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e At — — R Ph Ve L J B — T 1934-1960
Bibliography of Experimental Studies of

Primary Sensory Generalization, 1934—1960

R S B

Masaya Sato

B DRI~ SNt d B FHRIGHS, TIvE
CHEEFST bIviez & DRz BT %
£ D B VS TEIRVERIE, RIsiL (stimu-
lus generalization, SG) & IEiE, ATEEADTT
B TFHEIE #0720 o {TE)EE (behavior
theory) iwdh-oThk, £ OAFHD—2 L X
TWw5b, SG REROML 48454 Paviov 12 x

, LRV VAR Y TV FEHDT
CEWT, St ol Ry, LEE
ksl B EERIIYEIE Bass, & Hull (1934) iz
Hia gL, Brown (1942) "zhaA4~7 v M4
3k VT RV L To Bid, Wi
BESITIRTONSHIZES>T V5,

sV, e, SG WD S BT, T OXE
BT &R OND—RIERMER{ LR LT, ZD
NIRRT B IER O FREY - FEERIVFHIIZE & e
ThHESE o (K 1961), *oci, €
KO X VLI NIFEE, XDILE5HD
Wiz gz S v < 2o DN 7 4 —
# A% LIS, {8 x OFEERIINIZE & i i
THEEHT L BRA-27DT, AfEE TIhEH
5 kD U N DTH S,

eI AZBE LT, $Ei0E Q) MEo
HEMCB AR TREF D o BRI £ 22 b F
DA T ED L, Q) ERESREERIHIC
YoT, oL AlloRrE2EHL, &b
TV %k & MISDIELRL, G Hivic 25k

BERLRL LT hEEhbhTWwa it A b
MO STk, REDHEIh, Zhb, &
D X 5 I LKL DVER 2 ik A B B D —> & i
27,

SG fgeix, R E IR E R D, KE ik
B FooH 50, AENHIHE & DITHED
W WL BHTHIET2 LT IUE, XLk
MBI D~ Z 2> TV A fEEDREREOT
H5H,

— IR M R R L R — TS

1) LI D WK ORI ED, EX
UM 7 420 2 72 VIR IRIR < & — v DREALIE
FRoh L7

(2) SEEATOLEEZHE> 72

D) FFfbrtic X o5 (Nifs Ta-
ble 1 Z %oz L),

2)  BAHLIRTEIRC L ARV F v b &S
—T, FAl—e b, A5 v RS -T, [
—t MZABIL, FRbHE I BIIAlRoR - %
i X 0 54 5 (Fifs Table2 &Mooz &,
% 7= RT 3k (reaction time method), VE #&
(verbal expectation method), CFjk (concept
formation method) 7 & DERE BRFEIZ OV
CVEWifs pp. 377~379 B0z &),

3 ANLEISICEBRBIE X 05T D
(C-ey BI7s &2NTLERIRME &2 % & D3RERMITAY
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Table 3 #&Mp L. ¥/, D #M.D K
SV TIEATRS pp. 383~384 2 HMED = &),
fl—ifET7F —< DRI DT/ TLED,
RirpiE L Oz /T &3,
4) SERBLEBEZEMLA,
3 s
£C ) ( )ol%kE LT SG,
D.d .-k LSS,
D7, d” - mmEM L&D T,
pAGIEEREE JREEEI SERlSORE GRIE0) &
OMEEESIE & K vio (Wi
p. 383 &),

o

SU woren FligdWAL (GG DRl

RU ...... FIGosr (GG o).

GG -evee RAL DAL,

Meeeennnns Frmorggs GG,

1] PO FizMoMFRL GG,

Horereenn BAFtD#D Ly GG,

e Hik GG,

WS- g5iliten S35 i~ D SG (AT
8.

So>W - bt &R~ D SG (B
6.

Fereneees MR (LARG I 5 Hull (1949)

DHESDFD 5 b il LD (ks
p. 383 &),

T BUSHE

P(R) - —EHMFTHD 5 b KIS L7 ak 7%

P(R) - —ERFIN O KISk (8 1 BIG 5
).

N(R) - HAIHEERE TR LA BUIGH,

n(Tr) - #iRIEUEERE T EL 2T,

It oo EITRERR (MER).

gr - #5171 (B,

mm-----FiFtofkh (GSR &4-313).

