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The Study on the Effect of Service Recovery
on Foodservice Consumers
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Professor Dept. of Food Service & Culinary Management, Kyonggi University

ABSTRACT

This study was administered to demonstrate how unsatisfied customers would be
influenced by the change in the quality of the service delivered to them after the
dissatisfaction occurs.

In light of the above, the objective of this study is to find out what leads to
dissatisfaction in the minds of the consumers and also to identify the common behavioral
patterns indicated by unsatisfied consumers.

This study consists of two parts:'a research based on the review of the literature and
empirical study methods.

As a result, a research for the popular forms of complaining patterns shows
opportunities for restaurants to come up with measures to improve their service quality
when customers are unsatisfied.

In service recovery situation, distributive and interactional justice significantly
influence customers' repurchase.

Therefore, firms ought to offer monetary compensation, explain about the problems,
and make their best efforts to recover the failure because the efforts also affect
repurchase.

Key words: foodservice, unsatisfied customer, recovery, improve service.
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UATHF A, 2001).

HA9 M| wpAY o] FE AT a2 A¥|2 A FF =T JHHSER-
VQAL)oW, AMu|2 F-9 QIX]¢} nA &t Ad AAE AT X531
ABlA FE digire AdAoz HE39tHBouldong 5 1993, Parasuraman,
Zeithaml, 1998). G M) AT A} Au]x Aufjol] @& M| A 3 Eo] 14E F
Astn A BAE soH o2 WA i Fastha duEA £
3} ltKKelley and Davis 1994, Hoffman % 1995, Spreng 5 1995).

e 94 jAe] Aol #3F AFe AH|x FAI 1 o] Bl F

ol FoH 1, AH|AES] MH|A 3E T I LH|ALe Q14 ¥ist] tig A

2 94al7) Ao 944 2Bl ATHE A2 B2 R e
Asjo] BAY Y ATE Bo] £AAH A7 L 4%H 478 AAsAR A7
23e B 94 gAls aAB s Aus 38 Alxge 284S ANt

I. &79| OI2H Hid

1. MHIA S1=2| J1d

Mula EReA 3 &ojghs Bole ‘nAE HPAd FeP e IF3YFBA)Y
Aol AAAE doZA BAS ZAAHBER] Donald Porter= “3]50]3 ujj$-
N3] HEo] @ TAAE BHARRE Alxzo)"eta AWdtn gltiZemke 5 1990).
Gronroos AH]) A 3| 8ol Mu] A Aujjol tf-g-3td AMu|x AF27}F Hele A
9] gFoletn # 25t tiGronroos, C. 1988).

Zemke & Bell-2 A2 3| 5-3 A FH AMu]2 Z-L2 A Fo] &¥]2} 71 §-3)
7l ZPS W AU a4 5L 7Yl HEIte FELE HETe HF ol B
3t Qith o] Heje 4% Mula 3| Fo] 3t ETEE ng TET JHE
HE5Y £ dotE 9vE WEslm ok a2y AAz ZepEg) Mula B
T BEUEG ug Sy $Fo2 58 ¥4 X AT Bol UckZemake
o

1990).
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< Uit A EtE BEL & £ gl& Aolth Bell & Ridge= Aulx 3] 8- A7}
a8 AR AEEGT SHHA J7|X Aote 1] BiES de siEAe] HE
2 ul¢ F88H, A-eA el Ty B8 w3 AT 24 @A ] AvkE BEE
98 2a8tttn FAEUthBell, C. R & Ridge, K.1992). Spreng: A{H] A )<}
gdg 179 B9e Agstr] S5t 7ol gt thdd &5 LITKSp-
reng, R. A. & 1995).

T AFAES] P E AHER FEGL AH| & 3 Fo|@ MulA 7|go] Ay
2 AR 3l G Ao AEE HAT Mu|x Asfrt o] ofxe
E e 1 ol g Bstna) she wyolgt Fodta AFHE Y, 2000) M7
zto] AToME M| 35S 2] 4HRP} 92 dAA Al Fshe Auj2ed i
stod BorE-E sl B9 d5S € A5 4 AV 2o] 2 £ U=E AT

e BEog st deAzE) 2004).

2. Mul& g=0] ER4

AMul2 382 AMplx F23 249 FHEE B ste 7P T8 8% 59
shtol 3, 7199 &0l AFA] FFE VA U= BT B 7199
BRAEE AH| 2 3R distd A BHE FA ¥AV €] FAlsta itk
(Hart CWL S 1990).

