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PREFACE

'I,’h» tcpir of this d:swr“ﬁ#mn is suf-vdecs-ptmm. A z‘nw]ve:ii'

-

a g#neml malysisnof thq pmblsm' howevaz:, thu cantral dis-r'_._;..

'l

cusﬂ:m cent:es on an’ a e uf’t e ap;«mach tc: the ;cmhlem, ahd '.
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C INTRODUCTION
elf“dewpf iﬂm is wst m?é af t?ﬁe i:im!s ef imatumei beha‘*iour t.iut Ve
L BS '*hman hpmga hee;m da api‘ L zmiulge m‘. Wr 311 ﬁht i}.m* in.*zall"

_ -ti.nes \\da u.nmg that 'are p-ammg nm; fu dhr bef:t zm.o,ievsi:v. b»aaw ,Ln

| WAYS: that ,.m;madict onr hasde- 3«5&1:‘;» ' 49{:111; ;:bat we s'mght Ton du,
: _--riacide ohn . i pls@ of -ac-;; (}5]‘) and 1-.hen actz f;g,amst t{t -s.c:_er 1o Mod reasm’*, o

0

" he’iieve for a ﬂmmeut ma& tim Wﬂﬂd ruaite dse the - *y we woi.sld lmr* it o
. « : AN ~ . @ " ’
.-~t.o b;‘: These am% o =er t,pes of behevmuz are au wmmnnplac.e t:'hat tlmst
@ .

var;r attangeness oi‘ten goes unncticsd. Self de::eption z-; one of suah

ypes uf tmh”hvmur lxke ﬂ;s clow f.ousin, wxshfui thinkjngﬁit is =0

0 L]

: ";Freadxly “tndulgqsv fo- tisnt w oftan»;iva in blissfal igncram.ezag exthm-gn o

EO S

;',_.i.ts exisience ot 1ts effects In fac:t unlzxe many uthaei; ‘Ifind& of ;txa-

(J

t.ional behavicaurq swiuf-dacéption melies on our jru:u: bg,ﬁ&g awara of m&ny'-”';. AP

' of our beliaf- an:l deairem.; sﬂfﬂ-decept\f% luw wa staka ;m ramamiug _ |

] [

covert in tnis baper. I wili uxsmim the prohlm of s&lf - dempiion

s 'no;ing jus‘h uhe-re thé prcbl&m h.es a.nd discusazing varmus ﬂpproaches tu-.
B %olu\.ion“«}; the pmblem and vmare these apgr;&crqrs BrS pmhlamﬁt:c I

' mll alsa attempt tu ‘)f\;‘_r 5O kind nf m‘lutitm m the pruhlem by f'xam-

i mg how 2 Frm&lidn appm mh 1o the Raturn . ef fhe xz.em.al Gan | sub

it thé particular problem of seif-deceptima. . '

"I‘he central 9ssumpt:lan that underlies all pmblems of irrationality, mv- “
:-c]uding t;hat of aalf*ﬂee:pption, is that humans are essentially mtianai’ | o

521061«'1‘!%.‘65. ' ’ﬂxthout this cem::al assumption, there- woui&" be no pzcvblem

w

with failuves p&: tat iﬂnality, feilure of ranicnality is poss :.ble - angd

_prnhlematic - cml;-; fm: crel\)\tures wha npemta acaozding Hu tha dictateﬁ

o

b



of bthe rationati ’i‘he princ:{plq cf rﬁtional aparation need not be con-—_:

scwus - :u-. nmy be l.ha.f somaone will act with perfect ﬁtmnality but will -

be unable: o artmulate the' principlas af reason on whmh she opamted.

This wm‘ld“ﬁm mnake her behaviour leoss mtmng,l, or irratiomll i m.;dur"

'fur zas ta unmz'saand a creamre beh_-:wmur, we aa_usi;- knaw the pnincip’la’a

untx’er which it daplie itly uperates. if wé can ascertain no s'uch primié
W J’\. 5‘()

- pie; _-Lhen_;s ubm:iug heiiefs m uuc,h a creaﬁare mil ke imm%:.ble. b
R ’ B o

The wﬂ' natwcn af b»liei also 1mplier. uuncmhtv BeLrefs apr.rate a{vil

o u. &

make gm ise Wi thin l:t-lie; sy-amms wf which thay fmm a pazt. 'ﬂum- srstems
o,:eratr. oz,‘ a prﬁc:pia aff ol vence ; hel,s.efs #1 thin a ayﬂ.-*m mm.t‘. wheiief'.
a;.xth ot{&er beliefs ot thé&ﬁ;ﬁ%ﬁm. 1f they do npt th;.'-. w‘i_u neces*sﬂ.ne
t.he : m:mt.iﬁn or emf‘?gen oi a uew belm‘ syszam I tw belaefs are

recagnized as incompat/y}e, then en,her one, or 'bd‘{.h, :l‘ the: behefa w:ili -

ba droppqd* ﬁm‘ en:her A new belief r-u.ll be. fnmed or the ev.r:?dem:e ay

7

hend mil ha rwiawad. It ELE not posszh"e that; aopersun caagc:@ousl};'m&' '
knowmgl? baliw«s two c.onta'adictovy pmpc.\s:,t.mna Thus the un@ty ui the__ - B

mancal is i:rpl 19& in thzs na*éian of zha coherant nawre cf bel:!et ayatems. '.

aince helmfs inf‘iueuce bahavmur - ofum by af..tihg as Tess ans wii.haut

which thve behwmur wnuid he inexp ica‘a;a, we ara atua ‘to gauge Lf.e be* "

i

lmfg a‘:" an ivdiv dusl. ‘by analyamg hef “behavmur, au* Lhus 3 thurd perstm o

E & haye acuasrs o some of the agent s hm z,»ﬁg, even if t.ha agent hprqrzf

] n

: ;s m'.at aware ' of thp- t:peraucm of the bai:ef. _ Be{iafq aa:-e cent.ral to t%m

. pxoble.m ‘of self«ﬂx rept..‘ion, wiiiL parad:w*s ai beiwf be\isig,m the haart -

.uf tha issue. iy,
s . f.ou

| At r.he cem'ra of tha prt:blem Iiesf}.(a pm:addlx If ane modols self- da‘.ep-v'

tion on ord.inary nthervpemon d ,eeptiun, we have the fcllmcmg probiera.

if a daceives 8 with respact to a certain pmposition p,“’thi& usually

1mplias thai: A knows or belisves that p is t.rue (false), and wante to

convince B that p is false (true} by deliberately misleadmg B - either

9
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: o o 3
by introducing fale evidence, or by 'jwithholcfi'ﬁg ev‘_:ldehée . or by 'caus'ing N
'B to misiénﬁé.rpret the favidénm &t hfand ‘J’&mé -':are '.snm'e iséuea' here that

need tcz be notad amd distmgmsheti Thn fn'st is t.ha!: the kmhledge claim S '

is noi; J,ucial m tiie pro‘blem- A need not know sthat fzer i:neiief tﬁat 9

s mﬂm faise m" true. “a's belict shat p is safficiem n tifat is,

Nl 15 -

| must have 2 cagn:it:.w relatmnship, as it wera, with *!ze beimf thaf. p

& @mzld aisa be wrmg ahﬂur x:he wuth v&me ‘of p, and still be said to__.' NI

.4

dﬁf*ewa 1. ;—gom: p. % wm 3.f &‘ ﬂm:its that: p ;is trm, az:id E“rauudus ﬁ '

niﬁ.. believe mkt p is faise. azzd 3 is 151#9, A unii .incawad R w.{t,h *vspect_ .

. 'u L I . }f/"l! - 9. “.
tu p. e wauir, .z;“, S0 cla;m g;xat :si m ~nffic1 it r.hat ffhi‘ mm:hdniam of S

c.

ept,,mz be if; o‘i’n-x itlt)n vJ srder Ior é.k o have dgreptxon. _ S:;..i:t’:cxe'xt' e

o
. L LT
A k]

- aiso fﬁl’ &Q‘C‘Eptiﬂn iids t&ﬁt ﬁnhsk t,g(‘% i Ql‘ltlﬁn T'.O 6::.:.3{‘% 3 Suppt!ae LhaY{ E% o -

e

_. the deceptm pla}}z faileu w mfect. B"ix\z ihe des;red Ay’ - we t.cm‘d sfle _
. label, t!te ev;gnr as :m-a af de;:apt:ien if A ;.m:em&ed te@mva B, ’;_r_gnd m» N |
i vﬂlvas hmself in tha deqeptiva pﬁp mmepu.on may aisu h& an. ongu’ing

r@c;a;na that requir&s cumst.ant adiustmem to quuatiens' ‘t is nm: e:;,-' \\\\
| haustud by a single sction but may xaqu:re further actiqns an. t.ha p&rt |

nf the decewer. So ien t.hine smse dec.eption is taleci?gicai . not Oﬂely

-: =is iu purpmsive. hut :11; ais an: intent:anal e.cuon *het is’ perfovned b& a -

&ational agent and 1!.'. is ti{recte& wwards a rertaa‘.n end. 'i":ga agént ls e

‘? ahle to nake mtlgemez;;ﬁ emd alter ‘her piams in accardwﬂe with the desimd B
o . o . s . S . . N : g, : . L :
. Glm- ) . . N . . L . L F\’ L . =] . o . :?- T IR .
' Jowe S e R . 5:: b
. . ] ) \l“" - B ) ) “ 1
o ‘u
= J'I'hn fuil fbtm of the pm‘blem auz-wf wnen 'f,ze atu»mpt w (.af.a.y .,he aaalug; e

'3"'wnr ta ﬁoai «deceptmn. Bere za:e. wifnild hawa a sitvation whe:e & helim.es
'-ﬂzaz P wui at the same time tries £0. persuadﬁ herseli‘ that =g, This muld

_ oucoy in a numbar of ways:s A may helieva thaL p desii;fe h.lving ev;dew*e
' -.t.haf. suppor-'..s - and ne or littla evidnuce that supports ;3 or, the
Lhoug‘nt thﬂt‘. P mght ba trus may mar.ivate & to CAUse . him tcc halieva p
For example: Bremda baliewes that zm is & fait.hfu‘i husbami she would

be dwustamd by any aots “of infidelzty on his part, and would cnnsider :



m

I(.

e : : ST

d:.vorcing hm ware he e ba nnfaithful B'lllﬂ is" being mfﬂithfui - he

15 ‘naving an affait with his. secretary Bridget. Bren&a isnores an tha

E

RS s
a\r:dema- _ tl s many 1ate night.s at z.hs tbffme, a.uz: weekends away on .

bu..ir;ess tr:.ps s the lat.e night phom calls his :.ru' zl:ent,:em Lo hsrself.

Bui besause t’he tbuﬂght of Bali 3 mfide" ity wonld he too pa.%nfal for ¢ .

Brené‘a. "she ignares ail the evidem:e at hand, ang cmmmues to hoid onto )

O

hey futh in his fmﬂi;ty --1:1 fan.-, z:nmia's x,ear that Bi1l might be

B

W azthnri - and her !m.m,id snspic on ﬁhat he ﬂay ’mim,d be hav‘uw an

atfair' mth "Pr,v!geg: - mmtwdtes her to hold c-nw t*u‘ desuai ho zef and

cbnsmnt ly "10:_:k tha ot.her uay "y and her chmus fnr many nf hms a‘.{gmm

' {!Lheilo wu]d h% a gaad example uf this typfn of hehavinur. ‘I‘his axampie'

o

N & oo - i P -
eqf:en outdc u:en Bli? 5 mgeﬂu.ty. I - qr SRR }}

En anm:her raae we may have smnethmg dtffe:ent where. t;he motivated be— i

I:ef is undeszrabu. !{ax’a He cuulti have &' sua;}miaus 'tmsband who bn'fiaves

agamst: 311 theu avidancc th&t his wife ;Lz. beiag funfait.hful w him. Here

AR o
he would ignura al; Lhe imiicatmm uf her fa&thfnm«ass and concem‘.mte"

on firrdina ﬁn‘sl magni.fyms amy possible cltms of her ad:a*taraus hehwmur, e

t-!;ags that w!f- dec.ept:ltm may nm: a!wevs be mwated by des.u:e but may; |
AN

he mtivsted hv fem- or anxiet.y s.he. prouass sho:v’-! in. my casa ba ﬂze

S_.ﬁmﬁ,g,,_\ N ?)} .. '. .. . o N 3 F 1’5’_ .
. \\
ﬁne d'r.ner em S shmld ba suf‘f ‘-c.iant,.r Here we have ttw case’ eaf smemn
P

u'ho rmg;ﬂ,a éxy hoiamg r‘he houef Lhat I but artempts to pprsuade himself
.."3; -él;.we Lh&t P, dcspi::.a {m: becans.e af} e.vidence t.imt eux wpartr\f.

obsewa . wmald aee aé .mpporting}p. Carl hnys {Jaspar 5 old Ehevroiet at

a reasonax!a g;nfice. }ie };ealises th.at 11: is rmtg in greai. cmxdition but
“he wi‘*he o usé the engine and Sﬂme c:ther ;part.s to huild a mep » Carl
hkes tinkering with cars., ﬁarl‘s friend Cliffoud. sees the Chevrolet,

and, needins & uscd hut raliab.’l& veh:iclo for his business, offars to buy

_ it from Carl for a good price. Carl is nnsure what to do, because lw ﬁoes

5"

A
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a E N ' ao. e =

T

: m‘.it ’zhmk that the car is dn ar gond enough condition to sell ‘to his fr:.end

\ "

’ {mtl Howevﬂr . Znoks over the Chev,’ ap**«t nkare: mth it L Bit, and fmally

.}

decides that- the car

in in a bette: lh e n than he fzrst thaugh** He .

v ® ¢ ' .
f‘mai 1? iy, abie Lu aell it to Cizifard with aﬁc!eax cansq;ance }iez'a W,

I3

ki
'h m.. a case cxf self ~de£:e.ptwn uhere t‘qa pl,rson (}ﬂe% nc:t iaald bath ga and

'--p sfmnhanenusly but mze:ﬂ- l;& umefs to reﬁlaca one bahei‘ wit‘.‘h its

o ®

. 2 . L - . # . = P ) .
SRy T o o : T . ) : L o B

o A

¢, helie o thdt. p~.

'_mr(.uwsmncgs, .,he subject s;’};uld n‘.'arm rhe beh@% that y

'%re tf-em i:!::l‘i, Lhere 15 ‘,}:e as““mptm!j xhat, m c*hw o

[

{‘l‘hera is no

a:wumptr_’_ T hem that«the subjpet. is mca,pable ot immng the rcrre:.t; or

6; Pr 4
Hweve:, in Lhesen cirmms an;es, ‘the snhject.

dcﬂir&. does in facz f-am - and nct. apcm - tha be] mf ﬁmt -p. '}'he ﬁ’éiief

EE I t 2 ?

',thm. Sp way reglace the heiief that p. ar the helief that -9 may be fnrmed

instaad of the beliaf r;hat p. what» is impo}tant t.o nm.e 5.3 tha? the

havm,g a:.r,ess m widem,e t.hat shnuld 1end her w-ba‘iﬂeﬂ that: p. } hope ’”"

that r.he ams 1ar;ty ?m»tw én Lhe c&@es Plesapted is sufh-‘iently clear fax '

-.q.a

A te be aetm th%;. tney all beiong tcr tl\e waicy- spet:ies

SEif‘d?ﬁBﬁuiOﬂ

e L

K of t.he gmus of irvatir‘mpty.- ‘Thﬂ task is w ﬁ‘*ss.lve Lhe paradc:xa .

et s -.? . h,-»\\'

St:lt-dms;}twn has very cftm heen all:ed to wial;ful ﬂumkmg,, ami, "al-

:.'&kaugh th’ue are ,imi 1aru;ms baween rhe statea., there are al:so i.mpnrtant.

-_dﬁfﬂtence*w 5uppnse rhat; Amw l:.kes !mdy and wants ta bpl:.eve -hax. Andy’

1;l.kes her too. Bhe. may mdulge in some wu.hfui ‘thinking. at. t;h:l.s paint "
and imagine that Andy does in fact lxke her. _ Sha interprets ﬁndy & wei- ..

cummg sml@ and assiﬂtama at work as mradence of his love for her, de~

o Eal

 spite -’t.h__e. faet that he naon't inw.taf_.i_ her on _a date, ox declared his love

]

El

- rm*radm»cry. I ST B

4

i

-""umatmns where, é;veu certam (,Vlﬁ( 8, t‘:e sub;ect asyou]d fnri‘n tha ©

L _'subject mtivatas foro the ‘bei:\,ef thut “ p, in the face of and da.spita L

_"“hﬂse examplesn ave mng .32 !ustrauarn of t.ha bags S therm _we have _ {{
. - ey

N



. . - . .'ﬂ . \‘) - v P' )
: for -her.- é‘ty this s!;age &rma s etate nf nind is at- the la’ve}. of wishful
: thmking !fere An&y te ba soer by Arme tq pmsem'. flcwars m Annaba]

“and € m\fs_te mmabeﬂ out on a date, thcsn, vere Anne to vontinue to be- .

R _lieve umt g‘lm!y mved her,' a-he tmuld be enter ._ng the state og seifa"_ _ |

deceptiom -'ﬂm mre ahe ag’mred evideme that. dzsnrwed Amiy 8 1we fon

a

ner - suppose And) i:m&d hsr he didn' z love her - the more sermus wauld'

a

' _bé hez- stam of 6acepi.’it;m Tis cantra'{ mfferenc,e. thm, bc‘twea wishful;-_

L

: thinking ami %olf*dﬁception 15 that the immax is carricd out at ihp Zaw% :

. of fsm xay wh**raa', m sel r-dwep"amn the 1;ersbn da*liberakely im‘:ram trg_

- '-”avoids taking inz.q cuns:dkrat 911 wuiem.s» ixat wauld t.antx'admt zl.e de- E

N ;‘sM beiief, R ,’ . o . . s . . . L _____:'_..:.‘:_rJ

Ch '.j'«-’ w . . I : L .
i U S PR v S LR g

:There are alw mauy cunflicts in b@!ief states thst iio ot amcunt to_
: e i

-'_!“Isali-deceptim. Often 'chere may simply he mta‘l.lectu indemsim, sz,tch

n . - S . . &

ol ua whern A perhcm has avidence both fm: & prbpasi.sicmg and .ﬁ:s cmt;g:ad:.c;-

3:t:ory, a.nd cmnot dm:?.de betwecen t.hem. hera th‘n 1&1:19!:&1 thing te “do nnuld-

"

bt *?;o suspmd ,;udgomy. =iy &ﬁcmntzst :ﬂq'f* have avidexzr.e for p hut mgy

r

—T:"\_'__'-fdc:s,ire to pmve tlmt -p, here she- wcmld sgt up ‘8 series of experimmta P

_tl‘lat unum prmre ap and wauld shw i;he limtnt.ioﬁs of :ha av:dence that

I’J

"Isup ;.rt-.s p. ,’if sh& faﬂed ta establish any Justxiica'cim fm: -p. then}.jgﬁ

{,\ sha houl& have to ;we ‘up he: be;;ef in —p, should s!te m':-t, do this. und. L
R '

-shrmld she perqist in her hel;ef that -p;ln tbe face of mnunrmg ev:zlance |

Lo s
I

o '#Q_i‘-hﬁ' c.m}trary-, nthen he:fr «stat;n ai mmﬁ muld m hurdering on -ttzat of :

: se‘if-dervpt ion. ' Thu stmnger the dcszre thai. 1OGEVaLSS the holding: onw' o

a aeljef that, in the ci.\r-ezmst.inces, 15 irratlona} or tlte stwng&-z khe_ ’

w

-mmivat mn £ lmld ¢nto“”a tiasuar} %ﬂm :.rratmnai heliaf, the more 11ke ;y--_ -

.-:LIS_ t-he_--}:eracn %o .fa}._l- into 8 stat;e_ of -gelfe ‘_:leceptmn. It may alss be-
tha:; :_:aée _tiza"t..r—a pétsﬁ:; believes both p ang -p .Simnltén)eoﬁsly.az.ld_'yet isI
'ntﬁ_t_ seld-deceived. It may ba.the. case that the beliefs are _aiﬁu_atéd in
a;éry: different cognitive domains '_ within the_ peréoh‘s miif.__d, and h:? is

simply usawara of their conmection. Someone may slso not yeallsse the

L .- . B o .
. o .. .
e . . .



u mport of the avaﬂabla avidez:ce, or. may faﬂ Lq ﬂraw the cun'eé:: ur oh-" :
: vmua mnclusmn ebecause he :.a ignorant Qr Eoolish lle:ce ke ww«id net e

- hava an exampls of r,elf-»decaptwm A per&on may aTsa am:sriously ‘mow

o
_ .,‘na-‘- 'p bt a!!nw hiurse}f tfa act “asn thcangh -p were. true.- i‘nr insteme, ;

e we ;511 aus;send d;sbeiief" ‘when we em‘.gr {nto the t}:aatre, .m& Qe may ba.

Iy a

tpqved to tefirs hy Lhe Iiaa'i daath acene, knnwiug all tﬁe while z:hat it
only . play . Or we may at Lc—mpt to gmsp a st zck 1:. :.he wﬁter, knwmg
?ha* Jt anl ¥ anpﬁars haun e‘md is m,v raally aherrx it smems !.o !)e. ’I‘hese _

. _,1\3 :
s :
o m'ud xmt hu nlassifiad as sal“;iocaptlm 3 »‘ar ever a's g.i:‘!‘ﬂ‘l‘lmldl :

_— ":3, - 'hec.ause t'zt, agmt is ab!e tu ryahsa the prm:es-q ﬂmt. h@ is mde:gomg,

and t‘.he anSpénsier‘ L“ef i.he true B hef't xs an}g tempar;ar ;_\a;;:i :..a__.-pg;a-formd .

,w.u;h the ngent ruuse,x_aﬁ_. o i e o e

el m

o

PR &
= A

in this mger I shall attempf’ az eaamin&um of the problm of salk- :

- .'1‘ -

demption There ar{}two brua:t ways of approﬁc@ oqe is, to arj.me zhat )

e

&he "decept;mn parr. uf the prablam can ba reanaly%ed and redetined 50

@ ' '- ns" Y rasai?e - O'i: dismlm - the p&tadox. I)ecepticm ia saen as same mheg

b

and leds pmblemtia: k:lnd nf pmhlmn within tha igrm:fcm cf heiiar.__ ‘So\.'-

Y

the apﬁma:,hes hera ssﬁy that w‘mr w hmw in tlw t&’ase of’ self-dec&ptum :

. '. - is noa rvfauy der.agtztm m an but rat.her mma cfher nsind nf &ctiv:u.y
R Ji wﬂl a:gmﬁ that this typa m& appmach is nm whcsiiv Qat.wfa;.wry. '!ﬁ"e
sacmd Iine of | analys:s is to focus cm the seif part c{ seli -deceptinm.. '
‘ _ whm; kind oi’ self is nece sary in ordtr m: self-decep’czon Lo’ b{; po'rs*b}e'?
R 'I'his 1ine u{ :enqu: Y wiil occnpy tHe remmder uf the p&pvr.. chapter fw‘f N
R Cwill. ekam;nn the Davadsanian Iine, nutz.ng" the pm?:lems mvulved, and

. c‘naptaxs thr»e ami four w:iil ba mnmmed m .»mgiyse the pxoblem within

a !-reu:!xan nxamihatirm of !.ha sslf Lhapsar thrae will fonus on Fr%ud'

we

Ca . -

- _ -
e tupr}graphm e.heory, and chapter foux: on the structuralist rheary. Boz:h

theorios -are sufﬁmieﬁtly :iiff’émnt and cemplex to warrant individuai
attmtion.: Ir. Ay be admitt‘.ed that Lhe Freud:tan appraach - and any other
app::oach that. posﬁ(ts 'mg ‘aalf as fum}atuem:ally sp.'lil: - :19 not needed . for

-‘J
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. s 3 Zf-daceg{titm, “pud not all of f.nem are eqnal!,y pmblematic. !hld uases

n may !m more auperf;cml!y de.lt wr”h Thm may be so. I't thus may br the
__ _ 5 . _

I's‘

- casa t.hat ttaé Kxaud;@x- appr.:ach ,is more ==u,nab1e fm“ .Bn aqaiysis nf the M

%rxongg anse@ mf seif-decefmpn Perhaps rm nndemtam&mg gaizmﬂ at thia _;.,-; '

= w.

Q' level wﬂi“ h 11.-3: dmm and allm for gxeax:er n!armty at lmmr ieve!s. o

" L

nnderqta@dmg gamed .ir this leve} ml;me wxll 2:»9 ixitewu* mg.
- . o O

""; P r rasas of gelf dace;:t,,ian,- That m . there ara several dagrees of‘” N

R l£ hot r ‘f *t is ?03 vﬁ{i MI‘? for. hﬁxder rasas cf is’ratiﬁna]ity "' an



' DECEPTION: SOME APPRUACHES

acquis itmn c-E the

solut on by fefnmu}atmg the issug .ﬁf."deveptmn w&% the pcrrsmetgva

of. the raqditmns under which be,,‘l'i [Sg\,ﬁ are az.ou::ed ami{or mﬂim.azued
3 =5

The att.empt is to xefn:mlate thef ﬁroh}gem wuhout tne contradic ﬁlian* that

(

1s the majority uMhese appro&ches deifine se]f“tieaeption 85 mt neces--

,s'arily imroh ‘Tng t.he psz adox t:hat A\%@}i yeq i :

4‘519::; clm in’ zhat th:.x is not. ) nm;essary{smature nr salf*dsc&%.;.m,

angi hmm itut self-dm.eption m&y 3ia in uthar. l@ss strnng cases._ o

e an

ﬂf&riaus approachks wiﬁ:i‘?; this azea will be. e:-.ammed m& assaeswd. : It:-‘

a L

' 8y
15 wort‘w ch q‘wa th{n; thesreu appronche,as aﬂ. wérk w:n:‘lm the, ftameworic of

2 w R

__tha ga.tmnaliggg cfnwe mentai t.hat :u., they ass.\.m t‘t-.;it ment-a‘ 'Eum;-*

tmn‘;mg 15 eswmiaiiy 8 mx.mnal pmcehs, sud im!eed the mry notian af .

& behef~ »ystam bnth assnme'; and impliea an intemal aohmranm (‘K 2

®

;ratmnality@ The umh?m of svifmdece;ats.m and ottxer 3:* ah ﬁms o.. irra*

.tmnal hehakur is. pms} s_maly that t‘.hey seem tc r.urLraﬂn. tlm Psseana}.

ratmx aP wurk«ngs Qf 1:°t-e

_«the prob;em of self-dac. ie-c
2 . i

»mifmdecf.ptimz does not in ac.tual faat involve an mtemal cnnnfad:.ction, -

since we can have self.-deception without hav:ing tha.sub-,]ect balieve bm:h_
P an& -p"aé: th‘& same t:‘.ma. Srma of tha arguments fc*' th:.s propa sal will

bn sza:., £ar1:h and examined - : R iy

o

Lh p and -p simul anaausiy. o

ind. Ths follom.ng appmaches mtampt‘ to. f;ah'e '

"iln by saving the ap;:earancn of rm i&ml:ﬂ:y* -



o himself tha"e ht is attracted t.c Emziia - snmethmg th&f i‘eptiv& t.hird.

.that im be‘ Eavoh tnat. he lmrea hez» Bm‘. Ot.hellu hds m rhe 'c!ast mved

D

' he. passible. ﬁn ‘the overt paradox raised by the hulding of two contm-'
- dicwzy beliefs is shown 1.6 ko an app/ rent one « £o underl'ying cont:a-
| dietion exist-s enee t.he i arent paraﬁox has 'rbaen rafmmu] ated. Audi does:

1ot mtgmpt A seluumf! ,alang Ehe nnes at creating fiJ :zisions - systems '

'ur agenc.ﬁ ey~ uithin thﬁ mind, alt;zmrsz he dcae:: po%u‘iute unc.onsciﬂu”_

}-e!iafs H& d{,es m howawt, ske mzmzxgxzstem.e 4% a sglmmn tb
B

: p‘:ara'dex. &m}x s ay: pi"«}ﬂ-h np;at BE DN hi:h éasgts.act,ion higtween belzwmg.

» & g £

TR .
quum, ’“n ;u\:r -axamitmnmn _ B o

o

. . _ ; oL _
. !t aypearﬁ =1 bat mhella wuewes that he =oves Dg-.%mcma - he- helmves :

L

L

.'Emiiia, to uhom ﬁhe still fee}s a!:trscced »!11*110 Wﬂ'ﬂ'-fc’ i‘-‘-"«‘ deny ‘zis CEN

ot

't:‘.éct‘lbn to ':.'n!ili.a * he is au haammble m:m, _&nd w:mts ta feal ..hat.

%

m

_— . 11 T

_that v‘ mad agwuaag that p. ii-ﬂ.. iy i._ 1.!115 m:pllct n::f Bin the;ia 1hat. e

}}csdemna elaims hfs fuil devutmn am! attanticn. So he_ c.anmt admit ET 2

B s

.pers«m observax wpuid be nble to’ mfer from ()thelia $ hzhavmur. - o -the'

.,_,

Cto Emilia - which‘he disavows Shnxth&nd 5 helieves hat g hut “avows

£

"ﬁjhat.-' -.n; at ‘chis poim.,. we obuL attribu;a Qn Dthn}.'{c both thc bauef '

that p and the oelief zh%t ';:, a*u! attm A ';n &Qesoivn ;.he paradox’ ‘!‘:y )

i T e

A makmg SID(p)d unﬁtma»c.,mm, arm B!t)(-p\] cwtsc.iuu:‘ ﬂud: s move :.s nar_“

Lo da this. hua. urhe to clmm t.hat: 0 ayg;hsﬂ th.zt. -p does not amoum,

.....

o

honourable Dthel 10 has, an uncﬁnsg,cious balief w na'ne‘y that he is attracted -

tu Aud: accmiur. .m:éa:t -i:iay'mfm&lls' Be‘ wffiéieht for, but does ot

_ »nt‘: }J, belief, and har.ca aa can hmm 0's avawal tlmt. _«p without this

' img’)/ ms that: G‘ belze,ves tfhat “P, Aud; aigg ciﬂ-ms that 0's avowal is

gincere; w‘n_at this mean_{; iy that. !J Ag, _fii*stiy‘", awpre of his avowsl that
. . Loe = . . " Sy .

