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Drug discrimination—Review of recent trends of
its methods and interpretations—

Sachio FUKUDA*

SUMMARY

The aim of this article is to review the topics of “drug discrimination”,
especially the method of training, generalization test and interpretation of the
results. The review was done with following three aspects. The first was to
review the growth of the literatures on drug discrimination. Amnalysis of the
bibliographic information help to quantify the recent research activity. The
second was to review the methods of drug discrimination including the subjects,
tasks, procedures, traing dose, routes of injection and kinds of reinforcer. The third
was to review the generalization tests and the interpretations of the results, es-
pecially the stimulus properties of drug, pretreatment and so on.
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T, I3 (drug discrimination) B2 H B, 1970 EHLLIE, TEIEES, LEP,
E2OERTE AV Bha X 5iD, TOBRELORIVATISh B ES Tu
%, BHE (1985) X=ER, FOMKOERYHNOHEBEICSH, FERCETHE
WA R Lic, £0%L% < DRIIK A RATIZh, FEADORELTRROSHT
REREOMBELERY EFbhbaeE T\ 5%,

K, BESEMOEYANCHETIHELRLC LT, FOHF LWBIRLED L
Lhie, SBomEOHAYREN T EXANE TS,

1. EMRNOHRBE—XBMEROHESR
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<, AHSRARTBSSBF bhs, Stolerman & (1982, 1985) 11 30 Fiebl 5%
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(7 —~% ~—2 L LT BIOSIS PREVIEWS, PSYCINFO, MEDLINE % {#Fj)
1 PSYCINFO 1% 1986 £ COF—2CTh 5.
I 2 RAAR Stolerman and Shine (1985) ¢ 1950-1983 42 & G5 — 2 %
AR LcREmTd.

FRROMEE, HETHATRER T — 2 X~ 2 OREBERENSLDHLLEND, -1 12
OB, BY, EEFCETI=20FER T~ &<~ (PSYCINFO, BIOSIS PRE-
VIEWS, MEDLINE) i3} % % — v — ¥ “drug discrimination” DHBERS ¥ + b
TebDTH%, Stolerman & (1985) D7 — x p% 1983 4E & T Ui\ fodd, F DM D
ROVWTREDRDHFHAL D EHRTES, Rbie s 2R/ TOBKOE L, £5F —
FR—ADPRFNROZRCFEDND, LN oT, FOIREZAT B & L b
b, BOBDDT—Z_X—RT, RIBOBWMEALED bID & LICERLD B,

EYR BT 3 2 OB OBIMIALEIR LT 50 THD 55, ¥, H—ichk
Fohszliz, BYRHN~OBALOKE D L LR IHRBEOBMTH S 5, %
e, WYFHOFH & DBRBICEL, L3 THIERHCFERO»» 2 HEE LTRY
F%2 LR OREBATOIHAEBEDSMIMES hict L bbb, £ OWEEOSN
3, DRNCAHEhEHLOBCRMIND Lo AL oT B, ¥, +OBT, =
RETRY BT bhisd » il AREORE L R I hgDd s & Lic bl s, |

B (1985) BEWANOWREL VE 2 —FT 55T, YUBEYORNDOTE, H2uit
RHTREAEORE, ILITHEAT, BT R P OEWMNC OB D FE—BHTH
SR ERBH LI, FRREOEAE LT, ZOFHELH RT3 38 o 8
Ltwaa%%%LTVkoﬁE,ﬁ%#%@ﬂ%uﬁf@ﬁ%@ﬁﬁﬁtmﬁaﬁﬁk
BEEESIR, —HTENBRERIGONIEIICI Lt - TRTVWBE5TH S,

2. EMABOHEBA-HEICHT 3L LRA “
9 I D BRI T 3 12, Colpaert & (1976) DIRKICIS ¥ I3 IF5E% Ui £ 1
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nB, “a-lever food-rewarded task (FuILFELI2 Vv AA—DAFF —FHTOEY
RHFEFHEE)” LESRBRTERETOEE DM, BEATIINIHITD 90% Ll LTEH
HAIRBEBESTWBENLTHD, Lrl, ChABKNTEEAFRELERTHLD
TR\, &8, XD BEREENFREL—HTHRAL TV 2D TH S,

FoTCEY, FEEXEYPOLE LTEFOFBECETARAEDEIAN OB TAZ LT3,
a. HBE E¥FICHC LA EBREIFEL LT rat & monkey THY, HTH rat
DEDBERIIKTHD, “

