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Two variables determined whether monkeys were capable of learning a cu&Correlated spatial 
discrimination in a T-maze with a 30-min delay of reinforcement: the degree of preexisting 
preference for the S- arm, and the location in which the animals spent the reinforcement delay 
(home cage or test room). Animals that had only a mild preference for S- and spent the 
delay interval in their home cages acquired the spatial discrimination efficiently and maintained 
a high level of performance. Animals that entered training with a strong preference for S­
and/or spent the delay interval in the test room either showed no sign of learning the spatial 
discrimination or, after giving some indication of learning, reverted to almost exclusive 
choice of S-. 

In a recent study we reported that a conditioned 
preference for one ann of a T-maze could be established 
in a single trial with 30 min separating exposure to the 
T-maze arm and receipt of reward in the start box 
(D'Amato & Buckiewicz, 1980)_ The robustness of this 
one-trial long-delay conditioned preference suggested 
the possibility that monkeys might also learn a long­
delay discriminative response (learning to choose one 
ann of the T-maze) efficiently under similar exper­
imental conditions. The present experiments were 
addressed to this issue. 

EXPERIMENT 1 

In this study the experimental conditions were 
maintained as closely as possible to those that produced 
the one-trial long-delay conditioned preference. 

Method 
Apparatus. The apparatus was the same T-maze employed in 

the D'Amato and Buckiewicz (1980) study. Transparent guillo­
tine doors were located at the entrance of the arms, and a 
startbox was formed by a third transparent guillotine door 
located in the stem. The top of the maze was enclosed with 
transparent Plexiglas, and stainless steel bars formed the floor 
of the maze. The animals were introduced into the T-maze and 
removed from it through doors that formed the end wall of each 
arm and the rear wall of the stem, which was painted dark 
gray. The side and rear walls of the right arm were black; the left 
arm was vertically striped with alternating gray and white 5-cm 
bars. A small test room housed both the T-maze and the holding 
cage (similar to the living cages) in which the animals spent the 
delay period. 

Subjects. The subjects used in this and subsequent experi­
ments were adult Cebus apel/a monkeys. Some were laboratory 
born, and others were wild born; some had an enormous amount 
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of previous experience in a five-key computer-controlled dis­
crimination apparatus, and others had little or no previous 
experimental experience other than the conditioned preference 
study (D'Amato & Buckiewicz, 1980). 

Three animals were trained on a simple cue-correlated spatial 
discrimination response with virtually immediate reward. A 
second group of three animals received identical training, except 
that reinforcement was delayed for 30 min. Throughout the 
experiment, the animals, which ranged in age from 4 to about 
17 years, were housed individually and maintained at 85%~5% 
of their full-ration body weights. Of the six, Dondi and Olive 
were females. 

Procedure. Spatial preference test. On Day 1, all animals 
were given a 3-min baseline preference test to determine the 
nonpreferred arm of the T-maze. The animal was introduced into 
the startbox and, after the startbox door was raised, it was 
allowed 3 min to explore the T-maze. A percent preference score 
was calculated for each arm by dividing the amount of time 
spent in that arm by the total amount of time spent in both 
arms, multiplied by 100; time spent in the stem of the T-maze 
was not considered. For all animals, S+ was defined to be the 
nonpreferred arm, as determined by the baseline preference 
test. 

Instrumental training. On a typical training trial, the animal 
was introduced into the startbox, and 30 sec later the startbox 
door was raised and the animal was permitted to choose the left 
(striped) or the right (black) arm. Choice of an arm was defined 
as penetration into an arm sufficient to activate a contact 
circuit wired through the floor bars. Following a choice response, 
the animal remained in the chosen arm for 1 min. After a correct 
response, subjects of the "immediate-reward" group were 
removed from the arm and placed in the startbox of the T -maze, 
in which they found a metal cup containing 15 raisins. After an 
incorrect choice response, the animals were removed from the 
arm and spent a I-min period in the carrying cage facing a corner 
of the test room. 

The subjects of the delayed-reward group were treated in the 
same fashion, except that a 3D-min delay separated removal from 
the arm of their choice and receipt of reward in the startbox of 
the T-maze (after correct responses) or placement in the carry­
ing cage for a I-min period (after incorrect responses). The 
3D-min interval was spent in the holding cage located in the test 
room. 

