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A Review of Laying Hens’ Behavior

Si-Nae Cheon, Jun-Yeob Lee, Hee-Chul Choi and Jung-Hwan Jeon'
National Institute of Animal Science, R. D. A., Wanju, 565-851, Republic of Korea

ABSTRACT Domestic fowl still tend to exhibit very similar behavior such as perching, nesting and dust-bathing to their
ancestor, Red Jungle Fowl (Gallus gallus), even though they have been domesticated for 8,000 years. If given the opportunity,
they choose high place for staying at night, a dark place for laying eggs and do dust bath in litter area. Therefore, these
behaviors are considered for very important role in improving the welfare of laying hens. In EU and some countries, farmers
must provide perches, nests and litter for the housing of laying hens. An understanding of behavior can lead to enhance
physical health, emotional condition and welfare of laying hens. Unfortunately, there is little information on behavior of laying
hens in Korea. Therefore, we researched the literature on certain behavior of laying hens.

(Key words : behavior, laying hens, animal welfare)

7S5 ETE 7MY T Be 39 56 A5 HE
= ez 1 Psdde] MAYEE dske
2 1962% Hafez] “The Behavior of Domestic Animals” ©]
WA FEE 7] ARSI T12]al 1964, Ruth
Harrison®] “Animal Machines; the new factory farming indu-
stry”= &9l 7FEe] AReE AbsSE 3 AE5gE 2 o
sl =Z=HA s FeE 54 et F4d o
A3 A 7450 FEel tie A7 BAH 0 FYu]T]
AlEbeRATL 53], AlolAol| A AlsE= Holl thek AFS]A
o7t 2EAA A o] dEel dig A7 D]
7] A=At

Al e ARE 7EEsHEO] hFel= ekl of
s 259 2oz AR = A MolA (Red Jungle Fowl)
Y PeFE S etk 1 AR E g 227
(perching), AF&+al F(nesting), Z-2| &-£- 8 5 (dust-bathing) 5
o] itk 12la o5 ol AF S AfHEA FSIsHA
3 By 5l ALY E 5o ol dAE
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< Holed, o] BEIPEIAES 2 3 S(Frustration
behavior)o|2til FHGTE whebA HZoe i, A,
B3 B 23 AR A ARS A ] - =
PE7] Al om, Ao B2 35 17171 9
g w=o] A3 vk 2y dAARSAIE A = Al W
8 ALL AE7] 1 AAcke] B4 Bow 3
gYzo] vIMsA Tz ik 218 27| (feather pecking)

£ e e ADe WA He] A4S W dFow
A7 S, g EoR oot ey A2 Y
27) AFL Fol7] 1 ThEa WSe] BT v
o5 FREAL slEe] §A4 AZwY ole} 4l
A A%e B 2qAT el 15 A2l AuE st
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SiellA s A AedT 3 A A&7} vl F53
Aol

=2 =2
— =

—_

. 3t 227|(Perching)

A opAle QAL I U A] 3719 drterE o] &
sto] U7 gl 5 w2 2o St 485 7
1 3)+=Hl(Blokhuis, 1984; Collias and Collias, 1967; Wood-
Gush, 1971), ©]= %l SlE ZAAERTE 2A41E Bas)
7] 1% Ao o] o TYAGE 6% Falshl Baw
THNewberry et al., 2001; Wood-Gush and Duncan, 1976). ]
213t 54 54 dAl AR #EE, Axjo] o]
E& 7Fsd 7MY =8 3ol &2 1E A St Appleby
and Duncan, 1989; Blokhuis, 1984; Olsson and Keeling, 2000;
Wichman et al., 2007). 2121} opAe] X AREZFE A4
o] A EAENSNE B3l o9} 22 ATHA
= A8 vehli= Al date] B2 oEEc] AVl=E1
ATk oA Ao mEw, shgAle] F3F ) AM-E-S 30
%ol E2gE o]l ok ) AF-E-2 85~100%°1 ] 2tk
(Appleby, 1995; Duncan et al., 1992; Tauson, 1984; Wall et
al., 2002). Sth oA AHEAE F= F2) 3 S(Comfort be-
havior; standing, sitting, stretching, preening)S 3= Ao 2
k=] =dl(Appleby et al., 1993; Duncan et al., 1992), ©]+=
FHo| gk AAMCIY Felgol HaE S sk
(Brake et al., 1994; Wichman et al., 2007), o]w|] 2|4 <t
& AR AXALE AZshAl & Wk ol e} AlRhE
Ao = FH A E35 HQITtKJiang et al., 2014; Singh et
al., 2009). T3t SthARE-C 2 Q& F o] TrIslHA] A
Ao 2Ur 2 ZUErt Eoltky HuE 3 QITHAD-
rahamsson and Tauson, 1997; Barnett et al., 1997; Duncan et
al., 1992; Hughes and Appleby, 1989; Jendral et al., 2008; Le-
yendecker et al, 2005; Tactacan et al., 2009; Tauson, 1984).