Au| 2 Aol it 3152 Mulx 7|Q9] =8 o5t wEtA ZhT Azt
BAE tE E53A Ik 3t 7189 Mulx EAE BS g7V = 3
AHEL FRAR Au 2o 28] Bthe A2 Aol tigt 3154 o] 7H5-&
e AT Brh 2822 AH|2 3|Eo] Ao AMERA] £ ofn] Ay
2= Ao gl ENES 1S thA] @b AgA7ie FAAE0 A9E 7 )

BHH1992).

Kelly, Hoffman, Davis®] -0 u}2w Ay A 3E =8 = 2yl o]A}o] AA=
AH) 2 EAE @3HA17]™, Hoffman, Smithe] AP 71QE9 AMulx 38 =
¥ F AW o]go] AAZ Mu|a BEald] da A7 E AT R Yelig
3, Aelx 3l EE dE AT Ao mad 19 o]gg 5% Fole o] #+9&
25%0 A, BAE 95%71A] F7HA17]1= &3t dka dch(Hoffman KD S 1995).

A2 N2 g FX3He AL 7|8 2L FA18= AR SuloA 7
W7tz vl-go]l o 88, AJ2E& 1AL fAste AEUE 7€ 2A4E A=
o] 80% F=2] riAY vl 82 H7lsle &S s en WES aAEL FAF
A ZASNA FHAA FAE st o Mu] & 7idell QelM e &k o)ge] o)
Zo] B nAe] FAAQ FH G Woby i 719 Mu|AE Folshe
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AAL 37|% SclHarari, Oren, ]992)

Kellysl @7l ATAe AMl2 588 we aa5e] AT Aul2 719t
BAE A&3He ¥]0) 70% o]de]7] wj&e] Mulx 719 ofd A E el @
Aol 1AL 719 FA4HQ nAoR N&Hog §AAF)7) st BFAQA A
H| 2 38l =¥g sjo} drim It

T AL A E PP DAES 96% Fo 28] 2D Nl 3
7ol Mul 28 AlFote DA 2R ek Eok AHx AHE 7
B IAFE 9-10901/ A4S A3 FBE SR Aofe ve] W 7

O

Het aHEL AL U= APL 4~590 A HacKCollier, David A, 1995).

wetr ERAEQ] AMBl 2 B 55 Al E nlE] E8E Mu]s 58] Tz ao)
2 a3, A2 Aol thste] B Holn £EH ANZ Py T
13 5548 Mul» 38 =8g 7‘?‘8}01% ghot. g AAERQI Muls 3] E v
P& Bk Al Ao 2719 o] 7HE e 719 A 18 AL olnA|
£ A1 ZFA a4 A 71l g %@E‘d TAE A at] Hag F
el g Mste AE PRA|steo} gt
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7198l 7 BA SHAM L e A 383 nAEe] My 38 digt HrRE
o] 4 BAE Aisted oM FAHA olEL FAH G o] o]t Walster, Elaine,
Ellen Berschied and G. William Walster, 1973).

384 o]&L 73 duist A Uil BAY olslE A% IvH ¥k F,
7NQle] o 8o oA QA & ATEe] a7t 2 Dol disiA Y =57
L wells did BAIS AfelM F84E /A "rke Aotk 3848 A
7] ARle] BR4E Hoist Al7lE e M9E Z3de g Adslns FHEA B
wigtel= Al A deEe] 8F Alele] Z45e) AFEA Yehe shie] gejstn
2 & 9ltiAdams, J. S. 1963).

Adams®] A ol 2 vlAH el o] AMp[x FHA BAF A7 RELS 3
ool o] FolAtt Av] A FAAAT FUG 29 ATES AHEY, 32 B A
Z5of oM & MYl 2 AAE g &t 2ol FFAol A fR19 1 BA
TFEo oug FES vz YeA 47 2HE FAUh

Bowen, Gilliand & Folgeri= Xu]2~ Ag Aol niEo] AZ}sls 2P L
AR A 7F DAEAA ke M) Ao} Y Ane oFE AUz & £
gt e=Alol B A’ o2 ol nAEL M| A A7} 243 Fgo] B
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ojui(ell : BHLo 2 $g TFT A}, 7IeH FE), 2 oA o] HEYES
AR A« dolele] Bt 5o B 7ol 28 & 251 doka F
Aottt Mul2=oh #RE o|2g nAe) FHA Brbe A2 dAd did 1A
- BUE, B, A F, A8 A9 B4, Anja Gl digk 2]
A PQ(n 4 A9, 17 ¥y, 2 JQ)ol o277 L v
ATHFE =, 2000).