All animals were run 1 trial/day until the criterion of two 
successive 1 D-trial blocks with at least 90% correct responses 
was reached or until a total of 100 free-choice trials was admin-
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istered. During Days 1-6, a second, forced, trial was given to the 
correct side of the T-maze if the animal had been incorrect on 
the free-choice trial. Similar forced trials were reinstituted during 
Days 61-65 for the three subjects of the delayed-reward group. 

Results and Discussion 
Despite strong initial preferences for S-, the three 

animals in the immediate-reinforcement group (Dondi, 
Olive, and Sam) acquired the spatial discrimination 
rapidly, in 20, 40, and 40 trials, respectively (not count­
ing the criterial trials). 

The results were quite different in the case of the 
30-min-delay animals. Pete had a particularly strong 
initial preference for S-, and he failed to make a single 
correct response during the entire 100 free-choice trials. 
Roscoe averaged only 30% correct responses over the 
terminal 20 free-choice trials (Figure 1). Only Kip 
showed some signs of learning, reaching 100% correct 
on the fourth block of 10 trials. However, his perfor­
mance deteriorated badly thereafter and was only at the 
10%-correct level by the end of the 100 free-choice 
trials. The cyclic behavior evident in Kip's and Roscoe's 
acquisition functions is uncharacteristic of T-maze 
learning with immediate reward. 

Although the results of the 30-min-delay subjects 
were not encouraging, Kip's performance suggested the 
possibility that the animals were capable of acquiring 
the spatial discrimination, despite the 30-min delay, but 
that this potential was attenuated by unidentified 
sources of interference. Previous work in our laboratory 
has shown that, when animals are required to spend the 
reinforcement delay in the experimental apparatus, the 
discriminative performance of monkeys on a well 
learned visual discrimination task suffers greatly, a result 
attributed to delay-induced aversive ness becoming 
associated with S+ (Cox & D'Amato, 1977; D'Amato & 
Cox, 1976). Although the animals in the present study 
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Figure 1. Baseline preference (P) for the S+ arm and percent 
correct responses for two of the three subjects that received a 
3().min reinforcement delay in Experiment 1. 

did not spend the 30-min delay period within the 
T-maze apparatus, they were confined within the test 
room, a procedure that seemed to be successful in the 
case of the conditioned preference study (D' Amato 
& Buckiewicz, 1980). However, that study lasted only a 
few days, possibly too few for the animals to discrimi­
nate the reward-delay interval. The next experiment 
addressed the issue of whether long-delay discrimination 
learning could be facilitated by eliminating or reducing 
any aversiveness that might be generated by the reward­
delay interval. 

EXPERIMENT 2 

The method employed to reduce the potential 
aversiveness of the reward-delay interval was to have the 
animal spend the 30-min delay in its home cage in the 
colony room. A similar procedure was used by Lett 
(e.g., 1973, 1975), although the theoretical basis for its 
employment was quite different. 

Method 
Apparatus and Subjects. The apparatus was the same as that 

employed in Experiment 1. The four monkeys ranged in age 
from 3 to about 17 years; Peewee was the only male. 

Procedure. A 3-min spatial preference test was administered 
to determine each animal's preference for the right (black) or the 
left (striped) arms. For all animals, the nonpreferred arm subse­
quently served as S+. 

Spatial discrimination training generally followed the pro­
cedure employed in Experiment 1, except that (1) the animal 
remained in the arm of its choice for 10 rather than 60 sec, 
(2) after correct responses, the animal was rewarded with 20 
rather than 15 raisins, which were presented in the center section 
of the T-maze at the choice point, with both transparent guillo­
tine doors closed, and (3) after incorrect responses, the animal 
spent a 30~ec period in the center section of the T-maze with 
both guillotine doors closed without reward or the reward cup 
presen t (cf. Lett, 1973, 1975). 

On the basis of the baseline spatial preference score, two 
animals were assigned to the home-cage condition and two to the 
test-room condition. The animals in the former group spent the 
30-min delay-of-reinforcement interval in their home cages, 
whereas the two animals in the latter condition spent the delay 
interval in the holding cage located in the test room. One train­
ing trial was adminstered each day, except that on Days 1-6, 
if the animal failed to make a correct response on the initial 
trial, it was given a second, forced, trial to the correct arm. 

