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Abstract

This study was quantitative research that aimed to analyse the relationship between organizational
communication climate and the performance of employees in a consumer and chemical manufacturer in
Amata City industrial estate, Chon Buri, using job satisfaction as a mediator. The questionnaire was used to
collect the data from 200 employees who work in an operating position selected by using a proportionate
stratified random sampling technique. Statistics of frequency, percentage, mean, standard deviation,
skewness, kurtosis, and structural equation modeling (SEM) were all used in this study. The result found the
communication climate had a significant direct and indirect effect on performance, with work satisfaction
as a mediating variable (direct effect = 0.72 and direct effect = 0.09). Moreover, work satisfaction also had
a direct effect on performance (DE = 0.19) at a statistical significance level of 0.01. The communication
climate and work accounted for 67.90 percent of the variance in employee performance. The research
provides recommendations to supervisors for creating a positive communication climate in the organization
for increasing employee performance, including encouraging bottom-up communication, promoting

a cooperative attitude, using openness in top-down communication, and communicating with honesty.
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og9lUsTANS N MLarUsyaNSNa

sanus:avAzavmsdVy

OIATILINATDIUTIINIANITHOEATIUBIANTT
inasonan15UHURUTNTNUlIUREAFUAT
9

UlnAuagialldnueiuviailduiiaugnaimnssusunsan
way3 lnedanuianslalunuduiudsdeiny

NUNDUDSSIUNSSU

usssmMAnIsaoansluasdnis

ussBNIEnIsieanslussdnig (organizational
communication climate) nangfis Msdsudoya
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Papa, Daniels, & Spiker, 2008) Tunsidl ussenme
msdeansluesdnis Usznousie 1) anuldla (trust)
2) fidusaulunisdadula (joint decision making)
3) AuTedng (honesty) 4) msdawenisdoansan
UuasaN (openness in top-down communication)
5) As¥uilanisdedsainaaiuuy (bottom-up
communication) 6) EJLQVLUVIILﬂWﬁNWEJQQEjW (focusing to
high performance goal) (Meitisari, Hanafi, & Wahab,
2018)
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1@alidnaefideulalag Anu (Abdussamad, 2015;
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THunsinanuienelaluau (Satisfaction with Work
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Tunisusziiuanuisnelalusnussuuuini 5 18
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wneds wavesufinanseonunainnineuluednis
%qazeﬁuagﬁ’ummmmia AUNEIET LAENITTUS
Turuiisulinseurasiney TneussAnsamiinges
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Ping, Ahmad, & Hee, 2016; Prabu, 2002; Sulistiyani &
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(\\'urli Satisfaction)
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Audednd
(Honesty)
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(Joint Decision Making)
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(Communacation Climate)
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(Openness in Top-down Communication)

msiulamsdamsandativuu
(Bottom-Up Communication)
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(Focusing to High Performance Goals)
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deansuinsisanuianelalunuveamnau
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(Job Performance)
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(Working Attendance)
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(Cooperative Attitude)
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AUy fanad 1 f\]’]ﬂﬂ?ﬂﬁ’]ﬂ’]ﬁ?jmﬁiaEJ"NE]EJ"NQ”]EJ
sEIEMsiuaaIn uazuanuUUABUANANTI8Teves
wiinufiduaan musiuudiegnedidimun s wn
Jilsedelyainslalunismounuvasuny {33ule

Y
JuganseveiiaanieldgnounuIuIuiiegis

3
Pvuald

Ui 42 aduii 1
uns1AN-nusu 2565 21



A15197 1 YWIANGUFIBEN

TEAURUALSY . dndu YUIANGUAIBENS YUIANGUAIBENS
YOINTINU T (Foway) MUFREI ufifuifinfesay 10
sEAUUUANS 106 19.56 47 52
seAUUURNST U 176 32.47 78 86
sgauTmTnu 127 23.43 56 61
SEAUTINTNINU LA 133 24.54 59 65
3 542 100.00 240 264
nsiiusauTItoya nMsnasauLATaile

