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A Study on Expert Testimony in Product Liability Litigations

Sa Kil Kim - Seong Nam Byun

Department of Mechanical and Industrial System Engineering, Kyung Hee University, Yongin, 449-701

The objective of this study is to provide guidelines for expert witness in product liability lawsuits. The
expert testimony is one of the powerful methods to mitigate the burden of the proof in product liability
litigations. However, it has been seldomly accepted as a reliable evidence by trial judges because the
_ expert's testimony has sometimes turned out to be illogical and unreliable. In order for the expert
testimony to be admittable in the court, the expert should have a thorough understanding of his/her role as
an expert witness and follow scientific methodology whose soundness has been generally accepted by both

industries and academy.
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F7F FAlexpert testimony)ol] thet Hx 9| BY 7|FL Al
%+ B3| = Frye v. United States 24%(Frye v. United States, 293
F. 1023, D. C. Cir,, 1923)0|t}. HE7} FA & & HHPAL A
Bohe §9A19 AEHA AN AT GAIE o] §H T
a8 AR FAGAM o]F A5 AR Ao HA
A JAAHA Fsttt 29 945 WH-E AU AGA A o
BhE o 2 QAHI g AMEEE SHEEHE £84;
general acceptance)S AHE-31A] W3k W Eoltt o) f Z+F
Bl - A AFO|ME Frye 25 AWHHA $8490] o
HE7L 4L e Qb e 543 HH =2 Q43
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AE7INA 2 gajee] QA BAE d5S JFehe 7
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AAQ wdv|Foz 48 5 A Bk

Daubert A 4+(Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, 509 U.S.
579, 1993} AZEYQQ gl Yo AR7F FAE AT
1A% AHdth Davbert 242 HEVF FA0] Hude %
S Y53 Fe A FH M E A AL E, o] F Az2E
e agoH A&7 FA U3 71E S A Fse BHE QA
453 9lthe HollA 231t} Daubert 2240l i3l 3.1
Aol A AFA| 3] Ak

A&g nleh o] AR EAYASE ] AZRE0| 7
dtebo)) ma} deksiAn 1 e}, AESE T o A ¢
Zolu} A3tz Hajote] AAHAE EHFH o2 {5317 9
e AE7 FA 28 Fute] glok =3 2 e 2
AZZYYHE 1 FHOZAN AAET Q7] W&o = A
H addA AR Fd0] % F8A AR U
(Product Safety & Liability Reporter, BNA, 2001). -$-2j1}2} HA] of
97} opde, FpA YL 4 02 s el AZEHY
welstol A 2] AFS A HEV FAY Bado] AV
g3 ok 2y yel AV HAAAN A8 F
o] e s7] ¢35 /1R A a0l B AFE7HEA
uh Bof o x| 2jo] AFg ejoitt. wetA gto 2 WA
3 2 AxEYALFoiM ARHo| 1 HFHRA AEIL F
A& &7 93 HHEAQ A7 gesit & AlMe
A E7} ZN(expert witness)oll T Al AFE B3l AEH S
Aol th gk 4] A Q3 F-& wehg AR sz} gk

2. A 4FA AL 5

2195 49

a$dA A (fact)e] EA7F AHA] 2 A5, BT
£ B4 L U E vg A L ZAR U] ¢ H(dangen
& Eolmonprofino] EAE 4 Utk o1& U4F AY
(burden of proof)o] 2} KM H, 1999). oW B0l & We G
AAbeE 2 A el didkd 158 #9g Atk F, AR BA7L
B8l Z2A31A e AFx YL om #A & i
of sh=d), o|m) wete] 7]Fo] H& Aol vt Y% Aotk

A& uie} Zo] AZRENYLF 45 AYL WMrphE
oA EHAEAe] 43 Yol B At o] iR
LA AZREIYa$oM A &30 B, 2P
ZA a2l Ase At AAFAE Sk ot Al
ZE AL 94337 8 LuAdrlE, A9ESVIE,

Fde712S H43l1 9lon, 1 8o S48 Z5l o
A AE7+e] ZAKinvestigation)tt A] B(esting), 4 B (experi-
mentation) 52 53] 2FEL YFTh £ AT T}
At o e YF& AT AXE9 HAFANMEH v}
At FA7A) old ok} 71eda, T ARER 8] W

