IDEA Four-Team Parliamentary Debate Rules
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The rules of IDEA Four-Team Parliamentary Debate are intended to closely follow
those of the Worlds Universities Debating Championships (WUDC). They differ in
some places to provide tournament directors options of deviating from the WUDC
rules when they need to do so.
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The Teams and Motions
The teams supporting the motion in the IDEA Four-Team Parliamentary
Debate are referred to as the "Proposition.” The teams arguing against the motion
are known as the "Opposition™ teams.

A “motion” is the statement around which the debate takes place. The motion
divides the ground in the debate between the Proposition and Opposition teams and
should allow for reasonable arguments both for and against.

Ordinarily, motions are announced shortly before each debate begins. A
different motion will be used for each debate and will be presented to the debaters
at a specified time, usually fifteen to thirty minutes prior to the debate. In some
situations general topic areas (for example “environment” or “international
relations™) or even specific motions themselves may be announced prior to the
tournament.
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The motion will be announced to all debaters simultaneously in a central
location. Preparation time will be between fifteen and thirty minutes, at the
discretion of the tournament director. In general, debaters may confer with their
debate partner during preparation time. In some cases, a Tournament Director may
allow debaters to confer with their coach or tutor. During this time the debaters
may consult any written materials. The rules of the World Universities Debating
Championships permit debaters to access any written material during the debate;
other tournaments permit the debaters to access only the notes they made in
preparation time. Electronic retrieval devices typically are not allowed during
preparation, though electronic dictionaries typically are permitted for second-
language speakers.
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The Debate Format MicER
Four teams participate in each debate: two on the Proposition and two on the - .
Opposition. Each team works independently to either support or oppose the B CHEASM . ESHEA , RAEFK. S ESZ. &
motion. Each team is m_ade up of two spegkers; each speaker will present a speech AFERE  SUBTRNTIRERE T8 794,
not to exceed 7 minutes in the order prescribed below.
Summary of the Debate Format RiICEAME
Team Common Titles for Speaker Time - -
1SI Proposition, | “Prime Minister” 7 minutes ¥ RFEEH B 7]
S
1st Speaker - _ _ IER—BA, —# | E#E"Prime Minister" waki
1> Opposition, 1™ | “Leader of the Opposition” 7 minutes -
Speaker RAE-=B\, —# | RIIFEGH"Leader of the 7 94
15‘d Proposition, | “Deputy Prime Minister 7 minutes Opposition”
n
2 Speaker _ _ _ EX5—B\, =# | BIE4E"Deputy Prime Minister” ik
1 Opposition, | “Deputy Leader of the Opposition” | 7 minutes — —
2" Speaker RBE—BA, =8 | RN EEIS#M" Deputy Leader of | 7 24k
2“:’ Proposition, | “Member for the Government” 7 minutes the Opposition”
1% Speaker FH—Fh —3 N N
— — . —B\, —# | WA "Member for the 7 9%
2 Opposition, | “Member for the Opposition” 7 minutes = N 7
1% Speaker Government
2" Proposition, | “Government Whip” 7 minutes RAEZBA, =8 | R X % R & "Member for the | 7 24
2“3 Speaker Opposition™
n . - © . - -
gnd SpeOaFl)(g?‘SItlon, Opposition Whip 7 minutes ER=BA, =H | WEXHERRFE"Government Whip" | 7 24k
RE=BA, =8 | R X % % ¥ Bk 1@ "Opposition | 7 7%k
Whip"




Parliamentary Points of Information

Debaters may offer a point of information (either verbally or by rising) at
any time after the first minute, and before the last minute, of any speech. The
debater holding the floor may accept or refuse points of information. If
accepted, the debater making the request has fifteen seconds present the point
of information. During the point of information, the speaking time of the floor
debater continues.

If accepted, the debater offering the point of information is allowed to
ask a question, offer a brief argument, or offer a brief refutation of some point.
The debater who accepted the point of information should respond to the point
immediately.

No other parliamentary points such as points of order or points of
personal privilege are allowed.

