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Abstract

Higherordertheoriesof consciousnessuchasthoseof Armstrong,
Rosenthal and Lycan, typically distinguish sharply between
consciousnesand phenomenakharacter or qualia. The higher
order states posited by these theories are intended only as
explanationsof consciousnessand not of qualia. In this paperl
argue that the positing of higherorder perceptionsmay help to
explainqualia. If we arerealistsaboutqualia, conceivedasthose
intrinsic propertiesof our experiencef which we areintrospectibly
aware thenhigherorder perceptionrmight havean explanatoryrole
asthemeandy which we areawareof theseproperties. This would
alsoallow usto treatqualiaasthe inner appearanceesultingfrom
inner perceptions, and therefore to treat them as intentional objects.

It is fair to saythat Oinnesense@heoriesof consciousnesarenot
widely accepted.ThoughLycan(1987,1996 andArmstrong(1984,1993)
are heavyhittersin their favour, the amumentsagainstare formidable !
Someare argumentsagainstthe very notion of aninner senseandothers
are agumentsagainstthe inner senseas a theory of consciousnesi
particular In this paper! will argue that whetheror not inner sense
theoriesof consciousnesareviable, it is worth consideringaninnersense
theory of the introspectiblequality of sensorystatesNthatis to say of
gualia.An inner senseheory of qualiafacesfew of the objectionsto the
former, and solves many of the problems associatedwith the latter;
including, | believe,the explanatorygap.Herel introducea dispositional
inner sense theory of qualia.

Intentionalism
For almosttwo decadesiow therehasbeenstrongsupportfor the
ideathatphenomenagpropertiesareintentionalobjectsandthat,moreover
they are the way externalobjectsare representedn perceptiort. To see

1 See Shoemaker (1994); Dretske (1999); Rosenthal (1990); Carruthers (2000).

2 Currentrepresentationalistiiclude Harman (1990), Tye (1991, 1995) Lycan (1987,
1996) Jackson (forthcoming), Dretske (1995), Byrne (2002).



red, on this view, is a matterof beingin a perceptuaktatethat represents
part of the world asbeingred. The phenomenaduality associatedvith
rednesss a componenbf one®(perceptualawarenessf the rednessof
objectsOouthere@n the world. Being awareof the feeling of rednesss
nothingmorethanbeingperceptuallyawareof objectsasred. Thereis no
mentalquality of which oneneedbe aware,only qualitiesof the objectsof
ordinary perception.

To this it hasbeenobjected notablyby Block (1990,1995,1998)
thatwe areawareof somespecificallymentalpropertywhenwe perceive
objects. Perceptuakxperiencedave,accordingto Block, qualitiesthat
we are awareof which go beyondtheir representationgbroperties,and
they arethe phenomenatjualities. To seered, he argues,is notjust to be
awarethatthereis aredthingin front of one®eyesNit is alsoto be aware
of Ownhaiit@ likeOto seethe red thing. Block® use of the inverted
spectrumand OinvertedEarth@houghtexperimentsare designedto show
that representationatontent could conceivablyvary independentlyof
OphenomentdelO.Block (1996)hasfamouslydescribedhe gapbetween
pro- and anti-intentionalistsas Othegreatesthasmin philosophyof mind
Nmaybe evenall of philosophyOAn importantaim of this paperis to
attempt to bridge this OchasmO.

Dispositionalism

There is a sensein which appearanceslependon perceptions.
Moreover somephysicalqualitiescan be definedin relationto the way
theyappear Dispositionalaccountsf colourarean exampleof this. For
suchaccountspbjectsareredjustin casetheir surfacepropertiesaresuch
that they presenta red appearanceindernormal conditionsto a normal
perceiver The Onormatonditions@nd Onormaperceivefcaveatsare
integralto the definition becausehereis a gap betweernan object®being
redandits beingperceivedo bered. Thereasont smacksof absurdityto
saythat outsidethe visible wavelengthof light thereare colourswe are
unableto seeis that those wavelengthsare not associatedwith any
particular perceptualstate. One might talk of possiblecolours, as one
might talk of possibledispositionsput not of actual coloursthat, as it
happens, are not connected to a disposition to be perceived.

