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Abstract: A party unsatisfied with the judgment of the first instance court has a right to
appeal it to the higher court. If such party are still dissatisfied with the judgment of the court
of second instance, they may still have the right to recourse to the court of third instance if
they satisfy certain statutory conditions. The current level-by-level appellate system has be-
come a matter of course in the contemporary legal system. The third instance procedures
function not only in safeguarding the parties’ litigation interests in fair trial, but also in pro-
tecting the public interest in the unity of the judiciary. However, from a historical perspec-
tive, this conception is not to be taken for granted, and it is a product of historical evolu-
tion. In this paper, the author makes use of the historical documents to trace out the devel-
opment of the German hierarchical and appellate jurisdiction system. The purpose of this arti-
cle is to uncover and summarise the structural factors that have universal and regular impor-
tance from their respective social contexts. The author believes that this kind of further study
on the foreign legal system could lend references to the ongoing judicial reform in China.
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FE ] (Einstufigkeit des Verfahrens) [a] % &k Jf 18 8 9 2 9Ll AL 2 A5 . FE AR
F X — R R SO R A, AT RN, (1495 RN ) ANEA 32 MR ERC, H
o WS 1) 19 6 e T G BB 4 G B O R AR R, TS AT BB EE X LR AR R Py B4k
F) 0, o B RN S R, M8 AR A AR A8 B 2SR UE 4R A ] RN M T A Y R e, (28
Ko T EE NG - EHRBLAHEIEEARMGMEN., BE 1555 F (FEEXK
BERLI ) CLATR @ AR (1555 AERLI ) O Ay mi A, bR R T O U8 T E ) B . 1600
ARG . 15 e 32 B G 1 0 2 % Bl i Tk B 1 T, S R R R R OC T 3 AR 22 ) AR 1)
N Tl IR, B, FFAEACAE A . E R0l ok Xk S ] 2 gy b L, A E R
FEBEM LR T A CTEBOA SN AR, &R SOk B R ], (2

M, 1555 F (FEEFEREMM)Y (FFR (1555 FMN) )

(—) AWM HHE =
(1495 AR ) 5 HFRZ A [ 525k Be 1Y A0 82 P 0 3f A ks 2 31 A

(281 (1495 4EHM ) IR WA UM E , HFHANRTRETE L URH T b 48 388 1Y 284 2 55
WEHE . (HAEZZE N, S5E N b gy N AR LURBEHEI ., (1495 4F R ) B A7 Y FHATE i
B R SR . B 14 KHE, M3 AN W BT T 46 B 4042 38 45 M
Bh A E A I SR SEBR L 2 TR T — 45 AT DUER A B UE HE ROB R SE A B, 7 T BR s =2 A
HELFFERBECEHA T FTRERFTAZMGEFMANER T, 125 F R E R A 0 E
X, ZU BroB, a.a. 0., S.38. HEEHXILMAIERBER . 1495 FHN ) 5 14 FZHBHE S,
FORME AR BB B R AR N F AR K, B RAER N AE, SYFEAN
T RE % 1R AL BT R S R R 4 O TG OC Bk .

(297 Filippo Ranieri, Versuch einer quantitativen Strukturanalyse des deutschen Rechtslebens im 16. —
18. Jahrhundert anhand einer statistischen Untersuchung der Judikatur des Reichskammergerichts. in Rechtsge-
schichte und quantitative Geschichte, Frankfurt am Main 1977, S.1~22.
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T LN TR e A E R AR 1495 AFFR A T E N ANIR B . B A 22
32018 [E & B2 0 SRR, BE A IR g TR . MR E S B2 A B T B, gk
MEZHABN ., FEHATRT, (1495 4EHM) e, #urwmEERER. WEZEH
MG sh A — ML G5 E A AN EEH N T RSN A G, BT
HC e E SR, AR AR B B el 2 R H X AP0, ok IE A B R Rk
B 1) B2 BURFAE . B0 a5 B B R ILBE R AL R (1495 RN ) MR . JE A R BY 2 Z (]
FOREGG Lry Z Wi S B0 B e A5 B AR RS JE A B R Rk B SR
BRI o, AT Bk A i R VR R LA B R B R AR IR R ROk L A &
SEYBUR AR, IR AR E R N R 1k A B I 2 ) A Al 4
MK AFSE" R “@r I & — MR FIRIA AR R, B IRS F KA E
WHENGE — WL AR R B4R SS Lok, BY 5FEE, (RAgREEMZ) MEIT R
] Yok TR R, 2 B B AR R B BOR SRS SR (1555 AERLI ) Y il it
T AlHE