FAdeifusIuTiniuuasuausEnIneiuil 14
nanA-10 §unaw U wa. 2564 lagkanuuuasunisl
Titunguidvine 31w 264 atu uagldsuwuuasuny
NEUNN WU 264 AUU INANTATIFERURUUFBUINY
wuin fuvuasuanuiigmeulvdeyalinsudiu uas
fuvvaouawiliteyaiifidrfiaund (outlier) ndsan
fAfedauuuasuailiauysaioen dslduuuasuna
AanunsoldlumesgiauingUszasdveanising
16 d1uau 200 ety Fawsladulupudineunuly
wihumuesegnsdusiiansalilunsiesesilaues
aunslassainle auinueiues Sarstedt, Ringle, Smith,
Reams, and Hair (2014)
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wuuaeuauililunsfiunuradous wiadu
5 g Usznousig @il 1 fe deyaiiluvestineu
wuuaaun1y d91uu 6 Tormanu laun e a1g seAu
n1sfnen szeziatun1sufURNY durieeny was
el#t il 2 Aeuuuaeumuisafuussenmanisdeans
Tuesdnig Td1uru 30 4o dwil 3 Ao wuvasuan
Aerfuanuiianelaluaiy fdwau 9 Te dwil 4 fe
wuvgeUnmAgIiuNansURTRNY T 23 de
wavauil 5 Telausuuziara ARGy
manuvaneUalinguiiegnadsunaunaninnufniu
dun

Fomowludiud 2 fs 4 Tdnvanduuuy
WNTIEIUUTEUUANDIEATY (likert scale) § 5 SeAU
finasinisliazuuuded Ao 5 wuneds wanilan
4nngfun 3 e Yunane 2 vaneds tee uae
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1. nadeuAITiBInsudaiiom (validity) lne
T Fermayusediu $1uu 3 au Ussiliueuaenados
sENINAININLAringUsEasAlun1sAny) wsenien
IOC (Index of Item-Objective Congruence) %ﬂum%’a
Fodufidnogi 0.67 v 1.00 Fadudritinnndi 0.50
Faa1un50tlUlgle (Rovinelli & Hambleton, 1977)

2. vedouALiasiy (reliability) lagin
wuuasunuilunaasslifunauiegaiifiralndides
fudszarnsfivinis@nen $1uau 30 FIe9 waz
drnafilauriinisniaduussanueanives
ASOUUIA (cronbach’s alpha coefficient) Tagnuin
fifnegsening 0.7 fa 0.93 FafiAnannnd 0.70 uanein
wuvaeuaudauindedearunsafiazinluldidu
w3naflolunsfinw3seld (Cronbach, 1970)
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1. TFafifBanssadun (descriptive statistics) LeikA
A1l Arfesay Aedy Avdwdsauuinasgiu
Arnd wazdArnnules Tunisuansdeyaialuves
Anouuuvanuniy uardnwazdesduvowiuusily
Tunsfiny

3foutanudadenuinmeives Best and
Kahn (1993) &3l Aady 4.51-5.00 maneds sedu
wniign Anade 3.51-4.50 vaneie spduan Avade
2.51-3.50 Mg sgdulunans Anade 1.51-2.50
wineda sedutes Al 1.00-1.50 vaneie sedy
tfoufign

2. 1atiAdseuunu (inferential statistics) laun
Idadan1sinseilumaaunisiaseasna (Structural
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wamsdig

foyaluvasgaunuusouny

nanFIdenuin ngusedradumanenniian
Anluieway 52.65 waztunends Anduosay 47.35
Tnegneunuuasuaiuilonyszning 26-35 Vuiniian
AnluFovaz 45.83 599891918521319 36-45 U Anu
Jowar 29.92 {RDULUUABUNNIUNTANYITEAU UIY.-
ﬂaa.maﬁqm AnuSeway 39.02 seaudsaaes Andu
Teuay 32.20 WATKROULUUADUNNIBYUTENING
1-5 ¥ 1nflan Andudesas 35.23 s0909101891U

a

581319 6-10 U Andudesas 26.52 anuaisiu

nsaraseudoyaidosdu

397 2 uansenaRRTug eI LUsluN T3
Tagusseimanisdoaslussdnis flredsegsening
3.89 @4 4.28 Faogluszduun anuftewslaluau