LT AN, BEDHILTIE, BT (pigeon) BEREEL LTHEEHAVD
hDX 5 TETND, BT, mouse X baboon HH\Hbhd X5 ->TE T
B, L2, BHERRET A ORBECEEIRENRBERE 02 & LR THIIES O
L AREIR TV, FlziE, Ator and Griffiths (1986) 13 baboon & rat ¢, %
7z Koek & (1986) % rhesus monkey & pigeon TWFhdEEXRWIE LA gh oL
WMELTW5, BEETOWRE DR, EROERLE LTTERL, HOBFEZHD
LT ANRBOMUOEBCHEINTVDH LT > THB/E TRV, LA L, HEREDSRE
RBILC, FEEHEETIHRBRES rat THIhTn%, - ‘ '

@ Agedrat O{EH ‘ S

Amrick & (1987) 1% 28 A D rat Z#BEC ., diazepam & saline DF 3
25 BHAD rat b bR R HE LT\ 5, Aging (k) »AHN L EHE
FEOOnINC EARBIRLZ LIRS,

® Hypertensive rat (SH rat) o fFER

| Lal & (1985) 1 clonidine % @ antihypertensive action %3 < f FlflE % 4
T Ldbot%w SH rat £ antihypertensive drug Wb Z Lt X - CTEEH LT
W, TDHER, BRETFAVEMOFAIELDPT, SREOBEH LTS
XorwEbhs,

(® Dependent rat Q&R : :
Holtzman (1985) 13 morphine-dependent rat &% F\ T, BLEST A4 A TORF
WY FFCWB, COBORERE LT, BY~OEL o rat ZFVHD

. BERIhTwb, ' '

BRI, ARBEBRGE LERD BEAKCTHREZh T 5%, COHE, EXELH
V72384 (Chait et al. 1985) L RRIEPHFERE YAV 54E (Preston et al. 1987 Bickel
et al. 1985) & 23h %, BIFICB VTR, 2185 B K E CTORBAD I, 7AF
5 NG dextroamphetamine & saline DRFPYLTELLHFEIN T, BHRFKAED
47 LCHibh (Profile of Mood State), %@ BREXEY RGO ANDEEEEH O REKE
BREBTELDTH- T, BB ERTIL, Preston B4 ADBEZRFHE, hydromor
phine & naloxone ¥s L% saline & D 3 BIRFECHAOR L EHME LT\ 5, AEOR
443, pentazocine - hydromorphine k saline EOFFI%ER b L Bickel DR
CHIEDOLID, ZOBBRD, 7 +—< VA (ROLIhlza— FTORE) ORInd
F, FENTHENREIR TV, ZORBREELE THIADRSORAKDHH TS
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b, RERTTRE RGBS e bil, Th¥SBIFRORI ML T D EFHIN
5. L L, A2@EBREL T84, RENERMELZZUDE LTI b BEER RS
By, ‘

) saline L 3ABEAEK (0.9% o NaCl) Th 3. :
b. RE IHORECEL LT fihic ks, 2v-A—24 7OREIERTH
% LRI, BHE (1985) 1%, FHLVWEEE LTUT o= 2% L,

@® three-choice drug discrimination (32RO F50)

Jarbe and Swedberg (1982) 12 fa 2 7c % 4 7 3 ;BIROEYH I OFTREME AR L
TWb, B-1 X E20FITHS, %-1 BYRIOKAN RS £ 1 A

BRI, FRCRRS 524 (Jarbe and Swedwerg 1982)
7 (58) OEMORAHTE B = e
Liepkmb, BETF A MC T ) S 5 ~
B HEBROBRIVEGZ iy b) D, D —
IEFECHD BRI T 3 D S ;; B D -
%ﬁEth)o 81752&%%6‘1‘@‘1 e) N D.IA DZ,B
1675 KB 2 AV, SHEBERMN D f) D, D, Ds

s - g) Da Ds Dc
Lﬁ#é‘h%f&%b& ZDERA h) D, D, D
JORBELTRBOR L Ik El REIRDLIBIRIERTT. GEOREIRGE
5. MU, BEOESETH peinsaiitach ®
D, ~EDORMNICTES2E &2 N No drug, Dit Drug »34. BEoXk
HTHD, T T~ 7 Bickle EHEOERLXT. BRFEOT7TA7 7y b

