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ABSTRACT
Sense perception is certainly a sensible way in which we relate to the world, but thought tends to occur unconsciously. While some thinkers
argue for the certainty of some mental states, others think that these mental states cannot provide sure foundations for certain interpretations
of mental states which belong to other individuals. Consequently, it has been argued that due to the nature of the problem of consciousness,
results obtained from empirical tests tend to lack the capacity to provide intrinsic road maps for future studies and understanding of
consciousness. While adopting the traditional reconstructive methods of critical analysis in philosophy, the study analysed various attempts ~
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made towards developing test measures and theories aimed at providing operational definitions and a direction towards the understanding of
the study of consciousness. Most tests and theories studied were identified as capable of providing ample evidence for the proof of
consciousness in certain living and non-living organisms. Some flaws in these tests however, made taudable efforts in the study of
consciousness amount to near nothing, thereby condemning thinkers to endless debates. The study recommends that thinkers of the 21"
century resolve to adopting synthetic and pluralistic approaches in the formulation of theories as the road to future progress in the study of
consciousness.

Key Words: Consciousness, Empirical, Mental States, Pluralistic, Synthetic, Theories.

L INTRODUCTION

Some theorists (Chalmers, 1997; Negel, 1974) uphold that sense perception is a conscious way in which individuals relate to the world while
thought tends to occur unconsciously. The mind with all its functioning (in its thinking process) seems to be a different kiﬁgﬂ;of mental activity
from consciousness. It is as if there is a subjective state occurring when one deliberates, it is as if there is sqrhething'it is like to deliberate or
produce a thought which one can be aware of. But when someone steps on another’s hand for |nstange e? feel pain. This is because there is
something that it is like to be in pain since such experience has been had by, at least someone #ise before. On the other hand, there is
something it is like to eat a plat of chocolate cake. Furthermore, onecan tell the differésice between. bemg in pain and eating a plate of
chocolate cake; the second is pleasurable while the first is not.

The whole idea seems pleasurable when it's applied to oneself and the expenengze%of thelr thoughts, deliberations and perceptions.
However, the whole scenario becomes problematic when we try to claim consciousness for someone ;other than our selves. One might know
what pain feels like when they are stepped on by mistake. They may also know what a god sensa&ﬁgn is like when they eat a plate of chocolate
cake. The question however is; what bearing do these personal experiences have:or an lndjylduai? Perhaps one can never tell. An individual
may have the sensation of eating chocolate cake when he is stepped on or tt%ey mg@g,perhaps feel pain and wince when they eat a plate of
cake. The real question here is “can anyone from the first person perspective, knew about someone else’s consciousness? Science can explain
how the brain works but it cannot account for or explain, how individuals feels accurately at one point in time. If and when we treat other
people as if we are certain about their consciousness or conscious state,we will be making misguided assumptions.

A renowned researcher who had written extensively in the area.of conscnousness is expected to know a lot about consciousness and how it
relates with other people. But the truth is, all the knowledge ‘about congagusness may never really arm us with the knowledge about what is
going on inside the head of the researcher nor can he claim ta know what is inside the mind of the other persons. This dilemma in philosophy is
generally known as the problem of other minds (Chaﬁgnars, 199§7) That one has the knowledge of what is going on in his mind is no premise
from where such persons can claim to know or have any proper way- ‘f having access to the activities in the mind of others. The truth therefore
is; we may never know for sure whether the people i in questior; ‘have minds or not.

