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ABSTRACT

The authors surveyed herpetofauna biodiversity and distributions map for the conservation and
mamnagement at the Uliin Nature Conservation forest region.

The results are as follows

1. During censuses periods Amphibian specimens collected and observed at the Ulin Nature Conservation
forest regions were classified 2 Orders, 5 Families, 9 Species and Reptiles were 1 Orders, 2 Suborders, 4
Families and 11 Species.

2. Caudata of Amphibians were Onychodactylus fisheri and Hynobius leechi, And Salienta were Hyla
japonica, Bufo bufo gargarizans, Bufo steinegen, Rana nigromaculata, Rana dybowski, Rana rugosa and
Bombina orentalis, Among them, Bombina onentalis was dominant species(38%).

3. Among 11 Reptiles, Agkistrodon ussuriensis was dominant species(28%). Agkistrodon brevicaudus was
endemic species, Meanwhile critically endangered species was Elaphe schrenckii and specified wildlife was
Aglkistrodon saxatilis by Korean Ministry qf Environment,

4. Biodiversity indices of fire field farmers settlement — Saskas peak regions were very high(R =45780,
D’ =26318 and E =08938), So this reason was wide survey area and that area involved variety habitat
status for Amphibians and Reptiles.
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No ] 2y [m] % o EX]

& |Hymobius leochi_ [=8= K Boincella | fateraks  |5omd

B |Onychodactys fisheri |mRIXA=Es] L Flaphe dione 724
x4 ¢ |Bombina orlentals_ [?72] | ™ Baphe wibdorsata | SRl

0 |Hyla japonica i) N Elaphe schvenckii | 72lof

E |Bfo b. gargarizans |81 0 Dinodon 1, firfazonatus | 570!

F |Bub stejnegeri [z P Rhabdophis &, figrius |5830]

G |Rana igomaciata [#9972 | o Fimpivesma v, nuthveni| 35530]

H |Rana dbowski |9472) R, brevicauctss Hai

| |Rana rugpsa [enve s L ussuriensis E
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Fig. 1. A map.showing the survey route(-) and alphabet refer to cdllected and observed specimens poing



& - &/ 35 24F 27| FAUISHUANO| BN - ISR MSCIAMEAF Y MEICIT 109

A

1. ¥E24 ZAKBiota) _—
W3 ZAR L Y 2 $98 ¢ o (Fildnote) o] 7128 ¥ A FEEL Ay, 2
ZAAAEE 2839 UE 2 AYAE B ' ' }

2. =AM

1) A32Q 44 (Direct survey) .
FIAF FTAM FRE(=35H)Y =853 LRI =85S B0 T2E AF °—"‘—«] 350
T g Zob F2 v E EF0] FAS FAFAY, o] 19 e AL $HoldA F& FAse
HE ol B3, AAe BHFH de SAZY 284 Y= 5L EFAW, HIHE ]"1 &3}
=
Sl

S

rlﬁ

B3 REE (TS 2AAA Y FHY] H2 715d A9S vt 3% 1mTFoR olF
ARt A=Y vl T2 & £ 23 AFA FHAN E5FE o439 AFsHD 33
ZFoA AAAFY TeplifFs 54T £ T2Ws FAE FHY o] BuE o £o Y=
=S EF9 A, BRI E AAUY Jardd, 5L FudA WAA L E%"J’% °0]-§-3}

AR 3T : . .

2) 7P 8¢ HhE (Indirect survey) : ' 3
FAFUIFEH) = FTEY oftde =ou ¥ 2A, T2 :’-ELT’— Ea] ?7‘]"11 2e Ado=
£7] gEd EFAFYE T AEAATE B AL 71T T AR € o] EAMeEad $29 U§)
Ae W - A(1999) 9] " (X]"Jz}“"\}‘ﬂﬁﬁr D)€ o83ty AT TG UFLE FEL 559 F9
A2 IS oo

