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Self-Control and Satisfaction with Gender and Sex-Role Identity in Korean
and American College Students
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ABSTRACT

The impact of gender, sex - role identity and cultural background on self - control behaviors was
studied with the use of reports from 410 college students(201 Koreans and 209 Americans), who were
administered both the Bem Sex Role Inventory and the Missouri Self Control Instrument. Gender, sex -
role identity and cultural background significantly affected self - control and satisfaction. Regardless of
cultural background, males showed a higher level of self - control and satisfaction than females.
Androgenous students from both nations used a higher level of expressed/yielded self - control and more
satisfied than the students with other sex - role identities.

There were some differences in self - control between the Korean and American students. For the
American students. the level of expressed self - control was the critical factor in explaining self - control
behavior, whereas the level of yielded self - control was the critical factor for the Korean students. This
was explained as a phenomenon of culture - bound relationships. Regardless of sex and sex - role identity,
the level of satisfaction of Korean students was significantly lower than that of American students.

The present results suggested that Korean students have some sort of conflict between self - control and
satisfaction. The conflict can probably be attributed to the recent influx of western culture emphasizing

goal - oriented control.
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©
=1 e
=2

%
A
xd
z}7]

U]— 3;

control )
14874 ¢
{ expressed self — controlESC ) |

1R
=3

wEE
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8o x7)EA
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o
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#23 mE et 4,

AaagAEH A71Ed 2 A7 A wErete] g

9

27154 HEE(SATYSC )& BE ®& 41
3t 271 A o= Az BnEFaevtE FHE
), o] HEE ZYETFE Y T Fuel 2]
A9 284S FHEE ndHUt
2708 & ez & oyl Ao £& =7
SA(ESC)IS dHe AZEA(YSC e
Mz el glgol wareng ¥ HEvh A
2 EYyAo] ZHEHAt. o] A7z dAE
AFEH A Ars 2@ =AYV EA(ESC
)7F 0.79, R 9 A7) EA ( SATYSC )& 0.919]
Bath MSCI %Y 83ded =33
7] 8t 1 = 7F EA4 & F( desire for control
19} €53 assertiveness ) #-& ©F e 2
F= ¢ vebd ga vk Ao
Ao AztFE FASTS HF
#F3 nE de 4 Auadg vhd
Rt 2 grel 27 FA o 9
zero ¥ EE
Aolegt 7t E & Ark. oAn) Aol
A g8e] 271 A (ESC ) EAST, HE9
A7) EA( ESC )¢ B3¢ Hx(by Rathus )7t
o] @A E 7zt 0.18% 0.2001 At FR 9]
2715 A (YSC ek FA 87, FRo 27154
(YSC )9l @538 HAxxs —0.049F 0.010)A
Ae 28 #7154 E el = A
o HE 7HAV F ¥

& A & o
Atekel H&Ee] Ar|EA7E 29 ©EE FEd
ek AR A BEG ogucte Foloh
Bol A7 EAE AL T FaF ol F BA
7b gl #¥attt. o] MSCI= 5¥o2 +4
# Lickert type & Hx g2 BdY 27 EAE
13 (e g2 784 & 8 e 5
4 U wol AVIBAE so)A], w

1=
wixE

01«00

o|t

H)«Oﬁ"

=) 7]
25 g8

old du

A g i‘l &e

&

—-99—

Fxr 13("Ue U] 7184 Frd o ¥
SR ) RE SH (U] 271 A Aol
S wEF) 72 sbg HA A Ho Ya
dro A7 FAE 1 (Ui ol 4ge e
aE U @ol #4307 ¢E 53 (“Ux o
W 2ge de a2tz A wolEo)x 2§
o) 7], e d REEE 1Y (YolF BUE
2R E 5wl HERHA A g3y
stA o] vk, A WA AEFgolA HAHH
HEE oz Pzt g 2z &9 Iz
9] 4 W= 5—-18540] ®Hrh