Some studies (Chalmers, 1997) have advancéa threé steps towards the direction of ascertaining the conscious states of individuals. The first
person-subjective experience for Chalmers haszeen conceived as the starting point for determining who has consciousness. (| can observe my
own consciousness) as captured in the thoughts f.Rene Descartes, Corgito ergo sum”| think therefore | am”. Here an individual can observe
their own awareness. The second pefson ope different from myself, is able verify that you are conscious by the applications and adoption of
the same processes which aided other persons own confirmation. The hard and third step is the point where individuals can only assume that
theyare conscious. This is becauge they§cannot know for certain that the other person is. When we make assumptions that other people are
conscious, we do so based on lndlrecf eVidence: the fact that human beings have many things in common, our brains and evolutionary
processes for instan our’@NA pat‘tprn etc, are all remarkably the same. With so much in common, why not have a consciousness that is
common to all as wéit

This study therefore isa crltlcal analysis of studies and attempts to capture the meaning and essence of consciousness among individuals,
animals, and inanimate ob)eets with the view to ascertaining how this reality influence the weltbeing and development of the individual in his
envnronment The study also considered critically, certain step (tests) and theories which have been taken and proposed in the past to test or
ascertam ;he degree of consciousness in animate and inanimate beings.

2. BAC!@%@%NQ TOTHE STUDY AND THE NATURE OF CONSCIOUSNESS

Explaining the true nature of consciousness for thinkers toady is one of the most important and perplexing areas of philosophy. Consciousness
is a subject of much research in philosophy of mind, psychology, neuroscience, cognitive science, cognitive neuroscience and artificial
intelligence. There are broadly two competing school of thought in the philosophy of mind which have done extensive study towards
understanding the nature of consciousness. These two schools of thought are captured in the dualist and the materialist theories propounded
by them. Studies (Butler, 1863; Shieber, 2004) conducted by both schoals of thought tend to raise more questions than answers. Questions in
this class include: Is there a relationship between consciousness and science? What are the neutral correlates of consciousness? To what extent
is the human mind different from that of the animal? Can any machine, given the right programming, become conscious? (Marcus, 2002).
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The history of Western philosophy contains a rich collection of literature which goes back to the time of ancient philosophers on subjects
such as the human nature, the soul and the mind. Sophisticated works on the nature of consciousness have been found in the works of
Aristotle, (Caston, 2002:715-815). The works of Rene Descartes in the early modern era however, placed the subject of consciousness and the
relationship it has with the mind and the body on the centre stage. For Descartes, he argued that the mind was a nonphysical substance
different from the body. He also did not believe that conscious mental states also exists (Descartes, 2008). G. W. Leibniz was also known to
have believed in the immaterial nature of mental substances which he called “monads”. He more importantly tried to distinguish between
perception and apperception, that is {outer-directed consciousness and self-consciousness) Gennaro {1999).

The most important and detailed theory of mind is associated with the works of iImmanuel Kant. His main work: A Critique to Pure Reason
captures to a large extent, his studies on the nature of consciousness and the mind body relationship. Kant had thought that“an adequate
account of phenomenal consciousness involved far more than what his predecessors were willing to accept regarding the nature of
consciousness. He believed that there were mental states which were presupposed in the conscious experience. Consequently, Kant presented
an elaborate theory to capture what these structures are. These positions correlated with the claims of Leibniz who saw the need to postulate
the existence of unconscious mental states and mechanisms in order to provide an adequate theory of mind(Kicher, 1990; Brook, 1994).

Apart from the attacks and banishment which the study of consciousness suffered in the hands of behaviouralists psychologist (Skinner,
1953), others from psychology were known to be deeply interested with the study of consciousness and the various methods proposed for
investigating it and how it affects the mind. Other notable thinkers whose works had advanced studies on this'subject include: Edmund Husserl,
Martin Heidegger and the works of Sigmund Freud. The works of Freud brought about the near unlver§a| acgeptance of the existence of
unconscious mental start and processes. :

Let us note that the few names mentions above did not have much scientific knowledge, about the workings of the brain in detail. The
advancement we now have today is attributed to the recent studies in neuropsychology. We have reasof to believe that present researchers in
this area are partly responsible for the unprecedented interdisciplinary advances made it the *azkeas of consciousness since the 1980’s.
Consequently, several journals have been devoted to its study for example: Consciousness and Cognmon Journal of Consciousness Studies, and
Psyche. There is also an entire book series dedicated to the study of conscmusn@;, Advances in Consc:ousness Research, published by John
Benjamins. Others who have notable works in small introductory text include; {Klm §996 Gennaro 1996b; Block et al., 1997; Seager, 1999;
Chalmers, 2002), to mention but a few. .

