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Instructions for Authors and Commentators

The Behavioral and Brain Sciences (BBS) is a unique scientific com-
munication medium, providing the service of Open Peer Commentary
for reports of significant current work in psychology, neuroscience,
behavioral biology or cognitive science. If a manuscript is judged by
BBS referees and editors to be appropriate for Commentary (see
Criteria below), it is then circulated to a large number of commentators
selected (with the aid of systematic bibliographic searches) from the
BBS Associateship* and the worldwide biobehavioral science com-
munity, including individuals recommended by the author.

Once the Commentary stage of the process has begun, the author
can no longer alter the article, but can respond formally to all commen-
taries accepted for publication The target article, commentaries and
authors response then co-appear in BBS Continuing Commentary
and replies can appear in later issues.

Criteria for acceptance To be eligible for publication, a paper
should not only meet the standards of a journal such as Psychologi-
cal Review or the International Review of Neurobiology in terms of
conceptual rigor, empirical grounding, and clarity of style, but it
should also offer a clear rationale for soliciting Commentary. That
rationale should be provided in the author's covering letter, together
with a list of suggested commentators. The original manuscript
plus eight copies must be submitted.

A paper for BBS can be (/) the report and discussion of empirical
research that the author judges to have broader scope and implica-
tions than might be more appropriately reported in a specialty jour-
nal; («) an unusually significant theoretical article that formally
models or systematizes a body of research: or (Hi) a novel interpreta-
tion, synthesis, or critique of existing experimental or theoretical
work. Occasionally, articles dealing with social or philosophical as-
pects of the behavioral and brain sciences will be considered.

The service of Open Peer Commentary will be primarily devoted to
original unpublished manuscripts. However, a recently published
book whose contents meet the standards outlined above is also
eligible for Commentary if the author submits a comprehensive,
article-length precis to be published together with the commentaries
and his response. In special cases, Commentary will also be ex-
tended to a position paper or an already published article dealing
with particularly influential or controversial research. Submission of
an article implies that it has not been published or is not being consid-
ered for publication elsewhere Previously published articles appear
by invitation only. The Associateship and professional readership
of BBS are encouraged to nominate current topics and authors
for Commentary.

In all the categories described, the decisive consideration for eligi-
bility will be the desirability of Commentary for the submitted material.
Controversially simpliciter is not a sufficient criterion for soliciting
Commentary: a paper may be controversial simply because it is
wrong or weak. Nor is the mere presence of interdisciplinary as-
pects sufficient: general cybernetic and organismic' disquisitions
are not appropriate for BBS Some appropriate rationales for seeking
Open Peer Commentary would be that: (1) the material bears in a
significant way on some current controversial issues in behavioral
and brain sciences; (2) its findings substantively contradict some well-
established aspects of current research and theory; (3) it criticizes the
findings, practices, or principles of an accepted or influential line of
work; (4) it unifies a substantial amount of disparate research; (5) it
has important cross-disciplinary ramifications; (6) it introduces an
innovative methodology or formalism for consideration by proponents
of the established forms; (7) it significantly integrates a body of brain
and behavioral data; (8) it places a hitherto dissociated area of re-
search into an evolutionary or ecological perspective; etc.

In order to assure communication with potential commentators
(and readers) from other BBS specialty areas, all technical ter-
minology must be clearly defined or simplified, and specialized
concepts must be fully described. Authors should use numbered
section-headings to facilitate cross-reference by commentators.

Note to commentators The purpose of the Open Peer Com-
mentary service is to provide a concentrated constructive interaction
between author and commentators on a topic judged to be of broad
significance to the biobehavioral science community. Commentators
should provide substantive criticism, interpretation, and elaboration
as well as any pertinent complementary or supplementary material,
such as illustrations; all original data will be refereed in order to
assure the archival validity of BBS commentaries. Commentaries
and articles should be free of hyperbole and remarks ad hominem.

Style and format for articles and commentaries Articles
must not exceed 14,000 words (and should ordinarily be considera-
bly shorter); commentaries should not exceed 1,000 words. Spell-
ing, capitalization, and punctuation should be consistent within each
article and commentary and should follow the style recommended in
the latest edition of A Manual of Style, The University of Chicago
Press. It may be helpful to examine a recent issue of BBS. A title
should be given for each article and commentary. An auxiliary short
title of 50 or fewer characters should be given for any article whose
title exceeds that length. Each commentary must have a distinctive,
representative commentary title. The contributor's name should be
given in the form preferred for publication; the affiliation should in-
clude the full institutional address. Two abstracts, one of 100 and
one of 250 words, should be submitted with every article. The
shorter abstract will appear one issue in advance of the article; the
longer one will be circulated to potential commentators and will ap-
pear with the printed article. A list of 5-10 keywords should precede
the text of the article. Tables and figures (i.e. photographs, graphs,
charts, or other artwork) should be numbered consecutively in a
separate series. Every table and figure should have a title or caption
and at least one reference in the text to indicate its appropriate loca-
tion. Notes, acknowledgments, appendices, and references should
be grouped at the end of the article or commentary. Bibliographic
citations in the text must include the author's last name and the
date of publication and may include page references. Complete
bibliographic information for each citation should be included in the
list of references. Examples of correct style for bibliographic citations
are: Brown (1973); (Brown 1973); (Brown 1973; 1978); (Brown 1973;
Jones 1976); (Brown & Jones 1978); (Brown, Jones & Smith 1979)
and subsequently, (Brown et al. 1979) References should be typed
in alphabetical order in the style of the following examples. Journa'
titles should not be abbreviated.