T NEe Al 7EA 4 A &, A 34, 3 A, 2E e 34
of talir o] EAlEo] e A4S %*3‘3}37_ S THClemmer EC & Schneider B
1996, Bowen DE, Gilliland SW & Folger, R 1999, Oliver RL & Swan JE 1989).

B2 Ao THE 35 ZZelM 2AEL 719 & 8o & AfEre
Aplo]l FYhE ol B 7FeAE A&t no] FYUT =¥ AH|2 A
o} FAE Hgolut Az A B FAA v¥]g Folot. oldl thet Ve FHEL
2 A3 Ade &8, A, wA), P9 8%, Ml FH Folct Mu|x A g
BE nAEL Ao BUZ =T V1Y) B & e 53 AAE vjagoR
A AREE 71 e] 28 dA7E 3 A E B THKolter, Philip). ofuf A€
FAEL 35 B A, BRo A A, 35 3y 2 AIe] XFA FHY
el B3 AE Fol BT WM wepA JAd 3L Al 7R A &, 2l
TAAY, A 384, 35 A8 THELE FEEN

I. 30| 2s S AL A2t 2A Ui

1. @330 =2

A7) By ALt oldlE& =R Yt Bad HA oz o2t A
olFt TS A vk F o] &3} Zo] Ywizte] 9¥L 21 e A% =7y
Brhe ojd @4l dith 49 =7EAM A2 A9 7lq3tx 3T, °|F

4
g8 A48 W A7 BEE ol& F5E £UT 4 Ax AolTHOlRS,

% A7 2ge Al BAE IS Aols) 71PE FAE AAHem 243
5% deteln Azg 7S EEshet o 85k RoaA
AARY HeH A7 Te AP AT 24 £72A 0l e A7 Bl
C1AZ, 1993).
web 2 ATelH A 94 GAeIA AFY A we F auls A
se) 2% RHSIT olo] mhe Au|x B %) Wetem $RA Aol &g A
£ 3% Fof 2uA7L ANeke BAS TR0 D Ed AARCZ AW
I QA% wAe dsHoe sekee Aot
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% AT AT BFE 944 vlztel Auls U} 83t As) 8] we
$RH g o anlAr} ANske A, 24, AT, T oze] BAE B4
3A feh

2 ATE 94 Aulxe) Aux A3 89S 5 WEE FAD, 24 A
S 21 WS TR AulAe) Q4L AT USE B + YT AAHY
o ole}d o|&d 2AZ Edlz 2% D o] o|&H A7 B S AR

2|AlAHIR} 214
A
KA AlIY v
=0, P&

A D a7 23

2. ZAIQ) &
2 ATE s s 5 Ae o4 GA AFske AEl2e] A 21)
| et & 21414 (2001), HX13H2004) ATF-E 712 R o]Eo] AAIG HE &F
S gaslgion A W49 Av)A FAA Y AE 322 Blodgett(1997), BE
200039 BT §3E 78 - Baskd AARA 5 RES o S3to] ZAAIUT
siere® 2 Wadl Auls 2% F awlae] 12 vske 419, 89, Pl
B o)Tof] #ate] 7819 =t)] Crosby & Stephens(1987), Weun(1997), Good-
win & Ross(1992), Zeithaml et al.(1996)2] A E3}IES EE =331t
AR 2 ME A9 Ul Hde d2EFS o]83 B0l Ue IS 2005
W ogl 26958 109 9U7MA) AN A7) Z19) wAe R FYRT NED
A2z 3005 = 28657} 3F4EH A

3.
A7l 3 AEA 28675 vlolH 29 HHE AH oE3 2ol B
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WA, 24 239 B4 AFL Askd FAA 8 BAL AAFG 2w, oo
HE WMo A4S AFHIA ABvkE °UJr asiasi

2 38 9a] aH|Ate] olAld] tiald AlE7le] AwA]
ATiRT, 239 3 By S AFsn *JT& %5_—* & AA 1 shsict.