3. CONCEPTUAL ANALYSIS OF THE SUBIECT OF CORNG €"iOU5§\IESS
Consciousness have been defined in various ways; first as a SubjECtIVE .experience, as an awareness, the ability to experience “feelings”,
wakefulness, the understanding of the concept “self”, or the executﬁiggp ntrol system of the mind (Fathering, 1992). It is also an umbrella term
that may also refer to a verity of mental phenomena. (Vaﬁ“ Guluck 2004} Although human beings realize what every day experiences are,
consciousness refuses to be defined. Consequently, Searle (2005) r%gde the ggowing deductions:

B b

onstious.
ollective identity, including the attitudes, beliefs, and sensitivities held by or considered

1. Consciousness is a state or condition of beiné

2. Consciousness is a sense of one’s persong} o
characteristic of an individual group. f

3. Aspecial kind of awareness or sensnttvzty,///;iass consciousness, race consciousness

4. The kind of alertness or congérn f@r a partlcular issue or situation: a movement aimd at raising the general public’s consciousness of
social injustice.

3.1. The Oxford Compamon to the Body (Oxford Compamon 2000) captures the twentieth-century British Psychologist; Stuart Sutherland who
once defined conscnousness A5t
.a fascmatmg but elusive phenomenon it is impossible to specify what it is, what it does, or why it evolved. Nothing worth reading has been
wrltte%&abou% Cofisetousness is indeed hard to define, but most people have an intuitive idea about what it is. It encompasses two different
concepts; the noggan of‘a:sélf and the feeling of which the self is aware, especially qualia — our raw sensory experience.
3.2. Britannica:Concise Encyclopaedia (Britannica 2004) captures consciousness as:
The quality or sgate of being aware, as applied to the lower animals consciousness refers to the capacity for sensation and usuaHy volition. ln

an awareness that one is aware. The term also broadly refers to the upper level of mental life of which the person is aware, as contrasted wnth
unconscious processes. Levels of consciousness (e.g., attention vs sleep) are correlated with patterns of electrical activities in the brain (brain
waves).

3.3. The Home Library Health Psychoanalysis Dictionary (HLP Dictionary, 2004).Records shows that this dictionary, in an attempt to define
consciousness, made great defence to most of Freud’s ideas (Freud, 1900a) where he made the following remarks:

In psychology, consciousness is the subjects of immediate apprehension of mental activity. Although Freud thought that conscious processes

are “the same as the consciousness of the philosopher and of every day opinion” and “a fact without parallel, which defiles all explanation or
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description” He argued that they could not be considered the “essence” of mental life. Rather consciousness has a fugitive quality and does not
“form unbroken sequences which are complete in themselves” {p. 157). “The physical, whatever its nature may be, is in itself unconscious and
probably similar in kind to all other natural processes of which we have obtained knowledge” (p. 283) Freud however still stressed that
consciousness still plays an important role, indeed it is “the one light which illuminates our path and leads us through the darkness of mental
life” (p. 286).

The work of the psychoanalysis, as Freud saw it is “translating unconscious processes into conscious ones and thus filling in the gaps in
conscious perception” (HLP Dictionary, 2004:286). Consciousness from this perspective is the qualitative perception of information arising both
from the external world and from the internal world: an external world that is unknowable to itself and to which we have access only via
subjective elements collected by our sense organs and an internal world that consists of unconscious mental processes and what we are aware
of solely through sensations of pressure / displeasure and revived memories. in Freud’s own wards, “A person’ own body, and.above its.entire
surface, is a place from which both external and internal perceptions may spring. (HLP Dictionary, 2004:25).

