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“[Thagard] offers a tightly reasoned, often humorous, and
original contribution to the emerging practice of applying
science to areas heretofore the province of philosophers,
theologians, ethicists, and politicians: . . . What is the
source of the sense of self? What is love? What is the
difference berween right and wrong, and how can we know
it? What is the most legitimate form of government? . . .
Thagard employs the latest tools and findings of science in
his attempts to answer these (and additional) questions.”
—Michael Shermer, Science
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Why everyone is a hypocrite

“Bolstered by recent studies and research, Kurzban makes

a convincing and coherent . . . case for the modular mind,
greatly helped by humorous footnotes and examples. . . .
Taking on lofty topics, including truth and belief, Kurzban
makes a successful case for changing—and remapping—the
modern mind.”

—Publishers Weekly

“Robert Kurzban is one of the best evolutionary
psychologists of his generation: he is distinctive not only for
his own successful research and sophisticated understanding
of psychology, but also because of his wit—Kurzban is
genuinely clever, sly, succinct, and sometimes hilarious.”
—Steven Pinker, Harvard University

Paper $18.95 978-0-691-15439-8
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Journal of the
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Editor: Kathleen Y. Haaland, NM VA Healthcare System, Albuquerque, USA

JINS publishes peer-reviewed articles covering
all areas of neuropsychology with either an
JI \‘ S experimental or clinical focus. Original research
O o o e with an option for fast, short communications,
HeRSERY chetoahl SocMr I critical reviews and dialogues that make a

oo theoretical contribution to the field, and
transactions of the annual meetings of the
International Neuropsychological Society are
published. Contributions reflect the interest of
all areas of neuropsychology, including but not
e limited to development of cognitive processes,
(am brain-behavior relationships, adult and child
ol neuropsychology, disorders of speech and
language, and very importantly the interface
of neuropsychology with related areas, such as cognitive neuroscience,
behavioral neurology and neuropsychiatry.
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EpiTORS:

Kenneth S. Kendler, Virginia Institute for Psychiatric Behavioral Genetics, Virginia, USA
Robin M. Murray, Institute of Psychiatry, London, UK

E. S. Paykel, University of Cambridge, UK

Now in its fourth decade of publication,
Psychological Medicine is a leading
international journal in the fields of
psychiatry, related aspects of psychology
and basic sciences. There are twelve issues
a year, each featuring original articles
reporting key research being undertaken
worldwide, together with literature reviews
and shorter editorials by distinguished
scholars, as well as an important book
review section. The journal’s success is
clearly demonstrated by a consistently
high impact factor.
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the Cognitive
Behaviour Therapist

Published for the British Association for Behavioural and Cognitive Psychotherapies

the Cognitive
Behaviour Therapist

Editor: Michael Townend, University of Derby, UK

the Cognitive Behaviour Therapist is an
interdisciplinary, peer-reviewed journal that

is aimed primarily at cognitive behavioural
practitioners in the helping and teaching
professions. Published quarterly, the journal
features papers covering clinical and professional
issues, which contribute to the theory, practice
and evolution of the cognitive and behavioural
therapies. The journal publishes papers that
describe new developments: articles that are
practice-focused and detail clinical interventions,
research reports concerning the practice of
cognitive behaviour therapy, detailed case
reports, audits that are relevant to practice,

and reviews of clinical scales. The journal also publishes papers that have
an education, training or supervision focus. Moreover, it includes reviews
of recently published literature that is directly relevant to practitioners.

