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IN'rROI~tTC'1'ION

o

o( tkG" kinds of jlFil.·ational t',(~ba\".i()ilr til."t we
,J

to be~' c, 'these and ot. n~r: lj:pi';!s 6f h~h;;'Viouc are !)\.; cl;lrmr,onpltlt:.e that th~Jr.-
c, -

{l

Self··deception is one nt such
I., 'j

type~ of mJhaviy'till" like it; cl?s~ eous In; wishful th.inldng, C it Ls so
. 0

readlly "i.tldu.lg",& jll tiUlt W~ oIt~n :~)iva. in bl1ssi\ll igflOri!~~~e,"~feithli),'r
0'(/ ,l,( l..__, I:

i.ts exi$t~nce or its ~lfects. In fact, unhke IMny ot.het R'ind~:",of ina"
t) ,r.'

f7 ~?) -;:J

tional beh~viour~ Std,{"'€{fj':f,ption ,i~li~~ Ofl our not l::lr.}~+! aware of many "
\', ,·r) ) ~ " \:;;;~Q

(I

of our belids and dea.:ius,.'

covert. In this pap",r, I lin1

" not ins just where the prcbl~(Illies. and (Hs(;us~drl' various ;<ipproaches to
\l () ,'II' ". 0'

r; 'sOolut'ton':q,f the pt.')blem ami where th~se appt'p'.hcl~"':>arf.l t"'fobl~l1l~tJc, I
~\ $:

sub;iumn

j'be cent.ral ossumption that: underlies <111problems of irrationa1it~T, i:n~

elud.i.ng that: of &,e1f"decf~pt:ion~ is that humans are essentially ::ratiolll\l (]

\.";l'e(.ltU'rNi. Without ttlis ,c(:mtral assumption, there would' be no 1,>l'oblm:1l

with failuros pi ratiOnality; faihu:e of l~at~:i.Clna1ityis poss.iblQ .... and
Ii

pI'oblematic '" only for cre~~tU1:es who fJpCrate according V{J the dictaten
1\
\\



of 'tlv~ rational. The prindpl~ of rational. operation n~ed not be con-

sCiolls - it ~ny be that. someene w:Ul act; with pe:tfect ~~ionality but will

. be unab Ie t~ ,H·ticulate the princ:tpl~s of reason on which she opezatied ,

hez behavIour less rlltion~}l. l)t' ;h:rat:ional. Ilf order

T1H'!:vl~(l not.Ion of be1i(!f atso il1lp1:ier. t<lticll;\lity. B(:,l:L{;:ts op!::rate a{j,?
'" -'._.

!'il>!ke ~'h pse \Ii thin b(~H~f system~ c£ which tlwy form a pa:ct. Tht!!'" S7lsta'ltns
(~-. , )

•• dl"7('/',,, _:f ."",_" . . ...... ,_,' ..... , " : ,d \':\o.-N
O~}eriita ct' a, prhciple Q~/l'lOhr~enCi!; heU.efs .j:\;thin a must (,oh.!i!.n~

""'tth other be lids of th6~ >?j;i~r~:"'m. If they do npt. this wUl nece$s~t&ter

the' ;r.'f.lu,:>n or e~~hen~"y~t(~new h{·Hef' system,: If two beliefs are ')

'! . . r-.l~. «, .. .. .:;
recoi.nized U inco!llpatifl..-. then elt~her one , or 'b?th, of the be.H~fs will

Ii
D t 0

be dropped, line! either!' &. ~u'whelief ~ill be formed, 01: 'th'e EnTj/den~e at

o
tn..~nttll is il(;pH~d":in thi!~ nMAi.on of thtl: coherent .na~ut"e of belief systems.

c

S,irtce '/belieis inf':iuence behavim"r - oft:en by ae:tfhg as °reasons wit.ho.)lt

lOihich t}i't" behaV..itl11t"'would b~ i.nexpHcuh~e~ we ar~ E.ible t.o gauge tr.e: be:"" "
o

:) 0 ~

Jid~ ,'If an it1di"idu~tby analy~ing hefbehav:1c'it, atd thus .~ third person

Is tiot aware of dH.~ oper.;):r:joD. of thE> be1 ;tC'.f.

be 1:1.13£ bd'i!tg ",il:It, tne hear.t
',;,~!-f-

t
') ~ JI

At the centre of the. problem lies/a. paradox. If one 1I,ofif>ls 5131£- de>.;sp'". II
11tion on ordinary "other ..person" dE,ception, we have ·the fcllmdng problenl:

o

c.

if A deceives B with respect to a cetta:in proposition PI {'this ll~)ually

implies I:.hat A knows or believes thai: p is true (false) ~ and wants to

eenvmce B that Pis;> false (urue) by deliberately misleading B h either



s
by introducing fe.l'se evidence., or by withholding evidence, or by causing
B to m:i.stl'r{:erp:r.etthe evadence at hand. T!mk~ are some issues here that

need to be noted and distinguished, 'l'h~ fi1:st is that the knowledge claim
\\

A need not k1\\")wathat raer bd ier' that p

is either- false or t!:lH:!. e A's heUc:f tbat p Ls .~uf:ficient. '\ t1:rat is~ Pi.
II

must have ~ CQgu.:ltive t:elat:t:lU:i.lhil)~ as it weX'H, with 'tbe be'U.t,;f that p.
I'\:: c"

A c()bld alse be W,[,{~\"1S~ll~out. the ti:uth 'l<~l.ue·of: p , and still he $ii1id to

d~\:;~i\'~ I! "':J(lut p.
I) 0

t J'l.)',{';. arlO. ll\:;i"s!Jt'(h.~s ,1:\
.•• Ii B

alse, A Ht i 11 dN~ei~ed 1lwith t ...spect
\\\t;- believe :~)atp is false, al1d p

x, ~ fJ

o

tq p. I wouh:
-<:-.:-.\

d~r~ept;;(mbl:' in O~~~t ition .1(' order for r.s to have 4pc.€ption. SJ,;f;fich~nt
II .? 0~ .~

a~so for dfl\c~pti(.'n t~,t A(lha!' i~ll((,. inl.el1ti~n t.o dece{\\T~t. Suppose I.;b'tl
t'he d~c~ptive plaJ~ 'faih~\~ ~'o affect a t;h: desired W(;1Ji)~ we would'15ti1~

':J 1" 0 ./'\

o I \.

Iabe l, the' eVJmt as ong of dec~ption if A Jntended t..p:\~~t:~;ive a. Jmd ;hi~
c t;/r
an 0 ongd'.ing

(6)ceSt~O that requires 'const~~t' adjustment to situations; it is not ex."

haustlitd by a single Ilct:.i.tm but l'ntly xe.quire further actiqns on the p~rt

'" "'"of th~ d~c(!ilVer.
c»

So in thillc"s~nse deception :is t*~leOl<)gic...,l: not on-ly
II

o is 'it, purpli>sive. but: it)5 an·,int.entional action t.ht'.t, is pexfo't'l1ed b~ a
.;';1: ,) .. n (.

" l~ o

::ratiof".~l·attmt and it is directecl., tCl"w'ards a c;erta:in end,

o aim.

oy(~r t;') $('.Jfedee',lptl.on. ~(:'re ';\'€: wonld have il situation W1H'!1~ A beliey(~s

th::!\~"1' ?~ta at th~' 'Same time tri.~s to pr.;:L·suad~~herself thelt, -p, This CQuld
, D 'i) ~

li~\

thtlt sUWO!:~',s ~p and 110 or Bttl~ evidmH;e thllt suppozus p; er , the

For e~runple: BrendelbeHQ\res that. IH.l1 is 13" fait~hful husband; she would

be d(wnstatQd by any aet.s "of inf.i.delity on his pa:rt, and would eensdder
\i
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d'

diyorcing hiltl were he to be unfaithful. B!lll(J is being u.'1faithful "" he

.i:s having an aHait' with his secretary Bridget.
II

Brenda i:;:nores all the
;',.) ()

1

!{.:\ '\;1f S man~~ late nights at tlH', ,"'tHe.." ilJ,t. weekends away on

"busaaess tdf!su, the Iat.e :rdght t'phone cal Is , his :tn{J;,en~iQn to herself.

Hut 1:lt!t;nu$~ tIle, th\)llght ,,1' BiH' s l.l.ifide1ity would be t.OQ pa.1nful for

~aithf:ll
r-.:;;":r"

af.fliit wi th

Gl

- il!l(I her nU;J4,l.il sl.'sp:ic ion dHlt he l'H:l.y :,ndl''!l!d be

l1ib r.id~11.tyj

o

C(.'mstlmt ly "look the ot.her ...a::/', and her (lXCU5"5 f(Jr. many of his ac{~i.on5
i,)

({t'te:n outdc even sutts ,h(~~rlt~i1;y.
If

(J
In another r.ase we may have son}ething different. where the motiv"ted be~

lief is undesiuble. Here we cou Id have a suspicious busband ""'he believes

'"sajr;st all thee eV.:i.denc~ that his wife is being unfaithful to him. Here 'fj

\) U

he would ignore aU the, indi,-:;a.t:ions of her fa,fth{>llaleSS and CO!lCentl,ate

on finding &1~~magnifyin& eny poss.i.ble clues of her aduherous beh6viour;

Othello would b"t ., good e~ample of this 'type of behaviour. This ~xampl~

sl):JWs that ~e1f- de(;t~pt.:!Oll may not al\1f'C',Ysbe mot,ivated by desix:e, but roay
!) . 0 . '.'

" ,,%
be motivated by hllir or anxiety; the process SftO!,1,;, in any case be the

. / JJ
,,II

It
\'"',,'\ \,

One {')t;h~X'eX)l\~le should be s'Uft:ic:i~nt., 'Here w¢ have t~l(~cBS0 of somI::C!:,\"
• i:, . . ))

"wItt) 1:H"gj~p :;)'V'}!()ltH.ilg the hi?<Ltcf nUll p, but lHt€'mpts to per-suade h:il'!'lseH
,', II '~, ; '\ (')

" i,,'Li<6linve t,hat -p , despft.e {or because of} (!v,idem:,('; that an :,i.\liPsrt'<,~'

ObSel.'Ver\WI'Uld ~ee [IS (:':~Ilpportingi 1)' Cnrl buys Caspl'lr I,:; old Ch(wrolet at

a rMs<.mal~lc ,pti~e. He 't.ealiscs that, it. is no\; in, grN!t. ~ondition but;

(.Isame.

I)

o

(, he wisht':f' to use the ~ngine and some other parts to' buihl a jeep" Catl

likes ,',tinkering with cats, Garl f s friend C1iffo~d seea the Chevr~jlet 5

and, need.ing a used but reHa})l~ vehicle for. his bus iness , offers tl;) buy
i\ (-~~~

'I



" ()

5

caet, however, l()oks 0'...•""1' the Chev, a.p'''''ct,~nkel'S Withci.t a hit. '.. and fintllly. ,) i .,
decides that the ear 11~ in a hette?;:"b j""'7,Vim then he first' t.hl)ugh·j;. lie

{~
c' (i ()

ly is ahIe t.u sdl it to C1.iffo!'d with a 'dear consc,;i~nee. Ih.~t:.ewe
c (I \~

• . . . '. D
a case of seH' ..dec.e,pt.:idn where thtj. pcraon dee::;"Xl~)1;1'()1d both p. and

/'

'~ ..
(r~'

of thfl b~':T; then'!l: W+:1bav'E!
.,,"_.

that. P> ',:Hore than" this, there is
,,;,
'.'

subject. -shcu ld ;t\")rfu the 0

fls;~umpt:i.oJ.!that, ~rt uthel' 0

c j rcu'llst.l,mcl1;:,7,~he subj ec~? \;iyuld f.m:m the be 1ie~that p,
d!

(There is no

f/
ibSUmpt('?-6n here that ,',the s\l?ject is Incapable ~r f~~i~ing the correct or

jtlS~ifi~d be lief. ) How~ver,' in, these" circ;u!lls:';l,u~,l;,es, the ~ubject is
, Q~? (r' C-' " "

stX'ougiy mot~"ate(~ by 4. d~sire\' t<: believe ·PJ (md, as a ..esu In bf this
Ir

<)

that,:~p tltdy tel?,lace the belief thi;lt p. or the ·heMe; that ~p may be formed

instead of the! belief that p, Wha.t' is impohant to note is that the

sltbject motiVl!tes loro the bel i.ef that ~.p, in the· face of and despite
:::_, :{)

"that the simi larity b~t",;;el1 the c~f~s ~)l'(!sarttedf s Sllfficitmtly char for
o

it. to he :$,em1th~ they al I belong to th¢ sanK: species ~ seHAde(::.!,~ption

CJ·:j

Sdt~d(~';':lt)tj.{m has very of't en been .:lllj,l~d to 'iod.skful thinkin~. am~, "a,k,
. .. "'~

LUu:s her too. She m~ly indulge in some wh;h£ul th:i.nki.ug at this pOint,

and imagine that Andy does :in faet like her , She interpret~, Andy t S weI ~

eoming smUg and assi$tan(~e at WOl'k as Q'I1:idellceqf his love for her , de-
.; \

"spite tJw fact thnt he 'ha(;t}'t invited her em a dtite~ or declared ids love



- ~
for her. At this st~ge: ~.l'lriet s st.ate: of mind is at t.he level of wishful

Hlwe that Anfly loved har , she t.:'ould. be entcr:l.ng til(;; state ()~ ::;e1£-

deceptiml":' ![he more ::;he :ignored eviderVJ;f:c that disproved And:?'s l!we for

h~:r .,. suppose A.,dy i;(lld he~ he d.i,rln~t love: ner .. the mln"e seri(lUs would

;.1v 0.1(}5 l<lk:in8: int(? __(.~')ns;h;lld:at';oSl f:v:idem+'.~ lhat would c.4'.mt):adict the do".r- .. !'

'n.ere are a Isc many conflicts 1.11beHef statf!:S thst !~io not; amount. to
"c "!/

self·dec~ptlon. Often 'thert;. Illay simply be :i!ltellec:tu~, :indecision" sq:ch
13 0 () //

4S where ,4 person, has e'VidelJ(':;~both for i!t propos itiord and :it:.s eont'~;ddic._-
, - . ~

tOty~ and cennot d-edde betwMo'them; here tl1'e rational .thin~ to ''do woul~ cir
,'" r; ..\\ t.,) (\

su'~pend jUag"Jltenr.. Or ~'~cienti.n- ttllJ"", have t'!ll:.idence for p J~ut m~y"
) 1 '

\) be f~O

deSire to prove that -p ; here she would s~t up a series of expuimE.fl.ts

that woulq prove cf! and w\'.)u~dsht!)w the limitatiof\s "of t.ne eVidence that

s.~pPGrts p. 1£ she failed to establish any justif:i.c4tion fo;r "p, then

'/(, she (;.;ould have- to ,g:h'<a "up her belief in -p; should she not do thb. andil (t"' .
,

shou Id she p~'rsist in her belief that "p,,1n the face of mounting ~v:id,~1)ce
Q

"" ~ ,se .!~ ~{,.ef;eptIon.
, .~

(r
motivation to hold ont;o'a. desited hut irrational beli~f~ the more llki':!ly

is the person to £all Into a state of self- decept tcn, It may also be

I;he' ca:ge that :'1 person believes both p llh(j. "'p s:inlUltan}~Ou5jy and yet is
C)

,very differt:!n.t. cognitit'e domains within the, person's rei.nd, and he 1S

Somecne may also not t:eaHse the
)7,1

((
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import of the. availab1e." ~videjnce, or, rosy fan to, draw the. correct or ob~J
()

Here we w(.Iu'ld not
"'.o

have a~ ~;gampl:e of fie1f"dM(~~t:;ton, A rlel~SOll ~ay' ahio censc Ious Iy know

::hat P hut td19W h:tmse.H til act 'USo though' -p we.r..: t.rue , 'Fox .instance.,

we" d1 Us,uspend dishel.i<ef" when we. eute,r into the 1::rw3t:re ~ .md o~ mQ~ be.

I)

it. the water, km;iW.j.ng
,)

~~
;it I;m11 appears bent amf'is 11{:;'t:~',;rea l1:l" t,'\.1etl'l ,it riJn~ms. to be , These

CI [.I "

.. because th~~ e.gent 1.s able to YJ'U 11sa the process t1wt he

pe.1tf():rm~d
"

,0

In this ,paper 'X shall attempt' at; eXdmination c1f the problem of ,self"

deception. ' T11Are art} two broad' ways

~he "deception" part. of the problem

of approBc,fij oq!'!! :i.~ to l:u,..1Ue that'. ~ G

Ii' ~S" v re~ol~~ - at dissQli,~e .. the paUd~X. Dpception is seen 4S s{.)m~Clthe:~

and' less problematic kind of p:rob~~ln within the {,ormation of beli~t. :So

the I1pproach~s here say that whitt' we 'hav~ in the (',;'8se of' self ..decsptton
\\

is noti; really decl>:Bti(>f\ a;t,; all ~ buf re,ther Sl)m,e other kind uf aCtivit!-
~ 0

'il ~.iJ 1 axgue' that this t~yp('!4".f approach is pot whoUy ~at1s>fa~tot'y. Th~'

" second line of 8nalysis is to focps on the. "self" par.t of self~tleception:

what .'!dod of self is neceasary .in order tor self-deception to be pcss Ib le?
a

\)

will examJnl? the Dav:idsorlian Hr:e~ notJngli the pi6blems ;j,l)\iol.ved, and

cl~aptel:s th:n'e and four. will be cDncprn~d' to ml~l:yse the 'problem within

a I·'reudian'pxi.ltul'nation OJ: the self,' Chapter three will focus on Fl'~ud'S

t,opographic .;:heory. a,'ld chapter four on the st.nlctUreHst theory. Both

theo:riOs axe su££icieiitl!1" dift~re",nt 8!Jd complex to warrHnt Individual

a.tt.(n'ld,on. It may be, admltted that the ~':reudian approach - .:nul any othel'
I!



o 8

('.,

Ul~Y h\'l more ~uperficiany de It; with, 'fhis may be so. I"t thus .may the

case t.hat tlh~ l\reud\~n app:rodl:',h is more sU,itable for' .,an analys:ls of t~e
o

level wilj~ "fiJ.ter uo'i>.th and

" 1{. hot ~ if, is .i;
o

lor.; for greater c.la:tity ~t lower levf,! Is ,

·tbis· leve 1
-»

;.~lone w.iU 1:H~ irjt:el('~.::.t:i,ng,
c,. Ci



DECEPTION: SOBE APPROAClfF:S

,\

r shah (\.',>{,'1mi,IW ';orMi"t't, ,f t,h.~\ (Jtit~nt.pt:,; co n~so1ve.the r1ii:r~'
o

,f.

adox inhc rent in the ,f:rohlem of ;U~ll;l'::~dec('j,pti;ron. 'l'hi~St" O}Frinpts focus on
'JI)~j!,'J (\

it?,.;" ,)cquisition of th:: '.:.>mfHcti~A~,i, 'tlm::i.ef5~, ."tild" ~~mpt 'ptO~iae of!
, \\ '~>_\;,\\ ;) _'_~',t _,\ .r-,

solution ~yOreformulating the iSSu,e'\t.:;r< de!';ept.i"i\ w'j~j)t. the paramet~:t:rs
:;:: \(1/ ( '; !~j (J

o· :.' . ._. ~ _ '. I ',.,.0'
of the cO~lditions under which be~~ip~ are (lcqu,ired "and/o~~~a.intainf.,d.

, " fw~ <. ")

The attempt is to rd(lrm'.lUte t.he #tob~:rmwitho~\t" tn(l con~nldl,t!t".io';:; th13t

b. the majoI:lty o£~hese approaches de\~ine s~1f(':'~cept;iQ;' ~s not neces-
. - - ~

'c (!< .. (~ ,;;

,.1!larilyi.nvolvillg th'e pS'ladox that A\j'~\"H~yes D,>{\hp and -p sim\ll'~aneol.lsly.
'-,::" ." l.Ji))~ ')

(~> - - - (~~ ~" \
~il'" clttim is that this is net & ne~eS5l:lry J:'t'!atut'e 01 sel£''''6~c~pl.}.on,

lrioi hence that ~~~lf-dec.~Ption !nay j:[e!!in othet. 1~5S tis~rongW cases.

,vatiou!; Appt'Q~chl!$ wi4tAi'Yl this alM will be e~ant:ined, and asseesed , It
o I~ ~ ,

iSo,worthy ,of ~\:>~ieth{lt. thes\'l! approachl~s all work '.\'ithin the ft'atnf'wor'k of

~h;" ~a:t:i(m811~.~! "o!,· the melltal; that inl they .lS~\.,tr,e tht. mental EIll:c~
, ,j ;)

esselltiaHy a rci(itiollill process, sud indeed the If'ry not Ion oi:

I)

The problem of se!f"deception and otner fir ,bl~:msof irra~
J) - (')

o v
tJonal behav~I."Jur is p:r:~"hH.~ly that: they seeri! to corit;ra~:h;:. the essent i.aI

;;)

rat1<mill" w6rk:.ng~ of the)1:~nd. The followi.ng appzoaehes ';!ltt~mp1:,to s()lvc
II ':';""-l"'''''' ,~

thE:. ;roblem of s:e1f"dec(J~~},~ii1nby saving the app('la.ranc~ of X'l;'li::i<5nd:i.ty:

~'(;1f..d~ct'}Jtim:!. does not; in actual tact invL'\lveWI1 ;kntetfHt1 con'tt'ad:i.c:tion~
o (,)

\.1

since we can tlt'lVe seU"dec.Olption without having the subje.ct be Heve both

bo lHri:, forth and examinad .
.9
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be possible. So the overt paradox raised l1;y the hlJlding pf two cont ra-

dicto:ry beli(;!fs is shown to be an" aprf.~~(>,nt one - no I1nderlying cont;ra-
(I

d:Ict1(m exi.sts enee the i~J))ttrent paradox has been l'f~formu] at ed, Audi does" « \I ' I!

I.,
not tltt.7mpt ::t osolul.:io'(l/· plong the Hnes of creating cLvisi.ons ... systems

hel io:fs"
;,\

m.n:8dox., AntH "s. '.
(;nni ,.~s tOn"!kl~ d:iikt:lnctloll ;'!(','·t·t<;Mll beliwing

;\

the::d.s that. re.-

\\

'.ii(l,ves that he ;w~s lil%s;~!.~monll~ Itt' br~lh~ves
"

Emilia, to t.;hom <hestill feels." attracted.
iJ

he 110 wants t.c deny ~is
II t.,

t.r ac t'Lon to Emf! ia '" be is at. hono1H8ble man, f;and wants to feel tnat
"

Desdemona claims hts full devotion and at.t.enuIon , So he cannot a.dmit to

himself th6~ he is attracted to Errd'lia "~ someth:i:ng that a p~.rc.t..pt:jve third

pezson observer, W9u1d be b.b~e to infex' fronl Ot'he l le ' $ l:!Hlllvlour. So the

honourable Othello h8S an un~:on~,ci(;usbelief., tltHnely that he is att:r:8c'(.ed

to [m1lia .. which he disavolt:'s' Shorthand
co hel ieves that p hut iil'J()WS

that .p. At this poInt., we f5,>jld attribut,;e ~.i('!. ,Ot.h(~l1oboth the beBe!
" " . 0

that p ~!!.g th(' 9~lJ~.:fthft ,,' p , °B)'ul attel. It 1:0 \~'t~solv~ the paradox by
',' \',

malei 1lS; :s!O(p)} uncrm~~~i6'J:';,ant) BlO( ~pn conscfcus . Amli' s move is ~19,:t;.
\, \.

