ERRATA

Re: Volume 14, Number 1 (July, 1970)

In the article “Factors influencing inhibitory stimulus control: differential rein-
forcement of other behavior during discrimination training”, by R. G. Weisman,
Figure 1, page 89, was copied from a previous article. The correct figure is pre-
sented here.
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SESSONS OF DISCRIMINATION TRAINING

Fig. 1. The rates of reinforcement correlated with the
0° line and blank green key during mult VI 1-min
DRO. The rates were displaced laterally in plotting to
avoid overlap.

Re: Volume 14, Number 1 (July, 1970)

In the article “The response-reinforcement dependency in fixed-interval sched-
ules of reinforcement”, by Richard L. Shull, the following reference should have
been included on page 60:

Schneider, B. A. A two-state analysis of fixed-interval
responding in the pigeon. Journal of the Experimen-
tal Analysis of Behavior, 1969, 12, 677-687.
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