Fad APAEE st otsd BA A7
FAER 5Wo] Y Ao 2tz Wl Eq

2 #3g sty ghEo] 3t ol F o] AR
1 R obFATRIe} T A& wmEH
hAl g sk h

o] B3¢9 HALSt AFAF o] A A E:
0.73—0.939 Wl AU WA A==
Cronbach @ =0.83—0.922] ¥M9l2 ZAiHdog
W BA7E gloka #dsiA a2 AbS-Erdch

-

#

(e}
=

3. 917 ER

19881 % 119 &
79l
o) ¢

£33 24 CHgw 2l
&9 ?leEH’e} AT AA A9 §l°ﬂ B2

28 9 &7,

154,

B==N
T

o) 0] AbgH(A,

3L
O

=3
2

A

oA e A
ol AR R

#7)8 A5 51 AREA
s o7l E &

A st7] sl F 99
9] wh& BSRI A egstAl sz o
ghe MSCI & 9 g&std . A&
Ao Kgtn A S viao Mot TAF
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10 RERGTE FH 8-

89d 9¥ ¥ 12
F =7t BF 408 =

Fz7h AL An A ge
4 A9 gAAES
A2 825Ath

4. XtgEM
o] et el 4% & 2509 F vlFA o) of
R 7

A= 3
g 20959} 3o AL g 2154 F viebgdl
HEAE AQF 201% F 41058 ¥4 gz
Aekth. Bem o 498 #AF A 2334, 44
A degE Jepda JAEdA gy 4o
BHF3 3 Missouri self — control 7ol ] 3)

A7 g §4 2 AEE g5 Ads 2

(A)xa4( GAA ) x2(F3H) e 39 o
EAHEA( Three way MANOVA )& A AI8H%

Aol A froldt dtg Y 3¢ +
Aoz o= FHHUANAM 1FZ zol7t Aw

(# 3 &= ¥ 0l thatle|

g %ot B7] st FAME TS T3S
At ZE HAAAA #o] £EL 5%
dtRen B gAAEE SAS/PC & o438
ATH SAS Institute, 1985).

A
4

ol}l

N. 23 g =9

5 v E el BEel G, d484 &
4A ¢ Missouri Self — Control Instrument
of o ZAHE AV1EA G HFHF7H (R
2% (& ol HdEz A Aol

(B2 8= % 0| CHatMe| Ay, oMM 5

AR HE

E s 344 e A48 FHx
g F(N=201) 4.17 4.83
ol = (N=209) 4.77 5.59

dAgFNAn X7 IEH HEES

= 7b shgEQ) HN) WIN) AN E448(N) A44(N) oE3H(N)

gy {101) (100) (58) (43) (54) {46)
ESC 113. 99 109. 41 116. 64 112,40 109. 35 107. 63
YSC 115.68 110,29 115,50 116,02 109. 52 111. 10
SATESC 113.03 107. 42 118.40 109. 49 106. 09 105. 52
SATYSC 114.75 108. 96 117.76 112.88 108.20 107. 80

n= (105) (104) (59) (50) (54) {46)
ESC 118.03 111.80 118.40 113. 04 113.42 114.41
YSC 110.02 104. 60 106. 90 104. 70 108. 62 109.15
SATESC 126. 31 119. 04 129.60 ~ 123.48 118.11 118. 61
SATYSC 126.13 119.48 129.78 124. 96 117.78 117.76

ESC: 5#d9 #rv|%¥4, YSC
SATYSC : R e} 27|54 ghHe
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D okne) 7%,

SATESC : £89] #7154 Ex



#=9 v2 gl

4, A98AAHH AU 84 2 AVEA NEEee] #4411

1. 8= CHEHAd2| g, HASIMZY A7 EX|
g it el A, 4G HAgol A7 EA
od JIFg nl ] 7He dotr vl st 2(4d)
4G EA Az 94 Two Way MANOVA &
sttt o4 HEole Wilk's Lamda & A&
FAL BE FAFEL a=0.052 AU
A (E4)9) 2ok AP A egR e 7zt
271 ZA el v e AAE Blon, ol ¥
A7te] 45 e arye BHEHA FU

