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BOOK REVIEWS I 

not h n ·~m· cl,•tl L\S <'ariyillg on unclor vory cliIToront. con<lition8 a.nu with m any m odific11 • 

I io 11 s , t ho l 1t·ri tngo of Dotierirtos u.11d of t ho p h ilosophy of consc i o 11snos~ wl ich ho initiated 
s .. r t.n' n ·c·11ivt:s muro cxt~1~clrn.l tron.t mont in thi8 hook t-111\1\ docs any ot hor philo: 

so plwr; 1111d wlu lo tho real1t1J 11cc11c aspuc t of !us t.h ought may bo so111 nwh C\t uvcr. 
~111ph 1<Hi zn l 1'L t ho ox pun~o o f his 11rgu111ontution, t ho l\CCOllllt wo 11ro gi v,• 11 of h i~ though L 
1~ 1<d1111 ra b ly 1•xoct1l.t'd on t ho wholo. 011 0110 p<lll1t., lw w0vor,] wo nld r, ·~ i stor lllY d isscn~ 

fro.111 thn 1'1! Ll 111 r ' ~ J IHi i; 111 c.~1t· . 8l;o ~Ol~S t.ho. C~·it ·i 111 ie cle z , ~ raisoii ,Ji,ifcclirr11 1: 11.!l marking 
qu 1to ~111• 1.•l y t.l'.o ~nd c~f ::-art r~' s J•,x1s te11tmhsm winch 1~ rt•p l11cod hy .\la rxis 111 and ~ 
JH'e1d11tr l;i.11 .! u l d " d''"t 1c·C\I soc iol ogy. I n m not so suru; und, ind t.!od, 1 t hink t hat luq;u 
Sl'Ct10 J1>1 o t 1!111.t· wo rk , hko tho Ll e.o;cription .of t ho rolnt.ionsh ip to ono C\nu t hor of pcoplo 
1u a q1 11Jue a nd . t ho nccow1t of tho formn.tion of groups, would bo incomprohcns.blc if 
ono cl 1t! n o ~ tnc1tly u~sumo t,hat the human beings Stu·tro ia dol'c r ib i11g have tho ontrJ . 
log1<:C\I str u<' ! 1u·o of '. lw po11r.-so·i us set forth in JJ' :C:tre et le 11 fo nt. Of c·ou rso , tho m odiuin 
111 w l11<' li t h1•y 11.rn Hit unt cd rn now tho socit\l aml historical world m id nnt tl1at of t li 
pe h l>IL·s um! rmttl " ·h ieh played 8l!Ch an im1.iortant r ole in Sartre's early t hought. D u~ 
ns ti "'. nuth·''r he rself vor.v. porccpt1vcly poi nts out, thoro is a. s im ilari t y be tween the 
~:hcos1~y u t t hrngs lJy which free co11scious. oxis.tonco .is . eonsLanLly thrcu.tenl' I nnd 

