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full cross-disciplinary perspective. The article, accepted com-
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Commentary on BBS articles may be provided by any
qualified professional in the behavioral and brain sciences,
but much of it is drawn from a large body of BBS Associates
who have become formally affiliated with the project.

Qualified professionals are eligible to become BBS Associ-
ates if they have (1) been nominated by a current BBS Asso-
ciate, (2) refereed for BBS, or (3) had a commentary or article
accepted for publication. A special subscription rate is avail-
able to Associates. Individuals interested in serving as BBS
Associates are asked to write to the editor.
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Please send BBS your email address

All BBS Associates and any non-Associates who have served as referees, commentators
or authors, or who are qualified and interested in serving as referees or commentators for
BBS:

Please send us your electronic mail address, if you have one. (If you do not have one, you
are strongly urged to look into the advantages of getting one ~ not only for BBS's sake!)

BBS is implementing more and more of its peer communication functions by electronic
mail. This not only increases the speed and efficiency of BBS's interaction with the
world biobehavioral and cognitive science community, but it dramatically increases its
scope and range as well. Abstracts can be circulated by email in advance to allow
potential commentators to nominate themselves. Referee reports can be submitted by
email. The BBS Associateship can be more representatively canvassed to determine what
topics and authors they would like to see treated in BBS. New Associates can be
nominated by email, etc.

Electronic mail addresses can be sent to our regular mail address (any available
departmental or institutional email directories would be very helpful too):

Behavioral and Brain Sciences
20 Nassau Street, Room 240

Princeton NJ 08542

or they can be sent by electronic mail to any of the following electronic mail addresses
(because email is not yet reliable, please try several until you receive confirmation that
your message has been received):

ARPANET:
harnad@mind.princeton.edu

harnad@princeton.edu
harnad@confidence.princeton.edu

srh@flash.bellcore.com
harnad@mind.uucp

BITNET:
harnad%mind.princeton.edu@pucc.bitnet

UUCP:
princeton!mind!harnad

CSNET:
harnad % mind.princeton.edu@relay.cs.net

Along with your email address you are encouraged to include your suggestions about
current editorial policy and the directions you would like to see BBS take in the future.
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Investigators in Psychology, Neuroscience,
Behavioral Biology, and Cognitive Science

Do you want to:
• draw wide attention to a particularly

important or controversial piece of work?
• solicit reactions, criticism, and feedback

from a large sample of your peers?
• place your ideas in an interdisciplinary,

international context?

Behavioral and
Brain Sciences BB

an extraordinary journal, provides a special service called
Open Peer Commentary to researchers in any area of
psychology, neuroscience, behavioral biology, or cog-
nitive science.

Papers judged appropriate for Commentary are circu-
lated to a large number of specialists who provide sub-
stantive criticism, interpretation, elaboration, and perti-
nent complementary and supplementary material from a
full cross-disciplinary perspective.

Article and commentaries then appear simultaneously
with the author's formal response. This BBS "treatment"
provides, in print, the exciting give and take of an interna-
tional, interdisciplinary seminar.

The editor of BBS is calling for papers that offer a clear
rationale for Commentary, and also meet high standards
of conceptual rigor, empirical grounding, and clarity of
style. Contributions may be (i) reports and discussions of
empirical research of broader scope and implications than
might be reported in a specialty journal; (2) unusually
significant theoretical articles that formally model or sys-
tematize a body of research; and (3) novel interpretations,
syntheses or critiques of existing theoretical work.

Although the BBS Commentary service is primarily
devoted to original unpublished manuscripts, at times it
will be extended to pre'cis of recent books or previously
published articles.

Published quarterly by the Cambridge University
Press. Editorial correspondence to: Stevan Hamad, Edi-
tor, BBS, Suite 240, 20 Nassau Street, Princeton, NJ
08542. All other correspondence to BBS, Journals,
Cambridge University Press, 32 E. 57th Street, New
York, NY 10022.

'(BBS's corrected 1982 impact factor of 6.370 1 places
BBS in third place [out of 1300 journals indexed | . . . in
t h e SSCI J o u r n a l C i t a t i o n R e p o r t s . . . a n i m p r e s s i v e
position for a journal that was then in only its fifth year of
publication. By the next year, 1983, the citation impact
factor for the target articles in BBS was 7.577 . . . now
ahead of any other psychology journal. Even more ger-
mane to the question of the value of peer open commen-
tary . . . the total of 119 citations to the commentaries
was greater than the total citations to over 91% of the
journals reported in SSCI . . . [C]ood scientists recog-
nize that science progresses most rapidly by building on
the ideas and observations of others, by its self-correcting
nature, and by the free interaction of competing ideas and
evidence."
American Psychologist

". . . superbly presented . . . the result is practically a
vade mecum or Who's Who in each subject. [Articles are]
followed by pithy and often (believe it or not) witty
comments questioning, illuminating, endorsing or just
plain arguing . . . I urge anyone with an interest in
psychology, neuroscience, and behavioural biology to get
access to this journal."
New Scientist

"The field covered by BBS has often suffered in the past
from the drawing of battle lines between prematurely
hardened positions: nature v. nurture, cognitive u. be-
haviourist . . . [BBS] has often produced important arti-
cles and fascinating interchanges . . . the points of dis-
pute are highlighted if not always resolved, the styles and
positions of the participants are exposed, and mutual
incomprehension is occasionally made very conspic-
uous . . . commentaries are often incisive, integrative or
bring highly relevant new information to bear on the
subject."
Nature

"Care is taken to ensure that the commentaries represent
a sampling of opinion from scientists throughout the
world. Through open peer commentary, the knowledge
imparted by the target article comes more fully integrated
into the entire field of the behavioral and brain sciences.
This contrasts with. the provincialism of specialized
journals . . . "
Eugene Carfield, Current Contents

". . . open peer commentary . . . allows the reader to
assess the 'state of the art' quickly in a particular field. The
commentaries provide a "who's who' as well as the content
of recent research."
Journal of Social and Biological Structures

" . . . presents an imaginative approach to learning."
Library Journal
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