a a

fAnadeindu 3.50 agluszAuliunans uagnanis
UftRnuvemiinanu fendeegsening 3.80 fis 4.13
Feglusziuunn uazilofinnsuduseesdusznoy
YoafuUsuiuTTINANTAoa NI BedUTEnoy
yaluiidmnegsgeiianadogean uazdmiudus
el aHaN1SURURMUYRNINMY 09AUTENUAUATIAG
nanfidnadugean TuduvesAdnidoauunnsgu
9g5¥1I19 0.39 619 0.60 A1AALY (skewness index)
9g33MINe -2.98 T4 -0.18 Tspgszming -3 fs +3
Al (kurtosis index) Bgs¥ning -1.66 s 0.77 R
agenINe -8 A1 +8 Jaaguledn deyalid wialasau
naun@ (Kline, 2005) Uizﬂauﬁ’umjmﬁaaﬂwmﬁﬁaﬁ
f91uu 200 au ilveunuladnteyaiin1suanuas
LuuUn®@ (Hair, Black, Babin, & Anderson, 2019) Sty
foyailiefimumnzauannsniiinseilunadunis
lasanisasnala

A15199 2 Angn Agagn Anade drudgnuuinnsgiu A1AU wazA1AUle

fauys Adan | figesga | Aade PIUTRUE ] dnpnand | el
WINTFIY

usseInIANsaeasluasdnis

Aulingle 2.50 5.00 3.89 0.51 -1.26 -1.11
mm%aé’mé 3.00 5.00 4.20 0.49 -1.44 -1.32
Anusiduswlunsdndula 2.40 5.00 3.96 0.56 -0.18 -1.60
MsdanennsdoansanuLadad 2.33 5.00 4.14 0.60 -1.64 -1.66
ns3uilansdeansannanstuuy 2.20 5.00 3.95 0.58 -1.05 -1.15
ssluidmanegean 3.00 5.00 4.28 0.56 -2.37 -0.99
AuNawalaluau 2.00 4.67 3.50 0.40 -0.79 0.74
nan1sUURILYRINTIngY

ANINYDINY 3.00 4.60 3.86 0.39 -2.98 0.27
Uy 2.25 5.00 3.80 0.52 -0.74 0.77
ATIFBLIAN 2.80 5.00 4.13 0.49 -0.85 -0.61
Hausmluanu 2.25 5.00 3.88 0.49 -2.36 0.60
MiAuARAIUTILLD 3.00 5.00 4.11 0.50 -1.04 -0.53
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NANI5ILASIZHIUAANTSIA (measurement
model)

Han1sitAsIEu lulnani1sinlaedtasiey
29AUIENOULTNEUSY (Confirmatory Factor Analysis:
CFA) §3%8mud1 wasinnisdiulumanisia @
Na1sanana1nginisusulutnaritlilumanisin
finuaennaeaiutayaeusedng lnedAla-auads
FUNn5 (CMIN/DF) winfdiu 1.902 adaiiiuseuliiay

ANUARAAGBIYBITBYA (Comparative Fit Index: CFI)
WU 0.967 AmnuiinszauAunaunau (Goodness
of Fit Index: GFI) Wirifu 0.931 Asndiaeswasaiads
fdsansvesdningde (Root Mean Square Residual:
RMR) iU 0.013 wazensniaesvesaniadediuiude
AaRAADUAdIdDIweINITUTELILAY (Root Mean
Square Error of Approximation: RMSEA) iy 0.067
AT B YNNI INNST 3

A157199 3 HANTTIATIENAMUTBLULALAUTBINTIVBINTIARILUTLEN

Standardized 5

Factor Loading & R AVE
ussEInANsieansluasdng 0.87 0.53
AulInsla 0.62 0.38
Audedng 0.64 0.41
Anusidiuswlunisdndula 0.78 0.61
Mslamen1saeansINULaLEIs 0.77 0.59
ms3uilansdeansannanstuuy 0.83 0.69
ssluiidmanegean 0.71 0.50
nan1sU{URUvRINTNY 0.86 0.56
ANINYBIU 0.64 0.41
Usunuay 0.76 0.58
ATIADLIAN 0.70 0.49
Hausulusu 0.74 0.55
NAUARAINTILLD 0.88 0.77