(=) 1555 MMy WEERF

C1555 4FHLM ) EZEH AKX E (Personen) . AL Ciurisdiction) LA K A R ¥
(proceB) =AML . X5 ICHAE R E) T IR M AN . Yk vk
M) =B S SRl T2, S Sk Ak Rz — 2% 5k X —F Ik
W, S “ARRE” P, HE TEE (Kammerrichter) . B8 51 ( Assessor) |
Bh i 61 633 (Prokurator) DA M Ul ( Advokaten) 454428 A Gt AR A1 L 55, TE58 —
g CRDEALT o, FEHE T R e 2 B — SR AR A b R SR A Y R AALRR
G — o R b, FEHE TR E R R A W R LR R
TP RN . TR EE A5 A A R ] e e ik B A S A5 B I R R e P T R A7 Y
FUREMAR

1. L35 A2 B P i i AF 49 41 69 FR ) (34

Bl 25 T A B R R B B R R B 2, BOTR IR IA FR T ™ Y W A5 vk B
FHR R, R E Ty, o E R R — RS A LR B R bR YRR A
(1555 4ERLN ) R sE /Y bV S AR A bR B B IR 2 50 il % (Gulden, 78 5 iy

(303 Ingrid Scheurmann, Die Organisation des Reichskammergerichtes und der Verfahrensgang, in:
Frieden durch Reicht, Das Reichskammergericht von 1495 bis 1806, hrsg. v. Ingrid Scheurmann, Mainz
1994, S.119. %51 ARiE (263, PRiEESC, 5 226 11,

313 Laufs, a.a.O., S.16~17.

(323 AT (1519—1556 FEQL) Ji % #4503 i 3 20 S X . 94T I 0 B 30 O
T 1546 4F 57 [E 5 A 78 S5 OR O B K Tt SR R KBS (Schmalkaldischen Krieg) o 4 D) 5t
WKW H 2, MALRT R EBAEMBEN — SR m, & PSR R £ 82 E TS5
TE I AR I .

(33) XA “BhW R M SERM T REERD “LRIENT, EdEkBEMN,. AHLA
S 0y R0 IR SRR E 5 T 200 D ik B AR B A9 A (Redner) , NS TEHBAE B M, HARBERLAT
5 N GA AR A N BRICRA R A I i, B A 5L DRI B ik Be AR BRIk E R E . 21
(1495 AFHN) 25 6 AR MHLE .

(343 Ulrich Eisenhardt. Die kaiserlichen Privilegia de non Appellando, Koéln 1980, S.22~23.
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AT Mg HAD , B9 1570 4 mH] 150 by /-8, 6 2 1600 £ 255 300 il /R
B BT RIS BB AR, RIAAET W F RIS R EENE R, HEARA
ZALIR) 2, 7 D L ORI I R R T 1] T R VA S OB N . SR LE R AT B Y LA R At
R AH H e B ZE A HE R E B VR R BE 1Y B AV B 2 Ah . O8I e DUF Y, FE Y A
SN BRIV B A DL S S R PR BT O B T Sk B I RE 4 2 B — AR R

