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2005 4, P EE BRI EER ¥ 2 (IACMR) (b RFREEHER
SR KREHBREEAELENCEERZ2ZR) RERXE)EHZ
B2 RENEMAMBEIERE T TRENITFHNSH. T EFHR
MEBERNERBEABRRHHIRKE, RITA(EEERFELSER)
(Academy of Management Journal, AMJ) Ji4ER W EEBRELCPEET
BRI T 1995 SERBRER 10 B, AABMEFERPX, UBRA((ZEEH S
LER)BERIER)EEALE. XW(ERX)UEHBREASYT XX
FREZERRER I

(XEFERYS¥MIBXEHEEESHENNXMA" . K¥E
BRI AR, BRT(CER) U EF(EXEEFRFZXIFR)
(Academy of Management Review) { EFHEH ¥ L% 58 F ) (Academy
of Management Learning and Education) fI{ X H BB ¥ S ZH A)
(Academy of Management Executive) , F. ,(FFiE) K F AL M EAR
XE(FISHEIRRAXBHEAETANXE (BEAN)RERE
LA £ B8 5 2k B R B i R M CEE L (D W R R Mg 5 Kk
HEaHFARB I,

(EEEEE LR B0 FRAGRIRG LT RAT BEN
MR B FE KPR RS ESTBRK Y, B AR B R4 R 5 8
WBFRAR . Bilt, X—PARKEXERREERBOEISERAER

‘ 1
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MW GFARASEN T ENRENERFERTRE, F&E
ERFATHAELFAESEERRNERIRENER, 5L, X—
) S 22 A0 SC B N R A AR 3R I IR 3R 1) TR R LR B TR, IF BB 5 UL B
XEFRMERLRAABENESE L, X—PHKHRRBREIT L
TRBEER A RANBR BERRRENENETRUREFH S
WP REIE R RN AR, 5CEBA%% ) (Adminisirative Sci
ence Quarterly, ASQ) —#¢ ( EEERFS¥ M) LA N RKBEHRF F
HABEBPFRAEEARAKEREOREEI T N 1987 £F 5 ,(RH
GHE LR ) BEALARR LT FE N AR —F ZRKB IO ik
—EEARMEREOE, BTEERERICR, EMZHHHERHEE
BRI E (FRBENEEN RERZN ABK EENMER
b B R E A BT AT DUE G X e 3R 8 DA R AR R B, X
K0 SO RATA G BT SV A B 5T R A AR AT R AR E
ZEXR, PEECERRERESE S TANBIREHAAEER ¥
HERB TR TR RBAES . RATECHER I X R S
(BBREST)BELIE) B BEA¥2BRERT - KHEAR
AP R 2oL T H A EMIEL ) (Management and Organization Re-
view) , BEB X R EEHWFERBR BB IKFEEFTHEE
XABHETEETRENAMBENS AN, RITELEE
W BRI 2% B4 ¥ 2 W ¥4 47 BUE W (Executive Director) Nancy Ur-
banowicz %+ 7E MR 44 F MM 5 ke . RATEIEWRBHL KE
R AR 75 o R S R Se AR TE ARV VT AN SORE 4 4R O T 4R L Y
KA#EB. BRNEEFBRBILERAXHLHFELARANELMEARE
HEDR PRI S RE LT ERREE S, RITBEERE
WRREREERERASBERMRER S ZRAFERNAAT
R B TRERFY,. RNEFHIIRMCEERFEATILZ %
B T % 5t R BF i (8] % 7R R AT R O Bt ) 10 & U, AT R FL K
HEY AKE Rl HBR.IE. THFB.KER KEEMK—
MW, B, RIVFOBEEEBRERSCHEZN, BBENHEINE



AR FE LTAERBIS B ERML T HE, S FRXE
LS AN ERER—8 5, XHREL IR T TR REERE
ARBTRR, BHERMA TAERFE AREBARERR RE
ZERANAEMNECABER LR, BHPAUBHRFEE - &R
LEFHR BHEEMRIFRE, UERNESEVFRPREE.
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NSBB8 AR SR R DR A ™ R A 5 57
Z®EmW /1
Mark A. Huselid
PP IR i b BT IR LR WL - 1936—1965 SE AT RIS W A
45H] /44
Danny Miller; Jamal Shamsie
AT ab 38 R T —HAKR X B TR ARRRRERG? /76
Anne S. Tsui; Jone L. Pearce; Lyman W. Porter; Angela M. Tripoli
8 B Al SR B A Al BE AT B BR YT — R 2 I AL 7 115
Harry G. Barkemé; Freek Vermeulen
FEF AT AL T G B B Wi Sk ATk AR SE e B SR P BT R AR R T
Tl o H Pk RE HBEST / 158
Walter J. Ferrier; Ken G. Smith; Curtis M. Grimm
Al B AR EBRY % B Znl A AR AR EI W
B /192

