95 d F-3 o] e, 53] dEgo] =(WWW) 9] oks 7] o s A5y Aleld HAaEzA] 2]

B W3S 7HA gk B vy e)7t txd sh(digitalization) 7} &= A17]7F B E(bit) 2]

n|ghehar ojofr] &k= Zlolli= (Negroponte, 1996) UA € stz <1k njt]o] (uA]) ] &3]

olAl EAQ Qv FE, W¥E, A, Hr e 5] vive] o] BasjA Al HaL, o]l whEhA

mje] v A 2o ﬁ7lx*°L W37 & Aoleks AL ulshs Aol vk v Tk, of A wjAlE
&Rl
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YA Este] S 2 wked gt
AERT O 2 GAE MRS %, AE A2 ol dXE3tE giv]she 22 de] w3 Hel o

%19 H ¢ COPE(Create Once Publish Everywhere)#l= £274& 71X & 3l $49L J4d gr s
W] she] 3] AFat o)t S xtE = Ak e] Ui A& Al shE H|2 Y2 Bdo) kil 3HAl.
22 M2 HIas2A 9 S5 W grFralal =oA AH Y] 48 tXEsle] o] o

N

o

=

1S kAL, o] F AlRAbYel H|Fo] oM, Jo R AYgS VA T IEE v S A0 E g
E3] o] Z& A#H]-&(TCA)°] & 7}/5 -8 PAT(Principal-Agent Theory) 53 7| FU o)A H A& 2% 9
HHE o] &L A &2 Z#](organizations)®] AFrHA o)A Bl A=z =24 9] & (adoption) # AFE-(uses) &
Eek 240 wstel Mol tisA] w=3tal o] & o R AW A F2 & A O tlEA] o]efr]

st aL gkt

wEka o] S oo} e PA 0w MeEth A A, AU AelAd HAasEEA], v dse B
o5 AslaL; & A, HAasE 271 24 U] (intra-organizational) <} %2 {H(inter- organlzatlonaI)A
Fol A B A = F AL F& 5= Ao WA AesteS Al npA o E Z Aol A ..
2. °|&: TAT, PAT, media richness, social influence model, networks

71 & H]-& (transaction cost)2] 71'd& A2k (production)d} &4l (distribution)ol] %) ¥+ v]-&o] <1zt
AASF o] 7S o]k 7|E9] AE 2 A7 A 8H(Neo Classical Economics) o] &l th-&3ke] -2
Mdolth. Uutd o g AR A o] Zo| A= ﬂ/\}(firm)E}L ZA S A4k 7] (production function)S 7|WFo 2
sto] A gt o] o] 2& AMEEte] AADE, A AR T o dEH R BolE A& 7S AT 5ol
o] glo] 27k 34 (process) ol , /\] Fe AH O T A AME] o, Al Hagh
AR = BE AMgo] 33 Ffrsta vk 45 olth (Barney & Hesterly, 1996; Coase, 1983; Fligstein &
Freeland, 1995).
71 EjH])-§ o] &2 oA AFE AAAET] 7S FA Y, DAL ES sk A BT
A Al (imperfect information system) ulell Al E-¢bd gk o] 4 A Al (imperfect rationality) & 7} i
< 3hH, ol &2 Qlate] &5 A EsS TN WA Sk AL Faf o] 18 9] H]g-o] WA EA

AL 7Z3), o] v &S 7 #H] & (transaction cost) &l 3l=H|, o] A AlAY o AR B d
Aejoll A L9 (7HE, A K9] -9 (information impactedness) &-& E3}(specificity)) S ©3}7] 93 =53
2] S0 PG EESEE b Zo] AP ulg o] 29| t7o|th (Williamson, 1981a, 1981b,
2005). dE& 9, AiS A AAE 2Dt P9 AAE A Eo] obd A et e A AAE FHe
golel == v gL - FRANE e 52 A WEete] A4S ke == Az HE 55 -
71 Eju)gel sfgetrt. AR E A 7t A9 Yoll, Aol FeEld AXE dHatr] fsliA 5Ee
Y] 224 5"%(organizational structure)E 7338t Z % A efu] &2 dFoltt. 7} 3|} 71} 3|AF v
Atolofl A dojubi= Al o] o F-& o] A&alA] ghobA] 3L 7t S|AF vt Aloks = Tl 3] A}
W& Tl ete] gl B9 7F doldtid, o] gk oF ARghe] FH ol QlojA B Awn] &3 AA A FALE
T Yok HE-& HaLskE oot}

