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14 

Mind/Environment* 

I suppose the question is, at any given moment in human life, and espe
cially for people who are engaged in applied behavioral science in some 
form or other, the helping trades-the question is: "What's happening?" 
Well, you have certain data. But suppose you are from Mars and you're 
looking into this room. You saw Harley [Shands] make a little talk at the 
beginning; and then you saw that probably the oldest, or nearly the old
est, man in the room got up. You may have seen that a chair was put 
here, sort of ready for him, to make it informal. You will observe, of 
course, first of all, that everybody is sitting on the floor, that is, that 
they're under gravity determination, and that there are a number of 
other physicochemical determinants of what's happening. And all of 
this is part of the answer to the question "What's happening?" 

And so you are concerned with acting upon human behavior in 
some way, in terms of your knowledge of what's going on. And this can 
only be done with safety or wisdom if you have a pretty wide scope of 
knowledge of all the possible factors and dimensions necessary to 
understand what's going on. One of these will be gravity, impact, the 
ordinary physicochemical stuff, and I'm not going to talk about that 
because I'm not that sort of a scientist, and if I were engaged in manipu
lations of human behavior, I wouldn't worry much about gravity-I'd 
sort of take it as a given. Perhaps incorrectly. 

So, all right, we've separated off one whole category of 
determinants-those due to physical force and impact. Now, this leaves 
a second world of explanation with again many subdivisions in it. This is 
the world of explanation in which a "cause" -I use the word in quotes
is, in general, a difference. A simple sort of case is an amoeba. If you 
don't give him any dinner he starts to get active. He starts to locomote 

*This lecture was delivered to the Department of Psychiatry Grand Rounds, Roosevelt 
Hospital, New York, in 1969, and is reprinted, with editorial changes, from Social Change, no. 1 
(1973), by permission of Gordon and Breach Science Publishers, Inc. 
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more than he would have. That is, you get a situation which contrasts 
very deeply with the matter of forces and impacts, in that the energy 
expenditure of the amoeba is, over a considerable range of circum
stance, an inverse function of the energy input. If you don't give him 
dinner, he starts to locomote. And if you look around the world, you'll 
find that there are a great many cases in which things go backwards in 
this sort of way. In plants, growth is an inverse function of photosynthe
sis. So that if you've got a stem of a plant, a soft stem that is not too 
woody-and the light is falling on one side-it will grow more rapidly 
along the other side, away from the light, and this will bend the whole 
thing over toward the light. It grows faster on the side away-the plant's 
equivalent of the amoeba's movement-again depending on an inverse 
fuoc~n. I 

In such a world, difference makes a difference, difference being 
quite a different thing from force or impact. We are out of the world of 
the hard sciences into the world in which difference becomes determina
tive. Now difference is very interesting, because-if I ask you to locate a 
difference, you will find that you cannot do so, because obviously it is not 
in this, it is not in that, it is not in the space between, and it's not in the 
time between. Differences can be spread over time, of course. 

A difference is an elementary idea. It is of the stuff of which minds 
are made. It's not something in the realm of the hard sciences. And the 
moment you set up your hard science circuits in such a way as that differ
ence will make a difference, then the thing you have created-it may be 
out of hardware, it may be out of God knows what-the thing which you 
have created begins to show characteristics of mind. It operates with 
ideas. 

So, in addition to the world of the hard sciences, we have the world 
of mind. There are all sorts of more complicated things, you know. 
There is the world of mind which tries to deny the reality of mind. A 
large part of our scientific culture tries to do this. And when you want to 
try to understand why scientists do what they do, especially biologists, 
one of the things you have to allow for is that they·are trying to deny the 
reality of mind in a world which has mind. And this leads to certain mal
adaptations in their functi9ning. 

