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EDITOR’S PREFACE 

This is my final issue as Editor. That position has passed into the capable 

hands of Jay Moore, who has a very long history of major publications in this 

journal, including its previous incarnation as Behaviorism, beginning in the 1970s. 

In addition to his many scholarly contributions to the literature in historical and 

conceptual issues in behaviorism, he is a major figure in the science of the 

experimental analysis of behavior.  

The bulk of this issue is taken up by two collections of papers. The first set 

addresses one of the most vexing and controversial issues in attempts to treat 

behavior in the context of a natural science—the role and status of ―private 

events.‖ José Burgos was the initiator and organizer of this effort resulting in six 

excellent papers, including a thoughtful and provocative commentary on the set by 

Max Hocutt. Not surprisingly, perhaps, the range of views expressed on the topic 

of privacy is enormous, with no indications of consensus. The opinions on privacy 

vividly reflect the quite different approaches to what ―behaviorism‖ means.  

The second collection of seven papers is a promised set of commentaries on 

the major review by Field and Hineline published in the last issue. Readers may 

recall that review centered on two connected themes—causation at different time 

scales and sources of attribution, dispositional versus environmental. Delightfully, 

these papers vary considerably in what aspects of Field and Hineline they choose 

to emphasize: from direct challenges to their treatment of disposition and behavior-

extended-in-time causality, to ties with social constructivism and feminism, to 

complexity theory, to behavior organization as well as behavior variability. Phil 

Hineline will respond to these commentaries in the next issue.  

A third set of papers has a common theme centered on moral theory and 

philosophy. Max Hocutt has taken John Staddon to task over a previous paper in 

Behavior and Philosophy by Staddon discussing B. F. Skinner’s and E. O. 

Wilson’s views on the venerable ―is–ought‖ issue. Staddon replies to Hocutt’s 

critique and Hocutt is then given the last word—at least in this issue.  

An additional paper by Rottschaefer is also concerned with moral philosophy, 

but with an important twist. Rottschaefer is calling for an empirically-based, 

scientific approach to, for example, questions of moral learning and agency. Such 

issues have traditionally been the province of ―first philosophy‖ through armchair 

rational argument and a priori foundationalism. Rottschaefer proposes, using some 

actual empirical examples, that at least some questions raised in traditional 

philosophy may be addressed through scientific study.  

Referring back to his treatment and advocacy of ―intentional behaviorism‖ in 

the previous two issues of Behavior and Philosophy, Gordon Foxall, in the final 

paper in this issue, again responds to his critics with, in my view, the clearest 

expression yet of his position. His position that, at some point, intentional 

terminology must be used in the description and explanation of significant 

examples of human behavior engendered considerable criticism by a largely 
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radical behaviorist (by some definition) community. Part of Foxall’s response is 

that radical behaviorists themselves have used such intentional idioms; and, 

moreover, such use may be considered as a ―place-holder‖ strategy, presumably 

until such time as extensional explanations can be determined. 

I want to thank all who have made this journal possible under my editorship—

the scholarly as well as patient authors, the excellent reviewers, the immensely 

detailed but essential copy-editing by Cymbeline Storey, and the Cambridge 

Center staff and leadership—Rebekah Pavlik and Phil Chase. I also want to 

congratulate the new Editor, Jay Moore, and wish him and the journal continued 

success. 

 

 

M. Jackson Marr 

Ex-Editor 