1986) % x vt Swedb TEHOEELY T

5 (1986) WeADETE 13 a)-c) FTIX2ER, d)-h) i3 BRER
and Jarbe (1986) D%=E&-CiT, +

RARTESLBREIh T B, BETIE, 3BROFHETLLT, 2=
R (drug vs drug) %28 X748, saline VA TBHEXFE L TW53, &5 L
RFERE LOTRENEL INE0d Lhitl,
@ or drug discrimination

HY L saline LDFJENSERTIE, ERMOLD2VA—24 FOBELHA
LEDLDETHRRCD, EYr 2 OLUELMAAAbRILIACBERD 5,
Colpaert and Janssen (1982) icf% & % 7x BT, Sfentanyl L cocaine D\ Fh
DERGEINIEZRZEDRUDO vV A~ DFRXRDEND, ZD&x L4 FORED
B, 2oL EORYOMBHEEORM Y AIMME LTHVEE Z A5 5,
Colpaert Hi%, ZDEx HOEERECLUTO L 5 il aAbedEL T3,

i) (drug) or (drug antagonist) vs saline

ii) (agonist) or (partial agonist) vs saline

iii) (dose 1) or (dose 2) vs saline
RIS, CTOBRRIERERRE CRRHYETSZ L, FBLhEROBRRN
LW EXERINTNB,
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) dose 1, dose 2 LRXE—DOEPTCRIHLIHAEELZT.
® multiple drug discrimination

Bk or drug discrimination DEE IFEX bhbd, HHE WL MOEKYEE
(one drug vs a group of other drugs) * DRFITH %, BYOMEAFHRIC X
D, BYBORME L COBREEED IR THZ LWL LD, LiLE
DHETE, BROE LI LW SMERcEES,

BECHTIRECHME LTR, FELOLOBELTHALLBHERED bR &
BHSTohs, ¥k, O @, OTHEBIMLFLLEEDL, OkB TUXERBiHH
Ihdz Lixdind, BE OB LHEFH TV,

PEnE, FLWRARE LTRDY LT bhs b0k L2, delayed matching-to-sample
Z v 7o Picker & (1987) ¥ X 0% punishment % Fi\~7= Mason & (1987) OB CTH 5 o
RV Th, BES A TORYFFOHE L OLBEAL IR TED, A5 VATSH
BEBTWB, 20 Ehd, ZhLOBRENERTHLZENEHIh L KRS
2, BEhLRiE, EROFETIRVEVWIZ LD E, RECHSHEDOAY » b
RREWRERTVCHED, L OWFENSBRATIFRFLI VBRI 5eBbh b,
¢ HEFHEZ JBOFRZTEOVTR, FHIFHS LOBEBRONFCOWTHE
BEBID,

@D FiENE Overton (1979) xR D shaping k2> D v —D 5 H—DF
WE T EEE 5% errorless shaping %\~ TWw %, BEBEE (1986) 3
errorless shaping OFfHE X HAVLEREHFEL T2, B2 X 20ERERT
bDTHD, TSI ITS shaping DREDHRIFAD LR D00, BER
EEWTHREBZOFRENBEYHTHB E V5T — 2 BLRTLR,

No. of No. of
Responses Responses

1000 1000

Rua.to SL{correct) &g Row.to SLicorrect)

o ~@ Ruz.to SL{incorrect) . o— —o Res.to SL{incorrect)
00 a——a Res.to DL(corrsct) goat a——wa Res.to DL{corrset)
e et Rus to ODL{incorrec ) e —a - Ros.to DL{incorrsct)
800 800
700 700

800
500

400 400

300 300
200 200
~
100 100 a
AW
8B=—3—"4 @8 B 10 12 14 16 1 o T S T B YR RN R TR B
_'NO. OF SESSIONS i NO. OF SESSIONS
PROSESS OF DRUG DISCRIMINATION (RATB401> PROSESS OF DRUG DISCRIMINATION: (RATB42)