We've now defined a world of mind. There are various directions in 
which we can go from that point. One of the rather interesting directions 
is the pdint of overlap between these two sorts of explanation. Among the . 
interesting ones is one they call synaptic summation (Fig. 1), where typically 
you have neurons A and B, and they both impact upon neuron C. The fir
ing of A is insufficient to trigger C, B is insufficient to trigger C; the firing 



Synaptic summation 
(hard-science language) 

Fig. I 

or 
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AB 

Logical product 
(mind language) 

Fig. 2 

of A and B combined, if within a sufficiently small number of microsec
onds, triggers C. And this, i~terestingly enough, is called "summation" 
by the hard sciences. And if you're talking hard science, perhaps that's 
the right word for it. But if we are talking the language of mind, then we 
are not dealing with a case of summation, we are dealing with a case of a 
logical product. Imagine a diagram (Fig. 2) in which we have all the possi
ble firings of A, and all the possible firings of B. In this group, we have 
the case where both A and B fired and in fact the functions of the firings 
of A are to break the functions of B into two classes-those firings of B 
which are accompanied by A and those firings of B which are not 
accompanied by A, and vice versa for the other way around. We are deal
ing here with a question of a logical product, not something in the hard 
sciences. It's something in the world of logic, in the world of mind. 
When you're talking ,about synaptic summation, you are in fact talking 
about a classical instance in which on the one hand it is possi"Qle to use 
hard~science language and say summation, and on the other it's possible 
to use mentalist language and say logical product. And there are various 
other sorts of classical meeting points where you can think one way or 
the· other. 

But which way you want to think matters. One of the main patholo-" 
gies of psychological and psychiatric thinking is that these two ways of 
explanation are continually being crisscrossed, mixed up, and confused. 
We then get a whole economics of psychic energy in Freudian psycholo
gy and a whole mess of nonsense recurring over and over again in psy
chology, because people will think that the hard-science world should 
somehow be a part of the mental world, in which there are nothing but 
mental phenomena. There ar~o things, coconut palms, bits of chalk, 
or what have you in these circuits, you know. There are only complex 
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Steam engine 
governor 

Fig. 3 

transforms of differences which we pick out of the things or the coconut 
palms or whatever. 

·All right. I don't want to spend too much time on thaf one. But it has 
to be said and it has to be said over and over again, because if people 
don't hear that, then they don't hear anything else. 

Remember I mentioned that if you are going to operate by differ
ence, it becomes exceedingly easy to use the difference in either direction. 
All you have to do is to use the fact of difference to trigger an energy 
generation, and which way the difference triggers the trigger is largely 
an arbitrary matter. It therefore becomes quite easy to make the energy 
expenditure the recipient of the difference, which is your input. You can 
make a positive input inhibitory or excitatory. The steam engine with a 
governor (Fig. 3) can be so connected that the closer the balls fall to the 
shaft, which is rotating, the greater the fuel supply, in which case you'll 
get a self-corrective system; or you can have it the other way around-the 
closer the balls fall, the less the fuel supply, and conversely the further 
they fly apart, the greater the fuel supply. Your system will then have a 
middle point, and if it's on the upper side of that middle point, it will 
run away in the direction of greater and greater activity, or below that 
middle point it will subside toward less and less and become stationary. 

Now, this means that what we're talking about is not merely differ
ence, but difference in circuit, the energy provision for the next step in 
the circuit always being provided by that next step. The difference itself 
does not provide the energy, it only triggers the expenditure of the energy. 
We talk then about differences and transforms of difference. Obviously a 
neural impulse is a very different sort of a thing from a difference in 
light or a difference in temperature, which is what triggers the end 
organ. When such differences are transformed in successive ways 
through the system, mind becomes a very complex network of pathways, 
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some of them neural, some of them hormonal, some of them of other 
kinds, along which difference can be propagated and transformed. 

When you've said that, you can then start asking, "Well, if you 
couldn't locate a difference, can you locate a mind?" This becomes a 
rather peculiar operation, because if you are going to understand things 
and build explanatory systems, especially mental explanatory systems, 
you will want to have within the system you're talking about pathways that 
are relevant to that system. That is, if you want to account for the route 
followed by a blind man, you will need to include the blind man's stick as 
a part of the determinant of his locomotion. So, if mind is a system of 
pathways along which transforms of difference can be transmitted, mind 
obviously does not stop with the skin. It is also all the pathways outside 
the skin relevant to the phenomenon that you want to account for. 

Nor does the mind stop with those pathways whose events are some
how reported in consciousness, whatever that means. You must also 
include the underpinnings of the conscious mind, the "unconscious," 
down to the hormones as part of the network of pathways along which 
transforms of difference can be transmitted. 

