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The effects of imagining the other person on cooperation in a Prisoner’s Dilemma game

Yoko KITAKAJI (Hokkaido University/Japan Society for the Promotion of Science)

Miyuki SONE (Japan Weather Association)

Kosuke SATO (Hokkaido University/Japan Society for the Promotion of Science)

Tsubasa KOBAYASHI (Hokkaido University)
Susumu OHNUMA (Hokkaido University)

This study investigated the effects of imagining others on cooperation in a one-shot Prisoner’s Dilemma
(PD) game. There are two ways to imagine others’ perspectives: “imagining the other” or considering how
the other person feels, and “imagining the self” or projecting oneself onto the other person. Participants were
assigned to one of three conditions: a) the imagining-other condition, b) the imagining-self condition, and c)
the control condition (thinking about a landscape). Participants played a one-shot PD game and completed
the social value orientation (SVO) scale, which measures one's cooperative tendency. Results showed that the
cooperation rate was higher in the imagining-other condition, and participants in the imagining-other condi-
tion expected that the partner would cooperate and that the partner thinks they would cooperate. In contrast,
in the imagining-self condition, no significant differences were observed about these variables. Furthermore,
the cooperation rate increased mediated by two-way expectations in the imagining-others condition, while it
was not observed in imagining-self conditions. These results show the importance of imagining others not as
a reflection of self, in increasing expectation of mutual cooperation and promoting cooperation.

Key words : Prisoner’s Dilemma game, cooperation, imagining other, expectation of mutual cooperation,
Social Value Orientation
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HELETIEETDORICR L2 TH RIS 3ot
BN L2 DRI LI §2 2 3B L v, A
DY L=< (Prisoner's Dilemma: UL . PD) % /il ¥
T2HBNT LY < WgETIE. RS E o v
TZ L OWIFEH 7% ST 372, Pruitt & Kimmel (1977)
. HEUHRFER AR L. HER I 0EK Dz DIz
G mEDSHAIELEE L eEZ, HER OB H
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Batson & Moran (1999) (&, H5[HHF»F iz FIE %
O TFilkwi i, ZOBICTFRICE »IrPN TS I XIS
oufﬁ%#tjmbfu5#%E@LTML;7_%
RSN, 1RIRY OPDY —4TH, Wli%s
Frol VI RERE IR LI, INb DOWIETIE, YR
Y 2 {E A~ O NGB e MR A3 r k2 T B A 5 | Sk
Y rEiHSN D,

2>\ THE Z % f5i% %, Batson, Early, & Salva-
rani (1997) W@2FICH T, —2ik, HFEHZ IR
e DL 5IEERL, HTFR YD LI IEL 22w
DI REZZHET, b5 —21d. bLEANK-H
ZORME LD EIWFEHL. HEFYDO LI IEL 2
YD I REZZHAIETH 2, miE e bFEIC
DV TOHEZL W LG ¢ v o 7SS 2 1 5 T
@7 H, HAIREE & Y iFEoE» N IRVICE Y
IOV 2851 ¥ %, ¥ T AD5, Epley, Caruso,
& Bazerman (2006) (FHAHEZ T2 ¥ 22 - THIA
72 TEI R fo e WORER G LT3, i L.
Z O TOMMINBRIHETFOREMELEZ 20
TH Y ECEEM S EED R VD D TH 2, Batson et
al. (1997) b Epleyetal. (2006) &. & 233z % Hiah
LT B3I A RE LT3 muddhmre s, 2 oRE»
Fis 3, MEBIRMIOECIE, EBIE (EERsnE) o
E NI OE 2 5T S %2, Darley & Latané
(1970) &, SHREF G Z 0 e HEWH 4 2 & U 2
WA CIRIMTEI 217 5 25, HEAYR & 235 S s v
L R EMATE AR Z 6 v LT3, Batson et
al. (1997) FRiZE D, Epley et al. (2006) 1314& DRI
BAE- T2 CRITE 2,

Lo L, HEoM, &L C3RUEFE» LT,
i DIFFEICK D\ T ¢ SIS 2 CIEHEIC
BT 2, FHIR 722 ¢ 3, BHEFICKOVWTET
R7 WS 2 TBIREBELZHITCHZ, ZhEile
B T ATYH S vd, Hha#iflofic i3 tham s
L v ¥ % —%social sanction ¥ BT 2 Z e H 2729
(Axelrod, 1986), I HLDHVH DY LTI fHOEF
FEACDOWTHE R % 2 ¢ 2 AW TR TERG ) s,