Z#|Zk(inter-organizational)©] F= @ ol 2l Alefele} o2 A= 34} 7o} AL Wt E et
AR N ARE o] &o1A] i AFdx ke 3& EA sk B9, ol A AFS-2F-E(post de
facto) A2 kA 7HA AL dvh. ohA] dshA, Al ok AR dold AES d St AR Ak o]
wHEol A 7] wjite] 1 oSS Blojus ”g‘fol wHAsle] Eolo] dEo] dojuAl HHW, o] o] A ool A1t
' dge] ek Holth ) A(firm)7he] Aok Alel A@et v-go] EA SR AFo] HE olfk viE
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o710l gtk AW A WEAAS 25 Aol WAl 5T BE 242 AR ] Ao FA7 9t
ASke YA Ak 817] wtolth, B old W Ei= vl g w5 A gol LAk A
sls} 7ol Aol HAH AA ANE Aets TAHS o] Bo] E st =] o] 50 AL A-TEA

o, B9AT oL A1
2@ Akl A= Aalel
3

AlA QL AleFA el

o] 2 (Principal-Agent Theory, PAT)o|t}. o] o]22] 7} AAL 5 3F= A
ALl & BEkar, AA L Al 9] o] 5L F 5l (self-interested), AHaldl Al
o5& Fele Y E dhe Ae AR vt old 9 E 2] A8 Wt
SHUEA "ot AR 8RO B2 o] 2 0 &2 = AME-A(principal) 18] 31 3182 (agent)i+e] AAE
Adshe AolAwk Aol BE AA|G T A ] A&l ww, 3|AFe} 3|AMgEe] theket FH-o] WA -- joint
venture, franchise, buyouts, loyalty, 55 -- %2 7% o] ul& o] o]Zd A el o] 712l 7oA
7]1¢13thar PAT o] & F43t} (Wigand, 1997; Wigand, Picot, & Reichwald, 1995).
olfl B¢k o] FALR stolw AU 24 & F2 23] 25 AASH Ak S, FAREE
Aol Ar ] -9 A (information impactedness) 3-8 &3} (specificity) 7} UEE 87} §1&
ofF bkt Aok, 2 Aol gl B AME FE Haz, 11 27 5 A5-ol= ot
At 2= 3|AF ] (buyouts) o] FEj7E LrERATRE Bloth. S, 919] 7 o] Eo] BF Al sk
2l 729 e 974 4 (hierarchical) &2 Fx9} A% (market) 22 T-%¢] F 714 & go|t}.
Fo] FHhs Alo] & thekel FEje] AT FxIF EAlgThaL FAggth. 7k Zajo]=e
Olzg Agshe A o W QIR FH O B A9 E Folv WS
— A 2R G20 T3 @ AL shel Bl = (hybrid) FEje] 223 gk
ZoF(mutual agreement) 3 =2 AL 3k o AL M2 S S, Al 3
3t Az B AUA a3 9 o)k 7ol B EE AEE 24
= Pejetar sl
Wigand, Picot, 2123 Reichwald & ©]§1 {8 & o}l =X 2ol &
g9 f] 2 HE 4 9= 75A4) 7 =31 A 8] (transaction cost)o] & 7
& A5F Ao, A Lo] Fi3] il 539 9217} gle =y 2] A g
T& Zlo|th. 53} 32 AR 9919 Agn] 8o Aol whet thFet FEje sfolHE =
olt} (Wigand et al., 1995). & 1 AHAl8] ZalAbd, Al 7] H& 742 539 Aen] 8¢
EFE 5 AN 2E gt 537 W A9l Al (market) 739 A d S sk Aol
AH) S W= adolgtar sHATE. 1L S2 oA 9} o] B3V} EolA = A9 AR A
e AWNEE Bl dorjn®, g8 ATt & glon, Aty oY A Sl
21 A1# <l (hierarchical) 4% 7% & 2zt Aol 23kt
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Degree of hierarchy:
Markaet - Hyhrid - Hierarchy
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51 = Asset Specificity

a9 1. Ae| & Sl e 247 2o W3}

o] ool TN W T ARUANY HAERA 543 BB FLT ol i ARl

Hlzm 227k Al 3 Eake] 7bs ol A e GG v)A7] W]tk ofele] I Wigand 9] 2 A1)