71E ARl A AteAl = 55 HEd AT A
o w Qlste] W & Zg o] FEAHEA SLE B I

=7k AstEe] Eneel €A wEdn A4 A5 9

Aol o] 2 (Whitehead, 2004; Whitehead and Fleming, 2000),
McCoy et al.(1996)= Ao Aol ALGEE F HAGE e
35%7F EtHEE2 €1 AUE Ze® B bt vt A
o|2= ARV E B F s v FRte] YyahA|
317] wZoll 53] 2l Fe] ZF o] g ezl
H, A7 e AFSAIA A = ARRAIZE S Qe 2
3 WE o DIHE AL FomA ke 2%
A FFE I EEe] Flo] AeAHA HsH A% B4
o] @37 thKnowles and Broom, 1990; Norgaard-
1990). Wilson et al.(1993)-= A|A W Stho] f-7-of what A
frZol atel7h doka sieled], Azt gl A5 A
FZo| AV} gholA 1 70t #HAEAl E Tt Barnett et
al.(1997) A5 FeH = Aol EHEE A 249,
71E AlRlA], A7t AX|E Alo|A|, BAAS FHlEe R =
ZEr) ATt Baekgih gk thE AellA = vt
2 ARA ARSA O A AR 9] w7 7 e e m
ZAFE v} 9 th(Leyendecker et al., 2005; Scholz et al., 2008).
ArAl o] F2b AARE-S SARY ) AFSREES A
AIA AAZEE] 2" 27] 8 TS EAS AaAlT e
Hl(Gunnarsson et al., 1999; Nicol et al., 1999; Oden et al.,
2002), o]uf Bthe] Eo|7} v Fostth FAAG Eole
At &27] 9 g FhdElEs fEsh] dEelth We-
chsler and Huber-Eicher(1998)°1 2|34, 45 cm$} 75 cm &
olo] It F 45 cmol|A 28 H i 27| dFo] O Bol
SR E Tk 319 2™, Brendler et al.(2014)= Z]o]%= 90 cm
ol}e] & AFstodol AE #7E FY 7 Uvk B
23}tk Chen et al.(2013)2 Alo]x]2] AA] o]7} 1 m ©]
1Y A%, A =0|E 20 cmE AlFIF= Ao 7 A
Asltn Bgk v} It} ¥ Gunnarsson et al.(1999)2 A}
5 271 A AHZA o] gl FEldA] o] Ad 2719
gFol & FeeAA Tt 773 vh U Th(Huber-
Eicher and Audigé, 1999). Al4d W] SithAE-2 site] Ho]
(Appleby et al. 1998; Struelens et al., 2009)4} K Muiruri et
al, 1990), #12(Pickel et al., 2010; Wechsler and Huber-Eicher,
1998) S0 2JehH = 20| 7} . Struelens et al.(2009)% 4.5
cm HololA AbgA ] ASwrt 7P wdtha Hasksl o
™, Appleby et al.(1998)-> 4i©] 3.8 cm®} 6.0 cm ) F- 6.0
cmol] tik Al dowr} o] mgkom, st Akgof gL
o] ] Ro] ¥ Fosttta FsIslth ARl E 2
2ofe] Rt A At E v dsske AEel e
d|(Muiruri et al., 1990), ] olrb= ditfol] A< 417]
Te 73S 7717 Agla] vl AR Bk e

U E

ol

z
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leby et al, 1998; Duncan et al., 1992). it AA 2= S~
Eolu A ET UR-E A5 2 i (Appleby et al., 1992),
wHEEidie] A9 71385 4 52 wAl7F 912 (Tauson and
Abrahamsson, 1996), Zt}~Eolu 7FE idl= A &e] 1]
11219 ARV F3 A A717F Edsta G0t ol &
o R AbgA| o] EAY E 2E# 2~ fEsHA dot
(Scott and MacAngus, 2004).