. =p, and he is not lyisg or stherwise trying to deceive a third party.

Secondly, the sincoricy of the avowal implies thet Othelio believes that
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Rabert Audi’ 3rgues that self-deeaptinn ‘Hoes not mv‘i‘»ive a cem:ra!. paradn'r.

=3

or multiple agents, hat does mvalve unccmcious ba‘iiefsk- An ﬁm:lix‘e o“f 'ﬂ _
U .

his pos:tis:m can be summariaed as. follaws- suhja”i A :m_"g- state nf :

N

*i*d@cvptzom ity

' '--"(‘1)-'- A has. e g_g;p;;smt;ic:,x.v‘, lmmwledge vhat -p._

AR ..{i‘:{'t A avowG sinec :mly T.hai e LT o R
O ti:ﬁz* A ha:: a1 Ieast one mmr whick cntyiams, i part, -
e .';both why. the nuconscioits 2aowindge that -p is unchne

Do« sfions, -angd why A s disposed t€ divavoyw her helijef, -
e "‘* 3T o-py- d0d L0 GTOW P, VR YHER present mi w:rh what ¥

Shf- weasd ay a“;u‘g-m ¢ against . o . °
S L p

A3 hrjpes 'th';-..;._'h:i'.s_p_. posol wﬂi-'é;rmt..es#'fu'i iy'..{:xp'iajﬁ the- fcllomng

v (1‘. The: anal mth other p#rsm d;:\ceptmn* - Audi
» _; mt.ends 1 pr‘l"’suue the ar;aiagy et S
LI ¢ 31 The nuliqn ofF retu*irg to 8dm1t to onese-l(? s e
o .\.f-',_raaiiv does btBlisve the proposition she disast, S AR
S+ Cantral to Auc}i‘s argument is .ﬂ‘e’ distinction b ween ST
: o avowa} ,and belief L . e e
B . o S L] PR . . L {'7 2 (.‘:}'
s T (3} “The se‘!t deceivar 5 capgciw to. wspund to, ex?iw e
e e dont#s A a haelief 3tates act in the way’ m.dnary be- roo
S Yef sLaLes. At ~they are evidence sensitive. It iz =
© . only A’y ptates of avows] that do nét, but fs They
. ars not belief stATes, this does.not present a cone |
© txsdiction. The only stiange, notion ip-i*is -egard
: iz that the belief state formed fn resr oo v the
: .. evidence fs gmcnnacimm. . U
@ 4 . - - L ) . _ o =

Q

-._The centrul prob;em in nuga Lsccmmt is his ni%t:inctmn betwgy wtmtas--

' of " be}mf and avwal, 8 dwaéuct on central to his argument. -‘i’hxs will
- &

haed to. b exan uaad to dﬁtﬁ': w me whea her, such 2 «%J S5 mc\.mn can 'aucces,s-v'

% &

' fu-h ha mﬂdl‘.‘n _ - -

8 ) T

Ahdz argument wants to preseyve the ratiopaliiy of the systom. This..,
wou,

| moan that no internal inconsisyency within the nnified system would

4 -\_‘%; .. . . . . [}
A‘* Aud:, R $e3£~Decaptxon and’ Ratienalitf” in ﬂartin. M. w {Ed) op

" 169- 194 o oy
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he helieves that he is nm: attracted to 'Emilia » he has 2 sacond ordar

baiief ahaut :.ia avowal ,. l‘mt, since it is merely avcwal, fhexe xa 1o

G

corrmpmding lower urder balief. Ve may aosume t;hat this -is charactar-' "

K

istic of statm af ”J:Swal e B2y, also assume that the. h:lghe- nrde;: belmf

waald i:e ueceqsary t.o watas of avowal = the noti.on of unconsr.iauu c}vewai,.

seems contmdmmm in tlm 113ht oF Biadi’ E] ancmmt

Lhat, in th;s ca;-.a. a qt,am of avowal is muwalent Lo that of a consciaus o

ﬁt. coutd ttm.s say

sewnd order belmf ui‘:lth nﬂ’onecehsary cozrespcmimg f;.mc Grdﬁ' h&lief

’i‘hea sd,ate of aEif"dQC%‘Ftl@ﬂ a.s charactermnd hv the s:mmi*anenas ex:nn:v |

ne*e of amrm and ﬁ{O{*p)], ar by BtG{mj ami bv B-bgaf p)!-‘*

{f-'°

In facs,

we muid sa on T amy that, m :he c..ase qf sd{«do::epuog, B{!}fp)} =

"’fa

e‘-;
A[f}( ;:‘i! That: 13, t.ho ur.welcama mcansc:quf# r;mlzef mmw&tesﬂfi ta\‘%‘aw

e

i

o

=

sc mua Lv &vuw tha cog'm:ath cwry a*‘ this bel;v! . '3:3 ;:he uuconsg:amas behe:

R

t!nn p,. tagether mth the deaxre that -p, motivat.ps the agenf t'.o i‘arm the

saaohd r:rder he‘ii&f that hie berliew-s tha* 'p

Aydi does ot attemp& a resuiuhi«m dl‘ the probien ,by appeal.ing w m

s

)

cdnsainug .f lmccnscaous dzs:irrt:ion. Herax e m:uld acrzfmodate “heb con-

W

tradicmry haliefs th&&: P snd t.hat “n by ;mmting ma ns cmnscwus r.nd

]

‘ﬂ‘ﬂa m.}nex as unconscmus._ But w; wauid still ;mve t:ha s;,

contraummry belief stﬁtas heing held hy the agent:.

nmam&l a*titudp of avnum, Audz heﬁas, tt: a‘&md the pazadax pnsed b}, cen.-'

By mtrndncing the :'

i¥ ian af ..wa

B

ﬂictmx beliefs. _ In hxr. paﬂer "‘ialf-i}eceptlon, Acz:c.n, ami hiil", Audi

-] [ @

s the §n11wmg to say :}n the mattery ’ '5{ R

@
& b

.

{x.he bu{l{:wmg & Er.s‘t.d.., as u. Were, At m tavels.
4 Ry

*

- {n the upcoasLions ieval, at nh"ixh he knma p iz false-

d he

he fets himself to beflieve” pi..
T Cslineeredy avews poand is j, N
« o 1igves »p, it losks quite &% I0 he d4d
" ghink we thus presersve . agh of the

waurt for the ters “\M‘,L-ap shon” dn otk

[
D L

©
and wince hg @

.3 $itat hu b

- aveid the paradex jmplied in ou\ ing the wmrwiof.eﬂ,w S
believes something he koows (or byliaves) is not°

true: My point is not that-svch & belied

ig dinpos=

sdbley but how {4 is mo ss‘ible. 1E 3t dwm.in o nlear,

and we cah account for  sedfSeception

Cposiving such beliefs.

™y

Wi
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One "chararterist'id that audi asserts__'he_langs to 'l_.welief_ and not to ___aimw_a_l _

is the infl'uem:e o behaviour. 0n this aacount, ‘the dvidence for the -

[+

exmtmaae «::f elief m.qtas awel states i avsmal wcmld daffar. The averall_ .

wm.ght of m. wiaural wimnce would aupg:ﬂrt states of haliaf r?thor than

3

Zﬁ,‘:"aaﬂs-'!}f -mruwa‘b .' ‘Alse behef ‘siates wauld he wldenm, sensit 1Ve,

wlmwas w;atm wff avwm% wc:s J not. l"'h- This m;ulti be sne uf i:‘xe ma sons

-t}*at a nrrwn mum avow L!mz. P, wen in i:he faca of evidaa e tc the sone
.!.._ﬂ.‘&ty.. _- Sy fu:‘ mstame, we m.rr:(bute the beliaf that he 10ve's }milia_ :
Lo i)t:?xe,ia be ;ms.e l;thana _ not. nniy exhibits mbazrassmer@xaund
-'I‘meh.‘, ’hat ia\'ishes ’u:mssm'* attantmn nn Busdemona hs aﬂd pwwats 1;06.'

nmch both xegardmg hs s% pactzm ta Desdemona ami cnnretning iua ,\{mnu-'

mt:y“ “\? zha °rharms of Emim “

{“ﬁelf*l}eaept mn and Ratmnali#:y pp

13

1?3;4) ' t'txli i ms§ be ahe case Lhat much uf Othei‘ip s behavipur could o

ba taken as “avfdeme fm hm smtas of avma‘s ins!:ead of his belmf-:

}

statss. Eor iustﬂnce, hés- lav:.shment af -.attent;ion on I!esdemana w_mld

cqunt as behavioural ev}dancn of the lma that he avws C#z’-’tainlgm

tt.hﬂiu wonl 14 se@ hiék ‘Emhav lour in thm :jﬁy, and would furthe.mre sct

E

_ingly twa: ds lg]esdemcma m an at;t.mpt L6 ﬁnvince h::ht.h hsz.mf and _

|l ER

h grs that hzs awowals qf 1ove am se*mme. ‘\uth ﬁm]d, .hmeewr, baa

thﬁ Gifferanw a rrﬂszdmg in the ffa J that. must of Lhe q'oﬂlsu!n\rLm:unte';el wi-

'

dence would he evldanca for Gihellols heiwf .tate that Wip loves ‘Emilia

rathar than fnr his state of avawal uf h;a ‘icwe far ﬁosdemona. The ac-

gument is that wa' would always be able to fmd nd:i:,tmnal evidence that )

wonld mnfixm the existence. of th@-‘?balief stat@. tha.t p, desp:b e that

avawal ;:hat: -p.. o J

R N
. ° ©
" L ’ . . ¢ ’ L it
o . [ .

The nflin problem with Audi’s aceount “is that it may not aveid vhe paradox

it atvempts-to circunmwdnt. Audi's states of uvowal cam be trauslated into-

bel'ie;‘.wtalk._ ~ ¥hen 0 t‘hat%, he fﬁrms. a 'higher drﬁer belief -~

)

by
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3<B{0(P)]> | Since'. b ia éelf- ' dei:éi?ed. _ we"have. Blﬂ(*?')‘i but - not.
B{G(p)i. 8o, the agam. st not come to form eithar ef tius foiiwiag'

‘bellafs: u.thm;ﬁﬁ[e(p)i or B<B§0{»p)] " as this: woul& simply reintrcduce-

he

e

) .
t.ha g:amﬁax. In the lar.ter c&se-, tiﬁa sub;ec‘r. ma.vt not t.oma tu fmm-the _'

‘highbr arder beiief r.nat he be lf,éﬁi% that “D. . Sa the helief that . -p mas?

o

mt ba aliwed to bpcme mna-c.iou.,. noY :mast mem be GHY AWAYeRess sf'

T A

thm ijel:ef ﬂ b mﬁy eause vhe agent- w form a .mc_mnd ozfde_r belief shong

u.ﬂ... S{: th#m nassd be-a o --.**a:mi Slock m"ﬁ:,r{-.\.ié.ﬁg 'this' hi'g.rhe-:a: ardmt- e

& s

1,{_#‘- ‘We Lhu% hﬁ\m iiw prok fom of explmmng how {he matimtian fnr the"

20 Lo

i}".‘a.'—.‘fﬁ‘n! mem ct. nia sec:m& -udw beli;gg{ '-*J.ses The mnt is mhé* the

ﬁnb*act does n’::t tu avaw t.hat "B ;&re» .I.St".i}{ 'hecahw* he has an umia- .

' sir ible Beljef tht -p. Sp tbp auc.\m that P wcs.«!’s as'a dvterrent agamst

: t.ha sv:mal th&t{f‘vp only maﬁ‘"ar AS therv al‘:eady erists the beliet" thqlt

(:) Lo @ﬂ
~p Here the paradnx emerges a8 higaer lgxél = tha. 5ub3ecf must knaw
{ {[ 9

what it is that hn mshem to cunmal in order m cam.ea} it mom e Epc-"'

2 :;wely. 1!: s nad‘ﬁ s.um:ly iaat thm 1‘. gher o"'der helmﬁ\\that -p dnes -mt

_ emerga. bue ir.s non-e.me:genm is motypated. ami it is t‘h'}.\ﬁ mtq&timei]

o w //

awpei;‘.i‘. here that wonld need go be Fxplamed._ It is hot cleay From ﬁudi

&

'-f..i

‘“counf how - the b:gher a}:dar helief Jmt g is prmrented irom emergm;; ,
)/

iy the subxecr.. Ha wuld peud. w Rnon tur m%am;e, i the.re were: sny

: mechamsm that @xisted Lo mltigate against “its zo.mat.mn, and hw such s

u
Con L
a 3

' 'ﬁ&m.hvzni'm wmld work, _ - _'
3 a . . o . ) . o e L
- P o . S T .
[t} o

On the ofher side of -a'i-ze c.oin se wonld also hévra ta-have the ;u.'m-' exXistence
.rtaf tha Iewei' crdar behef that p, smca, wera zhss bel;ef mﬁlse fo‘ifmed

' there tmuld f*rise conflict beweeu ir. and, thﬂ alreadyagx: s&%mg helief that

'_-p.- Vo, fnr ix:htance. Ot;halla & avowal ut‘ hzs Iove fcr I}esdemana Jdoes.

not have a currcs;;onﬁin,g, balief, beeause Othallo belioves that lio lcﬂvbs,

- RO% ﬁnsdemcma, Bnt. Emilia. Wore Otimi,}o to come Lo be.lieve tha_t he loves

Desdemona, we would have a paradox of belief existing at this level. The

contrary belief ~ “that ha loves Emilia and not Desdemona 34 I([D_(E)}' &

o : RV

o . :;'__.\_\



~L[0{D)] ) - mttst pravem: i:he :Earmati.on of the lc»wer order belief that ."
_hhq: .mvea» Desdemma and not Emilia -LIO(E]} & L{ﬂ(ﬁ)] ) without itsalf |
'b{.mmmg conamuus.. Audi's amount. iiius!: be able to erplam how the.’ plmf
: tha., op, .,ag. ean act as 4 reason against_nhﬁ'“foxmatian of the belief that,

7 tgithr}‘ist A:*:eli !sm..wnng cons cimw".' 'I’heré is .nt,lie Eizmgar of tﬁe- pamdcx.“s.{ BN

-.amergmg or*cn ayam ovey !u:re = the ze is mtiwtn.m a&amst tim undﬂb.s.q-

L=}

:"a‘b}e“belzaz ﬁldi’ "p bemmmg ansr.,.mm 30, in sum, tlmr ave semm! Ny

A
* .

---pmhiems nr paradn?es that mm g acmm‘:. qtu%l m.redﬂ to resui:;e Tha T

¥ lr&l is. thn bmzc one cfnrm:n &4 the re‘ $1 =<:11§.lh§> botwem atams r:f
oo

: avmcal At B at;ms of beiief ,]n-!d Ly the agemf gwm ﬂwt O ‘heliexes the."

]
BT
0

: -?-';'5', h&w-ca‘—w ‘m avow th’-at; ;:? The mewnrl _ei?.if'e.:x at fhe !Lha:el :::f .,Im )

[

mheg-relatwnship of lelmf stntes.: the umchicus. helief ti:at -»;: fquSt :

e .
‘;\mi.k r.he anu the be]wf that. p mt;ham. itself hacmmg wn- '

suoua. The questtnn is - !mw is t.'hu ?osv.bla"’ This see:ond prohlem i

L

":-closely relat«d to another- : them 18 a mthahonal l:slaclr. against the o

o

' formation uf a h:g&er ord&r belmf aboilt the unnmhmwy belief th%‘ “p
o i. e. t‘here is a. mtwatioﬂnl hlock against the farmatmn cnf the ‘*voml
' -%hat, -p._ Hm dces tbe?existeme of the belief that: ¢p mo"i,vam agamstu

_ :.he format:iors e:)f thu avnwal. -;.hat -p Su we prohlems -nf -self-ﬁeceptxm '
: ct;hat. Audi wanted w a"oid aeem to re-emerge iv a diffem,m fom and a::': .

anathar 1evel i hif(é-&rgumenu. o _' . - o

"'Bela' S?ahados-’ s"'ves us, an analysis of what it means to ke in 8 selis

&

ai\;ed state. 1t 15, baszr,a‘tly, t,n be dispnsed to ignove’ or subvert
. evideﬁce that mu‘ld qupport an unwelcama helieﬁ, and ;at,rhaps, in addition,

o

i pm:sua avidence thm: would suppmt the flesired heliaf. It .i.s im;*ortant |

B et

Szdbados, B "Self-Deception” Canadian Jowrnal of Philosophye 4 1974
pp S1-68 S : ' . o

£
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i

__e:orrzzpt the heiief-forming procedute, and it thus mvnives a cm:tstant-

.,adjustment:by the; syst'.em to cope with changev of evmenca.v ’I.‘hirs distin-'

g.umshes aa’ i *d&nept ion from :sonfethmg like wishful ‘thiﬁking where we hava'

< state that 3s loss imolved with reahty and that u. le.,s ‘tanac:éuns in

.'t.ht' fm.e of contvadzrmry or unuelame m-idema. .’I‘ha_ xwishfnl thmkse,r'

'mghf drr-am ahaut: thv aew raise m: tha love th& neu woman at the eﬂf ice

i 117 iu.x? *z»’:inm;.,h thm-se rhcmghta :f m?zixhvd c.c‘rz;» antly

- ._by i‘zm huss or the wuatan, ha may m Lm‘m R4 &u}droam, hu'r wﬂi cr:mfine

' _ ius ihunpﬂ&t* m *he warjd of pimnm:.y md wi 1 mot act 4s ii‘ hey were

C e . - ta . . ac . . : -
T R T ) . o e - - : :
o e : S Co e -
o ) p e
El “ -

_‘fhe seiﬁ—deteivar un the uther Iltu‘d at.tempt., to shape rpalx:.? e f,'.t: his

a

' _'_wdﬁm.res aither by :gnormg conf‘ mt ing evidane-e, ot b}; mtsznterpfehng

' T Ag&in, the tanaaity uf t.he self»d@cew%r in the Fa&e nf ovemhnlming .
evil.‘

m,a md catn 4: q:otwational cwponant of se”lf -decephm. _ It: ;;.s nm. e

g
necessuiiy .. or wen usz;ally -

cf actxon thu‘t the persun syst

"evm bc possible, given tt‘e fant tha.;:,, the a&if-deceptwa pmcess is gsu-i_ o
"auy kmnonscwus, a.nd hence renum% unart. miate& by the sgam: é de~'

'-."hbﬁrate pitm -:nf nct;lan uhually *equ:ires tha[g. ths agcnt recogﬁ‘zﬂ thsa L
..de%wcd end fesult. as wa‘l-l as- me prow:iures required for arrn-mg there, -

) zmd at'.‘t';' a?& 'rdmgl.y .Snill- tho act of self*deceptmn is mte‘-u, 1011&1 c:ar-"'

oo oot

dehhﬁ»rate in t.he sense that zt 1s mqg.ivated n_s,r the ageut, uht,“ dgen 's. '_

R

the realizatwn or accap.,ance ofe tha undaairea orm. - In 'Lhé' c-‘-iﬂe. of -
]

_:;alf decapnon we hava ahe sitﬁatiun of the agent pmouadmg hersozf m'
helieve : aag a certa:m state of afiairs exzstsudespite her prmr beim:;

or suspicion that this. desired state of affairs :ha_es not exist. ' The'

prcc:;dures- fpr such self __p"e'rsuasion' nay be ﬁohplicatad, and would not )

ainply be the result of & mechan'ical_procedurp" igherent in the agent, -

- although snc_h rechanical processes might come into play once the agent

e cas@ thar. thexa b a def]:,bezrate plnn'

16

tiim!i? :nes to follw. This may not :

a&.zions are 'lu‘ fted tOﬂ&Tdﬁ} t.hq, holdmg rai Lhe de-'-z ‘Pd ’uelié s OF nga;m,_t'

RV



: is mﬂikeiy t!xate Lu:!a b ee%*’m i:a the p.mms*a uau’ld regs?a:c]y s:u,cur-

© ' . e e . “

entered mto the self»deceptive p:medum. Alsﬁ; the agent may aften not

_ pt. for self-—deceptmn, bu.t majr deciﬂe o face tha unpleasant trnth do-. |

spzw & s::rr.m,g deswe £ be&:wa 'Lha opposite. _ The self " ﬁeceptive wurse
- may ncf; be mrari 15* c‘zosen» - the very natmn cf salf-éet.ept,mn may not

."alzw Lhis t.ype of choice - bat it w a mti\,amﬁ ::c-u‘rse of act:lcn t.hat'?f

ut

the eg,ent. mav, at a. iater stagﬁ t"anu !.e aharwe.-_ Alt:hmxgh self-demepi.wn _

:w;r bs au arf.u,:ity t.hat hil"ﬁana ate pre«imgmm to indulga :ui - and sais "

o;t,(ﬁn emn ed L0 mtcwatu 1115»- - one iy eﬂﬁe c}mmsa not TG be svlf-

N

-y

-m.

o

demwed. %»iem Llw pmcedu °e cu seif-ﬁew—p}:m smpiy mex !.asm *GEQ. J,t '

uastaad ';:he::e would ba a :vgmar T mg away fr\.-m behet if Lhere mra :

i\

) 5u££in:.gnttly strcng dass_re w &ct a5 8 ;.3318&. Fnrtheru,mm, the agem-

o,

often iﬁ aware og the outcome of tha dac-epﬁiva p«rocess 3 she mdulges m:'.

- directl@d, telenlogicaivtype hehavinur alsu auggests that something o*he:r: -.

-than a mchnniaul pmcass :.s at work '!'h:.s moti-t ationa‘l scmbtm ia usually i

&

acknaulnd;.d bg the agem, 'i'he quest.icn as tu haw t.he agent can ba in-

'6\\ * Ty

BTy praciseiy z.n orxie': ta acl"ieveoa t,ertain stkt.e af mind.; Thics gua'i---'

"Iuacnnsaioun. or ,«the- feal mtivatian f&: d partmulax ac.tiiﬁi win rwt; beﬁ.

Ivo!ved in 8 met.ivat;onq] p'tan that :m nm: at the s.@me tma cunscmua and )

%‘ 1

ivtmtmnal is, I ‘thmk, B tha cnntre of the i:m‘nlam* perhaps the sa.i*':

o u

kytwn so this probipm will provido 8 sulm:im to the pmble*r- of mff*.

deﬂ\ﬁximh L f’ A . co .,;"’._-. S . . _. ,_ ) |

L]

[

f m;ent for the, sub;act !:o g her haliefs over a permd cf tma. - Hw

‘o -

:.i: is somay

acmpum ‘to give us seif-»deceptiou. -' Szabadas gives us .the £a3.1maiug=

o

smxy! _suppose theze is & mexchant sea-m&n who m.shes to hire out his.

w

vessal to tran*;pori; caz‘gn on'a loeng _;nnmey. “Re has some mzagivings ,;abgut

%.mbadcs a:r,guas that in prder for usg to haw saliwdm.ept.iﬁn, it is suf~ -

"""of cauz:-;e. not juss uny change of belief smtas wi’.‘t do - .u‘. ‘is ve.ry aften '
tne rationaf; plaﬁ ta alter beliafs acmrdmg to changes m eﬂdence, and’

ing we do ail ‘the timu, Somathing mnst be added tn thxs dp-"

o



R R o .Y

! 'tha c;ondit::.on ox h:s ship, but. a{:!’éviates them by teliing himself tha‘:.
N he is over-zeaating - that he ia being to0 caur.ious. He may alsn ask, nnef‘

_ -of ms fxiends tc mamine ‘the ah;p for him. knowing that the nur.cnme mll

oe 8 fﬁm:mrabie oms. _ sg his SIISPI.VJDE" that t.he ship is not Seaworthy is
irans%maﬁ mm a trhbt. that ali wisl 39 well cg; the Jeumey, ami his

| -'-_-_pr:or iaars are anayed. When he hems months later that th(. ship hﬁ.a

' gmm tiawra ‘Bt n#a, hn is a!slp to collcn me msuram m::mey w*th A alear

-': n-"mencm ahs.nlvmg h;m&elfmi’ ah blam&.

. ey . . ]

"Here ma ha\.e a r.:aa-w m’ selfvdew;:tim wit" unt th-ﬁ ﬁimuli:anmus lsoiclmg
- f,—)f bnth p and -p by A, and harwe t‘.hf' varadm: 15 resol e.d The sea-man-z:-
_helia; that Iglﬁ sh.tp is 1!1(1&1“&‘ seaw-:srthy is held by hm only afzar ne has'.

o x’eimquiahad his bemf that it is ﬁat !ie deeez.':va Jmself 811 rinht.'

- W

bevaﬂse ha avoiéa. gathexing evidanc.e that ‘he suspvcts might: iqd:.wate that.

hiu vassel ir. fal}tng q\apart, md ‘w bases his Iatmv belief on widanc.e
e _"-m:l jnd;emem that ha auspecas might be faulty. fﬂe %hall! aimid for tfn@
e e . . .

- ) mme being, tha problm inheram. ix; the use of .such woz'ds as subpe::ts ‘)

. Bur the suta at thes ind of t‘hs whule pw'ess % fua» &eceived state, aa-

L N @

’it wera Tw is n&r. mrked by ti-e e.t‘tusgle of Qne bel iaf“ovm anoti.er, in»'

7:?”9‘“‘ t“e Mrﬂhaﬂt tppéam to be cnnf*m fme. S S
. CLE - ] ».3 . e . o .e;': : .
o S e e L o o e .: SR .
- SR T oy E T : . _ .

L S aivedm ‘& ;acs iti’cn ai&q raiaé;. a&her prubiems. uhzch, due t.a thei:: sim-

]

Al arity, wiu e discusse.d ym wngmmtion with Hele and otlw.r ance'unts _

Ea

‘iwe too“ ‘g,wes an accaum. of seitw:lewgr mn uhwh mvo ves cm.cixf uqt's'

-

o thm That ct holding two cor-tradicmry hphefb stmu}mneonely ﬁ_g_

N (.J.T.e& fcur -.Kaya of sezi*demptinn.

g e “

.-J' . ': . . - - . . ) u. -..a

Mai&, irs R lrmtmnaliw An aesay o Akrssza, Self-Deca]gtion aud
‘w”lf*(_);ﬂzvo.\ _ .

&




the ;;gg_ g.‘:mn of tha fcrrmation of tfze undesired bal ef. ﬁe;e sets_ ouy

-(;\.3 negative misinterpretaticn, whiere A avoids ar '
misinterprets evidence that would count agamst. ;he_
degired: bel:ief that p. _ o
{1;)' pcsn;ive mrsmterpfetai;i\ﬁm- thxck mvcives A
intarpmting date in & wove posit wa“ way with respest
toop than wonld ot.herwisa be the case xf A vise an -
_-unb:tased observer. - . o -

._--_\ =

{iix} selentive fﬂl‘.‘.tl:si!lg i atteh&mg, where A -
"fAilis] to focvs -his grrention on evidence *i.hat..-._ :
. counts “agsinst p awd Lo focusfes] instead on pel- - -
dense uggmtiye of p. LT s

4

C{iv) veleciive evidence gather mg; nh?l‘ﬂ -_.c'ée'r}f:é;?ks”'__ o
S easily qbtainah‘e evidence in support £f . .md goes
L An *se-arch of 1es-= w‘*cessihie r‘\fjdem:e in - :;;;_pc):r.t.:_cf :

Pooce e T e e T T T e

o : . : ’ .

_ﬂm accou?-mg t::s k‘t.le, .none af these iairly aomon anys of da-cu“tng g

e =

_oneseif mv::lves ;he halding ot ::wu contrad:cmrsf behafs. by th;ﬁ: ageng o

. Far Mai{a. se‘if ﬂeception‘is 'haraz;trrwed by the hniding oi e dasimd .

-_'-benef b}r in agem. wha in a‘.ﬁer mrmmbtances wouid nm:. ame ta hold-- S

-

t,hnracmristic cf ss1f~ deceptmn. Hele n'iso argnes t'xat tl‘ze agmt«nae&'_

e,

o g

it

now dmlres te believe gpnrt of ths self"dacéptive ptocess ma,v nwoive

Q LE

.. '- font‘ cand:.titms thﬁt ‘he .-In"ms ar@ sufficiem for self-decaptinn. They, '

. & . . R ¢ . 1/ I
drei-?_' EEE o, N \ | S q__ e e
o ; o (1) ’i%e bf»l:ief t,hat, o whzt,h S aoqxﬁires is, false.
' " -(ii) ‘s -desiring tvhat p leads § to manipulata fi.

4 ®. toytrest inappropriately) a detum or dara wala-
. wvant, .or BL ‘east m.f:m.ngiy -i*elrvant, m 'ohs. t.ruth

“ - .' vilue of p. % A F;“s'
et T (11'}.) Thm mamip‘ulat:ion is 4 gause ot‘ 8's acqulripg
g w't:he ‘belfef that p. S
e " (iv) If, in the tsausal nham bet‘.u#elg desim and ma-'
... nfpulation or in that between manipulation and
= belmf-acqms:.nm, them are any accidental inters
“ 3, e, dn cimumstanres s:‘.m:i lar to this one in all regaz&s except that

hers. the truth of that sae helief is not desired by the agent.

' .tha' belieﬁi Tha «hoiding nf twu contradicmry bel*efa 1s not a necessnry - o

nat haw,,, 1n the past be&mved the m!am:ibn of z:he propasition t.har he_ g




Ca

iy

- ' . : . & ' L

med:.arias {hnlcs,, or imermediarz.as, intentmnallv
- .introduced by “4nother agent, thosé intarmedlaries do .
o not wmake 8 (significantly) less responsible for ac~ "t
. ¢mirving the belief that p than he tcauld otluerw:{se . e
have been. - -

"{}otsdu:im ’iv) refcisév BM« a’:tetngl conﬁ:.t:lcns r.hat may eutar Tinke the

EIR

: IR
' demsmn makmg pmres‘: and infi ue‘h@e 's hehef acqu:.sitadnv -The mora

Twt

tl‘eas mtemal {anrorv mf.‘naenca E: s behef. auqu;u: .tiﬂn. the less c.@m:ral

Y cash -af saiﬁdeaﬁptmn we ynuidhm—e, : :fowex-n*, Ehﬂ ;"mm: hera is that

&
.\._ e LI

':hr :gwe m: mmcv ux acc;danta’ fat‘tnrs ﬂ;ﬁ‘. may i..-f*“”r;bu"“ci tc tha

"

El

agmt 8 hm: 1t %g se]t‘ dw.c iwd da nm,'- “i‘ them:-al 'es, mxa lmn 19:‘.:‘«'- ve .

