a$$
12: 51 7E2430 M _EAI42 18 1E “ BRI 1 “ A s B2 H R A 71X —
“ﬁm”oﬁME%E%L%T%iEﬁ&m,%k%%%&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ%

Fo 4 H 2 H 14: 18, MHIARILT ITEAZ MG J5 RN, SHZEFHT T E X
RN 4 H 2 H 19: 33, A RBUR T TUASEZNUER 7 5, & T T4
ZFAFEZAR TR R M, 5] B AATIAE 28 B ANZR R ez b 00 H (1967 .
4 H9HAMA4H 14 H, MHAHRBUREST T ZIH L1 TR . £ F
7R, 1R 2 NTEZR L ERIGERIE T X2 A T I H (M5 5E . AN B A 5m 2
ITIE -

B3Pz HAE %S s EiHeaab# 2015 £ 6 H 14 H 18: 23. 4tk
ﬂnMJm5$35315ﬁ65145 B XHZAC T I0 H 7E M 258 15 10 R
BECE 1347, BRETI =M 248, A 10 A7 M REXTZIH B AT KM .
ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁwﬁﬁﬁ%mﬁﬂsﬁ%iﬁﬁ@wﬁ%kw LA,
4 H 9 H, Zwizwe o E O REARPTINESFIE; 4 A 11 HH
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BRI THR T W 25 4 18 H, T BUFHHSCERT 2
Sk, AR A ) BRARRAN I A ACRAE A (1 844 N 51— BT T H A 22w
B  DXREAT SEHAE T .

HIE AT L, AU A T H 518 T )2 A2 B i LAR U FD e JEE A
ZIH BRI RA R EANZR iR 2 SE 5 Bons, IR “ 4RI 08 1
L, AR IZ I AL T H oy — 300 “ 4R it iZFFRAR O fE LR
FSIEHERR, BT AR — IR ASSENLEA . BRI XRHZFAF RN, IR
refelE B AL o, f5 t b BRI AR IR BEAT ARG S5 El G . 2 4H

G A L T 2 A7 Sk L GUE VT I H AR B 8%, A2 2 A LS 36 T B AR .

3.2 Z WBURN 2 L Sa AL 1 1) SEms 7 Hir

IRAE AT SIS 2 FEUERE IR B AR, BEAEXS Z T BUR a3
SRME AT A NSEHUETE LA SEHLAL IR A DL SEN LSRR IRTE = T REAT -

3. 2. 1 fENUALHE 14k

KREFF, ERBENL TIHE SR A AN FEREZ T (B3 A 31
H ARG 2 85D, BURERT] BEARIE I LR 5 B 7 Wk 6 iZ 00 B A S0 F
AT TWIRA R, HIEIAA RIIBRZUR N R, X PIR AR IFEA BRI
AHEAT SR VAR H . IXR M, SR, BURFERTT R NG BfEisE, &
ARSENAERESE

H 3 H 31 BHMARME, Z0H EEEMN ERIz5H T KM A M5
FOTEH, 751 A A AR FIREIE 28 T RS (EER S BUN DG T TH
WHEWD XHZIE R SVINE. T2, 4 A 2 H A L, BRI XEl
HA R AERTH, BURFT IE N fENUE R 4R, @i &g ikfE %M Litls
LIIRMER TR, FFIGIE RS 1ZFH 4 7.