SEE 4T A AFUACNA HAEZATL S5} AN §2 BF FFE A2 nolFrh 0 B
A AAN A AR 23 22F spolol i ARUAIL ALE2AT 830 25t
Al § EE FEOZM APH 2N TEE 0§35z Ro] 7 =
SALS] T FA A AT AE BAA ol Fol AR 2T H o], NFFHA 247
o] F-o1 A B oM Adjulgo] ol Am, olst EAlo] Frigstel Adht WAAA B 5

7bs/d w3 skE = Al | Aol

v
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tha —wilewastazoin of 1L
a9 2. ARy Al HlaszA el An]&at S3tol] gt J3F

PC #uj 3] ALQ] Dell & 919] o] &5 AET X2 £ do|t}. PC & %9, &3}t dnfjsh=
3|AFS] Dell & 1 oJu §F F-F = AAtel A= AAkelA] ek A& 92 o= kvt Dell & 54
HIAE2AE o] §35to] A 1v|xfd &gt dio]E o] ~E o] §3}o] 2 /Y T 9] #vjFe oS53t
Bakel 6 719 52 1d9] o Sl Wlste]) AR 3 PC F-5& T (Dell, 1998). -5 Al ok 3|Ak
& Mol FE e Tl Al %i—t— FF Aito] 7heslH o2 TdrtE WE 4 Q. Dell Bgh A ekel o3t
718 A7t ol B R BE HE QAEY s 98400A Hojd & vk (714, PC FF 9] A5
T2 AR BHE Blo] 48 OlDP) o17]¢] B8] Dell & HFH HES A dHolH Ho] 2 Al ~HlE
o]-&sto], PC gt ¢] wvfjritt RUE o] o5 RUY AT JA A LE]l=F stof, RYEH = o}
Arke] S e Aarel] HISFEJAE ARl A vigd et glES Sk A Az, #E o] v ES
Slell= Aol

Dell o] &2 dFo] 4B HZH(information broker =& intermediary agency {Boczkowski,
2 2u b} BE FFGANE Dell W] w3142 £33 %24 (knowledge,

& ¥ &S BT A7 = A HAE AlFEE Aolth
Dell & A ® A} (information impactedness)E ©|-&-3tt}. PC A4kol] & 2 35t
=9 7H‘ii /‘}O]:‘%Oﬂ &k ZALE 7|WH0 = Dell 0] FH 3= ok HA s 2A| & v Afol] #g 1
o|th. &ML AR AL aFo] ThEs] Q1A A EE Hopx ARE-gtthe Seo] oful, FFH ARS-ell
A e 92340 FRES dolH Hlo] 238} sk Z1E ojnl gt} (e]H ] A, vo], A HE9
). o] & HIF O E Dell & PC 9ol 8% F5S Fdst=tl, 2 45717 oF 29 Bolt}. o5l o]
nahe A2 BF AR AL s 29SS TR AT AE THsFoEN Qe
T Ao (6 /4ol 1d ik A S Fo A A Q] FRE TR,
o

[e)
H
=l 7INg o] el £ 9§ e & I & A A2E HAas2AE - 7H vH e
=
1=l

qm

s rE &

o Lo ol gy A
e

N

Fhze) AUFI1E AL 3ALeltt - wrk ME SRR 24NN ATT 5 AEF Bk old TEE A
B, Dell o Feshs Roks 4F 7159 Aol 29 ¥ S 59 Ropr} oh)e, wiz gnel
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S/l (brokerage) ] & &o|tt. mnjabet FF AR )2 5ho] FApbe] 2&
Stargk Au|s, g 3 Hors Bk frdshal b A<l 3 ¥ (collaboration) % 1
SEutele] Aol enfol vt ARUA A HAEZAE o] §3to] g At gt sHAlth “BE
ARl 7IZPEF’E}% &2 offff, rfol Ay 2 ALE, TP A 4 AFELY AHAR, BF ARE
o2 a1, A AETIAbohs thE 4 (form)e] VAR 8] $83ks @, 71Ake] Zeoli
WAl A 2HE RFO M, 72 AE FE5 S 7S OPoﬂﬁr. Dell # w744 &2, @ mlo] 72~
229 QTS TALe] e Aolgte Aol wekstaL, ARIT|RF Jeh(RESE 2L, 2P o] A,
T Aol A Al &=gle] H o] 7hseh i ARl =2t Aol o] T/ AH(brokerage) & &S 3o =M 24l 9
&4l 9 & (core competency) S Jlgstlon, 2|39 AdESoEA 9 93
%15 (selection and concentration)”e] 2= 71X 2 Uk A|Flo] A Z5}7] o B okl vt ApA} Q18 &
F3A 7IAHE AlEskal Aok (L.9%, 2005).
Aok 2 24T Jx AA F& 2A43F Fx20 Wk 18 AU 9] 2 BstE . o= &3
kil =

