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authors who had a vast and pervasive influence on Nietzsche during this
time of writing. As a result, Nietzsche may appear to the student or novice
reader – who is, after all, the intended audience – as almost miraculously
original and even prescient with respect to his observations on cognition and
linguistics. If this volume is to provide readers with a backdrop for the
developmental movements of his published writings, then the general
omission of these influences wrongly presents Nietzsche as the icon of the
inspired and isolated genius, an image long ago abandoned.

This volume, in sum, will serve students as a handsome and ably
translated update of the Breazeale edition and will widen the avenue of
inquiry into Nietzsche’s early work. If it stands as their only impression of
Nietzsche’s early writing, it will have inculcated a skewed image of the
philosopher in the ways outlined above. If, however, it inspires the novice to
dig more deeply into the wealth of available materials and to examine the
recent scholarship on the early Nietzsche, then it will have done a significant
service to the field.

Anthony K. Jensen
CUNY/Lehman College

ª 2010, Anthony K. Jensen

Omar W. Nasim: Bertrand Russell and the Edwardian Philosophers:
Constructing the World. Basingstoke, UK: Palgrave Macmillan, 2008, pp.
208. £50.00 (hb.). ISBN 978–0–230–20579–6

Although it is true that Russell changed his philosophical position more
than once, Paul Hager has shown that there is an important continuity in
Russell’s philosophy, because Russell used his method of logical analysis
and construction not only in his early writings, but also in later work. We
are all familiar with the method, because Russell applied it to the problem of
how definite descriptions can be given meaning. The method is developed
within the context of the logicism project: one should not postulate that
there are natural numbers; these numbers are to be constructed by logical
means as classes of equinumerous classes.

Omar Nasim has meticulously shown that Russell’s application of this
method to the problem of the external world is provoked by what he calls
the ‘Edwardian controversy’. During the Edwardian era (the period from
1901 until 1910 generally extended until the start of the First World War),
philosophers in Britain discussed the nature of sensible objects, and how
these objects relate to physical things and the perceiving subject. G. F.
Stout, G. Dawes Hicks, T. P. Nunn, Samuel Alexander, Russell and, to
some extent, G. E. Moore all took part in the discussion. It is especially
Stout’s position that has stimulated Russell to apply his method of logical
construction in this context.

534 BOOK REVIEWS

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
B
y
:
 
[
E
T
H
-
B
i
b
l
i
o
t
h
e
k
]
 
A
t
:
 
1
2
:
5
3
 
1
2
 
J
u
l
y
 
2
0
1
0



G. F. Stout, who had been Russell’s teacher in 1893/4, was strongly
influenced by Brentano in his writings. Brentano’s thesis that all mental acts
are directed to an object internal to the mind, provoked a reaction in his
pupils. Meinong and Twardowski defended the thesis that a distinction
between act, content and object is needed. A similar thesis can be found in
G. F. Stout’s Analytic Psychology, which was published in 1896, and which
was read by Russell as soon as it came out. Russell was familiar with the
threefold distinction, but opposed it. For Russell, there is not a content of
sensation besides the sensation as act and the sense datum, the object of
sensation. How can we know the world of physical objects if all objects of
perception are sense data?

Some of the philosophers involved in the controversy claimed that we
directly perceive and know objects in the external world. This thesis is
rebutted by Stout and Russell: we are not entitled simply to assert that we
have such direct epistemic access to physical objects; rather, we have to
construct these objects from our experience. Stout opposed the atomistic
answer that such objects are constituted by relations of association; besides
association, one is in need of ideal construction, which consists in the
discovery of possibilities relative to a general condition or universal. For
Stout, a presented content is essentially part of a more complex whole (the
object known), which is the result of an ideal construction. The construction
of physical objects and space is explained partly in psychological, partly in
epistemic, and partly in metaphysical terms.

From Russell’s point of view, Stout’s account of the construction of
physical objects by psychological, epistemic and metaphysical means does
not give a philosophical answer to the problem of the external world.
According to Russell, we need a method that is strict and non-psychological:
the method of logical construction can be used to construct physical objects
and space. Psychology is important, but it merely provides the philosopher
with the data from which physical objects are to be constructed. The method
of logical construction makes it possible to derive propositions about
physical objects from propositions about (possible and actual) sense data,
and physical objects may thus be understood as logical constructions from
sense data.

Nasim shows that the way Russell gives a construction of physical space
changed, because Russell wanted to account for the intuitions behind two
incompatible postulates: one being put forward by Stout (‘one and the same
thing cannot have more than one sensible quality at one and the same
place’); the other by Nunn (‘one and the same thing may have many
different and even contrary sensible qualities all in the same place’). Stout
argued that sensible appearances must be mental, because there may be
contrary sensible appearances of the same thing: the water may feel hot for
me, while warm for another. Nunn postulated, though, that the same thing
may have contrary sensible qualities at one and the same place (and time),
and that the objects of sensation can be understood as physical. In The
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Problems of Philosophy, Russell had constructed public, physical space
simply from sense data and their relations to one another in psychological
space. In Our Knowledge of the External World, Russell wanted to account
for the intuitions behind the two postulates. All aspects of a thing must be in
two places: the place where the thing is, and the place where the private
world is, that is, the perspective from which the aspect appears. Because
there is only hotness in that place from this place or perspective, the thing
may be hot for me, while cold for you, and sense data, though private, need
not be mental. We can construct a private space for which Stout’s postulate
holds (space as it was constructed in The Problems of Philosophy), and then
give an account of physical space as a logical construction from different
perspectives or private spaces for which Nunn’s postulate holds.

Nasim makes it clear that Russell is not defending a variant of
phenomenalism. Russell’s logic of relations, especially that of asymmetrical
relations, plays an important role in the construction of physical objects.
Without such relations, one can only obtain the class of sense data at an
instant given to a single observer. A fuller account of the construction of
physical objects and space has to include the notion of a series, as Paul
Hager has shown, and such a series is constituted by its members and an
ordering relation. Such relations are, according to Russell, independent of
the mind, and the world is thus logically constructed out of more than sense
data alone.

Russell’s theory of sense data has been neglected by philosophers since the
attack on the notion of sense datum in the 1950s. Nasim makes it clear,
though, that the value of Russell’s theory is to be found more in the logical
method that is used to construct physical objects from sense data, than in
the account of sense data themselves.

Nasim’s book is an excellent first in the series History of Analytic
Philosophy, edited for Palgrave by Michael Beaney. The book may also be
of importance to those who take an interest in today’s revival of the notion
of sense datum. José Luis Bermúdez’ thesis that the immediate objects of
perception are parts of the facing surfaces of physical objects seems to come
close to the position of Samuel Alexander as described by Nasim: the
sensible object is not mental, but a part of the independent quality of the
physical thing, and can therefore be perceived by more than one person.

Maria van der Schaar
Institute of Philosophy, Leiden University

ª 2010, Maria van der Schaar
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