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Classifying and Measuring Business Value of
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E d7s 323 SENEH BNUYYEL g7 4l SUEN EFHAY HHESO)
RS HASD ACL =28 JIEN ME8Tl= 0d IJHXl 01N Le= &Y S5 &
FHAC MIHE 248 £ Balanced Scorecard 20l CIAHSIH L3 FXAEUE M
2, (1D, WY ZTZMA, AN &5 401K QOB SRIACL. 018 2B
1990 Wi 3 It F&dt=s SEHO0ID JdAXN SUE HIZUA S0/ SUXiH
ZM NS +86t0 A1, 3L EXE HI=ZLA XS ALE MM Hi2IE £
QA 8l 3l 23 S J1d- A AUNS} ASH &8s MANS=2
metg & QUM st HHOI ACL 0IAS SRUAN 2HSI0 SR SHYUSS Y
HUXIES S&, JSGUXHEYE 23 S S, 320 23 S0 StHIIIX AtE
Olgts 3JIXl &goz IRECL. 2 ARMME 2 HJE2 OES IR, LY, JIUS
Ol NIBE = JA=XIF H&st AL

* d=listy FSUS FSELS
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KX £401 2,500 4201 0121 RQUCHD B
(Johnson, 1995). <Z2ILI2tC HRS X201 &A=l ZAZLH0 CIstH RARf2 F&E
3004 HES Z2ME F 60%0 o= 18 Z2HED} JHY &S0 SEHTIAHLL, &
Ho=z KEIT @HLE, 138 Ol HVITIAUL, = OE AMAYEoZO MEE fote
A2 WHEXL OIFR0HKIs & MW JIHTIRE ENEUE HSX 26t A= HF0IG
(ABHESH, 1998). =38 IMF AEH OIF <2iLich dHC s SNR2It 88
Hl 60—-70% =&ECZ2 ARTIBM HH=E BEY, 0IHE, 838 Sl RYNM RIS
I =2y 22X RECZ Halsty [UD, [t I =248 AHAM HES!
SNEUE BIIGIn SHg ERY0! 260 ST ACH

L
>

2% SXsi Bl AIE0M O AHE, 24, AR 8ot 220 1 SiME
AE Bot= HE23 ZZHEZ JI™dls SHNAM 232 ZHH, MEH, d&X st
£ (HstD, 83 Jisyd & 4l fIEgE TIIASCEZM SXE & A2 & AT, &
O Ol i & o ZZ2HES Mg AT 28 oJAZE S KIEetl. X
ANE BIIE S50 HSBAILEC JiE40ILt SEO0! OtLict EXIJHXISH AFEA 214 0|
ZXECHL 21D 323 ZZ2REN s s OlHE 6t THHEM HAHH

2 (=)
2 I AEHRE 010 SXIg = AL 53l WX

Ok

Ol HAMMAE Y5 BEURS 2SS

2t OI&Xl, E2AIAE 2AM2 88 2AM, DJISSY H42F, 1ol 2 SMAOIHM
grMsie 28, O, OlHCl It 20| Jisottt. 12l st T2RMEQ| FH()
H=SHH HOTIH, AAZ IO JIE0 SHXIJ HEE = UL

""r

29U BEs SXHED Blle 0 SR8 URNNS 276D OFEINK KR AA
Tl AX B SFHOICH B JI1Y2 CIO 2SI PM 8 (HE2Z &AlIst U2 A
ZUE 28 EXSU BIICl ERY0l 58 HTAWMAM 4.58 ™! Bt (“0lF ER5EH
Ch) W 2388 = 2.38 H0M XILIXI 20 ACHHHZ AAISHK B=ll?).  BIH0A
A HH GIAC] 1-2% HSIt BIA S0 QAAGIEHAME dH2= 0.1% Hx il &
Xl 20 ACHASILZSL, 1998). 2l H23 FAgy BIJ MUHZ &AL
210 A= OIREM OSl 22 HE0 FETRACL
o IE3 WI 200 M2 2 B

J
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=Ml 2AHUM 22X CgsD SHSIH SFEH B © HUR2 H2A
ASnE &RIdi HIE = JUe AN, HIASAEH LY E(Mesthodology) 2l
=01 Or& HHES2R 2AAMTID ACH SN HP3 TIJ2~MNEFZ BIISIE JIHRM
Hl8§u=’érl, Maty AN 2M(Strategic Match Analysis), ZIMAMTIH(ROM), OI2