tho oqunlly Y1 sco':'s chaos of tho :"ll arx1st lnstor1cn.l orig ms of society." It could il<.l 
arg11< ·d 1.hril wJ111. t ::S1l!'!·ro lrns a ttempted to do is t o clcopon his ctulicr E x istem inlism 
rnt l,i."r t h 1111 to :lbnndon it , a nd to do this by displnyi11g wlmt ] )oscur tcs called " l ~ 
mu1 1.1pl1c:d 10 11 d<'8 . s •td~" ns n now and infinitely moro comp lex huma n en,·ironmcnt 
w1th1 11 ~d 1ll' li ( Ji,• tttd1v 1dunl 7>011 r-soi !i1tCls its outulog ic1il fr"t:do111 s Lr:t11goly d uvnl ucd. 
l 1 1.<, .. 1 < :< J •tt·~, ., 11 la rgo 1 rHI dilli cult; !Jlte8t iun whoth1ll' i11 "LiLH t.iuns 1111d Ju~lu rical pro-
""''"s <'1t11 lw 1111d!'r• to1Jd 11.· C\ cl mlt1C'L1c whll:h 1 ~ d \lcu inposablo into tho di 1 tlucl ic~ uf 
11n l1v1d ua l h1 111w 11 lt\.l'S, n s ~artn \ tt O\V Lw li0vus; o.ud l htiru ctL ll bo n o nuanuil t!V tha t 
t l_hi 11rigH1 n.I . l'l1arut'ler izat i n of tho ontological struetul'O of h11HH \.ll oxi;t.oncu cnn sur -
v1 vo un n11 11 l1l ir'l l with in U1 i" now rni liou . Uu~ tho ve ry nat ure of t his h el'uic and probt\bly 
uwnt'1mgc"1b lu tnsk which Sartre !lll..q sot hnnself be trays tho same incro.dicablo morn! 
individL11d is111 which run~ th.rough all of his writings . It is o.n incliviclualism which Ji u.~ 
h ad to roa.pprn1so it se lf m t ho ligh t of it s social and historical cond itions and wh ich 
now faces \lrus11oc t s thut seem almost more hopeless than t hey did when it cou1:tcr-
(J_Os.ccl i t~clf rno.tnly to a. world of things iu1d to other indit'idual human be ings. But 
Ex1stent1altsm surol)~ cou d not h ave survived simply as a philosophy of individur11 
con ·mousnes.s o.nd wi thout the ampli.ficat10n tho.t such a philosophy can receive only 
by ass11rnln.t1ng tho full human oxperionco of tho soc io.I and histori cD.l world and, oveu· 
t ually , tha t of natural science o.s well, o.s l\frs. vVarnock observes. Such a n effort of 
a.0~imilnt i on n~ecl not mark tho end of Existentialism. It may, in foct, be its only 
[lOSti1bl o hno ul growth toward a more adcqua.to formulati on which need not reta in tho 
old a11d mt hor silly name bi:t would still reserve a largo place for the distinctive feat ures 
Jf hum a n oxistencc, as I thmk Sartre's thought even now does. 

FnEDEnICK A. OLA1tsmr 

The Subj ect of ConsC1'ousness . By C. 0. EVANS, (London : George Allon & Unwin , 
1070. P p. 240. Price £2.75.) 

S inco th l) rovolut ~on i~ method of Wi t tgenstein and Ryle, philosophers of mind 
awo gcnorully turncu their backs on tho rnothods of tho introspective tradi t ion oman-
1t mg fr'lm D escartes. Professor Eva.ns calls tho old wo.y t.he self-approach and the now 
vuy t ho persons-approach, and a.cknowledging tho.t " tho persons -a71proacl1 has been 
11: ry success[~\", he claims that we have nevertheless disoo.rdcd something valuable. 
:Io attempt~ m t~is cc;iurageously unfashionable book to provide new answers to tho 
1uost10ns, of solf-1dcnt1ty und. a~l'.-knowledge from an int~ospcctionist point of viow. 

Evans theory hinges on d1v1dmg tho elements of consc10usnoss into thoso that uro 
'bjects of uttw tio11 and those that fo r m tho " ba.ckground ". Tho !utter domain ho ca.II~ 
•nprojcctcrl co1<sciun.m~s, a.nu includes in it not only tho fomiliar poriphorul res idues of 
1erccpt1011, but such maccessiblo entities us tho " mo..~t.or iden " that governs o. visual 
enrch (for ono's poncil, say) without lJcing tho object of one's o.ttont ion (o no cuul<l 
1ardl.}' st•C\1·ch if one's nttontion woro gluo<l on tho idoa of ono 's pencil ). Unprojoctu<l 
unsc1'.-'u.-muss is dollnod negatively ns whatever in consciousness is not 1.m object of 
tt-Ontion, but Evn.ns attempts to give it some positive characterization. In particular, 
~10 olornonts (events f oporations ? statos ?) of unprojected consciousness all in ono 
1u.y or nnot!1or depend o~ bodily activity, a discovery thut is supposed to Ravo thorn 
·0 111 Occnm s :·11zor m spite o f tho fact tlrnt Eva.ns dol inog ' bodi ly ' in such a way 
·10.t n glwst might bo su1d to have .a body (p. 2~0). I think what ho is ge tting at may 
o that wo must consider tho funct10ns of unproJOCtod consciousness to bo bod ily func-
Gns but 11 cod n ot ti c ourselves t o any par/icu/(lr physical r<.'ulization . 

