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The Problem of Consciousness in Behavioristic Psychology

by Taro Sonohara

For all substantial contributions to the progress of modern psychology,
behavioristic approaches are now confronted with another difficulty how they
can be reconciled with the problem of consciousness. Physiologists as well
as neurosurgeons who are working on the physical correlates of consciousness
are beginning to express some perplexity at the negative attitudes of beha-
vior psychologists toward consciousness. In fact, conscious states or conscious
processes are now increasingly recognized as real objective events, without
which finer elaboration in and appropriate reaction to signals from the ex-
ternal world would be lost in a more differentiated organism. Old radical
behaviorists tried to translate mentalistic terms about conscious happenings
into behavioristic terms of overt and covert responses, but no behaviorists
would to-day rest content with such a pure verbal translation. In the cur-
rent behaviorist camp, various ingenious speculations or theories are now in
development concerning to the mediating processes, the essentials of which
are observed to be symbolic or representational functions of a fractional goal
response or response-produced-sign stimuli. The efforts seem to lie in the
hope that the entire conceptual machinery which had been previously deve-
loped to account for the build-up of external response strength could be
applied to symbolic responses, the very essential features of conscious verbal
behavior, by reducing symbols to signs. Behaviorists have been accustomed
to regard verbal responses in physical sequences as more objective than the
contents reported. But the objectivity of verbal responses should be consi-
dered to lie in their symbolic involvements, so far as they reveal the real
interrelations between subjects and environment (external and internal). Con-
tents reported, thus checked in the real relationships, are more objective in
psychological sense than the mere muscular movements or sounds. Words
and sentences are not symbolic in the sense they only substitute some concrete

objects or sequences of objects, but they are symbolic in so far as they are
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used to represent the very actual experiences of the subject to some real
situation. By this representation one sets oneself in new relation to reality.
Thus the symbol should be taken as an instrument that makes realization of
reality in individual. In this sense the symbolic is the essential of consci-
ousness. Reducing symbols to mere signs is not prospective strategy to re-
concile with the problem of consciousness for behaviorism. Consciousness or
symbolic process should be looked and studied in its positive side. The
approachment would be expected, in my opinion, in the re-examination of
S-R as well as S-S processes in their reality-checking characteristics, as reflect-
ing the internal relationships of problem situations between an organism and

external world.

‘Self” in its Bearing on the Good

by Mitsuo Moriguchi

There is a sense in which to say ‘everybody is an egotist’ should be a
sheer platitude, indeed. And to say ‘values of things measured in an ego-
centric perspective are necessarily biassed’ may also be an age-old truism.
But the actual fact we now witness and live through, seems to be the para-
doxical one that the unprecedented self-righteousness among all of us, indi-
vidual as well as collective, prevails hand-in-hand with radical relativism
apparent in every facet of the human life to-day. This may well occasion
us to ask whether or not there be any essential bearing of self on the
intrinsically or unconditionally good.

The first thing here to be said is that the self and the good, properly
understood, are by nature inseparable and somehow complementary. To
the extent that selves claim to have the right to exist at the sacrifice of all
others or of the whole world (which is more or less implied by anyone’s
armament with H-Bomb), the intrinsically good cannot but be in eclipse,
not only for those human selves who pretend to be the sole good, but also
for the inhabitable world as threatened to be annihilated. The anxiety for

survival necessarily produces wholesale relativism in respect of cultures,
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