It someclearsensejt is possibleto saythatan objectmay havea
redappearanceithout actuallybeingperceivedo bered. But to saythat
Is to assertthat it is suchthat it would appearred if it were perceived.
Thereis thusa logical, if not ontological,connectionbetweenbeing red

8 Thompson(1992) makesthe relatedpoint that since (he argues)colours are defined
relationally (asa positionin a OcolourspaceO)xoloursthat are outsideour actual range
of experiencareinconceivablethougha differentrange(i.e., a differentcolour space)s
clearly possible.



and being perceived. We can therefore say that red appearancesre
intentionalobjectswithout beingcommittedto subjectivismaboutcolour*
becauseto a dispositionalistredis not the sameasthe appearancef red
Nit is the property (or properties)of things that are responsiblefor red
appearancegnderstoodsintentionalobjects. If this accountof colouris
correct,asl believeit is, it canbe extendedo coverphenomenatjualities
and the way they feel.

My approachhereis to argue for this conditional,ratherthan for
the conditionaltogetherwith the thesisthat dispositionalismaboutcolour
is correct.For this reasondispositionalismis largely, thoughnot entirely,
taken for granted. Moreover | leave aside the issue of versions of
dispositionalismNfor example whethercoloursareto be identified with
dispositionsor with the categoricabasisof dispositionsNsinceasfar asl
cantell, nothinghereturnson which of theseversionarecorrect. Readers
unsympatheti¢o dispositionalismaboutcolourmay find thatthe position
put forward hereinheritswhatis problematicaboutthat view. But it will
be enoughif the position| proposeis as plausible as dispositionalism
aboutcolour. | leaveit openwhetheran alternativeview of colour could
be adaptedto suit qualiain the way that | adaptdispositionalismabout
colour; there is no reason on the surface to suppose that it could not.

Qualia and dispositional properties
Kripke famouslyinsistedthat pain and the way pain feels cannot
be separated.Thereare at leasttwo versionof this thesisin Namingand
Necessity At certainpoints Kripke assertghat pain andits feeling are
oneandthe samethingNcall this the ontologicalthesis. At other points
he arguesthatit is impossibleto pick pain out otherthanvia its feelingN
call this thesemantidhesis. Thatthetwo thesesaredistinctis clearin the
caseof red and red appearancested is not the samething as a red
appearanceyut we understandhe one partly in termsof the other®> With
respectto red and red appearanceshe semanticthesis holds but the
ontological thesis does not.
Kripke® argumentagainstphysicalismbeginswith a statemenbf
the ontological thesis:
In the appropriatesentientoeingis itEpossible thata stimulation
of C-fibresshouldhaveexistedwithout beingfelt aspain? If this
is possible, then the stimulation of C-fibres can itself exist

4 By OsubjectivismOmeanthe view that| taketo be mostdirectly derivedfrom Locke,
that colouris not a propertyof objectsbut ratherpart of the natureof our perceptionof
objects, currently held by (among others) Boghossianand Velleman (1989) and
McGilvray (1994).

5 On this point see also Lewisid.



without pain, sincefor it to existwithout beingfelt aspainis for
it to exist without there being any pain. (p. 151)

A little later he writes that Ointhe caseof mentalphenomenahere
is no Oappearandeéyondthe mentalphenomenitself.O(p. 154) But his
main reasonfor assertinghis thesisis that we pick out sensation$y the
way they feel andthat, for example Oifany phenomenoris pickedout in
exactlythe sameway we pick out pain, thenthatphenomenotis pain.Qqp.
155) And thisis preciselythe semantidhesiswhich aswe havejust noted
fails to entail the ontologicalthesis® All thatis requiredfor the semantic
thesisto hold is thata statebe painjustin caseit is the kind of statethat
normally feels painful. The Onormally€aveatallows for the possibility
that pain and the feeling of pain might not always co-occurNas for
example, when one has a continuous mild headachebut does not
continuouslyfeel it. At the sametime to understandOpain®ne must
understandhat pain is nothing more than a statethat, as we might say
typically presentsa painful appearanceNthatypically feels painful. In
this way we arrive at a dispositionalaccountof phenomenalgualities
along the samelines as the dispositionalaccountof colour and other
Osecondarg@alities:

The Proposal The “feel” of qualia are the logical result of
perceptual states being themselves represented directly in experience,
making it the case that those perceptual states “appear” to us a
certain way.