A% Tj3lol i BEE olsht lolok sk A, HE
7 ZANA SFoke] BEAE BY AZEE Q3 W37}
AT ARBAE YFEH] Asl AES AG ¥
of oig 94 % A% slale) Ao Al AxBe AY e
9 grslo Bk

22 A7 FAN AXEAYLF VA= Y

Aed ukel 2o] Davbertd] AZEHYLFLE HuF AE
7t} FAE 83T A%, Y19 AzEF A3 T3
E AATAL ficke BAZ ohR AT AZEALLE
A HE7F Fo] A2 AgE Adoln, AF FHAA
85 Daubere 92l (Daubert principlesy= Ao 3 Ay
4033 (Federal Rule of Evidence 403)o]] ¥H4 5 ¢}

AZEYQQAhSNM ARV FAL aiF AxEY] 2%
AZ5-g viEs 293} Galohe ARAAE dFshe vl A-¢
FR% YO Z o] R HI glow, ol we} AEIHY dF
HHH E(methodology)©] wl-$- T8% HgoE wead ik
AE7tY F0] QA EHE R AFdA AE7HY] A
2 AT AR 71ES ATE Y HE 9F 2F
A AE7L FAE 283 AT Ut o] WE el Aud
o] A&7 £ A" R e 2%9 Y E H3dn A=
Hdo] op k.

T3 EFO]oJ AL} Carmichael®] A% HETL S0 BA
AARAQ 71522 AAE 9 o] thKumho Tire Co. v.
Carmichael, 119 . Ct. 1167, 1999 ©] 4o A Eo]oie] Aga}
Atag] QaEAE AZAY 20% 287t 29e A4
A Bt AE7H 4F W 0] Daubere Yol 2A3HA
2dthe #E 2 A

3. AHeds 4dd 544

£ A7e AZEAYL$Y FEV FAo HE HEHY
w2t & 4 = Daubert, Joiner 18] 3 Kumho Tire 424+ A}
HE B3l AZEHYLFAM Y ARV FAGTE £43)
Act.

3.1 Daubert 2% A}

JEa i KR

Mrs. Dauberts €} Al 0] Merrill-Dow Pharmaceuticals #) 2F3]
AL SHE W' olgke A AAEE ARAAFE 4S5
£33} ). 0] % Jason Daubert &} Eric Schuller 5 5 ¢] 7] ¥ o}&
294tk 199313 349 Daberts= 71§ o}e] E4to] WidEle] B8
7 B¥o] itk B8 Merrill-Dow Pharmaceuticals &) 2F 3]
AHE AU E AZEAYLES AVSES 28U 2F B
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o A7 2to] SI3hR WAL 7)o} 2T o7 At
WA gl Aoz Yehgth

2ol H AR 407 23R w9 7)Y &
K3he] 527} Qe 2 ¥17] 18} Docror Steven H.
Lamm®] 227} 3912 o] §34ich Lamm & WA Ee] 914 £
349 % QU 9F S e o8, AFH A7E 54
stol Wesie] B4 714ole] 24 k50 AT Qe g
Z% 3k W, Davberri= 33 o}o] 5 AL} 872
R EL RS BRI ERE BRI E
¥3l7] 918 W27 39S Z99T T2} Dubenr HE
H 3RS QAL 584 BEA7)R) £3ATH Davbenr
AR7RE 7 RoplH 2 LA BA AL SR gt
2 B ohje), ¥R 39 A9 WA B UF WS
AHg-3Hich A Lamms] 310] AB)H Ao} Daubere
£ A28

» Daubert 243} A&7} 5,

Daubert &% 23} A¥7}F 59L& #5321 Aojx #3H3
A ZAF Ao frhe AH o] FPH W FA Ui
Y 40320 Y= AT EG Davbert A% A, AL
HAE7E 599 A= 87 AR E FAEE AE 7] H(gae
keepe)®] 7|E0) vlEE QI OH BT EHH O HEIIE
AR & AT 143 S B QWY 7063 (Federal
Rules of Evidences 706)7F @115 %1t}

3.2 Joiner 4% A}

« A8

Robert Joiner= General Electric Company®] 2 9Jo]2ict. 1983
W GEAKE Wlel] 247} SiThe A3 tiRo] ZAlo] 34
3 ¥ir] 8718 st 2y WA e g
PCBs (polychlorinated biphenyls)7} 8510} 91217] o) %o} PCBs
9] wZo @& YPAo| A=A} Robert Joiners= A7) 7]
SA2A FAY |Y71E FEsiA HAdoh 28d 2A9)F
AFE Joiners W7 WAAE FFoj2A HAD 2P
WZHAE viATA =