And clearly, action must be included in this, too. If you consider a 
man felling a tree with an ax, from one stroke of the ax to the next, the 
behavior of th~ ax, looked at by our Martian, is self-corrective in regard 
to the cut face of the tree trunk. The actual channels, which you would 
have to map out to understand a man cutting down a tree with an ax (it 
doesn't matter where you start-it can start with the face of the tree), 
would include \differences in the cut face of the tree, differences in light 
waves reaching the eye, differences in the behavior of the end organ 
and showers of impulse in the optic nerve, differences transmitted over 
very complex networks, going out to differences transmitted to muscles, 
to differences in the movement of the ax, to differences in the next cut 
in the face of the tree. The "mental" system involved in cutting a tree is 
not a mind in a man who cuts a tree but a mind which includes differ
ences in other characteristics in the tree, the behavior of the ax, and so 
on, all around a circuit which in essence is a completed circuit. 

Now notice that most of the way we usually talk is quite out of step 
with the way I have just been talking. We say, "I cut down the tree." What 
that means is quite obscure in terms of the way I have been talking, in 
which the tree was part of the mind which cut it down. Not quite
because as already mentioned, at the beginning, we distinguished be
tween hard-science talk and communicational talk. The world of informa
tion and the world of hard science are different worlds, and as Kant 
pointed out a very long time ago, the "thing in itself," the tree, the ax, can 
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never enter into the communicational world of explanation. All that can 
enter are differences in tree face, differences in ax behavior, etc. 

There are, of course, an infinite number of differences contained in 
this very generous piece of chalk here. If you want to make a total descrip
tion of this piece of chalk, you would have to mention an infinite number 
of circumstances, map it onto three dimensions under a microscope or 
what have you. At a certain point you'll break down. Only selected differ
ences of this piece of chalk become what we call information, and enter 
into the circuit under transformation, because the differences between 
the chalk faces are not differet:lces between chalk faces when they get 
through my retinal end organ or tactile information-they have become 
differences in neural showers, etc., etc. The thing-in-itself never enters
only selected differences within the system that we're talking about do. 

Now, not only do differences exist in circuits, they also exist in con
texts, for, in the whole communicational world, nothing means anything 
except in the presenc~f other things. That is, a given phoneme, the 
sound of the letter "p," is totally meaningless except as part of, say, the 
word "perhaps"; but the word "perhaps" is totally meaningless except as 
part of a sentence, such as, "Perhaps it's a piece of soap." But the sen
tence, "Perhaps it's a piece of soap," is totally meaningless unless one 
knows the general setting in which it's said. In fact, it might be said on a 
stage and would mean something totally different from when it's said in 
a bathroom; and it was here said, I may say, as an example of a sentence 
which certainly meant nothing about soap. Perhaps. Its context was 
framed in such a way that you were not led to take a literal meaning out 
of the sentence, "Perhaps it's a piece of soap." 

Now this is exceedingly important, because the ability to do that, to 
pull chunks of .communicational material out of context into a frame of 
play, imagination, example, illustration, what have you, is an incredibly 
important part of human mental activity. It is the world · of play, fantasy, 
etc. And the ability to not quite know, or to pretend you don't quite 
know when you've done this is, of course, one of the things we .call 
schizophrenia. 

Now, context is a hierarchically structured business. That is, the 
phoneme "p" is in the context of the word "perhaps," "perhaps" is in the 
context of the sentence, the sentence is in the context of the bathrobm 
or the lecture podium or something, and so on. 

We are endlessly dealing with this sort of a business. We have two per
sons. In order for B to understand A and for A to understand B, it's 
almost continuously necessary for them to put frames on this context. 
Take this behavorial chunk here (see Fig. 4)-A will almost inevitably see 



al 

I 
weakness 

I 
command 

A chunk of behavior 

(A uses B's behavior to 
account for his own 
chunk of behavior.) 

Fig. 4 

b 

I 
helping act 

I 
obedience 

Fig. 5 
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a2 

I 
acceptance of that 

I 
positive reinforcement 

his behavior as something happening in a ~hunk like that. And he will 
say that he did this because B did this, or that he did this in order to 
make B do that, and so forth. 