A particular feature of the journal is that its electronic nature is designed
to ensure timeliness of publication and professional debate whilst also
ensuring rigorous standards in the dissemination of high-quality materials
with relevance to the practice of the cognitive and behaviour therapies.
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Behavioral and Brain Sciences

Instructions for Authors and Commentators
http://journals.cambridge.org/BBSJournal/Inst

Behavioral and Brain Sciences (BBS) is a unique scientific communication medium,
providing the service of Open Peer Commentary for reports of significant current
work in psychology, neuroscience, behavioral biology or cognitive science. If a manu-
script is judged by BBS referees and editors to be appropriate for Commentary (see
Criteria below), it is circulated electronically to a large number of commentators
selected (with the aid of systematic bibliographic searches and e-mail Calls for
Commentators) from the BBS Associateship and the worldwide biobehavioral science
community, including individuals recommended by the author. If you are not a BBS
Associate and wish to enquire about joining, please see the instructions for associate
membership at http://journals.cambridge.org/BBSJournal/Inst

Once the Commentary stage of the process has begun, the author can no longer
alter the article, but can respond formally to all commentaries accepted for publication.
The target article, commentaries, and authors' responses then co-appear in BBS.
(Note: Continuing Commentary submissions are no longer being accepted.)

Criteria for acceptance: To be eligible for publication, a paper should not only
meet the standards of a journal such as Psychological Review or the International
Review of Neurobiology in terms of conceptual rigor, empirical grounding, and clarity
of style, but the author should also offer an explicit 500 word rationale for soliciting
Commentary, and a list of suggested commentators (complete with e-mail
addresses).

A BBS target article an be: (i) the report and discussion of empirical research that
the author judges to have broader scope and implications than might be more appro-
priately reported in a specialty journal; (i) an unusually significant theoretical article
that formally models or systematizes a body of research; or (iii) a novel interpretation,
synthesis, or critique of existing experimental or theoretical work. Occasionally, articles
dealing with social or philosophical aspects of the behavioral and brain sciences will
be considered.

The service of Open Peer Commentary will be primarily devoted to original
unpublished manuscripts written specifically for BBS treatment. However, a recently
published book whose contents meet the standards outlined above spontaneously
and multiply nominated by the BBS Associateship may also be eligible for
Commentary. In such a BBS Multiple Book Review, a comprehensive, article-length
précis by the author is published together with the commentaries and the author's
response. In special cases, Commentary will also be extended to a position paper
or an already published article that deals with particularly influential or controversial
research or that has itself proven to be especially important or controversial. In normal
cases however, BBS submissions may not be already published (either in part or
whole) or be under consideration for publication elsewhere and submission of an
article is considered expressly to imply this. Multiple book reviews and previously
published articles appear by invitation only. Self-nominations cannot be considered,
neither can non-spontaneous (i.e. author elicited) nominations. However, the BBS
Associateship and professional readership of BBS are encouraged to nominate
current topics, books and authors for Commentary; e-mail bbsjournal @ cambridge.org

In all the categories described, the decisive consideration for eligibility will be the
desirability of Commentary for the submitted material. Controversiality 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
aspects sufficient: general cybernetic and "organismic" disquisitions are not appro-
priate 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 broader
consideration; (7) it meaningfully integrates a body of brain and behavioral data; (8)
it places a hitherto dissociated area of research into an evolutionary or ecological
perspective; etc. In order to assure communication with potential commentators
(and readers) from other BBS specialty areas, all technical terminology must be
clearly defined or simplified, and specialized concepts must be fully described. In
case of doubt of appropriateness for BBS Commentary, authors should submit a
detailed target article proposal using the new BBS Editorial Manager site at
http://www.editorialmanager.com/bbs/. After evaluating the proposal, the Editors will
encourage or discourage formal target article submission.

A note on commentaries: The purpose of the Open Peer Commentary service is to
provide a concentrated constructive interaction between author and commentat-
ors 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. Please refer to and follow exactly the BBS Instructions for
Commentators at http:/journals.cambridge.org/BBSJournal/Inst before submitting your
invited commentary.

Style and format for target articles: Target Articles must not exceed 14,000 words
(and should ordinarily be considerably shorter); commentaries should not exceed
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1,000 words, excluding references. Spelling, 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 is advisable to examine a recent issue of BBS as a model.