Shaker A. Zahra; R. Duane Ireland; Michael A. Hitt
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POl RIS B A RIS / 243
Scott E. Seibert, Maria L. Kraimer; Robert C. Liden
R 7Y R U B8 55 T 6 o B A - DA BT YA S L 2 o i
FUAEHITRHE S /280
Peter D. Sherer; Kyungmook Lee
Y 338 B A 4 BT A & rh RIS N B TR Al B1E PRI N E S B R
BMEHE / 317
Kimberly D. Elsbach; Roderick M. Kramer
i R SE AR T AEA R KA RK AR /354
Rajshree Agarwal; Raj Echambadi;
April M. Franco; Mb Sarkar
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Mark A. Huselid ( Rutgers University)

AFREETHT B SHK I E K E % (Systems of High
Performance Work Practices) § N F v % Fl B £, £ H4
ERENLETRERAARANARERRA X EZRARTH
PERER(KRAEFEFE)URAAERPKAM S LEH
HWEEZF LA LARARERL W, AATR, HHET
FEBAAALGHABH BB AT X RLRMEEL ZH B
AUKEMNE X4 K (competitive strategy ) By X & , 1 X # H
MO XHEARMN,

» JE % RiH Brian Becker WA XR M HFE B R U RN A XFRBM B XL THES,
£ XM James Begin, Petter Cappelli, James Chelius, John Delaney, Steve Director, Jeffrey Keefe,
Morris Kleiner, Douglas Kruse, Casey Ichniowski, David Levine, George Milkovich, Barbara Rau,
Fank Schmidt, Randall Schuler, Anne Tsui, David Ulrich, Cornell X% fl Kansas K¥Wfit& 54
ARUEAZEEZHBAN EPBEEFTRHOFELR, UPHERMARZ LB hAEARE,

AP R MEL B SR QAN B FM R ¥ 2 (Human Resource Planning Society) \ A 1 S S
H K 4 4 (the Society for Human Resource Management Foundation) ,Mark Diamond BF 57 2 & 4
AWML KFEKFBARERERGBY . AXHRB SR NBEVIBMATH . FAREX
B R

AAERE
Gl

EETHEIRMNRIHAR £7%
RRAHELKLYH
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ANFEEEHR(HRM) BUR I LR X A LS mE AN REE
BOHFRXAR L R AR 0B SR N B EE 7 & (Boudreau,
1991; Jones & Wright, 1992 ; Kleiner, 1990) , #RiRL W E/ER T X B
MR RSB TELRESL . QFE2ENR THRBEMEERF . UBH
HEWNFMER USEHERUKR TEES 5T (extensive em-
ployee involvement and training) 2 A TR EEEHLEE TUEBAANRAE
M E R TR AR BB FIARE 7, 38 3R BB (motivation ) , 3 B L (shir-
king) , BN FE 5L L, R R BA 3 (nonperformers) B I /2 F] (Jones
& Wright, 1992; E£E3 T, 1993),

HEMRPHMAE N AR BEMBENA D FRES EMLEL
A &% W Ml 45 31 R (strategic business plan) WEE X B, RELEHS
6,3 7 T B SRR R AT R TR BRAD TREIFERRS
e, AEEARES KB EHBE G ZT (Begin, 1991; Butler, Fer-
ris, & Napier, 1991; Cappelli & Singh, 1992; Jackson & Schuler, 1995;
Porter, 1985; Schuler, 1992; Wright & McMahan, 1992),

ABHERIMEANRFTEELA LN EREEET B NRER
A AFMANBEBRTUALT EAARLSBE EEN . EX
MTER . HABE KM EA B AT BB TSR AR W LR 4248
B 3L BR 2 (8] Y H. #h 4 ( complementarities ) BY B} [G] 4 A (synergy) , & Bl
FAFARS RO L, #TTEARFEENRFRENRR. FEH
B, EHXHERNERIEELZ L., NEHERHAKRSEF TR
MANERERREZ IS BMH AN FIREELER