¥ OlN
o r

(E 4 o, 99gmyHzol e st= hstde
X7 |EH0fl 248 Two way MANOVAS|

a1
W 9 Wilk's Lamda F P F
A 0. 94743 2.6357* 0.0355*
AAd 4 7B 0.83811 2.4957* 0.0355*
AXB 0. 93361 1.1026 0. 3554
*p{0.05

olel g Aot ol FEAANMY 1§ 7
AE7HE ohuy] A T4z
cd hEge e 2

& 42
o 2
o om
F oN 2
2o S
ﬁ' [« H
ok
M 3R
Lo
ol

(& 5) &= CHEHe] X7 |E Mol UM Edzh

3 989 fa Je

o4~ 34

%89 2724 (ESC) -7.29/-1.75*
ok o] %714 (YSC)H -8.04/-2.74*
£89 7)%4 BHEL(SATESC) -9.07/-2.15*
g9 47184 WEL(SATYSC) -8.75/-2.83*%

* p{0.05
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(& 50l 28t A A7 A, Fre] 27
24, 82 2724 BEE, oy el 27 ER
HET V] o BRA H 1zke] xo]lE B
o Fz7t GAET HHEAH, FRH A7 EA
EFE T @Wol gAtstal 2o Wig HEE T
2 Aoz vetyrh o] Z3E Ganong #
Coleman (1987)9] v]=- tigt4) tde] <ol A
AR AR FR AT wdho]gHo® o
ZEAd v Fae E6 2@ ol
22 2ge] A7 8AE, Azte £EHL %4
BAQA A7 EAE o Bol dASeE JdH

AT/ A"t A7t ofE4le 23sn

3

4&@%-Mwab»4ﬂﬁ-ﬂ@ﬂ JGFs W

EEED)

r{r

#3e XP"’]%ﬂlt c}_‘i‘.g 71 BAE Al
A YARSEA] £8 Eolel 1 AR o)
M Zpqle] Ao X FHH o R HolEo]
v HE7E FE&% A 2ok o] A At i
Arch F4 o o9kl 712 ZEohEA( Scar,
1979) %2354 & o wWol Uehlia 34 EH?‘SP
TEE Woy 0 Al#e =55 ¢ B8
©}+=( Silverman et al., 1970)%2] 944 )rg} d
A& A gk S ALS B U RS R AL
olMe QA ER st Eul 53, &7
ojn| gl Tl ojA kg Hel 7S 7Y
st 3 2ok 2 q A Eo] ARl g g o]e gt
FHE YEsgod A48 A7 FdAE
AR SR il g A BAISRE SteRE 22
238t 1 dAe FPHeE fAste FHl
A gz HEold 4 Qla o 2w 2pal
1 Aui =7 @ g flob e Al & 24 E
slcka wl A 2o 28 BAFH Y At A
71—.7&% o =74 gopa e ¢ JRh o

F

o



Ao el ti@ A FGrkE AFEA H
I( Sappenfield ¢+ Harris, 1975) 7 A #&8 3}
Yo 27| 5H BEE & Hog PAtsatA R
ol oL Eol] Yk BET wg A %A UE
o)t

ZolE Holw z7IEA e 4 A E9)
l IEE S veh e BEE S A4 E
AoR W (F 6) #oh Y] wdel o]
FH A7 BA, HEe A EANFE ¢og
FREE Holn Atk Frel AT EA I} =
el Gk ATAt 7hg F83 adde
FEY graict