A g g 2 dAte] sMd S
Model)& A&t T

ol :,m 7]4»35- el 723 BAE 4o A

o

5 = ROZA B Aol
= 74 7H lé— 7&4 ozl BAZ A, RIS Bl duFoiRA] g oA

A FEo dutd 5402 sieler] 9§ RE B4 e g <E DI
Uehd vhel 2o g 299 Ade] YaERS qYoR o8 AHo] e ¥
RIS S AEAIE st $£3& A HE 300% FolA FEEE 286
AL tidate]l Ay SA4¢0 digte HA BEE FAHoR 1Esid v 2t

Aol Pdz} 10878(37.8%), 3Rt 1787 (62.2%) 2.2 JeERGom, AE of BojA
& ulZo] 193%(67.4%), 71€°] 938 (32.6%) 2.2 Yehta itk dHeME 20th
7} 1347%(46.9%) 0.2 71 Bton, th&o 2 30t 98%(34.3%), 40t 26™3(9.1%)
£o 2 Yehtm ok §3], A&A9 $5A15 20017t 7 B2 ol s
2EFE 7HA 7L Auk 92 dAel vlsiA w3 AFEE E7IE A5t 20t
Al 30del X Fstn USE & F Aok AdelM e o] 757 (26.2%) 2.2 713t
Bow, thgo R B AMF-Z o] 64%(224%) 22 YERGL Jlon AR uF
EE g F Uk
st ol Mt &bt 132“'3(46 2%)2.2 71} Bsken, thgo 8 HEE 1019
(353%) 0.2 JERGT, YASNME 101~1508H99] AEA7) 1019(35.3%) .2
7V Bsken, 151~200UJ%J_4 AER7L 469H(16.1%) 2.2 VeI gloh
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CE 1> ZAF g 229 Qutn 54

TE W& W =(H) H]-&(%)
A @2t 108 37.8
° T o 2} 178 62.2

o nE 193 67.4
AE ¥ & 93 326

104} 15 52

20 134 46.9

o 2 30t 98 34.3
i 40tH 26 9.1
50ty 10 35

60TH 3 1.0

1Z& olgl 37 129

o 2 HEWE &4 <)t 101 353
B g £9 o|st 132 462
g 29 oA 16 5.6

A 75 262

Fe)/ARE 64 224

o/ u] A< 53 185

3 g G ANAALR 32 12
A3 26 9.1

F 57 20 7.0

7] € 16 5.6

1005+9) o] &} 83 29.0

101~150%+9) o)s} 101 353

= 151~2002+¢) <] 3 46 16.1
- 201~2502+91 o]} 2 77

251~3009+9) ©)&} 19 6.7
3019k o4 15 52

—

@ A g st FES AA] Aste] A AE(R8Q) HE A g
QIE-AJ(CFA : Confimatory Factor Analysis)S A3} o0, =3 2 ul(Measurement
Model)s] F2e A Welzh B el el WA we Aoz ) ¥ 2o
Qoterle 002 nYEol slon] 2l Wel el AW VAL ZAalE e
7Pgste] AuEE Aotk 2 23S AWEY C Ro] EF 28T} 282 B A7
M FHE FF 2% 23 BT Ao et
2 vigtes 2Yd BY4e) AokT AV volx 7
£ < AAE F AUY Y8 AR AT B
Qoht FeA 3390 Qeske) FEES Uehie A2 24 ANsE 2
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(B2 24 299 694 4%

Regression weight Estimate SE. CR
254 0.776 0.041 18.901
EUA 1.000
IAH 9% 0.435 0.040 10.965
Ao 0.383 0.040 9.601
AEFge | 0.763 0.055 13.963
A2ge ) 0.818 0.056 14.487
215
AE) g 3 0.886 0.056 15.810
914) A2 FE 4 1.000
ks 29 | 0.925 0.043 21315
E39 2 1.000
9
£ 3 0.917 0.041 22.112
29 4 0.901 0.044 20.695
TFALE | 1.000
74 o=
TFALE 2 0.983 0.126 7.802
Aol 1 1.000
A o)
Aol 2 0.916 0.154 5.962
S 23 a9 0.822 0.063 12.965
=4 §714 8}l 0.635 0.057 11.180
ol 29 1.000
Add agl 0.949 0.064 14.814
Mulx Ash | 0.631 0.074 8.542
Ayl A 2 0.779 0.073 10.684
Ml 54 AMB)2 As 5 0.778 0.074 10.448
ok 2ax 99l - ' ‘ ‘
Ay A 7 1.000
PERSIESPS L I 0.967 0.080 12.032
Adla A 3 0.914 0.100 9.173
PN Aules e 4 0923 0.095 9.759
7 8 gua A 9 1.000
Au) 2 Alg 10 0.740 0.086 8.586