T N BiEST T AL Information Economics, Business Value S0l IS8T JqACEH 4Lt
Oleist JDIE JIHEE2 22 XH0 &Y SHE SSAS M SlALE IR JIgEs Jllz ¢
d 8 2F0HU, E235 EANSNE Oldhdls ZE 0 0124 B0l AIHAEOCIHLE, &
HEOSZ MO MAIF AT 20F 2 AEH0| 3N 2= MFOICH

NIN

& o g
IOIl

1
I
il

0l 29 SM2 ASH I3 SNHAN EIILHEC 2 S8 Y43 SNEL 28
A SHHUSS MOSH=H ATH 22 IRV BIAIIYS BE XIYS2 AZE0
D2ME X ¥ 2l AIAS NI CHA 2JYD YD, O YBOR B £X
Sl BOIYYEQ 2 i}-doé SHYIIUCH, O UM SEXAEl 2FHA SISO

20l HLTIACH g ?I5x =P MFHOR MBI AALL OIBHSZE MAE o}
o3 B} 012, W, DIQ T2, NYS0l TAEAD, HE SIS @724 X0l

OIRUEH, MRS Z U BIF X0 MAITIACE

0. HUBl EXELY B8

HPSE OIS0 HETIE U RACIN OICIM 01 HEH2 wMsH=Il? 0 2K
ol thet 22 SEAsl BIIISH 8= & & Otlich BOIYY &H80Hx: 2 3

g2 0IXA S0, =, 323 SN2 BRAME TIIYYE I8 SHE FYSICL
0l BME 2 HE3 XS EF0 28 SN HEHC JIZD Bas AHE §
2 YHES EFRMAE Jisstlt '
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b JI1E 2FAA

(1) OIEH EFHA

Hamilton 2} Chervany(1981)= &ABAAY HIIPAE SEH(Efficiency)t S
(Effectiveness)2 = 228IUCE 118 12| ARNAM B= UM sEH0I2 L0 X
2 AMAEE 2CE= TIM XEE F= 8H SU42 J|g0l 2= MAS oISt 0l
st BR JIE2 QS0 FEANLE HIPDIECE 20 B2CH X20es & O M2
SIEI bR QUCH =, & 10 22 (M 2= XY SEHS HUDBFO MaM
(Productivity) 2t & AIAEC BE& % H5(Quality & Performance)22 MEStTID
WS HIEUA  S=E284(Business Efficiency)lt  HIZUIA S 1Hd(Business
Effectiveness)0ll (H&t WO LIO X2 AUCH

HIELIA SE&0I2 YFS HIZUA ASLE SHGH=0 TS ML ANLS 2243
dt= HSOICH 212 HIZLIA sSBAM OiXs 323 Slis ISsE S8 92HH &
A, AR M2l MMM BIIE S8 A AA, WDY LAE S8 HDHIS 24 SHM
2 2 QUL &M HIXLIA S8 & JIY0l AHESHs AE/AHIADL 0Lt HIZE
Bt = DUO0| 2438 AE/MUIAE A0 MSst=LI0 Qoh 2HEICH [2IM B2
St QI8 HIZLIA St SA2 S8 HE HBU IMEHE M8 S50 20 Hiat
X5t AZ/MHIAS MEN JIHES2M LIEHLCE

Oldst oI12d 2R HdiAs 1 S HIWIES el BIIEHo &H0M A JItoR
Ch. Jellt A2 HIZLA SEdI SlidE 220l JIEQ 258 It B2

, Bol =3d SN P20 0Idle BHG2=2 2610 MKl 2 HiEsS 2ot 2.
Z, #26IE (gn, PEoHd: S=H0IU =2t S B2 SHI MBA gMstlie A
OICt. 1211 3EJI£l &0l H=sl e 2 NFSZRH J190 A XiP &
U detg XAdle T7& SN UA2L 0ldE 2FRMA=s M2 4S/MUlL e,
NMZ2 AlIE JHE, L= M22 Mg && Sl 0IXl= 3827128 M2ty JIXE N2
+86tX Retlte &HE XLl ACH

Oh

QBME SFHA

IBM 2 XtAH L E2381 =F 3 OTRVES WIS IS TJHE UREH TSI CH
Ol ™D} TRIMO BAHS 419 Iy 320 2HSL AL, =, I8 20M B=
MY MB=EE Efficiency—Effectiveness THIICZ A28, IIEES Technology—

Business S22 LIS 4o BIIgYHE &6t UL
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28 1. B EXAEH0 0I2H 2F AL

MAEE =
2Ot ®la3 He=ot?