Ej-2 Errorless shaping & X AE YA HOEERE (EH, 1986)
(SL: Saline appropriate lever, DL: Drug appropriate lever)
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® ¥VE T[EACBELUL, EEIFTOIER, > = I (sessions to criterion: LI
STC LET) e T5008EE s, Harris & (1987) i3, oD%
DE, 1y, VE2EDOATEZEBETI>FMELREL VWS, HAXBP I
drug (cocaine ¥ 1Y pentylenetetrazol) & saline DR THB, 1ty = ik
ETE—FITC saline %, HWCERFTT drug F7ix saline #{EETH
EWRILD, 25 THZ LRI ST, 1HTRED2 vy v a vEMETSZ LITK
b, ERIIMOERIH OIS, dBAHA, ZOFEKEXTIXBHARMNK saline #5
TTORIBHELESRDORBZ LR D, FOLDOMEKINIBEL - TL b,
SRYERTHE L, Tomie H (1987) k14 v v = vdic b DFRATE 1
ECFRE T % Figt & (discreate procedure) 23, SHEDBINRAT&HTHEROF
ft % (conteneous procedure) * BB LENTEN LTS, ZOES, 1ED
BRETIRLTFOBRME, vA-A-28R_t2dic X - TRETS, BEIED
TR NT, 1R/ 12y v s VEII VA —BIROBEE N E L RAEANED
nieh, BROEBEILENTHLRANBDORDI00, RHEOEEL & big,
 REBCHEEYREL T ZERREIR TV %, LT, B R+
LIRDIXHEOBVFHRE LM CTED, 2O L5 lEFERE OT RIS HEOH
ETELLEh T BT TH D, a¥led, BYRICKT5EREOFLAD R
» 7 B IIBHIMORBILTH Y, ZOMIGKIBIZLRDOLATHBENLTH S,
d. DIEAR JHEEORTEMHEC X - CTEYAJORBELELAIRD Z L1, TTRS
 OMBREIIERTHEZATH S, Overton (1982) 13 sodium pentobarbital DB4,
2.5mg/kg, 5mg/kg, 10 mg/kg, 15 mg/kg, 20 mg/kg, 25mg/kg <o STC 2°%+h
£h, >60, 19, 10, 3.2, 1.3, 1.3 BB EEREL T3, ~REIBHEIE
BT oh, JCETIRMIEL 5, LiL, BETA P ORENLHK T3 &,
FERARME Z ERY~DREZM: (sensitivity) 2’E E 2HASTD bh D, BLT A
P ORBREYERTAROEIHHARLESRE Lsdhidebivs, £o—FTilfc
BT LRMEOMENE L T %, Beardsley & (1987) 1t fading Za#EA L, = OIS
ARG LT 5%, fading 3Réik, SPOAEXIBNEDCHREL, 0%, IO
ehh T, ABERACET LT FETHS, phencyclidin 3.0mg/kg HHE#K
FIC IR O MED 1/8 © 0.375mg/kg % THETZLRRH LT 5, c OFHE
S BRELHASRRAEND, JIFARLE THZLOF 2 Y 5 b O—DK it DR
EEDY, BYOBEC L > THALRELETHVESNELBNLTHSD, Tk, K
REOREMEOMBE L, JIBHHOME LY, BETAIOERY L EE T 5,
Stolerman & (1984) i nicotine & saline & DFRFICI\T, nicotine 0.2mg/kg ¥
ik 0.4mg/kg ZIEAE & L84, anabasine b cytisine it UCEH A 7oL L
DRDOLRIT ST b b 5T, 0.1mg/kg OB ICIL BRSNS LR b
HEL TS, Thbhd, BT A ORBER, IBEBCAE SIKETSDC L I4EE
Ihd, IRBELELTUR, BRETHBY DI SR L TRETHA INIKRELBMETHS,
e. #ERERE EYORGEERCE TRV EEERCTARIR T35, EYFERIC
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BT, REBRIEYOHRLHAETHIERDO—2L RS, L2 52, thiCcoX
HFUOEBROFIII B RSP ERE Lo b D L8 Tho 7z, de la Garza and
Johansen (1986) i cocaine & saline DFPINE%, i (intramuscular) TFF» 246
, BIET R bCIE, FEDOZIL ST, #IRP (intravenous), B (intragastrically) #
FEHGI, BRIE MoELBHNLCRHRIBRIEASEDShiz, ¥ 7, Lock
and Holtzman (1985) 1%, #ETOIHEDHE, MBILT A b T morphine DREENEE LT
2T\ %, ZDRRTIE, MWEIRALI morphine DFFIFIBOENCEEE LT3 E &
DEEIN, TOBRENLIhE, Xbic, Wessinger 5 (1985) i3, phencyclidine O
MERERP$¥ 5 (intraperitonial) iz X % JilE 0 4%, smoke:inhalation & X 2 H%{kL 7 2 b 247
- e L #@t LT\ %, inhalation iwou Tk Rees & (1985) #% foluene % T
pentobarbital BORWHRER VL T%, IHK, EYORFHHBO R DD
%6b@$ﬁﬁt@#%%#&éﬁ%f,%Em&gkﬁﬁﬁﬁg%kﬁbfbéﬁ%%
& % (Slifer and Balster 1985),

f. BIEFRUBIEH #%%ﬁkﬁbf,ﬁkx#/;—»mﬁﬁtﬁﬁ%%t?u

tx Koekand Slangen (1982) v X v T CleiBi X W CW- 2B Y TH B, & Ti, Risner
b (1985) »° FR 10 & multiplu FI 300, FR 20 o lk# e #&% LT %, R,