This accountpreserveshe logical connectiorbetweensensations
andtheway theyfeel without goingsofar asto saythattheyareidentical.
For the remainderof this paper| will armgue for the virtues of this
approach.

Whatis it to saythata sensorystateappears certainway? If this
is a way we might interpretthe claim that sensorystatesOfeel@ certain
way, it is importantto make senseof the ideathat a mental statecould
havean appearancesiventhetight link, just noted,betweemappearances
and perceptionthe obviousplaceto startis with so-calledOhigheorder
perception@HOP) theoriesof consciousnesgeeArmstrong1984,1993;
Lycan1987, 1996). Thesetheoriespostulatean introspectivemechanism
within the headwhich is relevantlylike a perceptuamechanisnirelevant
enoughto deservethe name OperceptualO).None of these theories
supposeéhatthis mechanisms or could be responsibldor qualia(except
insofar as they are theoriesof consciousnesswhich they supposeis

6 Somemay amguethatthesetwo thesedn Kripke areheldto beindependenthplausible.
Thatis not my readingof the dialecticin Naming and Necessity, but it might be right.
My point here is not to interpret Kripke, but rather to emphasisethat one may
consistently hold the semantic thesis while rejecting the ontological thesis.



necessaryor awarenessf qualia). But theideaof an OinnessenseGsit
is oftencalled,might be co-optedto makesenseof theideathatperceptual
states could have appearances.

In orderto carry beyondanalogythe ideathatthe way sensations
feel is the way they appear a casemust be madethat they appearto
someone. The inner sensetheory supplies this, for in this theory
perceptuaktatescanliterally be perceived.And if theyareperceivedhen
ipso facto they musthaveappearancesMoreoverthoseappearanceare
in animportantsensehe directresultof the inner sensejn the sameway
that colour appearancegsdistinct from colours)arethe resultof colour
perception. The inner senseitself would not, if this approachis right,
haveits own phenomenatjuality becauset doesnot haveanappearance.
It doesnot have an appearancéecausdts statesare neverthemselves
perceived. So for any sensatiorthereis only one phenomenabuality
associatedavith it. Therearetwo kinds of appearancavolved, butoneof
themis of objectsin the externalworld (their colour, shapegetc.)andthe
other is of sensations (their feel).

A dispositionalinner senseaccountof phenomenalqualities is
consistenwith the view that Ofeels@re intentionalobjects. At the same
time it doesnot denytheintuitive view thatthatphenomenatjualitiesare
qualities of perceptionratherthan qualities of the (external) objects of
primary perceptior? Accordingto Lycan(1996)phenomenatjualitiesare
an aspectof the representationatontentof first-order perception. They
arethe way particularprocessesepresentjualitiesin the externalworld.
Thereis asensan whichthe currentproposakgreeswith Lycan,sincefor
bothviewswhattheinnersenseerceivess theway in which we perceive
the world (whether for example,we are seeingor hearingthat a car is
gettingcloser). But whereasn Lycan€view thatOway@ itself a kind of
intentional object, for the current proposalit is the physical/functional
processhat underliesprimary perception. If at any rate we assumehat

7 We may sometimesbe conscious of our inner sensebut | regardconsciousnesand
sensoryqualitiesas distinct problems. Lycan doestoo, thoughhis inner senseNunlike
mineNis supposedo addresshe natureof consciousnessindeed the questionof which
problemsthe postulationof aninner sensecansolveis the mostfundamentatifference
betweern_Lycanandmyself. Incidentally mostcommentatoren innersenseheoriesalso
discussit as a proposedmechanismof consciousnesgatherthan of sensoryqualities,
insofarasthey alsotake the two issuesto be distinct (for example,Levine (2001),and
Carruthers(2000)). For that reason,many of the criticisms levelled at inner sense

theories are not relevant to the version | am presenting here.