¥ AT, BHEER O T LR LIRERSN S
v LT THABHTFE o726 Y WS REOE S
HTh b, HFOHZCHD i RS 2 H AU
Be, HFEZHEMCYUIDH B 2 I3k %, Epley et
al. (2006) TirbNT-#BIFIZ, M ORISR & B fig
T2 xRl T35, ERVERRSECIEE AHRIC
R M T2 2 eI By O RICH 2 T8 22 L 7o ¢ iR
T&%, HPCHFE L —N=—5 v 738 L TH,
PROPNIEDT O & 2 2 NEHTIHERL T3 720
O3, ME A X — VI EHOA A — VS EA T LT
SN 3712017 % (Galinsky & Moskowitz, 2000), Z O
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FZB5MFE Y PDY — 2 OWGIHFEZRONIe 5 2
T, MFICOWTEZ S OREKRET 5,
Aderman & Berkowitz (1970) (&, #0178 %}
RETIRRCHDO NN ED & IR T B H»EZ D
XL ThH, AR RTEIEES NG ¥ 2R
L7ze Vol A B ANINCOCTIEEELEZZ Y
T, fE~OEEICE T % Ak (common sense) A3H
EINPL T B27eDHELEFHHL 5, i, X
FKECIHONIITH - TH, HIIBEROFCED 2
A 2 — Y 25 4 v 2 2 (Kiyonari, Tanida, &
Yamagishi, 2000) »3Mufd S, MBI 5725 5,
o, MEL AN ENRL 037255 v v I
HiphioMfirsme v, ERBIC L - T LT <
RHECHLEZLNE, DL, MEPEDLIICE
23 eRGT 5 MBS 2175 v, AR L s
CEROMHFTH-oTH, iELE2 Z eI ns
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DWVWTld, PDZF— 2BV THTFOBRY M 6132 2
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T8 % AT Zﬁtﬂﬁfﬁﬁ) % Z ¢ (Krueger, DiDonato, &
Freestone, 2012) 76 . W IEA O & NGHT L /1
PEHNT 3 ¢ EZ TR L 205, BRI OK-
NEHFLIEM N ZBIRT 2 e B TP T 3
v yRiEsng, #E - LE (1997) 1, PD7—LAICE
JaEE. HFEOMIEZ RS 3 vt l
OMAMNZERBIL, V2L OEE LT E5¢T2
2. FEWIEEHTF o2 2 A & $HER
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ga& s % I 3, B tiEA~ X H
%awﬁ%@ﬁ%#11®%¢<a5&%zgnao:



JEAR - AR - 1 - VR - KA
D ¥ &, MEHMEE S N7 USRS e 2 — Y 2
F4 w2 ZALMI I Wi, HEH oW E
bl a»b LR, £oT, HEREDPD
F = LAOFIFIZO VT, HE OIS & > Tl
NHEPRLZ 0 TEPELNE, ThDL, HAK
”%ﬁiz H o Eass@m oS & 0 i

. AR oK S nE L & Y IERINC R 27185

jO
BIMERORAIE: #HRBMEERERE
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Value Orientation: I ., SVO) % Fl\v 3% (Messick &
McClintock, 1968; Van Lange & Kuhlman,1994),

E 5 OS2 HF OITENCAKAF L Tk & 2 BRI AH
HAFRRIL IR, BHORR 2 ERT 2 Ai2gTi <,
f1E DOF I b BL & E A —EEIFAET b, Mt
OEVIZ, HF oMLY O THNIZYD & S 2
FRERDZ 20 HERKEOE N LTEZLNS
(#F, 1995), SVOIZ 2 @ H L ¥ {1 ~ o F 150 il ic
WY 2 L TERESNS (Messick & McClintock,
1968; Van Lange & Kuhlman, 1994), SVO % i\ 72 Je(T
WHE T3, PD T e TIT 3 % 2 v ot
A3INT3 (DeCremer & Van Lange, 2001),

