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1. FU®IC

oty 7 TROCLIEE AR (intercultural pragmatics) 5 1. FESCALIICA: U % 56w
RMEERS . BRI taIa=r—Ya v oEN (KETHEIA) KHiES
NTWb, A#EIL, 2054 PVIC T38H - % - HSFRERNBNE 2 S BLIZEE
Mz 35 (FHIZER) LD I, £ LiEkofrlz T, S HIZRHIPHIC
b7z BN, HEmIREEZHIET E L Twb, KREOHGBAEE %> Tw b Kee-
skes (2014) Tix, BLHTO A% DIMEWIZBIT 2 FibEH OFREN - H230Lf
I OWZED, FEHGO S SITIRIAVEGLICEMT 2 L LTB Y. AHF D Kecskes @ so-
ciocognitive approach to pragmatics (2B & Z AWK E W\,

R A T T a—F R FEIC L2 S MG ICE s b0
FEHERESETVLIOE, SHEEHEZNICE) II 2= —Ya v LOSEORENC
HEREZEWTE PO THILORIEDLVHEETH L, 72720, A IEMG LA HE A,
ZRIIC S P O—7 8 L U Otalm P B &2 & EEFIICib C& 72— T, St
WA EHLASHEL I I 2= =Y a VIZHFEOH N ZELS —5H L LTHbhT& 7
MdREV, 2RI LT, HE ZORHFPAIZ DIz M4 BN, a2 Hno
PSR ENTVEEENE (—DIIRITTHDO TR LWV EITHER) . £ DMK
X, ENZFROFMRIZE > TH, X DRBRNTARB2 O MmN RIS L Tn il
X% 53, AETE ) RULFEHGR? D - & TifvyH (strongest voice) ; 2335 2
EWTEBE LTS (Giora and Haugh AE)%E p. 3),

29 LA oK, EREMGRIRE LTz, W, SlFmdlaice &zs
I ORI, BRI, BRERMG. BUEING. P ABSERI. A, S 51U R HEE
bOTHbLENL, AL, FEEZED TR EIIbAZ-TEY., TOFMEPHD L X
ZbEDLD, T LRI 2 o THfR (fractured) 2 2 &b %<, Zofakblk
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P SN T WD, T T ZOBH COMEEHENFHVLETHL L EN TV 5,

2. FEOBREEEDHE

AREFEF3IHE 220
POMEINT VD, Fifid bl U772 - 45 -

a3 (Rachel Giora and Michael Haugh, 1. Introduction % & ¢r)

thaxih

LA S N TB D,

51 BRI RRRANY - EEBRN T T —F, B2 MIEE RN - AN T Ta—F, B35
RN - HAHIER 7 70 —F & ko Twb, AEiTIE&E L Introduction 2 N ZFh
DR AR L HUZBRAR, ROE 3 HiCARFORE Mikdb BR L Bbh s @ik,
WZOWTOMER 2 DT %o

£H

74 v

BEE

Rachel Giora and
Michael Haugh

Introduction

KD

Part I: Socio-cognitive and experimental pragmatics

Raymond W.
Gibbs, Jr. and Her-
bert L. Colston

The emergence of common ground (3.1 fiii C#ik)

Robert E. Sanders

Overcoming differences and achieving common ground: Why speak-

er and hearer make the effort and how they go about it (3.2 #iT#

R)

Marta Dynel

Is there a tumour
in your humour?”:
On misunderstand-
ing and miscom-
munication in con-
versational humour

miscommunication (I I 2 =4 —3 3 YOlill
#i%) & misunderstanding (G&fi%) 1Z3EEEL S
V7 5 LFEH D Y, misunderstanding O i1, B
EDb o, FHHElRb O, L Eobnl
A4 T bR EIZE § %, miscommunica-
tion, misunderstanding & @ filiAS, b 2 —F
TEAELSEZY, LD $52810%5
L5 %,

Victoria Escandell-
Vidal

Note for a restric-
tive theory for pro-
cedural meaning

BRI EIR & Fobe & WERO S HFEITED
WX B E B L. Tl & IR, BRa ek
RLANVT, BEWEKY AT ANTRHETE
L TRERRE R RN \CHEKT & 2 B OITHIR
ENDHEREZET D,