4. PHILOSOPHIC AND SCENTIFIC APPROACHES TO CONSCIOUSNESS
The hard problem of consciousness formulated by Chalmers in 1996 deals with the issue of how to explain a state of phenomenal
information in our mind is accessible for verbal report, reasonlng and the control of behaviour. So whe#iiwe perceive, information about what
we perceive is often access conscious, when we remember information about the past, such as somethingleagnt in'the past, it is often access
conscious. In Chalmers’ opinion, access consciousness is less mysterious than phenomenal cohscuousness Thisis why it is believed to pose one
of the easy problems of consciousness. s

Phenomenal Consciousness on the other hand is simply the consciousness assoaate&wlﬁ*n experlence (Block 2004). It is moving, coloured
forms, sound, sensations, emotions and feelings with our bodies and responses at the centre These experiences considered independently of
any impact on behaviour are called Qualia. The hard problem of consciousness as formulated by l)avnd Chalmers in 1966 deals with the issue of
“how to explam a state of phenomenal consciousness in terms of its neurologlcal ba5|s (Denné s ?004 :375).

Immanuel Kant all vary. Descartes and Malebranche for instance agreed that human bemgs where composed malnly of two elements: Body
and Mind and that conscious experlence re5|ded in the latter. David Hume and Immanuel Kant also differed from Descartes in that they
consciences are an aspect of mind and do not necessarily mvolve ma el' at all. This is a type of idealism. Yet other such as Leibniz, have
considered that each point in the universe is endowed with consc:ous cont%t This is a form of Panpsychism. Panpsychism is the belief that all
matter, including rocks for example, is sentient or conscigus. -

Cognitive Psychology and Cognitive Neurosaence’ﬁnder the scnentlflc approach portray how consciousness as a research topic was strongly
discouraged by main stream scholars because of the congérns of validations of both primary and secondary data. Today modern investigations
into the subject of consciousness are based on pgychological statistical studies and case studies of consciousness states. Early discoveries made
in this area revealed that the mind is a complex structlire derived from various localized functions that are bound together with a unitary
awareness. e .

Consciousness ang Experlmanta? Bhilisophy:"A new approach has attempted to combine the methodology of cognitive psychology and
traditional philosophy to understaéd consaougness These researches have taken place in the field of experimental philosophy which seeks to
use empirical methods (like cop uctlfgg experlments to test how ordinary non-experts think) to inform philosophical discursions (Knobe, 2004).
The main aim behind this kind of phllos@phlcal research on consciousness has been to try to get a better grasp on how people ordinarily
understand consciousness For |nstance work by Joshua Knobe and Jesse Prinz suggest that people may have two different ways of
understanding mlnsgs generally (Joshua Knobe and Jesse Prinz, 2008). Other group of thinkers have argued that there is actually no such
phenomenon as conscnousness {Sytsma, 2009).

5 TESTEQR" C@NS&Q{}%N ESS

The fagt hat there has not been a clear cut definition of consciousness and the fact that there is no empirical measure that exists to test its
presence, most thinkers have argued, is as a result of the problem of consciousness. This general problem of consciousness they believe, has
made empmcak test intrinsically impossible. This notwithstanding, several test have been developed which attempts to provide operatlonal

can demonstrate through certain behaviours - by passing certain tests - be elevated to the class of the conscious. We shall in this section of the
study consider a few of the tests which top the chart in the study of consciousness.