3 Bz gl XIAMENRIZ ’S.Féé(Distfibution and Nature ecological mépping) )
BEE U A AUAEE 9P Aol date] AAAF R VB (A4, 144, 594 2
AQYEARS 25t 229 QeA(RY, 4, FA, BA), 34, AP g 7 } g 733 A=
S g 3 AGdAEHAT=E 1968W dd@F=A A" A 2 3AAE ( cological and
environmental map) 24 25kde] = 7VA A A (National grid system) ol 21 E43 284S X2 §7)35
7] NFse dF FHF7IEAANE AHAE B AEA2 42F7HA =(Biotope mapping) 7} 4 ¥kt 5
At AAYHA = AAAE A e AVF R A2le AAHeE TR Hfotsa BE FE
=l -‘r’r%?} FHH ARLFPoE 28 4 URE ALHIUD #H FA - 4F7HE Yoz A
"gEHfiPﬁ o FEAN ZEH FE HA Yol e Rowst Yuill(1997)o] AF 2 gAY &9
S8 o tistd dESEEEE A3 HFAFE BFrie Bt Ak B AFAA FA - 4E:F
°ﬂ g 2x=e 43 FZHAY Adde F9 AAAN ARE 7|53 FBHA F TR
B34 '

4. MErjekr X4 EA(Biodiversity index ‘analysis)

2o}k 2 £9] o] Al (Species heterogeneity) 0| B} 2% 311, & ZOgsE: Z2AY AY 2L 2E
o] ¢ ERIA UL ALE o W FodE: 7Y AT g s} HrE En, 2
A9 H&Es Yt oF 717 Fo) g UehtEs AL E73d A g0l g HE ol
™, 71233 Energy®l o, Hold 7 (Food web), ¥2]% 7] (Relationship of prey), 7373 (Competition), A ]
7 A 9% (Ecological niche) §& XE3e /MA29] A5G0 o|BFHoZ EZeA Ugds v
o 2#A Fo E5F AAAY FEBFAE AR F AAFEAA FFHY 24 L YHSFLE §)
o qele] EHFTHe] AZHAAE FB3A HU-

F14N°1N§:ROEI‘$

2



110 BEESRARZHE BERRERSE 5408 |

1) AEEE FE22H) 95 W& (Ecological measurement) o

R4 23L Veste 58 2@ EE Yx(Density), 3= (Dominant), ‘3t = (Relative
density), 2T (Biodiversity) 50] o9, 0% 2Ag o2 TUE 528 AH&3 ¢ A g,

(1) $3=(Dominance Index : DI) : 3739l Wyl 4842 £8 3% $A7F YeiEE, ofd
$HFo] ZAAA HAE AU ¥ E AEA0Y F739] sl g s AXEA o]8dF Q)
e #HA =E2H AFoth 74 A NFER A AEF Iy $HFEE AEIAY
(McNaughton, 1967). : :

DI = n/N . " )

© DI $H= AF, N 2AAE o A LAHA F9 RS

(2) 294% (Biodiversity Index : D') : Margalef(1968) ¢) A B 0] (information theory)o] &3ty %=
9 Shannon-Weaver function(Pielou, 1966)-& ALM&-3le] A&@). ol TEFAY F FX=9 AASY
A 294E E3he 20 23 EFAEE etk '

: D ='- Pi (Ln/Pi) ' o

D : O%%, S: AA-FTF -
Pi: i Wi &3t= MATY ¥E (ni/N) o2 A4t
(N : W] AA AASF, ni @ 2 F4 AAF) Lo ) :
(3) 5= (Evenness Index : E')  #FET Z A5 HUA o that AAA 9 H2A THH
7 OIE AFe AW RE $9 AASs 548 | Aot HER A #5%E AgE 2;HN F
T4 #9498 =S Ve RO E Pielou(1975) 9] 4-& AH&3te AEatgdrh
E =D/Ln(S), F :a%% D :ggx, S: A4 35
(4) ¥ ¥ =(Richness Index * R') : FFFE AFe & /MATS F F9042 /AL 239 4
HE XA AF2A, AFgte] 2245 F9 74 FEA HEE 349 A=rt ¥ R
< AAZ 3 YAtk B A7l HEFQA AU Margalef(1958) & A& AMHE-3te] 4&3H
i R = (S1)/La(N),. R :ZEE  S: A4 24 N: & A45

5. 81T AMAAEY & LY LT H|mEA .
3 Atk 718E £8FY AATE FHEE, ARG E23E, AASES 2z A8
AFIS MIEIEL(1981) 2] By o st R st ¥ m - BA g Th

2% % 28

1. M| E=5(Biota)
2 2 T AR R 2EF AT 25 55 950N, HSFE 15 20HF 4% 11F, F 35 2
ol 93 0F02 1 AA EFE g3 P}

The Herpetofauna at the Uljin Nature Conservation forest region
Class 1. Amphibians(FEERT)
Order 1. Caudata(FE H)
Family 1. Hynobiidae( = Z5%)
1. Hynobius leechii (Boulenger) =%%
A (LVIL A 370A), JEWZ1QVIL A 1AA, 54 2174 )
Z2FA (3 VIL 4 A IAA, 748 14704)
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2. Onychodactylus fisheri (Boulenger) ZEI A EZ%
2 (LVID AA 24A), FE3W7) (2, VI "*xﬂ 17}]21])
2FABVIL #4 57A) .

