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Sex differences in human mate preferences: Evolutionary hypotheses
tested in 37 cultures
David M. Buss, University of Michigan
Contemporary mate preferences yield clues about human reproductive history. Five predictions about sex differences in
human mate preferences derived from evolutionary considerations concerning parental investment, sexual selection,
human reproductive capacity, and certainty of parenthood. These were tested in 37 samples from 33 countries (total N =
10,047); demographic data on actual practices were used to corroborate the questionnaire data. Females valued cues to
resource acquisition in potential mates more than males. Characteristics signaling reproductive capacity were valued
more by males. These sex differences provide strong cross-cultural documentation of current sex differences in re-
productive strategies.
With Commentary from RH Bixler; G Borgia; LR Caporael; SM Essock; J Hartung; W Irons; N Nur; H Nyborg & C
Boeggild; D Rancour-Laferriere; JP Rushton; D Symons; A Zohar & R Guttman; and others.
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J. B. Deregowski, University of Aberdeen
A cross-cultural survey of difficulties in understanding pictures-from the failure to recognize a picture as a representa-
tion to the inability to recognize the object represented-indicates that similar problems occur in pictorial and nonpic-
torial cultures. Data on real and pictorial space come from the study of picture perception in "remote" populations and
the study of perceptual illusions. Cross-cultural differences in the perception of both real and represented space involve
two kinds of skills: those related only to real space or only to represented space and those related to both. Different
cultural groups use different skills to perform the same perceptual task.
With Commentary from I Biederman; J Caron-Pargue; S Coren; AC Danto; RH Day; TL Hubbard, JC Baird & A
Ajmal; G Jahoda; RH Pollack; DW Smothergill; FJR van de Vijver & YH Poortinga; RA Weale; P Wenderoth; and others.

Classical conditioning: The new hegemony
Jaylan Sheila Turkkan, The Johns Hopkins University School of Medicine
Converging interdisciplinary data suggest that the role of classical conditioning processes in human and animal behav-
ior is larger than previously supposed. Seemingly unrelated phenomena such as drug relapses, the placebo effect, and
the immune response all turn out to involve classical conditioning. The view that classically conditioned responses are
merely secretory, reflexive, or emotional is giving way to a broader one that includes problem-solving and other rule-
governed behavior formerly thought to be the exclusive province of operant conditioning or cognitive psychology.
With Commentary from A Alexieva & NA Nicolov; PJ Bersh & WG Whitehouse; M Domjan & S Nash; E Fantino; C
Fields; JJ Furedy; S Grossberg; EJ Kehoe; HD Kimmel; W Klosterhalfen; H Lacey; C Locurto; JW Moore; JB Overmier;
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egoistic incentives"
WR Utall, "On the meaning of models of visual processes"
S Chevalier-Skolnikoff, "Spontaneous tool use and sensorimotor intelligence in Cebus compared with other monkeys
and apes"
JP Rushton, "Genetic similarity, human altruism, and group selection"
GL Gottlieb, DM Corcos & GC Agarwal, "Strategies for the control of voluntary movements with one degree of
freedom"
R Naatanen, "Role of attention in auditory information processing revealed by event-related brain potentials"
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