T 6% A5 AE X 48 8 3 B R AR [T R AERE 2 A B, BURF A S 56 1)
EZEE FRERIAE S 4 A 2 H 14: 18 84 H 21 H 10: 14, 1M EAEZ
Wiz EREZIE P — B3 6 H 14 H 18: 23, k4, 4 A 11 H,
MHBUR AR GER T T —3 M AL 2, 4 H 18 H XHR 7 — k4l X
SEHGETT . EUR UL, AN Er R RS (4 A3 HBEI4 A 21 B,
BURER T 1T RAE N fE AL B I 44K, GBI 7E 1% M _Eig T B A S [Es . 41239 &
LTI 22 A 2R St B D7 b 19 5 2 BR 8 R Z 00 H Fon ) 87 1A A i+
5 X ) 720 36

PRI BN, i BB AR M B PR AE R IO KT S A B L PRI ST AL B A R AR S
R, MR SR ZUN B ) A I 2 R AR A AL SRR SOn L B3 AT . AR AR, 5] &
FOTEMR, A% DAL IR e A SR BCR R SR T W ) — FECE R o £ R gl ) b AORTAR A i e R
—J5 T, JE RO A ad MR 3T A F VAN T BRSO R T R, B —05T, A R R
s JCHARIREIRNG S, [FEALRRIRENN, xb A%k B AR IR IREAT IR B 5 T
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MAEGHLEE AW (4 3 22 HE6 H 14 HD , AR RiE R
K&, BUFHSSHRTTERECE AL EARIRET X% I A A AR A G I, Hh
AL Al R TE S 120 H AR MR R At U, FEaNLFSEH], BUFERT]
PERAR A SESEAAL 1 AR SRR o

3. 2.2 faHlEHEA R

TESEIR A ILENRBI T, MBURSIT IR E R AR (4 A 2 BD
AT FERH (4 B 3 HE 4 H 21 HD hli@Eat 2 itz kM EmG DL 28R 9
R ILTHT 2 FAR Y A 17 5 5 B T i fe US55 B, FEN AL 18 N R0 Bs 1B Rl
Y1 2.7 FF. AU HEEAERHE A HZ I I H B U Wk 8 37 1 & G T
SIRAME ESL T ZREE, MHBUFT 2016 44 H 2 H 19: 33 1
RAEZ W I LASE A IR 7 s0FE 26 R AR (1) — I 75 B SO (3 1847 M)

X E R RGN E T RIETEZA TI0H B e sk ) 32 248 1Y
i AT AR Foy FTfE =R RRAB L, FF N2 A IR R 11 A B 20 i 7% 00
H R, FIE 512 T 1% B A X BCE R 2R T H B AE T I5 o (R
MR BHRE T e RIEE . Ak F . 285 AR & 10 H i Abfr
B, B R Tz A LI E X M BRI SR o KL A X X Ay 7 B R
e J ) — S8 0 555 75 92 DA S 28 1 IR A DL T 2 A Aol A D VG B 3R T e
58 T AR ZL A S T 2 S BURF IR 1T (PR 2 T3] 1 208 2 2l X A 4D 3K 4 73 L 3t
TR

3. 2.3 faNl LR IRIE

FE A 0], Y BURF R ) 32 B 2 4 B2 AN 2R T T o) I A2 7 3 A fE AL
R IRE, HARBHALREE AL

B, B ERESST4H2H 4 HIOHM4 A 14 H=% KN, Mt
[FMG 48 YK, RGN IERTEZ 4 H 2 H 14: 18435 4 A 21 H 10: 14

5

B, RTFMANIEST 4 A 11 BT, EESMA A BT =%
FRIIN R MR FARER . BUFHERE RT3 AR TUE AR R KR
F M EARFEE 4

=, LT AsEYT 4 A 18 H24T, I M4MBUFEAER 423k,
A H P b A 1 R AR . MARARER R . s e #E — 44 DL
T E R BE A — 4, — AT AR A A S XS TS .

3.3 Z WBUREHLAL 7 IR VE A

RET/A S B AR IR, AT BURE LS 0 A S HL AR 1 R 7
B, 4 A SEAENLAE R U L RIS FRVR MBI, REBHLAHER L, 2ebd
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L OETE 73 AT & BEAE A R A . Forbr, W2 SEN U IR IR UL R e L%
78 R0 1) o R ) AR 2 DA K 78 7025 18 38 A 3k N 2 1) 5 BV AN BRI = KT
T, AR R BRI R A SL i HLAL R .