Marit Sternau, Mira
Ariel, Rachel Giora
and Ofer Fein

Deniability and ex-
plicatures

# W (explicature) %3 < HEGw2DS, &6 L T4
DREZ KRS HEA (deniability) 12X -
T TORBOMSIIRA LRI A THROND
&3 B EBEHGROWE o
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Eline Zenner, Nane
Mertens, Laura
Rosseel and Dirk
Geeraerts

The acquisition of
loanword pragmat-
ics: An exploration

T 5 v FONEED, ED XD ICWFEDHEE
%At S % A & i & ff o THGE L 728 %, 4E
AP b6T, BEHEVW)IVTHFART
. EFEOMHFERIEEWICHMMi S D —J
T, BB EDSBIZoN T, FEb oHifr, i
W, HEAEMIcE o T BENREBEIR, 35
WL EN D &V

Jonathan Culpeper,
Michael Haugh and
Daniel E. Johnson

(Im) politeness:
Metalinguistic la-
bels and concepts
in English

impoliteness % #3934 metalangauge (impo-
lite, rude 7z &) %%, impoliteness & \» ) #f =%
EDOREFRT e FEERICHGEE L 72iE . 2 ¥
IR SMEMONPRIZL - T, k4 %
MREZRD, SEFORMEFBHEMICE S v
I D,

Part II: Philosophical and discourse pragmatics

Laurence Horn

What lies beyond:
Untangling the web

lie () &#f#E% 5 2 23 W E il (misleading)
2% Grice jit @ what is said & what is implicat-
ed DXBNZ L B E L7zt B TTHE, 25w
AL T REESEL) EW)EDR)
W3 5o ThE, 728 w9 JL# % assertion |2
EE, M. EZRE, HEOXFED OIAHMZ
FABITHGEL TWb,

Kasia M. Jaszczolt

The true prove-
nance of self-refer-
ence: A case for
salience-based con-
textualism

HO#R#H (self-reference) (ZBIL C. Hi
A2k F 3% (contextual approach) 23T
Wb ETHHMTH %, #12, Daddy will fin-
ish his dinner and will play with you in a mo-
ment. X One tries to do one’s best. 7z &, H
CHRREBD 3 AT 7 F LB - T
Wb,

Wayne A. Davis

Transparent reports
as free-form idioms

believe » X 9 %y EEE 2 K THRFE T, £
D EFEOLMFIRNTO N L HERE O EFEDS
Fl—38R2E D 2oV T, A& %5 A
(opaque reading) (FE[—4R/R) & EH % i
(transparent reading) ([5]—J8/R) 2% 5 (F :
Lois believes that (i) Superman / (ii) Clark
Kent can fly. (Lois (& Clark Kent & 72 A,

Lois 7% Kent & Superman A3[7— A¥ 75 & A1 5
Ziug 1) 3, (1) 3 (REWHA) .

Clark & Superman 25[F] — A\¥ & 51> T2 FH
ToOBDIET L, (1) & (1) dbE (EWIH
H))o FEHIINDITH LT, A FEGESR
OB EZET, BBEEA T AL AT ) — Lk
DOREERO LT 5,
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Jacques Moeschler

How speaker mean-
ing, explicature and
implicature work
together

i LFOE (speaker meaning) (%, Grice ®
BEE Db o EHMET, or XTIt what is said
+what is implicated =what is conveyed 2%
DAroRs, REEEEZBL (some but not all) T
. ZERILTFEPEEL DV HEERALZOD
(some vs some not) AHHTE T, £EIH
RSN D &3 _X&728 Lzinsle RERK
DFLFOBREZ LS Z5I1T1E, B 200
L A2 3E0R (implicature) X 1) AW ERR 7S 2
L35,

Chaofen Sun and
Ming Chew Teo

Temporally closed
situations for the
Chinese perfective
LE T

HEFEOE T~ =7 —.le (T) 2D T,
BN SN 5 720120%, RHYERS T O
o GEHMN, BTH) a7 F 2 PHPLE
T ENARFIE, le (7)) (3807 Lz
FawEd 5,

Jesus Romero-Tril-
lo

Acategorical prag-
matic markers:
From thematic
analysis to adaptive
management in dis-
course