1991, 37419] Joinere H L AA HAeH, 19 71F
Foll Hdel AE Algho] AN 27t B E HE A 2.8
A7) WE e 4A € AR ADHA 1993
Joinere U A8 HYE $A HAT 1= PCBsoll =FH A
o) A9 AE e BNt Aedn Hey
Joiner= General Electric Com.$} Westinghouse Electric Co. 8 A}t
E AZEHYLEE AV

Joinere= AE-7tol| A PCBso} ¥iQt7] WAlo] 2¢d F4
(furans)¥} o] & A (dioxins)0] H LS FhA|ZIthE AHdlel o
FUSE JHAL BRI FAE 53 o] AME WH 1
2y H Y2 PCBs7} Joinero] HY-& FUHAH T HEHH F

- ded

A7k AR HA] 9§31, Joiner7} PCBs, F8, Tho] 410l ;=25 %
& HA A7 Yok 2 & o

* Joiner 2% A7} F;

Daubert &:4+0] AE7F 59 HHEAHU 73 FHAA
thH, Joiner A%(General Electric Co. v. Joiner, 522 U.S. 136, 1997)
< AE7H F99 4F AR A =24 A4 (logical
connection)ol] T8k 32 A YA A Th =, Joiner 25 A A1
& HE71E PCBsst HgTe] QF) AAE SHEYT 18
o U312 AEIHE Joiner7h 4%9] PCBs AHATHE AHIE B
A& ¥ PCBs¢t Joinerd] HY 43lo}e] QAAAE S5}
A %3 o st

3.3 Kumbho Tire 2% A}

c AF S

19934 749, Patrick Carmichaelo] iUl & - A 3= £F 5)
HHF 9] @ B& Elo]o7} ftP Hof x}eFo] AEE 1 1 A,
& o] AP YHAE 48 FA4E e Al B
Ak 19933 109, Carmichael & E}o]o] EF AR 3 Elo]o]
AE AR AZEYYLEE A7ISHHT Carmichael - 14]
oA gleloje] Ao g Alur} AL FAstg o,
Efo]o] A3} HF 71?1 Dennis Carlson, J.o| Al Etojoi2] Ao
3t 52 225t Carsone Elo]o) 9] S %3}
Al Fdo|u} A1 ZHA HhH 0 2 Efo]o] & AR Carlson
& Carmichael @] 2521 2HH 3]G elojo} 7} 1988 A 25
AL 1993 39714 7,000 wpddhell G2l ] sk, elo]o]
o] A7} 122 grhe AL elojojo] Agtolely FAFTE
EZE O+ Efo]or} ZhFofof 3t YuHE Y 8 FAR ] g
A A E AT et o, dAZE o] Ay 499
£ W3 Carlson] AE7} FA- HANA A5 )3 o]
019} Aol AR AU

28y 73 golojAbe dha 330 A Dennis Carlson %
Aol B35 AHHY 7022 (Federal Rules of Evidences 702)0]] 2] 3+ 7
78 A4 209 §38A] Zo.1, Cadsond] Y% o]
Daubert ¥2]o] 5854 @rty F43}9 01 Carlsono] 5%
3t Efojojo] A AF F-Eo o) 23 ukE-g A 7)8)
Aot 2=, 1999 39 239 A o' 92 Carlson©] Daubert 2]
A Z A Q Ax(test, error rate, acceptability and peer review)Z THEA|
7)1 A) E3cha WHlal Carlsond] 298 717514

» Kumho Tire 243} HE7} £4;

FEE) AL SEjuel AZYA G vlFY] 2HR} A
ol9f &fFolAtke A HE7L S thal] Daubere Y| E
A& H o Atdlgte ol FEE YU Qg B &A%
< QAN QB A ARV SrEkE YA &
T8 Daubert 43 M23] fod ARV FAOZA AX
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4. 2FAEE B9 v A8 3