'to do this, hut tdthet\to clt.im'thilt OIS 8V9t.fa)1Ht;lt "1) does not amount.

ru Andi! $ acccunr., aVl,)wal mny normally be sufi.1 ci."'1lt for ~ but does not

l;r~lief, and hence we can. h6ve O's avow~l that "1) without this
c

sincm:H; what this meant> is tha\'. 0 i~, fi1:stly~ d.tv~:reof 11:1.savowa.l that

-1', and he :is not lying or othf::rwH;e trying to decciv(\ a third party.



Robert Audi1 argues that :self~deception does ~!9!iuW'!ve a centr,al paradox
I' 0 ' " ..,j::,

or nmltiple agents, bu~t dMS Lnvelve unconscfous 11~'Hefs " An 'OutliM of

his posIt Icn can be stlmnw.r:i.2,ed as, follows: subjn.O't; A :!c, in a st.at.e of:

"s~·.lj~d\'~cl~ption iff~

,'!ne ~anr {,xt~lains, ~n part,
\<·hytlw i<,~"wI,f~dgf' t.JFlt ~J.) uncen-

'·:i,',ns. tt!!2 why A if> dH.p,,~:>?d tG hf;:r heh
lind hi ,TrG'Ac·P. l'reSf(r!. ("d wi rh W~F\t 'i

as .~'Vi~J~tH.;.\~

t~,:Jj hopes tb b s J;)\~\P(:;nl w; 11 sue :.(~f'$fl.l.!

I .. d(1) 1'h, rnalq~y \t.'Hh ot.he.r person /;teptitm:
irrt.emh; 1..0 pt'~l'Serv~ the al:'i~Jogy, 0 c·

~~.~.
fl

(;'!.) ..The notiqn of refusing ~o admit t'o on~si!'W: A
reaUy does baLh-.l\!f; the j.rropl)sit.ic.m she disl\\oWS
Centt81 to Au4i t S argument is. ,the' ,diH.in(~tiOl1 betl",,(~,m
avowal 8nd bel ie·f.. "

" ()

o

,'\'
\1

(3) The se 11' ~decc:i~er ~'S cllp~ch;.y to respond to e"""i";
dence : l~'i belief ~t8t'~5 acr in thf! wily ol:dina.ry be-
lie! states act, -th6Y are evidence sens Lt Ive , It Ls
only A", ",;>tates of ti_!$:~6.~ th~t do not. but 6S they
are not httUef t'.t.a'te$,· t~is do~~·,'ilot.present (! con"
tt,'ldict.ion. "rho only stY4nge" notion if. :~ regard
,,£s t.h"IIt the> belief i!,~at.e .formed .in r.eSi.- :'i~ the
ev idence if.; uncons c Ious ,

G~ ')
OJ :5 \~J

The cent rill probl<.ll\i in

Atldi! argument,
11

w()u,;rd mean ,that
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he believes that he is .not acnracced to Em;i.Ua .. he has 8 second order

I)

corresponding lower order belief. Wemay assume t;hat this is Chal"<'lct"Yr"

istic of st.atcs of c,vowali ewe may also assume that tile higher order belief

WQ1l1dbe necessary to states of avowal ~ the not iOll of: unccnscfcus avcwal
(., '.

seems cOllte:acil;i;t.()r.~ In the light of Audi I~ account . W'ocou.Id thu,s say

that ~ i:n this case ~ ,;1, state,. of a'l1otval :l,s~{qul.va.lent. ~;othat of a ccasc tous

A{O{ "p) 1.
.;

That is, "the unweIcome l.lllCOnsci,,?us l;r~1.it,)f motiVil.,tes
o-

So ,the unconsr.;~(I'IS b~lief
"

the.b
o
p, toge.ther wit~ the ,d<>sire thtlt., "'p~ l%i()~ivat.f;s the ag_m( t() form t.r~e

SE!I;;'ohd ozdar be') H':-f that he beclie'ITf.:s that yp,'

o

A~d:l doe$ not at:,telYlpt.a resl)lut~on clr. tht~ p:r~hhlU ];Iy appeaHn" to t'Q
G

consc.iou$_ I unconscious dist::ix!ct:ion. Hen;
c

'; ., ,.,

tEe ot.lier "'$ unconsc Ious., But W~ \11.':)uldstill hav(;.~the ion of 'two
o. "e;:, . .1"':, '

cantua ic!;,oty .bel ief a ststes being held by t.he agent.
r\)

GBy introducing t.he
()

tl;nental attitude of avowal, Audi hC'¥,es to avoid th~ "paradox pt)sed by con ...
~.. "I) , ',' '.'

f'1:icting beJiefs, In hh,:, Pdl?(~r ~'Se1f-f}t"(~(!Ptlofl, ACi::JQn,o and\oc'ill'\ Aulii
" 0:.»

has the following to sa)' (In the matt.er: ~

[due sl,lllj ec ,;1 • {is H.
q.ft t:lH~ 1eve 1~,at
, .. he 'f~ets h ims e I f to "b~:,'"

0." ; 11"',,""(""\ v ~vo·.·~'\ '.,.., '". ,.
;' -:- :::: :,~~ ,.::. ;'1,; v, '~. ~., '.~.~--~ ~'n ~-::l~.','r"
.1{ .cs ~" ~t " ~~ H'", ,"

c d:ink i~(' tim!:>
cour.t

at t\"q;" h)\'o 1.8.
n. is fa1:::H~

:mtl ~~inc,,'! hf~~ -V?

avo.id t.he par adox implied :i.n
believes something he .knows is not.
t rue . !'1,V-point is not that. ~-'st:::-h ~~ hE J ~i.~£'i' i

If,~~ bat. hot\ it .i s nt;~';sibl(,~~ .~~.)no~"",
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(X) 141)

a
()lW ch[~raci;e:rist:i.c: that Audi asserts belongs to belief and not to avowal

mdt;t.ea:se of 41e1inf SM~t.es i.l.110states ''('if aV\Jwal would dif£nr. The overall
if '

wl~18ht: of b~:.~rWiOu:r:.al(>viiioncc would, Gupport states of beliofJ;' \' ", .
ll;f: ,;PJi2,c.;aL Al:;~), bf~l s1:ates 'W1.mJd be evidence <I S(UlSit

tl~!{t <1 P('fS(,n ,:tluld avo ..' dH'lt p even in the face of c\"idf.\N'~' to th(~ (',(Jll~
c

o inst.;l!l(;t;1 we,.,ltt:ribute t.he belief 'that he Loves Emil if! 0

'Emil 1.1, hut Ia v Ishes unusuaf attention on Desd.emona " •• al~d IH:'c,t{lGts too

mtH~b both regarding his 8l:tOracti(n to Desdemona and crmct'ltning his :ipunu-
';. \\

states For lust-wee; his Vi'll":isilment of attention on }!r;si.1clfIona would

\;theHo t.rouId Sci'll!!' his\ b<lhavloul' in thi~; y',8.Vs and would furtheu'.,ore act,,..,.~..... -::;

o
'iovingly towards "¥!6$denlt'n~ ),u an attempt t«l q~nvince both himSfU anl.i

'j) ,V' .~\ \.

t), be.rs that his (t,llowals (J{ love In'(:~,senllirw.
"" ~" \~

'. " ~ \) )\ -'. " ,.

the ci:ifferent;;f: at:;"res lddng :in the f':".~t t.1Jat most of the 'behaviQu!i'.Il (',\'1."
/' ," ., ~.

den~c would he evidenc,e for {JtllCllt)t~ beLt~~f stilt£} that ht' Ioves r:miUa

gurnent is that wo would always be. able. to find ndditicm!11 evidence that

Qvowal

(~,onf.irmthe oxi.~ence of th~oli~£ st ... t!,.t p.• d."P1r'
·!.hat -p ,

t'
'-"-~!

thatwould

The l1fi'i'i.n pt'ohkm with Aud.:iIS SCC01Ult 'is tk:lt i.e may nee avoid the paradox

it "t~OO\PtH,j,O Circtm.~. Au!}i's stat'!. of avowal ca. be t<ansl.tod into

bel:ief··talk. When. 0 a~ t.:lwt ;'p, he formz a higher order belief

~
'~~
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B<BIO(p)]>. Since 0 is self ... dece ived, we have B[O(~pH but not

13{O( )'P. J. SCI, the agent must not come to fOl'lil eith(lx of the following

:it •
Ii

lk) t!1f~n;' rm.w-;: he a rot)f, ';'atf
p"

hlock 'I.:)

S\,h'cC·t 4"",., '. l.,t'- __~""',,~_~ __ - Ul.,J'{" .. ';J' .t.~'"_- t", il\)OW tht~.t .p
( ~1 - I

S i.r,!ble 'bel,]ef t l"lt ~p. tip th~ 'H'Cfrl~()' t.hat p ~O!.~"s. 115 a dHenofit a~~a:inst
l·

'f,ha t1v~.)wal\.h4t6:p o'~lY in'1)fat as the 1",,' al)~eadyexists the belief th~t
)J 6'"<0

1~'I>:~{1~ th~ subject must" 'knoWCJ .p. Here the P<U'Zh1!'JX erner8~$ l!t. a higher
II )'

what. it ;i.s th~t he "wtshe~. to conu'al in ordar no conces I it !!lote e·:fec"
\\» Q

'" t.ively. It is ~~ot~1simti'ly tlhlt this 1.:"gher order be1ief~th£it -p do-es not

emerge." but its non-eme.rgenr.e i~,;.Ill()tt;.iat~d. and Jt is thiB moti'f,st:ional
'"\\

<:!:.;.pa~t!l~E'! that t.\lould need 1;0 be exp LaIned., It is not, cle£~:-r from Anai tt;>
o

~t:(;olltit; how the higl!!:'!' order belief that ~p is "pt£;v+mted tr~m emergi118
I) ,a

it/I the subject. W~w,Juld ~]e'l:.dto r..no;.,', for in~tat1ce, U" there were allY

ml~chanism that existed tc mitigate ags iusr :it;!) f()~illat.il1n. 'tnd how sllch a

met:h 111)5(11 would wor.k.
i..1

the lO\'H~l~ order beHet that p, 5 inco, we!'!': 1.his belief."t?,L)';!J11c fo.tmecl,
, (

tbt;):'(t would f!:r.1se cond'ict.r)(ftwe~'i) it and th~; t11tClldY\~X.:i5A!lg belief rhat.

"p. 'So, for im~t3m;;.c, Othello~s avowal of his loye fer Desdemona 4.toeS

not have' a cO:frespondin$) belief & because Othello l)li1iev(ls 'that lie 16\tis s ,

not Desdemona, hut Emilia. W(lre OthC!llo to come t.o beHeve that: he loves

Desdemcna, (ole il7o'llld have, a paradox of 'belief: eXi ..sting at this l~ve1. 'rho

contt'f.lD1 belier .. 'that he loves Emilia and not Desdemona ( 11[O(E) J &

\\
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·r.[O(D)] ) - must prevent the fOl"llIut;T.on of the lower order' beBe.! that

hi1f Joves Desdemona and not, Em:l.1ia ( ~L[O(E) J & L[O(D)] ) without itself
jj

be,;flI;dng c.o:hsciotls. Audi I s account 1\\uSt: be ahle to e,!pln:hl how the', plief
to 6

CJ that ":p, say. can act as '1, reason ngd.il1st t;h0'''-''£o:rmGt:loll of the bf~H.e:!?that.

~.p, how eft' he' dvow thdt p1
, '~<

the
()bl.ter"'rei(iti(,nsnip ~J.' hn let states:

00 t~ . ,",~....,

,~lotk ."th~ ~Pfin'a~i(Jt~e l;lel

thE: m1(~O:\,ISci(}Us belief tbat
(,1

t.hat, p withovt itself becoming con"

s e Ious , The ques tIot; is ,::,'"bow is t'hi.s i?oS~ibla?' 'l'his se-ccnd problent is

closely relat.{~d too another: the:r,.e.is a moti"i:ltion(Jl hlock i:tsa.ins( the

formation of a higher order bel id a~oYJt the ur.lco:n;r;.i<lu/, beBef tha~" ;;'p

..i.,.e. there is a 71,)tiv<ltion·al block agatnst, the fc.n:matl.on of the i1VO~~41

o

"that -p, How does t.bee>'~Xistel'F'~eof the be1:fd ~h8.t "p motivate. ~g8inse ')

'"the formation of th;; av{)wal that "p? So the problems of se1f ..deception

t.hat Audi wanted to avoid seem to re-emerge ill ;1 dif:f.erent fO:l'm and at
In

anot.her ievel :(I1 hi!\:(2'~,~gltment,.

eVid.~(mcethat wQuJd,,:mpport an ufMe.1come beliefl' and l'}i~rhaps, ita additions

pursue evidence tl'>c4t would ;UPPOl't th~ d(.'slred belief. It is iiVJ;'O'l:'tant,

'tel note that to be in a stfite of se1f-del:.c,pticm. is :to be fIIl)tivat.ed to $0
~,i ."'....-.'"'," .•,.,,-.""""'~-

S,:;ulbildos, B
pp 51~68
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cor.rupt the 'belief"fotmi.ng proct~dti~e, and it thus involves a con::>tant

adjustment by the &ysi;em to cepe wi.th changes of evidence. This distht-

a, state- that is Les.s involved with rf'aHty and t;b.ilt less '·tml:'!c?;(ms in
,:;

o I::' 0-'
"the seH~detl;!iver on the other h~~~dcattempts to shs.pe x'eaHty tc fit his

j t .~,\Ag8:in, the t~macity of the se1f·d,~cfi'll~r .in the faae (d~ ovel.·!"helm'ing
"l\ 1 .
~) \\" . ,

eVi~.'" nc.;.ll·l.',~d~cat~~ WOt:ivatiQntJl c;.o!j:pon'~:tl't: of se1f-deCei>ti<>.n. ,,,,,~,t iis·~crt
~ Q I) ,.0 l)

n.,cess;adly u or .even UStlilll. 'l~. Jhe. CItS~ .......~}J6t the~e be a d~!ib(,l4"ate plan

Sli: act ion that ,;the person syst~ lbU'tlltu)j,,;tdes to follow. This may not

even be p"ossibl¢} gJven ttie £act that" the s~lf ..de.c~ptive process :is usu-
n

ally \illCOnscious, and lHmce rMait!'$ Imartit'alated by the agent. A de"
,. CJ

libifrtlte pI EiU of ~ct Ion US'lsl1y n:q11ires that the ag(lnt .recogrdze 'the

de'Sir~d end result, as weU as tile proGPdllres'rcquired £o.r arrh.-:ing there,
~ '.'

and a(~t.~dirglY, St,iU" th{~ act of s(~1:f"de(~~pti()i1is :intp;etional or

deLiberate in the sense that .it :i,s m!j}:i~!~\.t~.~hy the flSf.'nt; ::.h\,' "J.g~m'·s

tl~:tions are 'Hrp.:~.t;edtowards th(6 holding Q£ the de~L'f'db(~.lHtf! or agaiti$,t
o ((

the reillizilf:ion 9r scceptsnce of<' the",undesired one . In the cn;oe M

'Ii.,

believe that 8. certain stat.e. of af~..·ail7S exj,sts "despite her prior belief,;

or suspicion that this des i:n~canat.e of nf£tdl's does not e~dst. The

prccedurcs
o

'j

for such SQl£ .p€!.rsutlsion may be campl'tc.ated" and would not.

~:tmply 'be the result 'Of a mechanical procedure Inherent in the agent, /1
( !

/ll'tht~ugh such mechanical processes might come into pAay once 1;110 agent
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entered lnto the self-deceptive ptot;edure. Also, the agent. may often not

Ii

UtBy not he r:nret't 1;1 chosen- .. the very notion ot self -decept ion may not
"

tun:ing away Erom helief if there w;>.,tt;?

- . . ~
oft.en i~ ,aware of, the outcome of "thee dec€ptive proces:>; sh~ indulges in

it preciselY in ()td~:t: to achlev~ "a certain state of ud.nd. TIdl".j gosl*

dir~¢t ...d , tele(.\logical ..tyt.,e"behavfnur also suggests that som~tl;ing o":he:r
il [}

c. unconscious ~ or .tn<!! real l!!otivatiol1 for a partic.ular 8cti~}n will not be

acknowledged" by the agent. The quest.ion 8S to h2.~.the agent can be in'"
o ~ ~

volved in a motlvaii.on~' plan that i,s IlOt: at the Stilimetime cotl$cioa~ snd

'":hltent.ional is ~ I "think, & .. the centre of the problellt; perhaps the soJ ..
II

,JltJon ,t.O !ll
.f" .(..N;).::~ltaen ,

'\

0-

S:":''lbed.us argHes that in order for us to hr).\'~, sen~,i(n!cp~ion. :it is s,tf~

f:iF;!i~nt for the subject ti;' S:!L4!lE&her hel i..,1'8 over a peri<,r{ of t:hne. Now

of course not just QUy ehenge of belief. states torU.l do s it is very often

.fll("' ratton8J- pla]l to alter beliefs 'a(!cordiflg 'to changes .in e\t;i.de.nce, lind

it. .is somatj~d!1g we do all the tinm. Soml!thing must be added ce this" d~';'

stbry: suppose thero Is a merchant sea-man who wishes to hire out his
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the (;ona:i.t:i.otl oi his ship, bu~, a.ijIdviatcs them by telling h:ims(£1f that
''''If ,~~

cautious. He may also ask one.

of fdends tr- (~~""lmil1~the shlp for him, knowing that the out come will

be a' {;wou:r;'thie one. Se Ids mlsp:i.Q:im~ that the ship is not. s~aw('r.thy is

>.ttrans¥.()rme.d :into a tf1.st trtat' ell win go I;ell em the j')ln'n(~y) and his

o

reI anqutshad, hi's beli~f that. i{:is ..not. H~ deee'IiI,('!s himseH all right,
'J

" .¢

(We~he.ll avoid, fof trl~)
r:'

, . 0 '.1 . (l ~T

t''im~being, t.h~ problems. 'inherent IiI! the use ,of ,such words as ttsusp~etsll).

8t21: th~ state at the ind of th;a ·whole proc~s$c() .. 't3t$> dece:ived scace, as.
,., ,'c ((

(f)
D

o

a

;~;ilrit:h 'l>1iH ,b~ di$(;.us!;t'~.d .in ~:on1ullction I,dth Uele and oth.c,>.X'acecunss ,
. (J. .', e

,,?

at}l r th1,u that of hold.i:rig two contradictory 1:l(~1ief$shnuti;.t.HIMusly. He
If:6::-ur ~Iays of sdf",de(,bt\ptioll:
!0



(i) negative misinterpretation, where A e:vo.ids ~r
misintel~p:r.ets e....ide-nee that would count against ~he
desiff.:d belief ;,;nat p,

(:U) p(jsitlv(~ mlsintlinp:ret(lti\~n, ~~tiCh invohres A
interpr'1!t:i.ng data i.:n.a more posit.iv$1: way with respect
t().p than w('1111d (rthexwisc be th~ c,~se if A an
unbiased abse:rve:r.

o

. _ 0
(iv) ~;el~:~;ti'leH'
easily Qb~ainable

,in sAarch of less
,pC!

(Hi) "se1ect:ive fOGusing j attEmdin!h loi'ltere /1.
t, f.c:d.ll s 1 to fC;Ct's his Iltt:ent.i<:m on evJdew::e that
count;s ags inst: 'p O!1..:1 .,. !~:'i~ instead en m;?i-
cd~~.~ sUiig~Y&t~r8of p. ~j "

/"
/f~

denc~ f;dthE~( .l(~i .. he:r(,:/,~ o';;et'looJ.:s
evidel1Cfl in ~;upport i0Q;) .ind goes
sccesstb.le ,;.\iJdl::ln~:ein +po;rt of

:::11

Now aecord.ing to ~hlle) none of these fairly common (iays of dec~i'Jin8
,') 0:;

one~e if mvo.lves, tln~holding !1f two cQnt.radicIA,:ry be lief::. by t;-~ agenj ,

Fur' N~le. s~.'lf-decl!pt.l.on., is ~hl1rsctl.'rized by the hotding of a desir.c.d

belief by an agent, who, in other cirC>.lIll~ttmC~s'" fto,'ould nt.')t come, to hold

t.h~ be lief', Tha hqJd;l.ug of two contrad-iitoty beliefs is pnot a nee-ess.lllY

Cqharact~c lstic of self- deception. Mele also argues that the ~gent,(ne~d

,not have", in the past, beki.eved the negation of t:he proposition th,it. he
~ I\~

now desires to beUeve,; ,,/Hot of the, nlf"der.:.~ptive process Illtly involve

the f-1'~venU£!:? of the format:!,on of the undesind bel ief. Mele seus out
Q 'D

foot conditions that, "he '~~'lil:!.ms8:r~! suffic:ieont tor self ..deception. They
o o

(1) 'i.·he hl·lid 1;,nat p Whit.n S aC():it'es is false,

{ii) S's desiring that pleads S t.O manipulate. U.
e. to" treat :JnapprQpria.tely) (~ dnt.\ll1l or data n~h"
vsnt , or at least 1.,i~('minglY T!.'lfNant.~ to· tnt': .t.ruth
v"lue of p.

(Hi) 'fhis manipulation is a cause of S t S acquiri,ug
o'tue qe 1ref that p ,

(:tv) If, In the causal chain betw~eIl:,desire <lI!d. rna"
h~ulation or in that between mahipulation and
beli~f-'icq'lisitioTl, there are any .tlccidental int.er'"

l
\ !

a , e. in cir.cumstances simHar to this one in all regards except that
here t.he truth of t:hat saitlc belief is not des.i:red by the agent ,
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rnedi'lries Oinks)'J or irftermediaries. intentionally
:intrl)duc~d l)y ~nothe!~ .a:gert1: ~ these int~rrJledlaries do
l'\ot make' S (signifi~ntlyc) Icss responsible for 8C"
qUidng the beJiM t.hat p than he would ot~rrw:ise
have, been,

\.:> . '.::...

i;,:t:J,;~
decfsic,n, Making precess, and :inntli.~1:!Ge Sf s belief aequisit.idiui ~ The more

II
Gl

that: extel'nal f<l!ctol.'S inf'luence S!s beH;i,f,I acquisition" the less c.entral

SP! o

o
"

So"the centr8.1 pOint of Mele's acccurrt is that thl~ state of s(>_lf" decep·
"

o

t~lat~ itl"'?the~ cir,futllstancesj the agent,wm.ild .not ilold.." 'fhe desirl! for
d

the t4:'uth Q'f tpe, beHef"cau~es th~' agent to manl.pul~te odata i1:1 such 8'way

"so as" to, build up a <:8.$(;. tor the desiL"l!u .belief, and ignore or othe~ise
r;,

c- 0

mi~fnte!pret evidenc.e fo,r the undesired beliel". So, f(')r instance, a man

nJay misinterpret evidence of his 'irefs ild'idelity., b;f thinking ~bQ,uther

viI"tues • she is 8. devo'!i,ed lllother ~'ho is very fond of her chUdryn, dY
_iJ ~

... and by interpre.~in8: hel"",current strange beh~'Il:iO\~ as illdicat.i\'e. simply c

of hi; wHets new interes't in hf::l;' {lobbies, or s"~m~other f nnocuous lie""( .. . - '

r ivities.

c

sta1;;(' is arrive.a at. The. (!~ndi·t ions gi'.!'CP seem tl' d,~sct'ibe an eml sta1;e,
.' '"ami th~. parndox of seH~declPption may ,,~ri:(;eat the. l€.ve1 of t.he E!q.s.~.~.