2. H—FRFGH M

Ho—, A0 B LL K 52 £ L (AktenprozeB) Y52, B9 K I8 H H-8 7 & Y 1k
fege, e 0y FIG 3 R BOS RERY 7 kAT . BJS R 32 35k B ooy bk i 5 1 oF A 88 5 19 o
i, 18 15 M A B W FOff . 7 B 5 58k Be SR B T i FI R Y . OF B M e, ok
LA LBEZREFEL, NEEVENEE RIEA MR (quod non est in actis, non est in mundo) .
BT R AR Y, S E T R AR A Y RN DT 25 S Bl ok T AR KR I
M PRI S R v 3 BT ME R S B FEAR R TR R B R (Aktenversendung) 45
B R 2 B s B R S B B R M 20 0 HotE AT 285 02 . O 1 3 202 A5 1 0 e b e HG o
B BEMETL A BRI T R, TR — MR X R B 2y B 2% 0 45 2% =R S e IR L R
REMHB AT TR, BB 0 E SO AR BAR RS SC a5, il & T iz FH
Tl 1 2 R SO U5 S TE A G R A T, V00 X — P A RS F AR
SR A CYEAERE T BRI B S —L, RIRoRAY BURRR R A S X R T
(G P I D S e TR e S I i o e A Y 7 R A

H =, “IX4r4r8” Cartikuliert) B9 “4r S F2)F” (Positionalverfahren) . 7£iX I~ 2§
o, CYFANEE LR RR R o 2 AL T B G SUER SR UM N B R A
FHARFTH G AR T, FIAFE PRI G (Angriff) . BF 0 ( Verteidigung) #1525
(Gegenangriff) [ #E4T . L BE N4 BN R AL B C R R0 A SR FE S b T 38 0%
X3 UF 1A 3 SR AL (Klaganspriiche) . X3 3K A1 5% 1 ( Einwendungen) L S A X [ ()
HAhE K AL (Gegenrechte) . M1 BEASUF 1A By B A Bl 25 AH B 09 00 57 /9 UF 48 0 & 3% 3, JF 7~

(350 Kammergerichtsordnung von 1555 Teil 2 Titel XXVIII § 4.

(361 Rechtsabschied zu Speyer von 1570 § 66.

(370 Abschied des Deputationstages zu Speyer von 1600 § 14.

(38 WM — M B F R P BB S RO HEBRAE Rk B i W B 2 AN, O R R A
SRR AR SR T, WSS U E AW RE RIWETFH K, B 55 2k B )Pkt 58 14 480 B 1Y
e,

(393 Franz Wieacker, Privatrectsgeschichte der Neuzeit, 2. Aufl. . Gottingen 1967, S. 184~185.

(403 LAAE E e BE 1792 4F 32 3 1Y Bruchsal 1 Witwe Bellon 25 Ji5 If Speyer 3= # i # J5 BURF %% H
B AE TR B 25 05 R T — O BN VR TTAIE . R 3R A5 2 BRI T Y R 4 Witwe Bellon 24 3 A X R A
T, ATRESEMACKHAR, FEKK. SRMAT UK HEEN “MER/RNE. EASEWMAMRR
M ENH” WX R, W Rita Sailor, Untertanenprozesse vor dem Reichskammergericht: Rechtss-
chutz gegen die Obrigkeit in der zweiten Holfte des 18. Jahrhunderts, in: Quellen und Forschungen zur
hichsten Gerichtsbarkeit im Alten Reichs Bd. 33 (Bohlau, Koéln-Weimar-Wien 1999), S. 334~335. #75|
FRTE (267, MREESC, 5 244 3L,

(1) A XA N, (EREADBRA T ERWIE R RFRIR: RAXIRE G MG 5, R
K G NARTB LA BEAT AR VG s T anf, BNEEA BRAAEM ARV, RO RE; WA, BRIKREZSR
AR SR R AL . Fh T B of A 45 C R Ar#I o . I (A B . buliF (RARA IS, HE
BRI DLty O i R HAH R 26 B By i 55 ) . WIdE (260, AR, %6 245 WL,
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A B Be kB GIEAE F T g IR B A R H R R BB W, RAEACR M B AR R
DA — AR AR AT S TR T R R A AR T B Sy 2 A A T A IR TIE 4
B — A ARG R, HATHR R R 220l R k@I 2 5 WOl BRI IE . 2498
X—BFiEH,. BaSB0ReBFItK (BABANF S T AT W RE i
B, EEE T NEERZE IR RN . AT, #0087k
ZIIE R, MAS LB 0 o H B R BE RN Akl ol AR