FAT TV =W (—OOHhTTY—IZNES
) FEHERN Y — b — % 3FE (RRSE
BV 2@ m, m, mm; ARKDH T T —3
FEEzy 7z listen, well, good, fine; M D iE#EIE
H 75 7 %54 I mean, you know, the thing is)

Wy B, —oo0EHEAOEHEIZAELS &,

WS DGR AL 2 AT 2B E DD LT b,

Anita Fetzer

Contrastive dis-
course relations in
context: Evidence
from monologic
and dialogic editing
tasks

M L7e (Bhtah o 2o \) BROCE Bl (g
EXPREBRE T (O, ) Btk % K%
e - R - BRIl S Z o> &R
REZHELIZD O, Kk, mfrrleln
ARG T UL a1 B AR T O it A Re 3t 2 A A
SACHEE R R L, IR 2Rtk 2
NSRS

Lluis Payrato

Pragmatics and
multimodality. A
reflection on multi-
modal pragmasty-
listics

< )WVFE ¥ 5 4 %, verbal/non-verbal & —
LRI TR, Ma e REEEZET 5
CLIZEoT, T3 a=r—varoEKk K
Wy X5 O e IS 2 52 A g . HKIE
SRNVFE—I NG TFA M2 BELTEKENS
L9 5,

Part III: Interperso

nal and societal pragmatics

Klaus P. Schneider

Pragmatic compe-
tence and pragmatic
variation

EHBRN Y 7= a3 VKA AT
V—THELLEIANS, FEHMmNEE OB
WAL TH B ET B, L, 20721
W&, B4 R EREO TRER RN (pragmaticog-
raphy) | OFE ML ETH Y. EBRTE
PHRAEET 5,
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Anne Barron

Offers in English

A4 F) A%EFED T LI (offer) ; % ICE (In-
ternational Corpus of English) 725, #FL 5%
(4 ¥ RPEFE) 2HCTHWMT 5. FELRE
RE LTk, HLHA T LH (hospita-
ble offer) ; & TSZiEoH LH (offer of assis-
tance) ; Z0\f. B o HMKICHED L LT
b0 WFEMHPLINIEENBEZ L), HETF
PEELDEmNAL RO LINEETOY)
iz, SELFVPHEFIILTHITFONE D
LERIRRD ET B, wEIZT =73 ADH D
B sNTwa,

J. Cesar Felix-Bras-
defer

The intercultural
speaker abroad

HALH TOFERGNEE DI EDTH L. 2
BarEEIC TR o) FERHEmNED &
(pragmatic awareness) ; 25T S A EAEIZ 2
DOFETELET D, AL ViEBIZEE L
Za—V—=5 Y FETAYAADFEEIZ, (1)
Culpeper (2010) »= 9 impoliteness event |2
HHELZKROAGOKEEMFOLL T VE)
RK—=FLTE5HH, 2) v—VTLAf %38
%I, EhEOEBELZ)R—-FE2FNTEH
W, SIS BE OBV EZ R 5, W
Hed, UG FEEH 5,

Jorg Meibauer

Pragmatics and
children’s literature

WHILF (VbW LU HWHEZ T TR
W) PTEOFEHRRIYEE ) O F8E R A
ERLIL 0, T4 % exter-
nal pragmatics & # {317, B 2 1XEEHE T,
TR\ CATRE S % A AR 2 R AR ISR &
WIEZTH A, RIS, REdit 2 & CTRIER
B % A L, internal pragmatics &35, fz
3 BEELROBTHEREINS & BIFEHR
(HAER) LORPNEIDE LTV 5,

Jacob L. Mey

Unloading the
weapon: Act and
tact

Dwight L. Bolinger (1980) @ Language, the
loaded weapon (FTER : /NEFHMR (D) "X
LLTOEE; (ZUHAERE) 1989) b v
FEBwE, 0 THLEADTRE Lw
ALY T 7 Il BekOARERD L IS
CEZFL, BRHFRL Loz L 57220
FIHL T BE2TA (MR HhbsoT
Fewnz ki, FHEOMRL LEERPHHFEZT
HLTW5, sEOfHICIEEE LF O ) RS
NTH Y HVAOVTET) ARRAENRT
Wb L35, RoBhE, AN, e
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OBV EBLALDTH S, §#12. body
talk & tact O EEMEDTRH SN TV 5,