nooK REVIEW S 

Ev1111s ' Hl ttrLling contr1il th0sis is that Lho s? lf, the subject.of cunsc iou ~ no s , 1·s lo be 
idoitific .I 1c ith 1rnpro joctocl con sciousnos~ .. This st roko 1 ~ c lt\:1 11 01 ! to H1'~ l 1:~ botwuon 
tlio Scvll11 o r l' uro .J.<:go T heor ios (l>y nllow 1 n~ tho sel f t.o b o . OXjll'r1on tll\ l ) ail!~ tho. 
L ' h 11 ryl~di" or Scll' i11l u-r Hundlo T hoo rios (by . p rvvitling for t hu noc1·," nry. 1ll11t y ol .still 
~ n1 J "pol!l rity" oi' consciu ll~l\O~~) , b ut OV<ln Ill t<:n llll o f lho lll '.> ~·n.J'ho rn Of ttl tro~pue (" O ll· 
i,; ts this 11pp!l1\rs t o bo 1\n outn ght cntogory. m 1?t1iko : 11ln11t tlyrng t ho 1111tl11•11cu with 
wlmt. f.: lll'S on hneks t,11.gu . E\'ans nol.us t.h olJi oc l 1un, 1\nd hts w11y ouL is ns rum11 rlrnl>l o 
,~, hi 8 wt y i11 : ho s im ply donios th nt 'I' rofors tu t ho se lf. " l 11 o rde r to supply u. t.u kon 
wh ich can bo used to sym bolize t h o subject of consciousness lot us ch oose tho to ken I. 
l ' J ' rind' I ' nro thus d i!fo rent ".tokens ".] Thi s would enablo us to br ing out tho subjuc t-
ol; jcct du11liLy of consciousness m t he doscr1pt10ns wo g ive oursol\'es of our oxpc r1 cnccs 
in the form ' I h a ve an experience X '." (p. 176). But if ' I' is nn a rbitrary t oken (o.ncl 
could ns well be ' a ' or ' b ') suroly the correct gmmmatical form w ould be " 1 has nn 
experience X " , o.nd h ow ono would got from such a. proposi t ion . to o first-person 
cliiim becomes tota.llv mysterious. How Eva.ns can find himself 1mmnno to Sh oe -
111r1kor 's warnings on "th ill score (he cites him scycro.l times) .is n ri;:rploxing q uestion. 
(Evans makes many c.cumcnical attempts to discuss tho views ot p orsons -a pprouch 
philosophPrs-Hnmpsh1re, St rn.wson, Ryle:--but h e docs not h 1wo n .good on.r tor tho 
l!Ult!I CCS of ordi1mry Junguag0 ; at 01\0 pomt (p . 1!J!) ) Jus argnmont Id m1irrod by tfio 
liUpposi t iun th n.t" awn.re " i.s a :vm·~.) . . . . . . . . 

Evt\l\S rncogni7.<' S th1it 1 11 ~ v1ow 1s 11()!; mtu1 t 1vo, hnt clirnn~ it 1 ~ tho mt•~t )HlrH111lnn-
iuuH 1t11 d jl ll\\' ll t{ nl ur su lr-11p pruuch (.IH><Jri oi! llt ll l o ff1· 1 · ~ Sl)l tlll ~Lnrng ~ll[llH>rl• fo r thi s 
cla iin. l':v t• n suppusi11µ ho i~ correct, lhis i:i scanl roco11111H.'1H lu. t1 0 H t1 1 tho pt•rs1nls-
l\jllll'01\eh 111n 11 who b o ld~ that hiK ow11 C\jJ[lr<Jll.ch t• xhn ust~ tho t•1pie . n• J•: vn11~ n·i:og111·1. t•s . 
Wl mL lll~ ights , we 111n,Y 1isk, h LWO lroon g1von t,l1n t u.l'C llllLWt1tl ubln l o t ho l>c rso ll H-
nppronch, o r wlmL p rohlu111s solvoil t hnt a~·u not gcnen1w<~ rn? ruly 