We frame up our behavior into various sorts of sequential chunks. 
And we give various sorts of names to these chunks, usually giving the 
names sort of crooked. That is, we may say that A is very "dependent." 
What we mean by saying "A is dependent" is simply that there are 
chunks of interchange between A and B which have a certain formal 
characteristic (see Fig. 5). A is dependent on B-where a1 is an indica
tion of "weakness," b is a "helping act," and a2 is an "acceptance" of that. 
And if A is able to see this ongoing stream as rather often containing 
patterns of that kmd, he will think he is dependent on B. B may not 
think so at all, because it's up to the individual, after all-and culture, 
conventions, etc., various sorts of overdetermination-to see things his 
way. SoB may very well say that a1 was really a command, b was an act of 
obedience, and a2 was a positive reinforcement. And B may very well say 
that A is "dominant," where A has been thinking that he was "depen-
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dent." 
So the difference between "dependency" and "dominance" is how 

you read structure into a sequence-what sort of contextual frames you 
slide over the sequences to make sense of them for yourself. What the 
observer may think will be something else again;- < 

Now I want you to notice these words like "dependency," "domi
nance," "spectatorship," "suffering," "passive-aggressive'' -and a number 
of other descriptive terms that you habitually use about individuals. If you 
really want to say what you mean by them-which I think most psychia
trists don't really want to do-you will find you have to spell out contexts of 
interchange between persons in order to define their meaning. That is, 
there is not something called dependency which is inside people and 
which makes them dependent. There is a regularity in their external 
behavior vis-a-vis other persons, mvolving the behavior of other persons
because if other persons don't play, it doesn't work out right. This is actu
ally what we mean by these "psychological words." For example, we say, 
"What do you mean by 'fatalism'?" Now the easy way to a'OSwer that ques
tion is to say, "I mean the sort of thing that an organism would learn, 
would acquire, if he were subjected to learning contexts of a certain 
kind." That is, if he were subjected, let us say, to Pavlovian contexts, where 
we have a conditioned stimulus, a response, and ali unconditioned _stimu
lus-i.e., a buzzer, salivation, and meat powder. The two stimuli are firmly 
connected by a time, which is usually fixed in the experiments. 

Now if you learn that your universe is made up of strings of that-kind, 
so to speak, you would then become a Pavlovian dog, and you would 
expect the universe to be made up of strings of that kind; and that uni
verse is one in which you can't do anything to make things happen, but 
you can reasonably look at the stars in order to predict what~s going to 
be happening so that you can be ready with your saliva when it happens. 
Now, astrology would be a perfectly good science in such a universe. But 
you might avoid engineering, and you might avoid the whole philosophy 
of manipulation. In a certain sense, you would be a fatalist. (There .are 
other sorts of fatalism, of course.) This gives you a way of making a fairly 
precise form of words for what you mean by something like "fatalism"; 
equally, "dependency," "dominance," "suffering," etc. 

Now the very interesting thing is-and here we come to the question 
about the unconscious-if you are subjected to contexts of learning (and 
we are all continually subjected to contexts of learning because all con
texts are contexts of learning, more or less), you will tend not to r-esolve 
those aspects of a problem which have been solved once already. This 
means that in any problem that you .encounter in the world, there are 
going to be some items which are· more or less unique: in this lecture 
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hall, the podium is so much above the audience and so far from them, 
and that's unique to this lecture hall, but in other lecture halls it's a lit
tle different. On the other hand, there are a great many things in com
mon between this lecture room and other lecture rooms which I don't 
have to make special allowance for when I lecture in this room as 
opposed to the others. 

What is unique from context to context is going to have to be dealt 
with; what is general from context to context can be handed over to 
what for a moment we will call "habit." Now it so happens that it is the 
more abstract features of the situation which tend to be more generally 
true; the more finely detailed things vary from instance to instance. We 
then get the rather curious phenomenon that the reasonably lazy mind 
will economize by sinking the more abstract characteristics of situations 
to essentially lower levels which are in general less conscious. So that 
when your patient comes into the therapy room with a more or less 
ready-built transference, he repeats what he has in fact done in child
hood. He has sunk a number of rules for handling personal relation
ships which he learned in dealing with his parents and siblings, and 
when he comes into your consulting room, he operates in terms of that 
sunken material. This is more abstract than whether the person he is 
addressing has a beard or hasn't got a beard; he adjusts to all the fine 
detail, and acts in an overall pattern derived from childhood. And what 
we get is a complex system of rather highly abstract generality, which it is 

, exceedingly difficult for us to alter. " 
The difficulty in altering these generalizations arises because it isn't 

at all easy to test them. The Pavlovian dog believes that the universe is 
made of sequences, and that the conditioned stimulus and the uncondi
tioned stimulus are fixed by a time interval. The only way of testing that, 
you see, is to act as though he could influence the events. But this is pre
cisely what he's learned not to do. And if he doesn't interfere, then he 
will in fact perceive a universe in which these regularities are reasonably 
true, and the whole thing becomes a self-fulfilling proposition. 