WH#HILHRA

EFERAYF , RE—PHEEE—28A , BFHITLUOLTES
BEEITREHRE, FEASWARFAUUESIRELZRA, —BRAH
EY FRAEE 15 PHNREKRRECHEL, R ESHITEERE
B Ao

MEWHER  REEATUER, RE-THERAIENE-AI
BITHERR. EERSHMFNIZIEIX AL E N,

WEHBLPFRARTRX —HTIFN,




Speaker Roles and Speech Purposes WEFINELURGEEW

Each speaker has a role and each speech should have a purpose. The . L o
descriptions of speaker roles and speech purposes listed below are suggestive and BUBRFEMECPEZAHR , S—KAKALEFEAEN. TR
are not intended to be exhaustive or exclusive. For reasons that vary from debate to | s 7 s F BN = FIRRiA B 1 EXLESFR  HIEBEHNAE. BiEESHE
debate, speakers may sometimes need to fulfill roles not mentioned here and
speeches may be constructed to serve other purposes as long as proposition speakers | IR E&RENR , HFARFZB/T TRARAERNRR , KABN BT

affirm the proposition and opposition speakers oppose it. Debaters will be judged BEEFRE L (BREBEES4PRE. KA KREREGNENT,
on the overall strength of each team’s arguments, not simply on whether or not they T )

fulfilled the roles and responsibilities listed in the table below. HYUNBREZALCRNEIBENERT TS , MARNEMRER
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All speakers, except the final speakers for the proposition and opposition
(Proposition and Opposition Whips), should introduce new material into the debate.
All debaters, except the opening speaker (Prime Minister), should engage in

refutation. RERFRE—BHF (NWBRENRNEZE ) S, IENE
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Summary of Speaker Roles and Responsibilities B
Team Speaker Roles and Responsibilities

First “Prime The primary role of First Proposition

Proposition | Minister” team, initiated in this speech, is to \
establish the foundation for meaningful MFIRRR U NE
debate on the motion. R\ R B PHESNE
The Prime Minister’s responsibilities ExG—F\ | &4 EL-RWERESRN 55
may include some or all of the BEUNBRITE—1NFEAR,
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interpretation of the motion, 2) to
present a case supporting that
interpretation. A case is simply one or
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3) other strategies deemed important by
the Prime Minister.




First
Opposition

“Leader of
the
Opposition”

The primary roles of the First
Opposition team are to confront the
First Government’s case and to
establish the First Opposition’s strategy
for opposing this case.

The Leader of the Opposition’s
responsibilities may include some or all
of the following::

1) to directly or indirectly refute part or
all of the government's case,

2) to make at least one argument that
demonstrates why the First Opposition
team opposes the motion as interpreted
by the Prime Minister, and

3) to pursue other strategies deemed
important by the “Leader of the
Opposition.”

The opposition speaker may also
challenge the interpretation of the
government's case if it is unreasonable,
that is, if it completely misinterprets the
motion the motion or severely inhibits
meaningful debate.

3) ERAEMERANEENR
B&o

First
Proposition

“Deputy
Prime
Minister”

The  Deputy Prime  Minister’s
responsibilities may include some or all
of the following:

1) to reestablish the First Proposition’s
case by confronting any refutation
presented by the Leader of the
Opposition,

2) to refute some or all of the arguments
presented by the Leader of the
Opposition.
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3) to further develop the case presented
by the Prime Minister, and
4) other strategies deemed important by
the Deputy Prime Minister.

First
Opposition

"Deputy
Leader of the
Opposition”

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition’s
responsibilities may include some or all
of the following:

1) to continue refutation initiated by the
Leader of the Opposition,

2) to reestablish the Leader of
Opposition’s arguments against the
motion,

3) to initiate a new argument against the
motion as interpreted by the First
Proposition team, and

4) to purse other strategies as deemed
important by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition.

Second
Proposition

“Member of
the
Government”

The primary roles of the Second
Proposition team are to support the
First Proposition  team  while
simultaneously moving the proposition
position in a new and positive direction.

The responsibilities of the Member of
the Government may include some or
all of the following:

1) to briefly support the case developed
by the First Proposition team,

2) to introduce a different argument,
sometimes called a “case extension”
which is consistent with yet different
from the case introduced by the First
Proposition team, and

3) to pursue other strategies deemed
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important by the Member of the

Government.

Second
Opposition

“Member of
the
Opposition”

The primary roles of the Second
Opposition team are to support the First
Opposition team while simultaneously
moving the opposition position in a
new and positive direction.

The responsibilities of the Member of
the Opposition may include some or all
of the following: 1) to briefly support
one or more arguments introduced by
the First Opposition team,

2) to introduce direct and/or indirect
refutation to the case extension
presented by the Member of
Government,

3) to introduce some new argument,
compatible with, but different from that
of the First Opposition Team, and

4) to pursue other strategies deemed
important by the Member of
Opposition.

