the presence of thirty other people than to E-imagine oneself having a mug?
Without some account of when E-imagination is used and how it is con-
strained, failures of ST become too easy to explain.

Goldman admits that simulation is not the only mindreading method we
use, and advances a hybrid position on which (1) inputs to simulation are
often generated by theorizing, and (2) theorizing may sometimes entirely
supplant simulation. A significant worry for such a hybrid view is saying
in a principled way when one component rather than another is utilized.
Unfortunately, Goldman does not do much to delimit when simulation rather
than theorizing will dominate. Perhaps that is to be expected at this stage of
investigation. But there is a distinct prospect that simulation will be forced to
share the spotlight in the end.

There is much more in this informative book than can be discussed here,
including powerful criticisms of various forms of the Theory Theory (the
child-as-scientist view, the modularity view, and the rationality view). In later
chapters, Goldman extends the defence of ST with a discussion of introspec-
tive self-attribution and mental state concepts, and applies ST to domains
such as empathy, morality and fiction. Anyone with an interest in these issues
should take Goldman’s masterful tour of contemporary thinking about how
we understand each other.

THE UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH FLORIDA DANIEL A. WEISKOPF

Lombies and Consciousness
By ROBERT KIRK
Clarendon Press, 2005. xii + 236 pp. £35.00

We imagine Zombies as beings identical to us with respect to all physical and
behavioural facts but different with respect to phenomenal facts. For example,
zombies might say, just like us, ‘this grapefruit is really sour’ or ‘my left knee
hurts’, but, unlike us, they have no phenomenal experiences corresponding
to these utterances or to the relevant physical states. The idea of zombies has
been used to construct the following argument against the physicalist approach
to consciousness:

(1) It is conceivable that there are zombies;

(2) If it is conceivable that there are zombies, then it is possible that there
are zombies; Therefore,

(3) It is possible that there are zombies;

(4) If it 1s possible that there are zombies, then physicalism is false; Therefore,

(5) Physicalism is false.

Robert Kirk, the author of Zombies and Consciousness, is rare among philo-
sophers in having recognized the importance of this argument as far back as
the 1970s. The book is divided roughly into two parts. In the first part, i.c.,
from Chapters 2—4, Kirk discusses the zombie argument and provides his
own objection to it. First, he accepts premise (4) of the argument. He says that
if the existence of zombies were possible that would indeed undermine

170

© 2008 The Author. Journal compilation © 2008 Blackwell Publishing Ltd.



physicalism, even the most minimal version of it. He then argues not only that
there is no good argument for the possibility of zombies, but that there is a
good argument against the possibility. He maintains that “a proposition or
situation is conceivable only if no amount of a priori reflection on it would
reveal contradiction or other incoherence” (p. 28) and that in fact we can
show that the existence of zombies will lead to “the fundamental incoherence
of the conception of phenomenal consciousness” (p. 4). Kirk concludes, there-
fore, that while zombies might be seemingly conceivable, they are not really
conceivable and, a fortiori, not possible.

Even if Kirk’s objection to the zombie argument were successful, that would
not solve the general problem of phenomenal consciousness. Hence, in the
second part of the book, i.e., from Chapters 511, he develops and defends a
functionalist solution, which he derives in part from the failure of the zombie
argument. In formulating his framework he notes that it would be naive to
expect our explanation of consciousness to be complete in the way that “the
scientific formulas of chemical compounds™ are. Instead, he says, “we can look
for broad necessary and sufficient conditions in terms of everyday psychology
(p- 76). He contends that, if an orgamsm is to have perceptual consciousness,
it must be a “decider”, capable of exercising the “basic package” of six capacities,
namely, capacities to (i) initiate and control its own behaviour on the basis of
incoming and retained information; (i1) acquire and retain information about
its environment; (1i1) interpret that information; (v) assess its situation; (v) choose
between alternative courses of action on the basis of retained and incoming
information; and (vi) have goals (p. 89). Kirk argues that if a decider’s acquisi-
tion of incoming perceptual information is “directly active”, then the decider
s phenomenally conscious. Kirk calls a decider with directly active perceptual
information a “decider-plus” and contends that being a decider-plus is necessary
and sufficient for having perceptual phenomenal consciousness. He claims
that his functionalist solution is more tenable than existing alternatives, such
as pure representationalism and higher-order thought theory:

I question Kirk’s objection to the zombie argument. According to Kirk, this
argument entails that qualia are epiphenomenal, and this in his view should
trouble proponents of the zombie argument. If qualia were epiphenomenal,
then “we could not think, talk, or know about the qualities of our experiences”
(p. 44). The problem with Kirk’s objection is the unmotivated assumption that
knowledge of qualia and qualia themselves are distinct. Contrary to what he
thinks, there might be no gap between knowledge of qualia and qualia them-
selves because having knowledge of a certain qualitative state is identical to
being in that state.

Given the impression that the title gives, one might find the structure of the
book slightly unbalanced. Kirk discusses the zombie argument in detail only
in the first part, which constitutes about one quarter of the whole book.
Nevertheless, every chapter of the book provides refreshingly original ideas
and ingenious arguments. In spite of my doubts about certain particulars of
Kirk’s arguments, I can recommend the book to anyone who is interested in
the problem of consciousness.

THE UNIVERSITY OF BIRMINGHAM YUJIN NAGASAWA
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