Order 2. Salientia(%EE H)
Family 2. Discoglossidae(F-371 T-2#})

3. Bombina orientalis (Boulenger) X%371+% -
FA(LVIL A 120A), FEWZ)1(QVIL A 4744)
Z2FA (3 VIL 424 26704)

Family 3. Hylidae(§ 7} 72]#})
4. Hyla japonica Giinther &7}
HFA(LVIL A4 &84 5), U712 VIL 44 27}171])
2FAGVIL 44 &448 3, §4 15)
Family 4. Bufonidae(57 8|%})
5. Bufo bufo gargarizans Cantor 78]
W3R (LVIL A 174A)

6. Bufo steinegeri Schmidt &%)

FH(LVIL 4A 44A), FEW71(QVIL A4 114 H)
AFAH (3, VIL A 87/1A)
Family 5. Ranidae(7}7-2l#})

7. Rana nigromaculata Hallowel F7)72]
3R (LVIL A 4A), 233 (3VIL 4A 27Hz1])

8. Rana dybowskii Giinther AW/ %]
FRA(LVIL A 3AA), ZEW7]1(2,VIL A 57Hz4])
2FA G VIL AA 2704)

9. Rana rugosa Temminck & Schlegel 7]+
3R (LVIL AA 270A), 233G VIL 4 2714)

Class 1. Reptiles{/&54)
Order 1. Squamata(&#H )
Suborder 1. Lacertilia( =718 5EH)
Family 1. Lacertilidae( 3] 24%})

" 1. Takydromus amurensis Peters oFFE A=A
oFJ(LVIL AA 370A), ZEU71(2,VIL A2 278A)
AFFAGVIL AA 371A)

Farmly 2. Scincidae( = H A%}
2. Scincella Iateralis lateralis (Say) Z=rp#
WA (LVIL A AA), Z2W71(2,VIL A2 178A)
Suborder 2. Serpentes(*BTEH ) .
Family 3. Colubridae(¥4%})
3. Elaphe dione (Pallas) 5
WA (LVIO AR 171A)
4, Elaphe rufodorsata (Cantor) F-A})
43R (3 VIL AR 174A)
5. Elaphe schrenckii Strauch 3 o)(X &)
3 (LVIL Z&), FEW71(QVIL F7)
6. Dinodon rufozonatus rufozonatus (Cantor) 573 9)
HFH(LVIL &), 2FAGBVIL FE) :
7. Rhabdophis tigrinus tigrinus (Boie) -rrﬁl"]

/ B2 88 A3c] MUESHANS AN - ST MSCIAMTAL L MEIGIR 111
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HBA(LVIL HA 270A), 271 QVIL ZA 1AA)

B 5408

AFR (3 VIL 4A 1/4A)

8. Amphiesma vibakar ruthveni (Van Denburgh) ™5

2R (LVIL AA 170A)
Family 4. Viperidae(&R.AW})
"9, Agkistodon brevicaudus Stejneger AXR.A}

WER(LVIL A 174A),

AR (3 VIL AA 1K)

10, Agldstrodon ussuriensis (Emelianov) 4J4FRA}
o3 (LVIL A A 3704, ZFEW 712, VIL A A 270A)

2SR B VIL A3A 27040 .
11. Agkistrodon saxatilis Emelianov 7} A RAHAE

ks

A(LVIL BA 1A4A) -

2. 2 Al HE & sl A%

B 2712 5 A 2 BB AR &

Table 1. Collected and observed specimen

FEWAQVIL 4A 1744) -

A} M] 3}"1 7H21]