A ARIR WEH (GSR £H519).
Teeveeern B (GSR &4:513).

@) = —Firtho Skt 108 % 455 Rk
L T i Fig. 1 oinl s,
X X X
*HREDNEY XX I TH B

Fig.1 455 S ¥ E
L RN
L1 gt ofil
L L1 HEmmzit
(et
VAEVYF Y &SI —E b

GSR %&t23i7— C-e, A [1) Wickens,
Schroder, & Snide (1954) V. SU: jnd. RU:
wQ. GG: . g C-e, W (2] Hovland (1937
a) T. SU:jnd. RU: mm. GG: 1. (3]
Littman (1949) T. SU: jnd. RU: Q. GG :
(IFIEF). [4) K8 (1957) V. SU:cps. RU:
mm. GG : R®HEAL. ~{ GifLE) 6]
Hovland (1935) T. RU: mm. / f (ifi{LiE)
(6] Humphreys (1939) T. SU : jnd. RU : mV.
GG : M1 (Egisk{kRE), O (Ho5R(Li®). o+
7 2 — 5L (7] Humphreys (1939) / D-e,
#  (8) Wickens, Schroder, & Snide (1954)
V. Mo it click. SU:jnd. RU:
4. GG : F. s E-e, % (9] Hovland (1937a) T.
SU:jnd. RU:mm. GG : . (10] Hovland
(1937¢)

* 3V b &SI —ah*

MR (WERR) —D-d. B 7/ 2 — TR
{t. [11] Bluckwell, & Schlosberg (1943)
RU : log(str). & p(R).

[AeeaNa (Brogden-Culler #5iE) — C-e, #)
f (M48sk#E) (12) Thompson (1958) % =.
RU : n(R).

FARF v PEHESF—E b

[A)tE i —C-e, & Stimulus-respone gen-
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eralization (13) Wickens (1943) SU : oc-
tave, RU : p(R). GG : ¥,

RT gs— a-RT i (C-c; %) (14) Le Ny
(1957a) SU : jnd. RU : 4tgx (=1). GG : ™. /
c-RT #: (C-d. ) £ (figyy) (15) Le Ny (1957
b) SU:jnd. RU: p(R). GG : [U. fE{bi: %
TRA RN DS % AT B BT

VE #—C-e; B! { (4fifkyk) (16) Hump-
hreys (1948)

(ESHEN A L)
FRF Y ST —T (o~ F)

AN (Skinner Fj) — C-e, B (17] £
B (1960a) ¥y SU:mu. RU:n(R), & str.
GG : g F. / | GHUMRFIEHY) (18) &
B (1960b) vy RU : p(R). / C-e. M [19]) Gu-
ttman & Kalish (1956) SU : mu. RU: p(R).
GG : il (REOME). /T GhibiE) (200 AV
CUeBE (1960) RU:p (R)./f (#iF) (2L)
Thomas, & King (1959) RU : p(R). /f (CS
THWHRTONE) (22) Honig, Thomas,
& Guttman (1959) RU : p (R). / GG o>k
(23-24]) Kalish, & Guttman (1957, 1959) RU
:p(R). /T RQCS~DRULHEAR Y Y 2 — L)
(257 /M1 (1958) RU : p(R). (26) Guttman
(1959) RU: p(R). / D-e; A ([27] Hanson
(1959) RU : p(R). GG : peak shift. /f (JF*
BT A bR (28) Thomas, Ost, &
Thomas (1960) RU : p(R). /D-e; # [29-30])
I - HEBE (1957, 1960) RU : p(R). GG : 534
WX 5. / E-c#l (31)Honig (R¥EEX.
Mowrer, 1960. pp. 445, 447)

F 5 v DT =3

ZIRPESEIE (Spiker #iE) —C-dy B
£ (RILH) (32 Spiker (1956 a) k.

H—)ipk—1(33] Kalish (1958) SU : mu.
RU: p(R). GG : jnd oof¥k.

O5E sy ikl 3 )

VARYFV PSS —r

GSR &#o51r—C-es #1  (34) g7k - HF
#k(1959)

*EEearEI»AROKTD B,

FF v P& —r b

KN (Spiker ) —C-d. B
(35) White (1958) SU : Munsell o hue. RU :
p(R).