SVOId, H M v liE R DA EDE 0T,
TADHE Y §2 @R ES v IC s TES N
%, BERIEoHICIE, OO & THEFED VD
D%, HOMRG CERRDPRAE 22 DB H
%o SVODHRNZIZ W D DRIADEET 25, A
MR TIEME IR L. BAORRE L xlill, i o
oyl U<, MADSEIFZEEY LTERL, FEE
¢m L7ce E28lcf L Y OAEDOHEICIFET 2

W&o THMEZRET 21~ 271 (Liebrand, 1984;
Liebrand & McClintock, 1988) % i\ 7z, U v '

T, OS2 MHE L THS @*'Jﬁ@ﬁ%%ﬁ@‘
2 N T %% (Individualistic), T D F4E %2 H 7
Flag e FFEEICEMT 2 ) EE£E (Cooperative)
HFOFE L B ORI & D & BT 2 Fifh 8%
(Altruistic). #HFOFEE% N2 2 ¥ 2 EHET 255
F## (Competitor) (27T %, AWIZETIE, TE

DFREHEC, AEES ¢ 2 E8E v A B
(Pro-self), 11275 v Fifth 128% & th & (Pro-
social) ¥ ¥ %,

5B, SVOLSMC b e 7lld 2 b oe LT,
—EAIEH (LM, 1998; Yamagishi, 2011) 255150 <
W3, o, AR Y LTof&o L3 s»mits
HIATH) © BIH S 2 FIREMEAS S 2 (Davis, 1994), ANHfF5E
TRING SRRSO T %0 7272, SVO»3 i)

HADY LY =F — 2B TIEZIZOWTEZ 2 2 e RICE 2 355

B EE > TV DIk L T, —MRIERE I
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FEHHECEME Y T3 D TE Z 2B I &
7o, E O A R T 3 (McChntock&
Liebrand, 1988) ¥ 413 SVO ZHUOMZHLY FiF 3,
ZOED, MEFICHERS T 2 b Lk v v I fif
2L MATARE v BIETEGR, fhEe o EC B bhi:
RV S MR ¥ L PD Y — AT ORI
TR EZLNLICD, L LB T 5,
DLEx#& 2. IO &Mt s %,
IEEL: MDD &KL 20 2E 2 5 ThEEE
2110 v, HERIOME»E 2 Y. HI1EE
FMEBIEAD, fofi L. FVARFIL ¥ LT, fhEF
Kowf%i%ﬁﬁfm\ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁh&v
CBHREER R EZLND,
% %W¥’#T;®T%K5F§a&%JT
3. HEomhtEms KBS 2, Thbb,
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DIFEANLEEL 20125 5,
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Fid LT THHLEY,
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e, BloFEERe LT, PDF —adf@E17- 7,
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2107 catib s B iz, fFIcOWTE 2 2 HiEx
Fg 27, LFOFENZCICHEEBUR 228 2 T
KL,

SAFEEELLT O & 51217 » oo B EGEE (n=
40, B n=30, M n=10) T3, \EEL H¥,
IBREONYIDED &5 7812 L2 2% L. ZOA
ModHs1HIZOCTRR L TS v YHBURL 7,
HOBEEE (n=41, B n=31, &t n=10) <ik
A%&E%Eﬁ[ﬁﬁfﬁ’®§E®A%Tﬁéﬁ

. HOHEEY TS T, ZoNMoHZ1HE
E!f%%tfuaibfw:zfm CHBUR LTz, MG (n=
39, Bk n=28, M n=11) T3, ARGTEL R,
Nas» oA s N2 2 e ZHACHEMRL T2 S v
YBURLTZ,

OB L e NI EE, BinEsHAR YT
ZEDTEL LI, FHEICRZZPEHODLDIZ J\
MORBEEETH -1z, 1o, BINECGEEANYIO R
o Qe

MUGELR R % AN, BEF = v 20 — RN
HH G - M2, 1999 & —EBekZ) . 20T HR R E
3K - K, 2008) % & CHBERKA~OEEZRD
7o BEF = v ZIHENIZ, 35MHCRT 2 AR GR0RAE
WOWTOEHE v, MERGEE e B ARG IS 35
BHAMI~NEHCZ YT h S »OfR %2175 HE.
B&U, GEANOHIGEED b 7% - Toie, MUgEdR
MEICOVWTOHHEIG, IBEOAO1HICOWTHE
Byzzercai), IFEANYOIHICOWTEEGT
2ZCFMEL»ro ) TBEEOAYIO1IHIZOWTO™E
BT RCERT 2 2 e Wt 15
HoOANYIO1H] offn% BHOES] L) O3
Eaf@oto@%m%ﬁtaa& SRETIE, BHEA
M~NECEY D I 2T 2HEH e LT,
THHSZEEO AN TID TE L), THDY
BHEONYNGE NTh s & Uizl THREEED