8 By Oprimaryperception® meansimply the perceptionof the externalworld, to be
contrasted with the putatuve inner sense which has @géts primary perception.



visual perceptionsare physical processesthen those physical processes
are what is being perceived when we are aware of our perceptions.

Theexplanatory gap

According the current proposal,in being related essentiallyto a
disposition,phenomenatjualitiesareanalogougo solubility, for which an
explanatorygap existsin the following way. A bare descriptionof the
molecularstructureof saltis not an explanationfor why saltis soluble.
What needsto be addedis what would happento that structureif it were
surroundeddy H20 molecules. And that could not be explainedwithout
describing,at leastpartially, the structureof thoseH-O molecules. The
Ogap this caseis not of coursea real explanatorygapin the sensethat
thereis someaspecbf the solubility of saltthatcannotbe explained. But
it a gapin the sensehat no amountof informationaboutsaltalonecould
explainwhy saltis soluble. Anyonehopingto find anexplanatiorfor the
solubility of salt entirely within the chemicalnatureof NaCl molecules
would find themselvesup againsta real gap. Furthermoret would be a
gap, | claim, of preciselythe kind operatingin the caseof phenomenal
qualities.

To seethis, takefirstly the caseof the (primary) perceptionof an
objectwith a red appearance.Now no amountof information aboutthe
surface propertiesof the rose could explain the fact that it has a red
appearanceavithout it being taken as given that those propertiescause
perceptionsof red in us and that the light is normal. That is because
whateverpropertiesthe rose has, a changein the ambientlight could
changeits appearancéwhich is not of courseto saythatits colourwould
thereby change,merely its colour appearance)The rose consideredin
isolation is not wholly responsiblefor its having a certain colour
appearanceso evenafter a completephysicaldescriptionof it is givenit
remainsan openquestionwhat colour it will appearo be. To closethe
guestionit needso be addedthat roseandthe conditionsare suchthat it
will be perceived as red.

We cannow tell a similar story aboutperceptionghemselves.If
we areinterestedn explainingwhy our perceptiongeel the way they do,
thenour explanandums not their naturebut rathertheir appearanceBut
theway it appearss not somethinghata perceptuaprocessonsideredn
isolationcould be wholly responsibléor. The Ocould@ere,asin thecase
of colour appearanceis the logical could. Since an appearances a
relationalproperty?® the fact thatit holds of an objector processmustbe
madetrue partly by somethingelse. Hence,aslong as our attentionis

9 Appearanceseem,indeed,to be three-placerelationsNin orderto be saidto havean
appearancef a certain sort, a thing must be said to (at least potentially) appearzo

someoners something.At any rate they are not intrinsic properties.



focussed exclusively on the perceptual processitself we could not
possiblyexplainwhy it feelstheway it does!® In orderto explainthatwe
also needto take into accountthe way in which we are perceivingthat
process!

Levine® (1983) assessmenbf what it would take to fill the
explanatorygapwasa story in termsof functionalor physicalproperties
of the brainthat madeintelligible the existenceof phenomenaproperties,
and that furthermore:

Whatever properties the firing of C-fibores (or being in
[functional] stateF) had that explainedthe feel of pain would
determinethe propertiesa kind of physical(or functional) state
had to have in order to count as feeling like our pain.