BARTES — R P S P b, JEAAFAEREAE “ S m @ A A mET X
SPEARFEAME ., HRERMEAETFAE TN =& “FBEH” P ESmEE&EHX
RPN AR ARSI BRI, X TR T sk ET, HAlml., X R EAN ZWE
BORHEAT P RTT BRI AR S T, BRI - ME S X T
M NZRX TR ARF LR FUL, WA — T I 1R 8 9 o3 B 5 o i vk R Ok
R, MK — B P i 13 Bl o K R R 1 7 3 hL, TR NS E AR
R B9 R S, R A — ok B RN A O I B AR BT A0 R AR FE L T RE .
BB R W AR S ) T R ROR . B 90k B 2 R AE AE A BRBE 4 T
AR AR F AL T fn B i AL

TE (1555 AR ) b, b [ 5L 580 Bt i) 240 ) P 2 1k #8547 B F Cappelliren)
BOE AT IR E EARE PR Csupplicirn) o (HETERFRNEEWHIE T, R YHE AN T4
R, A DRSS =H (revision) B kB E SR FE W ££ (syndicat) , (42)
AR — KR LR AP ERX I “revision” XA, HELA¥HENNE =HRET
(1555 AERLI ) rhy= g U8 0 X 2H P, (1555 FMM) BlE T =Mz s, W
Josk Z Jf (Nichtigkeitsklage) . 81 % W5 % 2 Jf (Syndikatsklage) 4 DL M F 8 Z Jf (Res-
titutionsklage) M50, FEH ZURETIRE LXMW TR B X B “dFHHEBERF”, 2R TX
S A B I OO SOR UE IS 0 B, S BRI e N A A RN R O AT A R, 55
= AR P AATE BRI X o 0 5 £ 22 VRS2 2 g OB ORH AR AN 2 T B T AROH e Y s R
T4 A B SR 4 HF W B2 R s IR R XS IR A T, AR EIFAR T —F B

423 (1555 AR HLI ) 55 =HB4r 55 53 T 1 4%,

(433 Johann Heinrich Christian von Selchow, Einleitung in den Reichshofrathsprozel3 aus einer Hand-
schrift des Franz Winand von Bertram, 3 Binde, Lemgo 1778~1781, S.910. {H2WH¥H I\, BRK
1532 4EMAR 1Y €5 B Y1)  (Reichsabschied von 1532) Hvfifi F i) J& “ suppliciren” X ~1id), {HEH 5
“revision” E. 7B M IF B N # . W Wollgang Sellert, ProzeBgrundsitze und Stilus Curiae am Reichshofrat, im
Vergleich mit den gesetzlichen Grundlagen des reichskammergerichtlichen Verfahrens, FEbersberg 1973,
S.375. fEHJG Y 1648 4F (U R AW A 29) (Westfalischen Friedensvertrag) 1 1654 4 (4 B & 58
BBEFLI Y (Reichshofratsordnung von 1654) 2 “ suppliciren” XA~ 2k LR 5 =% (revision)
MIME & . X JE M T “suppliciren” XAMEIA R BA A A m B R BRI R B ER, W E o
EBETEH ML Z W), SR I iE “sE s TR B ar m LA AR, Bt 7R A ZURE ) o
AR 7 U0 W [ 22 X T A e v e AR Y K e TT B R Y TR, WS T RE A T AR B AL AR W
“suppliciren” R IKTH & L, AH, 75 E &= 2B a7z SR D B A Rt BOs E Sy B,
HEmANBRABRIGNFIKE R, FEERESCARE A “suppliciren” Wk 7E 1 #LZ 1,

(441 Reichskammergerichtsordnung von 1555 Teil 3 Titel LIII § 6.