3) ZOHBTETA TV =74 73 ToTwwd, H
BT 3 0 A% IS EERH N OREIIC D W TR R I8
RTZEHMAL. FLET2SMEEHTLHFDO 2 &5
W L7, 2 OBENE, EERFEMIHR AR Hr s
Eb 2 2T, EHORBRBINE IHET 3 lHEN L
PR 2729 TH B,
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T, BEAYA~OHISEEEE TR VI-TH 2 v,
M7 I-TEE >V THL AV I-THL AR TV,
%0720 ]-THEV] OFAF 4B IS 2 7B
DV w1 — bEE VT,
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[7: v b2 585 O7RBRE sk, 200
MR Q4EH) & M £LHTUEE 5 720 -T5:
CTH IS HTUTE 2] OSBEERE TR,
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SnEIE TRESMHEAER ISR ¢ L¢, 1EBREY
OPD 7 — 2B EfL 729, HEBOBIZIE, oz
ME1I#AZHTC LCPDY =4 %175 ¥BURL T, PD
7 — nERKICIE, OfoRBESInE 1 e =7 2/
ATERRELRIT) 28, OQR7 R IZ3BMEICHS
OFRPHAION S Z i3k, BIHEEHSLRTHTFD
BIREH S e EATVERIT ) 28, @7 %3
ZnE e A OEROHA G DI & H HERO MM
2T 2 2 eI T, BEIEPD Y —

BT 2HITH 2R TA] CIEHIITH 2 35IR
JB TBJ (TR 1 TXUL JER S TY) ¥
TV7) OELLPICAED T2 T, HEWES
L7, FIEHEEIZ. 2 A0 E» e btz iEA TR
B380013 D, FAanstim/i. FatsdEtm) & 2 A 7B
& WhEA oM, JE A 1000, ¢ bIcIERI %
FEATERZ300M D, ZUMWZ 2 wHbDTHo7,

PD ' — ZIZ B 28R %. SF LT » L
72 5 HLE R~ ORIE 2 KD 72,

WBCDICHEF = v 27 ¥ L CHIERES O FRIR 2 SR L
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HBFEORHFE PDF — s lBCTHTDR ¢ IE
Hhes o 2BAL R e TRSE,

HFEOBEFE MHTROIRLPECLLEEES ¥
JEWBNIOTIDETHIEZIIZAH] ¢, THFEH
RN ERI T -T03155] 203 #HTF»S

DN, HTREDDHNIT 2 e EZTPDY —
LATOBRPIT-o o [ 2 TS,

BMEOTERIROEHR TE#EKROMA L L T,
THTFICHER S N2 O Mid o 72 6 ] THTICHER S
N3O CRIE e 6] O2HE H» 5 72 2 O i
o (@=.90), Mgl ez gl eidzugis Ly

4) TH-RWHEERIER] v Licod, TiEL 328
2 hEARPHAHSERGHTHZ e 7L —
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JbHE « AR < ek - /K - R WAD T L Yy =X — Al B TEICOWTEZ 2 2 e BIIRICE R 2%

51, THEM R RSB TH 2 LI RENL
e b 2 S 2 2 MK («=.83). HHFIW
E DN oS, THTFICE S Bbh s ro&ic
ofzl O2HED L 72 MR (@=.90) 122V T
b=atc,

D EomEEZ, HFomOTEERE, 1 2<%
SEbRC-T7 v b 25 O7ERIERETHE
37z,

6, BhEOHIER E L THOSVOERET 2
HH %=, WiERY v 24241 HE (Liebrand,
1984; Liebrand & McClintock, 1988) % JH\ 7z,