EHRRERMPAHNBRREXBROAFRZLAE =, B, EETAD
RHRELBXNARE@WEWHE , N TAIREERASHTBER NS AR
MAABEBRRE(MARBEXY ML ANTELS LT, WHE.F
&, —FHE) WA A RN A J7 BT IR B B R G0 B BE T
FETHREMA . NP B AR AR FRAR RBRE SR
SEER RS9I B T H (instrument) 9 FF & FHE S BB 3CHF o HK, &



VB &5 S 020 W) 2 T8 B B 55 Mk SR 36 s , T EL G5 2R B 2 T AR B 47 b o b B
MEEEAFREATMALEN. J50, FXHHBBTETREREGTR
FEREAMRFHFETHRETFERO T EBRE . RSB TIELRS
25 Al 5t LA K 98 7 [B] 52 4R % (response bias) 22 [6] ¥ 7E #9 Bk 32 ¥ ( simulta-
neity) B% 2 [1] B SR K & (reverse causality) o BJ5, ABIRER LK XH
— R B B SR TAEZBRMN AR SN Rk T X SR Z A M E
M2 B (degree of complementarities ) 5% § #B 18 & (internal fit) DA K SCBR
RHES A RIS B Z B § B A T E (degree of alignment) AMEM &
B (external fit)

BT R

2RAMIRAEER—-EMHBERINMREEHEXN FLARABELSH
fER T B2 EMEEBA A R TR DUSCR MR E 555X FHELL
RIS HE R, BT LU X A SR i 26 8T kB BT in sk et
Wright 55 McMahan (1992 ) 2 F Barney (1991 ) # /2 5] % 3 3 2t B8 (re-
source-based theory) £ : A W WWAI IR I BFEM TS RLER,HYL
BRI ERER, F—, BHHAE AT WESE, AR5
KEBFMATNSMX, B, AR IRORBLARKBAER. BN
AL R 2 IE S 53 7 9, B It Wright 5 McMahan A8 BT & B9 A 1 8
FHBEEXHE M, BEARER, 2FRIHARH AN TERER
MESABERIEN . REANTRARE &M — R T LIRS,
BH#ETAE S BN AN EAE (firm-specific human capital ) 36 2 0 DL
AERATHRENTRESFENR TWHE— 2B /EMAGH TR, 1,
ERRETREEFESREN AR AN TR LAASER S WA
HEHMBRR TR, RE 355305 4 (labor-saving ) $7 AR 2 fR il 3
AN BEEBRBEELIMERE,BROBRFHEFHREZTURAD
A1k ik B AR R O BE B Bh A X s B AU SRR B R X

Wright 5 McMahan W E R I AN KRB ER I AR RAERFMH

AAFRBERTHEBARLARKE L7 %
FAARELELEW
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FREEN, A, KT ERE S0 BEF X 7 BRI R AT
A4, Bailey(1993) F3k, H A R T AR — MK F H B KX # /1 (max-
imum potential) , A I E B FE “ M AR R " (underutilized ) , iy A H 4 5]
R Tiz AR F ML (discretionary effort) 55 3 AT 8 7 4 8 th 48 5¢
RA B2k o Bailey 1A, A7 35 IR #E T /E SLBR VT LUE i % B T4 RE
B (motivation) FIE AL RGBS HA LM I R TREER K REER
RIRE S TR 5 T ERRE S

ANBRHFEBTFEIRESKBAFRARMANEAME W R T
Bt LEKXBRAKBIEEWBEET, K LT 88 H B % 6 B, 24
RKRAFHRIFTEEHERFEBMBAEHYROP W, REER
FEERBI, nEAFHEEI ERE B M EEGRE, TL#H
—SHHERTHERR.

At , MR RTHESERABR R, BMER THEEBER, MR
HWEAERY, MANREEELRTUEASSEMRA TES ) HEH M
THMEMRTMNMHI. ARESSHEBRTITATENSE HE

FHFEAUMER TERARLS S ERPE T EXHEFEREHE
45 SR R T HU8 (merit) B NI FHE R BE U R M E MR T
] 25 5 B 7R R 25 40 — BOR0 BRI 7 R (A B TR B R DA K D e 25 3t
ZitR) .