The Turing Test

The Turing test, most often than not, has been conceived as a test for consciousness, or some kind of behavioural tests for the presence of
mind, thought or intelligence in simple minded entities. The test (Turing Test) is named after a computer scientist Alan Turing who was the first
to design the test. [t is actually a test designed to proof whether computers could satisfy the requirement which will allows individuals ascribe
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to them the quality of “intelligence”. Consequently, the tests has often been cited in discussions of artificial intelligence. The test is simply
based on “the limitation Game”. A human conducting the experiment tries, via the aid of a computer keyboard, tocommunicates with two
others, one a computer and the other, an individual who is presumed conscious. The mode of communications among the trio will be without
voice such that none of the participants will know the person communicating at a point in time. If at the end of the conversation, the human is
unable to identify who in particular made which comment or contribution, the computer is at this stage presumed to have passed the test
(Turing test) thereby certifying the operational definition for intelligence and consciences.

It is important to note that this test has generated a great deal of philosophical debate. Daniel Dennett and Douglas Hofstadter have
argued that anything capable of passing the test should qualify as conscious {Dennett & Hofstadter, 1985). On the other hand, David Chalmers
and other have argued that since philosophical zombies could pass the same test, it still does not qualify them to the class of the “intelligent” or
the “conscious”. Others have considered the very questions “whether machines can think or partake in the quality called intelligence” a
fallacious one which shouldn’t have come up in the first place. To them, the same questions about the computers intelligence ot consciousness
is equivalent to asking “can submarines swim?

The Chinese Room Test

John Searle, a Philosopher was known to have developed the thought experiment, The Chinese room argument which was solely designed to
show the flaws within the Turing test (Searle,1980). In this experiment, Searle asked the reader to imagine a‘non-Chinese speaker in a room
filled with Chinese symbols and a rule book to guide the none Chinese speaking person with the response he, will heed to make to the questions
which will be passed on to him via a slot. The person is expected to respond by looking at the slot and with.the aid of those Chinese symbols, he
is expected to respond to the questions with correct replies from the rule book on the Chihese lanﬁggg%é already at his disposal. Now based
purely on the input and output operations, the person in the Chinese room gives a clear understanding.of the Chinese language. The truth
however is that the person in the Chinese room understands no Chinese at all. He’ ismé“’nly 'élng to respond correctly because of the
corresponding symbols which he has at his disposal. This argument has been the subject of many phllosophlcal debates since the argument was
first proposed in 1980, consequently, volumes have been written on the topic alone, /
For want of space, we may not be able to discuss the Delay Test and the Mirror Test whlch are avenues designed to test the existence of
conscious mental states in man and other non-human elements. T ‘”’%g

6. THE PROBLEM OF CONSCIQUSNESS i
Irrespective of the potency inherent in the test discussed above, it is cle§§/5 from the forgoing analysis that while some of the tests considered
above in this study give ample reasons to infer consciousnesg ifh ast subjects under review, the same test when view from another
perspective, gives convincing reasons to reconsider the |n|t|aI|y held p%%&ttpn on the subject under review. The argument made to affirm
consciousness or intelligence in the Turing test was flowed in the Chinese room test. These tests therefore failed to offer the much desired
platform for understand the intrinsic workings of sense peré%btlo

The problem of consciousness in the field of psy"h 0By and phllosophy becomes an equally divers project for the 21sst century researcher
who must find ways of explaining the phenomé"'na ch abounds in his every day endeavour. Not only do many aspects of mind count as
conscious in some sense, each is also opened to' \/anous respects in which it might be explained or modelled. Understanding consciousness
involves a multiplicity, not only of explanada, b ‘ajso of questions that the pose and the sort of answers which they require. At the risk of
oversimplifying, the relevant questions¢ar he gathéred under three crude rubrics as What, How, and the Why.

The main focus of the three questions is directed respectively at describing the features of consciousness, explaining its underlying basis or
cause and explaining its role or valug: Thmkers believe that the division among the tree are artificial therefore in practice, the answer one gives
to each will depend it paﬁ,mnth what one says about the other questions. One cannot for example adequately describe the “what” question
and describe the main features of conscnousness without the “why” issues of its functional role in the system whose operations it affects. Nor
could one explain howthe releg{g‘ng sort of consciousness might rise from non-conscious processes unless one has a clear account of just what
features had to be reallzed 1o count as producing it. Those caveats notwithstanding, the three different questions provide us with the platform
for arté atlng hesxplanatory process of particular theories or models of consciousness.