'r;-::-.,..f '_'

"rhe cond!t:i.ons described by .l~leahov(t are ip:'ational and itld:l,ca1::i,ve0:;;
"

self-deception only if' the agent is aware of the ~~xistence (or pes-
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p , If an ~}t~nt desires that a c.ertain proposition p be <~rue~ he 3nay

(,Ii QO" <,'

eoncerrt rat.e his attentions on 8cq<airing e'lid~mce in favou!' tjf p without

thereby acting .ir:rationally. The. action becomes 1 only if t.he

fus?'!s to consider ·it. If :t.his is the

of the par ado» (:merges

:.:;des r p. b~t: ~:ealj~' 01:()' .~?
~nd yo,o pOTS ;'~d.' t.if - h~

by Nf.le • to 11,)1~((:,1 1t may be tb1lt;
" " /f:. .
bt' tr8usl.:ttf'«Ar:~P the

),~c~us. i *h~th4t ;; .u',eet. that .p is mere likeI;' to, be hue, "ad

thus prevents the '!tjtmation of tne be~je£ t'l{lt -p. kthat is still 1'U22:1~

to be true,

"
ing. though,""" s the procedure ~):\t)thp. ilg~nt mU;!I.t upderso in order for

tllft evidert(Li! for ~~ - jsnd that ag<iinst p ~ not to enter intt) the dec.isiori
, oJ [l :1 ~jJ

o

making 'proc~:ss. as ..it were .

.and', on,·t;ne Qther hand, ¢ithl!r, the b-elief that "P or the ev.idenee that
. ,

a.

Jri other circumst.l'.tnces. WO~lld" ,;:~d the agent to form the belid -p , What

is of :ltlt:,rest h4~re"~s: ~ha1'1enabi~s the eg~nt to "form the beHef~ 1fhat 'P

d~~p'4te the. evidenc",;) to :he cor.t17·ary? How:l..s it. pos;ible thatr th~ evi-
() j

lienee for -p can be so' ignQ4'sd? Whet arl:' th~1 lll"lderl:/ing ,~(:mditiQn5 that

I!lnm~'f?t th~! posglbHiiy 'of s~h. a phenomenon? QEven if Mele has giv,m

11S tht< minimal conditions f:Yr liiejf-'dec~.\pt:i.on~ it se~Ms" to me 'that cbar~
1\

". ...... ,~

s61\1~:"'the paradox, hilt fl;)n;~s us co look fu:r.tnet· dl)wn tbe orocess t'::h~md
, ".." .. ,:J; ..

I)

"co11fro'rtt th.c. pl}')3dQx. o.J: the 'tension. that" arises !!:h~.r!;, The ,e:ritl~tia
., (/

'\,hllt he gives us' are used within .t,llt~ 'llljt.ion of self-de.cept.i()l:l :I."ather t'han

IHdn&_ ex~~lan'!itoryG For i''lstancf~, (I in order for S to ignore e·,.r:tdence arid,
\ c \\

i()cu.s,I S04,ect:ivdy ~ he muse already have a notten oE what beli~f. state he
"

'Wish(~s tel J~lo.id being; in,. and must thus wc.n~k f!'g.(dnsi; acquiring the rele~D ~ ~
v"mt beUer. Mcle's a~:a1YSiS does also not: tell us ho~ for instance~ SIS

dos:i:,ce tha.t p is able 1;0 cause S to ignore evidence that S recognizes as
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auppor t Ing ~fl. The interesting aspect of the problem ~ the mechanism of

selfmdecept:i.on ~ is \\eft out vI the picture" I thinl.; that a.,M61e..type

apP?,oach needs to bel'u!:,sulf,cd uli.d~:r .r.11oth(~r type of upproach that e:w;.smines

the

::::: ::.:l'::~:"::Cf..tr:":::"Im' tance, :. :::::,:::;1r.:::::::::
,.. \\. (\

/,,' ..' (.) (I

int~nt on sh()w:ing &h world that his t;h~oxies are tX'ue~.and jltho ,-,ants to '~
.~ D
r~j.~t:dve fame and accol.,''ldes for h;.~" {'>;'-'1'it", may obse$siv{~ly pussue m. td,mce

in f~V~ll!' of hiS"o t.heOTYand,' from sheer ar.to~anc.~, l'tIEliY fbtiot~ 01 ot.hCr\'lise ,.~" 0
di'<;ldss data 1.hat.C:,9uld strpI"rt a rival thc(i:';YI> 'fhe. r'i:i~'i;a:rchet vehemently

\>

"belieyes tlflit he .is nght: ~ he does not r egar'd rut: d..vaJ thee'Y as bein,g
(,

well-5up,~orted bY'~":~beevid.enc~ - and alth<Jugh his actions ar '! certainly
-..c; 0, ' c." 'j ,o,,'~" _ ' __ , "__, _, ;,; C ,_;

"ir:rrar.io).').ol, elie ccu Id not be c~P.'r8cr;.er4:zed as decei.ving ~)im~~euf:~Th.ls~"

!,Isaill shoW's,·I 'think. th4t. the fi8tm~ must he .. it1 possession of ... and be .'
(' 0

8W8l'6,cf the 1iijm,!fic~nce of .. the ,avidettc~ supporting the he lief ~ont:r8ry
~ ~

(") i;1 ' '{' ()

to th~ Gneo~~E: fort(,.:. If thl;: I~f s('l; t~H~n1~5n(:,ou?tel' the p.rQblcmSv;s4is·~ ,(-,

cussed IJbcNe.

:Soth Szahsdos and ~d~' s accounxs s~~m unabl t! t(."1 ,Gcount for ',.he probl{im
o

para.l~ox fud:her down that i:s, not account ed for·. Thi problem ~f." tbat thclre
o "0

~ , 0',
is not. sitnp',ly a change from p t.¢ "p, say," but that 1;h· b#Hf.'ts are not

"

.i~\, t-)

'fiu:.re is a t;tage .". where thl.?; Gheri.sh'ed and ~~v(\fI:red
h~1lief is challi.'lIkgNt ~ (lvidetl.ce iG brought forth
against it. The person in question sees where the
{~vidence p::>ints and 'he ~mpe:r:icnc.es ~onf1ict.; he is
plflgued by doubt,.' It is at this stage that he can
l'lllturully be said to believe P and not to believe p.



It seems ttl !ne that this Ls the cp;J.ta.l ll(:)int that the aboV~lCt.heses do

1101; addreas , D~f(}j:e the '3!~1f-dec€l:!.ver can ar:dve at the desired beHef

:;0 through a stage of de(!.(~ivin2 himself; here he must.

;~l;Jlg of tb'lbl'd ..i~'f t.het .}ri. U') his h\ddi"5 of. tbe at: fr>d

p, 811 the :~hi1e. bl~ifi& aware that "P :is m",r<:': Like}y t
i ' ,

In the ahov'l~ epproachas , the pn'lblem of the troc~::;s that thf>
o u I

t!gent mUS1:i'S'ih~OHgh Jst no ... el~~xated upon
, r ~

stance, if' the decEoptionJs made possiM~ by the separation of the beH ...fs
I . 0

:i.n Sf)rne way I or hol.<,'th~ I~esin io~. ~ i$ able t o cause thEl "sent to ig!\Ore

"
We are' not, told'~ f(~r in-

o

. . ... . . . .. ... ,I. . . .. _ __ 0

or ptherwlsl' m8nipuht'l.'! '"1~J.ti~l3ff.' f~:".p. Such (ill avoidance of tills h.S\l.e
!j

entlhlefi the p~t8,dox to '~nlerge cat " lowu hnTl!l. and the ~t ~nt of tb\~
(,j

Q ~
L}'J(l~ld lik;?) to ment.ibh I:un-,obriefly (.In.e or t~o ~n.h(H'f1t',lJosl:lls "s sol'"

10

Gani:l.~ld. J. V fUl.d (hnst;lVt::on~ D. l:' IISolf~lIet~QPt:loun ~;n.,~J~§~:.,~23 1962/3
I'l> 3:;;-)6



be Hcf that p in cLrcumsnances formation of such 1.1 be-

z: ()

,km~c against r £l'f;lpears 'to be tt~YvfH:whelminglt .. fmi' :i.l~t,a:m:,e, if e. man
!l

hf)liC'iH';S :in t!~c innocence of his S,'9~1d2srfoitD ~widl?;l1Ce that points to hci.s

dist:l.n ..

,
f"wt ah~l:,t hims~1lf which h~ :n~c',;lgnize3. his faith d!,·".:i;l, his SOlt '

Hed if indeed his $oii 'f.s Innocent .

"Gu~ta.\lson," 81s,1')don't d'('em t.o ,~$1 adequatdy with t.he case of s¢~e<me 'Who
!
i\ ~

!ll';hat is odd aboj~t (these,

" o

p, it b'tlttl d tllks dru35) or t.i:hnk. or hypnot; ism ~ ",'I!' ps)'choana lysJs to 8E'!t

him to ildmH ,:it .,' even tc ... himself'." They athilRt to expltfln this

l)y~saYilllf, that; "'11 have 7;... (; djff~l"e~t $1'~S~S of "know" hert ·"t.h$ '$ens~
) c:::!r"'.;;di4r

in whidt he know~ he it, nQ~, 8 S~eat at,tis t • is qu i tn diffenmt fr()'f,J
G

the sense in which he wouId b~ lHHd to kntll>' th s if he Wt!x,", tX',{;1.ng~ de-
o

I1benltely - uo dec~iv(~ us into qdnking that he is a _gt.ett ~\rti$t .,. H

km,)f41cdge r;l,J:j •.l'; are , or hnw tIH~Y dlff':;r. '1'1\u:'1'do not pl's\:lllat~ em un-
D

conscfeus Ill) H solution to th~i pl"obl<)ll! of $elf~de(;.option, and so it is

di ffic.uJt to :>oehot., post.u:at.,~.\, (' 1\110 di ffe:tent types of i"nmdng; by it'"

II
II

A''Uothm:ohjectic:m to t.he (1e,hf:if<ld Gnd C,1wtavson ches Is is t1Hlt t:wo peop l e
(I
II

c(}ula form the saee l'H:)1iif $ the same "heBef adverse cf.rcumsuaneea",
I'

one of y,yh(.)!ll WO ~ight say tvi;lsOdl'eeiving he:rs(~1:f and Que of wlwID 't.;o tldght

24

o

o
o

c·
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"ro'bh(~rs,J;lre fleeing the police; 'tl~oycome to e. high t>1all, @ndattempt to

"
jU!A1J) over it. Each robber is small and unfit. and in normal' circumstances

would nc':" be able to jump such Q tJalf. It is slso dark and the wall is

sllppe:ry.
o

h """, ...... tl'hf;n ilSS(~SSiA~f; his chances
o

,f)~ escape. 'The second t'o1:ibm: 5>:1.:,\.ps on' ,;b pi.ece of grass as he tries t.e

11
o

over U;p w~.J 1. he ,,,,as not dl~Cf;~t\."illg,h:i:mself! t.\i!l";tl h*~tho11g'ht he ,,,,,mid do
(.} lL

"' 0p In ch'cuml:st~n(;esadv(~tse to ttllC\ 'b(i!li~f that p: one person was right,
f) 0 G

count for

G- 0 '->

b<l!Hef'~ advers'e cir"cumst.ances. d,~t-.~not s~.)nl ~l'ffi(';ient to ae·

self~deception. oWhat we need f::o~;se1f·d~ception is that the

he1id in

liellef he fm:m..:!dby t1:u~ Jgellt desi'ite 'the fact that he beU;ves the con"

trary ,0£ t'tli; b~1il'.~ or 1 flat ,he rea ',).zes that the tontrs'rY of the belief
c,

()

is 'rdJre Hlu,:lY}'l.;O be t.rue , ,Thls mil,! occur m nbe1i~<f"ad\,~"se ch·(~ulI!·"
'0

~Lm, I!~I~!" hut. t.l:f.' phrase 11:s ,u$\"!'d hy "Canfi'2h~ mid Gus"t<iV$Oll dm~s twt cap

t I" the paradox or t'he tDe,tl'Sion :-;ped Hr... ,)
C'

o

()

"disbelJevins J.l OCCur at d.i..fferen1l and SUCG~s!?:1ve tl.mest' and :the 'litH-sis

\/ ,t.hat. "the agreeable b!l):U.~f Clct:upies th(~ r;'.ins.;hrus mimi \<';'hi.1e tho un-

ple.,1nant one. is repressed :int{l, th,,~ uncense.Ieus , if Demos tnsucad proposes
1:.1

::o:..~~\.

""»-Demos (, 1l1l1~yin8 to Onc~S\)lftt .JQll~!p~llJ?'J_t:'m.:lOl';'i?p..~!57: 1960 pp 588Q59S
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\1

that tIthe ne'lie! ar;(1the dishel:i~f are simultaneo'!ls and both ex,lst ill the

~l'hls dis'"

and go tht" ffii;)vit'-A'lin an att(:mp4: to "forget" about the },/I:.l1n, then
r-

Las b~)nf' .:tWit)' '0 as it w()uld !'ave if t h'1Q ei(,m mt~diCl ne , but th !1;

C)

tention has bl;t'Il directl~A away f rom it and 1:)1,'(') som~n'hjn.g ,,",ls~.
, ~,

a
lady, l'8ys IJNIIOS, with ~il' If'~decep'.

.... . ~f <:1 .. (,
In ,1)enlOS s account,

Ullnfelt pain",
(I I);.' I;.... ." It

sure if it is intelligible. It seeM:': that 01.1:1:"Utldel'~:'C"'ndlC1['!1 of pant

pends not so much on wheth~~' ther.~ is sCitlet~ phYSiC~', &oing 0:," (~n

(;

the
""

.\'

c. hraJn .. e> fibX'e~ fidn~.h 0\' Iothat,f-ver - but rather on. the ph.enolljenol()~~{cal
,\,1 ~I .. o , . I) I: "

HfeelH of the IIE<,xlleriencf: .. X~ there is no h~~lin8.of patn, ~hen it ~~em~'
, \i . r) ",' Ii

Ii . \1

, f s; h b' 1° .. . dl ,., II h~'a e to say tu8.t t e su Ject is not n IJa.ut',r~gar ass Or. wr.~the~\t,.e

c-fibtes are fixing. (Sin::ilerly t a feeling ,,~£ pain is sllf:fici~nt fOil the

subject'to,be '~.i't 11 l'lltin~:stdte. even t no c'·.ca>t'c'es a:rp ':fH·iUg.·?) \ 86
, \ 0, " Q'

Heme's <, f"lI(~mpl~ sepms to inv(,:lvc SOl ran!!f' not{ons <Ii lIunf(', t

if

o

pa~jns' ~i and
I

as tHs is ld~ '.'t'lntl,'!l case for his Ri'COll.ut:, Jt cJ:sts doubt, on ttl.? ~')+ire

II

I
i\

UlHiwar~i f"lJ:
Ii

one another, or rather 0:( wlli(~h the subjm ..t. is 'Unaware.• ~?(~I.~m::ivery stl'~mge

,/f
')1-( gon,~r.aUy & \ he not Ion of twQ, ~.'~nsci(l1Js beHe1:s tbst are



jtlde>~d, • 0 tmless we propose 8. radlcaX split in the subject! ':such 8S one-,
o
'.\

At any ra'j;:e~ this type of exnloretioh is
... 0

I;·

t;o it ~does not so'lve ttw ~"'johlem at hand.
(

bp 1iei" q,cc(lrrii:lg at dif:ft>,rf~'n
c:__.-'

by .itsd! do the' tl"l~},;:. 1(>1", altho~h ,$1; 1Jlu.strat('l's hw the belhd'S can
"I)

be" held by t.he agent, it does not. c~ifY the process used within the
" -~

de(.epti',e .procedure tl:J:pt hi"!figs about t.ile d!:!!;ired mental st at.e we need

,cO to know,h<.)w the ag~nt it; able t o persuade herself to come to believ~ the

6'

ct,utrt\ry of the fle1ief that she n(.)Wholds, g:iv~h that this contrary. 'beH.e!
". \\. "" .'~ .. I:;"

18 known or believed, by"her to be eithe1 false, or to It~ve less proba-
,

hi! i ty of being true t~han thE: belief sh~ ('{nowholds , 0 1 think that there
t (; ..

must: be i.orne kind 01; awaremlss by.:>the agent pf the- tension involved in
",I, II

t Jon (~f tft~ des'i_r.d beljef -p in plac(~, r>{ the belief that p

but 'in attempt w:ii bf.\ madt' ,httP), "11 in tn", paper. At 5ns J·,l.te~ it is

(~()mH:l(:.tcd1:(; the fi'!ctlvational ll'.pl,ct of seli.·'dece-ption., The PQj_llt. "is th1it

• <.l
l'her~ is one way :i.n Whh:~h~~., could haht two ,;on1:J':adic'~:ory c(}n:-'iI~,;ious
bl~He:f:s t:llt\lult.anf!ously, 11n(~that 1.[\ if, ~or some reason , A does not
rca~1;(:'f! the Gonneet.ion !:1(l't~_i'm these beliefs. This may ()CCtl3: •:i:f the
bl~h~fG arese in dIfferent \\lJntexts. er are connection t.o (11tf:orent
Ill"Oaci qvithin.A IS 1}}eHef ~YG.t~ll'i. In this case , ~owevcr, W'c have igw
norance ox ml.sl.m~e:rr::rtaf);(h-ng and not self"'d(;Cel)t:!.on.

'/ ;1

" ! \



28

Thf.s stHlll

wl.'th the consc.ious nature of hullefs " will also biJ (,!xamined i~lgreater

d.et ail C:6t a 18.t(:-1:sti}g(~.·"
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TWO

It

or $pl.i~ within thJ:" mind ; hut there are val ~i)USwa5'~ ,f;1Ia1:~'l~(:hadivis
i;;l i1

conSCiOuS!~ncOl!scii.)US distinct:iOl~. or a1oo8 thl~ Hn()l~ of a;;t~n, :I?S that

opec6te At'.C()]"d!,rig to c.ert atn :principhs; beth of thest>. methods areo,;ent:ral
f".

to Fl"~udiap tlleory. am! will be analyzed in the following chapters. In
\' II

thi~ s.~ctiont ..1 wt)uld.,,,Hke 'Co explor.~. another way pi d.ivid:t1l,~ the mind.

This procedure l!'; OM deveeloped by Dav~dsoll, but .Lt, has been exanuned by
c

ot.her philosophers o~ll!ind. t The J)a\<.idsonThesis (also called the Func...
~" . (,-',

t l.onlll Theory 'by Pears) does: not divide the mind dong the divl'siQl'tfoi of

the min'; w~cse wor.longs deflne and constitute the \;ery natvl':'~" of the

Agent ~ 1.'hJ Davidson partit ions ar;e ~lni?te f1uid and less permanent than
o

t-heit' Fl'eU~illn ((;~mtt·rpa:rts. ;/lr;;! their modo of £:lncti~miIlg :is d:tffetent,

o
,'t.rgum~nt.s to

;J"'ticis,':).l's t,h(lu!tht h!fote the nf!t:.Ul:~'of the partit:i(Jl)S can be "!xtuuinecl.
o

Q «
The theorv is ccf\tred around . :',e; find.in" of an ad:'!duate reason fox: a be~~ 0',. C'>

",

"

See Dll.vidm;m, n "Paradoxes of In;ati~ma1ity" in Wrtllheim and ltoprins
(£ds) , and IIIleception and Di.vision" in l;l:;tf,l;r. J (Ed). Also see
Pears, D r!9,~~Y~~f''-'.<!,Ir!!~tt.A?1l.~JJ!;::!emu Mele, .A J;';:i1E.j~?t.gi;l!i;.y
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haviu5 bcc:l c8Hsed by a mentnl event that ,is not at the sarno time a sui"

fi(;i~nt xeason "" in terms of pl'ov:i.d:i.ng sufficil:mt evidenc;(~ - for the be"

sciroe

on tbe t~st. ,.one can distinguish between havj.t18 a {(''j'lon to believe in

Hefs, ra1nely my desit'? t;hat sucb bl:'U~fs be true. John Hei l tak~s this
. ~

vie~, and hence expands somewhat Davidst')p' s account of Wbilt. W~ sheufd take
c"'" """.'.'

as 8. rU$ct!.. ,We shou'ld ther~fori' 'lodHy the analysis, and S8}' t.h~!t an
irrational beHef~. .Is one that is caused 'by ,~areascn that does not count;

ItS ev.tdenc€i for: t.he truth of the beHet.
"

"0 {~

Defiriin3 exactly what is meant by ttevidence!! :l,s tr lckj'. and mucll' of tMl

piscuss.ion cot{).i!/be pUf;sued '~ith;n the ~'itrls of epistelllo!t.'>l}Y. EvidetH.::t;

p ropos f.t ion p , In thh c~se~.I;most beUltlf:s conee.rn tng p Will b~. j..r't'll·"·,I

Tl.e tl!r'~ I,.:ou'l<l'a1St~ rehn.' co all t.he {!vidence aw, Iab le to It
G

irrstioTlal in the

:!>om~ Te l~v"llt .:lp.trl'1 Is and yet m!~t io)1t) be lids thl'J~ are
~,,:' ,-,

,9ircumst8f1c~~S: W~might. Hmit ifnI:: te:rm to t~fG)", to al.l

is understood 9Y her. So if Su.zy, a scientist skillnd i'l'"1 weather pre-
,'")

dict.ion. bf.,J.ieves that .it w:i.l1 be warn\ and sunny f()t: her part.y the next

3.11 I.Iavidstm, 1) uiJeccpticn and Division" in Elstel:, .1 (Ed) p 85

o
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day ~ despite sci~nt:i<fic evidence of wM.ch she is aware that point~ to a

rainy and cold day~ we would c.lassify her belief as i::rationa1. lIey: be~

lief that i1.; wi!'l be warm and sun.'Il)' 1s caused by the t-.'irong l$ort of thing

- he:!.' desire ,. in the fece of a cause ()x tlw right sort - the evidence '"
u

Stlch.
o

~"he ,\

(I

rat fen",li ty , and preaupposeu ~,t. c A ncn-xat Ionaf creature can!iiot be .~c··

cused of bid.n8 it'rational~ hactiuse the term simply doe"s not ~~pfY, A

creature who is rational must operate within or unde;' a PritlCiPl~\ 6f total"
o \,

evid~nce regu:ir,f?me-\lt. This pd-natp,!£' governs the fO:rt:'H'lt:cion of beUefs
-:'}t~

,}n the light of evid~nce, and says. that) aU things considered\\ it is

,better to act in accordance with tnt\' t,l',ltal eVid~;lCe. that is avail'~ble to
o Ii. ..' \,",the lig,mt, Ac.ting in accordance with the tar-1iI1 e\"ldence _pnnciP1\e does
- - , II

not imply lin aW,areneS$ ot' the principle; an a,gent 'may conform \~O the
~J ,y'

~~h;ti'ltts of 'tnt> principle despi.te en inabi.Hty to fOX'rtil.ilate it. It; may
1\

simply be th~" case that 'We j't1st d:;. 1)p\"H·~te 'tinder t.he di;"rt;ltesc of is
q Q

ptit.cipl~, l:\'t!'Il ahhuugb ::il:-r~ W'fH'idtlg',S .r(~rMtin ircpHt:it. SO ,HI _t,1:'t::lt:i(llIal

belie] is one held l:y the a~v;r;t in thp.; face of U,e ai/an 'lb1e e'I!i.J(rlCI'l."
.,. i'~ "l

and ~gajnslr the" total ~;videM\~ Pxiu,;;lp.le.
II " (I (.I

I o '~\
;1,\

Thh :toX'lll<lti<>n"ti£ a be·Ue! tha.ti,\ is caused. by an eVElllt; that is not a reason
, . ~

fmt ~,tpresents no paxildo~ :in. ~'h1~case of two ind;.'I1idu,11s.
II '" "

\1

have the"desire· that P libe t)::ue, b,q1d by one person (A)" and

Bore wo w~1l1d
-,,

the effc-ct of

th.t deSiro. COUld," .'.":action on. tho part of another person

that A de"!it'tls t~ have e;, new wris.t.- watch :for her },):i'l:thday.
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B wHl buy her a new one if he thinks that A's Writit ..wat;ch no Ionger works~ .