BIEFIRoOWTh, EERAREHIAFAIRTELLDOD, ChETHRAWOR TR
BOHEREDL B IITEL Y 2 v 7 CREINTWicied, B IhBZ L3tk -7, de
Witte and Gewiss (1986) 1% alcokol » 2 FiE (2g/kg vs 0.5g/kg) BoARBCEEL
T BMEFE LTRAREE AV, RRSRER TS E2ME LT3, BILFELTD
AR E By & DRifEE B Az ik b, BIETF A PORBENL LIV BHEE LB &
bRINTND, SO Lid, BMABBARROBILTFERALEX2RTELERL, B
PR OREM %2 & OB ORBRC AN B TERLRTLOTH S, BILBK DT, #
HTBBIEAY ¥ 2 — L EDFERAVILRL bR 5B L2%\, de Vry & (1984) i3,
BN PRECEAEIRS FR10 027 2 . —LOBS%26c b, HusEYe &
S THEIN D REROEH I BB BEL LTHETHCE, FLTIDC e, &
DEDODVA—HTHIRIEOEERELE LS LR LO%, £2 T, saline
»¥ s VDO FROKELZTF 2 e L0 MR« » v s VERE LD, B3
WikE W » v s VTOBIEBCEbR®SLZ ¥R, BERIL BBOAY—F7 4,7
BEtbhb bk Edic, RIEDA47ADMEY, EDSO HEOET.d%b Lic, & DD
%d,?ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁo*f%%&%%ﬁéh%%D&kofb<Tb65o

3. EMFNOHARBA—METFR FEZOBRADERE
%%ﬁﬂbﬁu%%&éﬂm®~om,#%%ﬁ%GMmeh#6%<®%$#ﬁB
B ETBEDHD. bbHA, BEYFIEECHRIND L\ 5ETREE LA Lk
TCOETHD, FERERTHEA2DORAIL, ZORCENING, D LT, Bk7 2
PeRbABABEEIRN IR LIRS, %mrxbhﬁbf_hirﬁménf
Elez LRUTOEACEHN SRS, :
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a. TRAMEYICHTIRZHEEZESRET DH,

OB OWTIHIREED L = ATCHRIhicd, ERETHAIAERIL TR
313 Y, MEBEMC T R ENE { fob o &2 White and Appel (1982) Hiz &
S THEIRTWS, LB T WHREAEDOEREZERTEL025MBE L c- TS
%o
b. #{EFX FOREEIL

#%Mﬁkﬁ?aﬁﬁ@ﬁ%ﬂﬁ,Ewrxbmg?éﬁﬁﬁbﬁm¢k<?6#%ﬁ
BLichd, BILT A VBT HHBGEOVA—FBRFE I ORROFE LT LEL
DL, TEHRTEHL OEYL LTERERE WL EFRENBLDIYARDOZ L TH
5, LvL, FHCH, BT A P OEBCEN» 5 X 51/ s DIEBRTH S,
ZTOEED > T, BRAURZEYHERECHEFISLFhE bR E W 5RELAET
b i, REOERIYROFL LT, YT 2MEORBOTREEZENR TS,
Bertalmio & (1982) (= DR rx} LT “cumulative does method” & X 1L 5 =
P OMEEERIBLTV S, LhL, COHER, FOROWETRAShICE ST
VA