Target articles should be submitted in MSWord format to the new Editorial
Manager site at http://www.editorialmanager.com/bbs/. Figures should appear in
the body of the text, not at the end of the paper, and should also be supplied as
separate TIFF, EPS, JPEG, or GIF files. However, if your article is accepted, TIFF
or EPS format will be requested for publication since printing requires resolutions
of at least 1100dpi. (Please note that costs for color figure reproduction will be
passed along to the author. Color printing is expensive, and authors are encouraged
to find alternative methods for presentation of their argument.) Once accepted,
a Call for Commentators will be sent to thousands of BBS Associates and
readers. The Call letter includes a link to the pre-copyedited final draft archived
publicly for potential commentators. The copyedited final draft will only be posted for
the invited commentators.

Please make sure your target article file has ALL of the following in this order: Four
Separate Word Counts (for the abstract, main text, references, and entire text — total +
addresses etc.), an Indexable Title, Full Name(s), Institutional Address(es), E-mail
Address(es) and Homepage URL(s) for all authors (where available), Short Abstract
(100 words), Long Abstract (250 words), 5-10 Keywords (in alphabetical order),
approx. 12,000 word Main Text (with paragraphs separated by full blank lines, not tab
indents), and Alphabetical Reference List. Target article authors must also provide
numbered headings and subheadings to facilitate cross-reference by commentators.
Tables and figures (i.e., photographs, graphs, charts, or other artwork) should be
numbered consecutively, and should appear in its appropriate location. Every table
should have a title; every figure, a caption.

Endnotes and appendices should be grouped together at the end of the paper
and should ideally be locally linked to in the text to facilitate the reader (and of
course the referee’s task). Acknowledgements should be placed at the end of the
paper.

The short abstract will appear by way of an advertisement, one issue in advance
of the publication issue. The long abstract will be circulated to referees and then
potential commentators should the paper be accepted, and will appear with the
printed article. BBS’s rigorous timetable constraints (requiring the coordination of
target articles, commentaries and author’s responses within the publishing queue)
make it extremely difficult for us to process follow-up drafts of your submission.
Please make sure that the paper you submit is the carefully checked final draft to
which you wish the referees to address.

Please also ensure that your submission has been proof-read by a native English
speaker before submission. This, of course, greatly improves its chances at the
refereeing stage.

References: Bibliographic citations in the text must include the author’s last name
and the date of publication and may include page references. Complete biblio-
graphic information for each citation should be included in the list of references.
Please also include and link to the WWW URL for any paper for which it exists.
Examples of correct styles are: Brown (1973); (Brown 1973); Brown 1973; 1978);
(Brown 1973; Jones 1976); (Brown & Jones 1978); (Brown et al. 1978). References
should be in alphabetical order in the style of the following examples. Do not abbre-
viate journal titles:

Freeman, W. J. (1958) Distribution in time and space of prepyriform electrical
activity. Journal of Neurophysiology 2:644—66. http://cogprints.soton.ac.uk/abs/
neuro/199806009

Dennet, D. C. (1991) Two contrasts: Folk craft versus folk science and belief
versus opinion. In: The future of folk psychology: Intentionality and cognitive
science, ed. J. D. Greenwood, pp. 26—7. Cambridge University Press. http://
cogprints.soton.ac.uk/abs/phil/199804005

Bateson, P.P.G. & Hinde, R.A., eds. (1978) Growing points in ethology. Cambridge
University Press.

Editing: The publishers reserve the right to edit and proof all articles and commen-
taries accepted for publication. Authors of target articles will be given the opportunity
o review the copy-edited manuscript and page proofs. Commentators will be asked
to review copy-editing 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.

Author response to commentaries: All invited commentaries received before the
deadline are only accessible to the Authors and Editors. Please note that no commen-
tary is officially accepted until the Editor in charge has formally reviewed it and notified
both the authors and the Editorial Administrator. Please refer to and follow exactly
the BBS Commentary Response Instructions at http://journals.cambridge.org/
BBSJournal/lnst before submitting your response.

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.
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In this issue

Offprints of the following forthcoming BBS treatments can be purchased for educational purposes if they are ordered well in advance. For ordering information, please write
fo Journals Department, Cambridge University Press, 32 Avenue of the Americas, New York, NY 10013-2473.

