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Abstract
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sxph 2R ApLzlEo] 9 zfplo] AAz
LBE YA UCCE 473l Ao et Faeot
Hge RAet o/t UCCEFHF&E7= 7[E
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LHUTFHEEY  FAEIE SPPE A

o ojgsw HEg ¢ Yo AEZE F4sI)E
el Qs Ho® Hodn By
ofejgt UCC &7 &71& 7987 #/8f UCC 347
deo] e HEEES d¥ow EE FIHA
L9124 e  Fd vUcCeFEZF A} FE
=218, AR EA ot oIz, AFLEH L7
epole] wAl, He F712 80Fd 7 YUSL
W 28l ojF F7]7F UCC d7 9E9
ol FF¥& FEAE YorEYY. UCCE#9EE
gHe FHH FFo FHoa upo gy
298 # 5713 UCCEZI7F el ofd FEF#E
FeAE goldgid. B g7 dFE Fef
UCCE F#8l= AFEAEE & o olad + UL
A o]z, UCCE HjZYAR g2 3pi=
LEfQI]GEN A UCCH B YO AH[2E
A 7 Y& J)=E ANG 7 g AT
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Introduction

H48H Waste AR &S desid AR
7Neg G83te AY dR9 wgldA axH gar
Aol GRS ES

HAw, 3 dH FE

FHos AlE Wik B dFe nmAA ok

olgigt EHAA HZ ZLFHQl o] & FI19 g
7+% olfrE wWESY Ui JqE  User Created
Contents(©] 3} UCC)T olA7tA] FHHoE ARE
Hdatd ot diFo] 22z AHRE AASH
gtk HwoA o$ 2 WaE dasta 9o

e 2ERIAFTUANMEY  FHd  ucce
TEE A EE AR ARGAZE AN
ZRHEZ obd dwt diFo] A AFsAY A2l
A P oI Faeo FHE’  (Wikipedia,
2002 9rlste Aeg, FU Hd ucc Aol EQ
wret Tve ARgAF7E 9537k ' (2007'd 29
Z1#yl @star lar, w124 ol 494 o]l
A ol gA F 762%7F Bl UCCE o8
ddol i FEHAG (FFAELAFY, 2006).
olgigt @AL vF AeE  vhA A
B} A= Web2.03} UCCE WEHE A2 Wag
3 dAE UFFE olEoW $e EF(YonE
20061 239 ABE AdAsAA uccrt THAE
Actd vldlel WE dSsA sta o &A%
oFA7A BAHL uCCrt 7hAE WEtel AHxEE
Zbeshs AR axn g, 2oz dEY
AHEAZE oW 712 UCCE AlFsta
TR dig A3 e BRES Aol
uccoldel 2kl AfryAod #Y AFe AR
Z1e9 2 g JgEe ojE FHoR
ojFolxgEdl, o F JHFEFEA, AH IH,
22 7 Fo] dEAHA o, oF A4t
AA ucCE AlFsta TRk dxE BT AP
Z FE AT uce T3 28d AfKYAo Mg
g FHEH FZFE A AfdAold Fa
FEE T3 A7l WEd FE3 1y dast
Aom, o] T UCC7t ofojtal A= 249 MER
QA5 Wil ol B AT dogtu & 4
At -

Theoretical Backgrounds

AEU AHEAEL AHY 27|18 I3, A8l H
% 7](Dholakia & Bagozzi, 2004)Z 7}A|31 2249l
A HEEEAE YA, AFUANAE
Fstogitt. AAAHA 571 FAAME Y=
HHE FS5IIAY  FHsta, gl AL
FAHs =  BXF  Z}A(Informational  Value) ¢+
HEEEA W EAG FA dEde 9 A
gAtAR  AAOA  JFHEE PAete =TH
7}l (Instrumental  Value)’'oll w3t F7]7F tl&E 32
Aoz dAFHo grh(Hars & Ou, 2002).
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olgjgt ARH st T3 i g F717}
AN R Ex o ol =EPORA
Ag#e 7HHE ol oA  EF(Extrinsic
Purpose)o] Aokx Fohd, WiAHQ] stHQAEH
A Hd BAE F& A BESE oldsta,
A ME 7HABE PA e Abof wEd g
%-7)(McKenna & Bargh, 1999)%-0] Al A = o}