& S

BEFzv o

i IC DV TE 2 3 TIEOEIEIC DT, AUGELRR
TEOFRE MM TR 21T - T2

E3. 3&MFIcB T, AGEREREIC O VWAl
SIHEICH Ly 460 T 2 ic— Tt E O B 21T 72
¥ A, HEZZIRONLE 51 (Fs21160=0.23, n.s.)o

Jic, ANWrsEz e LT B age, ad
BEBHICE T, il LTS5 2 BE \~E0%
MRS Rl 4HEICH L HRE 217 -
72X A TNTOEET2EMFRIcEREPR S
(|ts|=2.01, ps<.05), LLEOFETRIE, BoRic & 2 filiFic
DWTHEZ B HEOBRIEDKIN LIz Z ¢ Z/RL T B,
7o, SMERETAYIOHIRDE T > T h o e b 2 Hif
AT 2 fedls, AURRIAE CHUR L Ic B E A OIS
WOV EIE LT, ERGREN e A ORE
ZArC, TEARFRATEEICH L, tHoE2fTo7c e 2 A,
2T CERER IR N o7 (ts|=£1.30, n.s.)s
D&Y, F—0 NEEL Huv 7B UG v 5O
ERECIHIRICEDP RO N o Tl D, T 025
TNYBEOHIRIIH D 7270 - 72 ¢ Pk L 7z,
HEBMEEREM (Social Value Orientation: SVO) @
Pak ]

SVODEEZE LEFIc—EEOR Wi o1
BMBFAL 2B LT2 5 2% BnFELMALES
(n=67). MhFEEE (=41, FMFEEELZ =1). 5
S1EE (n=7) WL, 2LT MATEEY
BrEERErRICERNE (=74, B 55 2 19).
1 EFfRE Rl R RS 2 i 2EmE (n=42, B
32, M 10) ¥ L7z,

SVO RIS C e DipHhE

SVOTEBMELR DT I29 2T, &I DPDY —

5) McClintock & Liebrand (1988) 276 » T, X% kv
DESIWEEHDO75% L T it Lic (N2 b vDE
WIEE—EEAH Y, ESD0ODT IRERIIS VR LY
%)

LB B )18 % Table 1WOR L7z, BFL-H
K23PD 7 — 22 BV 21 TENC RIS T R~ 5
reo. W IO EREBRA Y LTRYRT 4y
2 AR 24T - 2o step 1 TIIARGGLR R D 5514,
SVO., B &% OZENEM 2 WV ZR e L, step 2CTId
step LICHI R THUEK, —MemyETE. PER o 20 23800
L. ¥5 5 bmiiRAE TR Y 27 4 v 2 BRI %
fTolzo step 3T, WIRLT R TOEHD 2R E TOKR
HER Z A Tze 2O ZR»Z 3 S TEHMIC 2
e, A7 v TUAREEH T, 2 ORER. O step
BT, PDAF — 24 TORPUH L CE A GREE ¢
SVO 08 —H L TR s u/z (Table 2)o —/. H
CHREBOMRBZRONL»r o0, &7, MHEERGS
S UHOHREORM e SVOOXZHEN b RN zr -
oo DLEO#EFIE, 151 2 7R3 SVOIT & O 1%
DES DIFYIRE LT, 2B mME LT TR RE
METH, MEAAGREE IR L O ST % &
DTV ehRIN, e, HHoEL RN
e, TRRETIRTHIO N T2 22 TH D (eg,
Caldwell, 1976).,

PD 7' —LICHT 2 EFOEROFE

PD ¥ — A THTF ¥ o e &bt e 10 ¢
B 6 B L 7o 2 v 9 TRUC O T OZMRIT AR
% Table 1WRT, PO THICEEL 52 0 HE
K~z o, tEDHITFREEZE S L, &
BERE DM, SVO. K, —REHIE. MRl 2y
ZHe Ly R54 v 70lNaH &It 72, PD7—
L DITIREIR B EEAR ¢ LI E C RIS, step 1T
BRRFOREEO M, SVO, B & U2 OREE %,
step 2 Cldstep LITHI R CTHUE, —fERIEE. 1R %k
VAR e LBl ., iR AE TR Y 2T 4 v Z[ElE
ST EITo T2, step 3T, TARTOLEHD2NETO
RHERZMZ, 27y 794 kR Hvic, €O step
T b MEFG Y SVOBHF O PD 7 — 21281 2 # RO
FRICEE L5 2 Twiz, SSOORRS—EHLTRS
L (step 125 3DIEIC, B=.49, 45, 41, ps<.10: LI,
M), FICERm#F G REmE & ) SHFEHIL v
A CFRL T, 7, MERBROMES—HL
TR (B=.55, .60, .82), & UGHETIIARHIHE &
D HHTDH T 27255 e FREL TG, HERED
W3 step 1 ¢ step 2 TIFFREMEMA RS hicn (I
B=.39, 40). step 3TIFTHETIdAL» o7z, 728, step
3TRMRO TSRS & K R OLFEEH b /A b
nre (EC, p=.78, —2.03), I HIZ. HOKEE .
e oMICREFRASIRS R o i (B=-.63), #
TR PE L 72 2 IO T TR IHE»ET