B J5 ,Barley (1993 ) 3 R B, 10 3R T4 i< o7 1 45 #9 2l 7€ (18 AR Lk A
TREACTAMNR TEEAMAEESMEN BT HER EFHITAEY
AWE, TEEEES B ERPO TN BHTRELRER
B, A, AWREERTRAEVTUEALBMA TS 5H Ar ks
HEeTHEFRAWARGEHRIORY W A6 L5, BB H BA (cross-
functional team) . TYE% ¥ L) B2 5 %5 B (quality circle ) R X Fh 45 H B4R
S BIE

MEAHEBXRABE LR TAEARAART AN AAVFEEEER
B9 R, T BT U5 B BB S BR PT DAE i X R T H BRI AE Bt i B R 1L
EAFRTIRER TSI ENHAASEHEL WA TH KL 5, MR




XE,AFRPMANRRERLRN S ARVHANELOHAEEMR. &
58, IR AN BT I E B ST BR AT LAY B T AR B, AR AT LA
REEE W R TEHEEH K P EIZR, 10 R TR K # (tumover) Fl 4
PR, HKCMRESGHA NIRRT EILE -85 ] KT LR
A, AR EARE) B T3 Sk FRANE R B A 7 AR R R R B TR A R Y
WS, Bk, A — PR TRXEETROFAEREN, F XL
B E B BEFERTA N RERERLERN A TREAR EFEUR
25 B 55l SR B WA i) SCRR |

3 &k B m;

BRHPMANFEREEIRS QR LS

RIRER, LW XEMENTRAIANROERURAR RiTR
RERRERE , RERSHOCRXTETHIHF . #I0, Amold 5 Feldman
(1982) .Baysinger 55 Mobley (1983 ) I\ % Cotton 5 Tuttle (1986 ) ¥ = , %t
THEZLUENBRZ . I2FESE FRKTE. TEREE EH48 90
{£ BR4E B ( organizational tenure) \ A O G625 B (MAEIS HES BB IR
HENERFRER) dARKEUEASFERRVEEARERRERATH
FFH9 IR . Sheridan(1992) R, W HA L BRREE ML R, i,
B9 A B U 2 52 BR %o L 2k 3 #) J2 WY fF) 38 35 4K 4% ( theoretical rationa-
) ETHMNXENANBHEERGER, EABRAZHILEXTREN
ANFEREERLTERINBER KR BWE R G ERHCES,McEvoy 55 Cas-
cio(1985) Fr & i X AR — 8, % A THEF B 4L (job enrichment
interventions ) 1 X 5 {37 A9 B £ [ 88 (realistic job preview ) A 3& B J 2 it
KE,

5, XTANKEEELBEMNARE TR ZERF AR
BEFELXZB L, Cutcher-Gershenfeld (1991) X B, 5 R “#H 4" (tradi-
tional ) Xt 37. B4 (adversarial ) HF R E R WA T ML, RA“H#H 8" (trans-

ANKREBTIHEBHRIRAR A7 %
PAAMELZELYN
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formational ) FH X R —RF RS F WA —0 A A RAEMR, &
FEREE, BEE%@’JB‘J‘E BBl Ik FEE, Katz, Kochan 5 Weber
(1985 L, BB HFRAXAKRATURB =R RBEUREEFIHHEK,
T BB B R R E A BB 5> BB R R A 35 %
X%, Katz . Kochan 5 Gobeille(1983) L} & Schuster (1983 ) 8 7, T4E4:
& 8 (QWL) | 5 % B #1 35 3 % 32 B BA (labor-management team ) fE % 12
A2, Bartel(1994)EL T EXFINH UMW RASE=EHREZ
(8] B Bk & ; Holzer (1987 ) M{EH], KV B M H B TET LR £ =%,
Guzzo, Jette 55 Katzell (1985 ) 95T 43 #T ( meta-analysis ) JE3Z , #5391l . HAR ¢
E 5 S AR RGBT (sociotechnical system design) A= RE FH B F
WIEMER, AREERATLESHES £ H MEK R (Gerhant &
Milkovich, 1992; Weitzman & Kruse, 1990), 85— &, R TH AL R X
HAM 4> A H E R W (Brown& Medoff, 1978)