Second
Proposition

“Government
Whip”

The responsibilities of the Government
Whip may include some or all of the
following:

1) to support any new arguments
introduced by the Member of
Government,

2) to reply to any new arguments
introduced by the Member of
Opposition,

3) to summarize the debate from the
perspective of the Proposition Teams,
especially from that of the Second
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Proposition team, and
4) to pursue other strategies deemed
important by the Government Whip.

The Government Whip should not
introduce new arguments into the
debate.

Second
Opposition

“Opposition
Whip”

The responsibilities of the Opposition
Whip may include some or all of the
following:

1) to support any new arguments
introduced by the Member of
Opposition,

2) to reply to any new arguments
introduced by the Member of
Government,

3) to summarize the debate from the
perspective of the Proposition Teams,
especially from that of the Second
Opposition team, and

4) to pursue other strategies deemed
important by the Opposition Whip.
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Adjudication
Four-team parliamentary debates typically are judged by a panel of
adjudicators trained to judge this form of debate. Following the debate,
each of the four teams is ranked first through fourth and each speaker on
each team is assigned a certain number of speaker points for his or her
efforts. The members’ speaker points then are combined for the team’s
points.

The primary decision made by the adjudicators is the ranking of
teams. The determination of a team’s ranking is made primarily on the
assessment of that team’s arguments. The adjudicators may evaluate the
strength of arguments, the function of the arguments relative to those of
other teams or the importance of particular arguments to the teams’ effort
to prove or disprove the motion. The ranking of each team may also be
based on that team’s effort, considering that team’s influence over the
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issues in the debate, each team’s contribution to the general direction and
quality of the debate, as well as the team’s overall performance.

The adjudicators will make a secondary decision about the number
of points each speaker receives. Typically, points are awarded on a 100-
point scale with a 70 being average. Ordinarily, the range of points is
between 55 and 85 points, with points awarded outside this range only
for extreme examples of high quality or low quality speeches.

If the tournament uses consensus judging, the adjudicators—
typically a panel of three adjudicators led by a more experienced chair—
discuss the round and attempt to reach consensus on the decisions
described above. If the panel cannot reach consensus, the will of the
majority will prevail. Following the adjudication, the Chair typically
offers a brief oral adjudication that explains how the panel arrived at their
rankings and offers constructive feedback for the debaters. If the
tournament does not use consensus judging, each judge will reach his or
her decision independently, without discussion and these independent
decisions will be tallied by the tournament director.
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Interpreting a Motion
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Principles of Interpreting a Motion

Define any ambiguous terms

Outline a framework within which the debate will take place.

A. This framework should be consistent with the motion

B. This framework ordinarily will include a proposed
action that the proposition team will defend.

1. Actor: Who should take this action? Person,
group, state, international organization, etc.

2. Action: What policy should this actor
undertake?

The framework should be a “reasonable” one for debate.
Would an intelligent and competent person agree that this
framework is a reasonable approximation of the motion.
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Example of Interpreting a Motion

Motion: The PRC should strengthen policies to enhance worker

safety.
Definitions:  Most definitions are clear. We define “strengthen” as
“to make stronger.” Therefore the motion asks for a
policy that begins with a current policy and makes it
stronger.
Framework: The framework for this debate will be the following
policy proposal./

A. Actor: The Peoples’ Republic of China

B. Action:Enact legislation requiring coal miner
operators to pay families of coal
miners  killed in  workplace

accidents 1,000,000 Yuan each.
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Student Exercises for Interpreting a Motion

I Divide students into small groups.

. Select a different motion and ask groups students to construct
reasonable interpretations of that motion.

I1. Each group will appoint a spokesperson to discuss their
interpretation with the larger group.
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Principles of Constructing a Case for the Proposition

A case for the proposition is one or more arguments that
support the framework presented by the proposition team.

Necessity—Policy—Benefits method of organization

A.

Necessity: Is there a need for changing the current
policy? Does the current policy create problems?

Policy: Present the action that the proposition team
proposes as an alternative to the current policy.

Benefits: Will the action proposed by the affirmative
team be of any benefit? Will it solve or alleviate the
problems occurring because of the current policy?

Comparative Advantage Method of Organization

A.

Policy: Present the action that the proposition team
proposes as an alternative to the current policy.