7820

(Table 1)3 7,

numbers at the Uljin Nature Conservation forest region

No. | Scientific name Korean name 1 2 3 Total
1 Hynobius leechii =23 A3 AlJ:2 | A1J:14 ) A:5]:16
2 Onychodactylus fisheri RIYAAN =55 A2 Al . J5 A:3]:5
3 Bombina orientalis B TE A2 A4 A26 A2
4 Hyla japonica | S:5 S:2 S:3J:15 | At10J:15
5 Bufo b, gargarizans FAH] CAl - ‘ - Al
6 | Bufo stejnegeri 7] A4 A:ll A8 A3
7 Rana nigromaculata A= A4 - A2 A6
8 | Rana dybowski A e Al A5 A2 A:10
9 Rana rugosa 27 A2 - A2 Al
10 | Takydromus amurensis o} = ARl A3 A2 A3 A8
11 Scincella 1 lateralis =vpy Al Al - A2
12 | Elaphe dione FE Al - - Al
13 | Elaphe rufodorsata BAA - - Al Al
14 | Elaphe schrencki F7 ] H:1l H:l - H:2
15 | Dinodon r. rufozonatus ST ol H:l - - H:l
16 | Rhabdophis t tigrinus ] A2 Al - A3
17 | Amphiesma v. ruthveni HERFYEEo) Al - - Al
18 | A. brevicaudus ARAL Al | Al Al A3
19 A, ussuriensis 2 AR A} A3 A2 A2 A7
20 | A saxatilis T AR AL Al - - Al
20 species 134 Individuals 19(51) 12(32) 12(51) 19(134)

1. Dackwang stream — firefield farmers settlement — Saskas peak

2. Dackwang stream — Saejae — Chanmulnaegi
3. Daekwang stream — Sokwang stream

A 1 Adult

J ¢ Juvenile H : Heard the evidence S : Heard the song
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B3] ARG 20% 1S HF 2 gastgon, gEd - FAY AFE - AR Ay
oA 19% SR, 28 — AA > F2Y7) g 122 2AH 282 gFA - 23H doo)
A AL Adatz, 11E SIAAE 8 & 5 AU 5% WE]Z]EHE%—% AN T4, T3,
EEA, A TFE, o}FEgAW, ARA 2837 HAEA § 9F(45%)E A AN T3 =
Fo|gen AU, ¥4, %?Eé o, NEHPZo] 2z v}zl*gw} 5 52e g3 - A9 37
E o ARE AN T RAFE Fo|gon, FANE BFA — 23R Ay A G &9
HAch K - : :
FE AAR 2A BESFL FHo 1502 UFA - AW AFHE o ARB duig YRR
— AA — ZEYY) ddelN BT Sato] FAHYOH, RIGFYERQ AR ARAE AT ZF
2ol 1437 AR =R, :

3. 2xc U MEIRE J%“é;'(Dis’tribu’tions‘a'nd ecological mapping) .

A AEATE AR NG st AAAF L BEHS A4, T84, T 2 AY YA
& TEE Zzke) AYA(RDY, 3R, BA, T4, 34 AP dF HNE SFH AxS D=
O B 2A}- A7NME o3 AW 2L B2 PN FEE sk 22 A5 BAHE o
2 A(1997a, 1997b) 9] o] olale] REES AR (Fig 1 © HAAE FX).

4. MECIE=X| 4 EA(Biodiversity index analysis)

FOFEL FY o124 (Spemee heterogeneity) o2+ %. 39, & Eudre 24U A9 e 2B
o] ¢ FR3A & ALE wo} FW FOUd=E 1Y dAZY YE Hert HU R s, 2
A HEEE vepdth °431 7HA Fo] teFstA vehte AL 7] Amatgel tgEy] Wi
W, 243} Energy? 1%, Bo|d7}(Food web), ¥4 #7} (Relationship of prey), 74 (Competition), A €}
A A ¢ &l (Ecological niche) §& E3 /AZY 520 o|&8F oz BEFsA JedS ous
o 2N 29 223 AYAY A5AAE TR T AN FBAA BN QYEHo 2 5
of ojgle} BREHe] H4IZAAE A Bk '

Table 2. Comparison to biodiversity indices at the Uljin Nature Conservation forest region

Region ' - Index Richness(R”) Diversity(D') | Evenness{E’)
L 3hAd AFE - A7ty Ay R’ =45780 D’ =26318 E =08938
2. dFA - AA - FEY] R’ =3.1739 D’ =20867 E =08397
3. 934 - &2%A R’ =25433 D’ =1.7066 E =07117
== Al R’ =36807 D’ =23158 E’ =07865