(e ofigik]

VARVFV b FEHSF—1t

GSR& 317 —— C-c, M (36] ¥i3k (1958)
V. RU: ugy. amylacetete )55 butyl-
acelate, buthlacetate, methylacetate D&
7, %7- orange oil @E)v»-5 geraniol spe-
cial, mentha hakuyu, methyl salicylate %)
Wi, FhEhfigfbziddi.

L1.2  H#mik(t

1.1.2.1 3&Rb

Ok R BhSEEAR L)

VARV FV FEMHDSTF—r b

GSR %f313—C-e, W HFEMEIE (371
Hovland (1937¢) T. RU: mm. GG : % 3,4.
B FspImIfE : CS(GS.

(5 adue ]

VARV FV bEWRSIF—r

GSR %431y —— C-¢y 30 (38) Grant, &
Schneider (1949) SU : db. RU: mm. GG : R
#8i). /7 C-e, i [39) Hovland (1937 b) T. SU
;jnd. RU: mm., GG : #(W=S), M (5-W),
% 2,3,/ f (#{tsk) (40) Hovland (1937d)
T. RU: mm, / [l (41) Hovland (1937c)
T. GScolifilil 238 7.

AR v ENST—@

HRANIBE (Skinner fi) — D-ds A (42]
Pierrel, & Sherman (1960) vy SU : db. RU :
p(R). GG : 1 (WS, S»W)./ d. B [43]
Pierrel(1958) % SU : db. RU: p(R). GG : [M]
(W=S5, S-W),

e (HEH) —C-e; B [44) Miller,
& Green (1954) SU : db. RU : n(Tr). GG : ¥
(W=9S), 1 (S=W), & 2,3.

CELAT IR AR LD *

VARYFV P ERESIT—e b

GSR &5 —— C-e, M [45) KU (1957)

/ C-dr-e. B (46) #EA-_LHI-¥i3%- 2R (1956)
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AR s 451y ——  C-e A (47) Grant,

& Schneider (1948) RU : p(R) GG : ¥,
FF v S —E

#RMAIR (Skinner fi)—C-e; & (48] Bl-
ough(1939) -~ b. ¥ 610 mu ¢ SU : Jog (ml).
RU: p(R). GG : <M (WS S5-W),

HWMIE (JSIE Skinner #)* C-e. !
[49) Perkins (1953) ¥y RU : stg. GG : (W~
S, S=»W). Z C-d;-e, % (507 Frift (1953) RU :
jnd, RU : gtp 123-5< sEp (Hull et al. 1947).
GG : JigRd. /S~ o Z kM LEs Xt
S o%E (511 Frife (1933) / d. B [52] Frick
(1948) ¢ SU : log(fc). RU : &R~ p(R).
GG: M (S»>W). / D-e.# [53) Perkins
(1953) Ll v, RU : 1ste. GG 1 (W
-S), WA (SoW). / E-e M (54) %
¥ (1953)

HA s (k) —C-e; & (55]) Brown
(1942) ¥¢ RU : 1/sty, & gr. GG: % 3,4/
£ (WR) (56) Brown (1942) Yy / D-e; 2 (57]
Passey, & Herman (1935) ¥¢ SU : log (fc).
RU : 2.845% stz~488 (Hull 1952, p.13). GG :
Hull(1952, p. 74) o5EHE 13d %7 L 13e 1
ML

[\ (Sidman ) —  C-d, i (58]
FAS « BE - FA - FIF (1957) ¥ RU: p(R)
GG : Biggb.

FRZ7 v PSS —rk b

ZkEEHMMEIEE (Spiker $&E) — D-d. #
f (affbg)  (89) Spiker (1956b) -4t

CRUHESREE R L] **

ATV P EGST—EW

AR (B ) *¥** C-e, # (60) Hey-
man (1957) ¥% » — Fifilifg. RU: Ysti. /' V @
contrast #ifkiE [61) Johnsgard (1957) ¥ #
— MU RU:ste, & n(R). /£ (007
A MR (62) Perkins, & Weyant (1958)

* RFEHC - HERTB L0,

BT eNRNE ) BUOTH B,

rRkpE R R F O RLKTR EROGOWDL ST

5.
#+kk Lashley & &itfhiszicfs Ehi.