4195 AYe2A AL 2D

A& nio} go] HEV FAL AZE AF AF L Al
ZE 237 3] A E et FaF TS
ggdic}. e vj2e] AZEYJAFoM AEIY FA
o] AFHE Aee =5 sty AEIL A g
A7} AdER Y5l dalg Z97t FEQ v, A&7}
Eo| A&7 S did Ay xS Al 4
A £317) o)t AZEAYLFAN AT dFolY
A AA 2] AFL F2 PAF Aot Ut WAL S Fj}
& B3 ZA(physical evidence)E B 1.3 7-3-ofl =43 2t}
71N BA AT, AR AY ApEA 14, 223 ®
Fo £ AY 23 A gdstthe AU B8 FAd Az
B AFE QA= B7 5 A - THARJN A5 2o

a8y o] 28HA B3 F AU A 85 A(circumstance evidence)
woz A%l dFolt AW Y38 ¥ 5 g AS
e 4T AU A 2ob BEIA AYaHA Bk AF
e AZE AYE 9397 99 24 49, 2% AE 59
A4& AXA H ol5 YA o] Daubere A3} 5
P2 o PPN FAZ A d 4 5ich

42 FFAZEAYLFAN AR 5A9 F8A

o2 AZEYYLFe] TR 5o 2 BA A AL
3 4715 QA A3t BB HE N Y (restatement) 2]
T vEof BAAYF ol 3t HEH £3]& HFH
2 AEs 3 k. ek Aot A2 B Yl =9
b 24 FARN] 945 FdL oA B, v|F
e AZEYYL4E 7R} 71 Aol diulstar /7]
w Fofl 2ol A AZE A dFolu AHTA L Y50l
do g2 be oy YA ol gl 53], 54 TAE 5
UZo] ohuiz}, A% ¢ A TA 9 s Mo] Fald AL HAE
7t AL PANAN U T8¢ 48E FEHA HY 4F
Q& ¥l 5 AKlawyer)7} oPd HE7Hexpernoll Al Fobz A o]
t}. o] A&7} FAol WAANA 7HF A A= E RS
Aolghe dZolt}. o]t A YL AZEY YL S
3 oo ME 2 yehda ok H2 v Ay delA
F8 Ye T 2& Pol o] Al Jisn
21H(J. Brook Lathram, 1999).

“ The Court spoke in terms familiar to sciensists, but unfamiliar 1o lapyers.”

o] & ulx YA NAE HeH doj7t 41 olsf3tr] A%

7 5l B AT 129

o, WEARE Aol M= 84 Aoz} ol 45l g
the 9u| 2 ojgj et

5. AEZTAYLFAA AE7L S E £

5.0 AF7He A4

AR 7Hexperye 54 Eoboll dIg A% e A4 7)%,
A9 183 wgoly FAL wgitty FAFH o2 A H 2}
. HE 7} Fexper testimonyyd §3) o] Folvt 2F
3 gajote} AAFA ] et 4F Y& AA He HE7L
© O 2L A4 218 wHE# o} S ExpertPages.com,
2001).

- &I 5}4(compatibility) : AT T2 Ao Q3 AE
7HE QA Hed YAkt oAk g o] dgsiof 3
o, & §315 A R He - 1Y 4 Qo

- 93 2] (presentation skills) : A7} S sjof & A3 A
DAL ST 7 ohd obre] ARAQ A4 L 233
AozE 28 gtk ARt ti&) 71 2heketa B 5 8
HEE 4 e 5Eo) glojok it

- 18 3 #FH ™ T(education, degrees and training) : 3} £
ofoll Al FAH 02 FHE W&HE WYAY o] 433
AAE IZE 7 e & A2 FH AL} oy
A A A E DS 5 ok

« MEX| M(specific knowledge) : 3] Eotof thdt HEH
A Ao} gt AL HBA A AAlo] AEHQ A4 &
A3 F ke A2 HFd.

- A R A (practical experience) : AF-Fopol| A FHojx 44
oj’de] g o] glojof gt

< A= @ WE S(publications and teaching) : 430l wlz}

FE YO E 7IENAU AR F e 5ol U
of gk

- X} S(licensing and certification) : F-0Fol] HE 3§} 2} 7 S0]
U FAH 02 3 AAF 0] dofol F4F o] At

- &l & A(honors) : =l do] optigtr 1 Rofol 4
79| githH AE7I2A 9 2 th g o4 o] At

- ME7} Boloju}t AMBERAM2| ZZ(history as an expert
witness or consultant to lawyers) : A&7} SN A Pol} AM
HE 73 ¥o] ojok gt

- MBIIRAM2| AFRAR o) X|(willingness to serve as an
expert: A7 ZUA A4 A7} QckE WAL
Aol A A E wE 5 ok

5.2 AE7He] Y

Ag7he 24 5 7H 498 AA 2o 34, 24dER
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A AZALE Eolof s, B4, WA BE7F FAL dok
gk JlEE, d2E HIAMIFHdeposition)o] Ut AFH HA
(pre-trial states)ol] A A A& 24 ot} AE3Q) ARE e
gk AEvte] HYE FAE AHahd olih ZTRExper
Pages.com, 2001).