’i’:;ég

7. THER&%S GF@QNi;C GLISNESS

While thinkers’ press towards offering explanations to the “What, How and Why” questions of consciousness, theories of consciousness have
been formulated and directed at capturing the intricate nature of the subject matter consciousness. However studies reveal that not all
theories of consciousness say the something. They vary not only in specific sort, but also in their theoretical aims. The targest division of most
theories reviewed for this study tends to fall between two main categories: the metaphysical theories,which aims at locating consciousness in
the overall ontological scheme of reality and more specific theories which aims at offering in some detail, the nature, role and feature of

consciousness.
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combines the representationalist model with a higher-order theory but does so in a way that varies interestingly with the more standard
versions of either. The MDM includes many distinctive but interrelated features.The name of this theory reflects the facts that at any given
moment, content fixation of many sorts are occurring throughout the brain. What makes most of these content conscious is not that they occur
in a privileged spatial mode or formant, all of which the MDM denies. It is rather what Dennett calls” cerebral celebrity” i.e. the degree to
which a given content influence the development of other contents throughout the brain, especially with regards to how those effects are
manifest in the reports and behaviours that the person makes in response to various probes that might indicate there conscious state.

Dennetts MDM has been highly influential but has also drawn criticism especially from those who find it insufficiently realist in its view of
consciousness and at best insufficient in achieving its stated goal to fully explain it (Dretske, 1994:41-58) Many of its critics acknowledge the
insight and value of the MDM but deny that there are no real facts of consciousness other than those captured by it (Rosenthal,.1994:319-350;
Van Gulick, 1994:443-456; Akins, 1996:1-43). !

8, CONCLUSION & RECOMMENDTIONS
In concluding this section, it appears that a comprehensive understanding of consciousness will likely require theories of many types. One
might usefully and without contradiction, accept a diversity of models that each in their own wayaims at respegtively explaining the physical,
neutral, cognitive, functional, representational, and high-other aspects of consciousness. There is unlikely to be any single theoretical
perspective that suffices for explaining all the features of consciousness that we wish to understand. Thus a synthetlcs and pluralistic approach
may provide the best road to future progress in the study of consciousness. i

Psychologists, thinkers and researchers in the area of rural development need to understand that avgareness and sense perceptions in the
rural and urban areas different owing to various factors prevailing in the areas under focus. Tbe wéﬂbmng of the rural and urban dwellers in
this 21*" century can be achieved if researchers adopt the synthetic and pluralistic approach to the study of persons and groups in the area
under focus. L :

REFERENCES
1. Akins K. “Lost the Pot” Reconstruction, Dennetts’ multiple draft theory of 20. Jac;(son F.: “h%;phenomenal Qualia”Philosophical Quarterly,1982, 32: 127-
Consciousness”. Mind and Language, 1996, 11: 1-43 136

a7
2. Brook A. Kant And The Mind, New York: Cambridge University Press, 1994 21. Jackson F. “What Mary Didn’t Know”, Journal of Philosophy, 1986, 83:
3. Butler, “Darwin among the Machines” In The Christ church, New Zealand . 291-295%

Newspaper June 1863. Retrieved from A Preface to the revised edition, "722. Joshua Knobe and Jesse Prinz. Intuitions about Consciousness:

Project Gutenberg-ebookErewon, By Samuel Butler. Released Date: Ma% Experimental Studies. Phenomenclogy and Cognitive Science, 2008

20", 2005 . Kicher P. Kant’s Transcendental Psychology New York: Oxford University
4. Carruthers P. Phenomenal Consciousness.Cambridge Unwerstty Press, Lo Press, 1990