(453  Reichskammergerichtsordnung von 1555 Teil 3 Titel LII.
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FB, M HEXN THREAEMER —FHEA, Fb A E T X B Fie & =% it
WE . 60 NIRRT L B SRR R R

SFEA R TG IE EEAWM. K- 2A R THOFAR TS EEE
(auB betrug oder argelist), Tfii J& B ¥ B 0 & By % 51 9 6 2 (ubersehen) . I j il
(unfleiB) . JCH (unwissenheyt) B{F iRf# Cirrsall) S, U0 H = 2 AP L% EH
THESRE B E BB T A B9 558 (geschenck, gab). 3H 3K (bitt). K i (Freundt-
schaft) . Z2MR (feindtschaft) s H MU i T2, U8 HEHE ZMIEIE T, HH AR
TR CTERZ YR Ab . R OR B A R P fi R B A A R oR . i SR B DA
TSR F R TR E N . M FE AR D ar B R R T RS (Visita-
tion) 4 Y HHIE , EORE A IZ AT O o RCH te BUE R A R

WB 4 W Ry Tk (Kurfirsten) REFP D75 [ 8235 1CE£  (kaiser-
lichen Kommissare) 1AL, JGR AW ZE Y K2 A E SR, WEZERSNE
LAy i A7 25 10 R ik 223 Cordentliche und auBerordnentliche Visitation) . %17 <1 &
I T A B I ) PN AR T ) 2 BOBCRR 28 AT T AR 9K 2 SO DN AR g 7 1138 25 A0 A 1Y) Ry
PRUCILZE AT, OO fp p e or 1 W B 28 00 &5 1) 2 BEAT 55 7F T Ak B 1 B = 1k BE 09 0 45 [n) R
EBEHL R Bt (Gerichtsmitglieder) Mk 55 % #%  (Personalexamen) LI A X 84T 1% FH KL U
M S, ELARTN . W55 A B ) 8 32 B R AR W B B 4 AR AR R DA B 1 W 55
WS LS A H R TR S n B TR R B IA R B Y AR NI B g B2 s U b 5 B
SR Al B 2R B S o B R) A8 T O B B Al 55 BB T AL AR E AT IR LR A AR v A
S RENE RS BE SR . SR A AR A B 0 R TR A B R R ) L B B A ] DUAR IR
TFES BB EMAESHAERKRR (BT 15294 WEBRERESCEIA T M7 24
125 e B O B 4 B D1 B9 A g s B980T JE 20 A B A T B R B I s g i) . B
AW F L EAR B E RS E X DL G L el R ) oA 3 S i AR e B RN 0 A S B rh
M ATIE O . R AN G IR 9 A4 OB s el it i, O BEE (1555 AERLI) 25 = AR
FPRYER S, ZBRIR AR IR TR N W s BOR B EAAT 55

WEBEREEMTEFNEA —HFEFREMN (—BAM15~20 X)), HILHH
N S5 3R AR T BE FE P g8 — 4% 5 TR O A ORE R 22 2 38 Bk K F # (Mainze Erzkan-

(460 WAH2EH X BLFEAM I, BAH P E#HE T LR F B . U Benjamin Ferdinand Mohl, His-
torisch- politische Vergleichung der beyden héchsten Reichsgerichte in ihren wichtigsten Verhiltnissen, Ulm
1789, S.375; Selchow, a.a.O.., S.885,

(471 Reichskammergerichtsordnung von 1555 Teil 3 Titel LIII § 5.

(48] Reichskammergerichtsordnung von 1555 Teil 3 Titel LIII § 6.

“9) WBZERESE —-RESWT 1508 FFREHFMRET AR (Regensburg) 2417, HEEM G EFEHK
FFFEAZ e 77 & IR 11 A % 0 51 (Rate) , [ FE AR dr TARERIE A S 0 IR 3% A 1 . W Klaus Mencke, Die
Visitationen am Reichskammergericht im 16. Jahrhundert, Zugleich ein Beitrag zur Entstehungsgeschichte des
Rechtsmittels der Revision, Koéln 1984, S. 13,

(50) Mencke, a.a.O., S.11.