Kepa Korta The meanings and | & 2 ZEMifEMDS TELV, L Ehb0id, B
contents of aesthet- | TEBIIHIWT, & T ADOTIER L., FEDY
ic statements Rl & BN (EMY) BRSO A R& L

T ho TNIL T, HEEH L V) HRHNE
B, AN, SRENSEERONDL LT b

3. & THEER (TOVT

REDOIME L 72 > T b Keeskes DS FBANN 7 70 —F O REE LT, T
JEFAE (common ground) | DIFWEIRAD 2 EHh SR TWL Z EI2T 5,

3.1. Raymond W. Gibbs, Jr. and Herbert L. Colston, “The emergence of common
ground.”

SR 23, FEETOED S RUCER LT, BE LT LB & FAULMICFEOHH - a0
—HBHLVERERDOILET I END, ZOAI ==Y a YBULE, TEEE W
JEEEELL, (MAD) =4 Y FHZFTERT LTI =7 —2 3 Y €T (a model
of communication-as-transfer-between-minds via the conduit of language) ; #3, BfEko
THELTH b, BMEFIE, FHLFPHE > TR TAELTI2ERKEZ, ZORFESGET
Fodb@ARA ML <, SHrMal2dhdeohv, 2H LEkoaIa=r—
Ya VBRI LT, A e bmigIcow Tt BEb L7z, B0 S E - T
FAETHDOTIE RV E, FHLFLHEFPFEBE, FEIZHOOTIERWT &2 Eh%
BB ENTE 7, U LT, Kecskes (2014), Kecskes and Zhang (2009) T
E BT, 533 a7 4 =l L TR ILEE &% Lo Ty dkE s (core
common ground) ; &, BT, FEFEORPIHFAME SN L FFES T TOHBMTH 5
TEIZS YL@ L% (emergent common ground) | (2h T, ST H I EHE LN TW
%, Gibbs and Colston 2sLL T OB TEHL LTV 5,

(1) Jill: ~ “I met someone today.”
Jane: “Good for you.”
Jill: ~ “He is a police officer.”
Jane: “Are you in trouble?”
Jill:  “Oh,no...” (Kecskes and Zhang 2013: 381)

RifEIX. Jill ©» He is a police officer ® & 52 i THh b, —HkIZ. BRELEDL Y HN
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W AT DT TN o7z v ) @iEDNH 5, FDOEKTO Jane @ Are you in
trouble? T 5 9 A5, T Z Tld, JIHO)E,,T W95 & 528 Jane IR,
uﬁa¢b%&(%mmmw)%ﬁk&ofwéoKwﬁ%u\ﬁL%@aﬁ@@%&M
TOHCHWEE, KEEDO T TUNAEL L E AT, TOBMFITIMERIE T I,
IR BN FEMIHE L L T e 2AHD 5, ZEFICEA TS, Eiid, LT
B &EFMHICE > THAITIERL, TONT Y ARLDTH 5,

Gibbs and Colston (&, Herbert H. Clark & Z® 7 v —7® L 3% v 72 3L @ HL A7 T
FEEBZRD B, WEEEATRD LD 2 LCHAVTEHPETA Ay =T 7215 X0,
BT HEAEVPRNZ &, B RLUBERE IERS S L, HLIIRBIIE, LIDOK
%~ﬁbﬂ%%m#ﬁ%»&%ut&a\ALﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁéﬂéLﬁf (Kecskes it 12
SHL) HOHOLIZRE— FEZ0RICE L2 HANZ E— | B EVIHES LA,
ADELAHZEEZIFRL TV 5,