AAMELGE, APOEERTTRMPHANRREETREAA
&2 E B BEER, B, Cascio(1991) 5 Flamholtz(1985) #E iy, 5
Se Bt (progressive) A IR B H LA XM M & M2 M LT WH
5224, % B 4t (utility analysis ) 4% 38 9 3£ Z ( Boudreau, 1991;
Schmidt, Hunter, MacKenzie, & Muldrow, 1979) AN, I E L B NER
AR TS — M r 2 E (SDy) A F (B A T) FKM 40% 7 H
WHRXFEMMANFREBRLRNVAABTXHLEER, REXFHE
MEBRBETIRREZRALKE PH#HITH,H Becker 5 Huselid (1992) fif
S ABIEHLI ,SDy LBR E AT BB R T H KM 40% . 52 AL, Terp-
stra 55 Rozell(1993) & 31, ¥ B8 B9 V5 B B a6 U 38 00 8 280 DA B IE K B 3
BEFNERSARMEZEFEEBEWIEMRRR, Russell, Terborg
5 Powers(1985) 57 , R A R TRV M EM S U KZRFERR. &
Fl ¥4l (Borman, 1991) 3 ¥ 2 5 HMB R EX A BHE B 52 RH
T 8 B 318 I — B P A 3€ (consistently connected )

SERTTiEM X ENRRYE
AMEZ, CANEREXE-BRA, ARANREEELERY



ZATURB AL, FralH, K B EE BRI EF; EX
WESLE SEPH. LA REAHNBFAR TS 58I
R ABOARI R R THB0 LS R A MBI EFMERE S
A6 EE EA A EER (valued firm-level outcomes) [T ZEBRRE—iE ., X
BECRMBFERAIE AR TERR(ZEFT3E,1993) , REX T d
FRAXA 2R

A, XA 5 G (line of research) it — 2 KB HE B RTLHE
BUEXEPHFENIANERBBRYE, HPERIMRITRE LWEE, 5
— MG EBEMBEERNE. F- 1 EAERESB TSRS AR
Sl B2 EE A MBI MK, HRE R FTERBRER P ZE AR
PR E AR, B, MR EERFHAAEARBREH KRS
BMTAESER AP 4 26 T X 80 52 R Xt 2 B b 57 22 % v B [ 391 £ 31 ( contem-
poraneous estimate ) 3t A] BEBE Fifl . M & 2, AL A A B AT BB B 2K
TAEKBRERBIE R AT LUR A o A0SRk, B 4 33 o 8 T B8 A 11
REB/MANREBEELBY A AWEEL W, XML X R (simulta-
neous relationship) ¥ FR AR B AEF=RMFAIRBHEA KR, B X LT E
AKAB ZHEHRBHERIALEROER. A, FEIILAEAMES
BRTFREANEEERLRFITHRENTREBEZ O EERR, R
BHREAFRINMF WS RAXHERNER,

BoAFTERRNESESHERTZREREA X, BARERE
HE— B2 B RIE (self-select) BIFEA , BB MLk £ H (selectivity ) BREIE
REQATREERSER, HHEEREHES LA MM IS RESHH
TAELBROFESHIN  BELNERERETARSEE. R,
i FIIEFF S5 (a priori) FHIE XL R B A W] , B 70 H A 7T BB 58 X 46 50
B AR SHZERBEE, REFLBIERS N XENEFIREDH
7T 88382 IF ( statistical correction) ( Heckman, 1979) , {8 X fif £ 1F ¥ 5%
BT CER PR BB A R o

ANBRREEXREREHAERE, LRiSCRPRE =X H
EERREX BB HR TAEL BRI 28 & X I (conceptual focus) LX

ANEKREBLELBARIKLAR 7%
FAARFLELEW
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Bl XM - LR XET RIILBRERN AN ANERE NS
(measurement problem) , XF TR -MELKRSFHHEBL LML LN
B XERR ¥ ( dilemmas ) , B 28 & # 9F 97 ( Anthur, 1992; MacDuffie, 1995;
Osterman, 1987a, 1994) DA K %k A+ 3558 F 5 F 3], £ SRR B
RSB TAELZBRO AR ETRERATHMESE., ik, REFRH
TR 2 B BB T 5 S8 T 5L R A9 B K 1] (wider propensity ) , Xt
TR LB B 2 T R w49 4l 11 0 SR & 1 b O 25 19 (upwardly biased ) ,
AN RESGREMLTARBMNANKENBEATARHZ YW
R RIE 5T A i R B K B R BR A, BRI R X B B — A 3 ) B AN (sum) AT RE S
1538 RIX A "L S TR