- S A} 1 R(educate counsel) : HEANE YA HAE7}0)A]
e yolol 48719 4 giok bl AT WA

oA 243 #HE 53 Eopof g A¥HA n&s
sloksin], 9o ¥ welc A3 AE ARE ATl
gtk AZEAYLFoME B AZEY] V)5t =
2427} BT oS 5 Qlom, AgH o2y
sole AF-4o] Fol B7) i Fo A &L P43
ot}.

- Abob EIKevaluate case) : AE7HE WFAE 23 Y= A
Qtoll tj g kel 42 o] #jof gt Abgatd
AZEYP24A B4, Al 18 £4 2 &34
R Au g Alae] FRAQ U S 7] AT =8-S
B SARS} 7| ok gt

- AMEesty: FAE SAY EFAA FAE 2A XA
HE A7 AE HALE 53 4FAHA A% AR S
Ao} gt .

« M#(experiment) : FFH 7AFo] ofHE 75 Aol 2
AN SA AANE AT AP S Fsta Ao 43
AH2H 45 A5 E SHI S0k Ht

- A% F¥ 5 X(assist in case development) : 2%:0] X
of wet 3a g A9, FAE FRAAU E TUE FAE
e g Tl gk

- C2 M7 £ HE & S(obtain other expert witnesses) :
AZ M3 HE7e i AHE v|e] GH 3 A
o Aol BA T E ok Ftk

- B4 2Me| EM(provide written statements) : P Aol 2
2 Ha B E gHEojol s, MAMy 7]et
A -3 AT HEAH FAE FpAsok gt

- MEE = BH2l FH|(prepare demonstrative evidence) :
Ao AHG FAE A AE 2FdA ¢ FL
3t}

<Y Zod F Y5 AMA E(estify at a deposition and trial) :
AT A7l Aggol; A HIAE A5 F Ue
ZAE & 5 Slojok gt

=)

6. 43AA At Fd= AT A

vjze) AZBAYLENN L7} A0 hE 4L HE
£ 940l REP), ol WA 3A U BB HH
7o) gl7] MZolth A& vhs} go) WFe] A9, B2V

F4e Qs BV A 4o 92 &% AL HE
1

9 aelm 248 AENEY FEIL FAo) U olalr}
Za) AE7} 0] WAh A AHE AX) Boa 9
7) o]

o webM B drdMe &% A, F $2 Uyl
o] Ztojof sk UnkHQd 2. g A&
AN A R FES AT AL =44 &
Foll g Frlewt opzt feuet AZEHYLFANE
FLE 9L A2 /| E

61 2% A AR FAAd@ AR

a%0] A7) Ao) ART} FAL 9T ARAE e
2L A L stodof o,

Aol et =83 S Fuldfof gt o] o F AF
7he A& W EALA HEVL S B AHRE FE
Al 4 97 9)5-o]tBowman v. International Petroleum
Corp., 1995 Westlaw 461213).

- AR} FAL U5 H AH(empirical testabilicy)oll A8}
afof gir}: Yol oln| APF R YRl o8
<A o gt

- AF7H F WL FAEEa FAE H A peer review)
& mlok 3t} {15 Wl et AE7T A4Alvte
FHAQ) ol ke WA A NS Qlde
AHEE A8 oF Foh

- 9] A= 715 H 2 2Hknown or potential rate of error)E-
Hojop gtk Y5 WS AT o, 23}o] g etA
7 A& 4ol £ 5 e W olofof gt

- ARV 59 wdle ESE EF(standards)o]] F-§5
ojef gt} HESIE REE =4 ZAZ ANE T AU
U oS 433 5] E 4 ArkPhilip J. Nordstrom
v. White Metal Rolling & Stamping Corp., 1968).