T3 A3 Fr|Ee g AR #AE
st fFAFoRH AEH A, Au, ALEE
FREE AA dAA9 FA(Maintaining
Interpersonal  Connectivity)’ 5 7}(McKenna & Bargh,
1999;Wellman & Gulia, 1999)9} €}l A A&
Aol  AFUE oA AMEFH AHE
gaAl 7l = Absl A A 9] 33 (Social Enhancement)’
£ 7)(Baumeister, 1998)7} o) 3% % o]},

IS AL GAStHM FEAY A Fo] FAHAY
o Ry 5F FAZ BgHe FPol
vehdAd Hed, AAFHE oF dEAHY
Aotk AR AAFFE A4 7HEEFACIF
AAFEA7t ed fAHE Alde 28 8A
goted, ol 4L AAFTFAL AFZE F
Qe A2 ¥ do] A YTk Ho] FaoF
Aoz AF¥HI  QriChao-Min  Chiu &
Meng-Hsiang Hsu, 2006). o}o] we} o] & AAFFA|
THYEY R{AAE U7 FHIIEF FFE
HQhel] #e st A7t APHAGD

A FEAde X2 FH Bl dEiAE
gRkEd  PF . #AE Y A
A5 7H(Self Efficacy)y’, ‘Aol whgk 7] th(Outcome
Expectation)’ (Bundura, 1997)%] o, FEA
712 ZH(Community ties)" ze a7}
A} 7] 5] 21 ©. v (Snowden, 1998; Hsu&Chiu, 2004), <35 A
el AE(Trusty9} 42 o&HQ 7 MNorm of
Reciprocity)’©]l A 2lFfo  FFH  QQle=
el th(Ridings&Gefen, 2002; Dholakia&Bagozzi,
2004). =& AAFFA A= Axe] dig sup
£ ) A9 7] d(Personal Outcome Expectations)’
‘AFYVEl 29 7} H(Community-Related Outcome
Expectations)’’} A& 7 F A5l
28 A tH(Chiu&Hsu& Wang, 2006).

F5d 538 A3 d9¥or FAHHE V&Y
HEEAYgE 2y HIde IEFE 94y
FAAE F3l dAAHY ARYANEE s
‘AAH FEAE FQ AFdggdd, HEEA
A AAH YoM FH AFEFEE FHLE
F3 e T A (Word of Mouthy S A28 4 o).
exeiel AAHAA FHAEFAI FuiAA e
v xE gdid 9 3-S(Richins& Root-Shaffer, 1988)
L ARE AFHo gon, o F FAHASL 73
B2 AAEd dst 9ERE mdaEr] 4%

‘A% 29 (Product- Involvement), fullz}9}
wEZS AEL usE ZYsy) Y A
= (Self-Involvement)’, F3i14 &3 #AAE Eo
‘A A]x] =W (Message- Involvement), 7|E}
AFUAIA oA HA7E Ay e
718} QA& (Other-Involvement)’ 7} A A] 5] & 32(Dichter,
1966), = t}& Aol A] =(Sundaram, Mitra & Webster,
1998) 2R FA9 V2R Y7tE vietA &
Bl e HAME S35 olEH (Altruismy,
3jA}ol]l lg wjE(Helping the company)’, E}19]
a4 3 ARE 7] Hgk 2t7]
A (Self-enhancement)’ 7} F7FH 02 A A Hlow,
244 Frl2 B S| (Anxiety Reduction),
‘o abol] gk E(Vengeance), ‘A A =
g Ml(Advice Seeking)'d ©HE Al HAFHE )
A& <olefAl(Altruismy o]l Ao H A}

289 AHqAME ddA HYs  UAF
FEA 7Y 7 Ade vHesAol APl we
2o 2 FHAaHRE /A 4 A& d(Thorsten
Hennig-Thurau, 2004), ©jol w2} HI7tx ookt
A7t £PHA}. 53| Balasubramanian & Mahajan
(2001)2 2HAJAFYE AFodA AHF2x HAF
F71st A A 3718 BEste AAIgoEN Bd
Aol FE&3 ZHIAIE  AAEGEH, 9
TEddae 1) Aol 2% AFUEHY A E
Hogto 2 7= 71X ‘Focus-related utility’, (2)
g2 AFYEHAA Az FAES LAngosH
7% 7FAQ ‘Consumption utility’, (3) ©&
TAYe]l Y9 FIIEEL AHFLEN A=
7}2Q1 ‘Approval utility’, (4) A 327} AU E oA
Afryoldol #F dAURE FIAE # =&
7}l ‘Moderator-related utility’, (5) 7§91 W} Fol A
Aeld  4gg& olFaux de 71  #g
‘Homeostase utility’ 2 FJ 2t}