1. Dackwang stream — firefield farmers settlement — Saskas peak
2. Dackwang stream — Sagjae — Chanmulnaegi
3. Dackwang stream — Sokwang stream

37 ZAA G FollA AT FHE - A%E U7} R =45780(FFH =), I =26318(FH¥E) 1
23 E =08933(F2AE)E FEEA vEigen, tEAd - 233 dust 7P ¥A vEETh ol
& A FA4Y AFE - AR dde RAEAE 513, FA - BFH7 AAER7 K Ay
84 & AFA, A, FHRHA T I A4FA ] 3’—-‘7‘— X33 J7) dEojgr ddHth
g8 B 2AA G ojn] 7] RAMR G@A Y YEUIEAFE 9L AFE (Table 3)F 2.
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AR AETHIE AF9 T2 A 2AHE FAG Mz S W, FITES FHE=EE 9
g0 AN JEB L& FAE BAUoH, FEEEE AY Z2AY A A2 {AE 59 &
g BolZ YKtk AR AAZ HolAks BAZ Bt tFd A& EAFL o, B
g AgAE HolAked A A FoIn.

Table 3. Comparison to biodiversity index at the Uljin Nature Conservation forest region and other survey region.

Region Index Richness(R") Diversity (D) Evenness(E") References
Al o} 4\_} R =19629 D’ =17327 E’ =07525 2] (1997a)
=] 2 A R’ =30596 D’ =1.6808 E’ =05520 A(1997)
A 75 4 R’ =4.0697 D’ =2.2868 E’ =06898 A F(1997)
= 2k - D’ =20610 - 4 (1996)
% 5 - D’ =1.8460 - 4] (1996)
2 ° AF R =33380 D’ =1.5890 E =05219 4 5(1997)
T F 3 R =41226 D' =1.7940 E' =05804 41(1998a)
F Gl Ak R’ =46918 D’ =23758 E =07803, ~ A1(19982)
L S R’ =30914 D’ =14449 E’ =05211 41 (1998a)
7 F 4 R’ =36380 D’ =18261 E =06317 41(1998a)
A & 3 R’ =20101 D’ =10389 E’ =04512 41 (1998a)
7b oF A R =41257 . D' =20812 E' =06947 A1 (1998b)
F g 2k R"'=33909 D’ =1.7736 E’ =0.6260 21 (1998b)
g 2 2t R’ =27575 D’ =1.7850 - B/ =0.7183 4] (1998b)
3 ¥ Ak R’ =31459 D’ =21463 E’ =08637 A1(1998b)
2 3 Ak R’ =31258 D’ =19784 E’ =07496 41(1998b)

H ZAl A3 R’ =36807 D’ =23158 E' =0.7865 -

ARG A HF 2uRA . 0|27 74A AA G WA Fl glojA] Bo] B A= AFF FopA

12 FEo] o

p=N
=
A

T 6T

T A4%Y FHE 7R XY dFHe=
%

© I=n

I O

2 TG =(High species diversity)= Z2AY A<
< A EAE Ao vehte AFHY FAH, s H3E 23€ vehddx
F Sl €3 438 AU ARSI E 49 FA - /7Y AVEQd AR AF7F 52
2 Energy flow, ®o]"HFood chain), ¥2]34 (Relationship of prey), 73A(Competition), *|<&x|

(Ecological niche) $-¢ ETE AAZY 45480 Oe Aduche ogHo2 FA - sERe) 9o
Ae BReE ggen =3 239 TR HE TEe) dsiNE 9T A e dAHE F
A7zE /HGT BRHEn,

5. SHE MAIME] 3! I Y b IR

A3 zAAET 78E 2859 AASE FURE, 2N LY, AAFET 22T A4S
B3R BHELBDY o) Jsted Felste] ¥ - 243 '

(Table )M vehd v} o] PAF FIM RARA=ES% 5 23T 55 94 2
BOMFEA AAGRAE FFA FTIRS FHO2 FAE AT %e &3} A F4Re|
AYste Fo2 3 Y] Yo, 2 2AAGINE FUAT EIYFS LelFT U 27
b AT, AT, FAN 2T KER] § 45 AIVHARTE AAAE FHUOE AEA
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g EFE A9 PR ANHT gonk, B ZARSL AR Ba(ee 22, ARA FD)
S AAYAN tehte $AFHS AN RERL, ZAGIAGe] F2 dPAdelEz 2 A
Fo BEE ceke} G Wael we Helrh -