(;.o:r:rectly ~ or that she has lost it. A pretends to 11'.>8(: her wd.st-watch,

ami h.i.ntr1 to 13 tlwt C~ewould J~n,() a new one tor her birthday. B buys

tht wrist- watch. Here we have the des:t1:e that p be true acting :'1:0; a cause

o

g'ift. of d t~;lf.tiol.;tch \.j~)',id come as surp:dse

rl'>lat1(,m h,:;ji(!,,(;Il desH{· and i~vent. as (),;:;.~
(I

r-nt mindst" t1':::Hl w"} have no pa:radox.
I)

~ . . .. 9
';:isli'eS to take tnic', analogy and i.xansf.er It to th~ case of ~ !lingle in-
dj:vit1.ual - he.n.ce his p~~$tulpi'ln& the ex ~;t(!ncf.'of a division witluin the

. (J I 'i (( ~,

mind. 'rhere: ~'ri three c.harlil?terist 5e features that l)nder lie this picture!
c

1\

o
the .,('act that. the mind can be partitioMd, the exist;ertce of "a consider ..

~bl~ structure ill

Davidson do~s ..not spec.Hy the number of dIvisions that exist within the

into which the mind
.,

partitions tliay (1v,.·~rlap, and an element mar l)(,lOng to ono (H.' moria pa>t'tit ion

s;i.mll1talll.:Ollsly. The pd'.nclple ~ccw .li.Tl8 to w'hich partj ..tiQJJs exist or ate

11 Davidson, D "Paradoxes of h':rat,ionaHty" in Wollh";llro and 'Hopkins
(Eds) p 304
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titian. The borders of a subdivision are defim~d by the breakdown pf t.he

ratlonal relationship b?tWMll beliefs, or between desi.l'~~ and beliefs.

Ii Hue is drawn :ia order to p~:1:.'\;ertta belief or desire from producing itfS

effect in the main sVfOtem; thp. :1.i:ration,~lit:y of: rhe systel"' .. ~1Sa whole ist) .
;, o:!) ,I' ~,

ilt!commod8ted by the crBat.Jon of sub-d:1.v:i.siClnr",that are themselves 1'8'"

tional. The irr,~t~:-!1.H1.1i;;;y of the syst'em occurs prec,isr,ly because the
\\

f.widfmc~ tbat: I;.'(,!!11d 11:~adto tb~ coUd_us,*tm that ~l'. 1;;8y, does not incer"

(I

the Hef that p,

di\risj"ns occur in order to both ensur-e (~n internal tst:innalit.y withir?
~ ~

the sub-divisNms. but they '~Jso alh'w for the :i.rraUonality of th'e systElIU
c- . v I! . .,

v

8S ,1 wh~)le. This IDIH,t be SOt as the partition ,)ccUts prl;!(;isely wh~re

the:re is. and in ord~~t to acco:runod.}1te, irrationality. \tihe,rev~r there is

irr~1tionalit;y inv the! sy::.tert'l as a whole there 11"1lStexist rational sub-
(,

di\:isiollS (;r partitions 'tbat allow for this.
o Q 0

(F"'"._:)

One way in which 811 irrE!t:i.ona! relatrunship ri~tweenbeliefs I4f desh'es
,'5f

may exist: is if a d~sire t\ct~ as '~ cause fOT: a beHef without: at tr.e.£<lme

//
that Sam 10V",,5 her •. and it causes 11,t't ;:,0 In-

in \)

some of !.:he things tW, sa.ys or does 'as 1.roc)f of ld s 2ave. f s

in\'it.i.ns Eandt.'[l to tnt:f Itl!1C~ and .h15 .giving her £lowers ar.e :i8n(~rf;dby
~'

S.~zy! or interpret.ed as 8C,,"5'1:0make her jeahlUs. ~'hat is irrational here,

- and what causes the creation of the part'l ti011 .:i is ll.>t: only t.he wish

that p, but the wish tha.t p in th'f. fQce of the (n':idcmce that -1'. A wIsh

'),I
17

is seen as an irrational ceruse of a bel ief by Davidson because a tv-ish that

something be the case is not in. itself ·13uff:i:c.i<mt reason for believing

it to be the case. But the t>lif.;h that p and the belief that p can live.

\~
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b.lpp:ily side by side. ~'hat would nacsas Lt.at.e the fClrmation of the diviu'
I '

s i.on 'c4ould be the hOl~l~g qf the belief that -p , or nhe holding of evi-
q c 'II

dence t.hat" ~Ciuld lead to the ~~lie£ that -pr! The divisie:n would come
~.>

~):}t:,(~')o accoamodate this oth~r belief in order that the iTl;1'8tione.l but
/' "'-.-..--, " ()" ~
d,(1,rdied belie~ ma'y b~ held by tLc agent , In 1;h3s Cilse y,jCw.;:mM have the

<5 <sc

"

other. 'the ei.drh:m,;e that "p is aj,llu:t f;fum tlle bel:~t,f t~t
!.-\

. ~
p or "p. Such beHef~l. will belotlg to the ov+.~rl<lPof th~ divisions. 'I1H~

picture wi! 1 Iook som~thing IlkI':. this:

C'l "
The divLsions rPperfte along the Hnes of a fUllctional thesis; beliefs are

assigned to compartillents ~1I"cording to the way the:,/, fun~~1:ion within the
:.0 \\,~

q,;.
be1i,ef sys,tero

o
' The thet.i!'; lttakes no dire(~t. use of 'the ccnsc.Ious l uncen-

1 /
.is ntJt appr.rent ~ flU!). so thcdr ,.xvert. contt'a~iic'Ci(m if:~d not be agdressed

"
by the qent, dospitc< t.h~'. fat!t )jhat both

(Jt'~er kinds ':f explanations .may(be given.
() "

Tho th(l;~,is is neutral, ..~.hdnot

it is sUffic.iently explan~f;O!:y without entering ltlt.O the conscdeus I un-
~. 0

u
conscdous debate. If such. a move is necessary, it is probable that the

!I

thesis t4!)1l1dbe ~bl.e t.o accommodate it without :relinquishing too much,

;1
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At any rate, .;it is a problem that lies outside the main domain of the

thesis itself.

(>

_~~~ the assi&ning of a belief c1loa sub-syat.em isolates it ftolll'+:,:,::<)main
'\ . '

~\\ (1. .o

)'clll ~ but !;~oes not n~ccssa:::Uy pX'~vcnt the b~Hd 1:1:omaffecting the
.c->:

agent. "¥!hat this means is that the Il:,signing of be1i(~fs to different

may not
deui:red effect,. , the

Ioves her" .What merdy hill}) ,ms :is tli;,t tho b~.<li0:fS are tlssigned to d:tf ..
"h, . il

ft'lrl"mt Syst*,::I'!i~tyith5n tnfl n1'ind. and 1..1\0:9 can cO~13,;d':"·tquite happ1{~:r as
o

"

long ,.If'; th(~y dl'(\
., ()

fO,xceq 1;;') iqt()p.:, The: pr:ilic:i.ple that i,s at WQ:rlt
. c- .~

L' /~

here is one of int~lha.l l'st tonality ~ ,,,<a,chsys'tell'. is governed b',t itso
princ'lple of rational c....onerence. F·(1;tlih;:t'm~e. the. funct; fonal theory as"

L,' UQ . (i'

\.1

ivuid, a split is ct,'atec. HX!da ~Ub"sysi;em appears to hatbq~1.,:r the nth. ..
p I

('rwl.~e inco.n...mutiblc belief: 1\ Either"th~ oersond.s ablei'1!O'avo.,.\~d t'ne fur"
(;.I'r , • f )1 n 'r ~

matIon of't.he" b:'tahiona1 belief, 'pr it wi n be IlSSi8t1~, to ~ "sub~ sys~em, :'
('. .0'" "\\.4\

What this means is th~t the n£l.ture of ti~ split is d~in~g in terms of
/~

. ,,,:: "

the :il :l:v'l;;i6n~l.t~:'r.(')£ the beli~f that PI TeJ,,~'!ant to t,h~ main (o~ anQther

/)

thesis, which was dble to get indepl1.prl€\n~,cvidenC0. in support of it.s

postulation ()f art up.consciolls area w:lthin \.the mind.

thesil!>~ a belief is assigned t~j .::\sub-system if :it is irr;ati(Jnal .. ~bat
(j

i$~ j i it cannot be accommodated.mte the main belief sY!i.i'~f!,in... r.mt; nhe

c

beHef. To quo'!;,,;Pear.~. nE:!t'e: II So the 1~hcsis. that no degree e:f avoidable
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i:r:n:l't:iomllity is pcasIb le t(7ith<lUt a schtsm, wi11. b§l true by the definition

d11

I i' r::r; it
II

hom 1I.sk.iJ.t:g quest iy?!S Mtur" ./t!?d 'Us Dr tl1l3 pai"t i.)ns..r\ ..H 0. f

Tl·Q.·'''l~ ~ t~J·<l·IL,t , I "II t' "I'·'·I"tr><'···:'·,r"l/:., 'I' th~L1~ .. OU.'.J In .•t_l:,ft'~,,,· m~p, )G~~SlJ,(! n .1.,r • q._.>c."" .• 1:!:!'Cl'l, . (, nper'"

8.tqons of t~." lhll'l.1tWrH. ~. I:i.i~:.:li' rtot ';if'll any IM'or;,raaCi(!n r~g::l.ttli!lg

nmch~tliS!rJ ·of opt'r<li~if)1l 0,1 t,l.(~l1 ·:d.it:Jons. F())" insvm':t~ is" th~,'re any
.,1 I "

t.li"~,t1t{Jdof t;'('I1.~<>l"sh,;p bH\.(~en tf'~ part ions':., 'nil n I)' be f~r:l impnft,Ylf

cons.ider at.Ion in. r inst,m(;(~~lt~e axt,a\\o:f ~)l'Jr1'~ Fol' f'x;,mpl.,:

may df}Cf,i\~e herseh v;~l:h n:~srfer..t ~') I.l {l'l'lrt;;l;~n P:rOPC(dt:i'1;}"p.Ck~li~ \lil''l)nt;~i

°'1.1' , • ~'I 1'l 1.. .;,)1.ttl,,; ~.\f\ H~we t.nat !' 'J.S tllW. ~(E"~ a ~ 1.:.H! ..,~nh: sUt>f·t;:1..Htg t,t8t;;.i:P IS

ptohnhJy tr ,:;.e. w( bave ~,~e..t;l on (1 Jf1ii\; it j,w :>h t}I()(~'Oiut ;yf

'I •
r.ha1i • ill, wi t.h its -sup-

paJ:titJ~~l~ \ddJe thf, \o.1ish th.,:; 'P "
\\j

Hnd the th,;l1~I :i~i l:oy,lmed c, tU'O
I ;
I

,t~ fl,i,::tut'\'t of h<.\N

\ 'I
so"\(\. \1101\".0: SAW 1:H~1iev\:)s 1;hat f"\\·, t.he d(,ls;ir(ld

true , but she stUl hfl~b;rc.; t.he Buil)picion "'e}Ji'~t
\

o

P 70
((
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provention of the uades i.red hQ1ief '"!P in th~, ma.:l.l:. system must exist:. That

is) t'he fllm~:ti(1i!i11 thesis :L[J~11ble tl) pa.int a pi(.:t;ure ('f the' (lcc;;.'mmoda~;ion,-y-'=\\

so.

tho
C)

'.~tetH;:~n"of ti~Ils.i('J.n ~'.i.th.i.f.1~ tlc\;} d,R(),nt ~jncc tIlL;

~*~'~Ilcreated" and no furth~t" lll{}ti,vation for k(\i~!J5!lg" the two bc.liefs ~ep"o

~nce tt .:lppC8r,~ nidi. such not:.ivatiot(s do ,ltldeed
-:

c
(1"'i:ist, tll;ii milS pl·esent prohl;'\ilS f()j;~ thCfunct:'i<.1JiJ.l lH':C(:'IU1H.. So tld~ laf,;k

of a fuller pictlH'e, of the" We \:lei ns; mechan if;.m
II

t'h(~ panitiollS, prevent's
(, "

"'. Jolm H<!il
~\

1Jnvidscm ,1,) not e:~p]I'1'l",
~.j;~

"mum, hn~nk. tlovm

()
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'':':'

be 11 cIear case of :Ln:ational intention Q1: action. The picture wouldbe

..as follows:
"-:r ~1';;JqclWII/l.t.

.(,t'''!t ...u ~I..:.".I'
(;.·"'t.r::JII'''.j, :£. .s
J:.. s-t ".l t. I..

if

J.t

(1

()

O!i(,xl1tiClll ()f t!.,~pdm; ipl;; tUllt {jim shotdd
()

j u(f~t'me{lt, He!!1 argues that. in urdez fer the

irrat;iol1Slity to, ~;:k:'MI' we fuay have to JO(,;Kacress., the sub-sy§tems to see

"the full Pic.t;.1re.'/ s« in the f'boveJ'XlI.mp~'e} t.he irratJ<maHty hi th(a re-

:-, ~suIt of 'hA,~;iol..,.ltI~nt of th~ ~ntf';ntio cc l.nsul,t, on th~ "basil. of the desire

to In•• I~ ," andJr: <'un)¥"c' ion "it"~1botll Ai5 jUdg(;'!1\;n.t; that it .:w'bUldhe, ! a
cs: h~st tlot to insult i:'. apd the prlmjkple that OIIt~sh(:nt)d-C:ic~;,in accordance

'with one I s better jud8l~i\lent. The j}<r'1t is that in order to app:u~ciate
"the itratic,u$1.ity of the sy:ftcm. we rlmst leek I-~t the entIre .pict~\~ .. v'"

must loo¥ ,l(;rG~'S the divisions. TIlls !bl:ill~~ us 'back on..",. i.gain to thl!?
c

ture '11., {~'.ollcf~rn()dwith the hreaj.:,tlowl1 ():l:

(;:\., ' , c .
of affa:hs i.nte) minor Clomy.~f*t',tttJ('1\t.s that' are th!?m~.aV"'..e'$ l'lit 1,Ol'Ht1" anti s.c,

,. \1" "co

not f'l'or,lemati,c. what. is" not' e,xplt:ti.nefl

~ potentially irratiDnal state

o
lww't.hc5(' systems ti;(\t); int(n~C'Lt

\\ (l

in order foX' the 8?,!/"I,)t t.o n:u:m an 'irlmtiol~al belief I')r pCl:f,otm an :if.'t,.I- G

t:i.ollal action. The point is t..J:d.s': if the, agent, cct~ in accordance wit.h '"

irrational. Irrationality enners only when we combinethe be.liefs of the~



main system with the S'ub..divisioms creaeed pn~c:lsely to harbour the con"
ti

flioting heH(~f. Ii the agent. is not llbli' to ~iee across the. boundardes

of: tho p6.l'tH .1IJl1S No :l.r this viewpoint. :1.15 available only til.) an outt~ide:r .i'

I S bet !.~r

by tht' functional th(~sls? It is

Hgfmt. <lV;',H f', .at some .1c'1f;l, of
r .

syst.ems 3 l.ow ti:! s 'tlq acror,'\M "~iated

.imf"'tt<lllt tr) note thatJ in'~::h~~\'~;'~:1{'.,I' .
~)desl:red bell,);t .!.n !)~~.J.!:J~:'!L?~.:~~YAA~'~11~':~

1:~?"".,.~l.!~.., $:li:.t.!.~~1l '" and :it musi b.: evit'lHlce tnat the ~6\'n't "Hc.r$clf kn"'M$
. 0

wgl.dcl count a&ainst performlrtg: the ect'l~n (L' forming the b:fA·l~~£. ll.1'i:i IS

i;l

etirli~r.

()

the action pe I)rmed, "then We must ask how th~ V.It ltlUS. syst,;ems are able

to interact (I)

Aluthm. prdb~,'m is Lhat i;lvr>~ tnli5t ,::d~,,,, qt;it\~ 8 ~a:r"e overlap bet{o.'eer
(;::/ '';> d

eU It U~I,!ite ttl tlH~ SUll't~ h,~lief'

o
'D

wl11 hav,:e !any beLiefs in commb~h'fit1:i ~~:r 11l:1i\ll£ that Sam l.oves S,m~lra<
• \/ c

o 'rh~re may arrse h~re t.enstons .in the main bel Ief system, such as wll~m out:
o . ,(~)

(~f the ~,h(tt:ed be1:iefs has mo~e conuect Ious w:ith the hf' 1';,e£ that jP in the

d . t. "
person S InBlfi systPIlI m!iy b~~red- .'~ated to the. sub ..sy~tt~iU, 'th(~reby nl'm1.ting

large gaps in the POl'S{Jlt'S bel ie! system.
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o

a

the I';x4l!l1pl(ls ,given by MeIE', are t.hose that. :i.l1ust::r.ate tYPf~S of h(~havivu.tist

pC n;1lUSlm1.
()

For instautf't. e

c

Hen W~ ltr.ve a mental cause iJi anorher mental item I hat,.c is not itself tt

rU\)on for the ite,nf:" Male t s argument against Davidson is th.'1t t.here is

ofte~ no need t~"postulnt; di:viGlon& "'it-hin the mind" to accollllll{)ci61te

P&"$e~effe~t p,t.lixs that are not at the same tblle ruso~t"1"i>csult(e,ff(;ct)

114irs; lIlany !lach caos~-effec;f };"'a:irs have an 1:ntclligibility of thl!:I.t own
", ~) . - .. .. ~ -~

..: t> <.~ , -,'

wh~~ they are se(ll1 i~ the c.Ol.'ltett of' the larger seals or $trat'egies of

\l
o

I)

~stulatin8 M~ntal divisiQns is ofhn Hl Ilnnece~Scary com-

pHcation.
~ " .. .. '

n4vi~s(m woubd n~ad to Add another condition that wO\.lld in"

h'rhaps tHs cr \.t~tion :r.,igl1t. be that: the agent, he) p.r:ir,c:lple tha];
\)

[)'()

she ought, 'to act in ~H"Jndance ....:ith twr j1l0~~Fmf!L! of .,what t,Iou'irll';be hN,t

same t:im(~ a rf'(H~on"re$ult pai.r do~s n~!~ go i1gninst. the agent's pl'inl:.;iple
i~ .?

:it ",lould he b~!'-t fo fH~rfort:1 another act:f'on, chen there will, be M
~

~Oo ) division w::t:h:hl the (:Ige!rc"s mi!ld, i;"S:iroll~:t'.J.y i;f the cause-

I:')
D i). II

o
H~\ld, A lr.,X:,,!:b'!:S)11~1}!:Y: esp , Ch(,lPt:~.~t'6
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e.ffe~t pail' is a.dopte.l, by die a~ent for some other purpose, and :is hence

lUoti'l!':;:tl;ed. Tills would 'be tile case In , say, the example cof the smoker ,

th.e

(,JV<et rid ins. of the ur iple that
t,b!.., c i rcums t ar.cus..

r-,

Suppo~p. tbtlt Anna ,wants t(, stop smol(ing~ ~
• -I.

o UJ do h: w(·uld b('; to engage in some klnd of ave~:siorl 1>heupy. She dee Ides

tbet whenuver she desl.!es to smoke. she will for~r ~erSf!1f to ~at.ch a very

v iot~ ,",o'lie, Anna hopes that Lite dls~usot she ~'f~e,1stoW'uds thf fHtl

will. ,com~ to be Jissociated whll. sm~kingy and she w~1J ~\Tentual1y lJ,)se her'
Q . II . ' j

dss Lre to smok~:;Q°How~vert s1;ppose that Alma t.bjElcts t() 'the making al~d
~ "., ",j I
~ ,

~howing of v~:ry, violent movies M she finds them inor'ally ;'eprehell!;ibl,~.
Jj ,

~,he f~.e15 that watching such films is more darnag{~~ to herse Lf .. albeit
1;

I)

stnckjn~:. So now if tl.m'ld W~l.'e
fi If ,

mel~m:of ?tOPPh~.J.OkjU8' her
\)

s.crons.. r ';'l(d ief. On the oth~:r hnnd, in Me}·eI s E::I(i;lrr..t-il~ ()f. the smoker ~ th...
, ~

act undert.aken -..;,.!S ~.lerf()rmt..d :Ln the i;gf!rtt's best ~nt.e!·(>sts. We ~'pu'ld
• \\ "IS

perhaps s"aythat, al t.hough the Qaydrr.'ami~tg abont noat~s in the Car~bbean
~

wat~~)n.9t((lin its'f:lf 8. nl~son for givi.ng up $;hok:tng. :it \I:\S employee bY' the
D

lt: may h~w(~acted as .3 nQn-l'~8.BOn cause of the P;))~t;Gtllar act.ion of the



42
was no other reason that mitigated a~ainst the dayc:h:carit:tns plan. So I

think tll/lt Mel e ' s ohj~ct Ion to Davidsc)n can til?! ac(wmmouatt)d within
i'

Davidsou's accounc , aud does !l\)t, I think9 pos'e a gt'(H'l1; tiH~eat. to it.

the

}:(H)SOn that Wf~oftoe'lr ha\'~. to look !t2ross d.i.visions

tho f(.i:r;;e .;t{ the pr4~dm, '~lit,:iS t;;onH~tldng • he t ;.1nn.,t dCI. and :;0 J)

\'i \'~':;t1(:m .aboVe ~dat~s
o o

to ,thjs point, Anot.h~i~ p!':oblenrS that we are ll'~,tgiven any e:xp18M;ion

'or deScription of \he genes ;..~ mecllan hm of ('/P~f.d·~~,~llo,f the part it,ions

. we; are not told !!~ ~e arriV4:1 Itt the6f: dh,\lil)ns. ''')n.''tha followln,tJ
a l!:, .. ·63~

chApt~r$, I shall gX4mjn~ the Freudian account, 'i' f. t.h\~ natu;rEf,\9£ .: lUent,~~
o I ''\J.

:' ... II' -\~-

divisions where criteria for. t¥eir genesis a."1d..funtt.ioning are Pz~~tU9
,; '- ;~..i) , '.",~,.

lated, and hnce the prob1ems U$ociat.ed \¥ith t\l~ Davidscu ian c.~,.e .I~'t:>'(.'_
'\,.
"'.;..,

o

-'I o

be 4'Voio'J:\d.
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:FRh~UD: THE TOPOGRAPHIC 'I'HEORY

;) (.)

'",(mId l"yc to metJ:'.j,:>n one 0)· ~itic1sms of this.type

1 think that, this will be ,lsehl insof-<u' as it will.,

either avoid:> them or does
o

furthermore, some (1~,A;h~ probl~ms ~o be dis~

"cus~ed arl! ,fairly general t,};:)t1U:il'" ran6e .. that, is, they k!OlJ1d apply r:;;;
,," ;;

any theory within this broad appseach (the app:::aach be*~g that of 'dle

"divided "mlnd") • and so for this reason at le,,'s,t need to be tMnti(.med.