Hennig-Thurau et al. (2004)2 919 ZHUHAE
o] &3t 2z} gEo] HFste A o2 L wPoR
[ 2] 9 2ERIFAFZIE AABHA

[E 1] £t 78 #Fo &7

T TH8L
ch& Fulzle] cig wlel (Nagel, 1970; Paul, Mitler
Paul, 1993)
Focnlxjst—.l;gl,awd 514 Aol Ag Wl (Sundaram et al., 1998)
ili

18l A nH (McWilliam, 2000)

& el A (Thorsten Hennig-Thurau et al., 2004)

Con‘j;?;t‘;,mn AHE Fofol] gt 2 (Hennig-Thurau et al., 2004)
Approval [471 &7 (Engel etal., 1993; Sundaram et al., 1998)
Utility

74N A BAF (Lawler, 1984)
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Moderator-RetiE 2% 2] #HelA (Harrison-Walker, 2001)
ated Utilit
Y lEa

A A4 (Hennig-Thurau et al.,, 2004

tomeostase |6 84 #Ho] #EZ (Sundaram etal., 1998)

utility [

N-A 2 7t e] % (Sundaram et al., 1998)

FEAE FAoR }iﬁ 9—40171 ru A o] A2
L Ao zpojE 9l l F Ay Ao o] Apd
g0 Qi %%ﬂlﬁ ‘ZéEJ“ 3Eg Hol/
sAgt Qg AMgA AlSe st
bt 9, MEAD gl das g
#irel 2okl AfFYACIHe @Y 4ol o
Hh~ew¥m%£6wr FA7} wobsla Qe
LA gl ucck e AN 9 shuolt
”‘-}7é At dFE  Fah= AFUAAL
Abs 2[Rl F717t obd E53t JiIAA F717F AA
A8d = ASE arejsob sy, olo] thal John et
al.(2002)> 9ol  WAFAH L zAe #Fo
Aol Aol T Al A =Ed Ydo] Qli:
QeI BAS AlgHoR BoXE 277} opl
#4stu HE el mae =dtn
Turkle(1995)y & 2}9l *.}oﬂ*%‘: 2L 279
v Frshe + At A9 Ao st
JHUS Bl Al mge Free Fon
S, Aol viehuic Al wg Ay Fi
AbsES g E7%(Swann,  1990)8  EA,
A}_/\(})}%}o}]}v] 7\}734 UHO_S_ o}zhjl»x] E'.;g}u_ )1~
KNGS dFoAd oz F2]3el ZP‘-‘*M
wEor  HYsta AL 87 (Baumeister, 1998;
Gollwitzer, 1986)7F Ut} 3t ol )
43 olg& B, ¥ dvE uce T
|8 T AE 10719 5715 AHsiglon,
1ol A uce S v
#+ &71017] HuE FHE AYEh:
oo miAAet gyt A A olshA)
ol Bl ol&olA  AAH
IR AbA QA4S el
AN S Bl JEds oA wg &7
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$%8 ‘Familiarity’ 9 ‘lnteractivity’ E7)2, Abg A
2190 e} <zbol wHE L AFUE A Ao 2R B
A

‘Organization Identification” I} X237
GAEE F8h: Self-Enjoyment® 7|8 Aol

g A FH 5] olEoA AAE Axto] gk
= Al FARES Ead FAFH) wBAS

2}4* ‘Bconomic Reward’ 2} ‘Social Reward® ¥ 7] i
THE ¢ Aok sAR J1E AfYEY A,
AEP, FE AP FUHES uce FH x4
1334 A4S vAr] BogE wgds A8
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FRE FHo|BE E AT AleHA

2ol 7H Ho FUlolE Fol FAHQ R
A7) #d 5HL UCCE %}-%}6 = AR 2a7
sty WA B 4*10}3?-!— &=
‘Self-Enhancement’ 9} ‘Self-Achievement’ 5712
Ao & Aok AR Uelx 289 Fd Ho
%710 Focus-Related Utility, Consumption Utility,
Homeostase Utilitys 2219l &go] S3td F7]84
A EA 3L, Moderator-related  Utility:= EH&E
Ed o8 A5

npAeto g Uil zore] HA HrlE UJEUE
3 AN EEF 5L ddsta ol g
oA g gPda AL Add U How
‘Uniqueness’9} ‘Feedback” 5715 A 2|51t}