o|9lo| = AkgHA|] Aol wE o] &= Fste]
AF7F FAEVIE SFTh o] GA R gl o &
o] It oA AFA¥EI+= ], Faure and Jones
(1982)= Aol W& Ato]7F A9 gl Ao R ZAMESQS
w, 3k WA AG o] & 12 (White Leghorn)©] Z24 AL 2]
) 21&(Brwon Leghorn) Xt} SIthS ] o] A}&3cia B

THE gz, o] & Akt A g
behavior)e] kil TH Appleby et al., 1993; Zupan et al., 2008).
bk A s ol ot 2ol o|Este] YERY
), AEE-& uljgho] JjAE & F 22A1774A] A o] 7}
3T Wood-Gush and Gilbert, 1973). L2t} AF5A1A W)
o] gl A, A= At AAE et AdeH
WA o] A5-S e d & £, ARl & vHEH o
2 WEAY 1, ALY E 5 22 TS Holadl, &
Y EAE2 ol PF RS At FAld e
7 ) F(Frustration behavior)e]2txl X &5t JThMills and
Wood-Gush, 1985; Yue and Duncan, 2003). ZL&]3L o]} 2
& - YPEL Gakel-callo]2ta B8 294
(Koene, 2001). Schenk et al.(1983)& A4
A Ao 3 Al A Het o 3u) o] o] w2 Gakel
calle] BT B8} th B3k Gakel-callS AFRAIH 3
Y 2P ELE P FAHo| dtH(Koene and Wiepkema,
1991; Zimmerman and Koene, 1998; 2000).

AAl ArdE AHgSteE dFEe] BrblA e Z2A &
A gl abed-E ARESta e, I Eofl ¢

ol Y| AWIEG AH-Ee] B Y =2 ]

(Pre-laying

o> o

ick

[
off
rn‘.
£
v

>
o
o

qul pud

ol f-oF THE TRt A7) E Aok At

-

o] YFEAG &F woll e Aol o 5HH R Holr]
uf] Fo]CHClausen and Riber, 2012; Lundberg and Keeling,
1999). wabA 771 e ARRPEE T AEo Y 7ho]
2 71 Aol HS =71 o EthAppleby and McRae,
1986; Stampfli et al., 2012). A= AIZF = oUx]e]
71891 AR T B eta o 223 Xof|A] Akehe slen
B (Cooper and Appleby, 1995; Duncan and kite, 1987). g+
H, Hlo e Ads T oln] ARSI AbedE AY
ted o] A7} BAlol Fh 2FH(Gregarious nesting)S-

A7 e, oA FE WAL ARFolL} ool A B
o= Ao 2z gorRE Hoshy] fdl
g 73 e she 22 59 P50
SATHRiber, 2010; 2012). L&} g€ F1bol| A At
2AeE7] §1&k ZHAIZEe] Aol A DefAHA HEgh o
Uz &r gl g o Qe E ~E#H 29 AAALY] §-
27t len, 22 A Ao ® g HARE 3 gekao

&g 2efs)E ek

_0|L

ol

e

wo 4y i me rfr

=

o7heoR wrte] Mg A £
2eit 9y Aol 72 )6 Heh Ade] SHE
71710l Slo] Aol AT, Ak 2] Aol S o] F
ol A% Aaol 1A Folk e 24 B Y
(Pagel and Dawkins, 1997).

AHHAI] ARREY AdElel] glo] JEkE riAe ajleRE
A+t de] vl al(Duncan and Kite, 1989; Huber et al., 1985;
Hughes, 1993; Petherick et al., 1993; Struelens et al., 2005,
2008), A1Z-(Huber-Eicher, 2004; Zupan et al., 2005, 2007),
Zd(Appleby et al., 1984b), =F"J(Appleby and McRae, 1986;
Hughes et al., 1989), % (Appleby et al., 1984b; Appleby and
McRae, 1986) 12|11 AFS]4 AlF(Appleby et al., 1984a; Freire
et al., 1998; Lundberg and Keeling, 1999) 5°| It} dE &
W, 2= A ii(wire mesh) 2t E8H(peat)o| L} 913 2+
t(astroturf) ol A 4t&317]15 31 (Struelens et al., 2005)
7, 2%, seble) gt wakale) AlekalA 2herel
718 A8k Z3gko] SlthHuber-Eicher, 2004). T=31 Akgk
Ao A ES FE AE F 3~44 o] dojub=T|(Coo-
per and Appleby, 1996; Huber et al., 1985; Lentfer et al., 2011;
Sherwin and Nicol, 1993), o]u] A}3]= AlFol upe} 7|AE
= A1 7Ee] Zfo] 7} 203 Appleby et al., 1984a; Appleby
and McRae, 1986; Colson et al., 2008; Lundberg and Keeling,
1999; Riber, 2010). AF31%] Aol &5 Abeslr] F2
oA LA A4S A=Al H 9 (Rietveld-Piepers et al.,
1985), steI7HAIS] 735 Abek A Akt s 27 943t o F

ol WA Beol = BeR AiA o st e A

=y
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Aol A 2SS4 ETH(Freire et al., 1998). =, 3}9]7
= ASINAle] gl mel abet At DElR] ), Alet
& NE 2