101t maybe aguedhere,asMcGinn (1996and 1983)andothershavearguedin the case
of colours,that the reasonour attentionhasfocusedon intrinsic propertiesis that we
experiencesensationgs intrinsic propertiesandthatthereforethey cannotbe relational
Nor, specifically thatthey cannotbe dispositional. This is a mistakebecauseasByrne
(2001a) points out in responseto McGinn, what we perceive is typically the
manifestation of the dispositionNwhich itself neednot be dispositional. Moreover if a
personwere askedto point out the white objectsin a roomwith red illumination, he or
shewould specifically not be relying on what the objectsacrually look like but rather
what they would look like if the light were normal, and that is what makesred a
dispositionalproperty Grantedthen,thatredis that propertyof objectssuchthat they
appearedin normallight, redappearancethemselvesnustberelationalsimply because
theyinvolve two entities:the way somethingsappear(which areintentionalobjects)and
to whom they appeatthatway. Theway of appearingheednot itself berelationalfor the
appearancéo be relational (seeShoemake 1994 and 1996a)for good discussionson
this point). Moreover the explanationfor the way somethingappearsmust naturally
involve the fact that it is anappearancelt is becauséfeelséde standardlynor takento
betheway sensorystatesappearthattheir relationalaspecis missedandthe explanatory
gap arises.

11 Carrutherg2000)objectsto the explanatorypowerof a theoryof this sorton the basis
thatintrospectiondoesnot represenexperiencesf red as experiencesf redNthat is to
say we do not seemto be awareboth of redness andan experience of redness (19.1.2).
Moreover he argues(x8.1.2)thatthe contentsof suchaninner sensingwould needto be
enormouslycomplex,implausibly givenits doubtful evolutionaryadvantage.Thatis an
objection againstLycan®view, but not mine, sinceon my view the contentsof inner
sensingsieednot be nearlyasrich asthe contentsof perception.My view canallow that
becauseét deniesthatthe inner sensds a mechanisnof consciousnessCarrutherscalls
this (p. 212) a OmixedpositionGand Ounobjectionableso far as it goesOsince he is
interested in consciousness.



This requirementnay simply be mistaken. The story of how pain
feels, like the story of how roseslook, may not be explicablein termsof
the physicalor functionalpropertiesof the statealone,not because¢hereis
anythingunusualabout pain states,but rather becausehe natureof the
perceivermust also be takeninto account. The samerose may appear
differentto differentperceiversanalogouslythe samepain statemay (in
the sense of logically may) feel ftifent to diferent observers

If so,thenthe way experience®f red feel is not explicablesolely
in termsof the natureof red perceptionsor solely in termsthe natureof
our awarenessf thoseperceptions.Thatis why the questionOWhais it
aboutpain stateshat makesthemfeel the way they do?Gloesnot havean
answeyandalsowhy we cannotimaginewhatananswemwould look like.
The gapbetweenbrain statesandwhy they shouldfeel like anythingis as
realasthe gapbetweerrosesandwhy they shouldlook like anything,but
doesnot automaticallycreateany great mystery aboutbrain states,any
more than it creates a mystery about roses.

Further issues

The accountof phenomenalgualities | am putting forward here faces
some prima facie damagingobjections,the most seriousof which it is
important that | address here.

The Empirical Question

GYvenGYzelderg1997,p. 794), scepticalof the idea of higher
orderperceptionwrites that Otheclaim that thereare self-scannerén the
brain that are responsiblefor introspectiveconsciousnessEhasio solid
physiological or anatomical basis in the neuroscientific literature.O
Rosenthal(1990), quotedin Lormand (1996), expressesimilar doubts
about the existence of a perceptual mechanism.

As it happensWolf Singer(1998,2001),a neurophysiologisthas
recentlybeenspeculatinghat one of the rolesof the now-familiar 40-Hz
synchronousdiring of neuronsin partsof the cortex may be to represent
perceptualprocesses.He goesso far asto proposethat Otheaspectof
consciousnesthat we addressas phenomenahlwarenessesultsfrom an

12 Moreover thereis no explanatorygap with respectto the second-ordersensing,
becausét is improperto sayof thosesensingghattheyfeel like anything. Accordingto
this accountonly the object of a sensingcanhavea feel. | takeit thatthis is consistent
with the common-sens&iew that only our first-order perceptionsfeel like anything.
Since the explanatorygap is thought, by those philosopherswho believein it, to be
Ocreatedy the existenceof feels, thereis no questionof it arisingat the second-order

level, on this view



iteration of the same cognitive operations that support sensory
processing.O (p. 127)