Research Methods & Results
ojgAor E&¥E 107M49 uUcC FH 9=
7159 #AE dotslr] Yaled, 281 HE
ZALE 5. B zAbdeE 594 uce AF
Adol d¥ 30089 A ALEAIL FHrtsldo)
AE #oz9 5% EAa, #Hy A"
254413}, o] &2 oy (www.naver.com) Y} T}&
(www.daum.net) 7{_}% zg AlojE9 ycc Ao
Aol UccE TEAY  @5%), #=E TV
(www.pandora.tv), 0}.....-6'] 7} (africa.pdbox.co.kr) 52
AR AlolEo  uccE  FHEeE A9Go%)7t
1”t’°1°i°“4 Zkatel B2oay sy o
e AS(05%)% AdTh
@ARAAE UCC & E7ld e AF EFEol
EAsA Rorm=, 7]3-‘4 ATE vgez
ooy TEd 107}21 718 ¥¥E UCC
Ao SR E FAstA ARSI 2zt S
UCC &7 #FE5<2 2571 AHde A= 0}*0‘:%
BAd (a>0.75).

ztzbel  uccEF BVl FdEel oW #AAE
ZrEAE Yolry]l Y3 a9 2AE S
82l #4 A 89 E% criterion® 2 Eigen-value’}
154 & 858 3%, & Foli= varimax

PRos aes Efl'ﬁ A E.

2 BMs 539 2 571A) 9 3010] EE&HAR
olgo] F WA T AW 4 g BAY &L
79.01%%t}.  Self-Achievement Q} Se f-Enjoyment 7}
A 1edes A AHI, Familiarity ¢ Community
Identification®] A 2 Q90  Uniqueness}
Self-Enhancement”t 2} 3 2¢O % InteractionT}
Feedback®]l Al 4 29108  Social Reward 9}
Economic Reward’} # § Q9lo& o z+
EREGEY 99  REFd ozt 2959
Eigen-valuet= o}z 2] [ 3]9] AAIHo Qo).



[F 2] 89 24 FH

e 2901|8912 23| 8204 | 8915
Eigen-value 4738 | 4316 | 3418 | 3.386 | 3.103
Self-Achievement1 0.819 | 0262 | 0.105 | 0.022 | 0.199
Self-Enjoyment 0.808 | 0.198 § 0228 | 0.196 | -0.034
Self-Achievement2 0.797 | 0.143 ] 0239 | 0.105 | 0.162
Self-Enjoyment2 0779 | 0.175 | 0233 | 0.248 | 0.003
Self-Achievement3 0.747 | 0311 0238 | 0217 | 0.104

JFamiliarity! 0325 | 0.803 | 0.175 | 0.166 | 0.097
Community 0203 | 0774 | 0268 | 0217 | 0.169
Identification|
Familiarity2 0249 | 0.771 | 0.146 | 0214 | 0.178
ﬁl?::::’:g:t%nZ 0.149 | 0.759 | 0360 | 0.128 | 0.149
Familiarity3 0.124 | 0.647 | 0.160 | 0526 | 0.107
Uniqueness| 0.321 { 0349 | 0771 | 0.097 | 0.179

JUniqueness2 0297 | 0.291 | 0,760 | 0.074 | 0.085
Self-Enhancement | 0.208 | 0230 | 0.632 | 0458 | 0340
Self-Enhancement2 0292 | 0.180 | 0.618 | 0395 | 0251
Self-Enhancement3 0421 | 0374 | 0544 | 0.131 | 0356
Interaction{ 0.263 1 0419 | 0.189 | 0.737 | 0.054
Interaction2 0.145 | 0456 | 0315 | 0.698 | 0.145

[interaction3 0.188 | 0527 | 0.122 | 0.659 | 0.141
Feedback | 0.609 | -0.001 | 0.004 | 0.626 | 0.126
Feedback2 0.551 | 0.114 | 0293 | 0.561 | 0.168
Economic Reward! 0.091 0.09 | 0.054 | 0.027 | 6923