2 e 285 A7l

==

et al., 1985; Wood-Gush, 1971).

3. 22f==Z(Dust-bathing)

B EEL2 ta o] 384 R ehe dlse R 7t
3t ol e s o] E FRAHSNE Eet
3 B2 vige] 2l e A4S vE 2d O 23 V&
A1) 45 YA AY Al 2 7S A AT EH
Zld ol A4 Ae)S X gcHvan Liere, 1992; van Liere and
Bokma, 1987). 3t Bl &8 5 AeA|e] o) whE
7ol = =8-S FTHAppleby, 1991; Shimmura et al., 2007).
wbA] sbelE Bt 23 AFSAA S H dsste
gko] QltHDawkins, 1983). &8 P& =7 oA 104]
FE 2% 4] Alo]dl] #EE] = 35S Z(Olssen and Keeling,
2005; Vestergaard, 1982), 2F&HAl= Ht o] & 3k HAA oF
20~302%t B EE-S sl ATk EATH(Van Liere 1991;
Van Liere et al., 1990,; Vestergaard, 1982). RFH, o} A1ej
ANA = 10~20 FE Ate] @=E= Z3ko] AtkFolsch
ot al., 1986). o] 7o) oaP, Ry = & PEo =z 3
o} 23} 28 A4 2=of of8f 7)A| =] =Tl (Hogan
and van Boxel, 1993), 2] 7}%=(Van Rooijen, 2005)L} H
32 %(Klinger, 1982)°l we} dak& whett g, gol
e MAdAE TF 2o 5S PFo] By, B
£ P AT Bk ot Y RAS AR JakE nlX
= Ao & HQITtKVestergaard et al., 1999). Petherick et al.
(1995)} Nicol et al.(2001)& vlEhe] FH/7} AtetA|e] me)
58 o Jg vt sTh el U2l
v XFEe], HFyE o= 2 E(Shields et al,, 2004; van
Liere et al., 1990), R HT}= EEHS U A5sts Zo&
B3] I THDe jong et al., 2007; Petherick and Duncan, 1989).
T3 Sanotra et al.(1995)l ©J3Hd, Bole]= Ak 2710 A
el A E AAZE 9 o] Foll = thE vt Bt o Al
S8t 7] AUt

71&9] Ale|A v Bej7} gl ARSAIAE A A= &
kel v Bl 582 3k w2 HHlE P Foh=d
(Olsson et al., 2002; van Liere, 1992), “Sham dust-bathing”
L= “Vacumm dust-bathing”o|2}a gtc}, 22y L4 &=}

& B

E2 At 9 A3kt gojgka skal Ath(Lindberg and
Nicol, 1997; van Liere and Wiepkema, 1992). “Vacumm”-
TS ofnjate dol & o] wl nigteA RejE8S dhe
A7) =93] =&7] wl&e]t}. Sham dust-bathing> =2j <]
Aol vigh AheAle] 2 PEo ey SYE Ao B
ATk ARSAIE W A Fe7t SAlC] ReEES &
A= B3] 5T 45 Ak Ao miE ded )
= 274kl y th 2 Al &9l Sham dust-bathing= 3HCh
(Lindberg, 1999). o], A& sh= Bt 2ld z27|o} 22
34 YFol T Ak whebx FEE Ref a4l
g z7] P55 Zo|& Ho= 3 23cHBlokhuis and Arkes
1984; Hughes and Duncan 1972; Simonsen et al., 1980). 3t
A, 45 dFelxe BefdArt 298 54 AlolA] <A
Sham dust-bathing®]| Al&3A] #&= = Aol tdte] Sham
dust-bathingS AFS]4 Ao o|gt AIEolegpr|He} 2bed
Aol 7] 7l ofaf Y& e Folga F4E B Q)
THOlsson et al., 2002).
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r\l

NG

4. 21" 2Z7|(Feather pecking)