Results and Discussion 
Percent correct responses over the 100 free-choice 

trials are shown in Figure 2, along with the baseline 
spatial preference test. The choice behavior of the four 
animals (Figure 2) seems quite disparate, but closer 
inspection of the results reveals a suggestive pattern. 
First, the two animals (peewee and Clea) in the home­
cage condition performed considerably better than the 
two that spent the 30-min delay interval in the test 
room. Further, the two animals that entered spatial 
discrimination training with a weak preference for the 
incorrect alternative (peewee and Poe) performed better 
than their counterparts that had a strong preference for 
S-. Thus it appears that the location in which the 
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Figure 2. Baseline preference (P) and percent correct 
responses in Experiment 2. The 3().min reinforcement delay was 
spent either in the animals' home cages or in the test room. 

animal spends the delay period and the strength of 
initial preference for S- can importantly affect long­
delay T -maze learning. Both of these variables took on 
favorable values in the case of Peewee, and learning 
occurred, reaching an asymptotic level of 100% correct 
responses. On the other hand, Spider, for which both 
variables took on unfavorable values, made only one 
correct response during the last 60 training trials. 

Like Kip in Experiment 1, Clea, after reaching a 
level of 100% correct responses in the sixth block of 
trials, subsequently declined to 0% correct. This per­
plexing cyclic behavior is also evident in Poe's perfor­
mance. As already mentioned, such nonmonotonic 
performance is unusual in discrimination learning that 
employs immediate reinforcement or very short delays. 

The results of the present experiment indicate that 
the home-cage condition can facilitate spatial discrimi­
nation learning with a substantial delay of reward, as 
Peewee's performance can hardly be considered fortu­
itous. In an attempt to verify this fmding, as well as the 
dependence of long-delay learning on initial preference 
for S-, an additional four subjects were run in the 
home-cage condition with a 30-min reinforcement 
delay. 

EXPERIMENT 3A 

Method 
Apparatus and Subjects. The apparatus was the same as 

that employed in previous experiments. The four subjects ranged 
in age from 5.5 to about 17 years; two (Hubert and Potato) 
were males. 

Procedure. A 3-min baseline preference test was administered 
to each animal to determine the nonpreferred arm of theT-maze, 
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which subsequently served as S+. The only differences in the 
conduct of spatial discrimination training from previous experi­
ments were that (1) the animal was removed from the arm of its 
choice within 7-10 sec after entering the arm, (2) reward con­
sisted of 20 raisins, presented in the startbox, and (3) after 
incorrect responses, the animal was confmed to the empty 
startbox for a I-min period. 

One free-choice trial was given daily. During Days 1-15, if 
the animal was incorrect on the free-choice trial, it was subse­
quen tly given a second, forced, trial to the correct side. Three 
of the animals were run for 50 free-choice trials, the fourth was 
run for 60. 

Results and Discussion 
Figure 3 presents the spatial preference and the 

choice data. Headly, who had a very mild initial pref­
erence for the incorrect alternative, learned the spatial 
discrimination in only 10 trials; like Peewee, she main­
tained an asymptotic level of 100% correct responses. 
Jodi had a somewhat stronger preference for S-, but she 
nevertheless learned the discrimination efficiently and 
reached a high terminal level, making 31 correct responses 
in succession, before committing an error on the 60th 
and fmal training trial. 

Hubert and Potato, both of which had a very strong 
preference for S-, managed only three correct responses 
in the 100 free-choice trials they received. In view of 
the results from animals of previous experiments that 
began training with a strong preference for S-, there 
seemed little point in carrying training further. Rather, 
we thought it more profitable to attempt modification 
of the spatial preference of one animal and, perhaps; 
thereby increase its sensitivity to the delayed­
reinforcement contingencies. A 3-min spatial preference 
test given after completion of the 50 free-choice trials 
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Figure 3. Percent correct responses for each block of 10 
free-choice trials of Experiment 3A. Baseline percent preference 
for the S+ arm is shown, as well as a second preference test 
given to Hubert and Potato after completion of 50 free-choice 
trials (P). 
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showed that both animals' strong initial preference 
for S- was still largely intact (Figure 3). 

To summarize the results of Experiments 1-3A, 
a total of 11 monkeys were trained with a 30-min delay 
of reward. Of these, eight spent the delay interval in 
the test room or began spatial discrimination training 
with a strong (65% or greater) preference for S- or 
both. Only three monkeys (peewee, He adly , and Jodi) 
spent the delay interval in their home cages and did not 
have an initial strong preference for S-. All of the latter 
group of subjects but none of the former learned the 
discrimination. As evaluated by Fisher's exact prob­
ability test, this result is highly significant (p = .006). 