ANAS® HZ HEM=EIE ?

T OAAEIOl ZAN &S0
A0ILE TS24 2

=g s
K& - HIg - A28
il 20102 Ys=It ?

. JHEE AIAEOl BIZUIAO

Ot JiMsh=It 7

8 2. IBM & BIIES 2RMA.

Business Unit Is Health &

Competitiveness Outside Sales
Business Unit Is Productivity &
Productivity & Quality Quality
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® Business Unit Competitiveness
HS3E 80l HIZUA BN ME20] 0L skl L= MEMACH ZX0)
SOt S&TIR=EXIE BISCH

® Business Unit Productivity & Quality

| HE3E SOl HI=UA RAMO HE MAM0l 0tLE HMEIR=Xl = B0 &
Ot SMEIReEXIE BILECH

® |S Health & Outside Sales
HEANAS 2BMI JIsde=z il 8Kl, Oidie Jisdsil X382 (Ao
I AeXl, 82 2012 d8)0|s dME =g = Usll, L= AR| Tiig 3%
Ol Jlgds 21 U=sXg EISH.

® IS Productivity & Quality
FEAAE JHYOl datg A8 MUIALI SEHE Tt
AMAEC OIS, BIEL S0 Z&EICL

Of

tCH GiJiGi= KHAE L & &

r

IBM &I Z2782 0 20iM= B2l S8 #JI8QZ dAMtle 88 Z2730|
H, EFHA HAl XAMCI SE8 g3 BIISsE gtgsin AL =, IS Health 2t
Outside Sales 8 HIIGAN ZAESC2ZN HFH M2 MG F=2JI=0 Ha HI==2
26t ACH el oldist 2FHile 20A &2H 2 0183 SFHAL HsS2016
O, et 201 Xibtl= stAE 2 XLl AL

(3) &4 SDS C 2FHH

Y EMI0C 248, 2TEN, St YHle 4D LISHZ2 323 FAgl 284A
AE JIKL ALH, DANES Ss& SFU HHES KU ACHL S MSENH
=8 MZM &4 SDS 2 2FMANE & = AL 18 30M B= AKX 0 2FHA
= 23U S LSl sUE MY, 2d, dAH U2 P26 JACHOIME,
1997).

Ay St HYESZ 250 HFHZ WMeie HIZLIA S22 M Ma 21 &
&, OIAH A, SHHIS 2A, HIZLA AOIZ B=, QIANFFAIZ B5, 288 22,
WD 24 88 2 81 AC. FHAH Hos= BAIEIA UKL 48 Sill= HEB32
OISI YR ZZMIADF H3lst Oleist Hatl 25t OIXXQZ LUMel= G2 Olok
g & AU old& 2E ShC (Z2A 02 R g8, SIIE E+ Y, 329
27, AMAE WY, KL S88 &8, B3l ISsd i, A4 HES, 2ZE HH
q 834 S =g XA
g = A=

2 N6t UL B2 May gite JIYl J¥ 2L &<t
HEEAIASO A8 OI0I5IH 1O GIZA 2lAL 0I0IX] &&, S 2 23},
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I8 3. &4 SDS E2F/HA

L}. Balanced Scorecard & 0|28t EXt&lt 2F A

(1) Balanced Scorecard .
Balanced Scorecard & J1Z2& e} Zs”‘“aii §§51°§ mJloh—_— PHEOICE. 19924

SIHE [H&ICl R. S. Kaplan %2 PC Tool2 2cdd& D. P. Norton 0l Sl HICHEIRAS
0, 1996 Hills S YHI AYE FOAM S22 YATACL. I8 280 &
A EIZAD MSMOR2 50 EX QIR 2210 A, &M JILMUQ ZUAR
WIIsl= =8 ©322 X2lF0 2t ACH. 1211 Balance Scorecard &1t XIE® M
215t SUE & UATE Sl 2ZEYN WOIME MART 012 SFIF AIBTID ACH

- Balanced Scorecard flMe JIZ8et ZMcE HSXO WRH HENAME LY 6}
2401 OtLI2t O 4 0IM B AXME 401X SZUAN SSHZ HISHL.
MSH 23 (Financial Perspective)

124 24X (Customer Perspective)

LHe HI=UA Z2MA 23 (Internal Business Process Perspectlve)