A& 38 HEko] 9f2] v A nXe G o] #3
B 2> A%
Regression weight Estimate S.E. CR.
Mujz A 11 1.000
Avl2 A 12 0.840 0.064 13.144
a7 89 Aul 2 A 13 0.960 0.068 14.128
Auz Ao 14 0.855 0.068 12.621
Muls e 15 0.783 0.062 12.610
M)~ Ao 18 0.769 0.057 13.406
el HEl A5 19 1000
Al s
AMu) 2 Agf 20 0.873 0.059 14.789
. ﬁ{'} Ay A 21 0.688 0.051 13.482
Myl 2 As) 22 0.976 0.064 15.236
Al A 23 0.782 0.057 13.703
ez e 25 0.782 0.058 13.516
M) A 26 0.464 0.048 9.746
45 BAA 0.994 0.053 18.734
A 0.974 0.060 16.223
A 1.000
FHAA 1 0.909 0.059 15.437
wHlA 34 2 0.943 0.064 14.780
T4 3 1.000
] 2 84 4 0.885 0.056 15918
ﬂf S ¥4 5 1.000
P eRA B 2H4 6 0.960 0.056 17.096
3348 7 0.978 0.053 18.452
34 8 0.969 0.053 18.233
=34 9 0.939 0.055 17.123
3.2 A A FHA 10 0.903 0.053 17.135
34 1 0.916 0.052 17.630
T34 12 1.000
dS HESIUT ol Holl BE 8159 AR €3te 7€ 0508 2 F

A

THWolf. M, 1992).
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E D 53 us9 A AF

) 39l 8.9l TN
3 W o e 0}"4 24 ©
?AO 7“ =] -8‘0\_] -] \_%‘1‘ {‘JE]E a%u}‘a—}_ %ﬂ
+4 23 5 0.7568
A 2 L4 By 4 0.6564
a 0.9171
A9 E:] 5 0.8664
AL A 8 0.8815
B A 3 0.8297
Myl HE .
AzpA 4 0.8595 0.9266
: T34
% 5 0.8771
A= 4 0.8586
o 4 0.9054
0] w3} 0.8898
T4 9= 2 0.6201
A o) 2 0.5917

3. 4 Eigd 28 21

w8 e}34d(Discriminant Validity) 73S ztzte] ¥ 7271 M2 g
2 FAE AeAE FFde BHo R 8217 A# 45 A5k 1 fel
8& A ESi.

7 A ZFA A5 4T BAA Q4 Wgle Myl Buket 3 K9
g 4B S Bol JARE A2 BT AL frel A0l gle AeE
L}E}h‘u} e Blfﬂ ! 3 AE A4 #ske Myl BThe ()9

= A(He B8PS Bole AoE Jeith
o] AEs] 2 A UEsth S FE o=
|

A4 w3} Al A 373
Q14 W3l 1.000
Au) A AT -0.026** 1.000
My 2 38 0.207*+* -0.020 1.000

¥ p <05, ¥** p< 0l

0g

4
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oM AT A7 REI AW BA B AFE 7122 3k, 7 BE A
A9l F2Z R&(overall model)S 7 &8}

T4 A9l HA el HAEE AFs] 98k, GFI(Goodness-of-fit : 0.90]
A uvl&3]), AGFI(Adjusted Goodness-of-fit : 0.9 o]4} u}l&rA), RMR(Root Mean
Square Residual : 0.05 ©}3} v}&+2]), NFI(Normed Fit Index : 0.9 o] 4} vB}gHz]), x 29
&k PEL0.05 o]/do] wigta]) T o] &3IATHAASF, 2004).

o, 2P @2 ¥e BEX 0 o3l FIFE Bol Le BAFLEAN ZHFS A
Aete ASAEY 87 Pg Aok

€ A7 HF AFe Ar2e] A 2913 A2 3] &, M2 555 4]
2kl Q14 Wgle] 27] A7 RHM NEZE A2E THste] AZATh HAAA
9l 2 R¥S HE Al x%=125.63, AFE(dN=42, RMR=0.018, GFI=0.958,
AGFI=0.935, NFI=0.948 5-¢] Z3A]|$5 At} Autzoz HAe] w3 oz Ayt
He Aoz #EIHT

3R ¢
£

(B 5 d+¢ 239 A3 4%

Regression weight Estimate S.E. CR.
A4 - A= Ao -0.091 0.044 -2.058
Q4] W3l - FHA 0.697 0.052 13.347

(B 6 573 299 A ¥ &5 3%

Regression weight Estimate S.E. CR.