Advantages: Show how one or more advantages will

result by replacing the current policy with the

alternative action proposed by the proposition team.

1. Show that the proposed action creates some
effect.

2. Show that the effect has desirable consequences.
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Example of a Case for a Proposition
Necessity—Policy—Benefits Method

The PRC should strengthen policies to enhance worker safety.
l. Necessity.

A. Coal mine deaths are significant. At least 3,800 people
died in the PRC from coal mine accidents last year.

B. Coal mine deaths are out of proportion in the PRC.
China produces 35% of the world's coal yet has 80% of
the world's coal miners' deaths.

C. Current policy is to pay 200,000 yuan to families of
deceased coal miners.

Il. Policy. We propose that The People's Republic of China enact
legislation requiring coal mine operators to pay
the families of coal miners killed in workplace
accidents 1,000,000 yuan each.

I1. Benefits: Fewer miners will die.

A. Our policy increases the economic penalty for miner
death by five times.

B. This increase will provide an economic incentive for
companies to improve workplace safety.

R B R E A

R PEARZNENZINBERETAZENEBIR,

| BEM,

A BETARTCABNRZ, EFEL 3,800 85 L3
T i S,

B. "ENEI FEMIARTCAHKLIIRE, TEE
FEESttR 35% , BF TRTHEH R 80%.

C. MTHERRLEHY THREX 200,000 TAR
Mo

. AR, EMNERIL,
1,000,000 Tt AR,

UZEAE BESHFNEE

Il 374k - T IRRTABR2ED,




A ZRENMALTIHE , FEEEFRSIERNE

kvd
Ho

B. IRFNAUET LRANELHFRE  BEELER
o




Example of a Case for a Proposition
Comparative Advantage Method

This House believes that the PRC should strengthen policies to
enhance worker safety.

Policy: We propose that The People's Republic of China enact
legislation requiring coal mine operators to pay the
families of coal miners killed in workplace accidents
1,000,000 yuan each.

Advantage I: The proposition’s proposed policy would decrease
accidental death of mine workers.

A. Coal mine deaths are significant
1. At least 3,800 people died in the PRC from coal
mine deaths last year.
2. Coal mine deaths are out of proportion in the
PRC. China produces 35% of the world's coal
yet has 80% of the world's coal miners' deaths.
B. Current policies are not strong enough
1. Current policy is to pay 200,000 yuan to
families of deceased coal miners.
2. This policy does not provide enough of an
incentive to increase mine workers’ safety
C. The Proposition plan will help alleviate the problem.
1. The proposition proposes to increase the fine for
a mine worker’s death by five times.
2. Such an increase will provide an economic
incentive for companies to improve workplace
safety.
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Note: The proposition team is not required to present more than one
comparative advantage, however, if they choose, they can present
additional advantages if they wish using the same format as described
above.

Advantage Il:In addition to saving lives by reducing accidents, the
proposition’s proposed policy would increase
mining efficiency.

A. Chinese mines are not efficient

1. Chinese coal mines are 8.8% as efficient as
South African coal mines.

2. Chinese coal mines are 2.2% as efficient as
American coal mines.

B. The proposition policy will increase efficiency.

1. By creating an economic incentive for worker
safety, the policy will reduce accidents which
results in fewer delays in extracting coal.

2. By increasing the cost of coal miners’ deaths,
coal companies will have an added incentive to
invest in advanced mining technology which
will increase the efficiency of coal production.

C. Greater efficiency helps to ensure steady energy

supplies which will expand the economy and improve
the quality of life for all Chinese.
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Student Exercise for Constructing a Case for the Proposition
Divide students into small groups.

Select a different motion and ask groups of students to
construct a case for the proposition using one of the three
methods: necessity—policy—benefits , comparative advantage
case, or evaluation method. This can be repeated using all three
methods.

Each group will appoint a spokesperson to discuss their
constructed case with the larger group.
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Principles of Refutation

Refutation involves criticizing arguments opposing your own
according to certain standards of argument quality. Refutation
is a process in which all debaters (except the Prime Minster)
will engage.

A

A debater need not refute all of his or her opponent’s
arguments — only those which most seriously interfere
with the debater’s ability to make a convincing case.