BET A P EEOREL TATOFEFOLDOLDY, BLABLIICKH
ROBRIHDVCIZEIOLCEATEYORIBFELOLORMBNEIDTHD, UTLhbD
DEIAETRLTH S,

c. EHomBSHE

Duncan (1986) x4MZAMEREE UCRFIME MRE, AZAEREE LT d-amphe-
tamine & sodium pentobarbital % FA\ o, IFZERN I 2EORYROAFTH S
BAZEFEL AR —FOEYLELREL IR T VB, BT d-amphetamine k FH)
B, sodium pentobarbital kBRI L\ SHREDRTH S, NZANMENZTENHRE
DB OHEH 1 BE-3 % HRN Y 7258 X OFEEIE, T A FREOHE Z A DE L (mismatch)
X o> CHEELED, 7 A MXAZAERBMOLOERT Clodh, 20K, RYoH
Lix—kcv, L, AZERBROTEMFNINEYC X501, IRk oo
WitV A= ADBEIRN R ENBIXTTH D, R, d-amphetamine 0.5mg/kg &
sodium pentobarbital 4mg/kg FDOFFIFC B\ TDOZL, MZAMERBMOTEIRE D
Kk kBl ZOFBRME, FTEIOHHICEE T2 HANTHRIC B IDZDD
O, FTEEHETH 2 =X ARXKEBETHD Z EIRBIN,

d. EHORLELIRIETR b

BT A P BT THBRCARIh 2 EYONLENLOROBEREYELET 5 &L OBRES
Harris & (1986) 12 X » Tl 3T\ %, pentylenetetrazol L saline & DFPIIFER L
fe8, nicotine 0.64 mg/kg AR E TS L, 35% LrE YL I~k Lk -1,
LT AR, nicotine 1.25mg/kg % 21 HEBMEE L, ZOBKET S L sdine 5T
THEY V- DBIRNEA 50% d@DBhiz, TDZ &%, nicotine DGR ELR DK
A, pentylenetetrazol FEORMBEEZIM T LEZBR LTS, TORMGRE L I1XED
THRHBRTHS, CDXSE, F—FYTh, BEOFECIVRLEIPREZ LT
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ERBDD HBTLEHEHINTETCD, :

#7-, Cunningham & (1986) 13 MAO inhibitor © 7 HREIOEGR LS X b, — A
v &kt LSD & saline L DORBINEDOROBLT A P TRORE - B ERE L
TW5 (EEYv A—DFRE29%), bbhA, ZOUBOEELZTRCEYLD -1,
—%, BB X > CHRUNIBIEIhEBAIHEEIR TN 5, Sign and Schechter
(1986) 1t micotine 0.4mg/kg BH 5\ % 0.2mg/kg OH L X v ethanol & saline D
R TEME LT B, &5 LRk, Y3y D agonist, antagomst Dz
ES receptor DL SEHEL TS %,
e. MHELMKIETX :

%%ﬁﬂkkﬁémﬁ@W%MﬁﬁDﬁifLRLH@DLHB%%%@@ DTH
%, MEORECE LTI, H—HNCILEB Sh3EYREI LD OO, Sannerud
and Young (1987) 00 & 5 IR O &bhic bEAES RSB . EWFIIC I Bt
DRI LTk, Schechter (1986) 2% levocatinone 0.6 mg/kg & saline DI FNZ I\
T 10 H [ 8 Bl ¥ ORLIT X » Tl & &2 W|E LT\ D, ¥7, Haug (1984)
it diazepam 5mg/kg, 10mg/kg CitHEMRFRE TS &, * LT 3mg/kg THHEEE
BN 5 s, BOHEIRDBORDEZEERLTV 5, MEORBIEYCHT 5K
m@@ﬁT%%%L,ﬁmTZFG%%@%%%ﬁT?é%@T%E
f. £ o ft

Goudie (1985) 1338%) o B ORI L2 HE LTV 5, cammone %Tx ==
o 15, 30, 60, 120 HETCHEETAZ LIt kb, = ORYOPIEEE ORMAE(LIE
w3xhb, HEXKHOKRE & b salin {0 v~ DOFRIEL f;oto L_;h,infg,
%%ﬁ$®ﬁ4~/7@ﬁ%%ﬁ%btﬁhmt6tbﬁﬁktéo

:h&@%%m%%@ﬁ%%ﬁ@i@ﬁﬁmﬁbkﬁhwmbmmﬁgaﬁﬁdﬁah
5. BEfhic X 5, EWFFICEITHHEDORRIILOABIRTEL & bieHitclnsd
FEORELY D L, bhbhiiihicy LTy Bulacitbhidl bis
\,\

) StRCA &Y v 2R TRLCEDE 2RV TEYBTHS.

Ef o FRFEACE, %Z)ﬁ%& saline & @%FBIJ'CE% D, i*fﬁkﬁlﬁhfgb A
Bohe#gdds.,
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