't' '"

w:>.l1 beo'addtessed dtfH:\r in the, qody ¢f the rHscussion shoull1 It seem
o 1

"tel(want~ ot at tnt! end of the di",c\l~sions~ whe;, the ,theses, under sCl,'utiny
"

\>'3) 1 have (b~'Hl discussed. One i!lore word of' In t.he followj.n~
"

SliY tbl'F I do [tl;)1:: Itll;<ltl this t.erm the bx.ain o:t t1H.~ ind:ividual.

. h tI • dll·... tJ . ". '. '. "I 'II':,; 'f ' ' 'l. .'~ 1
1&, t: e tt::.l'l mm I!Ol:tS not, "iI~t,:.!S5aX'li,'Y IIJ.~' tlr t.o any p!1;:'5l.Ci't (·nt:qlY •

., ,ii
.is e'.~large ~nd complex :lssue 'liin

'b

8uff:ice it

The
the

what its relat.ion
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Another issue that needs .to be raised at the stat·t, of my disCllstfioll on

FrBud i.s my approach taken ill the handling of the Freudian mai:::erial. I

entIng [Ireutfs Ideas accuxace.Iy, However.! am~.1.lso inter.est~d :in '!,.,sing
";;'0

i~--:-:\ '-.>

the. l\'l;',mdial'l.ltI~t~rjal as a source for el'etrtive i.deas in. 1,,,,cking fD:r;.\11" .. \T
o

1:ICllution to th~ appear to !tad me

\)

() !I

if Jilt.
(('I
'There 8ris~s the problem of whether th~ flOt:ion of a divid~d mi.nd is at.

\j
Q c

all intelHI1ble; To quot,~ Davidson her<a .: t!{the theory of mental parw

t~ti()l'Iinsl r.~emt" to nql,li:ce that thoughts and df$ire~ and even ~cti(ins

b~ cntrib\lt~d to something less than, and tlHH:efo're distin(;.t· from. 'he
i' 0

whole person. But can' we llIake senS'~ of acts

thM8 of an 8~end'ia A "d:iv~d'ed rnlnrl" th~~i5

and ..t t itu.des that a'(~ not;
\~
II

'tB.isesprobl~ms wi~hin the
.:I

area of agency het:?.l.luse it seems to sp l Int er the ess~ntial ,unity of, s~lf
(i (j

,
neceS!itir~ for \¥ notion .cf ~gency at; all. It~.;~ at t r Ibut.e the behaviour'

,(.;t'belit!f"st~ti?'cf' an :im~,iVidual to the intep\ct.1on of v'lrj(ms,partitions

course, the, pro~\edure$, fOl~ dividing the mind. As lfii 11 be seen , one can.
(I' . :~\ () 0 "

div:i.de the mind in a -Vcl.ri4!d:y of ways, and the a~$uments for th;:;, d~vi~~it.)ll$

I)

"Paradoxes 1)f In:nt;ionalityn in Wollheim, R (Ed) p 291
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also GreqrrJ.re examintttian. In this section I shall e~~m;,ne one of the

theses p~;~ forward by rt'~nd,
c'

o

<~

~reud:ian theory of the .miud can be sepatated into two broad theories.

f irst pres.e~tcd by Freud

The second propose l s., tu~ shuf.·;ural th~~ory, was d(:',v(~.lolH~i'i:in 192.3 in Th~
n

it has been

, ~
the<.lI:.v'it,upercedes the topogt:iphic t~eor~; that is, it: has been argued

, n

/j ~'_i

th~t, inS(tMIi' of wOl'kini; with both theories, and sWitching from one to
l}

the other depending on <thei' phenomena to be explained t wa should use only

the idees 41ld :te,rrninofo&y Qeveloped in the ~t ructll1'4 1 theory. In this
- ':.:

papn, h(l\lGver,t 1 shall exall'dl'h; both theories sepa.ral:ely ~ and not con-

centrate anly on the structural the6x·y. The reason for th:i.s is. that the
()

. ,

th_floriu postu14t.~ the diVisions of thn mii,d 4::. occu~rin8 In different
u ..,

<D @

w'ys, and it will be.,,'llseful to bplore both of e(;he.s~ pic.tllt(:s. Fu.rther-
Co t'" -: ' ()

mvy.6.0 the divisions P(lstI.lJatet\, by the topographic theory have been used
~ c.- . -' _'," u

"0 0
8nd thus tne ideas PLl"tult~t~d by th", dieory l'ifttve a. n$ptct~tl {1(l,,":.ein t.he

'literflj,IJre. () kist>, al.t.:b(II.:gh th~ IPbi' :g,tf,tj,lnc 'tht· )~y wa:.(lMipen:;(?,1ied by the
" " , [I

sd:!l(;tural tht:;or.y. for reasons nentiorl'J:.:i above l'tnd t.o be ex:p:tvred 'f'm:ther)

it. may be nile elise t'ha1. +J'l.Q ~()~11'r'~1rri(;th~6ry m~y lld.eqUllJ~1Y "cxl' lain the

net ton of .!;elf-dm:,('p1~ion, ~,~, if it cannot; account f(jr qthel~ kinds of
'i) !)

menta 1 functioning, However ~ even it 'ilia acecunes are inc(Jmp'1"cible, and
1\

1'10st notahly by Arlow and Bre1tt'fi'r.
and the St::t:t.H!t~1lral 'X''bem::\, ''_0··'-"-··""--··-""·'''·'''1:~···-'-··'''·~'-··'''·..
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the topographic theor.y turns out, upon e%ami~ation:) not to «be .ful1~) ex"

plamttory, i;he fact t.hat these two t.heor Ies a~)e still R5?.!:h used ~Qday
,. Ii

witld.n psychoanalytic and p'sycholog~c.al dis~bssi<on seems to wei:rrmt .a
o k

div ides the mittd intc) what is eonscdcus tlL: un-
/

The question of divJsions

.sc Ious , while what Is now corrsc.ious may,C:~;'t,a later st;lige~ ,he :tepr~sst?:d.
/1

Thf!n~ is ,_~c~rt8inty a~-yto ';.,thethi:<r fl belIef ur i~e'acan b~ ~"imult.aneously
6 ~. .~.

COW-ColOUS and unconscfous , Th€t~ is discussion :in Freud c.oncerni!,.g a

'belief tbat is r:E.!pressed. jLis p~pa~,IfN~,gat ion" (192,5). iI Freud discusses

"i.ndic,ating ccns c Iousno.ss of the subj~ct
., ~",~~// .' o -'

only"~to de~t • that is,. deny that the,

matter or C(mtflnt of. (!lU idea -

c
asaoc iat ron is a true irtdicl'l:tioll

o

pf the $UbJ~ct's belief at at.e ,
(i

F'reud ghres the folloldrlg ey.alnpl,:

o

be. c Tt'~ !!.I.?~ my mother.' We {the fmalysii emend this to: ',So it i~: hfs

mother,' In (')1.1)'; interpr;:tatlon~ ,,;I~ take the Hl'erty of di~Hregard~.f.. the
• <.) " 0
('J

!1eg;:rt.l.(.'A and of picking out the "uhj(!'~t¥rllfltte.r a lone of th(]"/;t$!wci8t:ioU.

It I;lS ~:h(l1Ighthe pat ient had said: tit." s
o

i:l!fH: my mother c,une :I;l1to

association count. "'P Thus it seems that ;:a meDti'il com.ent :ts ab1e to be

conscious dnd repressed at thlO:same tim~.

(1925) Freud Pel Lean 1'!bflry Volume 11 On
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by dividing a belief 01' mental event into an ideatio~al ~art and an

.emotive part. The patient accept.s the idell~ional part of the idea ~ hence

th{~ro may be. an intellect~Jal acceptance of. the l.dea ~ whne. the emo1.;ional

en: ",aifec.tj.·v",jaspect of the idea sUIt undargces repressacn, By negllting

something, the pa:(:i(mt is ":i.nf!ffe~t; saying· 'Jf1'his is SOl~rth:1.n8 whi'Gh !

shou1d ',refer' \;0 l·e~)t'C.~g.HI 'l'he:re i.s awar.eness 0:£ tlw .~~.1;1;_heras a nos'"
l' l .•• I>}'\ ~.

sil''L'li.t'" - the t.1l()Hght .!s ill the "'rb-o - hut f'.t' .•)tl(lS1~'''' " ;'hWlld it..y .. ,:{, J. ...~, " ... i .. t.." 4-.:" ... 1-' - ... .... "", 1 ':! -"', ','-{J, ,(}

,.
:5ci(;us H:d 11l1{:01t~."clons :is uYlcet'ta:i.n: 'Hm,;ever) I thi:nk that it is ct.l.,ar

1.hd~)nIJ~,t!llt~.hatare characterized by consctousness

(11

'll
\\

.is I;;haracterizecl by consciousness. say, ~'i.n ~ot 9verlap w1tb an uncon-
o

Sc.io;us area ()f the" mind. This is,".r think, llti,plicit in the net fen of the
I' ~,

I_j

F:r,:~udian agencies. So alth(nl~h an individUal mental conuent .!flaybe
C1

charac.t::eti.\l:e~ by", both consciousness and unceusetouseess (perhaps in the
o'~

way ou'tline~., above), th~ 1~r8el' partiti0l~-·"·~)he
_ , .:.r_~ __r

'teriz~d by one quality \pnly. . ,. '\J

{{lind will
/",,-,
\"c;rJ

be chattac~

Ci
L)

rl:eu.d further divide!;" the roent:al appatatus juW thl"('1 $yst.~~m$~ llue t~Qn~

Tho pes
1/

stands '. fJtlt;wee;n COllse u.)usr.()ss and Unconse Icusuess ~
,.\

can become consciollS, it must pass through the
conscfous is not consclous (hence "hat :is pr,·';t)nsc:iou$ is also uncon-

scdous) ; but unlilre th~ Unconscious the bystell1 0(;5). it can (~asi1y become
I)

J)

ccnsedous , .. whereas "'hat is Unconscious may l;locoffi<Y cor~scious only with

e~tX'elfiedifficulty, if at eJL

'arc hl>',\\CClls-ed in twc; different w~ys, and it is .important to distinguish
II~

between t:hc'di££el:'¢nt usages in oX'de!' to a'\[oi~ con£usioIl~=~rst.1Y! the:
-c-.

the: nature: of the: mental



... Jn this seit.l.;.e a thougllt or belief is ~ither
')

th8t. is ;it is apprehended by the p~l'cept'ual system (if it is conscious)

l\ 01" it is h~ld '1Jtll,lwares by 'the .agPrlt (unccmsc.ious),
'\

On the other hend~
c

,til\) terms [ire used
() II

tbe r.;;Y~3telll pes
"

unconsc hms. hl~tthe thoughts iwd hol.ieis h~l'>11gJn8
i~ r":

il}le t.o titO!'J.S(~i~)f)S11ef3sr~ ~{.~n(~f~ tICS, ¢

to

·0

systems
\\pIH;1meters; :;the.r fF'3tun,s elso di.stinguish ~hem.

,':,

a
For lnstatlcel another

the unconsc ious ~s not.
n ."
};:,

hell :itat(:s the 8.cCessibJ 1itv c.
:, ,

,\
linguIstic 9: all. The,.,cquubt".tion with lMKua,ge

r: 0-
Preconsl;ious tln)Ughts {C) c':);'lsdClF5~less l

• 0
8:1thoug;~t.he, reason for this acc.es$ibiL~[ty is th~ lack of t(',p.tession ex;'

i'he sysur/;:i,pCS d\!!velop~ "lJ!1:;e:r :in th~ indt.,.
i! (~~;~.~.. . .~-q'

vidual than the ues. and its behaviour \~'more "adultfilike" than \the UGS.

'!'t'tedon Pret;;.onscious ideas.

The instillct.s of the U;ICtmi!'H~io\l:'{! titr.ive £01' {mmediate "sytj flCllt,ilUl,
o II

while the work Qf the. Precons,c:iolls ia t.eI' d!l 111,-2,ratitlcat:ioj, ",1' a wish
Ii . () . '!

in th~.\~ce of r~ality.
/\

,,;es.sih!c to consciousness it nn,~t' pass

th~ fact
(:OP"G1QUS or unconscaons ., they aT,,,! <:'hJ.r~c,t..~:r;"~i'!dby (.n;hwt

\) !~ (.~'

Whet.her these otlv,;;!' di,.r il1!;';ui~;r,jns, h'i'il'!.\l~·es are
r_... '';:

[i

Centl:al to the l':reudian ther'lis) and.also to dH:~p:coblem 0'£ s~1f:d de.&\~ption

(IlS explored w:ith:i.n t:h~.s model) is the concept of :epression; it will b~
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This means either th,at the
'""-"censor is d.i.vided against itself, or'else the c~nsor req'Uire~ the exist""

ene«: ·)f another cen: or to hide" its oper;:~dons frt>1l1itself. In tilk latter
" ~_"""""".~;.f.t,",·H~,-,,-•.;,..o+. .. D

in',;t<'1nce we h,lVe tha l:l':obleID of en :i.nfinit(~ regress of censor~; in the
o

,~

post" tate another <!('!lsor 1'1:'I<lt wC!tl1d Opel:8tt~ b(!twnen the d i.vi.sIcns , Wf,)

COvel: t ~ that
_Or,'

e,
,'i' "

,0
()

The latter p~,j,!lt rai.s es a prob Iem r'':;nHdJn?, the :ic;t:ivtty of the Gens'!)r;
J II

how does tt'<le~~sot ldUe its (?"Ill (/~ct :1.,;i.{ ti~;s from cons iou);ness'l If; the
U: \., 0 0 0

censor belongs to th~ system PCS, t;hen its operat.ic.Il1$ sh9u1« be ('nlS ily
c

o

fr~~the very notion of It censor " that shou td this occur ~ che tensor. w(mld

"f'reo\!l discovered, ,.in: "the tQPog!'aphie theory • and wh~ch prec.:i.pitated the
o Jl

"
c "wOUl~d hal' accg~s to H".-'i\concent.a of the t!n,;o!lgc},~US and of the Pr,icon" o

!;U 0

Sieiou's 1hjt~Ollt belo1lging to either system. It mil)!'.or may !Ic,t have access
c

t,!.,) the pc.:s; since tM pes is itself a fi1t,~r:iJjg agent, it is most'H,k(:ly
9 ~\

{Iwltrc of the cC'\;ln:sorillg act:i\i:i
0:;1 [0

"
'{.ii('uld Jtot;;"i!'c~ssaril ...

~'\~> ,~" ~

(,

way as to make. tll~ topt')graphic t:heol'Y AntremE;ly c.rill'lbersomn, 'l'hcrt, is no
'. . (/

geed "reason tlmt. would mq,t :iV8tt.'l the censer eo !'it!: I\:e for 3f;(',essi'hHit'l ;;
\..J
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must be able to supply us with leasons for her behflVlou:t ~ and th:a.s she

does ..C) she no lo~lg~r likes the food. at restaurant. But the "real"

bo:yfy·.i<mli there ~Hh tbe' wa tress. Sf:>although the hnliHf is repressed,

it still ~ri.f1uem;,es the w{)mt~_,n's hehllv.iour. Thh; examph:J seems tt1 ;il1us"
o z> C)

sus_pic ions
'-, .;/ ',~

So It'e "5\"- t;hat- the dec.eptiv/:; plan is
Q

'; Ion c.an cant Inue Ul influence the subje.t'.t I s behav foul', ,,\1so • sincl~ the
Q ~

{1

" )/. "~.!J. (' 'J . ~, ' ..
re.pressfl:u }lIlcor:sdous belieL still has' the P~~('!l··to infltll!nce behav,tpu: ..

H. ;eeiA~ t.hst dlvidi:ng the trdnd 'into consc'iQus/l.in<:o!lsdolis pax::titiofls_ J.S
It "Ci l' ".,' . ,. o: '-

('0

nQ~ sufHc;ientl an ~l(planat;.'.m, c,f seU~de{~eptiotL 'the UlicOllscioU5 belief
'\\ 0

is not ti.1togetnet "$hut o£r'l'from the (!lain $ystem'~ bu~\it f~ontitlue:!' to
", ',.. . . 0\,

inc!luei1ce :It • e':Jen in WRy~ 'Of W~ich the COtlsdou~ system f~ itself una-
c '\ '\

wan. The 1l.l'l.80nSciC)lJ$nature of ~\f'~a~tiona~y belief i~11£loi'\i?Ufficient 0

\ "

an expl,mat'ion of itS' lInon-int~:\ven~on" in the lI\sin sysl,(lm * in fact,

o

!:' ·'1
0"
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The structural thnot'y divides the mind into three agencies: Id, Ego' and

S!lperego. G The Id corresponds closely with the system ues of the

topographic thoory, and cons Isus "of ~he "mental representatives of the

:l.nsti~lctual drives. feU Thus tIll1 Jd cons Ist.s wishes and des ires that

press foX' :!\l;,lcdiate gratif:lc.3t'h:m, a,nd it is c<nl~~ned with the gratifi"

catten of its"dGs'll"~s :.:ath617thal1 N:i.th the demands 9£ reality. The Ego

'"\-_'
d.e~;;ires 'i.n c(}nf:):cmity with t}!c; -:.;trj(;tures of reality and

td:th least harm t.o the ind.iv:iduaL :j:t is also th, joh of the Ego to censor

.md COtltt',o.Y tho!;;!· !;ontente of the !d that .it (;ml,~:ide:rs e:itiJ('.!' impossible
,/

or too th~Tatt'lllil1g to fulfH in real.i.ty i'CT:;~"l'~,~~t:ionsbett;;een Id and

Ego may a;ft,;!u be cbluacterized hy a st,,%~,;·tii' t,onfli(,t. 'fhis occurs pn)~
"::: \) , ~

too thteaterdng. Often, this act of repression by t.he Ego is triggered

by a feelihg of anx:i,ety on the part of th~~go: the f~o cannot cope with
, ',', '\' ,\

or,· accept the demands (,1, "he Id. an4. as a °r~ult at feeLing anxfous be-
" \ \ '.

cause of ~th~se dem~nds, re'{)Y"esses th~.Id-WiShes\, \~ this sense,' the Ego \}

aces 1ike th\~ pes in carrying: out cp.nsori!"\~ Qr;ti~~s. and it i5 this
\

aspect; of the Ego that Shll1 concern us in the question of se1:f"dN:~t?t;lnn.
1,";

n

Other aspects of Ego £unet,ibnins 3,).leillcie S(:n~ p(~rf;eption, control of

{)

The Superego is a net>l a~ency, and does not have any carrel at.o in the

tt)pogra.phic theory. The Superego is concerned with the moral aspirations

and laws,.;of th~ subj act , laws derived from parents and oth~l1':)!lU1fhl.)iJ'Cy
o ~

i)



Si;nce one of the outcomes

o (,I

i!Q t)H~ \l)il'~()rt" CJ(')U:; w tiC :Ji:"$::.'t!,L
" t~

.... o·~t;on~.!'ar'ito
o

pes rt.ent,
o

"tn the sens e tl},ttt. it is Ulh:om:c; but

"".i t:hont furt~h,~r ~ld(). The sys t.em PCS rot''! bt 't;rPf>d des!:,r.iptiv~ly ·,uncor.'"
" \' ()

sc jpus, 1tihi'ic t.he nes :b dY'16111{t:'6ll.X"l!nc.qn$c.~.mls; 'th{;i latter is su..

to cons tilllt r.1,;pTe~s,1,iorO What > t.hiz!~;~:.i~ 'i'{~p:.:e!'.sA)? '{hI;! (;cn';!:A 1 (3)1 ~ of ')
~p « d~

.teprBs;doll is '_0 ke '? out of (~on5cIcusncs<;. th01lghts. o,;,'1/id.f:;:iS that' 'the
o r:.' o

it is 1

unt u t~}J~m)m::iat,~'\ml.~fo.!:- d:1.l:,cha;rg6ari sos . In the t,()po~r~'phiG

,', \;hCOl:Y, the .¥~Nn1.1t. i:l't tNt f:filUJ;fj 02 l'epl·e~~t.:.ln i~ tl1~f(,*.~Hng ttf ~mdet;y

! . "1 \\ h .c' 1. ''" 1,; .if? 'e;.;<:pet''lem..e 01; unp eal;1l!l'l) on °t n IHU:t cr tne Sl;lVJoet :is I1n indictl\;,.ion

!,'{



() o so
->

from rf;\aching conscdousnass , For the topogr.aphic theory D repression (or

it.s faiJ:ul'c) ,precedes anK1.ety. This condition is reversed in the. snruc-

tu:r:l1 theory , a factor. we will examine later. SuHi.ee ~.t; t;:> say for the

o ,j

(_\

WQU Id be r~\Oh\{~! of what
\ II ~:::.~!::tt :;:';~:ous:::,t.re.::, J~ topos::p:::':;::: ,is.; ,':o::~:r
,;t"IfHI,odng agancIes betwe~;n the s:;;)t~rnS tiGS lltui,;'P.CS. iu~)d al so betw~en the

:.:.ysteml'! I·'Cft awl (;s.~~~i:tth O::H1*'S(lFreUd. "'to assume tnllt to every t;rl!n*
~ '!' ()

5 It:j.QI\ i):c.m
o
one syl;>~"'m to that J~m(!~<'ii'e~y i;:~'6,'b~~:it ,.,.) tllere corze-

o

wa~, k't';pp'i.ng r:':>Offi itself ~ il parndOx-uc.al netIon,

o

o

spoms 'i ntt'W cerlso1:ship". t, .ll;)WI"'re~> ~reud"'~~'.1.eSon t.o say th<lt ·the ItHrre
, <' r::o

;impot"tll'h;: distiw~ti~)~. lim, betw"~m \l)e t;m::Qns,t'1i<!'luS" t~i)':~·chc PrecOnSIi:.:h1uS,
nil' 0 I <Jdn~\'~}hH}1e<'rtth~' t'nlconsci:ous and Ct.m$ch,m~me'$s. H{\re, t.he r-ePl:~S~.ii;k

Q ~{)

,;J.il..,mc" '\\\'mlfj h,~ 1.tlc.at er}' \o.'itt...,.' in che pef. :i~self would <H:t as iii ,~'-C,(I
". .)~' .~. .. II
7r~,..., c 0

(1 D
1~i ;)1 hin art ide and th~{)lh::,onSGoj (;~lS" :ili

W" ilH'im and Hopkins 0 (Eds). csp , P :20~\ ~ "{wfu;,n ,,1 am self:
J mm,;t lnow in my <IS tkt,e:ivf..\l: ~Jll.'. t.ruth whiGh 1$

Ij,;]I~1 me in m.y the one B()tt:cr y.,l,t ! TlHmt
')kn,};, t:lw t.ruth very (l:S\li'~&:j to it more I'.:i'lf(,'ful 1I
Nds cfptnt(,s V(~l"y W(~l1 ceni~?"d problem of ~'l;lf.-slma,ptJ(m. and,,*(~pll'ea.(tox that Xs ':~~lv()h\~9-l. l,tr'c':,; nt;j;ack ~tl'old also, th.;:;ugh~
h~ d:h:ecttd at,~uill~>t~.q(!(1 f:re1.l<hat< ',;It(i()r,y in general s mid. n(~t~(:luly in
'cho sp<w.H:ic area th'1:.,~h tl:i~C.UB::;'; ;t~"1ould~ of cmu:sfJ, nor a~p:ee ~M':.'!t
Sartre ;lJl his ge~le~~fj J~:{ttac~:~ :tQ>: it: fJ.SQIts to be tH.st.usscd. (;'/

I'

o

tlrrhe Uncenscfcus", (1915)
,., \)
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Cil

censor; this Is pc.ssible because the res, un!i1(e t~e systfm eso is un-
() 0

consdous. G

Mot:iWlcfjo~. tor repress.ion of Preconscdous e lcmencs from ~n'"

ter:ing Cs would~c however" come from JJnconsciour,r, derivatives that have
"m~','ged J.,Q gain access to rhe Pr~c:on~cious, .but; wh(js~tr,;V.i!tgS

C' () 0 (:1 . <J . ~ .:,

"c:ollst.:iou:,,,,¢ss cl.te re.¥.ar(!h~dNlth su!>t.i'id.Ori>, 8n~ h~"~lC(; subject to further
, 0

repressipn. The point here is that the major teptess tve d:;1:1v1ty H,es

o

(Cf

o
iO\"ii:l; t:eJ1sonhip. It is

~
II "Q,

t rH~ pr imdr:y repre;;,~ ion o (5\>.rs 00 e i;W'e1m. .

