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AR IOEBC W TEBICER IR TWA Z &, £ L THBDIEH
DEWER D, TRT3DOFEEFROFREBBIN TV ST
RDHBENRD B,

1) W OrDFEH, BBRICEENIFINLIR VBT, HHT
B EEHFT (Ecclesiastical court) & LToE#E#ELL D Lic
5o T\ ize

@) FANE, FVAIEEERLZ = —h —BETKRVERY, HEOR
DERGARTLHETEETNE b0 L3N, (FBRRILET
BHEVHEET, F3IEFEFFRL BRI,

(3) FAFHIL, BERBACEELTWIAXOLR - IRFE, BB
BIOEBCEHNOERLIRAD, T LTHEDO WL 2hDFREE,
ABRE I OEBCHEGIE, ILIREQEMTLIITEEERNLERD
BRE—HTHRICR T, ZoOEBCHEIGIRRADL, ET

(228) 67



W ERREY B23BE 25
IEBENEHD LI NI,
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