Kuplermann. I. & Weiss, K (1978) The command neuron concept. Behavioral
and Brain Sciences 1:3-39

Dunn. J. (1976) How far do early differences in mother-child relations affect
later developments? In Growing points in ethology, ed P P. G BatesonS
R. A. Hinde. pp. 1-10 Cambridge University Press

Bateson, P P G & Hinde. R. A . eds (1976) Growing points in ethology
Cambridge University Press

Preparation of the manuscript The entire manuscript, includ-
ing notes and references, must be typed double-spaced on 8 ' i by11
inch or A4 paper, with margins set to 70 characters per line and 25
lines per page, and should not exceed 50 pages. Pages should be
numbered consecutively It will be necessary to return manuscripts
for retyping if they do not conform to this standard.

Each table and figure should be submitted on a separate page, not
interspersed with the text. Tables should be typed to conform to BBS
style. Figures should be ready for photographic reproduction; they
cannot be redrawn by the printer. Charts, graphs, or other artwork
should be done in black ink on white paper and should be drawn to
occupy a standard area of 8V2 by 11 or 8V2 by 5'/2 inches before
reduction. Photographs should be glossy black-and-white prints; 8 by
10 inch enlargements are preferred. All labels and details on figures
should be clearly printed and large enough to remain legible even
after a reduction to half size. It is recommended that labels be done
in transfer type of a sans-serif face such as Helvetica.

Authors are requested to submit their original manuscript with
eight copies forrefereeing, and commentators their original plus two
copies, to: Stevan Hamad, Editor, The Behavioral and Brain Sci-
ences, 20 Nassau St.. Suite 240, Princeton. NJ 08540. In case of
doubt as to appropriateness for BBS commentary, authors should
write to the editor before submitting eight copies.

Editing The publishers reserve the right to edit and proof all arti-
cles and commentaries accepted for publication. Authors of articles
will be given the opportunity to review the copyedited manuscript and
page proofs. Commentators will be asked to review copyediting only
when changes have been substantial; commentators will not see
proofs. Both authors and commentators should notify the editorial
office of all corrections within 48 hours or approval will be assumed.

Authors of target articles receive 50 offprints of the entire treatment,
and can purchase additional copies. Commentators will also be given
an opportunity to purchase offprints of the entire treatment.

"Individuals interested in serving as BBS Associates are asked to write to the
editor.
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I
To appear in Volume 6, Number 4 (1983)

Problems with current catecholamine hypotheses of antidepressant agents:
Speculations leading to a new hypothesis
Eric A. Stone, New York University
Problems with current hypotheses of catecholamine involvement in antidepressant action are reviewed. The theories exam-
ined include those that attribute a key role to increased brain norepinephrine availability or to the desensitization of brain beta
adrenergic receptors. These hypotheses are shown to be in conflict with a wide range of findings from pharmacotherapeutic.
endocrinological, and biochemical studies. To reconcile the discordant data a new hypothesis is proposed which assumes
that antidepressants act by a mechanism akin to adaptation to stress in which a prolonged increase in postsynaptic nor-
adrenergic receptor activation in the brain produces trophic or metabolic effects leading to a sustained increase in the output
of postsynaptic cells.

Story grammars versus story points
Robert Wilensky, University of California

A formalism called story grammars has been proposed as a means of characterizing stories. This proposal is based on an
analogy between stories and sentences that assumes stories to be textual entities - something that is demonstrably not the
case. Once the mistake is acknowledged, the possible contribution of story grammars to a theory of stories is considerably
diminished. In place of story grammars, I propose a theory of story points. This theory seems a more promising route to a
meaningful theory of stories. The theory is being used as a component of a computer story-understanding system under
development at Berkeley. In addition, some very preliminary experiments using this approach seem to lend it some psycho-
logical plausibility.

The quantized geometry of visual space: The coherent computation of depth, form,
and lightness
Stephen Grossberg, Boston University

A theory is presented of how global visual interactions between depth, length, lightness, and form percepts can occur. The
theory suggests how quantized activity patterns which reflect these visual properties can coherently fill in or complete visually
ambiguous regions starting with visually informative features. The theory distinguishes local receptive field properties from
functional scaling properties that are defined by the interaction of global features of a scene and an entire neural network.
Recent visual data and models are analyzed and interpreted using the theory's concepts and equations.

Observing and conditioned reinforcement
James A. Dinsmoor, Indiana University

The strategy of requiring the subject to perform some readily recorded response to gain access to relevant signals has been
used in several problem areas. A persistent question concerns what it is that maintains these "observing" responses when
the schedule of reinforcement in the presence of the signals is the same as that in their absence. Hypotheses based on
information and preparatory responses are rejected since signals are negatively correlated with primary reinforcement. The
dilemma is resolved by the finding that the observing is selective: With equal opportunity, the subject obtains more contact
with positively correlated stimulis than with negative ones.

Among the articles to appear in forthcoming issues of BBS:

BBS Multiple Book Review of E. Tulving, Elements of Episodic Memory
D Bickerton, "The language bioprogram hypothesis"
DE Broadbent, "The Maltese cross: A new simplistic model for memory"
SOE Ebbesson, "Evolution and ontogeny of neural circuits"
ME Lamb, RA Thompson, W Gardner, EL Charnov & D Estes, "Security of infantile attachment'
J Maynard Smith, "Game theory and the evolution of behaviour"
RD Weiner, "Does electroconvulsive therapy cause brain damage?"
M Zuckerman, "Sensation-seeking: A comparative approach to a human trait"
Special Issue: Event-related Potentials and Cognition
Special Issue: Canonical Papers of BF Skinner
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