<,1

that'
o

I s t ence of 30, cel'l~()rhg age,t<;y betwl::en th~, pes and GS shou';d not mab~us
()

r.;de fiM ,the pes as ~Y~~_!!r.l!c.c'l!xu~consdous. r;ot,l.,,~nts:in the pes would
Q

o

.l<'.,s~'db€'<d 8S !tn.ant •. In, the :sense usee above.
o fl

~l Ii;tle censor "'ith~n the system res .,hM aCceS$;';' t@ tr:~ c.on1rnt~, of the tJC&,

and prev~nta thue :id'1i8S frO(!! forc.ing th~t'. WilY into j£onsciClusness by
"0\

Ij ..' '. \.1

withch;alO'ins c.flttjexisr ~uallY
~
~e

st ,i 1J

\

!>d.OUS~)S5" w it eou l d nov \J low ilnc~nsd~('tns material :into eonsctcusnesx

WOtd~(:'.t\th"~~iS~ and. iQrd,ng the idea 'back\i ' ". ,I 'J Ii

Q ~

censor would eLso lf~qu:i.rf; tlCCt\;SS t.o con-
~ :: II i,

if therf! W~.n~ °8 c()lltrAt,Hct,J(in\~t conf1ict b~tween the cont~nt:t ci either
c "',

o p. • I, • \.

s;y~tem !{nd it ~OU,:d need" ~ bt>;',al'(' i)f Wh~~, PI'\ClJ~~r:idUS jdeR~; wO,?ld 1:H~

thiteatenins to ;the $1)bj()c{"'t,i~re th~~'t,o ht'corne ~;o~cious. It t}Pt!d not
• !;l e,' " \~, t., \\

...f) '. """ 0b~ th~ c~~~~,',at Hds {:ml~o~.share all~l' eith~"r of ..~he :'di;~fS elf {~i.ther

'~,yst~tn. fU'rrile.rmon~. nlnc<~. ,~lll~'C(~.scr Wt'?d not have a hel\-,]'! !iy;!it.~m of

()W~ ... f)·thet' t.h!:m"tho ~;e,lltiomu'Y one 1;:I~~talJo\li;;; l.t til ascer cam 1!1hat.
u

It. shou Id ,:etlst)r' ~ l ~H\ censor ieed net; I'm involved in any ilt·t:'mnpts to hi~~

\I

o

o
o

Q Us activiti(~s frczl)l ln~lf.'\ Ue~H;ewe a·t:(~able to deal Wlt;h "he ;)bjc!';.t±on
,l, 'i.'

:i,s ignorant. of :)ts('H". Say;;tre pt)stulatcs the .eensnr
ill'. v

(;'

s(;l eo.{:enso:ri.ng.
" 0

It mnst be cfwllrc of: 1Xh~ :illfoJ:ma,tlon tJrnt i.t.. n".!pt:esses, and fur thermore
~.
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Pearsts use of J.'reudien 't:erminol,ogy seems at times to differ from classic

F:remlian usage. l~or. instance, his use of the to't'!;t "preconscdous" s~tlmr;

tc, contrEldi,ct the Freudi,an UfriN;Oof thlib te~m. for" instanc.e, Peats S1;a.t;,f!S

t,bl\:t the "pre'i':o).;,\scious belief \~Qllld all?n,c: be shut, up in its sub-syst.em

ai1d it would IH~Vrr bg able 't;o use Bile sub"c<.'c,tf,mi as a base, t\)r operat Ions

D :1

in th~ suh-s ys r.em e1'S'\,I"(\'(" i'hat

uncenscIoas beliefs do still continue tf1 :tnflue~c€ our act:im~5 ~. that is,
;~\ ;: 0

process is there to aid rather than h~nder the f.onal Di'lnd repr~ss~d

",6& tf.U:'1;J81lized 'hy consc'f(;!ustl(~?~i and th'~l! 't'~j~(;tod it would nne be able

to operate" in"th(l! ~ajl\,~W4;i)oat .all: An e~a[llple of how 8~! uncon5c:;ious wish
,) 0 (J

f)r belief can illfiuence beh<1\'i~ur 'is the tollowin8~ suppose a woman sus-
o ,\" o

:P

~ect.s her boyfriena o( having all' affair with the waitress of It certain
o

X'+:"-l-8Urant that '';;L~ woman lft'f.;)U .used t.o frequent.
Ii o

\~:. w~.Y t ,woid it..

som!'! i·;:iUf~(!bl'"'llt. Lhe f(l:1d., dhd
\ \\

:;. W.' are assHming

out When qUflSt woman might muttQl'
_, " (l

~',y tha~ S}lf~ UlJ lon~,'r e,,)'joys eotiJ!g there"
c

\)

D Co,
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Xi 0 U R

-~

G

1 eXArnino the structural by Freud. TIl€:

topographit.

h{·deve Ioped and .::xp,hrf~d here. }'.i:r5i.;]Y. in t,he topographic theory. re-
. "

fa.:i1ur~ of rei'I-,(!-~ ion." Freud" cam~ to l:eject this "desc.ripd()n of the
'// ., :-.'\

wt-rkinS5 of psy~~'d7d f;bl"'c('~f~,and p:t:~posed t,)Stead that anxiet:y p:t:'e(:.edes 0

/ ( ,
\) -, r'~"'('" - ~

te~~re5sipn, anti is in f~C:t ~f1 pre~.,ipitat:itlg factoi ..>o( repress ir)n , 'This
r .."

analysis was derived from ,d~\flh~'fll'obsel:'9'ations, and it is l.Hustrat:i.ve

of a 'fuudamentd dtifferellce b~tween thoa tQP()gr~ph.ic and structural' thee-
~ - . 0 0

ries, .. a difference whidh h imp(')ttllnt 'ior our (lnalrsis of &elfwcleception.

o 0

iT; the f~>llowiTl&'way~ FX'{:;lld found that pati.ents WO)'() V\lY:y oftenc un con-

sctous ~f tht} fa"l that they were r(;\press~ns uude:;;.irahle thc'lJgh-a;s or

}/I
. Q

hut. W'ereortot $;'; ,\.,~~~ "'f th "f,let tll1lti they we).'JJ, offet'in~~ :)'U.dl r("c,i.st~

is '~lW res, a)~s~(;m
the act of ~4JssJ(m,sh,(}!lld itself b(;~(i'Onsc~,ou.s; the fact tha.t it Wll.y

to conscaeusness , I t this :i.s so, then

th~lt Fr.eud of 'the topographic. theory, but since tl~~y a:CG not; direc'!;

'I'~t~latedto the Lssue at hand,lithe,y shalhnot be explored here.
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figures.co The, Superego would also be concerned with the r~gulaUc'n of the

activities of the agent , especially in relat:ion to its moral di\':tat0.D~

but :1,'1,;" would regulate the act;ivities of the Ego :i.tself. Nowall these

8geneies constitt'l,te the mental and pbychologicnl 'il1tn:1d. of the subject,
( ) '"

Ci

but it is the E,ljowhich is the pri,nciple of unity of the subject. One

d(~volt)ps as a rcs'I1l1t

i:n tllO HtS of the ind:i.viduaJ.

\\

aIong the lint'S of wh(jt~,was OT t.;as not access.Ib.le to \xmsc':t~·mm.ess. 'W(\

need t(, e:XPIOt~' th~ ti1.ati(.!}:~ship betwe.en th~ ~'(~}iOUf;structm.'~\\~gCnCl,:!S
.: '\:\

4nd cor..s.cio'UStleS5, because we need t.e asseas rel(.ttioll b!~twe~ ::e"
\' \

press:i.on antt\.access t,) co:nSCiO'lSIl\:'SS. In the t,6pographic theory. 're ...

pre,siol1 elf an idea. meant that the :idea W!3.Sno longer access~tble to

\conscaonsness . It will be necessarY,t{) exami.:f!cewhat role repression plays

in the st.ructut"a:l theory, and hnti(~f;the relationship f' tween the various

a~ont- of tb~ ,",uc'utal theory ."d .ccessibiUty to <0".Oi".8 .....

tn the. topographic th(~.ory" the ~nly meal:,~,of dl;'Jc,nc.e is :r~pt"e~;sH:m. oIn
6'

Projection i13 of

c0!l:rse 8. way M denying that th~ (¥ct. of hat ~ng done by oneself~ hut:
,'\~ . 1ft~,

the mechanism of deil:'H;e here is not purely to repre~s tihe act' of. hat ..

but att:dbllted to another agmlt instead of: to oneself. wnat will be of:



60
'~

pal',ticulllr ii\[!;ers,st t6 us is 'the rela.Uon betweer;;:' the three agencies and
.'(

~ § "

" certsc tcusneas , anI'S th~ X'elat.ion between the mechanisms of defence or :re~

'it is, I think~ fairly safe to~say that tlw

of ':cflp<;,::s:d:ng oi~ 'dt:hi.'!-twi.so c~n"
'\, "

ems" 027 :xa3'PSt;;'t('I"S" Cpr~,(~inJ,y
" , .:\

o
and ",asil~",d.ccn;·iS1bh~: one

,'\
should not. ~ H, sey , .~!nd

'\' o

,these 'beliefs goV\~.tt.\ our behav.iour, usual ly in an ,'lppr?~di'\~~;a;ih5(it"

"" J., \ "',ll\lt s()!llet'~I~lesthe la~;,; oBey ~i(Jns of tne ~~lrll'.r~g~=1"")fj(}ti}~Cq_J\SibH~

t;"~i cons c Iousnass . Th{~Supe:re.:;o may be a harsh and putt' ~J(~~~;:8.t~lie:t'~1.d

"o~."Pt"~Q pu"il;h the ®go =.Grim~,s which it "~.H.v.,s" the Ego h~

c.ommj!Fted'. Ven' 1.1ften tbese punitp attitmk,!i are lUtJJr;nown to the person ~
" .,\1: " ,':"):1

~\n\701'~ed. 4pd 1;1 subject ;nay pl,;\r~i;rl%l B punitive action towards himself
_- ." - I'

(lJ~l.1ally) that

c ... ith~jut; "knc)wing ".eitber that he is- doing SO~ (Jr why he fIlfl~" be doing :'.;rq.
c

The nature of t.hc Ego is mo:,;t ,.tolevti'nt and also lrlOSt pn')blemlltic tb my
"r:i)ojeGf.) "and., the (;':'IlphasJs in this ..;:},apter l;yiOl be 011 th'e pn;b1ematic of

"the Ego ht relti'ldon to self·decj~1'1t:i.oll" think, case thGt my
.)

sc,lutic.n t.e th(;: p:r.obh;n1 01 selT'~'de(:ept::l.ol'1. r.l':'S't
\")

fonnd l.: thin th!3 n~nlms

and so it her(l that. the fm,;,es o{;,se1f~d~ception shonld ent.er , ~s the

Ego is that part \9£ the p~iyc.bj(,:ln persmlt~Hty that is res!:'ollsibie foi; the,..
(\

intcgl'ot:h;m t\£ ,,',hevertous psyt::h:i.:;a'i forces se tba:~_.zhe individual is abh.';
\'\..

t.Q :f'l,lnction as .an agen~ or subject in t.he w()rld, it is c1cs1."that it'·js



, ,
1) er

tht¢-_ are ::;;,.
,,~, !) I.

II/
amine tbepeli'l~ldm~hiPcz; the

,i,

~.r:y to aasess tl:\:!W tbe statl1 of 5P-H ..decC!!)'tion can

o
__,hcisely,. for tJlis 'purpose ,

)\

o
We.shall first need to ex"',!

(, ~I \9
wi tIl the s tat.es of ccnscfcusness , ,to

'0

h seems -;';hat, of BTl th~ ag\J!lH;l~s, it
.s=»;

t1Ct,-;e~;s'! ·L()J.lsnefi~~r. Cer:t;Jillly ti1f~n_y

th<:l't has I

"I,l: t'bt Vt~.l'y8ct cf

Ii "
l:egior~i!' .In 'the ll\J.t!d) as was::<lone

il

lQ-\t:M ~t)1)ogl'aphic
; _-_ - ""
1."..,.,.....-

l"1')W l1f:en. :>'Hl:r.rcwed.,

1'') \) ,", "1I'1't..' '1 ,'cO .,"
U!n:,tnu,;<';,OI;S •. 11111'<:1yo, 1.& t~ ahi,>ye qUi';tation, r.oieals\;\ see a d.i,stinctii:m.

'" (I ,," .-

beltig t'J~de Pfi5twe~l?' th~6',r"'in~~sed and the uncerrseteus , <fhis sHggf"stt'rJ ·,hat.

we hev..e ?:i>r~uss{,d abov~) .. "amel)! tliat~J\l}~ have in the sttllC\:ur;l1. t.1wClry
, '0

o ,f,)
.: HClwevet', it may a I S(.~ sU8~est ,that what

be&3USa it is repressed.
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to consciousness; unlike the ues, which acU\te:ly rrt.rives to break through
u

into conscdcusness ill order to attain £ulfilumnt of its desires, the 1'1

J;(:; depif\i~d as 13 kind of SGr'MTl 01' £i Iter ~ on thJ.s d\~,;,..!'.\ipti()n. \~~t:l would
~J

!O()t he.vl,) ttl\'~ t;t'e.lit ion of a !1~;\o.l ?I~~elH::Y,!.md i,;hllS. would 'b(~ l1\J d H,"

C)

berwean the pes arid UGS, we shall postl!lf1t.e t,14~t :t must. . r;?
CQV~t·t IlltUlner withollt nCCt'SSllr J1y hdng P.~')tessed.

:in J.
(~~.

c

The oper at !'ons of the ct}'tlsbr that 1ies be£t'een the l',S{.I..andC5 would ....f,'t,k (.
0+ 0 .,;' f

1,11 It similar Hshiot\, This cenaor would also ac'C a,;(,!,'ak,:ind> M t:Utat,
\ •. n

and it would op~r'tltf,) bii!tWf'.ei~the egend.es without iH!c.~\sarily bel,onging

to 91th.r ene., II. ~O:ld.~~~,h.P")'o.tul"" thn th.:.'!sor O;'.;~'"
withf'n th~ confihes of the :'($; it. is ".a kind o"f (~h(;;k.on th\\content~; of

'th~ PeS, and s;,;\ch c.ont~;.'lts must p4S~~ through the" iiih;,'t.l.llg p.rO~'5S bdo.r~
• ,,0 . '\

Again, the censor would aIso work -c()vf.'rtt~ but
-4' ,\'1 \

possibly in such. a way so as not 'to requf re re~·«ssil)n. "j~hi-:natuc~of
,:_) i. "\,

thic, "censor w.ould p ';altly he 'l'ess repres s tve than the <me thnt lies b~

l)ecomins .. ~onSCiQU5.

!)

tWM1'\ ine. CS l,Ld. pes.

u

ihl(~ :'y i.t f!c!mt'jm~~l"Y,bel l~fn. 'fh<; l'l®ti,pn

sy$tem~•

.'
svsuems • nil rna.l.n and a sub~syst.('m; The maih sys rem is t:h(~ dO~'1ant; one',

c

and j" wt'mld :iUl::.l~:de the') :Lt'rlltidllCil beH€,f'85 to,p11 ;'~$ 1~b.eint'0:rmation and

'\)

zs, Se~ his osp, Chap V
Q

/,1



54

{~'he ev.ideuce that would make th~~ be~ie,1: irratiorml. The sub ..system 'Would

hoils€) the IIcautiona~ybGlie:ef tl1.at would mitiga.te 88.'1'11113'1;t'h(l formetion

o

o
of the ,irrati\',maj belief. So, o for h.lstal1ce;~

()

the Ct1Se of a deceived

• tIn. mait'! syst;,t'm would house hoth tbe br:!l iM: that the I'od,:f~~1.$
a

"faithfu.l, as w(~Jl as th(! {wicl(',nc~ to tlle 1;~lntt:,F1.ry. Sc tn.(\!. heLief In \he

fhi.,d,ity of til,: wH,' wOtlId 'bll"!l:r.ly bf~ :i'~rt~thm.:1L 'J'h~, (;(>1J1
'",

I>

acts as a l'pet:l.I1i.s~,iv~suse" of t.he ina ..iona, SUite"" as it t:'tO;mitlS t?~,
o (l ,j, 0, I ( )

i"ra~,iorH11belief t;"O~xist. and hence ll1~kes'th~ irrational state p01isible.

Vii the,,,-,cther hands the llproduc~l,ve ''::4usel~ "of the qrrat;ional stacte 1.:(\u10
,oCl

be tOhe ClrrJlt,Jt>na'l.}, wi$h or bl)lier itself. that Wi!S r.he cause of the whole
)7 "
)?' 0

operation * in ~bis C<1S~ the. desire of the matt 'to t;blltin~lEl tOnlpve ,.'1nd
~.

a "cper at es within tht! COtl$CH1'l$/un(·(l~'~H.;.ious division of 1:he tnHld; the ~ub~

system to which the irrat i~nal be} ii:'t is tel~gated is wneonsc.Icus , dnd

(j :it is tifis unccnsc Iousnes s t.h~ ket'!~~ it Qiul; of th,~ main sy~t~m Ml.d If: lows
:9 a6t t;o oper fft(l ('.01/61't

c»
(i - ,) ".J.1 .S3

belief that, "I'lUQWS"it 1,:) act: as a p'ii,tl1li$si'.:e UiUse' Jf. tlH~ irrat.fhnali1;.\,.
.. ..."" i) 0 a (1 0 '"

The ct>nVcffW must; als'ti 'he true , "lilf a 'lJf,'lI';'o.tf~S ct{lltionaqt bQHd:, that
o 0 f) ~. ,/ \.

th~,hpUM that he wa~ ,.foflni.:a& was hl~dQnai, \tIe.t,e r;.onse,;j(.)tJ:$. it',}'ih:ald

\
ccn:;s~~ious

(\

dh..tincticn
[.,. " .'.'

Opt'X!!.'tG:-5
(J

as
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soriug ideas, and so the notion (1£ a part of the ~gF)that i.s unconscious

to itse1:fi, }must be (~~timined.

t)

Trien~ is one mere point t;o make
"

'"I.

that "fi

resides in the E&~. ~nd
holds b()th beI itd'~ S imultailPbU$l~'.

$t!~n:\~, that t.he syst',em 1d should b(~ !.~:tt out of the dist:.u~::;it"'n 1t~:tl..gI';H;her.
(J

~nd 8uab'ses (If,, its nature not undt>rtaken her""" 't'h~ only (:Qft'ttibut'ion

that ,Pl{\ Id 'WQuld rnakcoto th~ .. and it :is Mt an '}iU$~~\(tt£i(;RI:

t~110.~would be that thf~ il'llpulses or wjf,IV~s of !hi: :rd "ra ackt.\QwH~li8edor

Bels.

,)
t.\Y(J c,mtradll':lo:l:Y hd:!,efs are held be senarnt.e tl!:;cnc.ics~ tll'tle.thm;' it

I""e_ c:
'.~
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the: divid~d m:i.udpresenting itself. Not.1 this type of division ruey

1ssi:.:;.t us In ullderst~lding otb{~r aspeecs of human psychology, but 1 am

)}

\{,
l' ;,;stand.

o

for ,117 argumeat.. "The place to look .. then if we

at thfl, Ego ith(, f, a~d. 1.10

'"
t.o a dIscuss Ion ~CE~~(}'psyc.hoil}8Y that: viC

c

sl,l"'l t now turn.
,D

H '
the Ego thl.tt j~ ,he princ.iple of synt.h(!s.\$ of the psychic; parson-

(,)

has connec~ions with aU three Iocf . The" Ego :;t.riv(·s for synthe$l~,
,,~ ./

(lr3ar((i,~i'ttioTj. and atte.mpts co per.f01m the !.lost rauonal and l,'l"alisticand

'.)

pUtt". as a rn~~ti.iud01' dl';fenciing itself ii~ajns1, mHll'!s~inl.h~(l beLiefs, Doth
i";

of t;I('S~ M'l'l!:,:t~ !l£ed to be (m,1mi.neti hI t;nl:n~ as ! Ml not llt all sura if
c, \' ()'tfhey -c,oitpttde. It illay be ~hat the way t.ha.t. t.he l~g{. s:t:,lit:s is li('t~ a.long

~!)helines at' 8 ':'.)ll",clml:::l/lm;om.icl~us d:is;.:~rJ(:tion '{ff «u.
o

II' "~;:;;:

I;

o

o
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o

:In a paper 3:h Wollhe:tm end J{opkins (Eds) ~I? It Herbert Fingarstte raises the

lJO!~sibi1ity of a split in the Ego itself to!. deal with the pfbl,)lem of

St"H"d~cepticn. I-':h:gar(~tte st;fltes that there ,is an I!:go :'ltr.m;:ture that

bl:';(;om,;!:'split {:Ii!" from tht~ m.dn part 'Of the ego system b(~CljUSe the lattl~r

~ ~
tlgdihst ;t.. 'rh(-~ Eg,~~~,mc1ellsis defined as f! ccmp Iex {)rganizat.ion of

The

c

(1n,g~rette :n~~ds t.o do l,S to. clH1Tat;:U n.;!" 1.h.is EgO~1,llG
'~,

fn such a. Wily
1\

ciently tmlikp> it to have oecome estranged
c

h:on tht> central system.
o

Fingllutte claills thAt this defensive t\ct:i()l\ on 'the pat't (~f the E&~'.N this
" ('! . (j 0

, 0

splitting" ·'on tJ'c partoof the Ego is" !\l0vvlit~d ~ it is s{m1(~thingdle Eg~

Ifdoer.". F':ln8ar~'tte does not sketcb In any dex.a.i1 hljW this Ego"mK1.eus
o

is dtbeil' fOEmed or repressed. He"nost1l1ates that the t'enn,ss~d(':';;'Ystem
"'. I) . .. . #I ~

'I, '
is F.go·U.k.:trathet than I&·Uke :for the bJlowint reasons he ar8lJes that.

o ',I
it; is '~ot the case that many sjmpt9ms that t...ould he classified as tIe-

a
'¥iHg1ng to the Id seem to h:av~ ml~ny ch£na(~t-er:is't.,l<';S of th0 E.g(I, "say,

,':I'
o ')

~·i.n9.er('\te firgl)~s that the 110st'hlati'.)tt of separate m)"-inter5ect:.l~8

o Q.'>, "t(;;t: within witidt~. ;1'1" E.~"b its!:}f. so that this "(\j.:h(,t:6~\Sl.l';m!l b",'".(,mcso

dn," F.?]J.,:uudem:, 1 :ouid il&:teewith It'in;ga:r:{~t;t~'s conc.lusion that a spl
o ~

within t.nt>. £&0 ~ t sel f se~ms to to a l\~C,as5a:t·Y..move to make. 'fhe problem

(I

l~ingi1rctt(~/l H I'Seli"r(!Ceptlonli p2Z:)
",.