CMIN/DF = 1.902, GFI = 0.931, CFl = 0.967, NFI = 0.934, RMR = 0.013, RMSEA = 0.067

dlefiansanainufissnssazanuidetuves
Tassatrwosiudsanatminessussnouvasinuds
Funale wuln dAwnnnan 0.50 (Hair, Black, Babin, &
Anderson, 2010) Arrnudeiudsesrusenau (CR)
NI 0.70 wazAImuulsUsIURATiadaldves
ALLUTURS (AVE) 11731 0.50 (Fornell & Larcker, 1981)
LardanuI MmuUsdunnlaresmiuUsuilaussennia
msdeansluesdnis ﬁmﬂfmﬁﬂaqﬁﬂszﬂauagjiwdw

| 24 | s1sasunuss
Executive Journal

0.62-0.83 AAidesiuresiiued (R) agsewing
0.38-0.69 Taesuusdanalanissuiieanisdoansan
dretuuy fandmiinesddseneuinniigawiniu 0.83
(R? = 0.69) wagdwusdunalanlaiualinuliangda
fanintinesdusznauigaiiiu 062 (R = 0.38)
Aanudetudeusznou (CR) wazmAuulsUsa
\nAefianaliveswiauusus (AVE) witiu 0.87 way 0.53
PINa1AU dnsuslusdunalavesfanusuana



naUfiRnuresnineu fabuinesdusznaves
581119 0.64-0.88 wazArAadeiuresiUed (R?)
98 58M3I19 0.41-0.77 lagdiwUsdunalavieuas
Ao fieniuinessusenoumnniigaiiiu 0.88
(R = 0.77) uagsuvsdunaldnuniney e
sfUszneuliesfigaiiniu 0.64 (R? = 0.41) mAnaudosiu
\BsesAUszney uazAmNuuUsUTImRAsRadalives
AUsuelawindu 0.86 waz 0.56 auaiu Jsaguledn
fuvsianuissmsaazandesiuvedlassasaduly
AN

Nan1sIAsIEAlanaaun1sIAseae (structural
model)

HI3glavinsnsiraeuAuaenAdesuedlilag
aunislassadiemuanufgiuiudeyaidelszing
Munasn1susulunaniudenugidiveslusunsy
(modification indices) Wu31 dA1 CMIN/DF winAu
2.110 A1 GFI WU 0.917 @1 NFI wiAu 0.917 A1 CFl
WINNU 0.954 A1 RMR 111U 0.014 hazA1 RMSEA ity
0.075 Fadulumuinasinaneddaaanuanufigiu
finuaenadosiuteyaideUszdng damnsnsi 4

M19197 4 AradAnaninudenndesvadlinamuaNLRigIuiuteyaidaUssindneulasndsusuluma

adnTildiannudenados 26U euUTuling wisiuluna
LENENTD QECDH R ANEnA NANISNANTN ANEnR NANISNANTAN
CMIN/DF < 3.000 2.885 B 2.110 WU
GFI > 0.900 0.882 Taieinu 0.917 U
NFI > 0.900 0.880 Taieinu 0.917 FU
CFI > 0.900 0.917 B 0.954 At
RMR < 0.080 0.016 WU 0.014 WU
RMSEA < 0.080 0.097 Taieinu 0.075 WY

flun: *Kaiwan (2013)

AT 2 WARINANITILASITRNAVBIUTIHINA
n1sdearslussdnisifisennufianelelusunay
namsUfURNUTesInNUT U UssnIEnsAoans
TuesAnisddndnanisuinaeaufianelaluauuay

Han1sUfuRMuveITnGeY wazaufianelalusu
19vSwanavIndenani1suURuveantnausyau
HudAgy 0.01

= CHISQUARE/DF=2.110,
GFI=.917,CFI=.954 NFI=.917

RMSEA=.075,RMR=.014

AN 2 wavesusIEINIANISARAsluesAMSNTseauisnelrlunuwazian SUJURuveInnY

nanewme: *AdudAnyi 0.01
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A15197 5 uARABNENaN19MSe (Direct Effect:
DE) 8vswansoeu (Indirect Effect: IE) uagdnswasiy
(Total Effect: TE) sewinadauusluluna d991nn13
AR USTBINIANISHEETlUDIRNsEINTa
p5U18ANLUIUTINTBsANianelalunulasosay
21.80 HA1BNENANIATIVINAY 0.47 (DE = 0.47) &y
Han15UfURusandnauld Sudnsnaniinss
LATVNISBUIINUTTHINIANTITAETIUOIANISH Y

a

Aufanelaluesu (DE = 0.72, IE = 0.09 way TE = 0.81)
aegadiduddvneadafisedu 0.01 wazldsudvina
ManssanaANuieanelaluuiiiu 0.19 (DE = 0.19)
ag1adidedAynisadffisedu 0.01 Tasussenia
n1sdearsluesdnisuazanuianalaluaiuaiuise
23U8ANUKYTUTINVRINANTUN URUYDINITNY
1n5p8ay 67.90

