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Philosophy of MIND Study Questions – Jan 2009
1.  In a series of papers Ned Block has attempted to define and refine a distinction between access consciousness (A-con) and phenomenal consciousness (P-con).  Explain the motivation for Block's proposed distinction, and assess the main arguments for and against it.

2.  What is internalism in the context of metaethics and moral psychology?  Is there a definition acceptable to all parties to the discussion?  What is the internal/external distinction as regards intentional content?  (Alternatively, what is the distinction between narrow and broad content?)  Is there any interesting connection between internalism in the two contexts?  
3.  What is meant by "narrow content"?  Is there any good reason for supposing that such content exists? What would a positive account of narrow content look like? 

4.  What is Frege's constraint?  What issues does it raise in the context of the ascription of intentional content?
5.  Is perfect blindsight conceptually possible?  That is, could you have all the same functional capacities, such as the ability to make discriminations, exhibit color preferences, answer questions, and act that a normally sighted person has and still lack visual experience?   Or is perfect blindsight just sight?
7.  What is heterophenomenology, and what role is it supposed to play in enabling a scientific theory of consciousness?  Discuss the chief arguments for and against the adoption of heterophenomenology as the methodology of cognitive science as applied to human consciousness.
8.  Describe and compare any two of the following arguments with regard to the problems they raise for identity theories.
 
            (a) The knowledge argument                       (c) The explanatory gap argument

(b) Kripke's modal argument                       (d) The property dualism argument

9.  Could there be such a thing as direct perception?  What significance would it have?
10.  What is the thesis of disjunctivism?  Can it be developed in a substantive way? What are the most serious problems in doing so?

11.  A number of philosophers hold the theory that consciousness is a matter of second order thought or perception.   Discuss critically one such theory. 
12.  One ascribes pain to others on the basis of one’s observation of their behavior.  But whatever basis one has, if any, for ascribing it to oneself, it doesn’t seem to involve anything like the observation of one’s own behavior.  Thus it seems that the first person use and the third person use of “pain” are radically different, and if meaning is use, so are the associated meanings.  If so, can one even frame the hypothesis that another person might feel pain in the same sense in which one does oneself?
