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(Some) Questions:
Are you convinced by the behavioral sufficiency and emergent phenomenon critiques of neuroeconomics? What do you make of biological plausibility and mechanistic convergence in experiments as foundational principles of neuroeconomics? How can the neurobiology of trust & distrust be applied to law? Does the optimal amount of trust & distrust depend on context? Are you persuaded by the claim that neuroeconomics can help courts improve damage assessment and jury instructions? Do you believe that neuroeconomics already makes these questions more tractable: (1) how people solve collective-action problems, (2) why some people are more susceptible than others to extremist political appeals, and (3) whether “commodification” creates a conflict between economic rationality and other values?