A15199 5 HANNTILASIEVANDNTNANIINTI DNSNANDBY WaLdNTNATIU TeUINedUsIulaLna

. Job Satisfaction Job Performance
FlUT
DE IE TE DE IE TE
Communication 0.467** - 0.467** 0.717** 0.089** 0.806*
Job Satisfaction - - - 0.191** - 0.191**
R? 0.22 0.68
NUWA: DE = 8V3nan1mse IE = Bvswaniewen TE = anSwasiy
*qlydAgyiseu 0.01
PNNANTIATIRENITOATUNANITNAARUALNRFIUNTITELARINN5197 6
A13197 6 AFUHANINAADUALNAFIY
AuNAgIY HANINAZDY
H1: usseInAnsaeanslussinsdmantaunseauianelalunuramidneu Julumuauufigiu
H2: ussenAnsaeasluasdnIsdmanIauInsenanIsUf TR uvBIningmu Dulumuaunfigiu
H3: anuisnelalunudaranisuiansenansujuRnuveamdnau Julumuaunignu
Ha: usseInANIsAeanslueAnITdman1deNraNan1sUURNuvamTnaI Julumuaunfgnu
Huauisnalaluau

asuna:onusiwwan1sd3g

nsfnuANLdRUS ST IsUTIE AN AR
TussanisiunanisujuiAsiuvesntdnaiu lasl
aufianelalusnududuusdwrnu aunsaaguuas
oAUTENAN TSR LANL RN TITe L fail

1. nan13AN©®IANUFURUS VOIUTTHIN A
nsdeansluesdnisuazaudianelalunisineu
WU UT8IN1ANTA0a1TIueIAN1TAINANIIUIN
saAuisnelalun1snnu egelidedAynieana
fiszau 0.01 Faudulumuanufigiuiiaaly Tneawunse

| 2 | s1sasunuss
Executive Journal

a3uelein nMsadisussenalunsyhauiia Swaneds
finssuilennudniiungladadudyy nislininau
fdswlunsdndula Insdomsoflivadudyw
athadawe nseanslaededndnsalunsan 15dla
wazasluTimne iy (Meitisari et al,, 2018) agyilif
ninuinauianelalunuls nan1siseaenndos
uN13398U849 Ali and Haider (2012) uay Kamasak
and Bulutar (2008) &sna113n minaelussdnisiie
UssENANSaeansinsniin1sdeansiidumensuay
lahidunmeansasdwalindnauiaanuianelaluny



waznelAnnmdnualifvesosdnis

2. HANIIANYIAIUFUNUT VBIUTTEINA
msdeanslusadnisuazransUFiRnuvemingy
wui ussEInIAnTsAeanslussAnisdmanisuande
Han 15U URMUYIntdnueg1alidedAgyni1sads
#iseeiu 0.01 laganansaesungléin ussenansioans
Tussdmsfid anusnatuayumsyinuvesniingy
Tnemniinmsuanidsudeyaviesinisivnaisuvesioya
fideafununniy wu dunssuilsenuAadiuain
Fladafudaymn msdeansiuglétafudamethadaime
wazdinnsinaulasiufudayslufidvanesiuiugon
Mlvindnauidszansainlunisyiiaunasussg
Whoneflesdnsdsly (Pace & Faules, 1994; Papa
etal, 2008) Jsaonadoaiunantideves Hikmah (2015)
Fewudn nisdeansiiunndu asvildnanisufoRa
Situnulufe wazussmansdeansiinduiladonds
AfanansUfiRnureminnu wazaenadestu
NaNLATEYR Abdussamad (2015) Fanudn UssEINTA
nsdeanslussdnsiinaideuandenanisufifnuves
wilna dewaviliidmnevesesdnisussqradise
Na9WATBe Lantara (2019) Fswudn UsIEINTA
nsdeaslussdnmsuaranunsgiiotesulunisinaudl
HastoraNSUJURMUvINTnUlagn T Nae LI ued
Hee et al. (2019) Fewui1 ussEIMANITADA DALY
MnvuasEinadensUfTRNuTemnauIniiga
uazdidenARINUNAIUITEIBY Weldeghebriel et al.
(2019) Fanwuih vsseIMAnsFeasuUUn Inevaneda
finnudodnd 1ale Wela wanidudase uasiena
miﬂﬁﬁamuﬁgﬂuL%waqqmmwmamuuasﬂ%mmm
o Awdnalduansesnin