.,“._
- . ) 5 N

",

'-_sp aa,lma foxﬂmcmmg ) deceiveﬁ._ oL D o

So tha centr&i po.mt oi‘ me & ar.-cpunt m that. the ..tate of se1 b 'dac'ep-

_‘.'t.ion is %haracterize& by the gcqﬂis:tmn uf & ffsﬁe bm: desired helief

. 'dmtory hxahe"s by the aﬁmt

that, in athe; czrpumstances, the agent waul&”nm: Ja.old.“ The desire fur .

“

-{tha um:h o’f t.‘ne heiief"causes t.he agem. t.a m&ﬁipulate ﬂata ii} suc.h & way

: .so as. tb hu;ia up a. casfu '"ar the dasire& bﬁiief and ignoze ot ot.harwwe .

o

. misinterprat ev:;denaa far the undesimd heue"f. ’so, f@r insr.ance, a zmm

¢

"'.aay mismterpret evidence oi his ufa $ n f:r’ehty bg thmk‘tng %Imut ﬁer

_ -vutues - she is a devot.ed m,other aho is vary fand af he* ch“!.ldren. sﬁy

,J,.

-_7"- and b} mt:erpretmg her curxem. strange behav:ogﬁ: as mdicativa simpiy

It}f h;ﬁ wﬁ'e 5. ne& 'mt.crest in hﬂ? nabb.ies, E:} 4 same other mnm:uuus Bc-

- = “ i . .
tivii.ms liere. gccordmg Lo Hale. Lere is :zo holdang r.:«f tms nom ra-

a;
(] RV R . . i
e

.u"'_-_ . - . LT B

L

'_H'aln's '-ac'ccéunt of sélf«-de eptmn does atil‘ Aot make it. c'iear qu the

Al

 state 1s arnved at. The cnnd:,txons g,:.. en seem to éescriba an encl stara,

and the paradox mﬁ aslf»dengptmn may arz.se at t.he levez of t,he grocass

ot

' ’rhe c!mdz.tions described by ;-,,léle _ahowa arve irrational and mdicat:we of
) . . e . S S _ o

se}.f-rde_ceptiorf only if the agent is aware of the existence (6r the pose

'si_ﬁ_ility of the éﬁiétence) of av_idenc‘e against the desired he.liet' <hat

b=
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' E P If an fg?nt dasires that a cextain. propnsition p be ‘Lrua, he may

N

roncentrgta his attentions on acquiring mri&ence in favcauv of - p withunt-

| _ the*eby actmg ;rratzmally The action hecmnes :-:smtm.i i nniy if the :

[

' ag\%ﬂt suspeﬂw t:hat thore may be eva,dﬂnce in faw* g bf -p, :md then re~ _

- fuaés to ccn..zder qit. »If t‘us is Lhe cas-.eg ﬁ.hnp i appears .:' 3.;5 fom: :

wa

af t.he paraﬂax em&rgas lf, 55 ciom-. Hm'n W u&m& h&va the pituation where '

b :

s dea'ras p, bu‘v vceah' . 0F uwwm "hJa -p i more 1:ﬁcet to i:e 't.rue,
= and 'ye permsaei*es h' mf: - bsa mntuer means, im;lﬁr;mg thase mzt,lmed
o

17. m&y b t}mt !m\*\g 2} fam u" z:lm p&rac.*‘tx aaﬁn&t-

Rip the “£sim of S hpneve& L:th Qand %mlmeouﬂy
h: zhat 5. :;:ﬁsiﬁvects t.haz vp is mre hkeh t0 be true d:"__
} u thu; Prewmts 't,he fﬂrmat.ina of the’ beiief t‘lﬁt "? k‘}mt 3; 5““ 3"““1.:_
L mg' thmgh 2 i r,he procedure ."ls th* ag%nt must u;xdergc 11: urder fgb

t!u.- evidenae for ~p - anci that agﬁnst p not. to enter uxm t:tu: daazsinn
w B 'i‘f

mking process, &5 . it ware* we have, cm the one haml the: héﬁ.ef that p
a . fJ
aad» nn the qther hand, either the ”helzef that —p or tr-e ev;deme that”

in othoa: circuast.at:ces, would rad the aaent ta torm the beljsi -p. What
. ° is of iutexest h a ia' whaﬂ enabies the agent to“£om t.}'e be‘ :.e£ uzhat p_;'_

o ) despﬁite tha auéanca% te the com;mry‘* How is ..t. possibla thab x.trl evi-._."

W < the mimmal conditmnsr *"ur aeﬂlfvdegaptiau, it qenms ta m- that char- -

acte; 1‘.ireg the wablem as one . mere‘g nf !Je-lmf acqmsi“ mn dces nat dls*-

4

sﬁﬁtewatha mradox, hat forcé&. us to lonk further umm the dpmceas .a,and_ -

t.onfrn?it tne pgydnx, or tha tens.ion,. that,, anses t;leerf* Th-a sr&-tema'
“abnt. he gwes s are usaﬂ w:u;hin the mzion of saif-@eceptmn rﬂther than -

_ being #x‘ Ianatary6 “oz' mstancr-, ‘i :‘rder for § to! 1gnore evxdence arad.

Focus, sailew.wely, he must almad? have & notion of what hel.r.ef stare he a

gmhea. w ﬁvo:d beina 1:;, apd must thus work a\g&mst anquiring the rele-
vant beiinf. Hele N anslysis does also not tell us how for instance, 8's’

de.sixe th:Ht p is ahla to causa g to ignore evid&mce that § ree.ognizes as.

.=

denca for --p £4n be so ig-somd? Hhat are tha undeﬂying razzditims thm;_' _'

Do e allmr “E?r the pusgib‘liﬂy of sm;h A phenomenon? Even :.f “ie.le has giwn: e
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i‘l‘.' '. . : . . w .

suppnrting wp. The interesthlg aspec.t oi-' the pra‘blem - the mechan:u,m of
splf—&eceiﬁﬁim - -is }ef‘t nﬂt f the pl-ctura. - 1 think that enﬁeﬂs-type -

appmnch nwds tc be Lijsumed ‘U.hd"‘i /gmathev tymz cf appmach that exanines

@
thce;ﬂat_uxe a_f: tha_ seiﬁ} thst is inm_._lv_e& Z&\otho dece;atwe proness«
) . - : ' - . ? ...*‘-'? e t'l '-e ’ ) C . . . .' L
. 4 B . : . :
_ = '.-1)_- . - .
mmi;héii ahle,m mr.iz Heh. s acf*mn?ts of self *da:,,t.p!:ma bahavmﬁr auﬂined
L
abm«e v; that ‘*I'&‘?@.-t e cRHATATLE .x,ﬁ.t:tc of :ypes of ifrat c«nal ‘beiiav:ouz:

G

Fow m‘u..dhcﬁ3 an ohss» sme ve-;eumher
' . 4]
mtem'. on shwing énh wor}d ?hat hi& tbeories are grue,\ and whu SBNLE m e
E ) a .. {_, .
& .
mwwe fame zmd accc. adas far t* L nm.‘ic may obsessm"ly pursue oy idema L

i her than th‘gt of eli’»duf'p _

in ‘a\-g.zr of hw theury and fmm siaear arxogance, may i;,uaze ot nthemxse
. fel o
diﬁ*wi 58 data t&:at muld 5'!.:131 *rt a r:vai tht"t}xya ‘Z'hw r"gar‘arcber vahement.iy -
é

b&liaves tbat he is ng':t - he :ioas zmt resard x&w riva} theo«y as - being

.....

well«osuggortea by‘ the ewémeu - and althcmgh lus act.mns a: cextam}y

=

irnatianai :Ke cm.id nm‘. be a?aracnerdzed as dece:vmg hémeﬁé‘ﬁ ThiE
_,'.-again shws, I think, th@k 'bhe ﬁgent. must bm i’l possessmn af - and bs 5
"-'-_awﬂm ef the s;gn;\fic&nce of s tlu evidenc:e support:mg ‘the beli.ef coxztmry

=)

‘ if theig m‘ sm then T\ enc.ounter the pmhlamaugl: b

to tha une he form.
) o
v

: ';nssen -gpﬁr\re .

’ ‘3uth Szaimius' ana-"!elé’é' accmmts' 'se.eim'u-iwh}'é“{ib 4CCOUNY. for the ;Qrabwm :

ef self*dacepﬁm RA may -2 t:ua that o\-eﬁ iy, A'may nm appea: twho;e! _'_.r

w

t.w contmdmmry “be. ;efs sinultanaousiv,“zeﬁt I thmk t.hat. "mre is 8-

paratimx fizrt:her dawn t‘.&mt 5 n-:n: acaounted fﬁr. '1‘2;3 pra'ﬁiem 15 t:!xai: ttmre
' 'is ot simpiy a c:hange fmm P Lo ~p, say, b:t that t;?m mnlmfs aro xwt .

a lfwed wx*hau* r;cmfis,ct, as it wem._ Let us t:al\e t‘hs ca..e mt“ the sea-mm
" and qaote Szabadas here' o ) B B .*;‘- S o
’I’m;re is a stage ... where the.- c.herislﬁad and avoflred ._ -
‘belief is: challesgsd - evidence is brought forth’
against it. The person in quest‘on pees whore the -~ o
wvidence points ax\gd he experionces tomflict; ke ds
plagued by douvbt, It is at this stage that he can
_ natnrally he said o baliava P and not to believe Pe.

e ' . ) : : QU
- {T:"_;_._} w . . LI . _'1:3{



e

._'{_iea;ept_.ma.r' ﬁm‘r £y ppw rqq wuid exp!aw hm: the agant 15 abb tC e

a3

: '?

It seema to e that thia :ls the c?:%'.al pﬁint that the. abov?// t.heses do

n_ot ‘addrass., Bafma thi u:elf-decaivar can arrive: at, the alamred beliaf -

mm. he has fo *hraugh a stage of demiving h;msalf, tle:e ‘he st

bo "aware” r:? inis desire thm P be fyne, and l:m 141 at the s ame'-ti'mc be

"aware” of ‘.iw wuﬁcnr # vhat anggesfs the contrazy in the %ords of

qartré. \Ehe ;age,ﬁ. Tanst lmaw tha er'at‘i very. exat,tiy m oy ﬁm‘ to upm.ea}

L]

it mrt waL e ?Mi*,» 2 am! t.lh AN & ;srmahp-s éi wtx beem m sulw i:i A
pmh wﬁq ‘mm Lﬁa e »i fc-r m 2n az:mi»-m or de:,r*rﬂpi hon ot thsz ,.frucess'

thgh wnuld °a¢t, 85 Jm *mdm :vmg cnndmimx mt posmb« w of st«?%-_

i ,

from lli,‘isf_%‘aaﬂ'ng_ of;'_- f‘:ho baliuf tha: -1,; m hﬂ. h\. mmg QF .he z!a

i i 'p','_'?'ai'l' tihé _u.vhiie bwmg aware t,hm; -‘p is. mar@ ;ikei; T ?.-

L]

agent. m:st p:ﬁ“*hrough is m.; _e-
statme, :lf the daception ,.s matie possinlg by Lhe z-eparauon of t‘:m be.‘iims

o

in spme way, or huw he :;iesira io: p :s able to cause the agem: to- xmm:' .

or nthemise mn‘:pulaz"e qlv.tumglue Ior * Py Svch an avmdance uf this issua

l#

enabies tha pdfadox t:u emezge- at 8 lam-t iwm,.and ﬂm ntang uf thy |

a

 prublem is, fiot Temoved. Z[ SRR

»

P

J}mgld like te memion lmn- bnefzv ime or’ tse mher pr ;msnls #% salﬁ "

IG

- .
utinns%‘”u t!le ;ngbwm Thewe pmpm.sls have. I thmk h.en adequstoly

dets uuh 311 thr 11* %atlate. out as t.hew f:r'ﬂ‘ at u‘wpwd B wsu}utson o¥

the.p;awiem, the,ny__ ne:ﬁeru;e_ Home m-ﬂu_t:.cn{ &Isp_. by their f«%i-lums,-, 1hey

indicare what s@lr-décegiuan' is -.is.mt and izi vhis way make their cmﬁriﬁ-

ut:i:tm.. - The first of thena pmpas&ls is that qi {‘arzfmld apd Gustavson.®

Their anpgastiut- is that selt’-d#mp&ima is simply 't.he acquisitien of a

o

- LA L L AL S e s
p .
g’ ) .

Cang teid, J v and Lsh.t-.-mvron. [ "5e1f~lles..eptlm“ Analysis 23 1962/ 3
pp 3.2 [

g

In the ahovqs appmathas. t.he pwblm uf Lhe 1vrm..e¢s thm‘. !:iw -

_ratad upou He are not. tolda. for m-_



&

-helieves :i.n--t‘he invocence of h_s,h a;»',:n.-] degnite evidance that points to kis < o

coen

=

'belief that p in c;rcumsrances "adverse” to farmatim of such a be-
_ 1ipf* Such hm.iefnae%%arsa cirnumatances would ba ones in uhictb:,,ha evi-

dca.nce against 1 odppears to be .@va!wheimmg - fn msmm,\,, 1f a _man 3

son's gm'lt;r ’£ha'proh1en Wih t;h:i; proposgl is that it dobs not distine

E

'guish sufFivwmiy éwween, self»demptwn and ai.hor s—..a&t:e ui ignorango,
e

f.rtup*f‘:aty, fa;'ium B ,}ee t‘;a mpwt af wmptﬂ:e, 415 weil as dasng ot

L0

- hiind. faii.h 0: nthw Lmda nf irration i behat FOUT Wy qu 1: a.tam; N .m the

o

mcve exa\'mm, the wan may belipve in 111‘, sen's mnc«q*m.e ugl hesave }ae :

'u

is dw:e:wing hims gglf bm: tmm.auw ba has ’F'iw‘h in hia wn s étxclraa.wr, 5 '

facs. a!:ott mmsalf which ha* rec.ugnaze... lsa-imvl ius halt.h dimq‘ﬁ, iu,s snn -“ i

: ,'-'..may tummut tra T %w! tfiesd :Lf ,,ndeed his sm‘i :ts nmocem dﬂzmeld and

_t‘ustavsun alsm dan T *znem m dfpsi adequamh with r.he case at mpeme w’ho
| knwu that p but decewas himsalf that .. | “khat is. odd abo%;t {thase

":.casm] t;hey -sny ise r.ha'c., although the person knoas a prppasitian .

= &

' p, it uould taka drugs, or drmk, or hypncuslh 2 psychoanalva’;s o get

R 'uim to’ admrlt i'L u\um te .. himsalf‘. " ‘Ehey at%mlgt to axp[culn i:his '

3 by, snymg th:ﬂ.t w havs e dxfferem: sﬁsés of "k*mw hem -"iha \senSe

_ ir‘ whick ha L.nows hn is nar. a sraat: ax*:st is qnite éifferent fmﬂ:

tha sans.& in uh:ch he \‘mu}d be m’id te knnw th s if he wem try:ns de-

id be' am!y ~ Lo dacmvc us imo t.hinking rhat he is a gt'em &rhst ‘

i

> Bot tb y pnsm]ate ne theory 2% to what, thpsv wo d:r,ffwrm‘t tmew of
" kursiledge c.‘aa:m‘-s-az;e. or ht_m _they _driffer', Ph_c;y do"nat:msmlata an un-
s;;amsciﬁus as 2 solution Lo .t;h?' problom of seif-deé.eption,_ and so-it is.

di fficu]t to see how . postu..atm » twn different types of kuowing, by it-

- .,.e!.f, s:hl\tu's the prublam. : cf-

. . by
coe " a I '

%‘ﬁ
A ™

'IE

. Another ehjection to the Jghf ara'i:i nnd Gust.avsz:m thesis is that t\q»e people

could form the same belief $u the same “belie: adv!:.rse circama_?:&nces ,

one of whoin we might say _5-'has“=’dwceiving herself and one of whow we might

say the. epposiw, dopen&ing on tha DULEOME. - Foz -stance, suppose Lwn -

i, J ’_f

L]

el
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_rahhers AT fleemg the palice, tl.ast come to & high wall gnd attempt to _'

jugp over. it. Each robhar is small and unfit, and in nomal ﬂimumstames '

 would ﬁc be ﬂ.blﬁ tn Jump such a wall It is alsa dark and the wall i

--,.b“lippery. Now one. robbes manages to sr‘ale th-., wall, urgod on by h:is fear‘_ _

o= 8 facmr uhiz,h e I;ad not mkengzlta awount wheu a.sées'a ing h is t:hances .

“

oﬁ e*:c:alpe. The second rohbpr 81ips’ on“ &p:.eca »:\f grass as he tries e

L&

' gump ang is nahbﬂ-*‘ by t}u p‘b? ice. gkw smce- ti:e mh{mzﬂ btsth formed the

ht"ii“f i the ﬁa'mu cimumstam vf&, eu.her ba!.h are welf wdew, ivers ey ned-

[

-thaw w.' (In Cam“ield ami b!?ﬁtd‘xfuqm éu éuunt,' both 's!mul»w ‘be meprn 115*-

@ l) [ ] B

'_gua 12\* a* 'e]f d-'mepf »‘m. Sinece th? e w‘b‘ser M:l 419 fam mma&a w X m;:\

\-_‘

: nvxer d " wail. he '«as :mt der'r:;t’mg h:umelﬁ mm he th@;ght he ‘: \m}d m

u

7 ,-, a

T

_ md one was hrcmg, hw: ﬂmther %eams t.o have ‘been dﬁcewed. Famm, a

-4 wuns fmr self-deceptaon H"hat we. need {o

E v Te ﬂle paradox or 2.'%19 tensitm specnfiﬂ “’rf se}f"-dar ﬁ'}'otibﬁ. - RO

~Saocher ;*ruposal w Raphm‘&. I}mos‘ Slg;gasus'a dig £#gent kmd uE .&ppmach

o %
mf in bgliefm adverse circ.umstances dwj nnt seem _.nffxcwnt m ac.-

bél 1ef kre fumnd by tha -zgpm. dasgiw the fact ;.hat ha believea tbe cone

trary oi the belief:; or 1rmt he rea! Jzes thau tha i:antraty at the bslief

o

ST nure Iika,ga' o ’Be 1rue ‘!‘1:»‘!5 mﬁg w:.cur in "helmf*-adw‘rsa timum-

ag

i .
l;i.-

[ . ' .
] . : L ]

L ' ° .I ..:- : T | . ) | ‘ ‘P @\ ..-. . \'_'-Ln v

[

“Demos rejects ‘ha*ia 3‘;:3 th-*sss that in ﬁalf dmc-'p::iw b&*l:e\!mg p angd -

dzsbelmving p" act.‘ur at: dtffarelw ami -suu:r.:es;;ive tmes ?md |the thesis

q

- 'inappruﬁnaw w®. at.tnbutea salff-depeptxme uf mt&er party, bath hmisewd

() -
: p in cﬁ*cun-s.tam.as sd\reme Lc :ziap el ipf that p. :me persmt was r:ghr.,

al

o

that “the agreeasﬂe beolag;f ecoupies the mnge‘mus mmd ‘while *-a;he une

pleas&nﬁ one i reprea sed :intc; the uncunscimzs.“ l}emns i:nst.ead propnses
B _ _

self-dgc:eptmn :F.s th&t the

£

. Qj .

. %, Hﬂ fcrmed a h@liei. aatw& LB i‘L, a:ad tm*« prowd r:.ght. It--mems -

3}

. a

..mcdh ,ﬂbm. tl.e phmse a:. u'-;eri by Canf;alc- aud f—‘us‘i:av son dm-s nm cap~ '

o

¢ Demos, R "Lying te Oncself" 'J\djlma'i 'o,:g .'P.hglasopjgy 57:1960 pp 588-395

o

Lda

!
Lo
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 eonsciousness of 1;he-person"“ Demos att;emp'_i:s to achisve this by divj

B . - I._. . L\_ . %“ . . . .- \-:, . .. | - . .
that "the belief and the disbelief sre simmltancons and both exist in

i

26

the. |

=

8

our mental actwitu,.s into _ noticms én.‘_ : "’iignc:srins"."" This dise

-tmct,xm Gmﬁ ‘be h;.ghhghimf’ in the %cl!wmg way: 4f I have a hvadiu.%

“

. o o

\ :&‘s ,;,fmv away, as n; wmial .avh 1f I md sx{en sedic tne, har. that my

=

_'iay, and go ﬂw movum m an attemp.. to iorget abcut the pain, éheu

--a‘vsf‘ *:ot joe. it Again unce ths movde i.a wer. It is not th.—-t t%w I'madac.ha

&t"

"-mntmn baq brpn direct eg) .may fwm it and BLTe somﬂi‘mg a};,p. * Simi=

- :gmxes what. he ﬁ?mws t.a . m;;e‘casm. I)e-mch 5 “antount, ha* the m&}»lm

- e -

*oi expiain;,ns whar. is meam by 4 cvrwmus Lf-lier vﬂat; 1s 1,gm:red

.ﬂ"' S .

'}r

urmatzcad . In i)ms s hacomt we . dru pxesent,ed wi*'h tha nonon r..'rf an

- . g

"unfelt pain 'I'his saems a wry strapge concept mpm-a, and I aut‘

=

© gafe. to say t;hat ‘the subject m not 1:: pain, regardless of m?.atneq

subjecr to ba tlh ] pain'matp, aven i no c«hures are farmg.)

' 'i!ema o pmmple sePns to 'nvc-ive 5% rangn no*.mn'a ci unft‘t paing’,

-accm._mt-. o LT e B

sum i 1t. is inte.ll:,gabie It saams that our uudar.mé’mdiﬂg af pain

&

g pends not. 53 mut.h on whathaﬂ thexz is s&ne&gﬁ physica& gomg o'-x in

I

c*-fibi’es ar“ f.i:cmg. (Smilarly, ES fealmg of pain is mffmient :Eo:Wd

I
@

L]

e . .
o Sa
2= N

: I—‘-:}-_-:r{'/ganétally. he notion of two ¢Onscious beliefs thet are unsware
oy o i 4 N . : - . ) . S

‘gine another, or rather of which the subject is unaware, secmd very strénge

A

-

7 Dénos, R ibid p 592

' _.tﬁiile I am engy m#ed in the fiim, X i‘axi to nm.;cp t!mt 1 have a haadame, :

Al

: hn'}}" RAYE Damu w.h.h ﬂi\if*decq\*imn, ﬂm dméwer "fails m *wtma m: '

not
Y "
d@w

the

L k:rnén » c‘- fihrns firing, o: hh_atevar “ but rather on the phenouienalog,icai

,__-“fee‘l“ of the qéxperiance %}f there ia m: feehngmf pain, then :.t fl!eﬂllb

the

'thé .

.o

S

and

) t.i is is hiﬁa emxal ‘case fcr has Hf“c zmm., 1t cdsts dcsubt op the- mb;r’a

of

L4



=

\ '-indeﬂd,‘.‘-_auniess- we ‘propose a'_fadical 's:pl_it_' in the 'subje.ctsm. such as one

o _ e’&usnd by a éummiqsurbtnmy.- - At any rate, i:his‘ t.ypé rjf' exploréi:i'on -is

beyesmi Lhr, l:uan.:s of th:.s ;'ape:z, : ﬂuftice it to say nhsﬂ; vsuW&. do

to it’ - does not selve the vaﬁiem at homd,
;

bl iaaf(a -c:éc.wrnng at d:sffe,rw:-;a mes, o"‘ we mu-u.t ’mve that the beiief&-
-2 . . . c:ﬂ

'_ are nm, } .muitanecw 15* c.ms:,mus "‘he--t*rst af"x;hase -p‘rngo'-;ais daev nct'

be; hald by the .igent. it daes’ not. elprify rhe procass usmi wiihin the . '

L

deceptive \pmredure thpt hringa about. the debired menr.al state he m!ad

g 1;0 know hm the agnnt ik ahle. to peraume herself to x,one to be}.mw t:he

: . U
o _c

f-. . - ! ]

hility uf baing true t.hm the beliaf shu *nw holds. N I thihk t.haf there

FAET

| ’“5"' be Lome kind of ""*’“‘“E‘s*‘ hiﬁ the agenit- of the Len«ion invmvad dn e

ey . ‘
“the acchy’ mr.:um of the desirfd beuei P in placu r.nf the belief t’hat p

!l

The eﬁ’act .mtme 0‘ rhm grenebs may he dlfficnlc to rharactenze,

but -m attempt wih !-u madt« l’ater urr in tiw paper. 4t ans mte. it is

r,rmnartaﬂ ru the mntwat :oxml a~ pt vt of sp?f»dawptiam Th:- ;:i;inc “is that

' the thbb:s that the nontradim oy hehef* age wt hald slmzlianmusiy by

the ag.ent does’ ndt in itsel f mlve 1. & roblem' 11_;.mn_st, 1 th.'luk., be-'

Kl

%(‘! L _u ) e o .- A

. '\;\I T ’ \\‘1 o :._.__.-__'.., o ‘a._ - C z. i

@ .
. . ‘béliefs simltaneously, acd] that in if, for some reason, & does not

o realize tim eommection botwpen these beliefs. This may occur if the
belinfe arose in different ‘Gentests, or are connected to different

areds withm A's belief sywtéﬂs. In this case, however, we have .lg" )

~A0Lancs 0f misnn rstandmg and not seli-deception.

-9

mt maonntm two conscmusswssaa % ethin a subject., axw the proppsal ap-.

;«.:ars__ to hge fundamei’:ta'iiy zilxmpd.. S0 ﬁemos pmpnsal - and one's. srnila:r -

I P ) . ) - . Yy "_'-- .- L. . . ,. '.
SR £ - ﬁee'm*’-that' : ~‘f 'the notion of 'fsti’},i—deception. is.-m ‘be " at al‘i'- .

- ,;.taingﬂale, we must ha..ve the a]?“%liﬂil of mtiﬁer hm'ing 1he oppcsmg -

by itqelf do the tngk, I-;:r, altho.xgh it :!Iusi.rate:a fhow the. beimfs can. "

mnt;rary of t.he l‘mlief th&t sha now haids, g;wm that this cuntrary Beiief C

T

S lrnmm or belmved by “har to be eithez falaa,. or to uuwe less pmba-_

There is one way in ahich -conld hold two coﬂﬁradictoxy cnnsr.ﬂinﬁs '

It



 subsimed under the investigagion of the naterk of the agehw, This shall  ~
be autémpta& in later 'ﬁhaptefs.. " The '-Iatter proposal -_--'_the . o’_zu? cﬁgée;ﬁéd

with itli‘e'_wnsnim's nature of heliefs »..wili__al_so_ be 'e;;awihed' if greater

det_&ilﬁ%f a lafier S_t:;!.gﬂ.*_f. _ .



ca

. ' a;@.-,t-m:,k “Thi

TWO

THE SELP: DAVIDSOS

" T

8 lvi’-ég t.he. pmb?eém”bf. -.ii'i*aﬁimiaii'tx-' may 'i.m'olvé pwstuléﬁiug_q d?.vi_sliém'

a B
¢

Qr $p1u withm du: mmd, hut Lere are vn Lons way's ?li.if'ts"i:ﬁ.h & divisimx"

",_;_-mas be pcs:.z.la;ad . he gan lmve the dniswn alaug t;he lina. m £

o

_consciaus!«ncohscinus distirc‘cmn._ar alcng t,het hre:af af agn-nf ne--; thas- :

oparste nccmding to cer:ain prmciplv:s. hath 55 thew methods ara & ent.ral '

.

to: Fxmdian ﬂ:{mory, and su,ll be. anai»zse& in t.'he fﬁllwing chapters. In
'_I:':'thiu sect*on. I wunld lﬂre 1:0 explnre anothar hay cf dzvzdn‘sg tha mii;d. |
-. _'.'l‘his procoduu ib cme davaloped b} Dav.aiﬁon, bm; it. bas been examimd by
athar pl(z.:osophara ag?mind. 'ﬂm D&vidson Tﬁesis ta}sn cxllad tiae I-‘urzc_-

o '-umal Theory hy Paars) does mat divide t.he nind al‘ong the. diﬁ%ious of

a

.dons.cr,iuusmss, nor g;.\mzs ir, pﬁswlate separate pemanem: agencies sut.hin_

\!“"

_..'the mind u[ose workmgs def“ ina and cunstitute the mry nang,r&: cf the :

. "__-'t,heit ?rendmn «c:ruvmaxts, aan\* L*uhir mdn r.:-f imct.mmng is d:.fferenz

e will be x,acqnsary ti: emmme scma of tha barkgm anid 3rgume: L8 t.o

'I'Jw_.ldsr,bd & thought Lelore ;hle natu_r«.e__ of the p_,arr.u_;icns 5:&11 _ha _.«;sxamnedé

W K " = . S

: i‘hp thaory is uptred armmd te* fmdmg ai an adaquate reaaon for a bﬁ— _

lierf_. Acmrﬂiug tu_nav.;s_i;*.on,' an __i;'_ratimql_ belief is dmms:ter_w_gd J:y

“* foe Dwid son, 0. “Paradoses of Ix.ratiﬂrmhty in Wollheim and Hopkins
(Eds}, and "Decept;mn and Bivm:iou in Elstar, J (Ed). &130 see .

et o by i

LI . ’ -!\“r .
- : O : . u

navidson partitiox.s au:e “mnre f.luid and Iass psrmment thm )

-



. : R
[

having bec:t caused by ‘a mem:al evem: that ds nst at. tha same t.:me s anf-
fzf,icmt :eason ~ in terms o£ prov:idmg sufficient ev;dem:e - far t.he bas
lief. Fur insmnm, my t}esire: that 1 have pas*sed the tost is ot in :tt.self o
8 a\t‘ficiem £RASON fm- n‘ty belie\\that I have indeed paﬂsed ir. Sqme
m‘her c*ite*ma are neeée& - smh. as. e.vn?iam:e rela ing To h:m i perfﬁm'ed

ot the zest One can d:.stu:gmsh betweea hmgng a watwn kS bvheve in"f‘
. _& 0 n
a pwaﬁ‘s .t.mn. awj "hwlng ev.ulenc.e in The ;:ght of ‘whu.n :.1: m reanmablm

a -

to ?hink the pro;oﬁﬁtian truﬁ‘f?‘ It may he argued that my dehire Bhat

pamed the test indepd ﬂ v vas-:m foa: my bel ;eving :it m tae .,:ue. _ 'T}.at' t
Y. mag hfva a guud reasou f- T befae"'it&g in the twth of pieasant J:e-

Iiefa Jamely my dea;te auat suah hvit&fs be &rue.' John Heil 13&35 this
. B

view and hence expands somewhar Dav;dsm: s account of whdr we bhoul'd take
aﬁ a reasm Ha should themfora mdify ti‘m analysis, and sag t.hm: an

uratiomll beueﬁ .is ona that is cau-qad "by o reascn t.hat. does not ccmnt

=

as, widenrn faz t;he truth of the belief. e

5 . . . Co A ; . i
. . '_-;as

Dafining axactly wlut is meam. by widms:e” ia tricky, and meh of . thix )

discussion cal{“‘%&lm pursued with.in ‘.hs éif;ms of rnp;stemo!ogy. Eﬁaencm

r,oi:m mem tha t.onality of =~vxdenc¢ that is avaﬂable wi,:;h respsct 0

N k] Iy

pmpositmn p In this casem most behaf% cnncetnins p gun be j.x:ra“ .

t.mnai. taacaug:e such total*tg {Jf evidenr.e is not a\m iable to mast
e

mquirews. "f“t;e tem uould alsn refer to all the .emience avas’ iable tq 8.