Crick and Koch® (1990) original paperon the firing of certain
neuronsin unison proposedthat it is involved in perceptualbinding,
which they in turn proposedmay be necessaryor consciousnessMore
recently Crick andKoch (1998)havedownplayedherole of synchronous
firing, but Singer and his lab have taken it up as a vehicle of
representatiod® WhetherSingeris right that synchronousirings are,in
particular the vehicle of an iterated,perceptuakepresentatioms another
matter But at any rate SingeK3 papersshowthatthereis somereasonto
at leastkeepthe empirical questionopenfor now. Thatis the mostthat
my proposal here needs.

Perceiving a thing, perceiving its nature

Theredappearancef arosein normallight is explainedpartly by
the fact that in normal light we perceiveit to be red. We represenit,
somehowasbeingred. But in doingso,whatdo we know abouttherose?
Locke arguedthat a key featureof our ideasof secondaryqualitiesis that
theylack any resemblancéo a discoverabldeatureof objectsNOTherés
nothing like our ideas [of secondaryqualities] existing in the bodies
themselves@I;VIII;15). One plausibleinterpretationof this is that our
sensationsf colourdon®seemto tell usanythingaboutthe naturesof the
objectswe seeto be coloured. Now of coursethis itself cannot serveas
anargumentto the conclusionthatcolour perceptions not a perceptiorof
a real property of objects. Even Locke® characterisatiorof secondary
qualities allows that they convey some information about their bearey
namely the powerto inducein us certainsensations.Two red objects,by
virtue of beingred, havethe samepowerwith respecto inducingcolour
sensations. Since it is possibleto perceive some similarity without
perceiving the featuresthat accountfor it, there is no philosophical
problemin the ideathatin colour perceptionwe represensamenesand
differencewithout representingsamenes®r differencein any particular
respect.

Like the perceptionof colour, our perceptionof what colour
sensationdeel like doesnot seemto reveal much aboutthe nature of
sensatiorstates. It doestell us at leastthis much, that the sensatiornof
colour is a visual ratherthan an auditory sensation. | will not speculate
hereon the usefulnesf that kind of informationbut | do wantto point
outthatthereis no reasorto think thatphenomenatjualitiesarenotinner
sensingssimply becausethey do not reveal anything of the nature of

13 See, for example, Roelfsema et al (1996) and Singer et al (1997).



visual processing* Colour perceptionis a good example hereNto
perceivethat two objectsare the samecolour is not really to know what
propertieshey share f any, apartfrom simply their colour. Likewise,to
noticethatthe perceptionof red andthe perceptionof orangefeel similar
Is not to know what propertiesthey have in common. Their feeling
similar just is one®perceptiorthatthey aresimilar. We cannotarticulate
the respectsin which they are similar becauseit isn® part of the
intentionalobjectof the perceptionandit neednfbein orderto countas
one.

The knowledge argument

If the approachoutlinedhereis ontheright track, it is clearthata
theory of representations neededby the study of phenomenatualities.
Within the framework providedhere,which is consistentwith the hard-
line representationalisrof Harman,the views, or anywaythe intuitions,
of mostanti-representationalistanbe accommodatedOur awarenessf
the quality of our sensoryexperiencedoes not threatenthe idea that
perceptions are representational, since that awarenessis itself
representational.What it representss to someextentunimportant,and
may only be baresimilaritiesanddifferences.Like all perceptuakystems,
theyrepresentheworld in away thatis evolutionarilyuseful,which does
not necessarilycut natureat its jointsNa quality we expectratherof our
scientific representations.

In the light of this it may be useful to take a somewhatnovel
approachto the so-called OknowledgeargumentOagainst physicalism,
which has not yet been addressechere. In Jacksor£)(1982, 1986)
argumentMary hasfull knowledgeof anideal neurosciencéut hasnever
seencolours,to which the questionis put, doesMary learn anythingon
having her first visual colour experience?