(H 6) 3= L&)l U0{A| Missouri Self-Con-
- trol Fde) HHAY B Mg

g ol Ale 28 AV FARY R
o A71FA 7 v & " ES ARSI o= £
A wf Boll A dZHAUY uket ol gFele
oMy FA AFAA Hroh Ao e #
%3*‘" Hol o Fo¥E JEhd Foh
AAERA el wE o]t o=
7105+ }3 dotr 7] &) FANETL AF
& e 1 438 (E Dol AAEAct F
34 HEe A4, vEs dede A7 EA
o BEo A olE RHol YA e
o] A7 FAE A 2T 3 FAAA GolE
Ark 44 HeEe A4 FedeE YR
71EA ok FH el RV EA WEEo A, u sy
= EE AV, Fue) AINEA, Fr
o A7 A TEEAA RfolF Holw o P4 nt

59

Chit =

& 9 9 9 q4 4 goa o] 58 AN E ol = WM E Aol v} B
£39) A7) $A(ESC) 0.3004  0.3048 FHA @k, Al AoiA F4
¥yl 47 %4YSC) 0.4661  0.4897 A el 2R AEA, drel A71eAE
289 4754 Bzx 0.0393  0.0480 2 7P A AR ) W R
{SATESC) Uttt ol Aol dEldor A%sHA H&
Fuel A7 g4 WEE 0 0.2006  0.2121 s mdeln &3 adxer dAdnte
(SATYSC) ol d-&ste) FAdA e Abgo]l A&7, A7)

(HE 7 8= chatdiel X780 UM HABHHZZE SAMER #2H
H] kmi A 51
e FAM -4 -GN RIS Y- AR -niEE A -
ESC 3.75/10.82% 9.74/ 8.38* 5.18/12.84™ - 7.12/ 1.02  -2.02/5.46 0.35/9.19*
YSC 2.26/ 9.70% 4.32/ 3.29% 0.49/ 8.29* -10.19/-2.81*% -5.38/2.20 1.01/8.81*
SATESC  8.37/16.25*% 4.52/13.29% 8.75/17.01* - 7.74/ 0.94  -3.50/4.64  -0.60/8.54
SATYSC  5.89/13.23% 0.48/ 9.28% 5.90/14.02* - 9.08/-0.28% -3.65/4.45 0.24/9.92*
ESC: gde =7]%4, YSC: grel 1754, SATESC: B€9 7|54 wEx,

SATYSC ;
* pl0os

Fuel A7) EH BEE
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g2 n2 g 4,

AAEAANZ A71EA 2 A7 A HEeee] #A 13

4l o] FAHA, A4, TEste

h
agnd o ED A4 2 BISS o 330

4

2 Eo=( Eman 7 Morse, 1977) A7 ZA#s}
= 84 e A 2o

EF Nevill (1977)& A3 A vl A& <4
Ha Fedo] Zon G AFEL 27 ( self
£ Folstil &3l vhg ARER gl
THAE FHANZ § dda st o]hH £40
| Abo g sl ZEY A7IFA, ¥
HO| A7) 54 B5E w4 A st 13
doz 408N VEEE B4 U
e Ao &MEn oy ydd 4449
A BA d9E AdHoe MHsA sln
%A BE5S FHIHLE FEYE ol T
o] A4z #HA dvktn AV Shapiro
(1983)= @ Fro A7 EAE ZFUA &
ALete Atgdo] B4 BHERVE VMY BE Holg
7bastdth, 28ly Ganong (1987)2] -7 At
ol i) AR G Atge) Y X
de] FAE 7MY #A PArsta 2o g jEE
Ex 7hg AT 4l Aol 28 2 4
Hol A7 BAE A PArtete s old o]
U A F XY 2 EAHE SR 2 E

o
o2
o,
o

o

A Brh of @ol PAgche FHojrh e v
AT dupe g2 Ao A FEA A
ol Shapiro 2] 7Hdoll F§EA 8 2 FH 9
A7 EAE HleEA A AL 29 mE
_ ©l%= Shapiro 9] 7Hde] &
3o wel 24 dedE dFse A 2o