ﬂersm, but; even haﬂ*e the draman:!s swm tr.: ba w:: st;ringent. becauss an -

.'U

.. enmlrer may ‘misg %‘.omge !'f‘].ﬂ\fuiit aata"ls and ye:; mat fem beliefs thﬁn are _'
n:rational in the gucumstanpes. ﬂﬁ _might Iim;t he term to rafer to a?rl‘_.'-.

. the m}idvnce tha’é i available to £ﬁe anquimn the :-.mpurt.am:e of tuhwh
is underswaa by her. St‘} :,f '$uz a SCJ.E‘BtJ.bt skillpd m weather pre~ -

a

d:.ct_imja',_ mes _ i:.h_at it min be warn and smmy for imr party the nc:r,t

o

Y0 pavidson, D "Deception and Division" in Elster, J (Ed) p 85

Ll 1\‘7"\

O



- hu des*re - in the f&m of a8 cause uf the rigbbt sort - the ev:.dexme -

- day, despit.a sclentiﬁc evidence cf whinh she is aware that poim:x to ¥:3
' ::a.my and cnld day, e tmn:ld mas:;ify her belief a8 i:a:rational Hex be-

I;ef that n. wii? 'ae warni and sunny is cause.d by the wroag aaxt of thing :

l.f

e i?or tbe amimmg helief . Tl*.e mininom msis for irrat:mnalityqof any k Ha

woul:i he thP fermation sf a ‘belief m &, way «-uch shat it subverts t],ze_' .

T e

' _nm:msl prcvce,ss of rat umuhf;, the agem neh@ 0 - +hat p in r_he i-'ace af

Lo
=

_ S-vfflf‘ie'it avwence uhat -p, ho»ewr we- der*ade to rief fve s:sffjc.tem pY-

‘den«a . ’Damdser ‘ aim s to .hm hw the ahent ‘wan. came tn fom such '

e

s im; arrational haiief. given zhat ﬂz* gpneml mode of fum:tianims o%" %‘ne'i_’

"agent is ;me of ri:,wnaiify, c’I‘ius fﬂ&tnte is ;mportanf;, becansv. as

.F}avxdson msists,- uratmnauw is a fﬂi&um mthm t.he raslms caf

.a

raticmlit.y, aﬂd prenuppuses ‘t. - ﬂ :mnwration&l cn.atum cannpt. bp &f..."":,

"";_"c.usad of bﬁ..n»g inational. hecanse the urm smj:iy do;gs not: dply. A

' -'creature who_ is ratia:msl must. sperate w:lthin 0T - under a m incxpa
B 'i

evidance ragu:mmmt 'Ihis fuinzip;le govems r.ha iorﬂamnn of h,,ah*f.; |
’in .he light of e#;ﬁence, and says that., au t"hings onsidemd it is- :

:bet:ter to &ct in accordnnce with th@ t.utal ev:denca tha,t is ava:..%bb}e te

a-

. i
tha agent; __ Act‘.mx in ar.coxdance wiﬂt the tm;al evide'me prinuipkﬁe does-

' not impIy an akareness af the prim*ple, a.u asent may c..enfurﬂ o the-

q[ima es of th» pr:lncipie deapite ﬂn msbﬂ*ty o fanﬁuiare it.. It may.
|1 ’ .

'&l!ﬁpl}t b«ez tho cise that We j‘ust da mperatsb ux:dex the dw* ates uf tl’s*s'

a

prmdlple, ﬁ\'eu a"{thaugh 11‘5 m.rkmgs remain mplu.it So a1 er'itiuxlal-'

o

"'belxe,,t is nnu held *ny u‘m *agu it in !:he f&ct‘ of. tha ava:]a‘bb& avi».ir,ncu :

a-

'_--_zmd agains the, tutal eaqndehel pmn{:;p{la o
: "o : . ' "e'. o . . "

. Y S 4. .

'I'lm £orq;at§.en u:E a. he} :laf that\is caused hy an‘svent that is not 3 rea

~ for if. presants no parqﬁdox :In t\\!ﬂk cgse of twa individvalsg_ Hare we. wnuld
. have the dvsire z:hat p,ﬁbe true, be!d by one perfwn {A)v and !;he effact af N

_ tlxat denire c.uuldfm an a:.t:ion on the part of anm:her parsan {B). Suppﬂae

. that A desir_es to have a new wrist- watch for her birthday. Ty knowa hat

df ffatﬁi‘-'{.,. .



. m; buy her a new one '1f'he thinks that A's wrist-watch no longer works'
correctly; or that sha has lost it A pretenﬂs to 1lose her wrzst-watch,_ .

':m;. hzrta to B zhdt k_}:e would like a new one for her. bxrthday. B niys

- for the raaultmg ...rt:.tm. The pzublem preﬁani:s 1o puzzle heuause the

a2

: _thtz wrist.- watch. Hera we have the das ire nhat. 4 !:m.true ac.-ting .2 &'cau'éa._ :

*de:sa.re = am_i\ accumpanying piut - seere'-;:nmed by A, wheraas t.he .ac.uacm ms- :

;séx:-ﬁ;:=-"}re=.d"b§“ﬂ'é !Icve &'y dnsz_m ‘acted as 4 cause byt mt as a  reaton for

o 3'* beh u fwur. 2 mﬂyohaw b iuw h is:afr!h“ ﬂnawme uf s de sire, . ami mdy_
g ; '

@

o/f -hm-e ch tht thﬂt hm g;:tt of a W i'“t.h atch wud cume as - gu.at surprus_ :

i;c:""&_Q ‘m gty we posmiam tm rRl atirm hv‘;p:e,en desxre -and’ evnnt as ocw.

- . L . Yy
. 5 .

_' c.m‘rmg hetwam two mife* :nnt mmds,, taen we have nb paradox.- f‘av:daon-

B

&.1‘31'1‘“": to take t‘n‘“ analogy a:zd tramsfar 3.!. te th case uf & smgle ine

= B

&!, o -«nind Them ar& three sharauteristﬁa faai,ures that underlie t.ius pim.urw

e r:--

a

L diw.fiua‘ - hez;ce hxs Qqsm](ﬁng t,ha ey ..r.rsnr..e af a dw;sim; wiuhm the-} B

the fa&’.‘.l. t.hat. the mmd uan be parti;mned the exist.eﬁce af Ya rons&der*'

Q

- rela..ibns bet:we 4, the parts"‘._f‘ we sbsil now\turn o a:r:amma !:im nature o

af these mentq:; partitiem, and the prmtsigja‘g m&ar whieh they orez-ate. |

. . . . . @ .
. ) . . b =
LB R B C 3

mind nm: dues :m say any: h:r;.. abr.'mt thnar permanmu. "ot ‘iww theis' arisa.

__Jr this ra-spact he differs furdmentdlw frcm }‘reud The compattmc nts

]

[N

o ;adrta.tmns may W(arlap, an& an ele:rent may iml&ng TO one OF more pari.-mon

¢ _!Javzd-eon dons ,not *,pacifsr thﬁ ﬂumbar of div;sions that czcisi.: with:.a the a

- Linte whic.h the mind is di\;lded nre a...f-o not separl:i-e and mlin-‘mﬂal'e -

: s:;muli-areously. The. pr mr.iple accu: uI.ng to uhm‘z partitmus exist or drF‘_f

3 Davidson,. tl “Paradm:es of Irratiunality in ‘Wollhaim and. ‘“Hopkins
(Eds) P 30@

?created is thrs £ 011€ ...mg. ..;a-be%s_assxgmd to a sepamte _partit.mn

BTET c;;nnotﬁmtqra_ct mt.wna'ﬁ with the helief system of another pak< .

)

o abla structure m ear.h qnms'i*&utbnamouﬁ part and the non- mgical Lausa}.:_ L

a4



Ll

~ tition. The “borders of 4 s_ubd_ivisiaﬁ are dﬁ%iﬂ@;d_ by the-hreakdoﬁx}.nf- the

A 1iné'" is dr’a&m ia erdet 't.ﬁ »yl‘i?mni: a beliéf or desir'e fmm gamducing it‘s

&

. \@ra are ‘no uherohehefs that conflch wsﬂﬁh thp hehef a.hat. p ‘rhc‘_"

5 the su‘b‘divismns bu!; they also allm for the :eratmnality af t%?% aystem

%

effec‘t in ?.he main sgjsi.em _ hfa izratimality af tha syste:v as a whole is

aammadatad br tbe cragt ‘mi of sub-divis-zaha that are themqelws rax

'tmnal._ "‘he 1rrat.iqnality af the systﬁm occurs preca‘.sc ly bacauﬁe the

o

mdmcn thm: tmald 1ead to thcﬂ mnc.;-mﬁpn thdt‘ P say, does. ncn‘. i:s nr-

M." A 5

irratmnahty om.urs. at t.hx;w Ievel 6f the entirg Wbtem or ang. Tbe- .\
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_rat'zibn.‘hl_ _relationship. batween baliefs, or between des'i.re{ér. snd bei_iéfs .

. vene, rnd t,ha «;ppasite ':ami d%zreu} baliﬁi’ ;s mﬁt.ead immﬁ The

'wmmg af p is. voi. mter ;4125 Bk atmnaa -. th, % s{(/ wafhue its pa: zitim, .

- ﬁ:_di‘tns.icns cacc.ur m srdez tu ‘i:nth ensure @m mt.emdl rat:r;nah’ty uithir__

"-'as a whale._ 'i’his uu«t be ss. as ths parxition a)ccura prec;isely wh#te

" ;divisions oy partitions thst ailw far th:.s._ s

ot i'!:'le' .hei

. (!

.l]'

i

- Bne way in w}zia:h an :rratimu‘ relatienship bat&een be}iafs W dasires

m&v exisi. as if a deszre act; as a causra fnr a belief wwhmm at thﬂwaame

W

a suffiment reasm for that he} tef. I-‘nu»ﬂemmple' Suzy wmhas
O " o

o belze’ee that "'am is in Rwe wzth ot and due-t ‘ot icve Sandre.. 'I?tis_"

W

! |.1'! \e

I? . l't )
Py

im*itms ‘:andra ta tmf d,mce and his giwng her flwerq are. 1gnd;ed by

thete ;is, aad in nrder tc acc.ommndgxte. irrationaiity '«herevgr there :ls s

"irrat.{onaiit‘y mw ther sysﬁem as a wl"ole chera rmzst exzst ratmnaa. subw-' "

_ & B
wish La.ﬁes her to bel'!.ﬁu:' :.hat Sam luvns har. ami :t cau:.eu mr vy ine

Lerpr@t s:ma of ihe Lhmgs he bays nr daes as prbaf of u:is ‘!ove. Sam'sy -

4
Suzy, ox im.erpreted as acm to make her jealm;s. : What 13 J.rfat:uma! here

- amd what causes ‘the creatmn n+‘ the partitmn £ iy ms: only the w:.sh

. thm. p, hut tha wish that p iz thg face of Lhe e\ridence that D A wlsh

b

is seon &s an irrational cause nf a helief by Davidson because a wish tna*;.

something be the case is ot in :.tsalf "auffiment reas'rm for believing

i

it to be the case. But the wish that p and the balief that p can live



happ:iiy side ‘hy side. What would necﬁssitate tha formation of the. divi-' B )

smn amuld be t:he imld;ég lq; the belief that -p, or the hulziing of evi- .

dencp thah wuld laaﬂ to the 'malmf that by 1172 Tha dw;sign wculd come' -
{rj X W -
@bﬁ@ﬂ‘ accommn&aw t.hm otiwr balied in erder that tha m;rata.onal but o
g E
d@t J.rea. helieSE may ba heid by tho agent. In thss casaa we mm}d ham the__

beliaf L‘h&f “am imras Susy (call the propositmnal mnwn. af the wish

o Bl
;:.} ang:md 1:; one gﬁmaltment, and the beI:Lei: Lhm: «-p asugneé o an--_-_-;-

or.her. .'?'he ew;dem.e that mppzrta P is kepi apsn:a. fmm the bel.,,t,f t?t

3

p, am in tum thn 1rratuml ba?im ?.hat p s'asmf? Be aa.acmmudate’r! :cithn}“.‘

L‘he sama smm tha» -:uppmts -p. an them t..l']?l ﬂlw be many belm ji"‘“§

El

that will be shared b; the mmpar!.mant.s - Ear instance- ’béi%is rnlatzng

2 &
to Sm a-nd fa Saw!ra ﬁhaz wzil be necessary fn:c, »he formatian o& aitlsér /

&

por *p buoh balisfa will belong Lo t:he wariap of ..lm divisimxs. Tha

apirwm ui’l look sme.,thmg like t:h:.s'--

=’t‘ha r}iw isians @peraﬁe along the Iine.s of a functianai Lhesis- belmfs ere

'assigned m campartmnts %mrdmg 'tD the way t.hesﬁ fum.twn wit‘ni,n the"_-;_
Y

baigef 5'9'5!:211:. _‘X’he the 1% nmkes ncs direcx. ﬁse t‘f the cans&;zﬁus J uncc:n*_

scmus (i:.at.mctmz: in Jts ana%}szs nw part;tmns. A sub-system Lsrbcuring S

e a

'»!u, wrile 'f.lred. or x.c.nt‘iictmg belr‘-pf need not be. wcansmons*. The agent'-__\_

& . .
c.m:iﬂ be in a pcs*tmn where z;hr connection bg;ms,cn tha appas ing bslipi‘: D
4. / _
is abt apparmt, émr.l sa mr *r uwrt; wntraﬁim;im:s n’/ d nofs‘. be sﬁﬁ:e_ssexi

"

'b} the agem, daspm tne, 'faatﬂ)im both beimf& are mhmmm sume.

“",.

athe:: kmds nf exp!anata.ons may be given. The thosis is neutral, w‘.‘.'aei nct '

ﬂostil_e, t0 ctha.pos;ulat:.un u_f nsonscions mental sta;es, ‘bt argues th_a_t. o
it is sufficiently mépiax_t@t_axy without entering into the cnnég:icus {oune
'mnigci_mls. debate, 1f ‘such 8 move is necessary, it is prubaﬁla' thint tﬁeu

i . . L R . . .

thesis would be able to accomnodate it without relinquishihg too muck.



At eny rate, “it ia a prcblem thaté‘ lias outside the. ‘main dt;ma:{n of the

: thesis itsalf. T fj N
. A Lo {-. . o IR .

-.M the assignmg, af a belici 20 a snbwﬁystem isolates it £rom, *:‘.-Q-’maiﬂ' o S

m “but 5953 m:;t, n@cassa i]y prevent. the heiiaf rmm affecting the
- .Q o
agent. ' UWhat th:-.s mﬁaﬁs is ;.hat. the amigning of bel..efs to differx;-nt o

_.sy_f‘ﬁems ‘may nob gsx:ewem_, the $b~ga1},ed irrationsl _ian_l_ief_ fmm haw.ng the

Codg

-:_desired -éffectl Ben faf" 'iu*‘té’ncm thé Jffa“iimwfl belief that «p dbds n&t -
.- LD .

inte:vene an(i prcv»:zt Suzy frcm fnmmg Lhn 3.::*&‘;19-:31 belmf Lhat Sam

Zaves hera h’hﬂt meml“ hap* ons i@ that zbe bei efs are aswigned o d-;mf-
. Iy FAY .
fereni. syst:er{_} h,n thp niLmd. aad they oan cﬂ-a;gi Xt qu:.sr.e happi{;y«.s

-lu:dg ac:. they dm zuf forceq in mte;a Th& prtﬁciple th&t .E.S Bt wo}k
here :ls one af inteﬁml ratiormhty-w eafh squm is mveme& bar ;ta

' m:inripie: nf ratmnal Qﬂhexencm Furt. t&a’%‘m\re, '!;ha functmnal theury aaﬂ-'
L\ RIS o
aerts that uhennver the:e is an uranimal;w g;hgt the pem;m is ah!e tn

&

“ Svoid a sp’in is cn ated. smd a &ub-qys*t.em appeaxs r.o hai:hq:qr chu m:lz-
t"emisa mc.tmpati;:ie bellei‘ . *‘Eithar the parsm cis ab]ef- "9 avord the fur*
. 'mati&n af the ir:eg,iona} belzsf’ m— it mll be assign ; i:a::x s snb- syscem. b

3’011:51: thi& means .ls thﬁt ,he mtme af ghe split is :&fmé&" ':t!:-terms 'af

e (X

| i;he iy w’afma“.éw af fhe b»lie&f t‘hat p,' elﬁx?ant to t.he main fu* ano?:har

' uub-) syatem } :ai g cam %e "accbmmodate ' nto f-zna -nj&iﬁ S}fﬁtem, sma.-
‘%’S’Sutﬂl Ly uf 2y e.ated to acc&mnodam“p 8 % the natnze ;:rf .pctf.}.ms or sx;sf-ems .
'.withm wé viz*Qrtfx .z:i thea&s ets ias a%pl‘mumry prwer hy ffefmii,iun.
.-.:_!nutl_mf;- “;afy _Uﬁe.£u_ummr;g;_'tlxesi., -_is!:lrab:ematic, ,t is wnable to -of_f_fsr
ény 'inéieper”&ént.-'t"i‘sx.'.irobar.étion of "its. t;hz;si*s,. unlike, s'ay;' the Freudian -
zheais, wu;ch was able tu get mdep%ndant‘t tw:danca in suppoxt of ir.s o

4

postulation of an unmnmmus area within the mimi. In the functi,qpal S t
t;hasi&, a beiief is absl'.jténed té a 5111:- ystem if :it is :.rxatmnal - \’,',ha*

is) i€ it cannm. ‘be awommadated Anto the znain belief systém ~ but t.he I
subwsy_stem-came mfw existence wnly so as _:;to be able to accqmu'date thg . _:!

_belief. To guote Pears here: " So the ‘__i_;hesié s that fio degree of amidaﬁlé "
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irmtiomlity is pavsihle withcmt 4 suhism, wili bg true by the dcfinitim

(ie{" ne a s,ystem or ‘a (.hﬁlsm J.Irariependexltly of its ah;.iity to accommodate

¥

of the word, ] vchism{; nia '{he way to aveid the czrcularrty weuld be to

-'nthezw:se wmt.;.mealf,bulullf = thot 'iu:, to find indep%ns?e . Soriehe
i . 1 ’ g

\ ]

. e )
w:‘ztz:damowm the rr;.nst,amc of LJP parﬁltioas.. . T :
: |'_'_ II "
. : 5 1 3 ) _ o
e ut’e“ for b “auh. in - lmf ':l'l11 mz! & ihin app cent ecireulavi ;3;? fne
o D - . :
& ':I.s.'.?!f.-’;"'.'.-?s-m'-lat‘!" .A‘J; the SECE Rt if we sve able ©o FiRd o rival thoenis

"ira':im 'ﬁsli:..,ifzg :;uﬂsi'i
_ Tiu% szid in t.m'ra
ﬁ,&%;pns_ of
'ﬁech?msﬁ. of

fethod of wrmrship bi-me'en

: o | ' TR
a_n(_i the sunsequeat beljef that Ii is f nf.‘med < are re‘opﬂted to mmthe: J‘\‘{Z

tom. S0 far we h.nra .n gt,mtur:u‘ nf hﬁw t-he- :.rratmnal*w .xan be AGLommoe.
b '

) duted, ’%m:, stﬂl icei::- SO \me

o 4 i
state’ uf affaivs - is a;!-i;rue, _bu} 5

'1-.11‘:';&: %D &m&xv .311 chat t}w Fun: &Mﬂé“ A1’ thou' .

I_ : : o

onfl in nddition in

E]

.;I)‘ir.- to offer ;ddﬂ:;mzal 3"e3 m‘rﬁs L}anl A.ar‘;uab‘ : ..-,rr,;:."nm.t. of mintal pare

\‘s

‘e . . K

Cef the new ome, .énathu p“{ wléin is ‘hrﬂ. Al Fuek, *!t“ an acr. &:myr, wi thn

o o = : 9.1“‘\
saeire of tha 1:;.-;r*c:.ti“n's - Lth 1 *I'a-.-«e- dofm:h-sm‘l whe *pruvvn us

v “

g ab‘ R m]a nat.um lalsu u*:‘tg it r..-f ‘the paztat,cns.

e
n

oo

.\ k4 -
-

1 pa:tu,mm?k “‘hL zﬂ)" be an menﬂ,am

R ] &

'.taiz‘; iaa.xs, wp wonid be. in?c:i.i:md } s‘;.argn Pl Hme; ,.umii f::e‘éa is dmol Dot

--.:;w-iit{on.s.. 5«:\3: mm.v:mm,, :s.“ Lhum any..

::fmsiduation :m, Jrhr mstauue, the arua of se%f du,é‘p?-xgn. For examples

..;"’ . . h

K may dac.o ive her*ieli uitix aseaqre:-t tw o8 gertain prupcs.wts nap L‘n* ¥ nis

- A4

_'mu hpheve that ;s is tm(‘. uu!q ali :.he q:luh- suspe: nng Lh‘as. «;: is

» . - l o

4 1

iraratii:'-xm'lit?: ‘:Im beliet .y ;-;zmgncxrm rhat! ~: \L mp thmf with its Sup=

pgn mg evwlt.su,v is ref egm et I:.r;: Ol ;saa.!;it.iu

5ol é baliavas Lhat pmﬂ t.hm deqimzi

J'ﬁ:—,

e still h%:hanra the su&;ep:tcion «that
e _. A

3 Peaws, D Movivaped Jrrationality p 70

probably t;;ma. kt imw The ;fxeut;m u‘i 8. 19.4 YRR LT %1. t}upmut uf '

h while the wish thu!, -

hot. n!a!r.ﬁ i Phk%‘tbiﬁ' Lo %lr‘ qﬁmtinr. ﬁi)mﬂ. the ;1pez-..'

': Ay nm_ 5 u-:: any mfo;,mat iaon rpgarhmg ti.n'_”

[0
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- of a {uner pmtw-a nf ihe wrrkmg mechan'm s;" t:he parr,itmns preventr S
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mayhe P, i"ﬂ*ﬁbrdar to hnld onko the desired bullef, mot.ivatian fm: the

prevent ion of the undes:.red beliai -ﬁa in thaa mai L system must exist. That

w

i3, the £unc¢i.om’1 thesis .@ﬁ%ble to pamt 4 p:mture of the‘acummdﬁtwn

nf d;zmasizig“&eliefs in sepa ate }vart:-..iors, ‘mut: it :1=~ .ﬂ}.“: able to axpldin. )

izr,w, if at ali ﬂze pari it ioms- as:i.so oy mtt,rar,,t (er f&‘il w mfe act}.

Il

In !.h:.s uxampm, we a,rec:wt m]d hnw the imllu that -p is p'::eve:t‘..ed fmni

m;ﬂ-,L.n Cam appearanne in :x.hc HLEH ::s; iem, _ an?y that it dnw nelt dy” sn.

}}ﬂmiy"a-in'a_:;'uli;g\ of ¥ -.fﬁ Ivinitn s o cass ene :'%ia;'ﬂraci:i.@.n of par ‘j.t-.?.cms

o Ll *‘M* Aaliviyion nﬂﬂmm.l I:m: in o4 -\)“i-"h\‘.inﬁ sngh & oelie de-
e d E:.--:s.:,, WA 'a:pp,n_a:s:::- f;.%‘.? ?x R N NI m-pn u;s;:;«‘:%ﬂi.ts;:;- Agninnt forming

W

e oL

°

E

o

:A% De i <-;.:°mz't4?.d- for by L!_:_e Aittional rhesis, begamse horn Lhe mepu ove

:.t.u RO :,u the pact 'LG S f;ism.:.'iti"hn ahale 1:{.:“a:i:r::_m:mr.i}iat,n"an{j arecunt for

a

. the ai‘mt?:!gii:,-.L':Lma ol ti z beiiefs, ﬂ:lt 13 onty L 135 wore Che uase, thers

] o

- -shuu].d b ':;c!'-é:iéu's;,sn- ﬁf tens jon uth dx the ag&nt “ence ?;Z% ';xe..i"a: itions h‘ave

5. FE

-‘mm fre“aied and 50 furs: ser not watmn f&t keap*ng the Lw hei;efs vep-o

e ohwdes hvabile bediel is s maln systom, It: is- anhk f;?t‘_qa_\:'1’;:2-.-.«.'a;‘nv:‘a%'-_?:iwi,-;%_

amw :mmcld mt m..- m*.e iu sppesr t'hat ﬂuch_motivatimfs _tgo mdead-.
x5 !h,u, my presmt ymhlnma oy ﬂ‘u. °fum:l:ma§1 at.cmmi.. S0 this 1ack" '

®

4

0.._ . o

H-_l f_*:‘h’.r!- Dl 1({‘{!. _ .

e : . . . : o - . . - o
. o

Therw —rrewtuﬂh{"t’ mwstmr.., rafred ag»,uxm bacids mx 8 1he Jd!m Heil

- a d-‘.\

T asies® ghat 'the,‘;g divigions pu.;:n ated W Bavidsca o aet axplain

o

- bdwayicuy qumrely' v"rmgh, ami that we ofted must  brezk down tho

¥ Heid, J "Minds Divided" Mind Vol XLVII Oct'ss . ©
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ampartaentalizations i order G et a trep plotuve. t‘iwsidner, for ins

 : st.;;-rb;(f, tiie following cxanple: 4 denirves to _;‘.r.e;télt B, A'judges t}iam_- it

&

]

o
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- oo
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&

_uc." ivom askmg que-stmns\\;bdn soem dmpnxmnn, espoaia Lyaath xeg_arnl-..;n

. wqh_ld be-bast aot o insult B, -bi:u nei:e:étiseinss'imuits fim. This would

ey



ba a claar case @f J.rrational intemtmn qr actim. v ‘I’he pictum wanld be

.as Follaﬂws- ; o o o | . o
S .\ | _ . oo ; _. -y : . |3 't'oahin.u! 5 L .
y B | o bost b bo T,

How, i order to identify the ixmtimaﬁ.;ty, we must identify & couse of

: i*.hca CETE Eca.:: 'tr,: ;i.nsmi !-1-1, is not a fquf“ i em reasen for the inteationl
Ta tho ahown “"s.u!‘[x h,, t%m e g* e J.!‘..s!ll‘l- "33 Loth 4 canse sad & veason

Lfor e ;:.sa-t;-;:;.._.f:-_-.-s-m toimult, and so he intem;.mz: i.a oL ?Z:;?-t‘at'zt.’mal P

g3 Wsa.! Jn»ﬁi w v, at- 1P *ﬂw* -‘;1’ Lhe ;'%a Sk iom . nf *Ea: var,ms PaE~
® _ s}

LAy b, _ii}t_s'.«;‘:‘?:}.d}ﬁ__ta;'; fosali ise jngat’ mmi anly whE}._ _ej.ken in cohe

a

. a “

-'hmt:.ur '.-i'-rli che. .’mdgawent" ihat it 'wﬂnld bﬂ bézs%‘-,_m;?; to fpouir B,

:.uegpl Iwr with *m-_nuyratmn oL the px mmpip that one shuald __az:i d::mrr_iing
‘w a:m.s[u betth ) m@gment }%e: 1__ -aer,ues uhat - in "nrdé.z- for t.he;
1rratzonahty o ?,fmx wa &xav havﬂ 8 Amx av:mss ihe s.:b-syé’tems 50 see-

the full picw.a. So in the fmbme axamp}-'e _the iz‘raticnaﬁty ia the re

mlt of *ha;fz}ming nﬁ tl:e mtention‘ te’f’?ﬁﬁuk s cm thﬁ- basis of !'.ht- desx.ra

ta insmii‘ and irz unjmuion witl both A's judgemmt ‘:hat iv ,w?mld he L
& : K a, :
hast not to msult B. apd the pring ple that: me shanld ach ir- accﬁrdanae )

=w:§:h"cme s bett.er judgement.- : Tim posni. is that in nrdet -tn.appxecmte

"

-the ugratic-mlsty of the sya"tem, w fnust ook &t the entr'e picture - \m

"

_._mnst 1001! .n,mk-s r.he dw:s-mns. “This -hrings us’ back onc: nga:m Lo the :
Prubiom rﬂi*aed eaxher - we are not Sﬂe it sm'fit eutly comploxup;c"wr& . y b

ti:ac ey -'iblrm: fi‘; m 506 tha mt.er»u.i mna- of the ~\*s:.em-s. E}a\:»mmn s pic~

¥ f"5| o B
\ _
of 'attalxs mto minm’ mmgahmems t.hm, - are them:,a;ive% x'm.icmal and :,r,»

W

uot problemat,zc. ﬂhat is not axplained q—mlmw these systcms than intera‘.t

.ture is :“u;}:.arned mth L‘m breai:ﬁcan of a gntmt:a;ly wraum a2 qt.ate RS T

-:ir. nxdm: far ”m ag ~m to form an irm‘x‘.icr.ai bcliof m- perform an irra- o
' 'tiona}. ac\.im. “The point is e:his*-' if the ageat actj in accordance with
'the beimfe and desires of the main system almna, har action mli not be

:era_tiau:al. Irratinnai_itiy. entgrs _only when we combz.zga the beliefs of the °

- . . -
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maln system with the sub*ds.vismns created preclsely to harhour the con=
iliai,lng !:el#.ef. 1f the agem. is not ablj to sae across the hc-undar:le& |
of the partztmw - :ii' tlus viu-wpcaim is available an}v to an nut“ider of
%::? the sotion o hclivf of Lhe agent carmm ba :xrxm imal "f ‘the agem:
: 'c.,an see. avross the pazti{mn..., then ‘mr antion wonld be irrmiona?x%
mﬂetbpmtiva wuld, in affoct, r,oltapqe ‘the paz‘ut ions, T’he ffilesticn
iss if ii:% .t,mj not a’bl# u:a spv ch'ﬂ. t'-h!.. zu.lmf ior; M!, c:.fmtradmus
4 .-pe'.'ﬁav:wmslfr ﬁ:-.;:.-m:} ' :;;udg&zmtmg and .-z;z--uﬂdurlymg pr;e,ﬁcz.pia te act in gc~

wxda s mt.h o ‘s betiuer jndgemf wt, in. what souge 18 thn agent ﬂ“e i~

: decmwd?-' . :B _ :,!;ef_,mner hanﬂ it --“-he agent is mare; ot s‘mme'-*evel. of

“

L

) =tr~.e «.n'.':n bpt&h«en vaginm rmtw( sys..eu's, ho‘., nan this ﬁﬂq @cm&:ﬁ(—-ddatad
_-'_by tne i‘urmtmnai theais" It i‘- imp ‘;emt to note tha Cin rhielpate ‘pf

selﬁwdpreptiqn the agm t. a\.ts m a“deslrer’ beligﬁ m the faz*e 9’// vidcmﬁ

m the cbx;;trary.n and it musr. be emdm ane tlmt ﬂm ﬂbt nz {en‘.elf !mms

5 @

.would wun: against pprfommg t:ha actmn m Eorming the h-r-liaf i‘!m.a E3

= exalnpig: once T mghlighté prohlema with ‘the tfunct.fonal thesm raqised’

1

aar_lig_;'. . If ¥ must 1ook at the in'*eracr.iorr between ﬁhe sub*sysr.em_; in
m‘der p.,“'fu 1y .ppreciate t.he f’:.ri'atm:sahty of l;he ‘belief fm:med or af

5
- ther actwn ps— urmed, then ua must ask how the wn x.bus systemn ara able

o S --‘_-.-m_--= PR
'taiatarau S ST

. o - .: L
As mhi.,z ;zcruhhm fc. th&t &h‘F{* mnst r-xia; q‘l.‘.l.‘l.F' a Mx?e owrlap beweer
siam of tlw By mes. wpﬂ-:allv lem ;t! Y wi&ta te the sawe belief
q.-\tmimt. ’I‘{rum A ‘fe gm,: H mn t.ha* ha]ds- ‘-'h:‘.y 5 behef ma‘ bmioveq L
wxl] have r;any bLlles i mmﬁqizﬂ ]}Pt hvlief that Sam Lwes $ar«lra
e Thexe way- arme hére renswns in the mm hnliei ﬁys%em, such as when em,

of tha shmed baiiefs has more cunner.cmns with the bwh@f that ';} in tlm

$ub~ system t;!mn witl; the belief thac p'." Hore ang '*mre b@iiafs in the

ped
pexaan - main :,y.ﬂ o i y L rel- sated to the suhvs.ystmm. thareby creatins

laxge gaps in the peremx s belief system,
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. L I;’u
aifred Melé‘“ wants to 'az‘gua against B&vidSm's- thesis by_ showing that
we: rmy :101: 'lu\ve irratiunaiity when we have a helief ar an actimz caused

f

by a S mal mnam. that is not: alsa a rr«mon for the belief m.‘ actmn

' $a ‘\‘Iale arguesv aga:fnst I}avidsm s cmrdlmmm for Irratinmiity. Amf.mg

E]

the gxamplms gwen by Hele are. timw that. 31111‘31..1‘8&9 L} pes of bnﬁakumst,

-an

ha;mful awd .»cm eng#gr:: in dCtJVIt“ that prew-nm hxm fnm wrfarmmg the

N -]
actmv. nat hy szwf metlmd 02‘ }cu,xml ;n rsuuamn, by H; s:amp p:acow ot

.