I)
I,
!i
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\\

scriJ?tion. 'of the mi\'\ldac.tually wotks~ especially' in >th~ "area of ,,:ret

'0

UiO£.~\ 'lind .\n(l:t€ (,~tj,t..il;!s. N,~)t ()nly do wo"h(1.'j~ now' the three
~ (~, '<:' • , il "

agel1ci.es fiJi" thli: ~rtrl.l(;ttH:~l tl~(,!Ol··Y~.but w", JV:wt,\ {i'" divi,sion w.ltldn t.h,:!
. , . -',)

D

Thl'f m~),!J~ e:~tors to sumo

Otgilni~i1tiol~"O~ the unifY~ing SystNll r;hat.. ," 0

~fto

r:T:i,J~~

We shali
o

'.\.

wn·t i~..,~:l{ecpsychi,~~'}j'quaU,i;~ of thAt
o II

i.s Qrepre,t:;seo'{ ;cijis it conscfons (1(1; uU'.i',1'iSdm;t$?
o '.' . i) .-

lwt.ed that in the SCl'uctural tble~)~Y;.maR.ipg s'OJ?lE!dtit41 uncensc'icus WBS ItOt
" "

t:he olily roecharlism of defence.
c

In :this case, howi$vet, W~ ,do not b.a~ve. thtl
r, "\~

undesirable idea re l "n).~ted to· another system, b,ut we have instead. the

."o)nc,,"pttittl1:::e ~efendi.ng ag ~lnst
o

o
.particulilt'\' s~<,_tem" ~ It is p(lss~b .•.le" t.oo ~.. ~r

~) 0

a b~l ief by a rh:oce~s .other t,llan tha·; of

crf;'l¥'tion of Ii split wit,}lin on~
,p

x. cpre:S:'iion.
c

Bl1t it.

Kould ~;m t.r;( po:;:i.t
l\

"\)'e.ec\\J>d with most P(~()!>V~',,: expe'tiet'K!es. and is hence: UlhHtisf,:lctory, to

/{ 0

conseIoue? Could "we cohel'n;.at:l:Y I)O:-;t.ulat,(,; t.he cxlsH~nce of more than one
c

..~on:~,~i()!,151H!i:;Swi.tll:i'.l}:\tlll:: SUbjl'.Ct:? Tldi;' 3(;~~ms a stl'aogo t~ugg.?S't::iim flt
~\. .,
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contradicts ths vm;Y,notion of conscfousness , As Freud himself tllrpte in

It ••• a censcdousness of which its otffl
(I

l}ossessor knows not.hing is ~ol!!etldng V1O,1t'y different from a consciousness
" 0

uncensc Ieus
Cl '

in
o

Cpl'OlnJ.~;surot(lmy '.1 c

&1.(' :"l.lbj,,(:t
!')

find

qllest ions (?)J. -sub ject.hood ttJU

I ~ouid nut: lHte tCl xi'l:i,St~ dn~ pr(I!~)
n 0

hero, I also tfi.lst tnut thl.$ problem

G 0 (l

h safe to .sli'y ':chat 'this Ego-nucI ~~'IS tloel; not fOr;l\ a separate ccnsctous->
c- ; :'). c ,.

'1(:$$. Now r'i.nce :i~ bel.ongs t<:" 'the Ego. which :is t~w locus of subjl'\\\~i.hocMi.
a " .

~'S i.t W\?l''''lJ if it; is to xetain its Ego-like (;haral;t.'"~' and' vet bl~'separate
,) .,\ :," . ';:)(j f;)' ':J . "I,'"

\.\ Q

from "the Ego , it 1f1\l5t sllbsist it the' Uf\,,,:ollscipus phl·t !)f ·en!'! ESH.

C:r
o

It ~~.:ms tt;4\t r:h,,,r~1Is, no alt~'t.II'~·<';':~·;'~~but to suppose that, this f:g(>-nucleus 0

'\\. \_._! \.\

" \1, 0"

de:fend"d ag~inst by, being i1'lade unconscious': So now "we :.Hwe <l re-

It n1l:l)'

"\ilH~<!l\~tious part of th~: Ego e);:i5ti.l1l~ along::;ide
~

that the two LitJ4~s do not oVt'!r1up ent

"be the C'l-·' th;').t t:hel'e are ,..PhU" ("If tht' lHl\#(lns(:;iN,l~-

"p\':e"..,,~·{, but mt~t'f:1y fhb:~m;. 'riff)
o

aspects I)f the ~:gqan; , tlds' had hmm pcst.tlJ,

And yet tfiis move is in ..

fJwithout this pOstulation

o



67

But it was discovel'ed hy Freud that the formation of symptQffis atA~e$ as,

and in the form lyE, a (:Qmprom~,.b betw(~en two or more agencies. The Ego

t:r:tes to satisfy' 1:1'1(\ conilict,d.ng demnnds of Id and Superego and. the ex-

pee,.: <11 of which :nay
o

be irraUf:.nrtl
(;

sirnilate SFG'1 Ed ",l~h'f, i~ltu ~t';eH witlloU:t; eh':l11gin,s them .ill some ~ay and
!) ",

mak,tqg tlie.{.l hs 1:)wn: flm::.
v

wishes ar/{! not kr1':JWtI to the subjec'l.; • t;hllt ;ts. they are UHI'Z.Of!$Ci.oU5. 50
c ~

'1:he exist~n(;e of an unconscious' ~l3ithin the Ego seems almost t~e(.~esS8.ty:,for
C)

o

does not) wish to a<:,kno(.l!t'cige, f!Hher, bec.;j'.,Se it is irrationa! .or fm'somi!

othel', t'e~on. ilnd yet thi:s;CWish IlffMts the beh,wiour' of t}H~,individual.,,' ,

\.'!

c

;)ObS ib1~ ~ddl n th~ Ego? What
o

<~. (;', '. . . ,," _ ,',. . . n

liol.<' is 11: l>Qs~2,Lhlf:'fot' th~ (·l;'nsor
,.

0xi3t bt aJ within
<)

Ego? In tbe

I.'

1;rJ.""'~Il,ghtlut the UN (\pth'(\ ,f! '](;Nlnxe both bel 'i(~fs .. the d\~s:ire« ~,:.~d tb~
" (I

(/ 0

ut1de~::.'i:t'{'d.. mw;t he hdd by the subJt'!(!t;. In the format i.CtH of the .irra~

is the £.80 that has access to t;:ht~ eVidence ':it h{~nd,
\' -

l-, "

e\'ld('n~e whid:t is re'.~oglLi ..zed ancl at ,the f.,aJ,(!' time ignored in ortle:r ,to
, {) ""

I)

aU,}'W the :i.:n:at~(ma.l wi.sh tv b('!' form\?d. In the case of seH-d:C'ept::i:{)U,

the iw:idence for th~; l"aticmal but tmd(!:s:i:rc~ bf,Hcf that p is r.ec.ognized
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to go. We. cannot keep em multiplying entiti~s endlessly, Il~d if: a so l-

ut Ion is to be found to the problem it should bp. at this level of the

analysis. I shall Clt.t,,~~,pt tu explore the nature of repress ton ~dthin the.

1\
II
\~

Q 0

that :rep,('f1silijou of an idea ttflm tho main Ego

on the

'."( out r,.' ;'r,r,,,,,,.,, '"'U" q,',,,,,,, but11;\," """'T,, .,- t_, .... ,....\,.',f.:,.O\.;Io .....~,u ..,.;,'~_ ..)Q ~

"

p:r">'%ion dr·\'iS 1,1(Jt deplivi" all idea (ii' its fl,'}1"{(, or eff~ct on the individ-
r,
J./ ()

ua l , All that :repr~>.~s:ion r~$uire5 is tbat;' the ,i.rrational or utlwelt.';ome

bcl,j,d does not t'llt~l' into thf.Jma:\~lcbeHer system.
u "

"j) .
bel iei .is able to aff(·et ~ehaViOU)(,~~t, is pos!'l;i.l:Ile that th,e ~mbJQct may

be abl .. ze inf('lt it from (.',l:ls-e:rv:i:c,g::hel' own>''J;~titms. 'l1ds CO'l',ld resultsr
o

either th~ S11bj¢cl.0 c.ontinuaUy,I'<ttt:r:ibutes the

ac~ons to some 2~he}:' mo:c~ acc.eptAo.te reason, or there ii :~n ongoing;

monH:ori-ng of the 'bel:i,e£ t;'ilat ensures that it is kept from cbe COIl'"

scionstle-ss of the. agent. Both of these r~ul1" could' work. siro::i}taneously.

\1. /,

.,C£ti~,e.that tht~'pe rsen just doesn t t: irnow

Htlw avoidance 01' other

(the E80~'inlChms). OJ' (H) j t ~)per1t;es b(~t{\'een the main system and the
i)

suh-svszem, or (iii) it :is'l'~~cated witllin the mam system itself. Suppose
"

,I



"

'\ ,
'.''\. ..\..

The last poss'ioility - that it. is

,5f
7.1

located wit'hin the main lrystem -
'~"'- ,p
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does

not seem feas Ib.Ie for the reason that tk~s would :i.rnpJ.y th$t the opet~ions

c..f thE; censor are accessible to censcdousneas', 0 and as noted this does
" '~

not nsppen , 'Ihe (;;th(~r two options will be c::~amincdin more depth.

~ that.

,
by ;:~:ac.tical or other !mCID(;.\")l):siderations , But l.J!l~ Ego,mll": :;',:'<1", :ils part

Q - . ~ \
of tim Ego, and henc.e would he gQv.f.~rn~(:by ~at!Y of tim ~)l;it'~ii'lilS that

c \\ • I' I
would govern the Ego, So it wen.lId, 1 \;Icu!J iirg\~,h! he '~ou!1d (t ~.some ex-

Ii .
tent)J:~y the .reality pd'tl.Ciple. This would imply tbCit it w,m.lld not str~v~

,fer i1llD'led;i.tltegrl,n~:i.ficet;~(.\(1, b';lt woqld be able to delay til",. fulfllment o

of :its das Lres , 'Furthermore ~ we lIlSYaS$'4l'II~ that it has" access to the

s)"ste,rt' would thus be able to monitor both i.ts own

the be.llefs ofo the rnain system, and keep cut filf the "m~ln systeM - and hence

out of consctousneas .. any of j,ts billief$ that WallId conf lict with the

control in the ~enSf: that has access both to its (lWU beliefs .lind to
~i .. • ::;

()

t.he hel iefs 0.£ the m~in 1:,yst.em. 'fhi$ hter~cC!nnecti{Hl is' olnly onetway.
o

rJet 1;iS t ake t~be case of the cheated gb:Htif;\ndt and see hl.)~ this typ~ of

analysis ceuld i.H.TommodntB the fflctors. Wehave tNO '\Hmtl'ul beliefs held

by Suzy: r;:IlU1is faithful (p) and Sam is having an affair with the t.,ait:ress /

Each beric! is accompanied by its set 0:1" \elated beliefs, and by
'.

its various cauaes . The belief that ~p .iii the undclS'ired belief. and it.

1.s held unconsciously by the sub ..~;ystem;the belief tbat p is field by the'

main system. 'Ihe sub-sysuea \!lith the und~6:1.tcd bcli.(!f that -p :i.s still
",:fJabte to Ilfi<:mt Sm::y' s behaviour - she avoids gains to the restaurant who:!:fi

/,/~,
//

Now the censor ing aGt:iviti~s11ereSma and J:\is Iover are likely tt) meet.
''.,j
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would be confined t'O the sub-system itself Q in this sense the system is

covezt , and it' hfdes its openat aons from the main Ego system. The censor i;

hideB both its e.·-'-y.~nce and its operat:[ons ~ and hence the cx:i.stence end

'Of tl~~1..t:)il;:t.uclens ~ from the main Ego system.[g
il

(!
\)

'.i'he 5eGotd option is 'to position the censor bettveen the main system and

11' (\ssr:r,l_1tr the ci't:ncr. would :t:lC able t() k;;,(::vwhat"'\" .q.. .~. ,~,1 . • #~

b,"lieOfS;Wt>l}, be compatible (W' .iBCOmpati'U~ w:lth the o('lie!/desil"c system
,~ \

\;f each syst;~m. and \..ou ld CltL' 01.') beliefs l:w{:()t'd.ingly. JJ~{\,5~em;I.:n:t;;ould"'. .;, ~
o c

Cl,);t;k !;;l,thp; by not, all~l\dng b'Jliefs f'rom the sub~s;Jst(!m Lr.to the Illi;d.n
<"~"

~yst;etn, oX' \,ic<! versa. HOI4!(we:-, as thf:l main systefit'is IUm oons('j~r on4,

tiil~ censo;.ing i?roc.cdure wem1(1 work. onh' (me wey ~ f rom sub- :t', main.. 11:
(I If ._ .'

<.;(.)uld also rl rf!5:pons~bh' £11')1'1'\';-p,ressing beliefs t.Wat were once in the 0

D' o ·,\-)n
,)

main system .into the ,,;uh-s!lstem. The ce,mlo;:- would not !told any of these
(;;

beliefs in itself' ~ and thus Bartr.e! s pa:ra~~Jx.. that tbe censor would have
II

to hold both thlli siesired and the, undesire~lbeliets simult.aneous!y ~ would
n

not arisl'-~ TIle censor acts as a kind Of~ISf,;reE'J:n, fHteting beliefs but

not accept, i,pg nl'.Itl~ ,imp:r~nt$' W,it,h r;&llrd 1 the act~lviti,as of the censor ~
,~ ,-

the .q\l.St1()~ari.e. as to he. its :ctiVit: ,r:~in h~ddenfrom
O

~h;.''I:iri

sy,,,tul\. We can Pc\st.ulat~ r'hat t.h" cen~oir 1.5 "A.v~rt that it tudes ..ts
II

'(i{,tivit:ic; rrc)1f; thll nJ!i:i.u svst em ac<:nrd, to facilitat.ii its ae-

t t: leL; , ryf the censor do
(;

llOt, thejns~'lv(:~',requ.uc, censorIng , act:1,vHy of e.en'"

sor Ing is simply not the khtd of thitlg t-hi It cilJ.,,'Qe known to the subj<;'l;t.
II rr-' -~" ,

The censor is not an agoney) bt\:~.;r·~.1.'".lal;:,nlYl'll~iat:et;tlUl:1t'd'U,'l~n~~o'fe~bab~l.s~"ftl
c
:d
1

',1baSe"
such cannot bE'!(;t'tI)(, conscious. v,<. ; ~ 11 ...,. 'I!> a '" ,," ': f

known er not, 'but: it may on that the ac.tuj'l a'~tivity of (.:en~,or~ngis 3ust

by nature :lnac(;ess;i,ble to consc.Iousness if Whether this :is a f"sibh~

sugges.tIen or not j urn not; sure ,
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. '.~.

No~ythe question to ask at thi.s stage is wbether t.here is a major d.if~

fer(}lu~ebetween these t~o options ~ ntltaely that of t.he censor lying v,tithi!l

the sub ..systc,m cr be.t'15':entho sub- end the main f.;,ynt.':.llffis. \ no the OP')!'"

\::
"at ions ~f the censor dUfor tha.t much .in (lithor case? Ia each C",?0 the,

in l{~ that COl1ten.t8

1t

the consor would
o

011(' way only " £rO\ll sub- to main. Thit:: i.s not 1)

prohl.cm, however .~
.,~<)

is the main
Q

5YStt.'IU.t!flt'lt Ii,ustlle gUl'lrd~Hi fX\~mbeHefS, that it; cmuwt accept ; the un-

COTf5C;'t)tJS svst.em ~'()uld !mt he threaten",d beliefs of the main sy~telll.

SCI in the Suzy e,~altlp1J;\~~he mai~ systl'm r.ould\'l:l~t share thos{> belit~fs that~
- Q

hid Suzy '-to bellave that wp. The ql)estiClll that arises M;r.'~is ~ does the
o

I,",e.nSOl: Creat.H the split. or does
. rr. c o a
"is: "mtl'lnteine.d1 If flY the latter .. a~"SM\1IS more lik~.lY H th(\ censor

.is int'hrnttl tf.1 che subrisy,~tem ~ t.hen (~ ne~d t,~)ask h~\\ithe split is .formed
'5 "D ., ~ D"

.. what are t.ht:! l"drl(;iplas that govern the creation of till:'! sub-system of
,) i

the togo'! At. thi.s sub:';s.~i)tem is not ..a separate agency, are thcn~ rules

t
' (]

of genesis find "funr; omng that govern it in tile same way as the IlgenciBb

.'.<". governorl'?' Tho . qu'>s' ;,nns ar~ dif#cu it co answer, because }'reud

hilllsel1:. never deve Ioped t.he notion of thee t~gowrmcl~us. I th:ink that .it

o

f) ")

'WouJdht'i.L1it to say that tiH.9 nuc Iaus does not share a speci.a I pLw.n In
,!i

o

t.lH~ di'V~1()pmp11t of Uw individudl as the other ~g~ncies, and thut.;"';:_~~) .... .(1

(\ 'r'ciOUS' '
Not'" ~ t;() get back to tht, ori.g.ina I 1)1ob1(;11[1~ namt:l)i \.;Iwt:he".' PO~,,itirlg tho

j0lr (.11pnwPHtillg
,
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the m,llinsystemt but"it is not clear how it is able to censor the contents

of the main system, and relegate '!!l'.desirable beliefs :i.nt:o the aub-system.

/. Tlll:lt is .. the censor here would nQt ac.t as Jl principle of di'l1s:i.on~ and

,,;?

the censer w;!.ll hall~,~access to

'.1ndesir",ble beliefs in th(~ main sysnem and
'0

posit that" ?.n. of the contents 'Of the main systetn aze conscious all the

assume that the censor is able tr.. relegate these undes i.reb l e beliefs to

the snb"systelXl odore they have: a chance of t.fcornirlg conscious. I th.ink

(I that the Situation wh~fte the censor e,ldst.s ~,.1;:we~nthe sub"'" ,and tlu.~m(~.
,J\ I;) a

systems is ~h~ mote feasible one, and .H: j,S a1so Ii simpler solution It

'-:'> 0

co
does not force us to deiJne the nature of tU'ty particular syst.em as in"

volving., essenUally the functj,e.n ()fc cen.:sorship; we can simply posit th~
o

fUnction of censorship as existing between sy~ternst and we need not be

con¢erned with., attributing beliefs 'to the censor i:tself ~
~~

::;;.'

n",'I,; an a6~nt, nor need it possess its ()wn belief st<'1tes.

The censor, Cis

must:, how ..
ever , be sens i tjve to ,the 'Wor1tings of. the thre.(~ ag;:,n~~i.es,

()

- ill particular by the Su:pt'n~goand t;n.,(! I;:gc). The ~;Ol~l)l

"
the c_ehscr

\. -0,: :,r ;:

-.-,-_,-,,!'
......... tI



Ego under the rule of th~ Superego, t~ demands of reality and consider-

(' lii;.;i.C<flS of optimal ftmction:l.ng, for itself, ii:msox;ing a.ct,;iwi;tiEJs will be

at:cl'ordingly mote er les~ pOT<lc!:'ful. The censor may 0<3 ;;agent-semd.tive"
~

it liiay acknov ledge the desi\,!,s of the moI'f.l-deve Iopsd system that .Is

"dping the repressing ~ but it. 1.ii.H not have desires or motivations foC

t'(lpres~;it'ytlof it~ otm.
, ~

I;;)

'to inhuetlc.~ <behaviour - how is it ahle to produce thn beJ.i~!f in Kh'3mai~l

system. tlhat 'is used to rationai~e thiG hehaviour.~' It' seems. t.hat we cart
r;:.

=posit a solutii~\Jl along the foUpwill,~'~lines~' tiJking t:he Su'z.y e~ampllO as
:; . ... . .... 0

the case in, p(dn~. Suzy desires t(1 heHeve that P (Sam ht" fai.thful).
~~) . 0 ~

"~ .." . " 0

The ·beHef that he Is havJng art.si:faLr with th.8 wn.itrass is Imar,c~pt,able

tt.) Suz.y) &."\d2s relegat~d to the sub-~ystem .. However. if thiS uncensctcus c

" c::, \~,
belief 'Wer~ .not able to,:i\~fluenc.e behaviotlt ..i~ any way ~ t.hen Su;~y might

~ ~ .~.~\
adtand the· resta.ur8n~ and be conh'onted with Sam's infidelity .. an unde-

sirable c::msequence, So Su:zyfs avo:.:.,i~hceof tht?!.restaurant ensures ~.,

'the unCOn,~Cl:~}1Sbelief will not become c.onsciou$. I'~J is': not simply t9E1

case that the belief th¥t -p keeps Suzy away from the (l'est:aur4nt, bu~

rather that \!onfront.ation With' ~u£Hci~ntly st1:Png evidencF! w:onJd be
0'"

"suHic;i.tiUlt to mak(!\th~ unconscJ~us belief coriscious, and he nee is ·a·Joided.
I) o- ' "

14~;',ith:t~sense the sub-uyszem is able 'to regul.::te behav icur so :it::. to ensure
'J - = ' '. D-

\~'!fhdt one of .its J?~Jiefs does not enter the main sys cem. !l,{'.r<! are vtl1'ious

_,way,,s one can d'lttempt ,.fl so luc.Ion , OM w~y would be that., whenevet

reason is
i,\

:·!1t.U:S s(]zy's m.,\:~' she

,.re3ted by u!llY"~:f

thought jbf going by the r.;-stauram

Iii.

..
~ ,," :.'~;. c..

"~;~~11ns,jr,dlot-(:'~;'

-,,';y;::':·_·cn: \ and d.l.l<'.'\\·!-; :':.J'Y' C\,';:' tJ~,t:::'f~'~

,0

a

~\ '.l

\
"
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r: ~

system so'that the agent will act in accordance wi~]t;'her d~sires but sUll l

"not be\!orn~./d:~a:r.e ,oJ her real reasons Jor act~ng. It can be t!ote~\ h~r2

that the molt{,~,,-;:,}::.boratesttt1(~tul:e of the J:'teud:iau th'",S'lS has an <~d'~'~~t~&C,~<lj\ "
over

o
~CCOl.mt: Freud's compleu plc&url:: Oil the mind, is able

just such (:8,"<:5, where uncenscfous t.!')ntt'adic~;':;.ry "beUefs,

,'!

account ""(>1~1d.;11\)l be ab~e 'to account Em: Suzyt s

',,'o
mot ;i.V'a~(,iqn 101." i11I"

,~, " :,)\i"
givell thiit this e:;I~t}l'bxlty Ls

""_1~~n~";f ,'\

',""of hum~npSYthl)loSY"~,!'.),,
~;f

".1 ..,

\:
II "C:;;~t

Anothli!rl' query re~~~' tQ the re Iat icn b"twe,:!n" t~e evJdence t.1t hand" :l'iri.d
\. 0

"the format 1011of I,b€" h,,~;He.fs wltbitr'" the var Ious systems. 1$, it,possib1t
~ ~

cior beliefs to f~4f~>:Jri~,ed in the sub·~ystem dirf!c"t:l);!!~i~! jtlust they Ur:fitr '\,'>" (! 1\ <.J i\,

be fo.rmed in th~ ~n;J~ system a~d then repn!ssed7 (!That ~s .,. can" beltdli>'

.~ 0

over .'1 ltt(;,:n~ simp 1~ iil~..ount of t.il<:i mind,r
i1hte to, In:ovid>?, fora a" ~hHer expl~ln8.ti:on

,~ ,:.,

,,c:'-,,,
::'(J<J
~~---~(~) 0

: 0
in the sUP"l:iyst(iJII be q.iy(;'.' t1'1 influeu(',ed by the ev;iden.;,e ,"I.t hA1rid'l, One

o '\:\

zirgument agaius.t ':hi.$ is 'that if ~'e t.lllow,. tOt? ,much ir!(lt!pend~m;,~ to the
Z_;

sub"system, we are it. dang(~r 01 cl'elltlng a'c!vexy clefin:tt!~rif1.:. l:(Ciit¥eon the

s·uo·, £!l'ldmain CJSysteMs, and therehY Crtlicttij18 :n"th~r agency, Je ~Jso run

the risk of cti1eiJ.ting two ~Ons~.iousne5seswith In the ag(;~~lt. It seems ttto.t
"")"1

the main SYbt.e:n must have:,tprtority with r.nspect. to the ('Ol:ml1tion of 0.
~ ','ti \~ ~

belief in direct l'P"pl')hS~/t() tiie evi.dence, What we-must simply~mph1\{j-ISi!