3. PNNaNIANwIANNFIRUSTRIALNTNE LY
TuauuagranmsuiRnuvemtinnu nui Anuiianele
Tusudmanisuianseananisufuanuegelitedgy
maadh FadulunuauRsiunsideiiss lasanunso
o8ueledn wifnaudidvimuai o1sual waziuide
anunelalunuiifufinrey asmuaudeIniIves
Wi azvhauegafunuase dwalm iRy
iﬁmuamumiajﬁm%iyagj (George & Jones, 2008)
danAdaItuNAIIUITT0e Inuwa (2016) Fawudn
Aanuanelalunuinalnenswionan1sujinnu lag
dentnaufinnufiimelagatuasiinanisufiau

astumiluine uarasnadoatfunanuideves Ndulue
and Ekechukwu (2016) anu3n Lilewsneuyn
seaudumisnuldsuauianelaniutadadingnn
gdanavibinanisuiRnuvendnauiin s,
waznnsyaiuluny uagasnadesiunainuidoves
Ezeanyim et al. (2019) Fanuin anufiewslaluay vils
HansUfURMUeanulugauIn

4. INNANITIVEANUFUNUSVOIUTTEINA
nsdeanslussdnisuaznanisufuicu lned
aufanslalusuduindsdein wuin Guldanw
auufigndinily fe usseniansdeansluesdnisdana
198 eunaNan U URAM U uAuianelaluay
aeafiduddynisadffisedu 0.001 wilifivedfey
TumsujiRiilesainadnsnansdendantos (F =
0.09) lagaru1sasiuienazianiaduAaiulein
dlonsdnsfiussernianisdeansiia Arsdauayiali
wifneuAnaufanelalusu fanuguivauils
Sulinveu wavdwrasenan1sUjURnuvemtnaula
uitatlun1sUFUR wansufoReuiAdulaldidy
faziouninanuianelalusuvesmifneumidu
Hesanfidadunnaninuwindouniglunazniouen
9IANITTNIUIUNINDIVA AR BNANITUH TR UVDY
iy wvhel ussenansdeanslussAnisdanaste
Han1sUURuventnaulaeia18vinasiuviniu
0.81 (TE = 0.81) aglsfimu wan15398v09 Meitisari
et al. (2018) wui1 UsTIIMANIsADaNsluBIfnITdIwA
MegeustananITUURNuemminuRIuAL el
TusuvemntinausgsiitedrAgnisenia

Jolauonu:

Yorauauusiildainnising

\es91nusseanianisdeanslussd n1siia
srdmanenennufianelelusureminutasua
nsUfTRnuvesiney ey AUIMIVTeINTIUY
AIsaFIsUIIEIMIANISARASTiAlUBadnSYNg AU
Tnglanizog1989n155UTan15d0d159108193 UUU
AsaseiauaRnusnile N9 dawenisdoasann
UUAAN LLazUQﬂﬁiqmm%é’mé‘umwﬁmm 1371
anduwienidnsuivicu Jgmiluruiiiniy
N1TUBUNNIBU NIBMLLANITHIITaYaY1a5 I
03Ans lelyminanldsutoyaiifivmelunsiany
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agefiusy@vsnim anuddndudiuviisvesesdnig
waziinaufisnalalua

Sorauauuzdmiunsanenaseely

1. A25HNISANYIAUAUNUS VB IUTTEINA
nsdeans avwfiawelaluaiu uasnnaunguviney
it (work from home) “savinaunslng (remote
working) %qﬁgﬂLLUUﬂﬁa@m'a?iaam,l,azmsmmﬂ

nsfoanslussdmarsluaniy suiadnyinaiiie
Auauianelalunuiasnan1sufiRnuvemingu
ierdunuinisdmivesdnsithsunuunsyiney
yslnauldanntulutigtu

2. arsfinisfnwilaeldnsouuuadniietudl
fumdinaugnavnssudug Wy gnanunIINEIuBus
9AENVINTINDIMNT VidensuUIMT Wielsifiunms e
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