29 L7t EAEH 255 258013, RO 2> S80I, 5 8REICHb7: 584
ZERIFe (time-scale) T, AZNENAFEOFFHEDO T—VITHET>WTH < THTAH
#Ab (self-organization) ; 75 TAI%&, 3 % & Gibbs and Colston 3 FiR L TWw5, HE
HIRLE 3 "TH DT ¥ & A RBICD DHEEFRDS, WRERMICE HEFERCI DA
BRI EORFEREEBRT 255 02 L 25, AW, JEW (ZoRkR % S
W) 1RO F, B Sk L AMPEbL L4 RBRICHRoNns, Axf
ANOIHRBLTIE, BB Nouy X0 7 F 27 IEST2ZAD, iz Ebe s LR
NHAFEMT 2L b, HARROREIHILL T KM Z2FEL 355 3o & L
THEITLNTW5,

Sy - AR ELEHICB VT, ORIz 8 L TIblfgEr Lo X HIZAIFE L T
W 2o W T, Gibbs and Colston (KD X 5 13T %, LRSS EREEY 5T

LG, BEOIT—VHRFEIIER SN L, 2odiZid, MFLoiiioizo, MFHs
Boltl B RELTERLD, ATOHfFLBEDEZMD 5720, T & DIk
BEMDVIRT 2D ENETNL, TNOLDOERL 72T — VA5 L FOSEREEND
FWELTHE, ZOT—NVENZTNITEL - RTINS, P12, EiidraeE
WKHEEOZ L2 L CW A BTk, —BICMMA L AT L L) T—uhd b (K).

VAL E — N2 EBRINICKEE L 72 Keysar 725 OWfZ2Cld, [ 3% (attention) oL~
VT, BE (AN ZRE—F) 3EK (intention) O L XV T, BHTHENTHIESNS T, Hi
BN E. TO®BRBEDRMICASL L ENTWDHA, Keeskes, Sanders & &, MFIIANVLL S &
LTwb,

2 JeiEE KR B e B AL M D R — A =T X D

https:/ / wwwchem.sci.hokudai.ac.jp/~matchemS / research / self_organization.html
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FEPEEE LRTHER 65w E2 R LIzvE vy T—v (M), 2ot &0
BB REDOTETET L) T—)v (BRI 258, TNODEFICEH &, FEE D
MHEAEHIC X - T AN 2 B2 H R IR S L) 2 &Ik b, HAE
W2 SR, HATHE L ZBERZIRZT TREFTIONLDTIERL, /20 £
DN BADOISL L 72 DFERD T v F L7z 5 Th v, LTz, HEHOLH T
Ot R, AT ZAOAPMEH L LI DT THRL, TOZOPHAAGDLE 5 /o) X
2L TWwab,

Z DX 91z, Gibbs and Colston |, Kecskes @ TAIFSHI @I EERES | 2 X 512588
S, LR RRHE (ToT—) V) THEHLW - il 7o 2046, "THS
ML, L) F—T—FT, SHERPEEOMBEEHN M ZHI L Twb,

3.2. Robert E. Sanders, “Overcoming differences and achieving common ground:
Why speaker and hearer make the effort and how they go about it.”

9. Sanders (IHERDFEM @ TIE, & LT L & T — (sameness) A3MEFERILIC
VRSN T e 55, —MEFHRPLBHNT. BEEPRFEORNTHL L ERE, — K
RIEAKEN (EANICE S 2v) 3 Y7 F X MK U2 TSR STz, ADRER
HIdmERE SN T2 L4 b, Searle (1969) @ Z&EHHEAFT 2 O K BRI %,
Hymes (1974) o3Ea5#H4 (speech event) (ZB§ 2 BAI TR RS zbkx 23> 7% 2
Fh, AZBZE AT, EEl, EELL T, Thzhifte oL, SLFD
IRV SINLOTIE R, TOBNEZHAMTLHMETL DI, BT S
NTnsrZ &l b,

Zhuzat L, Sanders H3#EHLY % Kecskes (2014) T3, [l—: &3 —Mo K EE D
U EREEOECEEE LT EO TV E, FLTF LR E T, BRELE
BRI, DENRECED LN O TH L, BlZIE BIEOIRN L BEORE - 5L &9
RO 200 NTEITRL A58 MIN, SiFLEZ T BOBEMLR LI EVYDH S
DTHbo ZOENEMDT, M—MIEIZ, FFLFLEEFO "5, PUELRT
by FoFoEWIE, AT, SUENZEWIZES T, LHEMICHFELF L F TR
fEENTWELEVIHTICH HEMIF TV,