A &t& 2HE (Innovation & Learning Perspective)
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Jig it BOIR8 OS2 A Balanced Scorecard &= JI2] WM, &TH, Dich AEHQP g4
M QUS| HsHQl AAE SA0, ZEHEE HMAISIOAL &tCh. 0IXE ORI HIZ D]
ZEANI IS, %, HR S 0 AJIES SA0, SN ME=M  HIED|JL M
2 2TD JUsXE HUSIKO Qs STUSI AsSHA NHSE UM 210!
M2 S0 UA=sXE BHED| fdiMeE HUHX Balanced Scorecard 2 4 DXl o
o XIHEJL 8 2REChs =28 H UCHL

18 4. Balanced Scorecard @] 4 JIHX| Jigda&dt WOEA,

g ™

F=% EXAE0I
ol HI=LAE

HEN B0 A=ot?

FEF SN XIS
DHEAIID] 9I
Al HIZLIA

K§§m¢9}%mtng}

12AH0l 28

HEHN B=o1
\_ J

X&sHo= Hatotl,

JHASHH, HHRALIDID

\\k UAeo? 44}
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Balanced Scorecard = JISHULIEZ2AM HEMH22 AREIH 2= ROI, Earnings per
share & M A XIH(financial measures)?| StAIE I8SI] IS0 SHEIUCE. WRH
XIEol st giEE sl 20l QYU > UL
o NRHE INHECEE 8 /A0 ZIY U FWHE 2M8| LB = Q0. THRH

NEEe UAH XIEH0IL, OIcH AN 28 BE2E MYyHo=z HMBSHA BRI HL0ICH

GIZALH 2506l ool ZJASAHUAM g ZHAS YO {1610 BISAl WS

“TISEON HA, ®3l, oL OIitiSsd 8 M3 Relt
o 34 Z2=2R(cash flow) XHHINC HiE® & 2 248 i+ ES2LE H&dl= BI=U

A ZZNAS B2E ISl 2=Ct
e JNSH Aille= NABE, AOIE B, E&, S3

AN SAEIC [M2tM Oledet HINSEH R4ES

2T I AT
o NN S8 MDAAKE HIZUA LB DA YIS0 WSH KIE 0L

Oidd JiXI Cist HITNR A XIHE Sg82=2 M85l AL

A&, SRTIZMAIE HATIE Xt
o MHHE VIl =& JuzM

Balanced Scorecard = ME&XQl THRX it 20 OlLict BWSHNUAN MES] LIt
O RS DA, R Z2ML, AN sg g3 @i Boistth. OcM 2301 X
Stn B 2556 HMETie HIZEUL SAZSMAML DIyt B0 O H&6ith. O
cll 0ded JiX OIEXC 83 QUUS2Y(M: EXizi~8, DHCHSFHE, MOISEIY, SVY
EH, MRIZEREA, M2 ] S) A22NE DAY £ AN B0 Balanced
Scorecard 2] £ [IE BEQZAM LA, &, DIHZ O0l0Xi= JI1Y HUC SES LIEHY
£ OlLich JI1g =2 21 WAL g AN BSSs ZU XIFHO0! otLiet
RAE REOIM, BUE A OILIZE ASHO SEE, SN OtLigt J1= 2HHMAMCI
LOIR Jis6i 8l 8 § &= UACH

(2) 8 A0 EXEM EFHIA

2 A20ME 323 SHSUE HEAIAY )8y, EA, 08, BHEE S9 230
OtLICH BHE J1” L= AL HIZLIA g3 A0 JI0E S Josttt. 2l Il
gy Cadsl HRH 21F0H0) OtLIL2 Balanced Scorecard 201 LIEN Gied JHXI
HITHSE 20FH0 ClIHMT HIITIOO0F siCle AAi® HSICH  [(2tM I8 00 Olkde
Y3 SNSUE D2 50N B A 41X FH22 230
o SN St
o (A st
® U HIZLIA ZZ2HIA &
o M oE it
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8 5. Balanced Scorecard 0l 2igt Y3 EXlalt EFHIA.