This goes for almost all generalizations at the level that we're talking 
about-generalizations about dependency and other more abstract pat
terns of human relationships. And in a sense, the art of being a psycho
analyst is to construct situations, which you could . not do in the outside 
world, in which the patient will in fact discover that his generalizations 
about relationship are not true. The outside world in general does not 
provide him with such situations, which are crucial tests of his general
izations. He sees a world which looks as if it verified the way he "uncon
sciously" believes it to be. 

At the moment, I'm specifically interested in social systems that have -
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these characteristics, and how these conceivably can be correc;ted. The 
moment you have these habit-forming characteristics, which are not 
confined to individual organisms-ecosystems do it, cities do it-you 
have what the computer people call "hard programming": a certain 
characteristic ofthe behavior of the system is so deeply built into the sys
tem that it affects almost everything the system does, and nothing short 
of very violent change will change that deep programming. This is the 
problem of psychotherapy, after all-how are you going to change the 
deeply programmed material. This is one of the things I'm very interested 
in at present. 

I am also very much interested in the problem of how an entity of 
this general kind can recognize another entity of this general kind. And I 
strongly suspect that this is where aesthetics is going to link up with sys
tems theory. When you see a primrose on the river's brim, what do you 
actually see? The quote is, "A primrose by a river's brim, a yellow prim
rose was to him, and it was nothing m~e." On the other hand, if you see 
a primrose and it is something more, aesthetically, then I suspect that the 
primrose contains formal characteristics of symmetry, imp-erfect symme
try, complex interwoven patterning, and so forth, which indicate that the 
primrose itself is a mentally governed piece of morphogenesis, and that 
the aesthetic thing is a recognition of that, for better or worse, for beauty 
or ugliness. This is one of the matters I'm now rather interested in. 

Question: It seems that you are applying science to psychoanalysis 
rather than applying psychoanalysis to science . ... 

Bateson: In a sense, I'm seeking to apply systems theory to the known 
body of knowledge of which, for example, psychoanalysis is a piece, in 
order to get a platform on which science can be built. I mean, we've got 
an awful lot of pieces, you see, and very little core knowledge. 

There are also questions of method. One of the characteristic meth
ods which you have been taught is that science consists in collecting 
some facts, whatever they are, making a hypothesis, making then a pre
diction from the hypothesis, and taking that prediction back to the facts. 
I would maintain that this is mostly nonsense. And it is nonsense of a par
ticular kind, namely that kind which Moliere has stigmatized as the cre
ation of dormitive principks. 

Let's say the problem is a Ph.D. examination in which the learned 
doctors ask the candidate, ''Why does opium put .people to sleep?" And 
the candidate, in dreadful Latin, replies, "Because, learned doctors, it 
contains a dormitive principle," whereupon they all cheer and say, ~How 
right he is." Now about three-quarters of all the hypotheses in the behav
ioral sciences are fundamentally dormitive principles. "Anxiety" is a dor-
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rnitive principle. "Emotion" is a dorrnitive word. It's just like "anxiety." 
We were talking about the "sinking" of generalizations about rela

tionships to rather lower levels of consciousness, and somewhere down 
there meeting with genotypic determinations of propositions about rela
tionships. The computing of such rnatters-"Do you love me?," "Am I 
dependent on you?," and so forth-is in general an unconscious busi
ness, or partly unconscious in the sense that when you are working in 
accord with your computations and everything is working out nicely, you 
have certain somatic, visceral "feelings" about it. And when frustrated in 
these pnconscious computations, you have o!her visceral feelings about 
it. Now these visceral feelings are, I think, what peopl~ mean by erno- V 
tions. It's fairly clear, as I've said, that most of psychiatry-interview psy
chiatry anyway-is concerned with straightening people out at these 
levels, which is only another way of saying straightening them out at the 
level . of their emotional computations, their computations about rela
tions, not about what I do, but about what I do in a relationship. 