=4 £33 0.798 0.049 16.185
24 2714 0.691 0.043 16.208

Au] 2 A3
Sk 1.000
R 0.693 0.047 14.586
A 0.983 0.049 20.084

el 28 o

e A XA 1.000
33 #A 0.968 0.045 21.637
A g 0.923 0.057 16.305
4 1.000

Q4 wg)
FA o= 0.578 0.051 11.354

A ey 0.502 0.053 9.449
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(B 7D AR 299 YA Ax

Model RMR GFI' AGF] NFi
Default model 0.018 0.958 0.935 0.948
Saturated 0 1 - 1
Independence 0.141 0.469 0.362 0

2 chi-square = 125.63
degree of freedom = 42
probability = 0.000

Q8 2> 74 Ade) A% ¥4 2H JF =Y
*AE2ASF, AHE 2=0.0594 FJF B2 YERY.

O

94 9] 9] AFgko] Wisleta Utk F, 1091 14, 190 14 AA o=
1] 10242} 10043] A|HE st3 ok

A AL A 94 AL dedtA QAE HRIIA Avs) Euhe EAT
o}t JI7NA L] HEARA T RF Folof st t)F R awjate] sido] Mgt
3 gler 1A nE Y F de 1Y A Fe)E 878t ok

‘aNS deEteE AL olds detke AL ovjiit)’eln 943 Buzze and
Galeo] FFNZ oA &2 AlAfol|A] 2zt mA A o} &l FARHolm i
g 17 9E Hdego] @9 g Aot}

£ ATE 94 dAA AlFste ARlA A FAAM B2 A2 EX7F
A olefd FAE MNAY & sle FE AL TP A&HH) 1S &

2 >,

o{ﬂ)’
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B3 APAEZRE FEE ¢ F 9k 24 Be) Yool WoyS Ashe
7 230] ek

A7 Az 94 G U128 Wsheke F4E S49) £AF 83} ¥
29, 98 29, A4H 8994 tepgeh

423 $4 A A Ale IR0 78 9% PN Qem, 3B

T3 3 F @ ¥ WS AT, Muls Adrt FPA viX e 9
FE o] WYL F(-)2 FAEULH, Tl 2] ¥t nX = G W
Fe BH2r FFU

wheba Mula Aozt 2S5 94 JAS] TN gk A2 3] 8o wgid
Ao2 Jgyton, oleigt T3 dg M| 3 Fo] EEFE AH|z} Q149
Hsle wokd Zlo 2 Uehyth a8y Au) A 38| 3ol Aju]x Aol Uit
JeFego] —0.0912 @Y™ whHol Mulx 3E-S F3 FHAYLS Anjale) Q1 W
Bloll gt o] 0.6872 A YERG Bl AE QA 4 A Mulx
3| &0 Histo] AMplA B9 w¥E Qg FAHAAL AH|AS Q4] Bzl vl
€ 9FHE "X e RA2E JEsth

olgt 2 A A AMulA AR A AH L 3 &l i =L P&
- AEREY] Q1A 94 A te] BAA AT 21, AT 2 FH oz
AoiM 73 YL viAE AR YEsien oy A2 389 o] AjHjA
Ao Arity 340 FATE Bot 6 A ©F 4 Atke RS 9njich

AHH o2 9 AA = A8l & A FFY FA BAA] Mu]| 2 3l Ee] w8 E 2l
Rol A%k Ao eIt g Mul2= A% A WA A Az @&
HAshe oS A AH 2 3ol it o] oo zM AMu|x 3 He] o)
FEFE Adjzbe] Q14 Wisle] & &S v Aoz JEth
£ dFe o A AlTste Mulx Aot 3i&5e] ide] e AN
51 50] F242 AAAZ HellA &% 1 Bl gt oA AR B 71 A
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