Sanders (335 542 Keeskes D ANZER L 2435, LT DM 22 L T 5,

(2) 1. MFLHEMLTIET LI, I TNVEBIEL CHEEBEZREET 512
EHNPLET, TORHFLTLIMESN TRV, TNEDI, &
AR, BEVOENEZOEIIILTHENEZ2TTICHEG LI ICL AW
Ty FHHEPTFTED ET D0
2. MTZHMLCHRETLIEIC, bI TV EBIT L2010, XEiO0ER
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TEZ T aIlERs 2 woll, NZED L) IZENZRET L D0,

Sanders 1Z (2)1 » T&¥, ~oE%E L LT, AFETIX Rhetorical Covenant ({EH7:AY%2
) L WIFELFEHEFHTO AW, #ES LTV,

(3) Rhetorical Covenant: ... there is a tacit social contract among us that speaking

will only be done when speakers deem that there is something to be gained

from it, and that hearers when spoken to will therefore attend, process, and
respond. (A p. 36) (FH#ERIZEER)

(3) iE FLFEFET L THA 00D Y, HMEFREERLZNT, SbhizZ Lz
L. KIB$ 5, ZOLHEOREET LN B END, &) BEONOHENERKIHRD %
EVI)ERTHD. ZOHA. WlLF MEFNHTHL0VRZZENENHREDSH D L V)
E2ThoH, BIAIE BHICHT L0, LHOEE - e, B, FHE % 22K L
7HARE FELFICHT 20, ZERAM 5720 RNl Bz, B E 52
72y L7l MEFICATLIOER., REh), BiiFonizd, BLAPEZS
Nz L72GE%ETh b,

LT BMETPRFCHESEDLE V) 2L, SiLTRETIEICL > THETICY
7253005 ), MEFEIZOFELFOBRELBARLE L THELTVWDSDTHL, »
i, FHLF MEFRHICE ST, COBFHNENEIRBNZ2DOTHY, #HEWTH
L5, W LTHE FICHEBROENE LSS (VI TADRELYERE) Thxt
AR T, ZDRRDFHIITREE 72 %0

2) 20 TEDEHIZ, ~DEZE LT, Sanders 13, 7 LT & X Fodhmibig L p
ROFEND, TR DAL TR OBED S TIVIHTTTELRLTW5,

", O —#BIIZIE THRE (same) ; L E R AT (FEH,. WS
A b, MUAHERNZ 9 A% E), BOMFEL, ROVRDICE T TANEL L, KD

3 Rhetoric £ 59 i3, ¥V ¥ v 0—vHRICIE. ABOTHTORBM L V) FHRTH - 7225
%12 18 il o George Cambell PLFE, discourse # HRYIZ A b S & v JLhWEREG W THD LA
B, 20HICAL &, FBEliRHT I ENARKMIZED L) I A2 LRV EE L 52 55 &) B
W2y FABETIE, HARFENIC, T2 EDLHI, e EREMET L2174 TH S H
LWV BEIRIZIEDS 5 TWho (K p. 37), Sanders ZBAMRIRIAVERTHWTWS L LTV,

* BRI ORI ) & BB R OMB L VO L BAT 2 L BbN S As, BEEE AR
LB & 9 Wb IZ0 B 2 T 2 AT 5 01k L. Sanders 1A AMMII D &2 & TE
HELTWD, T, SiLTFLHMEFRFICHT S L VI BAE, GFEL TSRS N D FHEHO re-
cipient design (Sacks and Scheloff 1979), optimal design (Clark 1996) %, B & FliEsh 5 3%
BEAOHROFEHO—M G LTtk % YARH 3 58 & F). optimal relevance (Wilson
and Sperber 2004) & L VL OMEZ MM TE L L EZ T0h,
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FE Y 7 REE & Vo I EDHEBTHEL 5720 TH S, 7272 L. Sanders (X, Kecskes
SRR, PITTUMEIESINTD, FrLv, WHIXE3oL@EERIIEE SN
ET5h, THLI T TMBIED., HDFFEDFIRTELZHAFED T TV — I
MESNDEZDNOLTHDEVI), Tk, EOLHITMTTUDPMBIESI N I, F5hEH
A BESNE T, JEE RO B H B0 THHE L TwD, PR, kFlZ, &
TR ED LI ICHIBEEN D DL Vo 2 HEN RV EBIEIZTE RV,