Standards of argument quality

1. An argument contains, either explicitly or
implicitly, at least 3 parts: a claim, evidence, and
reasoning.

a. a claim is the statement of the argument
itself
b. evidence is the information (facts,
values, etc) on which the claim is based.
C. reasoning is that which connects the
evidence to the claim.
Reasoning
I
I
I
Evidence -------------mmmomcmeeee > Claim

2. Parts of an argument that may be refuted

a. evidence. Is the evidence true or
acceptable?
b. reasoning. Does the reasoning provide a

proper connection between the evidence
and the claim?
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1) Does the reasoning demonstrate
how the evidence is relevant to
the claim?

2) Does the reasoning demonstrate
how the evidence is sufficient to
make the claim convincing?

Systematic methods of refutation

Every debater needs to internalize and practice a method of
refutation. As debaters gain experience, they will develop and
use methods that fit them best. The following methods of
"four-step refutation” and “ICE” are ones that beginners might
start with as they continually try to devise the method to fit
their own unique style.

Four-step refutation

Clearly state the argument you intend to refute.

State your refutation.

Relate your refutation to the argument you are refuting.
Show the judge or audience the importance of your
refutation.

PONMED

B. ICE
1. Identify the opposing argument
2. Criticize the opposing argument
3. Explain the importance of the criticism
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Examples of Refutation

R R

Four-step Method of Refutation

Clearly state the argument you
intend to refute.

The proposition team claims that
increased fines will provide an
economic incentive for
companies to improve workplace
safety.

U 25 I B &

State your refutation.

The one-million Yuan fine is not
a sufficient incentive to cause
companies to invest in expensive
equipment needed to improve
mine safety.
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Relate your refutation to the
argument you are refuting.

Since the incentive is not
sufficient, the plan proposed by
the proposition will not create an
economic incentive.
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Show the judge or audience the
importance of your refutation.

Without an economic incentive,
coal mining companies will not
invest in new equipment and
mine safety will not be increased.
Therefore none of the benefits
claimed by the proposition team
will actually occur.
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ICE Method of Refutation

Identify the opposing argument

The proposition team claims that
increased fines will provide an
economic incentive for
companies to improve workplace
safety.
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Criticize the opposing argument

The one-million Yuan fine is not
a sufficient incentive to cause
companies to invest in expensive
equipment needed to improve
mine safety.

Since the incentive is not
sufficient, the plan proposed by
the proposition will not create an
economic incentive.

Explain the importance of the
criticism

Without an economic incentive,
coal mining companies will not
invest in new equipment and
mine safety will not be increased.
Therefore none of the benefits
claimed by the proposition team
will actually occur.
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Student Exercise for Practicing Refutation

A. Present a video of a brief argument or have a student
orally present a brief argument.

B. Divide students into small groups and have them
prepare refutation of the argument.

C. Have each group select a member to present the
refutation to the larger group.
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Constructing Arguments for the Opposition ~ 4H4R R FiL#F

Principles of Constructing Arguments for the Opposition
l. Common kinds of opposition arguments

A. The plan will not reduce the problem described by the
proposition team.

1. Name the problem described by the proposition
team.

2. Show how that problem (or problems) will
continue even with the proposition’s policy.
a. Wrong cause: the problem is caused by
something other than the current policy.
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B.

b. Alternate cause: although the current
policy may be one cause of the problem,
there are other factors that will result in
the problem even if the proposition’s
plan is adopted.

The plan will create more problems than current
policies.

1. Describe some element of the proposition policy.
What part of the proposition’s policy are you
going to argue against?

2. Relate that element to some effect. Create
argument showing the element of the
proposition policy creates some effect.

3. Evaluate that effect. Show how that effect will
have negative consequences.
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Sample Arguments for the Opposition

l. The plan will not reduce the problem of coal mine accidents

A. The proposition team claims to reduce coal mine
accidents.
B. Increasing fines will cause coal mine operators to cover

up accidents

1. Chinese coal mine operators routinely cover up
accidents and fatalities at their facilities to avoid
government scrutiny and fines even under the
present system.

2. Increasing those fines will just encourage the
coal mine operators to get better at covering up
their crimes-it will do nothing to encourage
them to keep their workers safe

I1. The plan will create energy shocks.
A. The plan of the proposition increases fines on coal
mining companies.

B. These fines will reduce the production of coal in China
1. In order to avoid fines, mines will have to
implement costly safety procedures
2. Mines that can't afford implementation will have

to shut down.

3. Mines that CAN afford the safety procedures
will have to slow production in the short term
while training takes place.

4. Thus, these shutdowns and slowdowns will
reduce the production of coal in China
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C.

Reduction in the production of coal will have negative

consequences.