AAEFHALT A7 BA A FdFel @
HEg Vel v $EESES (E §oiA 2
B gro A7 A, ¥ A7 EA, SR
A7 %A nER, 28 AVFA UEFEE Fo
2 BHAAY FARE BT SR AE
A7b = e AP AR Y Hoy
7 F8% aQlollew ofd wis| HHe
N84 BETE AAEAA LA JDU o)
& HAHste 8]le] HA Ry

dEder A A9E8RANEL &5 g
o] A7 FAlo FFE wAH ARy Paivl
ohE ol wls] B4 Fdo] BE ¢ dne
A715ANE o Hol FAbstar 271 EA WAL A
Thol} thgt NEE 3 o, E3 T s
AolA Fre] AFA(YSC )7t hE dH9
vl Fa ol iz

nEEE 7MY E

(E 8 8= CHEMMIo] AUOIA Missouri Self-Control Instrument Ho{o| MASAEMZIY THH S
3 9 94 49 ¥4 o34 wad A n| &3}
Bl 27 EH 0. 2847 0.2979 0. 2988 0.2812
¥y o] z}7])E | 0. 4850 0. 4593 0.4910 0.4715
Ed9 A7NEA wER 0.1366 0. 0765 0. 0769 0. 0854
GH o 27 EA UHER 0.1946 0.1948 0. 2083 0.1915
2. 0|= CHEMe| M, MAFEMZLUD XIS T vHEXE ol 9§ oY o
H| BEAEA Ay (B 9ol AlAHe g A, A

ol = g el A, AAEAA Gl A7IEA
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14 REEGE F % -5

4 HETE FAROE o= F& WAl 7]
AE AS 27 A BANATG AFL 8

Har 2 A (F 103 #oh

(9 0= gl o, MAsyxziol we
X7 |EHMjo| 28 Two way MANOVA &

o}

W9 Wilk's Lamda F PyF
A 0.8923  5.9767 0.0001*
AAd3 4B 0.8534  2.6976 0.0015*
AXB 0.9068 1.6449  0.0759

* p{0.05

(E 10) 0|3 CHaH2| Xb7| S0 U0t
2 SAEITZ

3 9 W 9 v i F ek

o4 —4
g9 A7) EA(ESC - 8.59/-3.87*
okg 9] 27 EA(YSC) - 8.11/-2.73*
289 27158 HEZ(SATESC)  -10.48/-4.06*
FH 9 H7iER BHEL(SATYSC) - 9.90/-3.40*

* p {0.05

(10014 AN L vhsh gol 47154 9] YA}
HEE BRA FUYIY ol F mel Fuk.
A Azt BHE g 4715 B
& ol Wol PAFST o) hE VEE EH ¥
ol & tfegel Wizt zfolsh fatsind
o ek HHw e Thegel Aot go) of
% % ok

ol% thetgel QelH %A el we

dud gddse] Al R 1D 2oh

LI

L

(E 11) OIF CHEHOI QUOIM Xi|SH| oio|
Ay BEESe| A

& 9 4 9 o 4 A
F89 471 EA(ESC) 0.6331  0.6658
ok o] 771 EH{YSC) 0.4788  0.5034
g3 4754 BEL -0.0077  -0.0004
{SATESC)

FHe A4NEA BEL 0.1666  0.1708
(SATYSC)

GE 1ol gsbA g8 A7iEA), FRe =
ANEA, ¥R A7 EA HEE, HH R E
A VEE Fo8 FAEE Bolx Utk = 4
A g v gl guzke kg B
o] Mma) 1 Yt RS mA| x7]%H ol)

ol Aw &g Aogy RUX=
A AU R BolFol YR
A7V 5 A 7F ZE( self sufficiency )3 &< )2
FUde Fzde Fa ATy dFg da gl
E & gl Fex7t 7HE FUW ¥