6) JEtif1z o0, thhe1e L,
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Table 1 fft’ﬁﬂ’ﬁﬁﬂ@?ﬁﬁ‘lﬁ%&# e ohES L CHT oA R
SN [IE IR e
A G H O iR fthag AR G H O iR
(n=14) (n=16) (n=12) (n=24) (n=24) (n=26)
[P n 11 12 8 12 6 5
% 78.6% 75.0% 66.7% 50.0% 25.0% 19.2%
w 10 13 7 16 11 8
TR % 71.4% 81.3% 58.3% 66.7% 45.8% 30.8%
Table 2 PDEHICOVTOBRY R T 4 v 27 [AlGHTHE SR
step 158 ATL step 2 G AT step3 AT v 774 Xk
B B B
A G 0.54* RS 0.62* RS 0.69*
F O 0.17 Hese 0.23 H e —-0.07
SVO 0.91***  SVO 1.00***  SVO 1.15%**
ek -0.21 HUK —0.59"
— IS H 0.15 — S 0.43
PR 0.56* TR 0.61*
AL X SVO -0.19 fE AR X SVO -0.31
H &5 X SVO 0.02 H &5 X SVO —-0.10
HIEXSVO —0.48"
H O X — i E1E 0.53"
B A5 X PRI —0.60
PRI X & —0.91*
TR X — IS IE 0.67"
AIC 145.54 AIC 144.66 AIC 136.54

*EH<.001, **p<.01, *p<.05, p<.10

LCwicoickf L, HOREH CIILER RO Rw AL
f%)%*ﬁ’r%zhib) FoTwic, BB, —RNEEO I
AR B & RS MR 0 S BT A Bl 25 R
bt (. f=.77,1.11),

S oIS, EM RGN o TENEIR 02,
FomhFC Lo TN Sh v el T 2729
Sl 2 WO, MT o b ) TR & A A R ﬁ%h
B L REIBZ R ¢ L 7z sobel-test” 1 & 2 T 2
170 teo ME G SITHFIR~ O RARIRIEET
HH (B=21,p<05, EEHRIFETIEL G-
fes (B=.10, ns), MENRIAEMERPE O Nl
(B=.11, p<.10; sobel-test: z=1.84, p<<.10), H &%

7) 1272 L. sobel-test i3 IERENE ¥ #E ) 0K S i RIE 23S
FiSh T2 ICHEPRBETH 3, sobel-test TI1:fh
BOBD RSN D CIREL T35, —RICIE
FRAR O 5 HERZEOREG, IEBD R ICIE72 5 70,
ERAE 73 5 1213, FEHICZ  OBEASRE T
bH2,
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2 L ITHNEIRA~ O AN E, EEME, B Lo, M
MBI HETIE R - 72 (HIC, B=-.02, f=—.06,
B=.04; sobel-test: z=0.62, n.s.). Oi . EERGEET
ST 1A 5)1, I ) OFERE N LT i
2, HOBUETII A LToREL RN, HT
DHIFEPHENL T B e bR ol
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A, THFESH I E 6 235 CIER 1077055
THHCEZIIEAS ] eI IHE (hEAGE: M=
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Bf: M=4.97, SD=1.87) Tld. AEALMBIIR SNk
o leh (Foun=174, ns). [T d iz h
PEICEoT0Z12A5] w3 T2 o)1
i (& RBUGRE: M=4.29, SD=1.97; HC&E8E M=
4,03, SD=1.86; ¥t M=3.24, SD=191) Tl&. &
B o0 (Fo un=3.12, p<.05). G
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(B=.16, p<.10), MR BHE TR E» o7z (f=
.05; sobel-test: z=1.51, n.s.), H O » & 17HEIR
~OREEE, EEER, MENRE TR THETIE
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z 7
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