P
ol
Sy

J8 50 LIEHE 401X XS0 S92 EOIYHENAMC S3Es) AATD) 2610
CiSat 200 HEEICl 24 (oA Sig HZ32 260 &aktle DAB=ED DA
JIXIE 21018l 220 SHSBEMRE 823 ENS1NU2 J1Y ERE 22 DA 2
HOIM L850 ACEL O AIE, W&, Ol2, A S A8 1y M2t HES
H o ZRote SSHRZ JIY AR DA FFW JIX E&8 st AL =
= S8 MY W 28 JIFE0 IFD Us EHE IBAMAEO FR2A0 T 280 &

sSASXIZz)l, FELYM POS) HIZ 1401 JIlHdsle &#F1 MUHIAL d8 JI2¥e=2 &
SA2D1 2ot Best 010 OIME (HREQ 8t SADF DA ¥ AHTIH AU
S, GidtM 128 2™ g NS DM 323 SNEUE HMHE BIOE = UL

e Z=2HA gt H8)i=01 A Z2NAC 244 &P L0tLE J10st=XIE
O18tlt. OJIM LIS Z2MIAS DIGe MM HAHHIFL BIDIKE H&die #S
OIALZBHEOICH. & DIl Ml E= ZHUHL2 0ldS LR sy ZZ2MAI - &
Al BT HIMSION AOILE L2800 02 FHECH ST AIES WSH 41}
Cete e T2MA0 S0l X &0 1 2129 Didi= Hi2dH == 9l Ak
hE S TH2H gt Chd HASHHCE WS ZZ2MAIL 2L30HH J192] Al

Wo Lo

T W nr
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Ol sls 2 = AL &SI AME0M W ZE2HAL 82 JINS &dl WFEH 4
WZ LIEHLD) 2010 MXAMEI, AgW, SEe, HIoIH H0s2d 8 HWEdez
2SI MRS 32122 TS Olds WR Z2MA 2&xA2H Maty, 210 &
S22 B3N 2 gg= NX1 ALH, [[}El}d U2 Z2MA Sill= 2310 ERst H)}
goo=z 2XTin UCH

AN Y EE slte I8 )10l M2 = &

AMAEOl 0L D10iSt=XIE 2J0I2Ct. FH23 SXEles DY H¥3E S6t0 HIRL
JLNIGLEICE Z23HE S0t0 D10 YHHSZ HsH(AL, JHY, AL, HESL, IS
HEZM &M SXEDIF LIELE= HOICL 23 £IDH 0IRUXls AIEL )Yy
b S0l LIEHLEE AlIE AOI0H &E 8t AII}J} EZMdl=s A& 01dE 0IfR MSB0ICH o
Hz2 323 £IDF &llidie J1d 2 2212 FBAMAH0| SUEASNE 873811 HI=
LIZ2 AAE0] 8HasHX &2 22 A2 24XiD AT SHS| Holidle ZHEH &
MM JIg2 0 270 BSle B30 (383, ME2 438 KISEH2Z JHYSHH,
MEZ2 AME8 WG, MES2 S8 YHSIH, MEZ2 HIZUA 2t AMEs6tD, M
22 OtoICIoIRE D=8 JHEGHOF St Old& JI1gel B3, e, &4l 102l s &
SOl JI0i5H= 2001 21 MIJI EEAIARO W & ol SOIC

51 510 TRs &l Stall 32

WX et Jigel 01K0iL =1 & WA gl MFgHe 3gs 0iXle 23
WE DIt GIIM X %@0!3* BI8 &4, A2t &&, QHHl d&2 S 3l

1ol

Hoz Hig AaE = UAssE 0IaCh (it xEOll}d Jled (oA, e Z2M2A,
021D HAN SS1 22 HIMSH 10 HIDE SEN S48 NUD A= BE

M Be SIH D90l OB SO NIsHlis SIS AUD AT 0 FE XODF E A
Ol 2ATIO RACH - o |

k

OO JIE EXNED SRHA HIDS0 B M, 2 N0 401X ENE 2R
HAJL Olet &3 HE D A oM HPS SNHEUS 01N, )& U0l Of
LIgH &0 JIS8met ZHY HAUM ZAISHH StCHe = g £ UCL. HIZUA &X
OF MM NI XM BES TRNEF BIBIN 60, [2tM 0 2010 DX 2
o MAY, BEE, b8, 2ARF2Y, Ms8 323 Z=HEZ SHE = UL =
el QVEQEM_ EFHA KO BE3 S0 228 NHALE) BFeE e B8 & =
QL. =, 1990 FEII=0l BRdtEs SHHOID MAXHO sE HOH, e 2

Mi&, 385 sty siicts til"LlA S0 SUXIEZM HOl 2H3A =881 Us
A0ICH '}dl HH2M H23I EI}QI Jlgyguieol AINZHE MAXSZ OlHE = ACH
=3 @S S&'C} OHEEH H2AMA80l JHQEI , HYE AIAEION OI510] HEAHIA
Jt HII‘EI[H OIE-IS* HEMUIAN 215101 D2 §°*§ S0 TIn, 28N Z258e A

pa4
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2010l J1o LAUM € B e 8% HI=LIA JIXI0 sHEE=XI2 S8 Mg £
UCH M2t 323 SEX0F A ISk, J1€2 MEAH0ILE 012101 H SIISHKI #=
X, £ AHZ LIEH 23 N0 A XISEX @0 A XlseXl § §d8e=

UMdie FRE CI2S0 HE WE0l JHsHEL.