(4) Hopper Archive, University of Texas: “Berkeley” ca. 1985 (A&u#1(2), p. 44)

((telephone ringing)) (L&A 5))
01 Harvey: H’lo:, N—Tg4 =LY L,

02 Angie: Hi Harv, VA e A A
03 0.7) (0.7)

04 Angie: Yer [company the:re? 7 @ H[AALZ-H:?
05 Harvey: [(Who is it) Angie? »:  [(7Fh) 7 v —2?
06 Angie: 1 Yeah 7:tz2z

07 Harvey: How are ya? N HFIEES ?

08 Angie: Pretty t good. (0.2) Didjer company arrive?
7 twvwwbk (0.2) RAAGEN?
09 Harvey: La-Yeah yeah, last night. / : ZD-HdH, ZEDH DIKA.

0247HT, BEHEOBEBFOMBOLGH (Hello) TIE%RL., 4HPSHBLTVWLEET A
12, Harvey o2 & Hlo T, BRIFICA 7 4 =< WIZEE LT L v # 2 72 Angie ®
HAHFE, BLDEAH) L) BVIAARDD L. kD 03 47 Hix. Harvey 2% Angie % 38k
LawEw) b7 7425 (RD) i Ths, £ 2T Angie 13 04 17 H THd I
HMoTna ER)FHE, PR - TL 5, FiEEZFBI LTS, Ihd, FTT7L
BIEO—>DFETH 5B, 054FH T, o & Harvey 1Z, W72 Harv 2 W B LWE
EH LONOY () THIdhA-Z L, EoFFELFL SN2 L Eh b, £h
% 5 Angie DIF T2 L VI HENEIT o TV, b Angie & o dbildE e U<, Hi
boTH->TW2bDThHb, TNETIVHBEHEET, PITTVBIEEZT> TS, 7272
L. Sanders ®F 9 £ 912, T ZZEH L@ BOAIRIIAONZVWE ) TH D, /2
2L, B2 "B b OB B (salient) ) HER T b o 7280 2P L7z w9 71
AR THENS,

TlE, "TRKICY BOPHD2EHIEE ) THAH ) o BAWNRHEITIR. SERL LIS
CEIBZEILDOROVMY B DD, WKICHES>TWT D, HIREOHEREND LD
T, KR, Bl CaI o= —Tavidénsd & snT&7, Sanders ZAET, 20D
WhH (RGO RMS &) ZBIEL. AME ABOMSICNET 2 TEk@EEEE L0)
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PRALTS A 3kd@ L4 TIRER) (guaranteed common round ‘floor’) ; &I~ 2 Iz bivbi
EREPEAELTVEET S, ZoHIZIE, T, KOFE (RWER LDl oz
BOFEE, dNLEI) R, ol HROWLARRELZELEL), Y2 AF ¥ —
FESLRAFQLRY) EFh, LEOFHEN LS THMHZLTETH D, HREREK
FTAHRIERHEE L TRBICRO DI, BHETHL LRt Threrl ) THl
M7 E . HFORGL. HTFLoBEFLHHA, WoRh b ow, EH, HHRoRD
Wy e & TERY . BRAMA L. AR, EMRLFZEAL EAPTHESA
Bh EBENZ D THH, WAL - M) - AR WREE R &0 TE L HORMk. E.
Tl RERAIIHIE, TNHIZTRTEMEIZIL TV i\wds, Sanders %2 5 T
FERIR) y ORI AT R B ENTH 5,

4. BBHYIC

FETHSENLN, TOLHIC KFIEIZIEIIH2 My 7 284 REE» B> T
Wb, FNEFNOEIL, BEMIZHS L, Kecskes D—EOWfZen k4 BBLL T3
L #i#Td 5 Giora & Haugh (34551 T 2725, BEOREHAGRMZESHIEL Tw 5,
Z @) TR 2 A E BT 525D TH 5,

BEXE AREOZETIHHEIN TV 02 SARTIH LD D)
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