BB #FENREXETR-BUORT RS BMIRE, Bk
EREEFRIELRERNBESAAEE LAENENERKRE
—i&, B, Delaney( R 2R ) KB, EHMA NN RBEERTERNZ
RN HEMITHHAR K RAEA RN A EE W, Ichniowski, Shaw
5 Prennushi(1993) 3% FH 30 M) A9 44 151 B 38 (longitudinal data) #1743
WO R EIESRIF AN REERELROERY TALATRAAE
AR EEM. FARH, Arthur (1994) R 3L, 76 30 /P B“df @)
(minimills) 77, 5 5% F 38 A BOR A BEAK 35 sh A I “ 3" R R M) 4
B ARERABARTLEBREFRN BB ANRREENN WEE
R MR BFAARE R (scrap rate) U R ERWAE=R, BF — &,
MacDuffie (1995) X8 ,7E 62 HEFAK]  RELHEMWEFNE -
4 #) (bundles of internally consistent) A F R BEEH LR SEFHE R
MEBHFEKR,

FIERXEHABRXETHFRN LELRERT R THRERERA
FERAEH., XTIELRERSARAMFLHEZRHHAREIBERE,
Kravetz( 1988 ) #1 Schuster(1986 ) #R¥s 81k A IR E S M “ L " ¥iE
SRFAMEG SRR, RERAIEZBREN B EEN AN
REEHELBRSVHENEAFERR,BEBF G ER R T &
# #2€ (simple bivariate correlation) , fij & A XA Al ME T Z 38 m



L4 o Ichniowski(1990) #EMT, 7E 65 KEILHLM S, St A IR EH
LBRNEASREFEURBU S USKFEKR, HEH TREHMR,
fib i R BE AR PR A T R UR A B SR R 5 0 Bk B 2 ) Y R S ) R R BB
RAH &N Z MBI TG R .

AMEZ, REBERBE LIS R X E TR TIELRYN
B EERMMXERR T SBROEER, R THEZRE, R T
W, H, TAEE B Rk R P R B RG R AR — &
BEWREXELERX FARAEAH AR, RSN TESRERER
FlERGRANEET HEHARAMFUENIEX-EERNE, B
W, 5&HHXERHE,AHRLHETAHARANKTRLROLTHE, K
Vo X 2 S R K o 30 R A 4 SR DA R 0 1 W 9 o B R W), I AR KV R B9 AT
WAL REHERTHETHR. ROBBRETHRERRNT .

B la: RGN ITELRERERRATRER, REETRZURL
& W %Mk 5

fRif 1b: R THAEMAF R BHYUIELBREREA AWM F L
FZRKXRAEFNEmAEM

5 ZABRUDR BT BEE O T PR U T SEIE R B, X B AR R
XERBE T A BEUR 32 B, 2 18] LA Kk e 5 R 55 0 W) AR B 22 18] 1) B[R] 7
BSR4 E M2 8k 8 K E 2 H (Milgrom & Roberis, 1993) , Baird 5
Meshoulam (1988 ) ¥ bR % —Fh EAMEFR R N FBILE . MbAIM B4 6w
#8 ( primary proposition) &, 28 B ML 7T IR S DI XK —Fh R BE, B0 )
RAMBEHEMHEIFHA DI FEETELER, K, Osterman
(1987a) I , AFANRHEEHLRERNAERENEE FHR L
B3R 5 L ERAH VT AL (fit together) , Hid, Osterman (1994) X Bl , HEE R T
FECVBBE 2 A A RN B T A T BB AR D , T T T B 6 5 I A 8D o B
B XA HE TSRO TREERR. XATILRENEEXESR
B TR ERN RO R T, B2 8 KBS 518 5 i 24 i v 88
PRI, 5350, RS BRI B 3R 5% B SORh v B BN R 2 R 5k SR AL
RHRT, BN, EXMEAGEHRANELT  EXHBARANANRTLE

AARAEBIHERH R I RAE L%
RAARS LKLY