-asscmau«m. }‘or? i*:st:-am:é- 4 petam intent. m- g*\' ing u;' f-mnkmg may

'paruuade h:‘msalf 1 think of wc-methug ph:-ammt - w af "lu.nmﬂ m the

[

o C;.lr hhmn» whenever he develops a srav i'ag foz a [ x@,dratte This relaxeﬁ

- hm sufhr ently fof hi:n to i.m able tn {:\mtmh ln.s desiﬂa Ior a c;gam ..a.

;.'Hera W hﬁva ‘A’ mentnl canse o: anothet‘ menta} item 1hat@ is not itself

By

ftez:hm.;nes, wuern thc, pi‘!‘ﬁt.‘ln v&rts te aimnd dom samathmg khat 5.,

o

. ._"nreasam for :ha i'telm ' Mele s nrgument a;amst Davidson ds that nhere ia '

| oftan EY nsud o, pmtulata diﬂe‘ions withm t‘he mind tca accom;dpte

Bt
\.n

@

-"ca\iae-affer'z ;m.ts thar, are m:t at !;he same tima uaamuesu]tfgffect)

+ a

"-pairs, my ;acl- cwu-effegf pau-s hzwe En intelligibzlity of ﬂmix

'_'whga t.hey are awn 11 the r.cmtcm: of f.ha larger 3{*3«3 ot strumgies of

t‘he agént. and pmwlat.ing nentul divismns is often an mmecesmy mm- .

=

p}__i;:atmn Iaavmsm; wou},d naud to edd axmthez- copdis.ion that - wouid i.n—-

dicate '_wh_st kin_c_lu of -c;t__us_es_ thqt_ !fre- _nq; at -u.t._hié’ s_ﬂ_m_e ’_éime- Fensons _ f_.’nr

i

@

éheit éfi-‘éci:s wm'.i'id. c".au're r'y division to acm{} in the -ﬂ:'.ihd of the agent.

"I’whaps tiuu, cruerinn mgﬁz be that the agem. hyort-:u im pxinn:ple that

.go

she ought, e eat m ae‘ srdance mr.h mar {udgﬂmm‘ 01 {,what w-:midf Be heqt

_'=t°«“°a all t“s‘.uﬂ:% con 1dtwt~d,‘ If a eause»ef:fec.t pmr tllat is now at ah‘B

&

-

" Tt @

m-t‘ha% it wanld be heat to p»r {nm anai.her aczt:l“nn, rhea there wilb ba ah -

4
meed. foo ? division w;t.ﬁin__ the agept's mifid. ﬁSiﬁ_ii.IBz«Ey if the causes
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affeat pnu is adopted by the agent fur some- nt.her purpose, and is hesra

: motivai:ed._ This wmxld be the case in,. qay, the example af the smoker.

P ,:_:" s

Tﬁét is-; as lc}ng'as we du net haw s.ubversmn of*the nm-mal be!;ief»:om!mg

S e b i ML A AN T
1

'_p» nceqs m do not ::equita the d:vismns. ’i’hat. is = & belaaf s‘ausad %:y a-
mmzaz weﬂt *haL i., rmt at the. :;ame tzmv a mf*if‘zmt masm f%}i‘ the _

'belh»f neeﬂ xmf. he o..;r.ztriona], prm*ded i.hat. it dc:es Gzt »,;;0 abajt?st 'sume

» e

" 'ml-ev- bwhef of the 76\ Iiw:*siora arise in the fau- of two ‘ﬁc?i%s;
.'ﬂm e*ust.ence ::f a mmta? nause fm an Jtm‘*’. ia o tal '.af'e!n; _teza'a is at

"':Lhe 5&119 1ife not. I3 anftn xem, ::r m.‘uii 1‘; .ﬂl r{ daer‘ fm 1.‘10 u_’-f:f;.m, nd the

. P ..
'---uverr,ﬁmg uf tha prid W 1p1e- tiiat ﬂnv ought. Lo art en what’ is hnat ¥ :mdsr
t,ue ;ircumst_mms. !
. . 'ﬁ' ) . . .'.. I Ly
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' .wppose tha!. Axma Haats 1;{ 5to§5 smokmg S;he dncuie.s rhm: the bestp uagr

. o . . ’ ) .
- G

-.tc du ir wuuld be: tn engage in sm kind of avezsxeﬂ bhernpy. : Shﬁ rlecidcts

-

that uhanevar she i!esxres to smoka, s‘le will fortf herself tc wata‘h 4 ve:‘y - |
.':.viax,\t movie.- &rum hapes that ?he disgust sha ieels tm.ards the fitm - LR
.'::will cme to be associated uixh smoking, am.‘. she. u#ll éventuhlly lpse her ) o _. 3 .
.desire to smok pert) Houeve"r. supposa that a:ma ﬁ:ajﬂnt.s w r.he making and
....shwing of vby violem mwiﬁs - she finds them Jnor’aliy “aprehan*;mia._.
-.._'%he faals ‘that- wst.chmg sua‘n fi1m§ is rnm:)a damagmg Lo hep:celf -:albe:t

. in a ‘rnaral snd newphvsiml seﬂse - tha:t is qmokma. 50 now if Mma wre

.,tu ‘.cnt mue ro wat c!. suc.x mov m' a8 & mv@na of ptnp;:%@a;king, her

behwinur wauld i:e ixratmnal. Sh»- wu W ke a:.\ing against annther |

st.ram-«:--r &wh.ef. (ln the u:haw nand in !'leie $ exc.mp;te of the smolwr, the.

- attice undarta}:en was ‘:erfmmed in the ugrnt s ‘heq!: \ntermt:s.- Ye Tﬁu?d

o [+

'perhaps say Lh&t, althaugh t‘.‘m daw,drf\ammg shou float ¢ in the Car;;bbean B
' _ _wa,-“anptmin 1t:-g1£ o n-:._,scn Ior gwing up Sn,oking, it w%s emplaye; hy the

B zi‘t: as part of the attag@gy for gwmg, “I‘* smok:ing. ’l'hata is, it was
- subqumf-d m;&erg the . large:c intenuoraal pian of the e'xge*m, and although

it may h&?(" acted as i nan-mawn cause of t.hc part.wcﬁlar acﬁion nf thg

agent it did not undemme the raumal funqmmmg B the agent. Thexe

o
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was na uther reason that mitigated agamsi. t&'ze dsyﬁxeaming plan. 'So 'I
thmk tha,t Heie g chactian tu ﬁavidﬂm can ba aawmnudated w:.thin

Dav;dson 8 acmmnt, amfi dues *rat )‘ thmk. pos?e a greai; thmat m it.

5 - -

Trn wn mam prebiems mth ﬁﬂ'f"'iﬁml 5 nz:mum: &r ' tih *wacutmuing af'

“n

: gm mnd a8y nm. in .tnlf salve Ef) pmhiem of sa:&f-‘decvptiora, for the // e

. reasm that we oftj haw t.o loolr mmss d:*mswns Jn mde;‘ to apprecia::e A

i:he forFe ok the p izdaz- T‘u* ‘is. somptt ing ‘ha agan* 'mmt do, and v.o 4

the not“i,en of agw::yma; hc{? at bt&eahere. '{913 s obmc@w ab&w reia“’es

m »t'iis paint ﬁnothaz‘ p;‘oblemj}ls that we are nr‘:t given any axplanagion o .

.-M'
‘or descnption of the geue-; 13 c,,r mag.hamnm of ffp ; %nn of the part.ihons

e . &

bs a\m;dad : ’ jq -
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-%furo H hv,,;m an ,na;;,ws o ﬂ'm :rpuda ‘m thr*sz - oy '"at!mr btheﬁes -1

. waula hﬁe to ment. ibit. one or v LS :“i ;cwms a:F ‘zzis t.ype of dp;nan tHi :in

'_nrdwr that tlt« reades ruay hef,me aware of the pm},.zm hofere appmar:hmg .

e

'-thp,pxnpused thea1s. thznk that th1% will be d%?tﬂl insofax as. lt w;ll]_.-

nllm the 1eadet tg asseas whother the pmmwi theszs doea m fae:t en-"

'cpunte* the prnhlnms wentibnﬂd, or’ whethnr i eﬁthar avold them or doas :

a " |\'

" not emountar thm nt &H. Furz:aemore, some u@J.lw problms ..o be dis-

_"cussed aﬂ' fa;rly genarsl i()v.heu: range - t.hat L$, thev uou]d appzv ;fo"

.;i'any theary teir.hin this br-:md &ppmﬁch { tha appzaaéh being that: af tim

"ﬂiwided ms.nd"} " and 8o for t}us reuson At Ie-'st need to be. mentioned

.‘I‘here mli he rso .attenpt at. %o’utions at thib qmga L,.t;her tha iss0es :

-nil] be addmssed either in the l;c:dy nf the discussxon shouia it seem

. )

:L're'.im-ant, or at thp m of The d.is.cussions., when !:he t’hesea. unde:: scrutinv_"

[3

f-wili have hﬁrl’! d;scuhs'ed. ﬂne jore ward of Ban mu m the follw;,ng |

o

éi:muwim I shall he xefarrmg ¢ the. "mi%“ of md:u.idua:s. what ‘_

_ n*wm bv t.l'g% Thra may ruqn.re much du.c-us.s:wn B0 cia:u}g;mm nfllow ma

o

E

o sey thm H dc no'g, mnau th;« term the bra.m 0:[:' the mﬁxn&ual fhat

e

The relaz.iansh.p };et.ween msnﬁ an:l" 'h.uain :i& a*‘ 1arge qad comlex issue in-

_,.,‘ i

__the ph:.l.nbopjxy- of psgchology, .azad c:anmt he. rememd" hezm. ‘Euffzce it o

y
im "‘hc: tt"uu "minﬁ“ uioes not. . ,w:mi;sarz.‘t’g eﬁfer TO. any ph%smai ontltﬂy.'

e

'::b S8y that; the !.em’ "mind" as uhed ‘here is essent:ally nm--paays:u;al -

o -

what itb relatmn t;a the p?zysical br&in may. bo I shal! not ea\plore. .

u
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ast.u} ftom tza&xtmn::l E‘remi, but. 1 tzust tzhar these Fxplm:aticms wi:

__:-jamf’ys ing possib!a develnpmntq wzthm the thaory itself

Another iﬁsue t.hat needs .r.o be raised at the start of By discm;suim\ on.

?rnud is my apprgach taken in tha handlmg af the I‘reud:an materiel I.__.

hav.e tnad 3 ’be as histarimally narrqct as passible n. terne of repres- S

nm,ing vreuﬁ s - ided« a;:cuzratelv. Hawaver. I m1130 interested in Msing_\_

e _
tue erzudmra mt,erial as & senrce for cmatwe ideas in, leekmg fu:,;N_

[

solutmn to the prc?}lwn m'c splf«-iacepkmn, thx«- Hay. appasr to’ 1ea{i me;-

i‘f

a

Freué & idras. do gﬁt d’m.e t the Lhmw o zmy way. 3 a 'r"xﬂ' ‘w‘i:eye Tl’ii!t '

=

lasoph}' of p *hology and areia ad ueas’ and :hat ’i*-uch cvnamv‘k use of ;

his *ﬂiew c.an he bath inteaesning m *hems&hes, md use’fu? m terrus us‘__

-

e L L

e -f"o-.- AT "-,\,_ st

I

ail iatalligibla To qunt-; Bavidsun 'hare s “{the thaar"y af men:ai par- )

o q -]

) qud’s aeas 1end thamwhes to fmt.her mvebz;gatiou 'k‘i”’"!i’: the ;,;11«:_ R

‘é‘hau arisns th& problam og whetho: th& :mriorx nf L div:lded nd.nd is at,'. o

oo

___titiﬁming} um 5 1) raqmre ths.t thcughta and desire% and evan act.mns o

' hemmr*butad to sme:Mng 1ess t.han, md thearefera distinct fmm, £he-.“' '

.

-whole ‘pﬁﬁbﬂ._.ﬂ But csn su umka seqie nf a.cta m& a“tntudes that anﬁ PR

. chm of an agant?'"‘“ A "diviﬁ‘ed mind" thqsis tuaes pmblgms within tha.

(=3

area d‘.f agency hemausa it_ seems 1:o splinfer tha ﬂssantial umty of setif

mcassary f—ar tqha mtion of 5genay at 311 ‘f’ wg atu itmte ~thz behavmnf N

nhm the seif, then t?m lorus ni‘ ;ciuntit.} of ‘Lh’is v»ry seli :nay *br.s.ume'___' .

n

'_ probiem&tm Addre.,smg the agency pmbi&m wi 11 he ong l:sf tha reqmre*'

ta :G‘

2 funrse, tha pradgadums ufor dividmg the mmd. As wﬂl e sepn, one can

L T

" divide the mind in a mrml:;r of ;eays, and tha aj um_e'nts for the dgvimqns’

Y

.
P 7]

% Pavidsan, B "Paradoxes of Trrationality" in Wollhelm, R (Bd) p 291

o

..:r b&lx&f"st&te ok '.an mq;.wduai tca the mteractim a:).f *mrious partztmns o

_amntq of 'y dwaded mind .n.e& is. Anmm,r 1ssue tu bq adilresaed s:s,- m.u . -



also Greq;%;ifé axamih'atidn. In this sactiun I shall eﬂamine ona of the

. thesas p&‘é forward by Fréml

-] 8 a
o

. i{reuaaan ':-_iheur’y of the _m'iﬂd'gaa_"he .separé.téyi into t'_x_éo_ brﬁa&‘thmr_ies. ]

- The First , the to.pbgrag'shit; 'ﬁ_pgary, 48 the earlier of the twe, and was

f-,irs'.t 'pté%egi::éri by Frend #a (’hap'tef VIE cf The Int'erireté{ jon_of Dreoms.

_ ‘Ihe sewnd pmposel,,?.hn stm&tnral theury, .Was tiew}a;mr m 1523 in The .

3 W&u ami the Isi, pnmarilv w AteHuL 1m. madmu n.ies- in’ ?he tnpagraphic'-

g"t m:y o as.caunt far e foxmat AR m‘ n-ura* ic a;mpmms, Bt ?&1 50 £0o give

o ami fﬂitferem m‘* b ‘tha xo;e £ xepxeash.v -FL has been

arg,uod“ thaz tha mo accnu N aré :{ncompatihle, and uthat the q{.rrxcturﬁl"'

. thaur.,; gupercedes the topﬁgtaphiﬁ theor}x, that: 15, iv has been argued

-thqt ins&aadf of wmrking with hm:h theunes, ant.‘. smtchmg, fmm one to '
oy .
t,he other deﬁandin; on at‘ne" phencmena to be expla.{nzd, wa' shouid use nnly'

a e "

the mens md terninulogy Q’ewe'opad nx the Mruchmal :hebzy. In “this

L o

papﬂr, hweverv, 1 sha)l nxumirn: bot‘n theoz:.ies separa:;ely. anﬁ mt tcm- :

i

cant.rata mly on the ztmetural t.heébry._ ‘I‘ha-reasm fmr ttns is- that. the

- B o

” thpcrin posmiab\s the div_isiona of *."l'm mmd ‘as nccu:rins m da.ffarent .

8

- wa?lp and 1t. wﬂl be usaful to &xplore bot,h of ache.se picmrcs. I"nrthe%-

mm, ‘the’ davibions pnstniated, by the topographic t!*eary have baen usad. -

o

o b phuasaphers in A anempt 2 saive rhe proélem cff self-deceptim,
o

\_'\

.u;i iJms thér:deas pnatulawd bv th» tﬁéorv itme a respe ctad Ma»e in the'- :

hterawra 0 Ale.::a, a}&hough th@ upqi g,tﬁj"h c tl’u wy naa(}snpe: eued by the

i

1
. mrnctural tht.or!.. fur rpaaonn nanti{:md uhove: and 1o i:-e exp wred ’fu:.ther, :

ia. may be . tllae case Lhai. ‘rhe mg&és a lc; thé‘ory may adequa..ieiy exp'iain the

mtiou of self-dem pi;ion, ew if :lt carmnt avcmm. fﬁr qther kinds of

a

. mnntal funczioning Hawevet, even if t;he a.ccmsnts ave incompatible, and

2 A A

v
. o

. Mast netably hy Axlow and Brenp;er. _Se’e’the.ir. Igsjrch&analytic Concepts
and The Struc*lual Thenn ' ' . '

E




’ tlie-- tépnérap%ic theory. tums' bﬁt, upon examinﬂt'ion, not: tn‘?be :Eullg ex~
planatnry. t;he fact let these two theories a%e stiil both used - today
within psychaanaiytm -and psycholagiﬁal dzsqﬁssiun seens te wrrﬂnt a._
separatp txnatme,m, of. e&ch thaary. It; is tg.' such an e'i.ammat;zon that I‘

“. v o -
s,hall natf tum B

L I. i ali ' .Q;'- } . . o ST
'I'!m *,onsraphm meg:ry dwides ‘Lhe mlnd inta w?mt is mnscieus and un— :
£
umax ml..,, n.b 5 a4l mmrt o;; i* e‘,hcmstive -4 L a2l r:am,mb ‘mu'st: be ai*

e

;.;ef co" s m;, n'm ﬁwmus. The qmsstioq of wiwt*her thc.se divisions
th,,e niutuailv. excluawe is rut G ciear. Gertaér :y' a menwal (:oqtoni‘ may :

Lhange quaht‘ies prmr uneonstious bﬁiiefs may qe .ﬁ\wqgnt inLe o,

_ i

2 u-!)ci.oﬂ"'r w‘h:.Ze what is now copscious may,&,;h a ;atar s uge), ?:ae rapresseé 3
- rhem ia- (mermmw aa‘«,;;wul .whether a beliei‘ ur i?ea can oy simltaneausly
'_._..'_.'c,o@gsamns md uncor'scions. __ There is da.scussion in Freuc! cance;xning a'.'_"

I' .@_'_':.;baiief thnr. is x:epressed ;us p#peg "ﬂggatwn" { 192§),nFrand discusses. -
t.he siwntirm »whem & patient makes % suggest‘m or assoc%&ti@n - tlm:s
' indicating consciousao i3 of thg subgact matt:er or mntemt of ;ﬁn iden - _
__ .nnim tc' Mt - that :.s, deny that: tha assomatwn :.s . t‘! ue indicﬂhon | .
nf th:: kubjact x behef staae. Freud gives the fallcwmg example._' " 'ﬁw
R paniem says {to thg “’analysr.] ‘You aslr. aho i:his pprssn in the :imam Can.

......

o mt'hé_r- ln L interpre!.atizm, e tak# the Eiherur ni’ dismgﬁrdkg !Be
L o
':nagatir n anu uf picking out the su..s J&&t“ﬂlﬁ?li‘f‘ alone af Lhe aa.wca.atian

1t 3 3- gq thrﬁ:gh ts-;e Pﬁllef!t ‘had said* e's m:-- -rhst e muther aAne j,m:o
o :"my miﬁd s I thonghs, of ‘thlb pexsen, _but. i dm tf f-el wtlmr‘d ta et the
- as aoc:atzcm r:ount T 'i‘hﬁs At acenms that a manta. HOnL ent is able to he._ |
..It:.qnsciolas__ and .:gpressad at the same time. Frewil atzmrpts tc axpiain t.hm

11*

R

37 Freud, § "Negation” (1925) Freud Pelican iibfdry folume 11 Og
o Metapsyeholoxy 0437 . L S S
- Hesappycholpey 903 Ly
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' or ,aﬂecté.ve aspect of the idaa still undergaes rppressim.:
: 'something, ..ha patmnt is "in affe ot Baying ~"TThis is sa

: should p*‘ater o mprezs. bk

T émertdmadn- 15 ﬁmwas ¥ 1wel af g arehess is d“ree:-;f_d tcm rd aesme--

A&pec; of. a mpntal s ‘ne that remaina, on the whole, ancong S 'i‘he )

. and, unconbmmsness d@ not dwe;lap
-..is c.,haracten"ed by eonscinuaness. say, wﬂl mat dverlap w:th a5 uncon—

) acihys a:ea of the mind

. ___"terized by om qualit? ('Pnly. R 52 :

‘emotive part.

5::;%4 e zi tmcorm:ions i= v‘meri ain. _

a2

by di.vid:.ng a belief or ment.al avent into an 1deatmnal Qart and an

vl

“

*‘%mra may be an mtallentual ncceptance of the 1dea - whi, le r.he emotianal_'

(1]

©

'I‘here is AWEICREss o.;. the- Y‘ ‘1* r.er a8 8 p;xs-

si‘b ,‘lety - tha »hOugn‘L is in t.he mmd - ‘bnt the gzopnsi%- N "aima% iv . '

._q!

__quvstmﬂ cf ube*her the aame balmf can - in its B!lt»xt?tv - h& twf(t wone '

"ha* r,zw ;,@ruaiom &i. thé\rrﬁ :x:al &rhat are. cha:&ctenzed by wnsmcmsness .

' “This .is,.
Frpudun- aganr.zes
B . w Q

'chaxact:erxzeg b}:a both mns :ousnass anu uncmase.iuusmss l’,parhaps in ther_

my om:lined abmvs), thg larger Pa:titmz{’ T»jha mind will ‘be cha#ac_. .
T"N

_ e
rraud further divide*.u thr mem.a} apwarams into th- ne- systems, (fhe C«on-

s'*wué’ {ﬂS?, »he P‘rermsc.mus t’? 8y, and t,hp i.}%onsc wus (LCS). The POS

stands beweep t:aust. aousmas and Uncmscmmmss, mﬂ befom & zhc:ught

extrema diff:.cuity, it ﬂt 811,

can become c,r.mscmns, it amst pass tmough tiw SyHLOu PCS.

-conacious‘ is not conscious (hance mat. is pre «tmsr:ious is also uncurs-

scitme) but anlike t%.e Uncnnscious -r.he a.yst.e:m UCS}, it can eas:iy becomea

w -

cunsmous.. waeraas uhat is bnwnsamus nay t;ecum WS!".:»G!.OHS only with

The temq mnscmus and unconscious

2

- 'am hv o uset! in twe &iffarent weys, and a.t is important to diatingu.ish '

between the° diffnmnt n*“agcs in n.tdez: to agmd coniusmn. “’i{rstly, the

Ral
" terms are ushd hy Freuci smply t.o chm«tctenze the naﬁum of the mental

W
. : i
i . J

' .47_'

By negating%‘;."
tnmg wh.vz;h 1

Hct»aver, T think leat it m a_le?ar -
'I'nat is. - - an area c;sf the mnd ‘that:__

thmk, mplicit in the natitan, of the'

s:; althouqh an indivzdhal mental ‘omant }nay bu '

¥hat is Pre-'_

The patient accepts the 1deatmnal part of the idea - hemce N

- S
“\-—

’
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T 'iu this -.saﬂbé a thought or b‘el‘i'ef I?is 'e:l.tlier 'r‘:*d?lscious 'ofrn'unf:qns&iousm

tha* is .it is anprehended by t.he pnrceptuai 8ys’ t.em (if it is conscioua)f

48

ﬂor it is held mnawareq by nhe agent (unmnsmous) On uhe .other han&

tha:a tea:ms are used fo r-haract,e;iaa dafferent systems, anci when this s

& Jl

d:me, cap;.,ais bhﬁll be uq;;d clem:iy, t;he syhtem (,s is c.\hamcmr'ized

'_-b*. -:-onscwusnc.;s, a:ad fise .ﬂ, Lot it il’é by unra:zscww-w;-z* ﬁs Swted abave,&.

the s}':i em PG$ is also um,onﬁmmis h!‘a,- tne tﬂamighi.b fmsl halmfs balmgmg

te --itﬁ are raﬁdﬁy tcessamie to. 0% ae.mésneas. ﬂance thin -systems :Jcs, p
[H] G'.
. i I = Coe .
_'> o9, and CF :Eﬁ divme 'Lha mind ailng t,he 1.1%3 faf w}:at :‘s.:;'s ;;s:eaas-ib,,e o
.:_;ons.;:-r.ims;;;esa ar:d'_-what.. ¢ nc}t.- Sy SR el e
k o . i . \\--_'__. Q o

u“‘ % '_,.-

N
7 :

L\Q L T iy
%pﬂramptém" '1%1&: fmr,uﬂ:es e.msa ﬁisti:;guis‘i cham.- Pbr mst&nce, analhe:

chaxsatexiw;ic af’ the 1’ 130 *fs that i :.S' canne(.t.eﬂ to.- mﬁguagﬁ whereas

A
‘the uncmsrious 15 no% linguistic at ali The cqnnavt\ion w;.h lahguage

: B 9 &5
fauhtates the ac.cesaibi :u:v G i’rrcdﬁsa-iws t!mughts m ca,uscia;,sness,
k] ]

T@e systems dnifer nlsa hlth r»spacl to ﬁ@ they c:pkate wit hin .ﬁlmse

--'although the reaﬁor. for this act.exsibﬂ;!ru is th& iai:k of :‘“epressiﬂn ex-'

: ﬂrtnd on Precmsciuus idewas.. The »syst_ K’E'{‘.“S duelops }.at.ex "ﬁ th% imlia‘

A

v.:idua} mn the ucs. and its behav&uu:"ﬁ;s. more. "adult.-like“ thon fghe urs. |

._'rhe :.nst.mct,s of the \.nc.unm.ingsi btl‘&‘i’e for 'immediata ggt;fimtmn,

'-'whila the wcrk of r..he Praconscmus ia td‘ deiasr grati?ication af‘ & msh
n . .
-'in -the f.’e-ce -of mali.ty R m‘der fonan linmnmmus wiqh tc !gew:.sma a-:;-

' r»easvb‘r w cnfzsq.ionsnass s.t nn sc paas tﬁ wmgh, anc' be rrs-ulated bv,, a.he

Prunnsq.ious Sa thpra 15 mre *a t:ha various Syt B -.,ha-r i -vplg the fact

. amt Lhey 5:0 com: .t:mus o ax'cm.acxo'm -; they ard c:inrae.,taraznz! by mhet
[

_quagﬁes aa weﬂ %ether these Oth-:.x.‘ dsgim;uisshmg tﬁat@es are
&

o7

prolilematic fnrt,t:i)tnpogtaphac thmw will be eﬂplore.i at. 1atar ctagg;:_

k)

et ST
Cent:.al to the Freud:tan thesm arci also to- tﬁe probzem e:ct‘ self de&ptim
M
{ns exp}ored withm tlus me:odel) is the concept of repressicn, it will bg

' naqras‘:ary to ‘axamine z.his notion in some detax.l, as gnu of the ways an

o
]

Sy
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it. -nust hide “r.he infnrmati:m from :tsaif 'i'h.:ls me.ms either th{t the '

ansm': is divided agamst its“blf or elsa the censnr requ:r.réﬁ 't.he ax:lst--

e b, -t e b

encn J:.f amther ceaion ta hida ité opemtions fmm itself. In tue Iaitsr ':

in 5t .mce we have Lha pm‘bh-m of an infimte regrass af censufs in .the- "

' .former. we wuld m-e:i m axpiain the nature cf t:hi“. dwimon as well a8

ot

: pastntﬂte ancvther cens or ﬂmt wouid operar.a hvmeen the dwmmns. We

1]

can mmid thaae dmfficulf:es by pmftula mg a-censox t;hat mmé MO hirﬁe_

;ts mrn apemt nns Ir-:m 5‘; t.se“:. Tes wxsd ui mmpiwatmg mal.xea:s, all we - _

oo .

v

:nv-'d inaisy up:m is tist t:na c.ptxmtmne. of 1!*9 m_:u«*.br 1':.;;9.33-1: ezt - th;;}

; isn, “f‘hzﬂ. r.h : o ra no %K CE-B" 1o m;&»mﬂanv o L
A o P . -:aO . ) - . ™ A .. e."