Yr RU:gtg+rt. / C-e, B (63) Murray, &
Miller (1952) ¥% RU: gr. (64]) Reinhold,
& Perkins (1955) v% RU : st x (=1) /7 C-d, A&
(Lashley-Wade ) ***+* (65] Verplanck (1942)
¥r RU : stg, &rt. GG : FGHIEEC X b FLin 5.
[66]) Raben (1949) y¢ SU : log (ml). RU: {i1E
#iligeco log (rt)}— {(fyiliTo log (rt)). GG
D LTI, FEor 0 2 4T (SW).
/D-e, #1 [67] Reinhold, & Perkeins (1955)
vy RU :stex (=1). GG :[64) X v 2.

HuE e (T ki) dy # f (HEERof
DY)  (68) Eninger (1953) v

HuR (Lashley Bkp&) —D’-d’; B (69]
Schlosberg, & Solomon (1943) ¥y SU : %1
Mk (e b). RU:log(ste). GG : Wik

eI () —C-c A (70) Miller,
& Murray (1952) ¥¢ RU : gr. / C-e, B (71]
Miller, & Murray (1952) v¢ RU:gr. GG:
(70 xn&a., / C-e.# (72 Murray, &
Miller (1952) ¥r RU: gr. GG :[63] X b 4.

A5 v &S —r b

=M (Spiker %) —— C-dy B
(73] White (1958) Munsell X 10GY. SU:
Value. RU: p(R).

VE ghi—d. % (74] Bass (1958) SU : log
(27 1 Figpn). RU:pR). GG : 1 (WS,
S—»>W).

1.1.2.2 BX -« KX X0kt

Uk s o X)

VARV TV ST e

GSR %ffo13——C-e. B [(75] iR (1957)
/ D-e; B (76]) {RM (1957) / D-e; B (77] {E
B (1957) SRIBGLR - EHTSE 7t B

Mok x)

FRF v b EEST—8

HuNE (Skinner 1) — C-e. B f(H)E)
[78) Jenkins, Pascal, & Walker (1958) ¥
E4HE. RU: p(R).

HiMsE (kM) — C-er ! (79] Grice,
& Saltz (1950) ¥y SU : log (@#%). RU: p(R)
GG : AR (WoS), M (S—=W), % 2,5. /
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TGR{E¥) (80)Margolius (1955) v¢ RU : 1/sty,
& p(R). /" E-e, 8 181] Kling (1952) v¢ SU :
log (THifa). RU : 1/ste. GG @ pp (WS, S—>W),
/E-e. #1 [82) Thompson (1950) % SU : log
(ff&). RU: 1jste. GG : MI(W—S, S=W).
¥R (Grice M) —— D’-d’; #) (Lash-
ley-Wade k) (83] Grice (1948)
ik (Lashley gkies) —D’-d’; 7l (La-
shley-Wade #:) (84) Lashley, & Wade (1946)
HERERNR——  d. A (85) EH (1956) SU :
#%. RU: 1fstp. GG : 1 (WS, S->W).
AN #—C-e, B (86 I (1956) SU :
% RU: ste, GG : T (WS, S>W).
UEF DR E X)

*F v b EES T ——T
TREHI A (B2 Bk ) ——C-ey B
(87] A (1958) vy RU : log (stk).

FRZF v PEESTF—r b
RT 3 ——c-RT ik (c-dy ) 1 (Y8R
L X PEFE4EM:) (88 Eriksen (1954)
(EAFDTHX)
VARY TV FEIDSF—1r b
GSR &35 —— C-e, 41 (89] Grant, &
Schiller (1953) V. SU: ix. RU: log ({Zi&
BEZAL+1). GG : ol (W—=S). ¢ (S—
W).

£ GRAE)

R D

ARZ v P ENSIF—— b
RT i—c-RT 3k (C-d. W) f (EEAYTHO
AR92)  [90) Rosenbaum (1953) ~ f (Szlaihin
DAL X R [91] Rosenbaum (1956)
CRAM o)

F 7 v ST —T
NN (Lashley giia D’-d’; Al (La-

shley-Wade 3£} (92] Maclaslin, Wodinsky,
& Bitterman (1952) 381 o €RIi%0: B A b

* Brown, Bilodeau, & Baron (1951) o #&# »%H
bhz. Zhik, BEE» ST SE o KR
BeedmBldclEos s v/ LD2bx
fboThh, BE, FRO I vIrCSLeh
5.