JIZ HIsCl 242 S22 LIE. NMZ2 =RIDIX & HEH=2 2MS,
Input—savings. Output—increasing.

HEH E—%HIIIOH}\'I g S84 019 Sl (Effectiveness) &M Y
(Efficiency) &)l SHEE. =.

&4 SDS EF MMM XHE SO0 HE

& 8N, Mt S0l ohEe.

EH0! 80I5t1), SHHIIXIZC A=0] It | REH, Mty =
s&. SH I SH X &&01 X B8.

1. HSH St BINSHE S| XH0l.

3. 383 EXsde 53

ZX(measurement)2 M H&E3 EXE& N "i(evaluation)&s F &

2ot &
2 =380 2%s #S0IC. MM ZIEse 08 60 2EH3 AMTIH AT, 4
ETHIS SHESIAME & A28 Ny, 29, RAE20 E= XA H HIBE &
et D210 EXEl SFESHAMe &M J1Es 401X SXEUel SHHJINIE &E
BiCt. X 223 EMESHIMe Sadl MA" Y ME0AC -4 28 OtLiet Il
Htl= X351 U828 8N Sl 2% ¥ #HI40 ZE 21A3E EM8I0H  OldE
clAIE WRIHCO=2 HEdls, T2ME 22|)|%, OI8A s & 1M, g8 58 &
M 2lA0 FY¥e=z ?—‘?’—EIC} B2 EX 944 HINIAMe HI8, &1, 2lA3 2

HHISHH B3 ZERMEQ| 88 LolsHL
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O 6. 3% EAgu o &A

£ gla3
(Risk) 24

0l 22 SXM4 NS3RH SAEN SHEE SWNME MH 0 S(estimation)(fl 2SHAS &
g, oYy, gyE 2480 EXEd MHWES2 O8 70AM 2= XXM 3JHX0 &Y
Z 020 &0L

8 7. SIS MEME &S

Jiggnxigael
=23 a1 s

53 5119
SHEIDERI &t@

IS UXHL
=

. JIY MUK H(Business Performance Measure)Ql &&

EXESMO| 41X FHC DA N2 T2MIA, SN0 Stg, 22 WRH UM o
S DIl B UEHY £ U= XHE SHSCH JIYMUNES SHS HY JI1Y99
HI®(vision), OI&(mission), 2X(objective), & k(strategy), FRAHBRI(CSF)ez 0l
GiXls W2t0AM OIR0&CH =, JIdo HIXY DiEs 215D, &EXNO M =25 W
det=m Oietst 5 028 S5 ¥ Mo 84 LU FRHIEBR0 MHE XMNFHoR
LIEHHE SIIXIBE T&SC. S8 0l MBOIME 32312 4201 HI=ZLIA 2HE A
Of MIIE HESH PIYE > U= XNHE HEUSIHL Hedtle 2401 SR6ICH  OI&
B22M Ji=01 OtLISH Al 2HEOIAMC] TOI2E M JIE0| HEE = AT S22 YUX
He 250 BT HESE £ A0 8lt. etHo=z &35 HEEIE JIg8 U
HE0 H20 EHDO AUACL
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L DI MR HE A0 A8 S0 =

CEE JIYENNIBEEZ L3001 013 Halo] AJ(e das MEStl. S8l
E2 ME EFlle= 2ol 58 gl YB0l &td S8t MUz AR 5,
2 23 O1R0H& & OIFROHAIK = & X0IE &t&ot 2t& [l0!
ot= WEO0l =8 0IFXI8, MA sI=2 0icH0l s s=dgilt i&Est= 012
Oj4® Xcldl= Xt &l Bl [2tM O st i JdsS IHHEo
Ol 2aA ZuXIC A2yl MEIHE 2AKSHI BH6HkIs K&t
OfAL ZALEL ALY s HEHEES NGt JACHL HUXHES S0 Ot o3
StLIE MESIHLE 82 € 0laC s Megs § O B2XE Meg =& UL

M D =

LT
[
=

>
P =
e e

I &4

i

B 5
Moo
o &
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