ZZe E’g@f(modularlzation)ﬂ}i st d S 2, Dell 9 §-3%9] PC

A |4 o= S gho] | A1}l w3k
HAES feiA Dell & 535 Als dAl9] 18& 97 wopx Apgsf= Zlojt). =, A agh /1o a5}y o
THE= Aol 7Healxl A O]EP. o7 el ANt B ALek= RS E U E A (oW, FTP 5),
@GFHAs, A= S0 AFudeld Has Az ddHo] lenw, FE3Ae] s10] 7las Sl
QAL ME|AE AT 5 A "k &3] o]op7] ¥ ok4d (outsourcing)©] 7l o] o] Z 7
Hl A 2A] o 78, AHS FA B 983 o]Fo] Wt (Wieland, 2005). A, 9 S 28 3} 742
MuB| 27} ofaxd o] A= o]z BER o] M| A7F AR 71101"1 Bl sz Aol S eEstkar 7]

otk @upolip o] r el Adeie A Bwl 9ok o] “EEdle 1 oM e Tl

A7) ot}

o] ¢} & 2 UH-o] 29 Wsle HAmEA ¢ HHste] A A Heu, 2229 Hl(flat-
ization), &4 %9 W15}, 7|5 T4 22 FRoA ZRAES F49 24 &, RE3}t T NI
Tl A= 22 ] FHE AN g Ol A FH-S di ArUAel A Blas =239
H] 5A] A (asynchrony)TJr ol A (anonymity) 52| 444 9]

BOou, TCA 52 PAT 9] #3o] Bt} 3 9jsta 2 17P ANE TAE AAEET )

BE IAEC] 99 #HE T8t AT < E& olyt}. £3] HAsEA 44 E(technological
determinism)°] 2} E2]-9-= #4 ofHo] & Eoy= A5-5 B, HAas2A7 7Y & ¢ U=
o] H & vletate], oA o] Ao} AL o FF A &2 Blolgke wetol A #rhek A& (input) S
FHFo=N Ea&A < HAaseA e ¢&, 48] dojvt= 4571 ATt

Ht o] g X2 o] 2ol 273 AFEe] A= oA o] T eA AlFEA7Iel 1 SHAE HolA H

doltt. AFE HEY T &d 27| AFEHE 53 AR YA |4 (Computer Mediated Communication,
CMC)oll A AM&-5&= HlAsEA 2] 540 235 st5o] A7]7F A771 o] Fo1 X Aol =], o] o] Hr]o]
2] 211 2 (media richness) o] Zo]t}. o] o] 22 7| Holx F71x19 HAE zhed, A AdzEs g =&

A7) 54 (equivocality) 3-8 234 (uncertainty) 2] A3} o] ZolHE AFHE S A o] TAo|1
T HARE 242 vitojuitt BRE 8 7 U= AU Fo] fEr= A Ztolt} (Daft & Lengel,
1986; Trevino, Lengel, & Daft, 1987).

582 A 74 o] 2 (Uncertainty Reduction Theory, Berger & Calabrese, 1975; Douglas, 1994)<
1975 d Berger ol &84 AFE AFTA AFUA A o] 29| U=, Ade] tE /)9S TS o,
he1e Abthute] Bl BEAAS ZO]E%L =82 s 7J“E*(EL’EH(seeking), AL E A1 €l (planning
complexity of communication), =2 271} (hedge) 5 %5)°] UH& Aol 1 8X| ot} o] o] &L T
AZEAA AFYA oA Fokvto] ofd, Z31-1713’%‘fﬁ%(mformation seeking behavior)¥ = ¥ %] o] 2] A
A= At

