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%ﬁ?‘ forensic linguistics fiUf[ 19 58 € > fiE i E' 1% r; ;:‘rl? e (FTF L7 0 2002) == Tk ﬁjgi‘r,?[
S (GHET > 1994) 0 A Y FHRSRLE

2 ?'\Ti/ Al B forensic — 37 FEE R o~ f\_” ETH R 21k [@ ;(”Jﬁb'?” L['J”Jﬁbk:{ﬁ”(“relatmg to

the use of scientific methods to solve crimes and to find out who committed them™)!"] 7%= Hif }Ff{&

[5% R,ﬁ”(“relatlng to lawyers or law courts”) (Macmillan English Dictionary > 2002 > p.544)
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