As a first passacrossthis question,it is worth askingwhetherif
Mary werea physicistshewould learnanythingaboutred objectson first
seeingsomethinged. In onesenseshewould, sinceshewould learnwhat
red objectslook like. ButNa by now familiar pointNthe way objects
appearis not given purely by any characterisationof the objects
themselves.How the objectsareperceiveds alsoan essentiapart of the
story. Neverthelesshe red appearancef post-boxesywhetheror notis a
guestionanswerablavithin physics,is a contingentfact for which we can
seek an explanation. The part that cannotbe answeredby Mary the
physicistmustpresumablybe answeredoy Mary the neuroscientist. Still
the questionremainsa questionaboutpost-boxegatherthanmentalstates

l4Shafer (1963) brought an amument against physicalism along these linesNthat
introspectiondoesnot reveal anything neural, thereforesensationgannotbe anything

neural. Rosenthal (1976) refuted it partly along lines similar to those presented here.
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Ndid Mary the neuroscientistearnanythingaboutred things on her first
red experience?Certainly her neurosciencshouldhavetold herhow red
things are perceived,and in that sensehow red things appear If ideal
neurosciencencludesa representationaheory of perceptionthen Mary
oughtto haveknown what propertiesshewould perceivethe red objects
to haveNthatis, redness.Thata certainclassof objectswould appeared
ought not to have surprised her

A first-order representationalistvould stop there, but a second
passat the questionis necessaryand, moreovey is warrantedby the
second-orderepresentationalismefendechere. Mary is supposedin the
original agument,to learnsomethingabouther mentallife on havingher
first redexperience.Thisideacanbeapproachedimilarly to the previous
questionaboutpost-boxes. Merely knowing aboutthe processhy which
red objectsare perceivedo be red shouldnot be suficient for knowledge
of the Owhait is likeOkind that the knowledgeargumentis really about.
That kind of knowledgeis not concernedwith our awarenesf red
objectsNit is concernedwith our awarenes®f a kind of mental object
thatwe areoften awareof whenwe areawareof red objects. A theoryof
Oexternalé@rceptionwould havenothingto say aboutthe mentalobject.
For an accountof our awarenessnental objects, a theory of how we
perceivethemmay be neededNatheoryof Qinternal@rception. If Mary
had sucha theory shewould at leastknow what propertiesshe would
perceiveher perceptionsof rednessto have. In at leastthis senseshe
could predict what her colour experiencewould OfeellikeO,just as she
could predict what post-boxeslook like: what properties will be
representeth their perception. The propertiesve aremostdirectly aware
of our perceptionsas having havea fair claim to be what are known as
Otheway sensationdeelO. A representationalistan thereforeadmit the
mostof the force of the knowledgeargumentasoriginally posedwithout
needing to admit its conclusion.

Concluson

It is importantto emphasizeéhatl am not proposinga dispositional
accountof consciousnesslhe issuesof consciousnesand qualia have
often been,if not conflated, then at least mixed upNChalmers@hard
problemQof consciousness preciselythe problemof qualial® | think
Lycanis right that they aredistinctissuesthoughl think the postulation
of aninner sensecan solve the problemof phenomenadualitiesbut not
problem of consciousnesgonsideredmore broadly as the state that
distinguishesyour waking moments from your sleeping ones. The

15 As he putsit, OTheproblemof explainingEphenomenatjualitiesis just the problemof
explainingconsciousness @he Conscious Mind, p.5) Whathe meansof courseis the

hardespart of the problem of explaining consciousness.
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dispositionalaccountof qualiaofferedin hereis intendedto answerthe
guestion What are the phenomenatjualitiesand how are they relatedto
the way they appear? It proposesthat the question,and thereforethe
answey is similar to the question,What are the secondaryqualitieshow
aretheyrelatedto the way theyappear?Sincein both casesve canfail to
be consciousof the appearanceyr the feel, the questionof consciousness
Is separateand not dealt with here. Neverthelesssince phenomenal
gualitiesare often takento be the mostintractableaspectof our mental
lives, perhapsoncethe questionof their natureis solvedthe problemof
consciousness will be that much easier

12
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