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The last two days of the orientation on óNew Mental Turn in Philosophyô comprised of 

sessions conducted by Prof. Amita Chatterji and Prof. R.C. Pradhan.  

 

On October 9, Prof. Pradhan delivered a lecture on John McDowellôs Mind and World. 

Calling the problem of how mind knows the world as the most perplexing in philosophy, 

Prof. Pradhan located McDowellôs book in a Kantian tradition. He explained McDowellôs 

concept of space of reasons and the role it plays in substantiating McDowellôs larger 

metaphysical doctrine which requires two kinds of naturalism ï one that can be known by 

scientific laws and another which explains how the space of reasons in the human mind 

comes to acquire or appropriate the world so that the world is always available to us in an 

interpretative way. By arguing for this McDowell distinguishes himself from reductive 

naturalists as well as non naturalists. 

 

The second session on the same day involved Prof. Chatterji introducing the participants to 

Husserlôs phenomenological method and how that has come to be increasingly adapted by 

contemporary naturalist researchers who are studying consciousness. Prof. Chatterji 

explained that the key problem in consciousness studies is the explanatory gap which exists 

between third person and first person understanding of the conscious experience. The hard 

problem of explaining the first person conscious experience, so called because we donôt even 

know how to begin tackling the issue scientifically, can be fruitfully studied from a 

phenomenological perspective, which has developed a method independent of introspective 

as well as scientific accounts. By stressing on the common structure of our phenomenal 

experience, Prof. Chatterji stressed this method gives us an account of subjective experience, 

and not a subjective account of experience as has been alleged by some earlier analytical 

philosophers. 

 

On the final day of the orientation, Prof. Pradhan used the first session to guide the 

participants through a tour of the various philosophical stances on the issue of realism. He 

explained metaphysical realism and the commitments it entails on the grounds of semantics, 

ethics etc. He then explained Putnamôs idea of internal realism, and contrasted it with 

relativism as well as anti-realism. The session saw enthusiastic participation and many 

questions were asked, including on whether McDowellôs advocacy of re-enchanting the 

world, to account for human attribution of meaning to the world, can result in losing some of 

the political and ethical benefits which have accrued from the Enlightenment tradition and the 

disenchantment it engendered.   

 

In the second and final session, Prof. Chatterji spoke on embodied cognition and how it is 

radically different from Cartesian, computational and sandwich model views of cognition. 

She held the audience enraptured when she introduced the need for theories of embodied 

cognition by showing a series of drawings done by a blind child about how she perceives the 

world. This approach highlighted the extent to which our bodies guide our cognitive 

experience. On popular demand, Prof. Chatterji also spoke briefly about consciousness and 

self consciousness. On this she introduced the participants to false belief tests in psychology.   

 

 All sessions witnessed a lot of back and forth questions and answers between the participants 

and resource persons, and these interesting engagements seamlessly spilled over into the tea 

and lunch breaks where the resource persons freely mingled with the participants.  



Hand Out of Prof. Geeta Ramanna  
 

The Mentalistic Turn in Analytical Philosophy: Consciousness and language  
1.1  Analyzing The Conscious Cogito  

A. The concept of mind understood as mental states in its relation to consciousness, 

self, problems of identity, language, rationality, action and its largely 

interdisciplinary setting.  

 

B. ¢ƘŜ ǘǳǊƴ ƛƴƛǘƛŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ мффлΩǎ ōȅ CǊŀƴŎƛǎ /ǊƛŎƪ ŀƴŘ /ƘǊƛǎǘƻŦ YƻŎƘ Ωǎ ά¢ƻǿŀǊŘǎ ŀ 

bŜǳǊƻōƛƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ¢ƘŜƻǊȅ ƻŦ /ƻƴǎŎƛƻǳǎƴŜǎǎέ ŀƭǎo resulting in redrawing of lines 

between the conceptual and the empirical. 

¶ They studied the neural basis of consciousness (using the black box method-

manipulating the input variables while observing the output of the system) 

¶ Consciousness relating to some degree of complexity of any nervous system.  

¶ Language system (human) not essential for consciousness 

¶ Assuming that self- consciousness a special case of consciousness.  

¶ Where (neocortex and paleocortex associated with olfactory system)  

¶ /ƻƴǎŎƛƻǳǎƴŜǎǎ ǊŜǉǳƛǊƛƴƎ ƴŜǳǊƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ΨǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ǘȅǇŜ ƻŦ 

ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǇŜǊƘŀǇǎ ŀ ǎǳōǎŜǘ ƻŦ ƴŜǳǊƻƴǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǊǘƛŎŀƭ ǎȅǎǘŜƳΩΦ  

¶ In neural terms binding means the temporarily correlated firing of the 

neurons involved. And this is done by using oscillations.  

¶ Essential features of visual awareness mapped where the unity required 

ΨǘŀƪŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ƴŜǳǊƻƴǎ ŦƛǊƛƴƎ ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ƛƴ ǎŜƳƛ ǎȅƴŎƘǊƻƴȅΣ 

probably at a frequency in the 40-70 Hz range. That is, 40 Hz oscillations 

(variability 35-70). 

 

C. What would count as criteria of consciousness to demarcate the domain of the 

conscious from the unconscious?  

¶ Ontological Difficulties:  (Where is consciousness or What is the locus of 

consciousness, Who can be conscious, McGinn-How ΨǿŀǘŜǊΩ ƻŦ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭ ōǊŀƛƴ 

ǘǳǊƴǎ ƛƴǘƻ ΨǿƛƴŜΩ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǎŎƛƻǳǎƴŜǎǎΣ Why is there consciousness, what is its 

function) ;  

¶ Epistemological Difficulties: How do I know about it?  

 

D. Mapping the territory.  

 

 



 
 

 
 



 
 

 
 



 
 

 
 



 
 

 
 



 

 
 



 
 

 
 



 
 

 
 



 

 
 



 
 

 
 



 
 

 
 



 
 

 
 