Ce
@ .

"I'he iaf‘ter pc&nt tamas a pmblem mgirdin tha activity Df 'the r;_m;s'm‘: o

'haw does the qgﬂsor ‘hi%e us lt‘m amw{tms from cons aou»ness’? If'-the
R

.zc.en?aor bemngs o thg systm PiZS t.hvn its oﬁerarizma shg;uid he pasxlv n

-l

--ncnessibla 1:(: CGMCiQﬁ&ﬂQ‘aS- Bat it :.s t-lear, iu;i‘.h fxarn exp&mep:,.e @nd'
' 'frm tﬁe vex’y notion of L v..en&nr ’ that should thzs uccur, the tensot would T

work vary 1mf£sr.t.i‘vely, if at\\ all ’fhis .is onq,- n::f'7 t}le pmblem / that'

&

-'°Frwd discovsted m thg mpagxaphic theaxy' and wh;z:h prscip:.t.ated the

o

.. unrch far: and discn\rexy of tha s’imctu‘rai thvﬁ:y._ hmr, we cuuld poetu-«_ .

Ll

s e it

“wowld hav a::uiss ..a l?,?? cnmeuta nf t,he L‘ncansaiw-s ami of the Pmcm- "

V]

scious uthout belmging to either system.. It -ua;r ar nay *mt have acceaa 2

‘Lo the PG%*-sime thﬁ PCS is it.self ‘& fll grzng agema, 1t. xs mo*t iikelw

L=

th&\t t,he PGS muld rm‘,, awaxe of the wmora,ng acnu ~=, :imever,_ £ince.

o
: 0

E t.l\e% is addit.mnal ufsworahxp between the s a.n& iu\, 11&5# -"knoﬂé&g%

&

muld naa;wpcgssau}v b mcesa:.ble 16 cons: mufnee !}a% .h:- EOVEYL

e ©

nperat hrm of the censor mply tnat‘. t.he u.eumr 1s erepz:essed" j;,f W take-
thls ime. we must. t.hen g0 on - o ;usmiate, & xepmss:ms apmw and si:cb -

a mve wauld I %.I‘i:mh, f:omp;icate mat‘.t&m sy eca%qarxlyg and in 'zut,h a'

u

gecd maacm that. wauld mqﬂtwam the Consdr o -atuva [csr accessmium)

. - Lop
o . a e

way as to make the tupbgraphic cheory /jrtreme,iy cumteraoma., ‘I‘he‘m is no

]
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@

mist be ab}u; :to'sumﬂy us wit;.h ':'éﬁsbns. 'f_dr’ her behaviom;, ~ and t:h'ié' shis

.caﬂaa of he.r aversmn m*ﬁ the :estauraﬁt 51& her feaz- af fimimg her L

does = ‘she no longax Iikes tha fand at the restaurant. But th.é “mai" '

bayfnenﬂ Lhere mth tha wa ﬂ:ress. 8o altlmuph t};a b‘alief is repressed,

=

"- _':lt 51:111 anfluen es thrs wcman s, behaviour. This exampie .‘Jeﬂms o eillus--'

- evidnnce whw}l W a‘ Sale éhé has "af Losen™ m 3 nnrﬂ r.-:. uot asqured, for '
x .

;

: «__reprasmﬁ gmconsr:ious he.’tief still hnsg nhe pgker to mtluence behavipur.""'

is'-..uat-;&ltoge*het. s':ut of

'_influeme it - e'.ren m way«* m‘

w

tzm.e tlzat se;f«éeut‘ptxc}h is. an mmmb}e predicanem. in ilei!:h to be the

i

woman ‘suteiief t!:‘m. her ‘my.uead zs zmt. hat mg e‘m affazr {:!;.sp:;ta the

LT a o Ll

'i,t? it _we_'t:_e. th{: wom&r: s;hauﬁd be 'ab}i ‘LQ freque:‘t tim ro ’c.aurmn; frs,o of -
Cosngpiciong. . Lo L S e

- . - . . T

Ty a

L
e
2

& . T e R v o
: . ) o . :

Sa we ‘gur r.hm; thr dec#pt:ve plﬁn 35 often ongamg, a'zd part ‘of :‘ir.s . Q

Q

'_;-"}um;:.i.én ik, to keeg the di-c&.wed part:y :kme:ved m 2 den' that rhe ugwa-

@ ___nﬂ . e e e

* i.an um roﬂtinne ‘m influence tha subjas't 5 behavmxir. Mso, sincu Ju:'

B “ '_, . N

.:_'.{t seemﬂ that divzding the tﬁ;{nd ﬁnto mnsr‘it;uﬁlmcoriscfous pa::i:;tinra i

o

; 'no; suffic‘em\ an exi)lana:r.ien of salivdscaptmm. 'Ine _ungﬁnscmus beliuf

f'%* from the main symema

S

1ch the w,acio.m sy;tew 'i.taal.f"unn-

ware. ‘!‘he ut‘Sonsvmus natur# uf T 9_ uraug-ianary belief i%mut.ufficientt& e

an eprmntiou of - 1ts° nan-int:e«xven {on" in the wain sys;,am " fact,

- o 1=

Cthe _vatyp -.\lnt:c;_x;i' "'wus natns 1 ui the t.autmn\ar;. Iw hpf .‘.a \,hﬁ -«ery aond\rpm
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Tha structural theoa:y divzdes tha mind 1nto three agencies: Id, Ego and :

Superpgo. o lee Id corraspnnds close}.y with the system U8 of the

s ) L : &

)

tapographic theory, -and ctmsista “of the mental represantstives af the

; :mtznctnal drl.ves,“’_’_. ‘E‘hus !;he Id canaists of wishea and des:l.res that:

press fw: .‘.mediate grat;fic.atmn, and it i-; con%med with the- gratifiv--'

cat ir.m oi i‘Ls damres rather than with the demands Hf realit:y, The ﬁgo

.is i:?*ai part of. Lha eys.‘:m that is. ::ngu‘!ated by the demands of reahty -

58

. It is cpnneated tn?the perceytﬁal ﬁﬁd_mﬁt@;-pﬁtt&,af ahe seli,-thua al-

lowing: it o act in the world in' sush a !&a‘_{; 60 as" to  best allow _%he

"s‘uli‘iimént _v;.f id ﬂr- ires in ccm{ ﬂrmity w:.th z%za, f«tnﬁures of reality and

- i'c-ith 'le&é‘t!’mm mu the mdw:ldu&L 11. is also thv Jobs ot the Ego to censor

T jnd mntm‘? tham ctontemw af the Id that; it f.ﬁii\iﬂf*ts e:thev impossable\‘:}

cr tno thrratenmg tc fulf*l ;n reality.» /

al

"'ha re}a'-inns betwaan Id arui

Ego :ray qﬂ.en he character;zaﬂ by a st&cm’mnfliut. ‘I‘his ovours p;e-' S

cisely whan the Ego represms aspects of Id mstmctua‘ dasize'- t.hrt. 3re. -

o

m: zhreateaiﬂg t}f_tan this ac:t: of tapressmn by the Egoais triggeired_ '

u

s cnuse of tﬁkse damnds, represses th-'\ Id-w;she .

ai..ts 1ike the Pts in carrying aur. cansnrmg art}a(i )

" on accept. the demanda ot 'i:ha Id, amsi, a8 & &%nlt oﬁ* *Feeimg anxinus be-._

andls \\\1

Dthar aspects of Ega funct,i’oniﬂg :,nclude se;‘s‘e pavcnption. c*mstrul cf

1+

i

The Superego is a new asency, and does not have any corralate in the

topographic theory. The Superego is 'cbncpmad wi-th the moral aspirations

mo»or acticm, languagf» and re..«hf.y t:asting,

R

ami 1810'5'} of the subjec.r., laws der:.ved me param.s and otham aux,hu ty

“+
™ . . .
L . . . . . o . . W

22

this sense. the Ego o

as,. and .'11: is th;.s'

by a feehhg of anxiety on the par!. af th\\gga the Eﬁo cammt ccpa w:lth |

Ariow, J. A and anner, G Pqpchcanalynﬂ Cufxceptq and tha Structuml o |
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aspew.r. of the Ega that sha:tl concern us “in tha questien.of s&lf*decmt*m. S |
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ides becomes zmcmsaious is vi& rapmns:mn . Sinceftmé of i:he oumé:ﬁes'

£ «ﬂalf-dﬂreptien réay he, that mm pelief :la held consniously by the agent'
whi'{e uho ot.hm : (unwpiccm\} bolict is lmid uncomcimusly, the way this
' t‘taw is reashed will be of - i"ﬁgmnmma. i3 :Z_t. is’ fsumi that there ays -
.garubiwm_.s or jrcoysistencies within the theory of rép:?assjap,"ths.s ney hs;\'é "
an é'ff-aci: t;ﬁ 1;&}.- viow .s;':f f3.’.-:=.§, f 6:;16?:.:3;:9.: ﬁ.cen, am.‘; the adegnacy of tﬁi&.__ag.}gﬁroaéh

Lo deal with 1?&# pldu*“'n wiid E*JW‘* w0 ui.. a8z A"‘.de _ S

The o apnent 68 TepTens ot iw uneel o t.i‘ae RTINS r‘ﬂL Figt 12 \wr. R AV TIRE Ato bt

: &
S TG gt i.!m- PO, Bl mynoow L s gL w A, wl}i’(’- 1,} TR LY Lot
£ . .

Sare ubl cabacious, 3,\@1.1;_ wiad f"’fui"‘a<

g‘:he.*, U:';r-.-':-r:,m‘.ie.:‘uri* e ,fm{:ﬂ; 3=
.o cea Ay e ' Z"__-*: . D
rnaas;-.-s-:.m,ue.‘. {0y ancess ible vrly with: -:M.ff'u‘!‘ v,; “h xmw, msrwm s is-the
'I! i . :
: P - T
‘Pact Uzat 1t ,us :"e.pras:sarl'. - We zan, ¥ owe i'.'i?:fi:i"' s:-ay that tha t*m;.mi:s::.ims
. Ml )

_ *sa;gw mﬂ.nmmmra—rt ;Leq:ﬁad &;mtrar; h;s, the sy,;:hm 1'!33 ;t-a EE menh
. i) - b ‘Q
m the,aense rl;a:; u 15 URLOREL ious, but r,upd?s'i@ rsf &ewmmg Lonsmmm'

ms:hm:t fur rh»r A, 'I'lw syst.am PCS :m»y by- bfbil@d des:.riprwmv ANCUG™

sf.mws. afme Ihe. DES - ds dwamx_uull} umqnscwns, the* latter 1&. n.m e
_ &

10 congtant r{apress ori Q‘aat then, p Wsmess;m!, '3'1‘3 wmmi csx!e t::f °

\
o ¥ ﬂ

a wpm«.-non is To ka p} out of nur:scmuaness thnughts or jdeas thm ‘The
w [ 3
?tecunkt.jnus m.onsidf_..a foor thzwte:ung %10} Lhe &.ub_]ect t.u ba a?lma&
*t“nw Tment ith. 'the 2anl w-ar}d The ?m«mnsnicu.s .a-za.:t;.s a5 8 F.xz:d of soreen o

T

: }retwem .“ha wiat.p-s of LhL hmnnsciﬁut :m:i the demm ?19.3 oi’ e aaity, and ig

it s u!tv-lb*\t aL t!rJ bwming nt}tsﬁk‘*i&!s wf an tnmnldz Une nm«:ioub Hibh‘“

|<. . a -
“

s nid he rle TG we Fm tha mzhgm‘i ’ &}?‘ Phh W u;d;mu.y. GAt e dy {mﬁmw}

£rene 1?»@ wirho/ i '1;;( ™ 3.!. ‘xat.r zum T!:e Cneopsgions. Lo :ﬂ',‘. 1appens

that tha I:ummciws w‘i*.h is :I_;.f.“ﬂ. :iun;wd m-;:‘c:,.a to '{:om,f:iaus GG G

o . D an oy

. piemiy, bt the P?‘acmwmus mav decide to delav the f31fiiment of 2 wish

um 1.1 - 1:- ) sp‘pz ot atta

dme ftm :a-ﬁ d*uc‘t;argcs driqoﬁ -in th- %npmgraphin.

u »hem‘y, the mbult m 1 i:'iiluxe uf rpprese/ Eon 19 thu feeling aof mmiety

- th; 'Mpariem.e af. unplemﬁ're nnﬂt.he part; of t.hv suh;ect is e’m indi‘m%i(m

L

ﬂ%\‘r xwwmws h@s not succe‘.,dad :.cmpletcly ia kc.epmg Lh&bo thaught.s

I
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from 'r@aching cﬁs.nsciouszx,ess.' For the topagraﬁhic theory, repression {or

a.f;s fai?.ure) ;precedes muciaty 'Ihis condition is tevemad in the struce =

L

tura.’t Lhmry, a factor we will examine later.- SufFira m.. 1;.': say for t‘le'

mament. thst i!. was a t.hange in hi's ‘:mias on a:epra..sson ﬂ"iat led Freud to

e
"

alter his theory of the dental., S S A
.-G R ) ) i o .- : ¥
Ly B : & ’ : ..
Thf‘ A rjrtsm que«:x:um vo usk 4t thi;; '«;tage is. - how /‘“e's 31‘s&pressinn work

0o
o

aﬁd «m.u:* 11 tn rhit. = whar nama i r»-wc-:sbjn‘g“ }'n the tﬂpi“gr&phze :
R «
whe urv 31;;;_? thn ceriral 'm'is_:-«r,u repmsn;m iz h:r kmn ,_doa %r ﬂing‘at&

.

trom mng«;im:: me:,. Hannot ly !.ht‘ c@ﬁé n:et. 1‘, is vhe -on:ss;-:r.puzs a\ystml "

CJ =

- E:h - thfi;h xlom. ;hp !‘x-ppresﬁm;s. i this ‘iww the' case t‘.hl."ia cﬁn.s;:i‘iuusnoss ’ 2

1wcm]ri be awm;e- of wh&t %t was %Pping £v0m zta.elz. - 3 pamdomical nouon, :

b ﬁ R »5‘ "_ N
and & prol;ylem re ma hy Sarwe.i‘ The urslnt to reprs ﬁﬁ.‘tﬁ!i is thft’!; it Ireeps f?.- :

Jdeas oitt, f roas“ciousness. In the to;‘;ographim t‘ﬁem‘y. rreud lnw*e* T

"-"-‘“r- _“ V. [

}

cnmnring ﬁgencim betwesn the 55 sTems o8 andﬁ""i’(‘s, aq,d a;sa hetwﬁm the.

"

..,ys.tems I'CS’ and S \wra, aa s I-‘reud ta aswme that m every tfzan-* ce

R o c

qig‘iozx xrom one 5%&@@ t.o rhat 3 odédfeby “fﬁ'q"&ie 11: i,..) tlaere corrr- T

:.pbms 5 nuw z:ensor;»hlp" s Hmrﬁrre;, ?reudogaes o1 Lo -say that—. the ma!:e_'

]

'jmportan‘ distiwtim lies hewmm ﬂ:e bnmns@imm’ &am r.im Preconss:inus._ T
o - ’ "4 .

{ m-t}qeen the F’rucanschms ami Gﬂﬂhc muemvss. Hea-o, tha z&epress.m,u‘

:n : (?_u'

. o . o ’ B ‘..'. . o )
‘t! B for example his artisle ‘fmwai & tm asié'th_eQnmnscieus_" i ..

Vo Bwin and Hopkins o (Fds). = Hee | esp. p 208 when T am self-
o o (‘N\-a(l; I must know in my man‘ iLy o5 deceiver the truth which is
C hiddeg from me JBomy capasiiy os the one dewws-d -Better wpt I smst . _
“kaow the trath very exastly e grder to cobizeal St mere carcfully ..M s
This coptutes very well- the contral pmhlum of seif-deception, and
v the paradox thay is lavelved, | S.rire's atisgk would also, thongh, ,
bhe divected sgainst ﬁ’{p Frendian wheowy in gmeral. and not gniy in
o ‘the specifie area thoiyl discass: & i-muld, of dourse, not agree }mm
<o Bartre in kis gemerdl ‘attack, for rr asons to he discussed. g
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196 ! .
E : L 'il ) = ! s @

e : wo it ey L EIS . 2 e

Lo .o

- : i N - - W
5 a I = . l's'-



-

o

T @

-

a

i

' ragrmsw,bn ")y the PG& mgagding UCS ma‘aerial It iz this mdﬂar*ax that -

o -

B
; censor, lhis zs passi‘bze because the P‘l‘:s, unhke tbe systm cs, 15 um

o 7

B conssious. b!@tivagmn for rep:es.«jon uf ?reemscmus elmems frw ben-

o

tering cs wmﬂd; lmwever, cnme fxom anansciom derivatwes that have

=4

my: -*;,ed m ga:m acwss Lo the Pzp xmsciaus, ubut wl;ns&triviugs tcwards

a H e

_ g -
t.mrsa,wu:. iass are re};arcied mth snagﬁ.{.&m, and hence, sub;ect to tnrther

o . =

'-.___r&pressir{m.' The- poiﬂt here is- that the magor repressive a Mvity lies

..bé’tm-.en ahe iin, : .md PCS ana in mo:.wt mscq Lho ex:sts,xme a£ A reprewing

& “ o

. &gemy Htuef-n Ll PCS ami 68 s tbe raault nf ‘Home %md ci‘ ‘éﬂma nf

a
o

woti e xe,;;uiu» Ltﬁaétwga “c‘emarahip Ia: in w*ii the c.s;rw, #‘*r.mgh, that. ""Q
A _

: ﬂae prmary ref.-rearion o&arsobeﬁwem hé m: :snd Pf‘s, rhat s-:, tbe-éx*

T a ] . . . . : T g : .
- Do I @ . L S

w*thdl,gwing ca@)exis ;

' ir‘to the Uncchsmaus. -

O
)

u.teme ot’ & ce:‘imrhg agemy between :he PCS and L3 sheu’é 'mr maka us

A

K E.\

el

3.111 lm desuibed as Im,ent. in the sense nscd a.}we o B

] . o
a o . -o- e Y L4 . . Er A B

and. prevenr.s theur t_“' as from fox:uing thg.r way inco
AN

ually woxd~cstha»xis, and fprcmg the i.-ian haok

fmsr..:l onsness b;.

w

-.ciuus’i\‘gs,.n i could mw \} low um.pnscim\s aateril] mto aonsciousmss

-Af there wese & contrﬁdmgan or conﬁim netwam the com:nnta of eit.her
syz.tea amd it would need t@a Beo
R S
t}sreat.anmg e a:!'.e m;bjm..f" wgffh t.h

sare. of: what ;}nwnsmdns idess would t

b the %"ﬂ wr. thm t:m,,m: &-ham dn" or either af -e;iw beue‘{'s Jf mther '

.:&»:.mm. : I-‘urrrxarmmt 4 'unr.e f.ht-» LENSOE

\.‘\;\fed Rot have & he'iit‘ -iystgm cf
R

\

H.‘ own_ - m:hex thau i.he c.au‘.mﬂa:v oane xhq;;c aliows it t,m ascert ain what

0’ S
it ahm;lri «ensm' - ‘:.'sxe ceneor need mt by im-'ﬂived in any atwmpts’ to hign

- raised by Sartre. ‘I‘his object:on ig expresaed as zha f'kncwwleq!,ge Whmh

L8 "

is. ignm:am. oi’ }tsnlf’" Sagtre pmtulams the t:ensur mqplf“‘-centmmas}.

o

. " ity activ@ttmb fmqi §£.sn1t. Hence we are able tu daal with he- ub_;em.*an '

11_ must: be cﬁaare of (‘ha jnfamation ttmr in xa-pws‘aem and i‘urthe:more

. '
o censor wuhi alxp xequire a-*caas to con-'

w

Lo become ’com.cmus. -Tt-m-;ad. not
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¢ redef‘he the “(‘S a5 d__v_nmxca_}_wx unconscmus f‘chmrxt:-; m the P(“? would c
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Pears's use nf Freudi&n teminology seems &t timas to diffﬂr from classic

"

'I’reuﬂian usagﬁ. I“m: instance, his use cf the tem preccnacious sgtams )

3

. e contradict the Freudiﬁn usas;n or.[' then Leyn, I-‘nr instance, Peax-s states'-
. '*hay. the pxe‘?*msuious helmf muid al:»m 5 be slmt up in its sub-qystem

ahd it wau‘id x.wc\r hﬁ able To hse She zss;ﬁ::a»u *=~1.em as a. basa fcr opemtfons

A

v}

I

Pears; mmes zm inwms” fag xzmblm. The Féleyiri q{gf ‘Lhﬁ :,ﬂutiunary

B} - S e

in the mam hyatem . M3 But as doffhed Hove, the contents of tha

p_re'conscims .dée-'maéﬁ.zy e’tcce s-:th}e ta f*tms(:icmmz €8, 'Termimmgy asiﬁe,
tﬁ% .

r-':‘zaf m an um‘un Eioua ;- h-—svatew ;‘; W }‘nvezlt. thﬁ m»ﬂ:vem,um of mis '

A

.'E‘
B u

“ Ee{ief x,n Lha ma 5y.~tem- dhat i't, uhv s STeny r-\\ hp {;alzs. rmpry beh.ef _

- _
in the snh-sywem ez\mmﬁ L“hat ..4. dm hot h:we .y contial over, oy ei‘fect -

w 4

’ _“n t.he cun;n,.\onsness ok an sgwtt. --L-ars 5 ;nomt is. Lhat in *uct surh

= EI
=

uneapsciv.ms beliefs de snlx cqntzmxe- tn mflue:;ce our actmna - tbat 15, .

L3 u

ﬂmy seem to hava an’ effnct m mnsciw»ness, an& \.'ery%cftm the effecy

- v : «
Y W - "

ia‘ ;;:pnific.am 1-1 snm- instaures it may saf\ i€ the repressive
. #.ﬁ‘? .
process is thara to aid ‘!‘lthé&.‘ than hmder the A n‘.mai %nd r«eprasséﬁ

baiidz‘., aa. nm it i,g» sbla to ope:atﬂs - aluegtucwgrtly - whaxeak if it

D

wis rafwgnized ?w :.onsr f&usness and theh !gjected it would n&t te ab'ﬁe

o

to bpeiate in tha ssnp uam at ail An énample of haw ar,; uncmaamus wmh :

L] LI
m belinf can influence i:ehcwiaur “.{_s_ :lhe milwms. : i.uppnse a woman sus~
pects har boyfrimd sf having nn affair mth the’ waaltre;s nf a certam
K L] u :
eﬁtaurant that *Le womats ai‘t.ven used w frequent. Bhe u. ms L= ‘*.upprass
~hex s\gpimcm., Tt s! @ ner, lungof t‘:equem:s thl: rngs.r;mt. ﬂ'ﬂd aven’ goes

"to

oul: nf '?Q; ua:, T amia it When quasm.amed . &he woman mght mur;mr-

aumeamiug zhcsut Lhe fcmdn aud uy f.hiﬂ. s‘w no lmngnr e;ums Eat.iug them.ﬁ‘

%, R
D Wp are asmm;ng in this ouamzﬂle ‘h«t the wuman is e. m_m-e m hgr nggz.

» b o

Iu thi“ exampm we have the wonan” s hehavio:zr be:*:g, mﬁlxmnce& by an

.coﬁscwus b&li,ef. ﬂf mn?ka, 1f we are. m"mgm*d"!\er as an agem:, alm .
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B g e i oo e kg

A . . - ’ - . . ) A . ] . E ) 0

i3 "

I

31 Pears, D ;&!_eg:ﬂggyated Ireatjonality g 7% s

0 : B -

-



37

FOUR

FREUD: THE STRUCTURAL THEORY

L] o - "

- . . . g
'Ihi-r, ~c1:mn s111 exa-ﬂhe tho sarnctuxai L?=aﬁzy dememped by I'remi. ‘1?16'

-.Lms..tums :\?1?*03:} aco: ,q‘~ aut ei m ‘dpquaa,io“ wn:h the topngmphic t’a:_e LY

i mma bf t,w*se h;ﬂ.c neon Lunched an 111 thﬁ- p*?v*aus chapi.er, bu:. they Shali

) Q

.f - m r.he fﬁlgwing way. and fmmd that patié‘n%s were very often« uncnn-

Q

B

is &ista .?CS' a z’smm eam‘ss'ale 01 mnsciuusnaas. . It this is S0, then

Pse demlnped and o:xp}'srezi hara. Fxr-st;ly, in ﬁhe tmograph:lc thearv, xe-—'

pression prece&ed anmety', tﬁe i‘epl;png af amviw:y was th# reau}t ni’ the

fazlure of repm@mn. . Freuﬂ i:ame w x.ﬂjec‘i. thi& desaxiptmn of the .
> _
w&:rkmss ut ps;ﬂhiga! £m-r' %. ang’ prapased :;mtaad thett anxiecy pra&edes _

repressign, ang.l :s m iaéf Ra p:a%zp:.taumg fac.tn?a’nf rppressian. ‘!‘hn

[

-

o

ana}yms was deriveé fmm cﬁhmai mbservanzms, anfi 11: is nlustratwe e

=

o‘ a famdamental cdiffe:ence aetwean tha topog:%phic and strur,tura* t.hen-:-"'

iEs

rm's,, a difference wh:.ch ds mpart&nt zor our analyqis of srelf**deception. :

i‘he topograpmcal" t!:eors s.eamed to be at ndds with ciimcal obsarva‘ i.nn

T

;-cioua o the fa».f that they were repressmg uude},-rrabfa thx:mghm n.

measa Pat:e'ﬂ.s resistv-:l talkmg aimt xenain expermmw oy -mr“m ms,
imt "iwv wereanot AL of th fac.; ‘vhav they wers offatmg aur.h reniste
ance h the m-;alysas. . Iu zh' mpographm theory, the repressmg a;,eﬁc:f’

n

the uct of 1 ssdon qhould J.tself be* d‘onsc"ou : tha fact that iv veny

b

afﬁm is, not 15 problemat..c £or the theory. There are othtxr criticism '

tha‘t Freud. gaw- af the. tupngraphic t.heory, but since they are not directly

\\rela:ed o tl.e issue at hami, ﬁthey shallnnm: be explored hera.

W

' : . L} _. o \,' ’ . \._ .
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3

figures._ -Thé Superege would also be copcarneﬂ with tha'mgulaticn of the

_act.ivities of the agent, abpecmlly in relat:mn ta its mcral dictatm, '

but it would regulate the aa,tiv:.tias uf the I:‘.go 1tsel£ . Naw an ihese

.aganciﬁs cousntute the mental “and psyclm:iogical world of the sub_ject,

but i.t is the Fga wh:ich is the prmczpie of unity of the subjem:. One

is _able_ to define the agenciea_. in’ .ems of both funcuonal and ganetic:,'

'expianalﬁinﬁr " Shas t‘;ié Ego iiévélops as 8 result of certain conflimt.ss__ I

batuem the deraansﬁﬂ af Lisn Ic: and t’m out= ;de worid, bvat it is alm

_{;Zsamr- v 1z *-«'1 by tha Fanet joms 1% gmrfmm in the Iifg of s.he in-:iwidua.t

-~ sdy. imt i censtzrin;- mﬂmira@a id wiqhes. 8o we see that the rrin- o

f.:ip_lé of dist mgu:.s_h_:_ng

mzmgr'ﬁp}iié «-t}mory',.-wh-é'rc— e fmdamcnral dzstﬁueim&hc meen syﬁ.ten was

..\

-aﬂung the lmes 0f whaﬁ» was or teas ncw sccess:.bie te mnscigusness ’h‘"r«n.

. 3 =]
_need to explove the yﬁatmnslup betwem the wﬁ}'mm stmrturh

ﬁ

ami t:mciausness, ber.aum. we need 1;0 ASTESS 1'-_-’:;“' relatinn bu:we

-pressinn and*ksccess ta consciousness. In the Lﬁpogr?phm ‘r.lzeury, re-

‘\ : ,‘\ El

preﬁ:&n caf an iﬂea meam: that tne idea was ne ]nnger accassible 0
GOnse Ousness . 11: m.ll he necesaary tn exam:mu uhat mle reptessﬂan plays

in the *-*.uut..tural thaory, ami haﬂl’.e the raletionahlp by 'Lween tha various :

agen {es ‘of the structutal theor\r aud accesszb:.l:.ty ta tons aiausneéa. i

-

L.