l~1



w,
E

2~ (Richness)'7} 431 A& Ql7to] Al&3}= wt]o] 7}7}o]
ARUA )] Lo vtz o] Ay L Exdle] $EATE Ho

s

Aol Zo] AaA] =1,

AR 22 1ot Rz} oFL st
ST RS 2k Zlo] ofe} o] 9] # )l doj(paralanguage), 414121 1o} (body language), %74,
= 35S 25 X33t Aolth(Fulk & Boyd, 1991; Fulk & Steinfield, 1990; Rice, 1992). o & &4,
i (Face to Face, F2F) 7547014 9] oToﬂ’_ o] BE AME SHAI7IE Aol S W,
Satz A &3] ARgshs =Ed E_ﬂ] A= WEe] Fg-oll= =3 Al R (E WAL ARl
dzh)nks dEsiAl do. dske] A i R s ARt iR Y= 34 B JRE
T s e ES 7RI
A AT o] FIHA HAlE daAoM dEe] S ‘ﬂT—L HAES shalth. ]l 7Hd &
50 i, 3AF 249 5 s o] Hojdt vy A (manager)= {5 5 ARFO BeHEA S8 ReA
ol wEbd Ade G F (S, HAULR)E 2hs vHol S AEste] AREshs Aol Aot fA YA
ol o] WAZE Hi= /el w7 ob T 22w, 5ol Hopd miy Ak ke =2l =
WA o w vrojE AdEste] AU olde Al vk 7Hg el &, ©ed g (E Aol A2 d) el
Aol BAYLTE W2 wj A& ARSsks Ao, aea B oY Be o] 2 5o Aol
YA 2TE 52 WiAE AFEShs Aol &A= Aot
HI
= - :
= r -
= .
1] . 4
+ .
= ’
3 .
— ;
e "
LG
LO HI

Richress
a9 3. wiyA e v old e @AYt EgiAd e #A)

o] o] &3} 7] 9] AEH

5
re
-4
il
rlo
Jlm
&1'

24 AT Aol A3} F e ool tHEre WS
JEste] 2R3 e e ol dAAAE Ul 2

d o7t} v=e] CEO 7} %E\JQ Z}ﬂ/‘}% RS =,
I ARREe]l St B WS HHE QR sk ZlojojA M oA E VA A = SHLE Avhs WE
Aok AZE 7] witol gk AT, 2, o)WY delu s gldEo] Fa vFA Q] WEH s J = o]
wEm 7HAsttE Holl A AbalAQl BA R o= §1 e B E &9 Ay Alold s 2 Flo] AdsithE

Ar T2 ol adAoIem 279 B A5l ol& AFAH o= STt (Daft, Lengel, & Trevino

[e)
1987; Fulk & Boyd, 1991). 18}, Fa} A28 A= ¢=3t @ A4S BA=dl (53] olvldelyt
Usenet 7722159 4-¢), AlRto] 5 o] 29 siitxlo] dojste A+7F oA Al | Aot} (Rice, 1987;
Rice & Gattiker, 2000; Rice & Love, 1987).
A o)A gre AT A3z ol & Aol T AALE Beiged, o] v WA Aee v

mtelg) Ay o o] HlAERA A B A7) o] oleh= Holith. thA Wb g1 27} vl o]
WAElo] om, o)Al 27 Aks] gl omow 2 JPAg vATE A4S URE gadAd o
o} 591 Ao] HAERA T} 4, AHLH A 2 A0l 4R} WatE e AL Al ES @A ol

LB BRea Mefo] Hlo] vrol ¥R ol £oleka Relx glovt o g wo] itk ol gl el A%
ASAA T, vtie] HA 2 ol 28 Ateke] vt AU Theol £o® Zheste] s o] oJnl g o
%2 % sk,