A Mol AR Fuat NS L) 9T

g w3 e nE fegelAE 25 Aol
B AGH ANFA L G A RN 7
3 Fa%7 ¥e 990z e o 4

"rh (& 39 sh= 2 os it A, A
g E 274 AedA Y Anrdew
B3 giEtlel AL EHe 27| EA %y
271 A A57F vl Lst AL Fr ol 784 A
F7b w2 v vE gEde] Fes 299
A7 BA Ayt dRe AV Heg Hs

E el A Fglo] ¥ vEltE ZdMxm
& F doh

T3k ol wakEa Aul vl gl o]
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ot v iy A, daEgAdd A71EA 94 A7 vEegde #4415

Me AdegRgdAad a7 #Egeng o ﬁzle @47 98t BAAETL AEE 8y
T AL E JADT 2ol E Ko b, 2 dae (F 129 2o
(B 12 O|= cigtaie] AP |EHof UM MASH2ZE SA[AZ 72t
Hj i 3 14
a9l
FAA-dAHA NG PR -vEE G- dAA-oREl g - R
ESC 1.64/ 8.32* 1.84/ 8.88* 0.65/ 7.33% - 3.17/ 3.93 . -4.37/2.39  -4.35/ 2
YSC -5.59/ 2.15 -1.89/ 6.29 -6.09/ 1.59 - 6.60/ 7.91  -4.25/3.19  -8.41/-0.49* -

SATESC  6.78/16.20*% 1.41/10.83™ 6.46/15.52* - 9.87/-0.87* -4.80/3.80 0.59/ 9.14*
SATYSC  7.23/16.77* -0.17/ 9.80  7.20/16.83* -11.42/-2.94* -3.91/3.95 3.16/11.24*

ESC: 39 7%, YSC: %re] x71%4, SATESC: 89 A71%4 &g,
SATYSC : %kH 9] 27 & wHEL

* pl0s

(& 12y o3t¥ v)= gt o 34 dte oAMm Fdd Fde] AVNEA WMERIL EA
g4 9 vEst ddne Fre AEFAE HEEA. 28y v REge A&
Aeolst BE ool M Fold 2ol Holw Ganong (1987)2] 7 A ket o] YA 1F0)
A4 Aude 289 A7 wE g FH HEo A7 5AFE FBY A7) B4 B} fos)
o] 71 SA TEEAM, g4 HuHe A=A BASEATH ol 5 gkl o] 399
o A7EA BHEHEE 2 Fro A7EA ?}%EE Uz A0 Fgde Atdel #d ¥ ¥
oA zto]lE Bt 443 HdH v Es 4 Bel A7 EAE 7 Wol BAEA g Fr1A] 9|
i ol gk ol AR FUrh F FEA FAFEo) g=e Aeoe 2wl v¥EHA g
Ak & 1580 389 EAE o 8 & Yepdth
of A3t 1o e UFTFE T AT G o5 tf ey o] A7) A Gl wE ddEA
o] A7 EME 87 o]E Ko|x @I 19 Ao BE3d4E Ay GE 139 2.

g pEEE o Eoh oA 1% Bkl 9

(B 13) Oj= CHslHof 20{A Missouri Seif-Control Instrument 240i2| AMOI&tA x|z HH st

3 949 9 34 44 HAaAd )23}
#neo] 2 EA 0.6031 0. 6018 0.5772 0. 6090
Gr el 27 EA 0.4294 0.4511 0.4227 0. 4539
x2do] AV EA HER 0. 0068 -0.0124 -0. 0053 -0. 0102
FHo 7 EA TEE 0. 1861 0.1534 0.1883 0. 1487
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16 RELDEE FH o &%

(E 130N AAE vheh o] AR 7
419 B 5o 47154, dne A7) 5
BHER, 389 AV|EA HEEY Fo2 FQ
7} vehtn ok @ e A9 guel

1%

RLE W ) Yol B8 A715A 7
A RPNt Aol F g wol Msta g
g o5 Yok

MY Y HYFAFE vIF e 2
A§A 22k G AR YR dxuc
¥ Y ¥R A7)EAE wol PArstn 1o
He BEEE ¥u $Y4 el tE 4y
YAz g 5de 47184 F o YA
aol U VEE Y Fu AFA DERE
A MR 4 2 AN RTA HolF B
o A71FA JQ WHPFE 2A 07 o
staol doldE EH A7 FA} FAT