(513 Mencke, a.a.O., S.21.

(523 Mencke, a.a.O., S.42~43.

(53] Mencke, a.a.O.., S.40.

(543 Mencke, a.a.O.., S.39.
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zler), MHEZWEZR S, MARZEMART = —HEJGAA CHIZ A6 a] B e e
TP E S AR ) WMIXHZEMR “ TR HE N HEIR 2oRAFR AL, B9 2
H AN BRI E AW A A A i R A TR, N U AR D R B R
A BB VR A T SR ORIIE 4, ©60 T ) T % 8 g B A S N BRI 9 4 R i b ok (Sus-
pensiveffekt der Revision) , B R T By 1k 24 =35 A% B2 48 252 ToRCH e i R 3, 76 48 58 3
(14 [F) BRF 07 58 G PR UE 4, A0 SR g 2 B 25 L o HE B Y R N R A, ORIE e ) | a2 [
o AB SR ORAIE 4 B9 AS A JF A AR B S BRI ROCR . SEERh . MR Z B Ay T HER 5
L PR A AT R AR A TR e BRI T W R D S Al TR ROk R 2 A R T AT S
H A, O L TORZ VR B TR S8 B b T IR U UM R ROR . HE FRAT IR S RE X A
S EE BB R B . R VR -SRI AR S L, R R TR B 8 A e Y IE
Mk, LB R SMETHAEMBLFARN SR D REAESRTEEITH (Re-
chtsverletzung) » B 24535 A Bk 54 2 I o 40 e 7 HL A 2 F2 v i 0B SR A vk bRl A, T A
W LA MR R, PR HORT A R A TE SR PR N FE LW AV 2 80, S AR E L
T MIHREIHAE ] T i,
(=) M
SR . (1555 AEFN ) M SAT RO B A X B B MR, B (1555 M
DUL ) X 5 — o AR Y R0 RE G A5 AR LG e A . H R Y I A A A s . T B
WAL T 3 43 58 T BOE Be A P B9 AT 0 RAT 4 . ot B die v B B AR O b ik B 19 1 (8
W PR B i R AL BYAFETE T 44 A7 ST, BV A R A0 A R 4 R e, A
AR A A 2 S B P 4 A2 09 e 2 VR BT T E Bk T AR =W R A S B b L T I
HEHERRKWE G, — 7, 75 E e kb i s & RS BAE KB IFE TSN X H 53 2
AR, RFBUEE O oy —JrTm s A e B A G N A2 Wi A 3
1B X — M WA E i s k2 2R 2 AR, 2 A #WE RS =W, &N
N ] S VR A5 R R i RO B AT B S T R B e L CO8) B G S R b s B £ A R R
i, wE A 16 tHhal Kz 17 il rh mifn — RV e i, PR AR A B R AT
1654 4- 5 H 17 HMiAn (7 B kil ) (Der Jiingste Reichsabschied) , H b M % =
F18) VAP A s ) T R T T8 MR 2 AR A8 TR A D A e 1 ) T
R PR R E R A e % i U O TR A e PR B AR A8 Y R AR CHRLAR Y fR
B H T 6 7 AR R T O A ) . T B e B R D) OF R R Y R AC Y TR 2
HIgEm H gk, X — @ R L9 1 75 1 B s i B B R . 90 (1555 AR )
TR Z VTS PR ZI L, 2o TR B L FI R g E M, Rt B Z A S E T A

(553 Mencke, a.a.O., S.85.

(56 Reichskammergerichtsordnung von 1555 Teil 3 Titel LIII § 3.