The brain basis of emotion: A meta-analytic review
Kristen A. Lindquist, Tor D. Wager, Hedy Kober, Eliza Bliss-Moreau and Lisa Feldman Barrett

To appear in upcoming issues (2012)

The Cognitive bases of human tool use
Krist Vaesen, Eindhoven University of Technology

In this article, | synthesize and critically assess current scientific knowledge about the cognitive bases of human tool use. Based on this review, | then explain why technological
accumulation evolved so markedly in humans, and so modestly in apes.

With commentary from M Arbib; L Barcelo-Coblign & A Gomila; S Beck, J Chappell, IA Apperly & N Cutting; A Blitzer & B Huebner; S Cachel; P Crabb;
N Dounskaia; G Gainotti; KR Gibson; RL Holloway; H lJzerman & F Foroni; PO Jacquet, A Tessari, F Binkofski & AM Borghi; BT Jeffares; M Longo & A Serino;
L Malafouris; D Moerman; M Nielsen; T Nonaka; G Orban & G Rizzolatti; M Osvath, T Persson & P Gardenfors; EM Patterson & J Mann; DC Penn, K| Holyoak &
DJ Povinelli; SR Ragir & PJ Brooks; SM Reader & SM Hrotic; A Rizzo; G Stoet & LH Snyder; AH Taylor & N Clayton; C Tennie & H Over; G Vingerhoets; D) Weiss,
KM Chapman, JD Wark & DA Rosenbaum

Towards a universal model of reading
Ram Frost, The Hebrew University; Haskins Laboratories

In the last decade, research on visual word recognition has undergone a paradigmatic shift, producing reading models that offer various forms of contextsensitive letter coding
and suggesting that this is how the human brain encodes the position of lefters in printed words. | argue that letter-order sensitivity is nof a general property of the cognitive
system, nor is it a property of the brain in encoding letters. Rather, it is a variant and idiosyncratic characteristic of reading in European languages, reflecting a strategy of
optimizing encoding resources, given the specific structure of words in these languages. An alternative approach for modelling reading is outlined.

With commentary from C Behme; M Beveridge & T Bak; J Bowers; M Coltheart & S Crain; CJ Davis; SH Deacon; LB Feldman & F Moscoso del Prado; N Friedmann
& A Gvion; P Gomez & S Silins; U Goswami; ] Grainger & T Hannagan; BD Homer; ] Hyona & R Bertram; K Kim, CH lee & Y lee; J Laubrock & S Hohenstein; Y Llevy;
SP liversedge, HI Blythe & D Drieghe; M Martelli, C Burani & P Zoccolotti; C McBride-Chang, H-C Chen, B Kasisopa, D Burnham, R Reilly & P leppanen; D Norris &
S Kinoshita; DG Pelli, S Chung & GE legge; M Perea & M Carreiras; C Perfetti; N Pitchford, WIB van Heuven, AN Kelly, T Zhang & T ledgeway; D Plaut; C Rao, S Soni &
NC Singh; K Rastle; D Ravid; J Rueckl; M Seidenberg; DL Share; M Szwed, F Vinckier, L Cohen & S Dehaene; C Whitney

Among the articles to appear in forthcoming issues of BBS:

K. Vaesen, “The cognitive bases of human tool use”

R. Frost, “Towards a universal model of reading”

M. E. McCullough, R. Kurzban & B. A. Tabak, “"Cognifive systems for revenge and forgiveness”

N. Baumard, J.-B. André & D. Sperber, “A mutualistic approach fo morality”

J. Dixon, M. levine, S. Reicher & K. Kevin Durrtheim, “Beyond prejudice: Are negative evaluations the problem and is getting us to like one another
more the solufion?”

E. Charney, "Behavior genetics and post-genomics”

A. Clark, “Whatever next? Predictive brains, situated agents, and the future of cognitive science”

N. J. Bullot & R. Reber, “The artful mind meets art history: Toward a psycho-historical framework for the science of art appreciation”

L. Schilbach, B. Timmermans, V. Reddy, A. Costall, G. Bente, T. Schlicht & K. Vogeley, “Toward a second-person neuroscience”
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