3. 3. 1 X fEbLALHE AR TN

FEARZEGIT, WIEHUEREEARE, S BUR AR TR a1 10 A Hi
A, WV UERE A, BEATRMRKEULRIES), (BRERILIHENF
Mg Ia, Mga “BURET o XM “pEskieR” AREHLESE, — SR
T A ICSEHUALAR IR 26 S5 “ U 32 AR (075 5 7 RS- 2% B U DA PP A 7
3 JiT, 7 WBUFAEEHUE A ARV IER K, R AR AN BEAR I 5 A2 51
FB 2 AR BUR 2~ S AEHUE B LA R

3. 3. 2 XHENUALHE N 2 N

TESEHUALIR B 25 1 DA BURFAT 1% fG L35 1 VR AE W 3 R AT R AR 2
PSR, 456 2 W ACET X iZ 75 BE P R G, AR PR 8 Al 15 S B e
PIVEARE R I, TEIX 4 B 5 A S, FEEEZ IR GH R, 5
-

(1) 7875 B SO R BUR & e 18R 1002, B SRAEZAL 000 H B 47k Ak
TR Z BVuss i 91 B IFRERIERE DL A EIR K R R 251, DAk
B R H T ESO T R EZAT . BRI A CRFEI0E 0w B %o e i o e
Fer A A B AT BT E AL DX BRI T AS 2 oAt 5 /R I E A b 2

(2) 7 B A Bt 1) E a4 A b X R [ 2R 000 B 1847 B i, B — 3ok 4.
(XS FIE AR AR P B S (A% T B 967D andel i@tk 2

(3) B HEZ T &3 X B B 254k 00 H s T 500, Re 75 U B 78 UL 4
RIECRTC A AR R (M T H A 2 4k ?

(4) 75 B QA58 7% 00 H A0 35 DL L 55 7 SR8, A 3 %
T2 H AT AT BT RSN, A R A 28 T e A ) BT (R 2R 5 A7 THI AU A& TR A7 AE ?

A FESENUAERE IR EE, X 0B 7 78 B SCHR R B2 00 A KRR VA
R, B “REFMBR N o Ho, BUFETTE 7T TE R IR A A s
Bz, YRERR T, WA DGHAT A B S, YR AN A% AL T
H Y& P 2 X — 32 o X P AL FB A5 QLR S AL 4% 2 5 A R o 1Y) 32 e e 2
AE 7 DA R i BB

SR, ML A R fENUAE TR R R B i AR Y, X0 75 B SO E 2
SR T T AR R, DAECHE B T JE SRR MG TR 2 “—4&F Il ” =0
S I . Ak, MR G S RS N AR E, KREMRIEE 7. B
e, BT SR ENL SRR AE RS, SRR IZ0E ST R 2is
B R AR AL T WA X e s, =S50R0, B
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ARZ R ERAR S R (R R S AT AN N JRS2 55 o SRS BSOSttt , SEdt— b
FUR T FeAbTE it 8 AR BORF U TE AU B 5E e AT PAUGAE IX — R R AR 1 AL
B WS MU B 5 T TE A AR A5 S8 BT ek s 1R R AN T

3. 3. 3 M fENUALRRUIE (PP

ARSI EA T, 7 TBUFER TR B LF A A A e i AT R o, RHL
(R RIE R L AN Ry 30, BARR AT 1 EIRIE A (BT . 2R k4
FC LT 23 PA R 23R Al sie 7 15 S S L 2R 20 X e fe L B 2R 1 2
SAEHULHR RN B B A 57 . AR SR JEH, 2T
WURFHB 1 E SE LA R BT SR I R mh 391 S AT (14 th 2 S LA 9 1R XL i
AR A SEHLALRE JEUAT & ML A% 38 A0 R 0 AR i A sk, X PRIk IR
EHAE AL Bl TAEEIFE AR E I, BURFETTRIC “ 2858”1 “ It
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