Table 4. Distribution status at the Uljin Nature Conservation forest region

E =

No. | Scientific name Korean name IUHEE _E:_EAZ:; N T=EE | AMAErzAbst
1 | Hynobius leechii TEx iy # LE E - o
2 | Onychodactylus fisheri | RBAH =% ® B &E | LB &%
3 | Bombina onentalis 53747 & & e Tl - k8
4 | Hyla japonica A4 & b5 3 WA E R N
5 | Bufo b. gargarizans T & % B T - KE
6 | Bufo steinegeri EFAH] B iy e | BB -RE
7 | Rana nigromaculata AN iy b5 b Bib - Faoh

8 | Rana dybowskii AT i & TE | TR -k
9 | Rana rugosa 270 7] & & B T - KE
10 | Takydromus amurensis ol 2= AW Iy & TE | TR
11 | Scincella | laterali o P B TE | | W8 B
12 | Elaphe dione . | 39 B & BIE HE - KE
13 | Elphe rufodorsata FAA] B B B | B - s
14 | Elaphe schrenckii T+ o] b5id B o 24k - Fh
15 | Dinodon r. rufozonatus TR B & b7 Bk - fs
16 | Rhabdophis t. tigrinus F8E o & % TE | BB R
17 | Amphiesma v. ruthveni I EH8 5] i & B | B wh
18 | A. brevicaudus AwA} & & WA | Bk - R
19 | A. ussuriensis AR A} & B B ik - s
20 | A. saxatilis A ERA} B B A B - gl

4

27 4% AJESH 4o FA - 357 AEUFY @33 E4E A8 2A 2 FEieke

837 Yt AEDFAY ALY BXEE A sET
L& 2P 5 23 &% 49059 ddoA AF 2 F2Y FAFE 28 53 9F0 7, 3

T 15 2015 43} 115, 3 35 2012 934 20% 01t

2. N FoA §UEe RAHEE%(Onychodactylus fisher) & =% (Hynobius leechi) 2%&9]
AR B G How, TR FAF= AT (Hyla japonica), F7 ¥ (Bufo bufo gargarizans),
B A (Bufo stejnegeri), #7172 (Rana nigromaculata), 2¥7)-72) (Rana dybowskil), <7172 (Rana
rugosa), 377 (Bombina orientalis) § 9%°] FAHANLH, $HFL FINTIHR 8% &
AZE et

3 3FRFe MHFERAW(Takydromus amuriensis) & ¥1%35He 11%¢] A 2 FAHH 0w, 4w
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Ay 8%9 $AEE BF:F 1UF FAA M B=rb gtk EIE 11T FeA ARA
(Agkistrodon brevicaudus) 1F& = IF-Fo|Uth. FARIA HEH7)E 273 0] (Elaphe
schrenckii) 1F°|. o™, BRI T EL 7 A ARAN Agkistrodon saxatilis) 1% ©]S1ct.

4. 37 ZARYG FAA AT FAFE - AZLE Uit R =45780(FFF5), D =26318(F 4 =)
2232 E =089B(FFAE)E 7HEEA vetgen, 3l — &2%d 47k B dels
o oleE e AW AFE - ARE dulle 2ARAE =3, FA - AF R MAE76)

C§EE AARA = AR, FA, YA 5 OF N80 B B Q7] gEo
g2 A=, :

1. TEHAYA

3 7k 9oz AAHAY B2 $4 AFF R HolHR, s AIFa: F w$R
27), FA37% 27), $9%4 o) Fe)S @A Bk AR A AAAY Wl BE FAFs
o w39}t A1) e BE NAFAe B - HHH 3 AAFY AAE FAE e F
o, 24 GAR G J2Ad BN Avte) AFAHA 293 T e $3Y 0P T, B
A4, RPN EEE 293 2% 59 27 449 2R ARHo 2 WS F7 Bk 2=
2 YFASL Aoz oS E APHoE Ao WFIAY, TRE 2]y B8 9533
AZ2H o2 vasdol Bk #8 24 AR AL AP 483 B2 S 95 S ALIHE TA
7t #7150z dojuz o), AZSE EAY $E2E AR SE2NLFHDO)E F2AIA Hol =
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