& AFELS o] HjRE Wol 5o, HA s A 789 A3 Al "ol #AE 7=, o] Wl thFEHA
27 B o] AF3] % gk (Social Influence) T3 &2 AFS| A H X 2] E'%(soual information processing
model)°]t}. (Fulk, Schmitz, & Steinfield, 1990; Fulk, Steinfield, Schmitz, & Power, 1987; Salancik
& Pfeffer, 1978; Walther, 1992).
o] o] A= A2 AFYAlA vl A& =ZX] 4=&(adoption), ©]-&(uses) A4 A7 A ==
HZm 22 ol tigh 124 (perception) Bl A 24| 3149 Ao} A0 oA 55+ Aol ofe,
ol & T8l A, 24, 2w T 73U A AR AR ] FfrellA vxETE A 7Hdeka vk
(social information processing). thA] &3, 3 7iQlof| Al o] WU 3} 72 Bl ZEE A )t
74 (perception), Bl = (attitudes), & it /‘}*O“(uses) T ol A9 54 Oﬂ 7191517 wji-o] 7]
Hohe 2% F54 AL Fetelrt Hlas 24 9] 78, AFEHA A (A A aLR Foll) e =
H Az 2 Aol gk Azto] T = o] P =7 wtolgb= Aol
o] ¢} 22 o] Wl mr]o] gAY~ O]EE’J ASAA A7 A jle 2AE =S o7 E
A s Rk ol e, FRAAR ZA dH| ] AEES FAA AP a8 A0 S vieke
3] AM(firms, organizations)®] ¥ S A EF E%EP gy, o] - ATE, P YA YA ATl
H]?‘SH/H ASHO R 7| 7F o g o] AT o]¥ ol frE= g TA(F4, 3AF )l =
ddo] HasaA o tisfiA 7= HTH o] ddos F9 AIEEY BT s SA 5= 3o
%8 ARMA, ol 1 o] BZehe 79 AMEES W HEE St 3lo] &2 AR o digh
oiEo] AN7] wiEo)ar, whekol] F ¥ Hol &2 Flolgkal shohd, F9A Sl ik 7l e]
2|7} (perception) S A dHch= Zlo] 7] G4 942 2ol dl7] wEot} (Rice, 1993a, 1993b; Rice &
Aydin, 1991; Walther, 1992). =, “A}3] 4 °§ o] g Wel= Aol A @A oA Kabar, ek 1Rs
gt ete 2380] 1 Ji/le] ZFA AL Qe H A s 2 A ol tigk Aztell E3gH] of W £ AlgES A
Fas] W E A A e gk FAlo] o 5 EPL Aot} (A} el #afjA = v =, Fulk et al.,
1990; Fulk & Steinfield, 1990; Fulk et al., 1987).
Rice (1994a; 1994b) = o]#l &1 wrul o] o]g] 98 FE 3l wote] s 2 37 % (network) <]

2
0+

BT S SR 2L ATk Rice & 24 AL A A3t APke SR Adel] W] F9)
FRES oudthe /Hgnchs B B0l AHeEE 28 52 % (proximity) e 1S AHEste],
9 AAS ST o] Ar(Zo], WY 5)E =43 T o] 2 o] &3} %—&t}i ”EH(Slgnlflcant others)&
w2 Ago] urh A e Au el e Bge wel Foha Fgsach 24, AF Ade oh

A1 (relational), 2] %138 (positional), 18|21 37+ (spatial)2] = Hol A —i—

A Aeld 284 Bie B89 ME o g /o] ¥ et B2 AFyAlel S sh=rH(H =,
frequency)®] 545 7o R IHEE ek 21, ARy Aold e o] B AbHES 11 vk A2t
TRHETE AT 7Hg skl Ao dnk A9 P2 dAPRTE ¥ FFEQ0 ME o 24 A YA Z2
AFOH 2 39 FEE)S 7R AR ES st A3 FE5ste AbE o] fARIER vk SRl =5
AoletE= 7FA alel], AU F-o Ao] %2 o7 =2 (structurally equwalent) FHE FEtA A FEHA
EIEF Ao 2 T L g i B2 A AT ks E U B2 AR YAl AR A, HIE A

)< sHAlE AL, whEba] 23 o] ol ZHg sk B2l A AR E S8k T3 (B AAIEE A2
o % 1 3=F).

olo] mE AFA A7 dHA o2 A APEAY o2& THeE R
et} d 01

4 o
o ol

Ae oA,

=
gAY 2 o] 2ol 1] A

B RAE Aol Ae) Q] Weo] T olaE Ao s Rl wE v
MEHoleba wobEolAm ek, 9] AT AT 249 HAERA £§, A, 90 oA 24
TAAZ] ALRA WA (D)) FLE GBS Arhe AL ANFHE AL BB, Au A2Y G0 gofA

olel 7 2 A g

A stoto] A= Aol oluglE Agolehe A 9
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