EXPERIMENT 3B 

Extinction of the strong preference for S- was 
attempted in Potato by the simple procedure of allowing 
the animal free access to the T-maze for a lO-min 
period on 20 separate sessions. Hubert, who showed a 
less extreme preference for S- on the Trial 50 pref­
erence test, served as the untreated control. Spatial 
discrimination training was resumed after the comple­
tion of the extinction sessions. 

Method 
Extinction. Twenty 100min extinction sessions were admin­

istered, during which the animal was free to explore the T-maze 
with the two guillotine doors opened and the startbox door 
closed. The animal's first choice on each ex tinction session was 
recorded, as well as its spatial preference during the first 3 min 
of the 10-min extinction sessions. Removal from the maze at 
the end of the extinction sessions was from the left and right 
arms on alternate days. Hubert, the control animal, had his 
training terminated for a period of time (28 days) equal to that 
required to administer the 20 extinction sessions to Potato. 

Resumption of training. An additional 50 free-choice train­
ing trials were given (Trials 51-100), 1 per day, conducted in 
exactly the same manner as those of Experiment 3A. During 
Days 51-60, Potato received a forced trial to S+ if he was incor­
rect on the free-<:hoice trial; Hubert received the same treatment 
during Days 61-70. Finally, a 3-min spatial preference test was 
administered after completion of the 100th free-choice trial. 

Results and Discussion 
During the 20 extinction sessions, Potato's initial 

turning response was always to the S- arm. Preference 
for the S- arm, as measured by the spatial preference 
tests, was initially high, but during the last two sessions, 
Potato spent more time (76%) in the S+ arm than in 
S-. Thus, as measured by the 3-min preference tests, 
Potato's preference for S- changed draPlatically over 
the 20 extinction sessions. 

The choice data for Trials 51-100 (Figure 4) revealed 
a remarkable difference in the performance of the two 
animals. After an initial increase in percent correct 
responses, Hubert's performance again declined to 0% 
correct. In contrast, Potato showed rapid learning of the 
spatial discrimination, averaging 87% correct responses 
over the last 30 training trials. Figure 4 also reveals a 
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Figure 4. Percent correct responses and terminal preference 
(P) for the S+ arm in Experiment 3B. 

dramatic difference in the fmal spatial preference scores: 
Hubert once again displayed almost total preference for 
S-, whereas Potato's preference was almost exclusively 
for S+. It seems clear that strong preferences for incor­
rect alternatives are remarkably resistant to change by 
delayed contingencies. A discussion of the methodo­
logical and theoretical Significance of this fact is beyond 
the scope of the present paper (cf. D'Amato, SafaIjan, 
& Salmon, in press; D' Amato, Salmon, & Puopolo, 
1981). 

REFERENCES 

Cox, J. K., & D'AMATO, M. R. Disruption of overlearned 
discriminative behavior in monkeys (Cebus apel/a) by delay of 
reward. Animal Learning cl Behavior, 1977, 5, 93-98. 

D'AMATO, M. R., & BUCKIEWICZ, J. Long-delay one-trial 
conditioned preference and retention in monkeys (Cebus apel/a). 
Animal Learning cl Behavior, 1980, 8, 359-362. 

D'AMATO, M. R., & Cox, J. K. Delay of consequences and 
short-term memory in monkeys. In D. L. Medin, W. A. Roberts, 
& R. T. Davis (Eds.), Process of animal memory. Hillsdale, 
N.J: Erlbaum, 1976. 

D'AMATO, M. R., SAFARJAN, W. R., & SALMON, D. Long-delay 
conditioning and instrumental learning: Some new findings. 
In N. E. Spear & R. R. Miller (Eds.), Information processing 
in animals: Memory mechanisms. Hillsdale, N.J: Erlbaum, 
in press. 

D'AMATO, M. R., SALMON, D., & PUOPOLO, M. Long-delay visual 
discrimination learning in monkeys (Cebus apel/a). Bul/etin of 
the Psychonomic Society, 1981,18,89-91. 

LETT, B. T. Delayed reward learning: Disproof of the traditional 
theory. Learning and Motivation, 1973,4,237-246. 

LETT, B. T. Long delay learning in the T-maze. Learning and 
Motivation, 1975,6,80-90. 

(Received for publication June 19, 1981.) 


	SBAP13080800108
	SBAP13080800109
	SBAP13080800110
	SBAP13080800111
	SBAP13080800109.pdf
	SBAP13080800108
	SBAP13080800109
	SBAP13080800110
	SBAP13080800111



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFA1B:2005
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>



    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>


    /SKY <>

    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>

    /ENU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200039002000280039002e0034002e00350032003600330029002e000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003100200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice




