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A key issue is how far we should accept the conclusions of Johansson et al’s study. b

licegbab nbpebnaeide domiditey /T he

psydobot terature on the feature of voluntary action called ‘agency’ provides a
A grohoad ot et av lbevonm elough
Shnedzhin A groinva/epaina ghocesisphys a
abroonlV eahecbeheons ousKpaceERgE O berd
oraonEbubogpocesshespodehyd chasprdorgaune

goabipbm amndgoess &

D aiV egneanciabpuesppeis et nbgabneregaoee
DL ev s ‘...we are not intrinsically inform esbbuow rabhogp
ahgsim uibuiipddotpace prsfdougindedns

W v hesonsDUsef18) ”. Support for this assertion comes froma
num beoloucsV egnendV' hely(199Gow e dhgbeiparby how ee

pim ey Fereinebvakoug e fm indharéh



hejnedessfopopew hebebem s/ esthgbdbombet

petutedri-ubam ogreoneUsNE CHFO/EDALIVALS
ddondbnBoexam ppdrsvh ‘utilisation behaviour’win &ev d
frm eshibrekEiigEEN m ew hoonsiugiendg
hebrT heyeng ibetrbes hougthedonaipenaany
nerbrom &g/ a0\ houghea @ BBEONEDLE
Percksdparevie/ehdssEpos bhosbrdankhd
atroexan pk3 oxalp dsdyl b, Eaese)}i200%) ol o
fbw ingexam plefpaeiaely Lk $rbdaor
“...w st U soateirgoplancia it OrpUpOSBr &g
dherieit epedthepplanci Theam neskerlv hye

w & eating the apple. He replied “Well...it was there”, “Are you hungry?” “No,
wd abit”, “Have you not just finished eating?” “Yes”, “Is this apple yours?”
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“Because it is here”” (p. 293).
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