1. China needs as much coal as it can get to fuel its
skyrocketing economy. Chinese GDP jumped
11.7% in 2007.

2. Energy production is already struggling to keep
up. The coal industry grew 13.5% between 2001
and 2005.

3. China's economy needs more energy every day.
If energy supply starts shrinking, rapid economic
growth will turn into rapid economic decline.

4. Foreign investors will label China an unstable

market and pull out their money, creating a
massive depression. This will hurt Chinese
quality of life.
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Student Exercise for
Proposition

Constructing Arguments Against a

l. Divide students into small groups.

1. Select a different motion and ask groups of students to
construct arguments against the motion. They should construct
at least one argument showing that the plan of the proposition
team will not solve the problem and at least one argument
showing how the plan will create worse problems than it
solves.

M. Each group will appoint a spokesperson to discuss their
arguments with the larger group.
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Principles of Creating an ""Extension™ for Proposition and
Opposition

l. What is the nature of an extension?

A. An extension is a new line of argument presented by the
Second Proposition and Second Opposition teams. The
extension is a means that the Second Proposition can
distinguish itself from the First Proposition and that the
Second Opposition can distinguish itself from the First
Opposition.

B. The extension offered by the Second Proposition needs
to be consistent with the position taken by the First
Proposition as the extension of the Second Opposition
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should be consistent with that of the First Opposition.

The extension offered by the Second Proposition needs
to distinguish this team from the First Proposition just
as the extension of the Second Opposition needs to
distinguish this team from the first Opposition.

1. Types of extensions

A

An additional line of argumentation.

This is a common kind of extension where the second
proposition team simply presents a new argument that is
different from that of the first proposition team but still
supports the overall approach of the proposition side.
For example if the first proposition team focuses on
saving lives by reducing accidents, the second
proposition might argue that the proposition’s plan will
increase mining efficiency.

An examination of philosophical considerations.

The second proposition team might introduce a different
but supportive philosophical position. For example,
they might argue that the role of government is to
protect its citizens and only by regulating mines can the
government fulfill this role.

An examination of pragmatic considerations.

This kind of extension is particularly appropriate when
the first proposition team argued from a philosophical
rather than a pragmatic stance. Had the first proposition
team made such a philosophical argument in support of
the motion, then the second proposition team might
choose to extend with pragmatic considerations like
saving lives or mining efficiency.

An examination of different groups affected.
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This kind of extension supports the plan of the first
proposition team by considering how it effects some
group or group other than that group identified by the
first proposition team. For instance, if the first
proposition team argued that the plan helps coal miners,
the second proposition team might argue that the plan
helps Chinese citizens in general.

Ways to discuss your extension
A. How you differ from the First Proposition or Opposition

B. How you add to the stance taken by the First
Proposition or Opposition

C. How you complete something the First Proposition or
Opposition was missing.

D. How you expand upon some point(s) made by the First
Proposition or Opposition.

Student Exercise for Creating Extensions
Divide students into small groups.

Starting with the proposition and opposition arguments that
they created earlier, ask students to create their own extensions.
These extensions should follow one or more of the methods
discussed above: additional line of argumentation, alternative
philosophical consideration, alternative pragmatic
consideration, or application to a different group. Repeat the
exercise until all methods have been used.

Each group will appoint a spokesperson to discuss their
arguments with the larger group.

ERNTFZARNEE. MREF-—EEZNNENEE
RETHANTHRENNR , EH5=BAR AT SUER MR A
MHERY BiLH , Ll , NBDHTMESRE HE
F o

D. NEMRERXEERED
EF—BARHEWBER A Re WA —LRIFMAXE , B4
IER ZRAATAEE R BRI ERRERIEFEAR S, L,
—AAEHEBRRENTHT T, ZAH , IITEEREER
MNTF2hFELR,

. BTV BieH M 757 7%

A. ER7Z=ZAERBHE—ABATE,

B. [E/x 77 =BAIA £ —BA &t E58(L 2 53137,

C. ERAZBAIMARRE I —BRBER D ERAIN S

D. ER 7T ZBAAMAR AR C 75 —BABV I <o

FELY YRR




| BEE DB TN,

ILEFEEMNIELNUILER ERT T BISH . XEY
BRESERA LRI —MILAGE  FHERIERT , N
NMENAE  XAMAE K IHMEMNEEAXEEAERTY
. EERMEI XL E,

. 8NMER—BRRES TN K.