'l:hey\~~Y' he llMOll$Ci.OUS }lUt not repressed,[) Before· th~Y havt' a cuance to
-)0

" becol'n~ t~;,<;fJous. and d\f;r~by thrMten the agern; with 3mrj,.ety. thc)1 are~.:,:-::_,.::':J - <'J

'f~ptessed"\;,f$~;the censor and sent; to the sub-sys'twn. Someof the '(lynaroics
e 0 .o



is
cmel'ging on a ~"TI8Pe~,~cP'¢.'}~;itbih;Jthe £,g6~' btn: ;9:). a·,way~"f\'think, thll'I:

,:r'

,
is n~'i: damag:l..ng [

.~-!

j, 0
A quest.Iori r4is(~it Qat'!

~i

_~~V"""~' t:o tie

of the S;~b"5ys,temsl

:Ultter qtte:3 tinn ~

lr:mir;g of ttl·"

and" a.;/:;~uc.h wOU Id t£~~~he thi\t . .:fi f cct~d h'~"
b-!:'("u~,

th~' mll1;~ system would" be. M,}.~;t inlpl.:J7ttl,Jt.ly,

pr'G'litiv£\. Pl\:rt"of th'~,,:&,),
" '2 ':;A)
('$;imstJ;:~hit3 {'rp:>i~alit)'Y af~

',~ ~~ " '"
c> "~,',, '\.\ . ()

t.h~u*h, ,~,c:)Ufine!h(;nt withht,', .. ,) ,,-"

o .;:, ,- ,",

the s4b~system 1s the 'result (.1 t(m:res5:i.;,m; t;hat "is; -~;onf.hannent vlthh>
,:_ , ::: .,!\\," \~ '.

tnt·, $ub-system" (\nSl~res that. th,,· undf-",j,~i'(hle" r..eH('!'s. wil 1 not· tOllen tlH')

lllain system. It is. therefor~ the main systsem ,dun., has to be p:rotec,ted

o

o a~1-dnot: th~ sub~$yste!n,o Thef:; ~::o t no good reascn for Uri to pos tu l at.e.. .~

an inHld.'tt\ amonn'" oi sub"'.)'stel1l~. There; !.:p.rt8.inly- may ,UiS3 d1tferen<;~t;
c; , 3 " " o c ,~ \.,

or beaer~ithin t.he'''~j'o}rsyst~l)l. ~llt this ~an be Mml1,~d simply by.pOS0. '

t;ula(; h:g t.b.('~(-:~,,,rist~.ma.~of multiple 'IJ{lhtd' ~y:;t(;ms exist
\. II (.)

ilflOL11(l1r •. :h~~~~;s, the same Wil;* t!$ he 1 ief SV':'):f'rll~':; exist :1),;;

o • •• • } r
;f:., " " , "r"-'l

~dmply bo 011", of,,:togh",al ipc()m'patl.hi1it.y~ as then W(~ 'to;'o:'lHCtl!tl J~!t() the\\
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"split off from the rua.in E86 as n'r0sul,t of the EgoVs dHie:nsive action

S!(wh,contentl;> may be Id desires'
I' \\

t:hf1t ·che;;!£H:,im:i.t:iveEgo 1wd l:tttomptecl to ac'fr upon at an eI1r:Her stage in
J! iI

Ult' Ego!~$ deveIepment., hu.t wh;;)se i.;(Jwl)rds fuHi1m!~:nt a:te !lOW b(IIX);:;:dng
,;:

'£0.1" thi~ m~re dl~vdloped
C; "

of ;,111::£80~ and eve:n,';tJ
,'-.. ri

'" o

flit off fro!!) the um:i.n Fgo , l'h:i.'f',pt'.sit:i.(;.H:in d't"n "'I!kes thf!
tf'

/'1 suitable tor h(~lief~:. {.md des i l·f.~" tlf8t. the Ege, n~)1oi<;:armot

.,
agatns~ ~ pat'!.. of itsf),lf 1i(:;o at thi\ ttJot of ~~H"deceptiCii~~ mld makes. I)

it p('~}isible. We can s.Iso say that '.lhe sub-sysuem, or ufH1e\"eJopeI1 Ego-
(i .'

~\ \,

.
sys tellls.; that' we need not postulat.e tJui; existence of mot~ than one sub»

f.iysum; thot: the prim;iple of diVision should not be one of logical ()n~
o

we need is an exploration of j<~&O:os:ic,.h;;;logy withi.n t:M J':r4.>udJ.an tradit':on,

sud such a t!omllr.ep<'l1sI'U'e!t<:;CQ].Jlt is :;ir,)1~:~l~l,lacking. SUGhan il(,;(~Ount w()l,tld

if there :is a spli ..t"'

o

cf .~g:mcy at al11 1£ not) t'hen a:n~ we able to hold ontr; t.he notion '"

!'H'.lf'··d~c~Pl: iunrf;,' SeH-dn".e:pl;im~ seams ti) :tnvoh·e a single unifi.ed subj'7!.(;t
n ('

:1mt<:'lbJedSf'lIlc"ht:l¥] In th~ proct1s:., of (l{'.e,~:i.t ~ hence tll(, ililnJd()~~. On!" pos""
,~;j :d.r:\ () /, (\

c:
have $ ,1S t' 't 1)£ a sjHgh'~ uf!i:t'i~d el'lt;.:ity ~ il.> ili.i::,gltifh~d, In r:0t!h.ty. a
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subject - th(;f Ego'''' its "d:lvided. ahd there arevlevels of ceasorshfp that

(.!";\

As regards self-

i$ldecq) dinsolii'e the par adox by tu:rn:lng it luto one
G .

So perhaps the se>iutil.)!1 :i.e; J.'B2Cht.:.d

cur
o

Lon of the :is not H:fmply that of
(f t, )

\'iilr:ring agclinst :m(' i1l110t!Y;'lt:." (;2..:nsorsh:lp, r~yi.·es$io>l~ .di:~c.()p'j,:ion do not;

occur without. cost.

~.!1f~decaption within the

In ccnc Iud.ing t.hi~l' chapuez , J.t Indy hp lmlpf!l.1 t.o sketch the '''icll~ldnE;;of

,.dian parat;\\gm used above,
c

pn~dic:all1(mt as an illustit'<itio;L

C'
Il

:in tb~'>. 1J;,151-. .,. his d{!Hir(~.~ fot' gT!1lJ,~1.j~l¥iar; Hot
o

bcli(:f
o

It. llWy Otb/l.lo! S Ilctibm;, 1;llt. Ju ways that woald
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result in OtheUo9~ Itprotest;:ing too much" that he loves Desdemona and no',

Emilia - here the Ego wt)uld mount, a strong defensive campaign against the

nclmowledgement t!'f the belief/desli.:rc. 04, on the other hand, Othello may,
, ! f,

esp,'(;ia 11y 1,W(J and pl:ai'ze nCSd\lq,io~la' s oyer; !?~caUi!£ they remind hi1l1 of
('

gllli:U~~s., this as~~c,{:.iationwould nee.essm:Hy r6main uncensc Ieus . Othello .,

The t;CllSOX', in. "

n

moraJ standards'), Mtd the 'Eso'

Ot.hello's

heing IhJr,nowled8*~d it)' the subj ect., <11llOtlgb the :rept(~ssed beBer may still
C1 0 .' "

cont in'l.l"l \<" ,'1ffect th~ Iftgf/;nt IS beh;Jvionr. So rcpress:{·rm i!:, able to ftl,:o'lt
. '. ,)

Q

equilibri1Jttl of the Ego, IVhJle it,all";I';.:&,partial £ulf;i1mf;'~t tt> the cCl~tent:$
Jj

c f 'the nut.I(~lS. ~ Th~ set.:-dec.epti.ve naeure of these ?pcra~,i.ons ~houl{? be
,~

l:lpp8:t~nt: the t~o ~:ejects certaitt belids and desires, and denies that.
D

they berlong to :itself, It, deceives itself with xet'pect to :its own be ..

i:i'!fs\ w.ith frjsp~ct to ~:r.::At ito .ac.knowl(~d8eSas belonging t,..) itself ~ .and
o 0

tC!'iISN"iutmt.ly lAi t.h 1es.nf-ct te t~c 1'(,IlSt}11'3 it. prov des ;for tin,; st1bj~·~t' s
j\

tilelVlvioll~' in thf\ l!1cmld.
))
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CONCLUSION

that self

I.Hssolvt, t;h~ pt,l'5d(lX. TIH!one
(L,

nnt, inv'Jlw~ t,ht~ llold.:in~r of

tries t.o argus

tYpe. of 'irraHfJual heha"'im!~,j{oth~l:'than deception. The :p1"t.lblel11s assccf,-
',,-~""

(; D " D
;u;ed witt} tn:L.. line of approach were examtned, G!nd ~he ap:pr(ji,ich was" see~l

; " J
" ", G'to ba (lri's8.ti~f;.> ..r.tory. Tho/)secoml ,1Lne ,>:}:t ",),ttllck t.ook the do-c"eption sc-

,/j'l "

riduslv;" and exam:i,n-;.J'fl16, nat;ll:e~ Qf Un" self that could" d110w for the.. . c-, ... ",,. .. _.,.-- __ ,.,.

,
poss:ibqity 1,)£ $elf·dl.~ception," He,re a Frettdiar. apprcach to zhe prob lem

\\,~ ()

I would li.k:e'Co exami>'!,e some ,problems thatwas eX<ln:i.ned .in some deta 1.1•

()

('

A c:eM:ral problem rttised in eonnecr Icn with the approach taken i1'l this
'/

:in:ational rmhavimH ~mwell. H. (!ttf.'flIpt.ed,to und~lstand the reasons for
t: " _, _"_Ii I;'~

th~ behsvtour of ihdi.vidlU";~' who 'Were {~~;t"often unable to ,:mpply these
" \\

,:easons ,themselv~s. Freud's :tl~esispr&:lsent:s p:tcblems :for the notion of

I1g,'dicy fot, two H:ilsons. i'irstl:y ~ the not$xm of uno ·n,scHms beUefs that

ii1~~~<l~heto innuenc.e ~oth beh~vi(mr., lind the acquisition of conscdous



reasons that are unconscious, the.n we will be un~to ~:t'ticulatethese.--:::::::.~,,, . '.~

zeasons ~ I:md so will 'be unable either to give the true reasons for our

behtlv i.ottt ~ or ~vemay act f,dthout knotVing, why we do so. Second ly ~ thE~
Jf

description that; Freud £,l.V05 of tho self is GSSel, lially that of a divided

!\~

CC>!lSCiml5 ami lmC-.'ltlf,(d,C'tlS t but tho suhject Gom;i~;t:s ot throe agenc!ie$

r..h m:e :f:o:/: 'the rni)£ti~~;L'!..rt

ar!,odwr, rmd"Wh'id~ :in

a
tpnt was to setve (1$ tfii~.~n:i.ndple of unity r the RgD i.t[jt~l'f. This pre-

::J"

theo

p,(.r"""\x of sdfi~de("pt ion arises pl'eci$el~l "becausl.
o we appear t6 have a<, ,J 0 o

'sing(~ uwi~:ied ag4,n.t wh9 hold:;p cont:radi~'1.toty be1i:efs, By 8pHiung th~'
o 0 . ';

si':1f :lilt,) multipH: agencies, we solve thl~ prohlem~o but ~t. the risk of
o

}":)_:;;Jr~&1;r.tf origin; ..l prob Iem al l,;ogethp.1:. Fer now we do XlP!. have a sin~!('
"that illO d",,(.eiv~J; tather we ha'JlJ..,OM agency bel.ug dec~ived by an-

}1tI1Ic!1"" We could reply tbat tM notion we bave of agency, is rois!r,lided .f:!
D ;:-

as 11i bt. as it iJlay sou.nd, the notlctl of a s ingle unifij-'!d t'iit;iow:l.l ag~Ilt
!,i ",

t'i'dxIg jn full ~nowled8e of lill thf: reasons for. h.."r ,!lLti()l'!s is but an
\

admO~iled86i {,hI) clivisions postulated by F~'etld as real, and it would thus

challenge the not.aen of agency al tiogat.her . Whether this is satisfactory

is far from elM.r; the problems and puzzles associated with this area,
-:

howevel"~ tvoulc. re,quiX'c further and indepmldent rcseareh , and go beyond
o (J

In my pl.p~r I proposed the Frtmdi,;3n thesis as a bt~ttcr alternative tv th(~
\1 ,)
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four, where the notion of the Ego-nuc Ieus was proposed and examined, it

appears that 'tiH" Freud'ian approach ~ certainly es used here" has simi-

lari'ties v]ith that of Dav:tdson. ~vehave the pictul'," of LanEga that splits

in order to accommodate in:atitm,,'lHty, jl>ot as in Davidson I s analysis we
.'

have a sp1:i.'l::.in ttH~subject occurr-Ing whencvor i:rr61tionalitl-' eccurs, the
Q.

p:l:oach? DOM :l,t :tn'oSf:lr.t; similar problems?

is able t.o provide us

account. Pan of the

probl~m with the funet:ioml1 scceurrt was thllt; did not. p.rovid~1 'us w:ith

an cxphnats'on of ",;ther nhe ~~<~rwsisor the Itlp.c.hanism of division; we wen:

not; told how the divisitms arise. 110r ""e1;1(~ we told much about the con-

nac:ati,';msthat mayor' may not e'idst, bet~'e(m divisions. Also~ since the
1/

divisions appeared wh5;never irrationality 8FPM:red, their function WIi'S
(,

to .avoid c;rlEl8.tin& IlnT'tension within the agen';; the irrational beliefs

Wt'll'e safely accol'l'J~odated within sep!lrtlte partitions. thus the element

of tens'l.on that arises i~ the case of 5elf"'de(~epti~n at the lev€tl of the
o

not snfficientl".' expla.im~cl.C) ,1 H th~ non-interaction of

the it'rat.ional beHd's wm:e. guarant:ced by t.he ex:lsteilce (If the sc.hislI1s
;'1

The FreudiHu nccoliut differs from the functional accounts S:nboth respects

melltiol1l~d abcve , Firstl:'l~ :tn t.he Freudian appreach, wo a'te p:rov:tded with
{(

both a genesis ~1h;~e mental divisions, 8S well as somei)1.ndication of
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their interaction; indeed, the problem of repression is a central concern

in Freudian theory. The histcny of the mental systems provided by the

F:t'()udian account provides a fulle:\:" analysis of the mental, compar-tments

with t•..rh:ich'we a.re dealing.
>l

S(:!condly $ there appears to be independent

corzcborut.xen for }'raud! s postulation.s. Since thG Freudi8.n account Ilims"' (,.....

t.o provi{1e 1J, fu11 picture of the nature of th9 lN~ntal,.his theory provides.

()

lve ev:idem:.e for ilssMsing his thoory.

Th0 ,~.;dste:t1ce of BTl unconscious ~ say l seems to· be a theoretical notion
Ii,L.,
p"',},indf~pend~ntl:! cor'rob-
'\~)
a :Culler pictu·'e of the

"
account 80£ their exist C!lCf and opera't;.io:m; ~ an examfnat; ion of the l~otion

~j:f repress ten ... and :itl t:hit:; way differs from, and eSC,lpcS some ofc th~

pr-:>blems , the £unction·,ll account , In the functional ·'(!Cotnl.t) we were

given an :indicet.ton of ,the E..~i~!lE!~ irrationality is accommodated by

dh·.isions within the mimi - 'put "II'e: were not given much QJ an account o£o "

the p.r.Q£~ that led to this state,~ Thc\iFreud:i.em.acceurrt , 'on ~he "other

hand, is. able to pruvlde \!tn account of tlie procoss~s that underlie irra~

U(mAl'stntes~ and"Js., for this reason, a funor acccunt , This abi.lity

to provide a fuller description ;.)f. the workings {.,£ t.he mind would favour

\i c

The area (.)f SinrUd.litY. hf)',veve.rt ll)ay ari.s~;\ w:ithin the discussion e:;o"

psynhology. '£he exist.ence cf the Eio~nut;Jeus ensures that any t.ens ion

b.tW"l>Ubeliefs, any hratiOftnl:J that e"ulo~ b•• ceo~.t'd by the main

system, can If" re.olved "Cc0fwd.ting tho disruPt~ot· ullwd"um' be-

lief in the: sllb~systelll. S{). tv ~1:t'MSin Davidson ~ have ~he (Cxist('n.c.e

~f varIous, partitions that" nd"~:;-;~--=:;rt. irrati"".lity,
/in the Freudian thocsis we have the Sgt\~m.lcleus tllal plays this role ~ here

~
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is the similarity between the two sccounts . Also, t;ince there has not

been much development in th~ field of Ego~psychology, and since the ncrt.':tln

of the tgd-nucleus is a fai.dy recent one, we cannot \)f;f,~r much of age-

nct.Lc account of these' ideas, apart from that sket;chod above in chapter

fcnu·. In order to highlight. the distiilctiOft betwe@ the Dav.idsondan and
.}

the Prouddan act.:c\).mts, W~ would need to sketch thel process or l'lle.chiJl1ism

of division at the leV'e2
the

navidson and Freud?

1.\

The censor op~
c

erat.flS under the",dictates of both the moral (Superego) and :l:'at:ional and

the mi1ld; ttw sys.tem is desigMu tit-oune keeping

unwelc-ome "or threatening ;ideas out of the main system and out of ,~(m~,

scfousness , It is 'true tnnt we are not pnu,ented w:i,th a full and de.tai'led

pictUre qf t.he censer it~.)1f .. Freud ~s. discuss ions ,'::!i\e c.entre(i. tnQre on
/I

tb.e nature II and desires of the various age:nci~.s. It. ~iHl~"be that such a

liSt~oss~on is not important ,for Preudf.ans .. as hmg as ,ve understand the

motivation "jut' c~ns()rsh:,;_p ':$.n t~rrm5 of the agene tes , we may not, require

~~l analy;~.iS' of th~ censor itself .. it ilj~y

,
('p(~rate on f~j}J.y -simple

~ (r

fot Insuance, t.he denial that an umklsh~abl(' belief is hl~hy oneself ang

a belief that it is had b~i SO!:M other person - 'but w() do l'lot. kll~t4 \oJhat
I,
i!

th~! nature of the censoe I~s in r.erms of our. demands. The censor docs not

have a pe:t'tionality <_ if 'this alUcs the th('(:)ry w.itf~ the functional ac~

able.
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'J

Another area of examination is the creation of part; it i",l~ ltJitbin the main

system of the agent. -In Davidson we are gi~2n the principle of divisi¢%t

but )~~ othe meehandsm of division. Is there a si.milar lack in the

l;'lCetldiatl account? W(~k.imv tho reason f\)r the creat.ion of the diIJi':i:1ion '"

sure 0·£ S Imu 1t.anoous lO_Pll1cnt would
'":indica~;e th ..~ divisirm h€,tweer. the Ego and the l;go~rmcleus, A1thc.ll~h this

pic,turf, does not l":t:'e::;(~r~tus wJth a r:tl1Y mi3ch~nistic accU of the oi-
viSion, it~r,}PPMTS to be a more complex 91'lH than th.~ Davi<!sonian account ,

Also, the geM.tic Mi well as 1:he :f.unct.ional n1itur~,of the aCCQ1.mt avoids

t.ht~ alIeged circu:iarity of t.he fu:m;;tiotlal sccounu. Indeed , 1 am not en-
I

tircly ceruin .whet.her thEa FreutHi!ln account is a more fully dev~loped

\),(>,'l:'slonof the Davidsonian {:l,t;.count, or whethfr!:t' it is able to prov:lde an
,\,1

alternat;.ive .. !'lnll betl-e:r ·,,'ciccount. ! hope that the areas of s:imilarity

,"
if not 'the, so hf"tift,on I tt) be r,,,1 1'\31' ,

o "
l'hi$ may be as

usei)Il.

so, whi;ltlwr this u,,:~dlimi~,m,)r.;~;,(;nts pr()bl<Mt1s for our cO!'it.;.~ptiom. 'of ~fr,... .. 0! J,
" ~/

dpce,ptfon as hoth mot;j.vd,~d and. tnleological. 1 do not think that. tr.e

"two are Uf;l¥;ossa:dly htlltunl1y exclusive. O'f course , mechanistic SYSl.'l~fi)):-;

are for the most" part not. illtent,ional at all) as weU..thought out and

"(;;_;:~7,<.:mtedplans cannen rely sole1,y on simple l1lecliani.Btic procedures if they



behav.iour is motivated or teleological, in the sense that the act. ions and

dec.is ions of the. aeent are directed towards a certain goal, and yet many
. (

of 'the means <1Jsedby the. agent to affect these consequences l,ay be aut.o-

matico It is not m!o'cnanisinas such d~a,t is pi:oblCiUatic to ally analysis

of se1:f~dec~ption 8.S long 8S tIm mech.an.istic procedure ,is stlstain{?,d t~ithin

,\<)

In-j

I

the agent.

In assessing the Freudial~ approach. the central question that needs t.o

~ asked is tIl is: does

come anv closer to resolving th~ paradox? ',i'he answor to. thii:l ,question

tur.ns on \'Jh~ther the eoncept; of the ~!tliempl.oyed here is not problematic.

In thr.n:lnalysis. tJi.e 1'll1thbd of deception ~U1Stakt'l~ seriously ~ the paradox

wt~.:::; not. solved by showing that~ when we 5pl.~ak ,<;>£ self~decept,ton, we are

activity mislabelled

".as fldc(:ept:i.cmt#. Inst.ead , t1,1'; rm:;<J\Ju~1on teak the form of (~reat::ins: {1ivi-

.,
question is whether we are 1et'1: w:ith a self su£f:idently coherent fox us

to posit as §.~H::1i,(:.ct_Et;i~L!n.&' The paradex of self-deception depends on (l1.U:

h~wi.ng a un:if:i..ed"seli i;t 3lstnt:e '-qf self-h1tricted deception; the reso'l-

ut:hm adopted hert~ has ~een to explain s(~1f*dot~epti('\!i as ci(;c.eption of one

part 1,)£ t.I~!?}Egom:er ~~::~he:r. 'Yhe, qlH~st,ionnow :is ,(Jil(,thcr ':olehave a real

Eolut:i,on, or just an altern.r.itivo picturo. The; is difficult to
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, answer:

/1

.//
//

.jl" rp
if we ar~ content' to acckpt an alte:c:n.ative notiorfof the self,

then the reso lut.Ien to tn~problem may be 8ccepta'ble; if~ hOWGve:r~,.0
",0

review §gl~'tn~ls pr{.lblem ~ namely that

tx'uth that, it hides' from its(~lf " tlj(j$ll we may ins,ist that the self de-

"I '50 are ccnt ent; to alter OIlY cencept ton

"of the self and see it as of. various .. (IX of the Ego
as, ::;pH:t in the way

//
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