2Y &27)= tE A S BAY e, 5, teEE
z2e Y2 SAMES e Peo e W ol
1 Ba¥ 3 9 tkBlokhuis 1986; Dixon et al., 2008; Huber-
Eicher and Wechsler, 1998; Klein et al., 2000). ZL2{\} Vester-
gaard et al.(1993) EH&5E 35S ZHE, van Hierden et
al(2002)> 5 FFo 2T E AgE FFoletar 4G
vl it} Zld &27] 5-S B ARFAIE A TAE 3L Qe
PEog F7 o AI7F Fot FEHTK Preston, 1987; Vester-
gaard, 1982). |58 352 Ao A K} thA|AFSA] A ol A
=2 B ES VYeERY = (Blokhuis et al., 2007; Rodenburg
et al, 2012), o] AFFAIA W 7RA 427F o] Zolx]7] wj &
o] thBlicik and Keeling, 1999; 2000). &2S e sj=
T T 2Eg A olye} Zld 3 3]l &3-S YA
Zlge] E4=E Qlste] Al2o] Holx|A| =rA
w48 SAAA7I= o] w, ox]e] LR7}
= AtR e o] STlska Aol Aadhe F
AR A 48 ZYIFCHEL-Lethey et al. 2000). whe}A]
= 28 &7 P53 Fo|7] A% thekst W Ee
3 QU thNicol et al., 2013). 2E z7]s} 2d &4 4
AHHAIS] B FES S5 AEEA o] &E1
TH(Weeks and Nicol, 2006).

Zg 27] g5 Ao AelA Faxsy #Hol
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A H%) HAEE 534 =% %) Blokhuis and Beutler
(1992)%} Blokhuis and Beuving(1993)°l] 2l5p3, 7€ #7] &)
5= To] Holz /Al TIVT A &AL 2 Yephdt). g,
Hansen et al.(1993) oA AMSE = AFHAIZE ok
21 AFSA oA AFSE = 4AFREA|ETY, Johnsen et al.(1998)
< HA ulgdllA ALSE = ARAZE B e A FE]d)
A ARSEE AR Bk TI AESA1Ee] o 2A Jebdth
3 B33k v} itk 128] a1 Johnsen et al.(1998) A8 27|
o AFET FAF vpgA| o] F/ol wet o] F Y 2] 3
Boll G vzttt 3t Wole] of 2
Zo| U™ A7} o] F Zd 7] PFS v Bo] vERd

= A7 A3 %= 2 tHHuber-Eicher and Sebd, 2001a; Huber-
Eicher and Wechsler, 1997).

28 z7] dF5L Fol7l 2 F47](Drake et al., 2010;
Potzsch et al., 2001; Green et al., 2000; Zimmerman et al.,
2006), A5 FE|(El-Lethey et al., 2000), 3 2KKjaer and
Serensen, 1997; Rodenburg et al., 2003)°] &M= FJakS
W= Ao 2 A EQUTh Drake et al.(2010) 3 Fol7)
Ho} AQE Fol71E AF3HdS wl, Freire et al.(1999)=
Fol7]9] ol 28 cm EU} 6 emE AX|E19S o, 181
Lambton et al.(2010)¢} van Krimpen et al.(2005)= Z&3
Atg R HellY AR E Fosiie Wl AE 277t Y B
o] ¥ttty W3k vt vk F5719] A5, B lA
g 9 g7 z7]e] WAEo] HTHGreen et al., 2000; Zim-
merman et al., 2006). =3+ G Aol A= 4Her] Ft A
2 2ol gA4% ke 3 ZlE &7] o] Skt
3 B3 vl 9ltk(Hughes, 1973). 3V, Pétzsch et al.(2001)
= 2993 Zld &27] o] AT stk 2079
MehS Al AR AFAA| oA o] £ Abeks AlRHEE bk
AxT Zd z27] gFo] 4uf o TSt Baskeivh

Savory(1995)= 8 &7|& A=l w2} Gentle Feather
Pecking(GFP)¥} Severe Feather Pecking(SPF)So. 2 A|&3}5}
Gtk GFP= 37140l 93t &4 3% (Explore behavior). S
2 Zdo|y mio FHE 43R ¥+=(Riedstra and Groo-
thuis, 2002) ¥FH, SFP= ZlE o] H3| AL Felof 23t AJA
= Qs o] fFEEe T 54 A FEE|Ee R
dkA 517 EtHGentle and Hunter, 1990). w2}r GFPE 2
HAR AA HES B3l 7iA 1 FaEAE 45k =
o] ¥= ¥hH, SFPe| ¢ H FEERAZCE 7P A4
Zyel BA| 2 5% 1L 3 tHBrunberg et al., 2011). SPF= 5
2 A3 g2 AAA e 72 U 98 tE Aol U
EldTHRodenburg et al; 2004; Rushen, 1982; Wood-Gush,

