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especially psychoanalysis: One of the philosophically intriguing ques-
tions here is whether we can explicate such psychoanalytic concepts as
“repressed wishes”, “unconscious anxiety”, “Oedipus complex”, etc. as
dispositions, or whether unconscious events also need to be assumed.
Even outside the sphere of Freudian preoccupations, there are for in-
stance the often reported cases of “waking up with the solution of a
mathematical problem.” One wonders whether the brain did some
“work” during sleep, and if so, whether “unconscious thoughts” might
not be part of a first-level explanation of this sort of phenomenon. I
am inclined to think that both dispositions and events are required, and
that the future development of science may well produce more reliable
neurophysiological explanations than the currently suggested (and sug-
gestive) brain models (cf. Colby, 76).

10. Much more problematic than all the questions so far discussed in
this section are the implications of the alleged findings of psychical
research. Having been educated in the exercise of the scientific method,
I would in the first place insist on further experimental scrutiny of
those findings. But if we take seriously the impressive statistical evidence
in favor of telepathy, clairvoyance, and precognition, then there arises
the extremely difficult problem of how to account for these facts by
means of a scientific theory. I know of no attempt that gives even a
plausible suggestion for such a theory. All hypotheses that have been
proposed so far are so utterly fantastic as to be scientifically fruitless
for the present. But logical analyses (e.g., C. D. Broad, 52; M. Scriven,
304) which make explicit in which respects the facts (if they are facts!)
of psychical. research are incompatible with some of the guiding prin-
ciples of (“Victorian”!) science are helpful and suggestive. It is difficult
to know whether we stand before a scientific revolution more incisive
than any other previous revampings of the frame of science, or whether
the changes which may have to be made will only amount to minor
emendations.

Concluding Remark. An essential part of the justification of the
philosophical monism proposed in this essay depends upon ‘empirical,
scientific assumptions. Only the future development of psychophysi-
ology will decide whether these assumptions are tenable. Since I am
not a laboratory scientist (though I did some laboratory work in physics
and chemistry in my early years), I cannot responsibly construct psy-
chophysiological hypotheses. Nor did I intend to close the doors to
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alternative philosophical views of the relations of the mental to the
physical. What I did try to show, however, is that monism is

(1) still very plausible on scientific grounds,
(2) philosophically defensible in that it involves no insurmount-
able logical or epistemological difficulties and paradoxes.

I realize fully that I could deal only with some of the perplexities which
have vexed philosophers or psychologists throughout the ages, and espe-
cially in recent decades. Just where the philosophical shoe pinches one,
just which problems strike one as important—that depends, of course,
on a great many more or less accidental personal, educational, or cul-
tural factors. Despite my valiant efforts to deal with what strike me as
important and baffling questions, I may of course not even have touched
on other facets which some of my readers might consider as the essential
problems of mind and body. May others come and deal with them!
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Gavin Alexander, William Rozeboom, and Adolf Griinbaum. Last, but not least, I
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difficulties, mistakes, and confusions. It has been a veritable Odyssey of ideas for me,
and I am by no means sure I have “arrived”!
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Carnap volume of P. A. Schilpp’s Library of Living Philosophers.
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