2002 24.Knobe J. Experimental Philosophy of Consciousness, Scientific American
5. Caston, V. “Aristotle on Consciousness”, Mind, 2002, 111:715-835 i, 4 MIND, 2004
6. Churchland. Consciousness: The Transmutation of & Concept Pacific 25. Libet B. Subjective Antidateing of a Sensory Experience and Mind-brain

Philosophical Quarterly,1983, 64: 80-95 . zg«’ Theories, Journal of Theoretical Biology, 1982, 114: 563-570
7. David. J Chalmers. The Conscious Mind.Oxford Up,‘ 1897 26. Marcus S. Neuroethics: Mapping the field. Dana Press New York, 2002
8. Denneet D. “The Self as the Centre of Narrative Geayity” irF. Kessel P. 27. Negel T. “What it is Like” Sense, 1974
Cole, and D. L. Johnson, [eds.) Self gnd Conécuousness Multiple 28. Oxford Companion to the Body, 2000
Perspectives.Hillsadele, NJ: Lawrence Eribaum, 1992 29. Peacock C. Sense and Content, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1983
9. Denneet D. and Kinsbourne M. Time and thie observér: The where and 30. Rosenthal D. “First Person Operationalism and Mental Taxonomy”
when of Consciousness in the brain. Behav | and Brain science1992, Philosophical Topics. 1994, 22/1-2: 319-350

15:187-247 X 31. Searle J. “Minds, Brains and Programmes.” Behavioural and Brain
10. Dennett D. Consciousness . gpfained, Ha}nonédsworth:The Penguin Press, Science, 1980, 3: 417-424 )

Middlesex, 2004, p: 375, { . 32, Shieber S. The Turing test: Verbal behaviour as the hallmark of
11. Dennett D. Consctousness Explained Boston Little,Brown and Company, intelligence, Cambridge, Mass, MIT Press, 2004

1991 %} T 33. Skinner B F. Science and Human Behaviour, New York MacMillan, 1953
12. Dennett D C. & Hofstadter D. The Minds I: Fantacies and the reflection on 34. Sytsma J. Phenomenological Obviousness and The New Science of

the self and the' sQu Consciousness. In (2008). Philosophy of Science Association, 21% Biennial
13. Deé\agtes A Descartes .and the Pineal Giand” Stanford University, Mgt (Pittsburgh PA): PSA 2008 Contributed paper, 2009

Novemher 5, '085 retrieved in August 22, 2010 35. The Home Library; Health Psychoanalysis Dictionary, HLP Dictionary, 2004
14. Dretske % “Différences that make no Difference.Philosophical ~ 36. The Home Library literature and Language Thesaurus

Top{cs,1994 22-1-2:41-58 37. Van Gulick. Dennett, draft and phenomenal realism, Philosophical Topic,
15. Ecc}% ). & .Popper K. The Self and Its Brain, An argument for 1998, 22/1-2: 443-456

mterapgé;msm Berlin Springer, 1977 38. Van Gulick. Consciousness, In Stanford Encyclopaedia of Philosophy,
16. Farthering G W. The Psychology of Consciousness. Upper Saddle River, NJ: version Aug 16, 2004

Prentice Hall, 1992 39. Wilkes K V. Is Consciousness Important? British Journal for the Philosophy
17. FreudS. The Interpretation of Dreams. 1900a, SE, 4-5, of Science 1994, 35:223-43
18. Gennaro R J. “Leibniz on Consciousness and Self Consciousness” In R. 40. Wilkies K V. Yishi, Duo Us and Consciousness In A. Michael and E. Bisiach,

Genaro& C. Huenemann, (eds.) New Essays on the Rationalists,New York: (eds.). Consciousness in Contemporary Science. Oxford: Oxford University

Oxford University Press, 1999 Press, 1988

19. Harman G. “The intrinsic Quality of Experience” in J. Tomberlin, (eds.)
Philosophical Perspective 4: Atascadero,CA: Ridgeview Publishing, 1999.

e ey g in