1971). 3+ Holg]o| A= GFP7} o] B2 A wh(Kjaer and
Serensen, 1997; Wechsler and Huber-Eicher, 1998), A7k~
= SFP7F HA S7keithe A2 37} tk(Chow and Hogan,
2005; Huber-Eicher and Sebd, 2001b; McAdie and keeling,
2002; Riedstra and Groothuis, 2002; Rodenburg and Koene,
2004). 12{\} GFPS} SFP-S Zgjsh= AelZ mAY S &
EAQ1 2olo] s obA] HEke T ] Felint g
, G AFelM = 2 e) Yol A7| & o] &-3te] SFP
A F vk SF9 T Green et al.(2000)°)] w2
H ALy} o4 2 SFpo] WA Eo| HolAH, Kjaer
and Vestergaard(1999)+= 22| |77} & 7oA GFP7}
o ol #EET 3 8} Uth3 Ix versus 30 Ix).

I ERt FEE A7lEe] /ARt 2 B At
7] S8l et s ARt A e] AR 2 Q)
o] AFAI] AlofEtE S WSk Wi =
AP aHs F= Y 79 24 =7 &
2R B39 tHNicol et al., 2013). E3F g
QA 22 2Y 27 PEg Eolet AHE
(Guesdon et al., 2006), 2FetAle] & - T ~EY
S etk o] -2 (Gentle et al., 1990; Glatz et
al,, 1992) Z= AL ol|A A m=do] A 3lom Ag]
A oe]o] gato g 29 Agd AYS 5 AR §9 =
7Hll A e e xt2715 AW FA8k2 9t Rondenburg et
al.,, 2012).

)
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Mo
1R ¥

L

(e

=
HAH

[
-
K
ol

=

AR Alzte] WS wed SR Az we) o
P PEPIL LFERITE o] o AW ool Lot
E 42 /KR Qon, 9% F 2347 e g
A BEL ol AT BT G B AT B9 o
B et el Solt F4l8 Ak ol @ BEY
& WA AeA st $AA A% aEw el 2
449 4G v)Hck 53 o] o2t P A
JrEs) ofE Be) BRES PPN D, RABE PEL
g H=d 1§ F4E dYetn 74F 5L AANE
o 2 oleld AFEe] MG u, Aeble AR s
WEAL HA L ANDE 52 o] BB HolP] Gakel-
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& Folalm 977k AR Aeguct A Eolt Thefe)
PFEiR A dE, A uiEThe 1 A e
S B8 A%l 90 T ARzol A7) m
2ojs B vl eSS PES o ol s
BTk 9, HEwst Juglel 4ds] 2a A}:r
B o3lel Aeiile] BAE A 4 gk AdEon
F gl $ES A21A Aol BHe e AAE
& o] AQE A} e} obd 434 ReBES @

AT A 5 7 AEdT) el He
W= AN ool E 2] PEE RE A ALS
AeIA dER Sled 531 A} B e

MASo] vieto @ ZAlo] WG A =HA AL Er} =
obA QAR TS| S He ALom uie WA
o] FE&4E AzbeAL SgE v Ul AFSEEE A8
Al ERE ot il R R S £ 9le 713E A
e z27] B 7 se] SS aatith o
=ol7k AdekA] 5 A, esld e 27
T 7 EEEE AT, o3 e T
W w27 ghbsle o] glom® 2] At vl g &
gsfrt = F7IRbel] 2R S AFgsisie wl STl
Folh Ad B4 TR = EAll gk Ad e x|k
Q1 $ile] a7dnh aEa uie AEe get 9
] A=

&g YAl et A= A7t Eds] s Stk
Jeuv e AE % AR JRAIZE dEsket slo] 71X €]
A PR Eapl, AhHolet & 4 giek 18 7}

Sl 2% SEAFHNASE A9le] G5o0] AL o

4R st o;tw B AZde] TR F71%e] 4
=8 Egshs F7bs oz saEm Qe AekAel
352 3 7He) 39101 olUjzh B3hAel a9le] BHatg

ate] yehtr] wiZelth

A&BEATE 7150 P U@ B 57142 W]
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