]

(o] A
Heldg & 4 olrt

3. 0] &= CHEtYe] JAEHMHY A&

Hje| dim

(B 14 28, dASENH, do| IE 1I|S
Hlojl 248t Three way MANOVA i3}

=] ol Wilk's Lamda F
#3HA) 0.79231 25.6228*
Hgg4=)2(B) 0.89575 10.4592*
2(C) 0.92683  7.7165*
AXB 0.95355  1.5644
AxC 0.99687  0.3069
BxC 0.96560 1.1486
AXBXC 0.95191  1.6214
* p0.05

A7 EAo] vl Be] ATE Lot BRI
2e(2)xAGREAL(4) XA (2)2] 4Y o
G RAEME AT (E 10NN HH £34A
Welo] fojste mel ALk

A7 A o= sewlel M BTt Folg
HoleA g d4Hpny EANTN 2ES &

Ha 1 Aes (8 159 gk

o

(HE 15 AP[SH0l ANM 2282t SAILIZ|F2H

¥ ow oy ow

g 9 4 <
o= — g
TE 7 EH 1.37/ 5.06*
okw o] z}7] £ -7.60/-3.76*

10.20/14.70*

xdo A7 EA -
= 8.72/13.18*

FR e 27 FA

=
!
b1

2
I

* p{0.05

(F 150 M AAIE vhol go) A71EA 9] 49
o TEolAM B}t Apo]E MLk n= it
o] B¥Y IEA, Hd 2V BA VEE,
Fro AVEA PERAM O B HFE B
R 2 AL | F oty Boh gFue )
NEAAATL O B F5E BAt oe
A A wreh Lol vwe) xFHHo|L BHxR
FHQ V5w oot F4Holu AEH fu
2312 wAe nHsd =9 ulolw &),
gy @5 el Fx e AU EAE ¥ B
o] &AtatAT 1o thE WEEE WD ojeA
B "o A4S drel A1EA WAk A o
= Axe 25 7 tago] =71 Y

A AbERE A g

V. 28 9 Ad
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=3 vjs gy e 4, A48T A8 2L 275 W

5zl #A 17

B A7 5HS AV8A /8 2 A7) %A
c!}-Z:Eﬂ. k) kl(ﬂ@-i-“?l— _‘?_i}.o“ [L}a. C}E 7-]]
Hetterh? 280 ofd goo A lojg B
o]=71? & GolH iz ol AN A7 2
T o 2 HE0] et A, §
o oelE e AZdM e FEHoE dAv)
AE T HEH 27 FA, FEY ANEAE
EA WA e gleon, oo W MEEE o &
o A, dAA8 AP & Ao v 58
2GR AV FAE A YAED don, o
A g HEre o oh A, A7) 5A 99
T AT 4498 A sl F2 e
Fxol e Frel 27| FAoli, vlgde #
ol A71FAolth, YR, nlE thEAyo] ulg)
She St & R o] AU EAE o Bo| F4A}
A gk C1o] Wi Rl ddlH o g dol x
71 EA g HEee] 2ol ASE FAEL o

iy
e
b
3
a)
b
iz

shel ol fojxl

dut gojnl Az vlfo] oz B ohata
o AolN molt ERL HAE AV AT
7} A8 4 glojof $rkn Aztdh. HAAA

4ARYAY, £E 4 L AN EA) hB A7
7 388 1497 2an Yemz goze)
ATE AWA7)7) AN E of Ropol thE o
o Zuwol A 77t dasolor & Aolh

# AT AgE A7EA FPETE v
ool AE Aolmg S Aot
Aol wA Az, Adats 2ol
"lojgtn waEch

19,_

ol 7 3

2 3

Ll

Mo
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