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address owner; // State variable to record owner.
// Accidently, any user is allowed to call this.
function A( ) public {
owner = msg.sender;
}
// Only 'owner' user can call this function.
function sendEther(address, amount) public {
if (msg.sender == owner)

{ address.transfer(amount); }
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address owner; // State variable to record owner.
// Only 'owner' user can call this function.
function stopService( ) {

if (msg.sender == owner)

{ selfdestruct(msg.sender); }

}

2oz, ofafje &
AHEAIE FO122 AFSHE 7|52
O] 39 ZAEMEQO| a2 FOIO| changeOwner()E 3 Z&5}0]
LhE  ARBAHE M=z —?—?JQE TEYL, ME2 —?—
stopSerivce()E S &M IEMEQ O|HEF 7IA7f= A2
N7 st YAl 3é.'%ol 2oy I4 SmarTestI—l-
RLF= o|g{st #A
L2512 =3t 2
ALEALE & FRUL=Z
Q

sl ol &=

address owner; // State variable to record owner.
// Current

function changeOwner(newOwner) {

‘owner' transfer the ownership.

if (msg.sender == owner)
{ owner = newOwner; }

}

// Only 'owner' user can call this function.
function stopService( ) {
if (msg.sender == owner)

{ selfdestruct(msg.sender); }
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