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l. Why does Schwitzgebel believe that theories of L‘{:-'|.a'uim:w:|L‘.~inﬂ%L'H applicd to other species, are
mevitably quesnion-begeing? How does this relate to his view on awfecedent and posterior plausibality?
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Part One: Answer the following questions or 1-2 paragrapbs each.
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5?7 Explain the 5 dimensions. Describe how their

theory understands conscionsness in clephant, cophflopods, or corvids [choose one). Give examples of

2. How do Birch er al. analyze consciousness i afunal
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the evidence they provide,
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3. According to Roelofs and Buchanan, how can panpsvehism be we
the great chain of being intuition? How can the Grear Clide of Licing intuition be modified ro
accommaodate panpsyehism? ! 1
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to car plants? Why think that panpsvehisn implies it iso'r unethical to cat plants?
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4. What ;”T? cthical iplicarions of panpsychism? Why think that panpsvchism implies it is unerhical



3. Explain the concept of "whar ic's like.™ How is it relevanr ¢ ; our understanding of consciousigss?

What conclusion does Nagel draw abous our ability ro know %&.‘\'fﬁ{'l'iflk’l' of bats?
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Part Two: Answer the following vesho questions,

L. Panpsychism entails thar Al is already conscious. No

2. Roclofs and Buchanan argue rhat our mindrending abilities play a key @ No
role in shaping our intuitions abour which beings are conscions,

3. The texts agree thar as we move further from the human case, reliance on Mo
introspection becomes less veliable.

4. Birch eral.’s multidimensional moedel allows for 3 single, overall score of  Yes {'\'i_al
animal consciousness., '

5. Nagel argues that the explanators gap between brain processes and No
subjective experience is unique to consciousness,

6. Schwitzgebel leaves open the possibility that even organisims wich simple (Yeg) Na

nervous systems might have minimal phenomenal conscionsness.

- Roclofs and Buchanan argue that panpsychism forces a reexaminarion of  Yes @
our usual moral hicrarchy.

- Sehwitzgebel argues there are six dimensions Of sparsencss and @ No

abundance,

9. Philosophical zombies are used as an argument agaimst physicalism. @ No
10 All the readings apree that objective, physical descriptions alone cannor Yes Ao
complerely capture the narure of phenomenal consciousimess. (L think Binckmesc%
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