G FEd AR mERE R EZRASPEM RS2 B4 LI EHE. 1595 4F 1A 11 74,
1600 4F EFFI 36 4, 1607 4F 150 £, 1613 4F 300 {4, 1644 4F 1000 {f, MF 1653 AT L2
B MA 2 000 £, Mencke, a.a.O., S.58~59,

(58] Johann Gottfried v. Meiern, Acta Comitialia Ratisbonensia publica oder Regensburgische Reichstags-
handlungen und Geschichte, 2 Bande, Leipzig/Gottingen 1738/1740, S. 399.

(597 fH 2 LR RAAAAEE MR B E 134 e . BkVr 0 B T 4000 55 = oF B 22 I i) o4&t i i)
PN TG 5 WA [l 8 % 0 T o 2l fH R 4 SEZE ) 8T, W Heide-Marie Gétte, Der Jiingste Reichsabschied und
die Reform des Reichskammergerichts, Miinchen 1998, S.173~174,
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LB A IR S e h R EE SR N, B SRR RS,
Tk Z Vv G ANARPUE H S A W i 5 — T8 bR e, DY A e v W B0 B BT R Y
FNXF 2P FA B UR A g AL T2 — 1.

. FHiE

TEFEE 1495 4F BRI B A2 Z R, w36 e 9 I8 il ad A BRI < FH AT & i
CHRRET PR AL, Hh T YA 2 B IR AT REE A R R L DL R A
PR E i 5 i 7R AL UM I RE B AR T BIRAS . I BACR B BRI R A it Al
F 00 391 R R BT AE O R A R I, A E A TE H R S R 2 A G B Y 4 A
7 CRIVR] B S LB 5 B RO R ) J1) TR 2 X Bl 70 A B DXV R 52 28 7
LG —" BYNTETG R . A0 R Sl B TR A SR SR 8l g i 3 Rl A 7 1 E M R A RN
T8 5K Bl I 00 I S0 S A e b e AT BT I BRI B B A

Bt A A 7 3 e R o R U B K R, G B 2 ) R A A T T M DX 3k A DU
AR T 5 T T AR TR ol S R R O A DR S — A B R, e (AL g — ik Rk
Jp7 B AL S ORMEAE T 1495 AR [ 2505 BE Y B . R R 500K B AR O B R
LB AL WAL . SO SR AR E T HARE > BT AY R H GORAMR R R S, I T A [
Bl A 3 B Y 1 G — A

ISR RPN <O v AR 7 N T N =l 11 B B 5 7 0 T 2 €l S SR PR g o
AR, ESSEJE  AR E  Kk BE ) oK e B ORI B PG R T AR T R Z A
CRH AR A B IR LT AR S IR — R TR A AR R BAE 55
ok 1555 AERLI) o T ¥ R i AT T AR e LA DX g o B A R A ML E . i
THRANRE R RPN —H R AT SR R . BT 0k B 2 18177 A W L RE
o TR HFEAMR R — L WM. 5 =% RFh R @R sibl. 2oy
TR R ZCH PP IE G, X — JBUG Sh ML E T A e R R BT, A A
A B8 R A £ AN BE AL AN I B 2

MIBEEHFRRMER L. KREREE NN L RPLRE . dES — &5 AX
Tl R B LR R T e E- . X T AR CIE ST A A Y 38 5K [E
SR AT LIAE S [ 52 M) o B 20 o BRAE R 1) 5 BRPEAR I . EOFOR A RloE — S MR, O
FARAME—1), REFRUASFEENFRNAS T “AIE” MEEHEE., WA kS
— A 7 SR e AU B T PO B A A . o A M R IS AR B R R = R 5 I A A
m EEALOC, ARG PR L — il An e b B2 R R AR A G, X ARk Y
EN el NN RN 35 ACiE/ QNN IR 4% 32 A T NV R -3 71 N P ¢ /1 7
WA KR o B R RNE G — B 5 2 3 N UROR P 2 (8] 5 P AR HR AR Dk R I BE Y
A KEBEE.

2% 3wk
[1] G S8R a EACRO BT it B (0], WTRIR %% 4. 4E 2 B2, 2002 (3),

(REHE: NEHE BREE)