‘!In tha taimgtaphu Lhemvr, r.he Qn'iy rrears of d;a;'ence 1s regneq-ssm. DI:l'

) stnen agem,.ms ds d:fiemnt. f“cm that af the'

ves

\a‘gmcz as

t!w structum‘ theo:y theru are. at.her typas ai.‘ defem:e wchaniwms avail~

ab!e - fur instance, pmjectmn oy _denia.‘t, -where the ideas defcmiefi :

against are not so much barred fi'om consciousness as aiterad in some other

WEY. Far instapce in pmjectwn the unﬂe-sira?‘ e propusitic ("I ‘hatg

Thim™) ds changed into its ap;mme ("He hates me"). Pr&jection ig -:}f _

course. a way of de.nying tbat the gct of hat;,ng iz &one by cneself, but

the machanibm of defmca here is not pureiy Lo repreﬁs the ac?t‘ of hatw

ing", as it were, and b,ar it fmm mmcmusness. lgatlxcr it is ro.cogniaed;.

but attributed to another agent instead of to oneself. What will be of

3

.::‘ .
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particular :.hiserést ta us is the ralation betweef: he three agenc.j.es am!
‘@ . L L

o ca:&cicusuaas, an& tlna x'aiatmra hameen t:h;e mech&msms of defence or Yo«

k) ks

preasq.ﬂn amcl cmaciouspess. it :Ls, I think, faiﬂy safa to saﬁr ’that: tha

F

Ii.,) can he; clme}fy aa;socmted *wit"z the Unmnsciou% am! operates. within
tbe structural theoxy as an uncnuscmns vybtem. -Tﬁb Superegu, as a -rg*v
presmng wrce,, or. ::athn: as ‘one Lham lays dczwn f.i>e uu::d biam under w‘zivh

¥

'the Lga mav fae.t tmiiyeé m “act, in trrms of mgwwf;:.ing os: ‘mhem se GEn

;m mg I:j-c.nn-_mt nmy Fait rsfi,!uw t:nsa,mub oy N ‘si:&.:.ﬂ g1 C(’?‘wﬂlﬂ!&'

'mau}* =~{ oy m;«;:dx bt;iict.ure., ars wﬁshmm azd ,dss_lacceqszble'- ooe

i b‘éliaveﬁ' wit.hau 'mntlict {usually‘; thn* mf*e shuuia n.ut
: the'ze ’beiiefs govem our behavmur, usuaily in an appx}ggr{_-

."Bi:t sme imes !:hl! Ia;.a er ogav' :Ir;m of .:iie bnpt_rego fmx rr}" :

ot m:blv-

ya T = g

: gvg ::con-scmusness Th-a Su?e:'ega mEY be & haml; and pun g.x{ J d&vnc},and
Yt

mmmiE:ed’ ‘Jery uf:m these ‘yuni? attitudn ure iunknown bo the person

a

el

a** atte:mpt w puzsish the @go fcr :.ra.me..s whir;h it

belmves the 880 \ ”

 4nYol eé a;:d & suhjec: anag per 8 pummve ac.;ma *mards himwif

-f-’.unhour, knnwing “aither :hat he. 15* doing so, ur why iae nmt bhe doing 59

{-.Sc .zw.-Supe:e aem ta intersmt both c.z:usciausveas and um:oussz musnesm :

. o S S e LT
-:-lt— a'ifﬁrﬂﬁt ‘.13‘5*- PR . oo e oo e - .

o
- l?"

_I'I'he natur-s of b ﬁgo 1«; mam xelav&ht and glso most pmblematic ta ms‘r _.

: ):o;ec.r, and ths-: emphaszs A t‘.z.s gzapter wisQI he on zhe prcvhlema* lc af .

aow

the Ega in relarmq w self-dempt:;on it ,ts, ! t.hmk. the as.e_ t.!;a!; any

soluticn t.m-‘:.he problen of s&li-_-de;:epg:im m_:a'i: e fonnd wizhm. -_i:h,a renims
et Ego-psythology. §f it is wo be found within thé realws of Frowdian

i &

."p'synt;oiogv r.'ﬁ.'- ait. “r’:e o !van?.sma of. ti(,u,nue are. 10w:T mi -ﬂ.thin nha Ego,
and S0 it is hare that. t.he for 488 af self-dr motmn rahmnld anter, As the

[

Egn is that part ?;E tixe psvchmal personahty I:,hat is res.wnsib.ze fur;, the
mtcgration of the variaus psychif‘ai *'Ofms sb uizatb the mdq.vidual m ab?a
o function ag an agent. or subject in tha \amrld, it is clea* that it-ds "

T t.*u_ Ego that we must look if we : are to emmine the aechanism af defem,sz

]
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_thath are Q\ é@cisalypfar t,}ais puxpase, Wa shali i.ig%t need to exma
amine the %:mymﬁhip of the Ego wit;h the statas of mnsniuusmsa,ﬂto :

M )
t.::y to aus.“e wa thc $t.ate ef aelf dweﬂmm mm he p

asxbieg gives the

.

neture of the_ Ego_. ) grf '. _ 'u Lo -

B v m R o

G ’ . "

£ ﬂeems 0&&?:%8 .hat, cf 313 the aga-nuies, it a(}uia }:-a tha A 'tﬁaa h'aé .

. . A e
mmawq with th« {"g, zaqml*‘« w&renesza » 'uw .in'lb ﬁo &t’:t i'{w

23 wr vm'y ava of !h ;,nl-: im; ahap-:am\ «ng,, ,zrr conseioug ar’&g, Bs.,t. the
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| 'to cnne.cmuaness, unlike ‘the UCS which actwely sﬂ:rmes t.o hreak through

.inttr runsciousness in order ta attain fulfalmem: uf its desiras, tha

gensor wmtld‘liave im'such_st-xiv:‘ags._ It._wa‘ufd b ccixnte;‘-prqdnctive were

“fhe cénsor to desire such access Lo f:ans.e.:iai:saesé‘-, -And hancé"ﬁzere'may

- be no need fox *i‘.pr’:essimi of t'.‘x’a-f(e consar @t an;' é.l:,o, the censor muld
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: be depi“md as A l'inc} of sc roen or. falter, ost thib de.,.,ﬁ‘xpt.mn, ('r)ﬂ um“id
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;;he ew.denc.e that wnuld make the belw,f itratmnal.l ‘l‘ha subvsystem wanld '

house i:he "cautmnary behei“ ‘E:’hat would mitigate againsi the f:om.etim

L]

of t!:» irretiana; haiief. ﬁo,ofor mstance. g h ] t.ha sase af a deceiwd_.._'-
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Tﬁern is one mere pomt o makn ﬁsmst the nature -‘:bf ‘*he relatmnsiup ne~=
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w:\en the Fgo and tho Id Lhat, mll i‘!di»ate wher;a t}'e saiutwn m 1 (%5)

;irehlem of 'se!{-wdgceptmﬂ vheras: qg& 1ie. l*reud c.hara.,i er:znﬁ Phe Id a8
tﬁaﬂ rﬁgitm"'w*aiaih. ‘:tiﬁ‘d‘a ﬁts.:iﬁe.fhe*ﬁg&z. -?H: is :-iesr;r.xbed as a pida:e n¢

n!mm zmti" s::ez‘n*alin'x 160, wi{me ¥ t‘ﬂ ing iug; i‘\‘,i:ﬁhl“ med &Eb::m: s‘fm n'{e*-.t._
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side h‘y side; " New t‘.!ﬁs nﬁt;-awe g.h Liua Id %ugg*“{l& L! At we ahm:id nn‘g Lok _' '

. _ﬂi:: tbe 5valutiox;l ko t.he pmbH;m ‘*f splf*dw f*ptmn ’1&":\" w@. cafmot, I
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"z;hink, ris*"-m that »vlf*de{ c'ot.,mn cuu}l o pnss:bia 15 mc' h#i.&ef zhat

a FES

re« ides m ti:e I‘ga. and ﬂm helwf “ha! ~p zm;dee. .m the M and henge
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' tha *S‘nlht:"i’ hows bnth bal}efs smnltarwou‘;l 11m m-o ;:rob!em - md'

n W:a are m:hers - s thar if es:ﬂ-tmt mposs*iblc to talk of othe id as navmg_,

a' .&.-«sligf system at al-l.- . The Ia s:&em«" t.-o he ‘sharacterized hy
-) . |I )
xrrat.imaliw, and sa e 4:. qbsurd w az;a;r\’bure ’oa;mfs tn s“p So at

smu‘.s thmE the svaum id should be tei“t, uut i the disausaim altngﬁcher. :

and anagyses uf iza zmtﬁre not undprmken hem. t’he nniy con‘tribution ‘

ql.:

thst- ;m Id %mu;*i makea 'm t?w ,»r blen - and it iw nut an fiusig‘mtfirm L
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' mm - woum he that the mpulses Gr mshvs of. the 1d nra saknw‘wdgeu or

L takm 1@ Jy the Ego it ,»1f amd tn this M“: :.swa :rs.-d" mtu iaaliefs.
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This, would 0 ,,qr ore a dvmre nf the 1d to ht rer ﬂgm.:mi and aq“fr,i upgor:
1 ﬂhe 'Egn. 51': Lho h.gn won b, mkmw" dge the desixd us u'f *wn.. ﬁuti wmz:td
uw,( ‘*e alle 10 tr:arm h‘i‘li"‘!a' m.tm;ﬂrnmg it. %o uls iur_u)q/’;ai mnwm ration

thmld he on x‘;p Ego dtsel 1 - ami p. rhaps “R Lhe 5“1361?%,#\ - tn an mmlysxa
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rmf thp o uhlem

It may be o good tiuc pew to raise & womry in regard Lo ihe strustural
Ctheory. Can the problem of seif-decoption be solved by positing that the

w

o contradictowy bellefs are held be sgparate agencics, whether it he

14 and Fgo, Ego and Superego, or id and tuperego? Herewe huve the problem
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of t:ize &ivfded'mind gi‘éseﬁntinﬁ it.self.' 'Ndw ‘this . type of eiiﬁision -fnay"“'

assie*’ us :1:1 under%anding nther aspeet:s of hu'nan psychplogy, but 1 am

dcmb'r i‘nlme Lo whsthar it can help us. wolve. the pmblnm {zf se1£ debﬂptiu’x

.a.'fs j.t: presems .-i,i:smf-'tn us . - -T!ne -pmbl_eaa'as that 57 'me_l Lwn bellafs are
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belmfs tw nnter’ bg. rhe w:ze &1, rgect » %ag?:p_.« pumt emm.n ng,am makos

:s.f-_
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L
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lz_n' .a paper iu ¥ollheim anc.i'f_foplkins (Eds),;** Herbert Fin_gféﬁstté'ra'ises.thé :
;ms;bmty- af-g split in the Ego itseif'ta_. deziz'wiﬁa the " pkbblem .'of-

H.'ifvde‘cepticn._ Fir. 3aretta c«tates that; there :.s an E.ga wtructura fhat

Ly

.\hm,qmm qpht mﬁ fmm the m&in par\‘; m‘f the £go qystpm hm.ausa the Iattm '

o

is :mab e tn mt'vgrat.e t!ns ‘E,ga-nnci.».-uo" into .tt'i(’.sf,uﬂnﬂ s}efemzs. ltse}:f

z':_g&fns*; : i'b. ' "A‘he ngm-nmcleus is dafined a-vs a cmplex nrgamza»im af

"":mn::iw puxro‘ae. _ fov'fmg._ p* maptim, an:.! dxwe mwaxr at;r.ﬁon. : The

way thag oo char«,mu?m *,mgm,w z;h&ts iy ﬂm iﬂus n!n(es have. ast .esa '
g, or is ;influe:w:ed by, c-ahty bm is undfmeiuped and infant { le WRE

L

'upvraticns haing \mabh«. ta "I-ﬂ-am- fmm ﬂ.s ﬁ%t Se!im-mnr Coonbat
. N ;

1.n3arette ngnds to do is. tu chm aote rize 1!1‘5 Egﬁ«umi'ﬂﬁ in m:u.h a way )
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Bplittingc -on t:he pan of. the Ega isu g}ativatad - it is. samething zha Ego
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is edther fomd or . repressed, H#" postulatas that :he r:ep esséd@ystm

is Rgonaka rat‘har thm Id-like fm: the iallcwmg regsony he argues that.
_ o . .
dv 18 not ‘the csse that mmy symptoms tnat wmmi ke - clamiﬁed as be-
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mgareme arguies t.hat ﬂw postzs‘latwn of saparate nu'a-imerﬁecﬂrg

.Qu'li’i"b dmm ot ﬁlffinemit :»xplam }%sychumgﬂcal m-hwmur. . Hir

o Ca
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wimin ﬂm Egoﬁt.self segms v t*e a necmsarv ane e diake. Ihe problm

. 1§ not so much e ﬁeswibmg the agenues ‘of tha ea}uctuxai theory so
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- nm‘.ed that in tlw sﬂmctural thea;;y- malf.;pg S’amething umon,sc.mn« was oL
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scription of tha mﬂ(ld actually works, especiauy in ftha ‘.area of ~re-'

pmssion, whibh‘ is c&ntmi ‘0 ahp prablem at hanei S _
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iﬁﬁe werﬁ. otf r.auugm 13 ae&pm at %h LS pa:mt. He seemvta ba divitiitr; up_.

h “ne fgj

- Hhe mm?l “ntu AOLH ‘hn& raare m%tzes. °I‘§eat orely da:z Wt? hadé mw tha Lhree_

=

agenmo., ef tim gstrm.tuml t%mry, bt.t m: .hav "?} dnrismn wwhin t:he. '
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woa . -

p&h‘. of r.he E§,m th&t ia nrepre‘ﬁaed"“ Ms it. cona.,mns ¥ unm"r:sL ‘nus'-'" We

P f%s ol o
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t.he only me:hﬁﬁism nf 5efenca. . In t.hxs tma.e, huﬁmvet, we do nm iuue the
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undeszrab’ :dea ral. Wzred to another .system, bm: we !'ave instéad the
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mnceptnalise dafending agamst_ 4 hylief hy a ﬁxm:cas athmr than t;ha‘ of:

mpres :mn. '1"1& idea a.f projex.tmg an unsavnury de:sim hald !&yu empselz
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. e somenne __el.s:e_: saams _tq wmake . senze - we “dey _'"it_g alis the time._ . Buy i_t
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is dif{ienit to se how ore conld deien dgainst’ The oxistente vf an entirre

system other than b;‘*"rep'maﬁjng it. A’(l?‘rtui)r a3tarm{z ""ﬁ ucmld be m v:u*.n;

the svs,mms as alt,eruatiwly having Gucess to tmnsf oUSnESS, av :m . he

t-ase ?sf so-called mulz. g:m. pprsonah;.ma. Fh:t Lhis alzwmat we dees not

e

accf\&:i with mast pmglr,s & expenm‘f‘as, ami is. hence uu mtisaacmw, tc '

o

wy”rhe least.. !mu her attesmpt mght ‘be o araue thuﬁ huth systems are

a.

&
conamous? Cauld e cahez‘mtly xao&t.uiate the existence za{ mre than one

cen%cinusreess withm\ﬂ:e subje-.ct? “Thig seems 8 strangs wggeﬁ"! idn at

"

best, The idea of twc curmc.r.ousmsses mibtmg in zgna}?mce pi the othay

u



ccntradz.cts the. very notian of cunsciousness. 'zls Freud himself wrpte in

'his e.;say “’I‘he Unconscious M

... & consciousness of ‘which ite ‘own
£ .o . .' .. g ) . 'I’. E.
'p‘:;sseﬁsm,; knows- nothi_ng 18 smething very different from a consclousness

belﬁ'nging ’{‘.ﬁ .:%m;:.her persoh ces 'I'imse who hﬁve. Tesisted th?: :assumption
A an ml{“-zmsmmas Q;.svcfnaal are not hkely to be rcatiy ‘E{a excheage it. ‘Em“
B v

S an ml m;ss:im's _ c.nnﬂcmmge:ss. The mrk _.iﬁne in the crea Qf

o

mmm& auronom’ (,:;;*gh: aum*esa tha: Hhis notion cdzm*ai. (£ &Pm*&sed Gut of v °

=
+

ha:'t!' m.wrti*o}m%, ihe. Sa"-"“!‘,l. ‘.a.fst.,. ot i;':-;n. m.‘.-nsi:zc.u,‘--.p, ToE 'é w thin a .sm-

[TRT

B L] Wt .f[' ®

gh wh;oct r‘?am ail m;t.. of pmb}a a8 um.:urnm“ TerGe fdeautins; :3:1&

;quesnons ca,f =subj.e( hond ko nume "Wn tc mnnr iute bs»re. -I Lrust 1-.imt.

¢

the bl&ﬁrl(‘! nat.um nf thxs area m’ m"‘u'ij’ will -ﬂdke it nappamnt a"*:, 1

b

|.;cou.'id m:t lﬁte to raise the prq}g“-’l hem* 24 aiao trusc that thi& g&mbiem |

i e
Ca . fe\

is nm santral t.a that oi sgli de?:eptmn.‘ Hithm ;‘reud 5 mm thmn—' it

ia safa t.c: sd‘v =;hst ¢hi$ F,go-nut.mm-, :ioza not forn a separate aunsgimm‘

a
o .

---='1e'sa Nw since 1; bel,oﬁgs td‘ ‘l:he Fgo, uhmh :-s the lom 5 of snbjerti‘tom

-]

3 it were,ogf is is t{a retain ifs Pga I:iqe charauwv and vet ‘ny seyarate .

v

k.
from the Ego, it musk. subs;st i the.w umon:».cipus part r:f t’iw Egg;
D“ 9 . . E:P - 3 -u . =L . o ‘3‘\ c.-" R B !P . n

I‘)
W . . =

I wems *'rat r.h@m 1s 10 ﬂit&tnad"@ Mt to suppose ’rhat thib Egc-nualeuq

&

o

B '
defﬁnded ag&inst byo hamg msde ‘munnscious._ So nm owe-at{ve a m

_ . 0 B
pi W&»e‘-!’d, tmcmwciuus par;. nf the !:.go em«tms alongmd& the c.s:msmma.« P,g,a.
L) g . 3 Q @ ij'
1t may tm that: :-'ne two s.n_wlz.l,j)us. s.tn naa. m-*erlap enta.rs.*le; that i, it may

ER u . s
o~ u [t

be ﬂxe G &hu.t thpre are parts of ' the wnconsciows Ygo that are nsf."'::e- :

a @

-(,px:us:wi but mardv Q#Lemu 'i‘ht prob lun is mL 50 :w'ch pasi.ziaxmp thm

N o
a«pe;.t.*- of the ,l_'lq are . imcanscimm - t.hzs had bem pb%h*nr 'd b\;-' hmud )

o

fairly“ ea:ly in the smuutu:-a;t theurﬁv but J.t i-, prom At e to propmo

ﬂl’!. un onsca.ams wumat:ed wirhin tha Eg.cs icself. z'md yet ti’hs move f’Ls in

some ense neresaary I;, is newssary hw.mtse without. this pb:-tuiﬁtmn

we ce 1d ot h&w the i‘nmation o sympqm;nb. Iif the t_mly Llsreatming

2

v;ishw belonged to t}m Id, then the Ega t:mald simpiy ;epm% thcm Gom-

pleto?.y *md not ai‘lw them t,o influence the Eg,o s bdzavimr in amy way.

I - o



_ =Bn1. it was d;acevared hy I‘remd that tha fc:rmat:.on of symptqms ar%es as.'-'-

_ and in the form o::ﬁ, _§ mmpmmj//ﬁh between tm or. nore agmcms. ‘I‘he Ego“

- tries to gaaisf,g?.the conilicting demands of 14 aad “Buperego and fhe ex-!

- Lernal 'wori‘d, arﬁd:_uin meiy '.&o 'tl_z'.ié hy ,_;forming §ame_ so_rt of_ a compromme :
E&iween the‘éaribifs agé;mies a;ad t'lw"ir .wishes-. i -h‘hat this moans is that

~ the idpas or Wlah@"% of the othar agenciag must be acku&wl&dg_d and made
' 2

- gease of a.\y ‘the Eg{: Cqh in as ,..f tha F.go ha‘a e i!'rmn Iate tnc langmge oy
M '[{5 ond’ ﬁ&pa@.rﬁm 'inw:x a zémpuagu that ;t fan mmmstand 'I‘fus is ege .

.\'pec,.i-al ,’" true of Id m,-;ui«-:os,' fe mganimtxm aad arigm of which may
h CoE : #

'be 1rr£ﬁ,\mm1 :pwfm:re, It 1 dl%hcult ta sgse hcm. tziw )'-'gn sr,csu'*d ag~

_'smi lat.e such Id ms! e:.«z ir-tﬁ ,tqelf wnhatrt: el A‘Ia,iné, them in acme sé‘a}' aml )

ra

mktqg m;w its wn Bus;, r:.&‘ notarl .:efurm many it rmt mos* af “aeu;e.' S
o . e

wishes are not knwn o tne *;uhgec?. = that zls. ‘they ara mu:nmc,_:ms S0

’éhe exismce ef an unctmscmu'i within the Fga seemq almst neuessﬁ:y io:c__

tha caherence of the si.ram.umi theory T - i BRERS

a v A . _" T &

. a
'ma rrpbmm arises ‘with - raupas:}. to the existence nf a uish that mr Ego'_
dous now wlsh tu acknm\ 1&&3@, either» hecmme it is uratitma“ ar !ezr Snma. _ w
athe-r m&,son, ami ‘.\rat Lhis‘*?ﬂsh affects t:he bo’navimzr nf the .indwi.dual c o
b In otimr Um:ds, 1ou is t;he repress ifm hat :i§ naues'iarg fm m-ls’ decept.xor: -
poaus xhle within t‘m- Ego" ’dhat ig the’ agmcy g;hat dnes f!m repressing"'
Hw is it pqs%nble {or the wns::r ks ewise et'all mthm 1he Ego? In !.he- '
srse ﬁf-' seli:»'@lf*r:eptg,m we -hag;i ;,he pmb}m 'I'fl'ln‘ﬂ b} f-.aartaa r.haﬁ S e
t:hvwghmut the dm wz—ivo ;a :x.o:,uze both beliefs « the dasired \a"d the
' unde*:ired - mw:t he hvid by the subjeat.. in the fomat.mn nf the irra~
tmﬂa} hpiief, ::.t m th«a Ego that hus acces*: ta the ewdence at h@nd, .
ev.dorw.a which is ramgmzc-d g ar. ,the: same time :.gm:red in order to ;. .
al]ow the irr atmnal wish 0 br!» famed. In i'he case of se%f-ded’ept;ou,"
the ev:ldc-ncp for rhe ratxar-al but undt.sirezi belmf that p.is !ewguwvd.
by the agmt._ This is a r@stat.emem: of the pamtim, imt now it is shifted - ;:

_to the 1wal of the Eﬁg, :md irum lrerg it seews Lhat there is novhere else
o L e T S N

\'\
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to go. _ﬁ_e vannot keep on muit’i;ilying_ént-i_tiég __en’d_lessl_y, epd if a sol-

ption is to .ﬁ'g found to th'e_'préb'lem it should be at this level of the

analysis. 1 shall ai.;;eg;,pt; to explore the n'ai':u'r?zof :epreséhm_with_in the =,

: : ) ) o o o o

"

The” firéi: mg o note: is tha :Pp.re*szsimi nf in idea from Lhe mam Ego

o

‘system ds not sefgd *amu. to prevr*m: ii. from hav;::s_, ag’ efﬁc‘t un the

ba?:-:z_'é i.mu"»*- 6£ ”‘tho mxbmt;a.. fhe- .woman.wha suspeated' that; hey loyer aight -

‘ﬁe !..,w mg an a*!au maw rg bd telr 8 thig ‘aaﬂn 'mit of éﬁnsnibur-qu'ss but

11 affected her e uwio-.:r. me t‘szs Wi -'._\!mu'%d mnciuwe t‘.hat ro-

e

pr,r aswn dr*i‘-* zmt depz;ﬁ* au mea tig its ferw r.:r e;f&rt on *ha individ-—

5} AT L a

'na] &11 tha: xeprnmmn res;uima is tha**' the dff&&iﬁ!&&i or unwelq’ume' '

be],;af dm»s not c—nter mta thu maﬁr behef system. Since the uncransc:’ )us

Bl

§
‘ne}ief 1"5 abié m af £oct. behakur[\{n is pn%ib}.e that the suhgact may

be ah!,p o mt‘er k¢ from qhservi«rg 'f:er awn,.a;,..tibns. This could resuh.
in at, lewt twb._thmgs: elther the snhgect contimally attribua.e.s the
' acg%ans to sowe athez ma:e accaptab\a reason, or t‘:am 15\\&;1 angning

monimring of s:he behaf ﬂiat ensures Lhat it is kept £rom tbe con-

scmusness of the agent. . :Bm:b nf these vmulta coultf wbrk smwltaueouﬂg.

3 oo ﬁ“ it may happen Lhal. the pe*aan dnes nbt mfar she real z‘eaaon

fnr hi.s hpimvmpt -'ﬂ. may b‘a; the unaw Lhat ﬁw persen just. doesn t nnw :

: %ln}' he is actmg in surh 8 way . that is, t;he porwn may avivid usmg the .

# u' {,r

o\'s.deaam et his i beia avious 3,:' T aay akm ﬂta”the' avm_dance of othar

Levidenco. 3'&1‘.! th;s empih ises s,he c.em:ral ;,mblm, which enters: at the'

lovel of thq_- censox. . How and whore :has the uensor npera,x;ss"? There are
t‘lsmé pnsﬁi.hﬁ-mies'. E;thor t!m censa“ operates (i} in the sub-aystem
(the Fsa-nucleus}, 01‘* ( iz} it aperates batneen the main system and the

aub-»ﬂgﬁ.z;nm or {3:5) :at 1'5 .‘iccatefi wit.hin the maiu qystam itsalf . Suppose

we analyae each of l.ht-se posqibiliti&s in thra.

s



"59__ '
o -

) -\\ L ay S . ﬁ}.i . “
The 1ast p(h-ﬂnlity - that it .1.5 located wi n the miu t{stm - does

m::t‘. sepn - feasibie for the :eascn that tlu.s woulﬂ :.mply that: the cpet@;:wns

a\f *Lhe cqm,or ATH accea&:.ble to. cnnsciauﬁnesg, aud aﬁ nute@, th:.s éues

L

'mt h:;ppen ’I‘hﬁ m,her t:sw optmxas will be as .amineﬁ in more dept.h.
F VA : o "
C 3
e first eption = thar the subesyatel 15 self-censoring -at!caes_not in~-
'vciﬁe t!'ie' 'aémna-'_pz'ﬁt:ibiems ‘tﬂat"-éx'ist if wa s.upfsr:-ﬁ'iz,é '.'t'?tat thé':.;."t'msnr vere
loratecf ﬁﬂsm the i, 'l‘he lazzwr msp wou'lo, be pmhlemagm gaveﬁ the
nuw:a tﬂ: the d - ini *mpa,lseqﬂ st /ywe for hal .fac. mn and” are : at bonrd

by ; ~ran1..ica1 oz uthet suc:b c:on:.a.derat :IQIH. 5&1 t&zv Ego-mw ous s part

of the Egc:, and hmce w:mhi be gcxw.,m«—*{. hy c%any nf t‘he Wm' i

“would gpvam the Ego - So 1:; wmzld, I wcmld argq';i be ‘&mund {t -sume ex~

=

ten;) b:; the ualuy pri’nc;plg 'I‘ius wuuld mpls that ;t wovid not st:tvg
for imad;ate grar.ificamon, but would be able to delny the falf:lment ° i
of\-its- dasims..-._" "nrthemom, e may asswne thm: it. has acczss e the '

o n . o, hij

c.ont.nnts of the mm f,yatem even xf he conversa i,s not. £ :a.n x‘he ‘.Euh-

system muld Lhus ha abhs zo monitcr beth i.r.s wn he'ﬁi&is qr ishes, axad
t.he bel.{efs of, tha main ays:em, and keap duu mf the'min syst.em and henm
out‘ of consciou&ngss - any nf its bo iefs t.hat wculd c.rmflict with the )

mnd.n sxstm tm th;e descfxpt;on tﬁga sub-systm is in A aense mve in

. b

mnt'cﬂ in the aem;a that ‘ms ancesa bo!.h m 1:: men behefs ﬁmi to
Lhe beles of tha mmn .yswm ’ﬂus ,fuer«v.:anneczwn is aaiy one-way

Ler. us tﬂka t.ha cases m’ the c.heai.ed girle zisml, and see hw this tme of -

a

_analysis could accommodnte the factors. We have two :vmntra} beliei‘s helﬁ

e

by Suzy: ‘*‘am is faithful (p) and Sam is haviug &n affair with the wa;tress o
(-p).- Bach be:.*iai' is accompanied by its set. oF \eleted beliafs, and: by 5
(.ligs various caAUses . "l‘ha balief that ~n :.ri# the _nndes_.:,rgd belwf, and it N
is he_'id hncmsai&usly by the 'sut;-ssf'stemgl “the _Belief't;h'aﬁ. pis feld by the' |
foin "sys"t.iaﬁe The si; 4s.ystem wit'h'. the undééiid& belief that .-'p i 'al::ill
abie ta aft’art Suzy 8 ‘behaviour - she avmds gamg o Lhe mstaurant whe /}f

Sam- an.d ,B'b lover ara likely to mest. Now tha censoring acmvitieﬁ “ﬁere

K [
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would ba canfined to the sub-system :ltaelf « in th:i.s sense the aystem is

cnvart, and :.t hides i};s apez:atmns £rom the main Ego system. ‘I‘he. censor o

hide:-. both its 3f -~ jee and its operatfons - and henca the existence and _
: v

aperation& af &hé £ nuule.us - fram the main EBge system. .
=)
o ) o N P =
. : - ._ q e . . ’ ’ . . '_ . . C
The second optien is to ﬁosit'ioix the censor betieen thé'main system and
o . . = 2

” tha sﬂb*sygiéni. _ The c.ensm would ’@*ave dcces..: m ‘.bohh svs’cems, mithont
e u\ssariiy Bk a.rn,g the belief i:" uther Yt: would %e able to Imm what
. hviwfsaw;au e companbln o mcompati ] wi st the bolief}daszre system - ©
gt ecfg.h ay:s;nm,' ar:d mu?d ct,;a OB behe*‘s a:-mrdmgly. (_}m nemnr would‘ N

J}oxk eit.hm uy xma. a'ilw:mg hnlie‘s £mm th«f* suh- ws*'em»nw t'.he mam
{J
syst.em, or mcé versa. Hweve* aa tha main aystem is ";,ha wnscmlrfz nné .
_ Y,

vbe r.enaofmg procmiure ;mulﬂ worlt an]y one wsy - fmm al!b Eo maia._ It

sonld aIsca b{ respons;bh i‘or ra{messmg behets tﬁat were - upne in tha B

s a"f 4 -
main system inm the a.t.t'{';-ﬂq.'.ﬁ-t"em.i Tha r.emﬁq,r wauld not hﬁold any af these
@
beliefs m itse;f, azzd 1.lm¢.' Sartre -3 paraj':x - that tha :.ansna: woul& have

m huld hoth tim glesirad and t.ha undasire hel:.etjs 51mu1tmeaus y - wuuid

“not arise. 'I‘he censor ac:s as a4 kind of ae.reem, filtermg be}.;efs but. 7
nat sccepmpg any imptint.s. Hith reg&td qn the Br.:t.witms of tha censor, .o
Q .
tue quesuou anses aa te:- hcw 11.5 ac.tivit ras xemain h;dden fmm tha mam_-

’ LY : EvI

-_ssst{m. We can pmtuiace r't-at tha censo' 18 covert - t,hat ;u: 'hi.des its

m'_c‘:‘.v_itws fmm the ma-.u:- systm.af- ;ts oW} aamrd, to facilitaté z.ts ag=

t.:iwf';itia';s . Aﬁut.her pvsbible npt.:itm 15 gha the ;.1'::1:1::11':*.;h &t 'Lhe censor. do' '
o3 .

nOt themwlw‘ require censoring. it confld be t.hat the ac:bi.v,ty of cen» .

