Matjaž Potrč replies to the Case for Qualia and Qualia as Cement of the Experiential World criticism.

The objector claims that my arguing for qualia as the cement of the experiential world is not needed, especially if one takes qualia to be essentially involved into the intentional act. I take this as a welcome opportunity to explain and clarify my position. The main point is that qualia may be well presented in the case of single intentional acts, as this is done by Brentano. But in order to understand their role in these separately observed intentional acts one needs to see the background of their reflexive role: it is in the dynamical conscious world which enables so many separate acts of directedness. Yet qualia in separate intentional acts can only be there because of the qualitative conscious background, which figures qualia in a holistic manner, as the qualitative background of the experiential world.


Let me start with my Original Intertwinedness thesis. It claims that there is original intertwinedness involving different matters that constitute the experiential world. So it is to be expected that qualia, as certainly one ingredient of the experiential life, are involved in the just mentioned intertwinedness. 


But just how could qualia then be the cement of the experiential world – as they already figure in the intentional act, besides to the intentional directedness? The answer may begin with the hint that Original Intertwinedness does not support atomism, the basic metaphysical forthcoming of the intentionality-cum-qualia endowed acts in a separate manner. But why are they then presented in a separatist atomistic manner by Brentano? The answer is that intentional directedness (my thought that the cat is on the mat, say) is experienced as the Total Cognitive State (TCS), given that my attention is centered at it at this very moment in my cognitive economy. Despite being presented as a separate experiential chunk, a specific intentional state, as a Total Cognitive State, is positioned upon a wide background of morphological content, which may be accounted for by the model of Dynamical Cognition. In this model the reasoning succeeds by forces operating in a rich cognitive dynamical background (these forces operate automatically from the dispositional kind of structure: I immediately and effortlessly recognize this chunk of reality as a cat). Syntax has its source in that qualitative background and not in a pure inferential syntactical reshuffling. This means that qualia are there in the background of the morphological content (the content that is implicit in the structure of the cognitive landscape, consisting of all what one knows, being there in this cognitive background in a dispositional manner). This background holds the experiential world together, and thus may be understood as its cement. From this point of view there is no circularity, except for the positive hermeneutical circle of the constitutive Original Intertwinedness. So qualia are there in the background as a holistic kind of mortar, holding the world together, and enabling the positioning of Total Cognitive States (intentional acts) upon the dynamical cognitive landscape. On the other hand, qualia as qualitative what-it's-like side of specific intentional acts, as these are involved into specific states of intentional directedness, may be seen as constituents of these separate intentional acts.


Brentano's thesis presents intertwinedness of qualia and intentional directedness, in specific atomistic cases, for reasons of presentational constraints, based upon facts pertaining to attention, where a single TCS appears in its center – being positioned upon the dynamical background landscape though. So Brentano also understands the background role of qualia, in a holistic setting. Chisholm's self-presentation would be a case in point, as would be myself-appearing-catly in the Brentanian reistic adjective interpretation. So Brentano recognizes the background qualitative conscious stratum, all in presenting it in a descriptive manner, as he says, complying to facts of attention, and to the presentational constraints – both focusing upon a single TCS.


If qualia are understood as separated occurrences, then they are forthcoming in the presentational, attention induced manner. On the other hand, qualia also appear in the background in a holistic manner, as whatever enables the consistency of the experiential world.


When I mention qualia as being the cement of the experiential world, I target the qualitative background, and not specific intentional acts. But reflexivity in these specific acts comes from and is supported by the background. So specific intentional acts are recognized to constitutively involve qualia as well, in the manner of qualitative intentionality and of intentional qualia thesis. Whereas qualitative intentionality simply means that qualia are constitutively present in intentional acts, the intentional qualia thesis implies the existence of the whole narrow background holistic experiential world. Being-in-the-world, in the narrow, my Brain In a Vat duplicate equivalent experiential world, is the precondition for intentional states to be there, the TCS's to be positioned upon the experiential landscape and thus achieving their attentional centering in cognitive life.


Qualia, according to the new representationalism, are understood cognitively (thinking qualitatively), although they may also be understood physically (the color green) or in conceptual manner (greenness). Despite that this point seems trivial, it is important for our stressing of cognitive background and then for the attention centered role of qualia. (I thank Wilhelm Baumgartner for this hint, and for his stressing of myself not accepting qualia as separate entities, as the objector implies.)


My argument for qualia being cement of the experiential world goes from qualitative intentionality and intentional quality thesis to the morphological content and dynamical cognition premise. The first of these targets presentationally fitting atomistic qualia, whereas the second targets qualia as they figure in the holistic cognitive background. The upshot of bringing these matters together results in qualia being the cement of the experiential world. The atomistic intentional acts' role of qualia is supported by the holistic qualitative background. 


So in my view qualia are not separated, according to their metaphysical nature. They may appear as separated though following the needed presentational constraints. However, qualia in some specific intentional act with their reflexive engagement need to be understood upon the holistic qualitative conscious background.