Of course it's very difficult to talk about this stuff in a civilization 
which is, oh, at least seventy percent insane in its major premises about 
the nature of man and the nature of relationships. One of the interest
ing insanities is the notion which really carne to a head in the nine
teenth century \luring the Industrial Revolution, which was helped 
along by Darwin and other persons, namely that the unit of survival is 
either an individual or family line or a species or subspecies or some
thing of the kind. Now, in terms of that premise, we have been building 
machines and fighting the environment. We have now achieved, I hope, 
empirical proof that that premise won't do any longer; in fact, the unit 
of survival is organism in environment, and not organism versus environ
ment. 

The question of whether it's you versus me, or you and me as part of 
something which includes us both, is, of course, right at the base of why 
you might ,think I was out to do you in, and why you might be right, 
because, after all, I am a member of this culture. 

QJ.lestion: How "dorrnitive" is the term "schizophrenia"? 

Bateson: Well, a great many people use that term dorrnitively. That is, 
they talk as though there were something inside my skin which made me 
talk funny, you know. On the other hand, talking about schizophrenia in 
this way has sort of focused attention on some behavioral characteristics 
which I've paid a good deal of attention to-not supposing that there is 
a something called schizophrenia inside these patients which makes 
them do this. In fact, my main question has been, how is schizophrenia 
related to such things as humor, religion, poetry-obviously something 
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bigger, a genus or family of behaviors which are all somehow related 
formally. This seems to me a nondormitive way of approaching iL Does 
that answer your question? I mean, obviously the word "schizophrenia," 
as used in law courts and such places, is being used mainly in a dormitive 
sense. And then you get the use of the term by the geneticists, who 
believe that the solution to all problems is to find a gene which will serve 
as a dormitive principle. Now geneticists are beginning to discover , that 
genetics isn't quite like that .... 

Q!testion: Could you compare your use of the word "unconscious" 
with other abstractions you've talked about? 

Bateson: Let us suppose I am under hypnosis, and a suggestion has 
been given, of which I may or may not be aware, that my hand is to rise. 
My hand starts to rise and I am not conscious of the complete context in 
which that hand is rising because I didn't catch the stimulus (the-sugges
tion) when it was given to me. And I'm not conscious of "raising my ' 
hand." From where I sit, it is rising. But I'm fully conscious of the hand 
rising. I can see that, and the hypnotist knows it. I know it and he kno~ 
it. We can agree on that. Now, in my terms, I'm "unconscious" of those 
pieces of information which I cannot put my finger on, so to s"Peak. · 

I cannot give any reasonable report of what Harley looks like to me~ 
The amount of material in the visual images is so much greater and in 
general not of a kind which translates easily into words .. I cannot report 
this, but I am pretty conscious of what he looks like to me. What he rt~lly 
looks like-that may be different. Of course, I'm totally unconscious of 
the process by which I make the image of Harley. That image is then~ 
and I can "look at it," but how I made it and the whole business of . 
putting perspective into it-all that is a mental process to which I have 
no access whatSoever, as far as I know, and no amount of talking on a 
couch backwards is going to help me to say how I make these perspective 
images. 

Q!testion: No matter how complicated is the process of arriving at an 
image of me, you're quite clear that it's not the image of somebody else. · 

Bateson: Oh yes. That's a very long way from being able to verbalize the 
image of you. I have been talking about using a word like "unconscious," 
which has nothing to do with the tw~person system, at least as it was being 
used psychologically. Of course, originally the word is con-scious, meaning 
knowledge which is shared. But I accepted the invitation to use the word 
. "unconscious" in a more or less Freudian sense as precisely that knowledge 
which is not shared by the self. And I have been talking at the level of dia- . 
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grams of interpersonal relations. I've tried, I think, never to talk about 
arcs of circuits which are incomplete. Now, in general, if you want to talk 
about arcs of circuits which are complete, the best place to look for them 
is in two-person systems, where you may look to see what happens 
between the two persons. But there aren't many arcs which are complete 
within the individual. 

Question: The whole conception of unconscious, or unconscious 
mind, has relevance only in the social context of people who accept that 
notion. 

Bateson: I'm not content there, though. The probleJ;O isn't where it 
was in, say, 1880, when the problem was the existence of unconscious 
mental processes. In 1969, the problem is, what in heck is consciousness, 
since unconscious mental process presents no new mystery as such. We 
don't know much about it, but that it should be unconscious is not mys
terious. The mystery is what we call conscious. 

-
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