JEconomic Reward2 0.058 | 0225 | 0.156 | 0039 | 0.899
Social Reward| 0.190 | 0083 | 0.387 | 0361 0.715
Social Reward2 0.144 | 0232 | 0496 } 0337 | 0.565

£33t ucc FH{%71
QORMe EFA ojlgHoz w29 107t4 UCC
T4 E77) AR BUEE BYL

z} %#%01 ucc 7 shollMe 01‘5 BAE
7}A 7y g Zhzel  gQlez  RHolEAE
sobsly] Y&, B AFdME zk vt nf9
=] O

qHde FoAs7= st

Self-creation Motive 31 HA Q.2A-& self-achievement
% self-enjoyment WF7F VR FAAA
gAY, B AdFAE o] 8UF ‘self-creation’
g FEIAY. ucCe AHEAE AR A4alg
=8e B9 shve AES EAEA Ha A
*é-rl%‘g =7 Al dd agal o} 2{ gl

self-achievement= self-enjoyment?} FAI7} @2

Asg B L 4 A ok Ade wHoz
T

& & AT

dtvhel AA=E  AZdds BEgol A9
EAEY dFdHo, UCC FH B7IF FEsta
]O O ‘ﬂl‘g}] _;Il__\—- 740§ A‘TJ 1}1}.“ {:—} 4&%3},9‘]
7—7_] .L]— HHE@.»O? SH}.-‘% t 1
Community Commitment Motive T "5 20

familiarity®} community identification ¥ 47} 3t
FAAA gAHAL. B AFoME o] 9%

‘community  commitment’®  WWEGL ol
ARgA7E UCC FRE FE, ArUE Ul A9
AAe dEn, o& A EAsE & OF

Aoy, olg B3 s
AE dEgdu B £ Q. s1E 289l
AfrUAel A AL, Foju RFo] xAle] EAE
e AFEAA 48 £ UE FHeR oA
Aed, uCC #HA EoowA AEAEL
TG94 3 AFUE O g AlgES ogd
Adgs FASY, Afrdgd s 2&548

=713 dge ¢ 5 Aok

AtdEs Z oojgd &

-

Self-expression Motive A HA] 2.2 uniqueness}
self-enhancement® 577} U2 SA A A A =S
{i'* AFoAE o]  89&  ‘self-expression’ &
yatglth. uccE %8t Algxe di g
7‘}"14 5Eg BES ®Bdstan, ofF BlAY
Agsta AHolstd, JAARIE ddE F7]E9)
A veldE & F dd ol e V&
AFoAe & YelA] gd F7]54A, #4lo]
&5 x8% 9 WE FFA A& FYstu
Wt ste], Ao SE¢e s HoA uce
i F7ieta A 4 Ao
Community Relatedness Motive Y| W& Q90
interaction®}  feedback® 7} s A A
FAHAG. & AoAE o] 2<9E& ‘community
relatedness’ = B gtk oA A A gL self-expression
7178 FEAA ANE dele AHolgka ghvhd,
o] F71€ UCCE &3 the& AHEEH o 49 ¢
Aa%et7) Y8t uCCE FH3ta Aok ST F
AL Aolt}. self-expression 5719 &4 community
relatedness 571 = UAE Y Al&AE0] UCCE &9
AFUAlOlA FaozA AlE5 ASE BT
Aoletil & 4 Aok
Reward Motive v}A| % Q9Q1& social reward ¢}
economic reward ®57} SR FHAA YA H U
2 AFdME o 89e ©EF c‘reward” #Hal
%‘ﬁ'ﬁ“‘ﬁ? ol UCCE B&to] AlgAE0]
BAAAY =& 87 YA UCCE FRIVIE
9 3 HAFE Aoz 71& 289 AfyAoA
THAME AF AAHE 5717 UCC HFolAMx
vzt 2 3 HASE € F duh

UCC F/F717F uCC T/ %0 vAe 948
el A &8 UCC B71E0°] UCC FHd%e VA&

-106 -~



VEFE  Yotry)

Hsted AzZd UCC
TEHEErLZ FAH.