1.1.2.3 Hge
(3 D FEREIRE )
F IV P EHESIF—E
RT jhi— ¢-RT 3 (C-dy ) frEmofliE
(93] Fink, & Davis (1951)
L1L3 #kooadk
CLaa+ )
FRZ ST —— b
ZIRVEREHAIE  (Spiker ) —— C-do B
(941 White (1958) SU : Munsell {52i¢) Hue_
Lt Value. RU: p(R). GG :[35)[37) X v A.
CHARE -+ fa FEs )
FF VNS b
xpifify g d——Shepard (1957) OMGE  (95]
Shepard (1958)
L2, v kil
L2.1 2Rt
WPt i)
VARYFV PEHDSITF—1L b
GSR £{51F——C-e, 7 (96] Bass, & Hull
(1934) T. SU : in, RU : mm. GG : . /HRGE
@i oMl (97) Grant, & Dittmer (1940) V.
RU : mm. / E-e, 1 [98]) Bass, & Hull (1934)
T, SU:in, RU:mm. GG : /.
AR5 EESF—1E b
RT #:——c-RT #: (C-d; ®) (997 Gibson
(1938) SU :in, RU : p(R), & str. GG : 'y (p
(R)), KA (str)-
(=R E]
FZ v S ——1 ¥
RT #:i——c-RT 3 (C-d, ) (100] Brown,
Bilodeau, & Baron (1951) SU: #Hf. RU:
D(R), & stu. GG : [ (D(R)), REIA (str). (101
Mednick (1958 b) £ (B{%#e) {1027 Med-
nick, & Bradburn (1956) /central tendency
cffect [103) Gewirtz, Jones, & Waernerd
(1956) / GG oJmiitd: [104] Bilodean, Brown,
& Meryman (1956)  f (4:4y) (1053
Mednick, & Lehtien (1957) / f (experimental
naivetéd) [106] Mednick (1957)  f (IQ)
[107) Arnhoff, & Loy (1957) / f (AR B,

ERg A L
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&) (108 - 1091  Arnhoff (1956,1957) / £
(achievement imagery) (110 Mednick (1958)
 f (RZ2% 1) (111) Mednick (1957) (112)
Arnhoff (1959) / f (4%#%) [113) Mednick
(1955) / f (kRiEfS) [114) Mednick (1955)
/CF #: & oap] [115]) Arnhoff, & Loy (1957)

VEp:i— d.# [116] Brown, Clark, &
Stein (1958) / f (RYMEE) (117) Fager, &
Knopf (1958).

1.2.2 wpRIf%(k

CArThibmre R L]

A7 v PGS T—W)

PN (5 1E Skinner £) —C-c. 1 (118]
Rosenbaum (1951) SU :sec, RU:stgX (—1).
GG : . / f (@R) (119) Rosenbaum (1951)

FR5 v b EMSTF—rE b

RT @#i—a-RT ik (C-co ) [ (RUBaREE ¥
FRYLsEEnE) (120) Wenar (1954) [121]) Far-
ber, & Spence (1956)

2. R L

G bBEA]

ARV P EUST—E) (F2)

[l (Brogden-Culler %) — C-¢;, #)
f (48/k#e) (122) Thompson (1959) RU :
p(R). BRKHESS%B¥ I BRI L % 38, 90%
IFCBR o 2.

3. IR E DA L**

%)

7S —0)

* Brogden (1939) it ¥ 5 ¥ W & HSHERD
AR TXTIhTh B2 HET 5 (Vid. Sei-
del 1959).

o, REEBMCRECENR READINAT A
PHICRETF SRR o b, ¥ ¥ i HKEBH
CRFEERIhNNFA b I EERShid
THELVSHEABRDEBRTH B.

MERERE LE A ORERT CREh, Hubhi
RABOPETLEVLWIDOLEL, ERFH IHE®RT
HHDTC, T TC—LTH/o7. /s, Lashley
-Wade ¥ic o T2 #lif, p.375 ¥ 8oz L.