A

sdring‘ i.s"simply mt"’_ the kiud of thiug 1 t canhhr\e\ knmm to the sub_,ez.t.

'lhe cemor is nut an agnncv, but bianly La st;‘ruct:ura]%achauﬂm,--and as .
such s,amrut ber o camc:tous. {:er*am] ' tha hulding of & Beljef cag be- '
knawn ot m:t.s hur. £t may ha t.hat the act 1A ar,twity of t.enmrzing is gast..

: by naviee inacz_:es_sa.ble ?.ca. can__scwusness

Whether this 95 a f)s;hle

suggestion or not I om not sire.
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Now the queaté.on to ask at this stage. m Wbether t.hare ¥s a m&;or dif-'
- ferem:.e between thase t);vc optinns - nﬂ?mely that of tha TENSoT .ymg within

]

-.r,_atmn.:Xf the censor differ that muuh i.n aither case? ' In u.ach ca$e the

e

cengor is mvert and in :.itimr gase -.r:i.gk has aeccess te the b..liaf,'a of both

=
' sy'-*t,mus. i‘he cmtx,al difference ;a that*f AF we posm. Lt*e censor s bu:*g

mtn.x‘i!ai o the sut}-syf'i'em tlcan iv. 19. in pr;lnc iple pa:’slble i"’mt ccnt.aats

- .
L

‘of le main sy:stm wuuhi t\ntef the sub—by“;wm - thm; is, tlm markmgs nf.

: tlm Gens 301 wmﬂd ag\ one way c:nly e i‘mm sub- tu mam ’Ih:.z: is not & -

pro‘bivm, imwever » ih i‘ac.t tlu.s iq w{;at mrmﬂ* iy happem t is -tlm mam_

) o e _
E . cbnm:jaus %stem wnult’ not hn fhn:e&? enﬂé. "*3; bt,lmfs uf tha: méils sy:»l.em.

Sn m the buay E‘Kﬂfﬂp]@., t:he mairg system rouldlhgt share thase b-al:.etq that .'

e r:k L
© ted Suzy w baliave that ~p The c{ueswcm that arieeﬁ he,re 5.3 - dnas t:he
' ord

.= n r.ensm: creata i;he aplit, nr dbes i! simpi?v gua:d :s.'i'., and enshre € &‘L it__'

Fs maintamad" If nly the 1att:er . as.!‘.eems' more 1ilre'ty 1f the censor -

"

/’ o A

"'- what ate tiw. pxi-nciples that govern t;he creatmn gf tma *:ubvsys.tem m'
/ X3
thp hgn! n- thzq sab“;ss‘rstem 15 'zot a snparate agem.y, are thtre ruaws-

- of genesis aud fnm*t.'oning that gavem it in tiia -;ame way as the agerxcipa.

axe, governarl? me t questmns ar’é thfgficu.tt to answer, hacause }‘rrud ‘

hlmsait nev m dewlapiad the nutmn 0r tl‘t' Ege*nucleua. ) I thznk ‘that j.t

\Q &

wmld b# fa.u: to sa} that th.? mu*leus daevs ﬁQt sham a apecml p?tzm in

tia u{*valﬁpﬂwnt of tht:,a mdﬂ.miegdl as thp nths,r agonczo.s, r’md ‘x;hﬂt its mle

Sy e

“u_ m ﬁEI,&*IGd in terma of pmvid;ng 4 space fnr t.im exi%en::e m? hehef:: '

- mmod by t:hh ga that huu'ld be threai.enmg Wt?l.{f th“y $0 brcr.-ma [0

Naw - t.o get: b.at;k to t.lu, Gmginai problem - nameiy whvthev nosif*:;.:g tha :

Dcem.{ar w;rhu; tln, mm-aystem is a mrkahlﬁ éu gm.i.um I+ th{» {:Lumr iﬁ

mnfnmd to Lhﬂ sub—ayatem. 11, ean do an & mellrm*" 3 m prwm:tmb be‘-
i L]

ifefy and. ﬁnsxr% thdt ﬂ?ﬁ' ai'?:eddv i»ith in . hﬁ s:.u-thtem from spier ing

Lo

. the su‘bwsystem oy hatween tha suh- and the main systv_saa. ! ﬂﬁ the Op'er«*__ '

' system ::i‘cat: nmsa [{;be guarded fram kmllefs that u: z,amic.-t acu.em., t;he un--..,'

is intﬁemal :n the sub-bystem - tnen qeerl t.u aok nw the *wi it i.s fmmed o

nscipua.ﬂ;.";



&

o6& ’

p;.aca thum An zhe Usntmays o, o I -d@ ek thmk that it. .is ynacesaary to ’

o . o : . o ~

;ﬁhe main system, buteit 18 aot clear how it is able "to-c.enso:_ the contents

5

That. 1s « the. censor hera wuld not. act 85 p pzinc:.pla of dwisian. ami.-

it wtmld m‘ir. be. ablé o 1m‘itz the entry of - mantal items £rom main go-

CoFe e

ot 'r.he main qystem, and reiegate undesirable heliefs inte the subvsystem

subosystams, a*‘ﬂumi,::g mis s‘imui& sver he neces-mz.y. {v‘e would need o _

o

@

anm:hm: prinm le 0F agency cf d.iv:.sitm. Huwever, if we pos- '
P |

- 74 : e
::ulat:e _the censor as Yying hetween the snb- and the main Ssystems, thenl n

]

fcunsnr ..he contpnts ‘of! tI.—.e hu’:r-symem f%'am mtcrmg ..he maﬂn yste.m, “and

n : GD

it Jill be ah’Ié r.o seue w,{j«x uudesxrable helia{b in t:he main system and'

'pos;t t!mt ai"l of t.he contems a*’ tite main S‘ystem a::e aun*cimzs ail the

R N “a . o

'txmn:w thay are, howaver, easil} bccess;ble to conqcinuunesa, and we Must

’ '___-assums thut tht censar i‘r able, " reiegate -these.s undesirabia belief_s_to

= o U
the s:eusaz w:.li have dccess to mm .wst:ﬂms" emi it will be ab}n e hﬂthf

1]

t‘:e sube systea befnte t.hey have a chance of h;scommg conscwhs. _ I t;hink '

=0

'(,;'_that the sd u&tion whqm the censor euists ‘betw een “the sub* and thﬁ Wf}ﬁ

BB

daas not: forr.e us fo aeime the nature af any partiaular system aa .m*-

' volving. essent-iall,y the funct:mn of censors.i.ip, we can’ simply posit ﬂm
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the_pwn? em, ‘i‘auza are Lwo E}mad iinc of attaéif Er.)t.h ol féhwh, in their

(,fﬁown na}' att.mpt to d&ssolvc t.he paradox. The one #vten p’t. tri ies to argue
[N

thdi‘. selfuh wpmqn may r:ur. i-ivahe z.hu hnlrritzg of i mn'-i.;.ex&mmry bes

R liai-u 5 \!ﬂuatﬁmﬁ-‘ih‘; 2 hy -t 1gem, and t.hat; the agent 1% invci‘veci in some

o lype of irratiaml bwhavimna;pthtx than decept.mn. The prahlems assoei-
: . ; }

El Q

_ .-.amd_:w,it thzs lmé af &;:pmach were exammed md the app::caach was, 5606

.ti be '-‘ansamsf qr.tary 'I’hgi seccnd lme of f,atmr:.k mok the deception e~

T

: fi::iusiy, dnd cxammm tha r*al:ure of the self thac could allow for the

o

possihik_ ty uf su}.f-deceptiune 5 Hera\ka Freudiar. appmach to +he pmblem

' R was nxan:mad .m wme detaa.} - aould like w examiqe some r:roblems that

_ 7 ne e
: :nay anse lr/;annect.ion u.zth this approar.h R N

L . . Q
a .

. . o
[z

A 'cen;}.xél Szbhléﬁ; rﬁised in'coni:action With thﬁ '-appmach taken :izi t‘n:ié
i,

=

| pa or xéﬁ tha:: of uge;:cy.. T;m brc wdian sode) of 1.119 vuhinct nrm:-utg .

I

prohiems for & p;t mro of a unif 1&3&, coherent agenr; dﬁhng rat‘iuna!ly and

'for the best passsble :,eawm *’art qf t.ha maacn t'or Lhis zs rhat the '

qudian thet-:‘!b Ay empl vq te c&plain, :wt only ratianal hehavjou but_

| 'irmtional hrhavmur an well S 12 atthpte&i tn undgy stand ‘i:he reas.ons fo:

tho hehaviour cﬁ indm.duu o who were {'ﬁgst uf'ten mabla to Jupply these

. [
tea\nns llhemsehmﬁ. Frend'-s ﬂlesis pnesents pzcblems for the notion of

ags: dcy :on tm: o asans. ‘ﬁ‘zrst.ly. the notion of unq -qscibus beliefs that
are n!'l}le 1o mfluemue Loth behavmtkr, and the acgnisition of conscious'

heliefs, nmm, du same‘ ddmage to the nuuon cf agem'.y. 1f. we ba.ha?e for

B VT

i



whu.‘a axe fuz *he msﬂ‘

amsher, and’ whzf? S

Y

- BG-

- reasoms that are unconscious, them we will be. una'!al-&h;tg articulate thess,

ressons, and so will be nnable either to give the true regsoms for our

' be"haviour, or we inay’- ant withcui: knowing why we do so. '.Secor'edl-y, tha'
 description that Freud gives: of the self is esset, lial 1y that of & dwidad
su%;ject* :mt only is. tho aﬁental 1:s.fe of tiic subject divided intn wha't is .

' m::r:*;cmus at-d' uRCONSG qus, but the ﬂubgact e:.on.,it;ts of three agencms'

4

nftﬂn in oo af‘;ct *-.me agem:y md,\fmri u.seli

' pprfmmng - oftun lzm.om-ﬂ wusly = a.cer ram Actigw far &he -sam. 0¥, or

in._ protection ag&mst, Lhﬂ belief.a.- or dcs-}-ms af anmhqsr age-ncy. Fup-

[

thm:ma*a, as s-: aeen, therre oxmts frag’m mat'iun wﬂﬂhir the irery agem;y

..:t,hat was to ae ve a§ tfn p::im:ipie of ‘.II‘.J.',‘G‘-?‘ t.‘he Egu it:ﬁo}f 'I‘his pra-__'

-

sents ;a prnhlcm for a solutgm m t:he pmhlem of aelf*deceptm'i : thé'

B

e,

T '_-'___'sing}e uhﬂed agmt uhq ha!dsa cmfradmmry belmfs . By sphu,ing 111@.' -

a

-'seit m{.o multxph: asencuss, w so‘,{ve r.hw prcblem, but dt the risk. oi.

'leﬁinﬁ The or.gin&l prob}.em ah.ngoahpr. Fer. nw we do npl. have & single

--se"tf that ia. decamnd :cat:%'ex wa ham, pne agency haing derewed by em-'

(3

L

as m ik as 1t ,nay suuné, the not;ian of a single nm.fmd raticnai a,s.ent

srumg is: fuli &nwledge of all tm Tegsons for har actions is but.
. AN

ide uatmn uf lmmarz p*zyr“holagy, in realjty, bmt.an sub mcts fall fﬂr o

{ N %
shor‘: c.f au:,' respmtabie qotion of agancy. ,}‘hzs aolutmn wonld ba o

knuwledga tho d:..isims mstulatad hy Frend as real, ami it would thos -

challenge the notiop of sgency altogether. Whether this is satisfactory

is far from ¢lear; the problems and puzzles qssociated with this area,

the scope of this papee.

in my paper 1 pmpa-.-.r.c’i the I-‘reudian thesis as a. bett:er altematwe to t“w. :

Bﬁvad«mim appmau.h, for problema noted in (.hapter t.wn. }"mm. chupte_r-

u

; :u‘: o ;warr., of the Bn mt ence or Operai:im"s ar one

'a'r;-qimx L e muid reply t‘wat the mtion WO have of agem.m, is m:«.gg.\ided b

however, wbuld require further and independent research, and go béyond .~
: - n . ) - - Y . o o

&
B

ﬁ o£ seHi rieu»ptmn arxses preszse;y .,becaum w appear B <. have L S

3
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cnrrobmat:.mt was, gu.ven for t sy Mistem.e
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four, where the notion 6f tﬁa Egomuciaus was proposed and examined, it -

' appeérs 'tliat._ the Frendian ap_pmaéh = certainly as used here ~ has 'simi-'_"

: larities with that of Bavidson. We have tha picfute of an Ego-' that spl:lta

in ordpr to accmodate irratinnality, _]l «t. as in Davidson's andiyszs we

(Y
imvo a spiit in the subject aacurring wh:.never irrat.mnala.tg eccum, Lhe '

4

pnrpnsa, of t‘ie d:.visions With:n the self is to allow for. the ca-existenaa

sf contrauicmry {and hance xrzationuli heliefs.. 'I‘Iw quasats.on is: hqw. '

. dees t.he 1"* eudia*s huez ﬁiffo.x fmm the &wad...o:» ian, or fuﬁctmnai ap";-'

o

- praach? Does i€ present s*mii'ar p"nblem- ’I‘ha first &1*‘ farenca to note .

ﬁ. o~

be'i'ween hﬂ Lheorics i thaf. *he I‘r&)tida.'m thes:ﬁ‘ is able to provide us

Wi‘!’h a genesib Mmt is 1ackn‘:’f in the fum;t:wnal account. Part of th@ :

-3

probieu wzth the £uni‘tional acwunt was that it tﬁ.d not nrwid‘a 0% with

“an explanat ion of uj Lh&r tlle genasis or 'che mpchamsm of divzs iun, we were

ot toid hm.\ t.he dinsiuns ax:ise, by uere we mlﬂ much abont the con~

necm‘:ims- thm:. may ar:" ma; um. axist Bot:»een- divasmm. Alsu, sinca the “
divasions appe&red whe:_;ever nratinnals.tg- aweared, th.eir ;unctiun wes .
tn ava:d craating an;" tensi:m w:.thin the agent, the irratianal beliefs
wme safely acnammo&ated wit‘nin sepstrate partitions - Thug the elemant'

of tens“ion that arisvs .m the uase of self-decaption at the leveﬂ af the

- entim agent 5.5 mt sufficéently axplad;aed. If thfg ncn—mteraction of

'A.he :.rrat.ional belwis waré guaranteed by the Pxisteme nf the «a!usms.

e and th:.s is, ‘agker “311, t.heir fwnction e wnuld not rec-uire a
. mmiv&t,z' nal Me'nmt: that seens to oxist and 1:11; L seems to steey th-ﬁ:—e agp.nt
_ away from becoming consedous of an 'un:iesirahle bh lief, A sémnd pmbip'm- '

with the fupctional hac't";umzt was =tl1at-iz defmu} its mem.al dz.vis:.ons"

!ﬁ.mply in texma nf the d3ab it wantad them to do, snd hents no mdepeudent' '

i

The Freudian aceownt differs from the functional accomnts in both respects
menti}med'abwg:.' Firstly, in the Freudian approéch, weo ave provided with
both a genesis of the mental divisions, as well a8 gani'e{f‘i_'ndicatim ot

El



82
their interaction; indeed, the prablem'of represeion s & central concern

m Freud;an theory The histo XY of the mental systems provided hy the

I'mmixan accoum: pmvides a fuller analysis of the mental nompartments-

_ with which we dre daaling. Secomi‘iy, there appears to be mdependent

i T

cormbo;fatmn for ?reud s postulat_ians. S_nc.a the ‘Freu»:nan account aims '
to proi:iiié' a full pictum éf the naiure of the mental,thw thecty pmviders;

'expianatmns crf varicms uther types nf symptm, and work done :l.n thesa '

“areas provides ue w;’;th a;tez'nm.wa ev;de.we far asseswing his tiaoory

’l‘he existe'u.e af. an unwnsa.ious, say, seemb té be a thenratacal LAY

‘whose exis‘.anre or fmu:taan ng seems abie to @;ndopendentlf mrroh-

_ orate& *he Freudian accunni is able to provzdr a {ul1er pistu“e of the

_ mind - th« natura -:;f the dzv:sims, a genetig. as well as & funr-tmnﬂ

acx:bunwof tha:i:. axmtemas an(f aperations. an axaminatmn af the notion

' .:s:f_ rep__mss:m __v-__and 3.1_1. .._1__11. way fliffars from, anel asc.dnses Some otc t'tm-_
"pr.bb'lemé m, filé-"functi'bnél accmmt. In '-::he functional -:-:ccount', ve ‘were |
given an :mdice.tmn af the H“pduct - irrat m.na}.ity 5...:- accnmodated by |

-d.wa,ams within the mingd = put we were na:; given wuch qf 8h @coount uf "

ﬂ--the ;;gz:cceas i:hal: ied -to this ‘Stﬂ.t&. 'Thé- Freudlan acc.munt, "o the-m;het' '

) han.d is uable to prov.l.ﬁe &n auc.aunt: of ’r.he prncesses thar. anderlie irra- K

tinnni states, and is for thia reason,l Fuller ac;r*aunt. Thi.s ability'
tn pmvida a fuller descr:.ps em af the workmgs c:af the mind woald favour_"'

_the Ezeﬂdia.: thesm oveER, the mnctional Ong, and z!mvida more sup;m:‘ Far

wH acceg;dnba.

*

The dred of smxlatﬂy, hmvev&ar, nay nrise w*zt;hin me discuvaﬂmn m:‘ oges

psychologv. The: e'ﬂ:istence Fil 3 the Egn-nuc:leus aasm:es ehat a‘::y mnsim 3

betwahn b-aliefs, any irzauunalit t.hat: caxmeﬁ; ‘be acco

.aystem, can Y& rea.olved by aucodaﬁing the d;srupt:w o unwelc:{sﬁ:e, be-

. _lmf in the sub-system. Sa, 1 'mas in Dav.tdsnn :

. of various. partztians that arie- oxder: to Aoy ' e irrationahty,

:____:_/in the Fs:eud:.an thes;s we have the guvnucleus thaJ pla}“‘ th:s xole - ﬁere

<

‘have e éxiﬁte_nee_

B

PO



o . v : . - i 33

»

is the siuiilarity ‘between the two atcounts. Also, uince thers has sot

been mugh devel lopient in f.he "fiald of 'Rgo-psychnlogy, and s'inca the n::*:-';&m _ '.
X

of the Egd-nucleus is a fairly recent mze, we cimnoi;. aFt‘ar mueh of a ge«--' |

mt:lc ag.count uf these :uieas, apa.rt from that skat.ched ahove in chapmr

four. In m‘der o hig,hls,ght the dmtinction hetween the Davidson:.an and

the qudmn anr ounts, we wauld nead to sketch the process or mechamsm

a

of divisien at thg levei af_the Ega, - iz bath acccuﬂts, irxatlonality is

accommpdated by the ci:e:e'a?:.m" of coe. -'a;'iz';," in the -casé'af Davidsen. more

. part t:iuns thas house Lhe zrratmna‘ balmf, and keep it a;mrt frnn mg .

“wain :.ya;t e Iiw gre the F"!&ﬂ‘b cliffarust for liavidsen and Freud?.

. Fimtly im t.tzz'-ms of thr.‘f cenans;th betweem ;.;art:;..mns, erud, ¥ he}z.e!:e,

preaents 8 *‘u}}pr Picture gf the workings of the censor. *"he ccnsox op-

eraws un.im the«dm&ates af both tha mnra] {Superegm ard rat:muai tmd

T

pragmat.ic (Ega) mntrcs *-i‘ the mind" thr sy"tem is desigmm a@mmd kcvping

F

- mxweicnme dr threatenmg ideas ont of the main sy‘-stem and out of z:on-&

3

- sriousness.- RISty t.run thm we are- mn. presented with & full and detaile&.

T

wc?urs q;f t.he cens&r f.thal\f - Freud 5, disnussinns .,a‘;e uem:red mqre on -

r.he namre R and desi:es ut the varicaus agenci@v I-t 'narw be that such a'

disauasgen is 'mt lmportant Jfor Frau&mns - ag long as e unt{er:stand ‘the

mm_ivatwn &,fm: cansorsth in terms cf the. agencias, we may :-ur. raqaira

o

mwhanis“hic grounds, rlm nature of which are not ccntrai o Frepdian
LW

t:heoxy. _ It iﬂ trua thet we' hul"l... mu.h ms» vﬂsian wn.hin 'é’mudlan theory

af tha \:.zrwu:‘. dg:ence mer*ham ms = Yepressiom, pxo_]er iz u. demal, veo.

@

m.tion fwmatmm Tﬁase tell "‘us what he censor does psaojectmn .us,.'

tnf ms:‘.ance, fhe deni yal’ t‘hat: an undcsirable helief is hq@,hy ‘onesolf angl

8 belwi‘ that it is. had b3’| 5O uther pezsnn - bui: we do. not. kaow what

trm nawre of t.he cenao& #s in terms of ou:r demands. The cetisor dups wotr 0

have a par:sonality - if hthis allies the theary with the functlonal ae=-

c.owm;, then the aim:i.lar ity hetwem the two r:ccmmts is perhaps nnavmd- :

able.

"_'ags_ analySﬁ of t.he cenwr 1t.self " 5.1: r:iay s-perate a fairhy- :smp‘ie -



-system ef the -agent. In l}avidscn we are giwen the princzple nf div:laibn-

: oF
|- .

" :

Anothar area bf axaminatibn :!.3 the creatian af part:lt‘.i,m within tha ma;n .

_but ‘l@t tha mecham.sm of diviss.on. : Is thsm a similar lack in Lhn

o

Freudiaxs.aﬁcount"’ We kiow the reason for the creati&m of the. divi‘:éion "

o '-it ib the resuls af the Ego g repudiation cf the contem:s 0f the Egab_

o

T

_less raucmal *acmmt »‘zf the'

- Ny
nanleml,. We knmv snme b, ths raasms for this e _m.: ion - fwstly t.ha

. Egonuelous comams_zbm;e-fs and dg&sixes that _wou?.d thmatc—xa the Ego were

: it Lo E%kmﬁi@i&(‘w} tﬁem, .md f;{*swnﬁly the Egﬂ#smf*ieud is. 4 mpre 'ptimit.iv,,

3 ﬁ:‘m:,e lew'i z)i fum:tiomm- dnierﬁ

-'mmkodly fmm *:Em 131 e*f' mom devr!cap 2 Egm, and l‘em:e in not usdy ac= g

ee amua st.‘i*:d by e iffgo. 115 fmmm oi‘ saxmzimnenna. f‘oveltspmmt wuid

: indmaﬁ;e the dwwmn t*eween the ?gc and t}m nso-nucleus. j&uhaugh !:his

_'pic,wrh dbes not pre mt us wﬁth 8 :Eztliy r-anhanistic aréo’;l of the ai-

=

: :-.'vigibn‘ it appersrs 1;0 ba ﬂ. morfa comp'{ex Qfl“ than thﬁ Bﬁ\fi'dﬁﬂnian ﬁcﬂﬁnﬂt:'_

-Alsn, the gem‘l:ic 515 wel] as Lhe funct:innal nature of - the arcm.nt aveids

v

'tim alleged ci‘rcmarity c-f tha ftmrtional account, Indeed, 1am not an- _

ﬁ

" tircly nertam whether tha‘ Freud:.an accaunt. is a more fully deveioped.

alternatws- - mxd bet;.er = accuunt,. I haps that the areas of similarity

pmbxm, a?;, leaat, if not the sal*f!@,ion, o be rlpm This may. he as

+

useinl,

1

“ .os
[

"

Iand dissimilamty have _.:aaen adeqmt.eiv sketcht«& gﬂllt. in ortier fer the

" Varsmn of che Hav;&sm:an &rcunn%,' nr'whet.he: -i_t is able ?._.0 provida an

&:mthtaz 'q\msti{m t‘ms“ neéds -“t’b' hﬁ* gsked 1s-w§-ae‘cher the protess of Self-- .

dc\ ‘,pt.im a-s de&.cnhnd within ﬁm Freudmn schema is znavhanj.stic, and if

"

' sc;, tr.hather this m?ﬁhdniﬁm grqu t».nts pmble,ms for our @‘?ept:ml Qf q@ﬁ

ntww are nw,ess.erz.lv mumally exciuslvn.- 0f course, meehamstm sysiera‘ :

o

* are fm:' the ‘most pavt . nni: intentmnai at all, as well-thmght out and

&

'.'ewcuted plans cazmot miy qule'ly on simple mech&nwt;m procedures if they

aroe. t;o suct:eed. Huweves:, ia may’ ba- the case that a -fiermin type of _

'aempt:loa a8 bm.!x mct,iwzmi anti.. i;plenlogical. 1 do net think t.hat tl*a'"-'-’ ]

e
=



the agem:.

i - ) =
.

.decisinus of the agent are duected tawards a certain goal, and ;ret many |
of Lhe neans ,;ased by the agent to a.{'fect these consequentes %y ‘be anto--
matzc It is nat mechamsm as suc.h t’&a,t is. pmblematz_c to aqy analysis

' of gelf deeept }.ova as Ieng 8BS tha mec‘xanistic pmct,dure is sustamgd within

=l

In fat..t, one af m’;,r at%je(‘.*lbns against the Dav:_dsonfan z:hesia was t.htxt it

]

am nm: -pmvide ns wi-_th_ a savisfactory g;if_:tur_e f-or_ dtﬁing_pre::isalg_ this.

T

50 ‘1 do mot think thet a mechonistic occount of, say, reptession, is -

- ,_néaeséarily ?éni:lév‘:iatic for'the Fréﬁdiaﬁ '.-';Eialyéiﬁ' of the 'ﬁ'fo'blem', _heecm::ée

Al

-. (neceusa: ily) fmn zhe pezspentiva uf ?..‘Nr cveran wifshes and desiref-.. c:ni'

3 ] .
LT

g o

’ _in assassing the Freudisn appmm:h, t.ha central questmn that nepds w

_ha_ aaked m this- due:-, it salve the pmhl,em uf se}.f deception‘? Have mﬁ _

" n

'tums b wh;.t.her the com.ept of the self employed hara :i.s nm: pmblematic:.

Iy the enalysis, tu.e me‘l.kod of deceptaon was taken Eariously » the paraeiox '

L

_ was nar. solvetl by showmg ti*at, whe,n we. eak pf gal f-decapt iOn, we are

apeakipg of a self eng&giug in s;z:-me or,her kmd :af activity m:iqiabeued

L8 deceptims . Instfaad nga :.'H o;utin: muk 'khe form of t.reatmg div;-'

fawﬂs ‘within the 5e=1f, and ar«;uing, that, 9.1 ;m L «twaak af salf fﬂeceptiun,'

anc: he)a\ Now ~ apart from the pro}alero of agency mmtigmd ahwe - tiae

.quesuon .I.S whet*:er we are. 1ef«.. w:u,h a *,elf sufsiriantly c:aharent for ¢s

i = s

havmg a um_fied aels: in ({,state fgf. self-ji?f_lﬂ icted daceptien; the resol-

ution adopfed heve has;geen'ﬁe explain self-deception as deception of one

part of th;/}:go over another. The guestion now is uliether we have & real

solution, or just gn'altetnative pii:tu_re; The guestion is difficult to

85 -

' hehavmur is mctivate,d or tamological, in the sense that the act.ions and B

a thmw t}mt akggy inte actount the im.ent*icna‘i natt,re of the praject.

- 'come anv closar ta resolving the paradcsx? 'i‘ize answez to tlué quastion

what wes ane rea'l'iy .mymg i'; th 11. one part wu.h i the .,elf 1=a dece:.vin&

&

o .

1 ‘,Lx,ni th 4t zhe Freuﬁmn av ONNE | ﬁxam'“:as the pmcess of reprw~ian B

'0‘!..



. Lo . .o
= - . i . e ‘J,(

. answer* : 1f we are ‘content’ to accépt an aiternative not.wn o:f the self,

il

t.herx the resalutimi to the problem may be acaeptable, i.f however* .

n 2

tev.tew Sm.tm 5 prabiem - namely that the dgcaiving self must knﬁiv the ~

n

Eruth tli-‘iil‘. it h:.das from itself = then we may iasz»t that the helt‘ de=. -

u . © . 5

. scr bed are canﬁ‘c}* be c}wi‘ded. “;-: =0 are contmt t.co &lter ver cam;eptian

¥

of t.he self ar-d see it an caau.r;' ing ef varimas eg,g;enmba < or zaf the Ego

4

_;‘.

&s, :.plit in t“he w&y PD.J a\r,a?;e-.:; n .’then -we may. see the : Frcudaan-apﬁm:zch "

' A5 2 Ka ';c_e:_.*_____r_es:;,s;z;}g _r.iu-.-' ?ﬂ;a‘fﬁxg mn:, if we iasiig au tlw lartex nin-
o, then the omalysis d«afgnded here will be un aanafac m*y‘

B . L E . . . s . B

g
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