BEE
ATt B ATolAE
93l 449 Zdowm

Avht B el uce

Aeojgar, xzkg ucc 17‘“’
Fdol Gnit Frn e
s A A
UCC Aol E %ﬂr\’é%‘i‘?g} 7H°14
..r‘mﬁ'}oq Uce & o’lr

dFe = F A

AT
Y 5 AR

) Tr«?ﬁ:Oﬂ 1} &l =
daaigle. B8 |
AN Eo| gk,

[ 3] AZE UCC 3% Y&

E 419 regressiongl 7—51’}?}

regression
uce 33—%915—%

o] g4
3L.0 o}q‘

ST

Azt UCC

xigg 24,1%1;}_

Variables

Perceived quantity

Perceived quality

B

t

Self-creation | 0.43

10.32

Community
Commitment

0.22

4.51

Self-expression | 0.27

7.37

Community
Relatedness

0.36

8.85

Reward 0.07
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2 = "l

dole dFE FA
7hQlo] UCCE B8l #zx9 7y
UCC Fdole= Yge

Evto] fogt d3g S
o} community relatedness ¥

2 B E A, HW[L}E]"“H
FoEl S5 o el ook
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UucCE

5EQ.
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0} o o
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Conclusion
2 dA7E V&Y THEE uEoes FH
Zhguka Qe uccol didfiA IEM ALEAHE S
Ailol 228 x8E EA4A UCCE FH3teAdd
& gotr szt atgict ol& 98 ucc B
Fao 71E 22 AfuAde e F7] ¥
ucc ifrel &718 stz s g4 d3E
AAE I, ol& B3 10 7HA ol&H ucc F7
FRE FZF3GUY. oS L.T’L’Jro}oi 9% ucc
TR Adel Ade 30099 AHEAE oo
S AR @T—}%'ﬂii sto]  QRIEAS
FY&a, dFHoR s7HA 5717 2 HAoh
o] F AZIA &7 self-creation, self-expression,
reward 71T JIQUAEA EHH FrIEA  UCC
e T AMEATE FER RS w7)a,
dEZEEH AAe O‘X*HLJ—ZP atoy, o Yot
f‘}i‘ﬂ’»‘»’.'@ﬂl’»‘i?l »yg wuzx e FUE
ofmlgct. o F kA BV community

1

commitment$} community relatedness = A}3 2 <l
Exo F72AM @A AFHo dv awoldt
AfdE e dg FEoEA EHAE ZHA
3 i, E}OM UCCE &3 distsiy, ERlY
yeuwg A o Yoprt o A&EE w77
A 571 guigch. B AT UCC o Eol
MAE UCC &F §719 &3E UCCE og4
el sof steA 9 stol=El g AANE & 4 Aok
uccel ol Hudoez da /\}O]E GCE
IERER B Alo]E)o: ojw 577 Fasiv,
E2E TaAHF AlolE (o uCcE AEAH
Nk kol "}OIE)‘)?]'” oW FrlEo] F/IAE £
A9 AFgoA & & A7l Wl uccst

AFAEANA £ A7 497t g & F Ao
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5
P
r
2
-
&
}.. i
i
4 o
32
K
dn
r
8
-4
=2
2

s TolA 22138 # 5714 ucc
7l F 7189 28 AdrdAejHd A
AA A &k ucC afel F719 self-creation}
self-expression™ UCCE F3te AMgAbd i)
ojgle £& HWE £ dE 7HE AT Aoz
Zldgd, a8la HEe® UCC TR %dd d8e
Ulil% 571%% gl Boldes FE& Fdoz

B AT 4%F AL B dAFoA AA" 571
5719 AR Y-S %aﬂ UCCE H|ZUA 2dg
v 2l gAY "EERizl dAEA S
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a7 gk whgl e 9 ucc ¥ AHE
249 ycc ¥e Ee wiXEE 59 HFHsid
UCC & =& AHAAE 93l T332 2s 1FHEY
UcC =8 13 4 -8 AHojuh

oAdts 2 kA FAE JHA A e, A A, B
AT ddez g UCC F8ol Bd¥oes
Ao i Holuh wek, HaE FE olux
71¥kel UCCE 4 A7 udeE FgUHE, ®
e Aga 5718 2A9SE £ US Ao E
A, ¥ dFdAE 2449 ucc FH F71E
FAHoE ALEAEQ P9 ko] oW AFS
v A=A E 93A 23t wek, o] RE A9
F7H3EQ A7t ol FoFYgY  ucc #HE
FALAE Y YALE A & =8 £ F Ug
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old o8 gAHANE EFsin B dFE UCC
T 718 osdezy UdHY AlEAE]
UCCE F#3le a5 d& 28 9 o8& +
AT HHE AFAS 27 A
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