B BIERTTREHA OB S THE NS Bkitd ol
D C, RO/ EIHIRCER,» 5.

¥kkx —Weho@ L KErET.

SHENEIEE (81 Skinnerf))—D-e, # [(123)
Perkins, Hershberger, & Weyant (1959) ¥
& t-3Rod iR 5 x. RU: p(R).

6,

FNF v DT LoIE7)]

AR (BIE Skinner fj) ——C-eq i [1243

ik (1953) ¥ RU:n(R). GG : .

0F - )
7Y NS T—B
EMIEE (Skinner ) — C_el % (125)

Ferster (1951) vy RU : p(R) GG : .

(F-X- R Boxn)

FRZ b FEEST—8

e (ko tube drinking) —C-¢, A
(126] Fink, & Patton (1953) ¥y RU : 7KK
&. GG : HzmL.

4. Lashley-Wade 212 & % 9 /L D JLBR***
[127) Lashley, & Wade (1946) [128] Gran-
dine, & Harlow (1948) (129] Warren, &
Hall (1956) [130) Warren, & Sinha (1956)
[131] Sinha (1958) [132) Warrn, & Brock-
shire (1959)

5. CF HeRRk——

f (3 EFRFITO Ve filigki 2 not-Vec Jilisikk
rolt) [133]) Buss (1950) / f (verbal rein-
force combination) [134) Buss, Werner, &
Buss (1954) / f(fe{boo A1) [135) Buss(1955)
/£(1Q) [136] Arnhoff, & Loy(1957) /f (A
MiFofSLEE) (1373 Arnhoff (1957) / f (RZf
f#p3E)  (138) Buss (1935) [139] Arnhoff
(1958) / RT @& okER] ([140] Arnhoff, &

Loy (1957)

X ik

FRAROREE « BIHEE - AKRE - FHA 1957 @ RIE
ORI TS5 —E%K, BRLEYELYE 21 E
KAt [580rwnr

Arnhoff, F. N. 1956 Ethnocentrism and stimulus
generalization. J. abnorm. soc. Psychol., 33,
138—139. (108]

Arnhoff, F.N. 1957 Ethnocentrism and stimulus
generalization: A replication and further stud-

y. J. abnorm. soc. Psychol., 55, 393—394.
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{109, 137]

Arnhoff, IF. N. 1959 Stimulut generalization and
anxiety. J. gen. Psychol., 60, 131—136.(112,
139)

Arnhoff, F. N., & Loy, D. L. 1957 Relationship
between two measures of stimulus generaliza-
tion: Influence of intelligence upon performa-
nce. Psychol. Rep., 3, 465—470. (107, 115,
136, 140)

Bass, B. 1958 Gradient in response percentages
as indices of nonspatial generalization. J. exp.
Psychol., 56, 278—281. (74)

Bass, M.J., & Hull, C.L. 1934 The irradiation
of a tactile conditioned reflex in man. J. comp.
Psychol., 17, 47—65. [96,98)

Bilodeau, E.A., Brown, J.S., & Meryman, J.J.
1956 The summation of generalized reactive
tendencies. J. exp. Psychol., 51, 293—298,
[104)

Blackwell, H.R., & Schlosberg, H. 1943 Octave
generalization, pitch discrimination, and lou-
dness thresholds in the white rat. J. exp.
Psychol., 33, 407—419. (11}

Blough, D.S. 1959 Generalizalization and prefere
nce on a stimulus-intensity continuum. J. exp.
anal. Behav., 2, 307—317. (48]

Brogden, W.G. 1939 Sensory pre-conditioning. J.
exp. Psychol., 25, 323—332.

Brown, J.S. 1942 The generalization of approach
responses as a function of stimulus intensity
and strength of motivation. J. comp. Psychol.,
33, 209—226 [55,56)

Brown, J.S., Bilodeau, E. A., & Baron, M. R.
1951 Bidirectional gradients in the strength of
a generalized voluntary response to stimuli
on a visual-spatial dimension. J. exp. Psy-
chol., 41, 52—61. [100)

Brown, J.S., Clarke, IF. R., & Stein, L. 1958 A
new technique for studying spatial generaliz-
ation with voluntary responses. J. exp. Psy-
chol., 55, 359—362. [116]
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