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ABSTRACT

DENNETT’S PHILOSOPHY OF MIND: A CRITICAL
STUDY OF DENNETT’S THEORIES OF CONTENT AND CONSCIOUSNESS

Dennett’s sculpted philosophical standpoint leaves distinct marks on the faces of
contemporary Philosophy of Mind. His position has been analyzed and criticized by
peers and reviewers alike. However, there is yet to appear a work that seeks to
scrutinize Dennett’s views in its relative whole. This study hopes to contribute to
the narrowing of this lacuna. Whilst the study does not claim to be comprehensive
(in purpose and approach), it nonetheless hopes to permeate the raison detre of
Dennett’s Weltanschauung. Hence, the focus of the study is the dual backbone of
Dennett’s philosophy. Particularly, it aims to analyze Dennett’s theory of content
which he claims is the foundation to his philosophy of mind. Subsequently, his
thesis of explaining consciousness would be more closely examined. Amongst other
major aspects of his formulations scrutinized are meme, qualia, language and
culture. On the whole, this thesis argues against a Dennettian philosophy of mind. It
is hoped that it would genuinely contribute to existing Dennett’s scholarship.



ABSTRAK

FALSAFAH MINDA DENNETT: KAJIAN KRITIKAL TEORI DENNETT
TERHADAP KANDUNGAN DAN KESEDARAN

Pendirian falsafah yang diolah oleh Dennett meninggalkan kesan yang ketara di
dalam bidang falsafah minda k porari. Pand Dennett telah dianalisa dan
dikritik oleh rakan dan pengkritik lain. Walaubagaimanapun, belum terdapat lagi
kajian yang mengkaji secara lebih terperinci pandangan Dennett secara lebih
menyeluruh. Diharapkan kajian ini dapat merapatkan jurang ini. Walaupun kajian
ini tidak mendakwa ianya komprehensif (dalam tujuan dan pendekatan), adalah
diharapkan bahawa ia dapat mengolah teras falsafah Dennett. Oleh itu, kajian ini
mengfokuskan kepada dwi teras penting falsafah Dennett. Khususnya, ia bertujuan
untuk menganalisa teori kandungan Dennett yang didakwa adalah asas kepada
falsafah minda beliau. Selepas itu, tesis beliau dalam penerangan kesedaran akan
dilihat dengan lebih teliti. Antara aspek-aspek utama lain formulasi Dennett yang
diteliti adalah meme, qualia, bahasa dan budaya. Secara keseluruhannya, kajian ini
cuba menyangkal falsafah minda Dennett. Akhirnya, adalah diharapkan kajian ini
dapat menyumbang kepada kesarjanaan Dennett.
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ABBREVIATIONS

Some of the more commonly used reference keys are given in the text by the

following abbreviations:

BS
SHCE

IS
QQ
CE
DC
MNM
GR
DDI
KM
FDDI

BC
RLM
ZH
FFP

RWEC

Brainstorms (1978g)

On the Absence of Phenomenology (1979a)
How to Study Human Consciousness
Empirically or Nothing Comes to Mind (1982a)
Intentional Stance (1987b)

Quinning Qualia (1990i)

Consciousness Explained (1991h)

Back from the Drawing Board (1993a)

The Message is: There is no Medium (1993f)
Get Real (1994a)

Darwin's Dangerous Idea (1995h)

Kinds of Minds (1996¢)

Granny versus Mother Nature — No Contest
(1996a)

Brainchildren (1998a)

Reflections on Language and Mind (1998b)
The Zombic Hunch (2001c)

The Fantasy of a First-Person Science of
Consciousness (2001f)

Are We Explaining Consciousness Yet? (20011)
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