- 3 FAV GA A LukE o 2 91 (general acceprance)
e Y5 Wolofol gtk &g Rokd] HEIE
&AM 2ATE B8 1S O oig duby e S
gldtoof gt

62 24 3 AR 3 B A

RAAA a4 AE7H SAE B3 ALY A7 A
ol e F 5 3= vl 7MY T2 AL HETF DY
Aol BAL A Aol Al FA e AF S AoAFT F
Al A WA 3¢ A AP e o=t 2k

hEA e A% 842 f2sT 3d Ao g
ol 248 RET} FQo1} A0S AE7} 2D

O



AZEAYL5AH S A

rn‘.

P28 S47 0| 1L A7) HAEHA A Fof gt

- AU AEIL S E v AR g8 o] &
A 7ok fk: S HEVF FAS AAE W g4
g A7t §lot o]& &% FA sl HEd,
HYAE 222 AAse Aotk

 ABAN 2] B2} Fo] Adsiolo} s B4

T3 graof dtrth: Y= A g AT dyEE 7

Aol o3 A o go] Y. 3lhAlbani v. Southern
Arizona Services, P.C., 1997 Westlaw 718499).

- 149 D7 2UE R Bk A 2
¢ #5H4Q1 A% Wi ol ARG H AT 2ol Yl B
£ 8o} §FiLithuanian Commerce Corp. v. Sara Lee Hosiery,
supra, 179 F.R.D. at 462).

- Z2E U BT HlojZ ot 2 A LA AEE AT 8
ok gk AETE FAL PANA FF2 AR
oAbAge] AR} E AR REARE AHES)of &)

- 4%l 2ol E & e BEE AR o} 3tk 7He st
O, 398 AR08 &+ =8 Ay e =
& AR o] Foh vj39 B4 wjAd S 453}
= ol v f-&3tch

- AE7L] ApAt TR 217 Mol ftk AEvo i
A2 E AolF7] Aot 114 Bgo g Enlz
A3 E7HE dhRol A Aol gtk Aol
WAHo) 323 YoFE7) Q=S ol 24z U
Sok whet. 3 Zah] 1o 2L ok shol, AT
F5 AAle] 243 we-& Hojol FrhSam Brown,
1991).

ox,

ol e

63 &% F AL/ AN A AR

AZHA D7D L Aol 29 ol F el A 75 e
T A g FAG E6lg ) v Ed Mg F
S AE o3 2.

- AF7L A0 U AR E AA 3 By of gk A
Z AE7L Aol g Amwet ofe} A A A
B & HEF o} dith AWo] FEE Tz AEV} FA
off th & 7}7} o] F0§A 4 91 7] W o] TUnited States v.
14.38 Acres of Land, 80 F.3d 1074, 5th Cir., 1996).

7. &

AE7L 5AL AZEY 2 S olv 23 Hsiote] A}
BAE YTt sl gy FE 990 3
€ 35 F2 ol g8tk a2 eV T 2FHY &
Aoz G AZEIYLEL =F Holn, B Y =28

7 5l g3 AT 131

G ZAFo|A| gt )N HAETL FAo] WA A
AR E A = & Daubert 2240} Joiner 2240] 93] AE
7} FAo] i dde] FYo] vl AL AL B8l AE
7t F9] W&ol BETLY Fhe 28 st 7] o
Folt}.

FevEte B, AZEYAYol 2EAFoIY AR Z
Aol i FAHJA T §7] Wil goz T Az
EAYLFAM 4F YUl tidt =3o) 3l& Aoz Jigd
th o] A%, AR A Ad AR = HaEl E B2 A
o8 godn geba f2uete] Az AE7} Fdo
HAA B8 S HAs] Yeire AR A8t WA
BAE 22084 905 WY 73 L AR FA Bl U 7
AHA & vpdslof g} FUE FE/IEE Davberr 9
A7} e 73 945 W] b 98 Fulgol dk &
3k Z7} 7hel) BAEE AZEH Y4 $ thulsle] &% 27}
Ho A2 EAAHE Y U5 AY 7o) FFH e 32 3
9l =Fo] oy, ARl hy ZAA B F3
7} oo W& HE7} Sl th g x| o) Bosith

ol Zo] HEJF FA W vl & &x gechd 7
F AZEYYL SN ARV SAL B4 A 25 R
Yoo A HBA AR QAT Be =o] g AH, o9
e} AE7L S0 2B $4S A3 4R §& Aotk
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