0
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0..if.llpproach ? I !ind v ery litt.lo . Who.t. strikes mo as truo in . bvans nnulysis-:--llnd l\ 

lot st rikes mo as t rue-scorns bot h fomtlmr and r oachly tran~lamble, a n d thure 1s !llUCh 
tbn.t str ikes mo as fa lse. Ono of Evo.ns ' cen t ral cla ims is , I belie ve , not only a. m ajo r 
error, but perhaps th o characte ristic error of tho self-approach . Eva.n~ h olds that un-
projected consciousness, while by definit ion . ou ts ide tho beam o f a ttent10n, is neve rthe -
less " experiential " (see, e.g., p. 180), a. cl::um I take to .imply that we h o.Yo priv;lcged, 
11on-inforential ncccss to wha t happens m our unproicctod consc10usncss. "htlo I 
endorse t ho clnim that there a.re mo.ny epistem ic goings-on o.u tside of our awn.rcncss. 
1111d tL"'ree that t h ose o.ro someh ow bodily events, and !.hat t hey aro o. procontl1 tw11-
too often ia nored or underestimated-of t here boing a.ny objects o f consciousnc~,; . I 
romain un~nvincetl that wo have any non-infere ntial a.ccess to them. The " intro -
spective ev idence " Evans introduces to support the clo.im in fact 3trikes mo a.~ sup -
porting t h o contmry. For instance, ho sugges t s a.t sevorul po1i;ts (pp. 80, 1 GS ) tha~ ,i.n 
view of our necessary inability to attend to elements of w ip roJectod conscwusnoss it 
is only in retrospect " t h at wo ca.n acqua.int ourselves with s~1ch elom~?ts ; b ut what 
can th is m ea n ? It must mean tha.t we sa.y to ourselves something hke : I was n.ttend -
ing to x t he n o.nd was not uwa.re of y o.t nil, but since tho a b3onco of y fr? m my 1m-
projoctcd consciousness would ho.vo somehow alerted me to PC\Y attent ion to th is 
a bsence, y was (must have been) in my unprojected consciousness at that timo ". 1''or 
instnnoo, I was listening to Jonos as I dmnk my co!fco, an.J wo.s not 11waro of tho hp 
of the cup t ouching my lip, but I would surely not have tipped tho cup un.loss I had 
Romch ow felt tho lip of tho cup, so tho foolmg of contact mu3t ho.ve been m m)'. un-
p rojected consciousness. This is surol)'. how we. do come t o populo.te tho d omam of 
unprojociod consciousness, but this 1s itsolf an m forcnc.o, n ot a. report of any sort of 
non-inferential experi'.ence to which we pay quu~1-attent1~n. _ 

Whntevor valuo.ble insights ono may find m Evans analysis :nust be mco.suro.u 
n.rruinst tho renuncia t ions a. r eading of hi~ book roqutros. If one is to penctrn to his 
thoory ono mus t (1) ocquiosco for tho 1101100 in q11a- i11 ~. e.~sonti1di ~ 11 ~ ("~ho solf q11n 
subject", " tho subject qua unprojected consc iou sness ), (2) permi t s t qrnlat1 on to 
pass qni to often for o.rgumont, (:!) c nlt ivnto u !ugh .tolomnco fo1· oxtendod sproo" of 
unctishod molaphor, and (•l) oncluro dutC\ilod o xpus1t1on~ uf t ho thco nos .uf nnm.oro us 
l!J th o.nd early :10th century introspcctionis ts whom Evuns tncs- und fo il8 , I thmk-
to resurrect. I think oil t his should bo d une . Tho nuth or request~ . and t!osc:n ·os, rm 
opon-minclod r co.dor, which in this case m.oo.ns plo.ying the forlJitld cn lnngu1\go gamos. 
If our favori te stri ctures are worth anything wo ought to bo o. blo to rucnll thom once 
wo 'vo fini,Jtcd tho buck, and if anyth ing in it h nR ~truck us ns valuable wo c"n go buck 
wiLh all our roo ls and rules C\nd d ig it ou t . Tu thiH render, howover, tho rc:wards d o not 
seem propurlional to tho effor ts required. D. c. D !Df:s'ETT 




