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ABSTRACT

This dissertation explores the relation between the mental lives of humans and animals, and
argues that many of the differences that have been proposed by philosophers to set humans
apart from animals are erroneous.

Chapters 1 and 2 contest the hypothesis that the mental lives of humans and animals differ
in kind because the content of human experience is conceptual -- it necessarily involves the
possession and exercise of concepts that characterize that content -- whereas the content of
animal experience is nonconceptual. In Chapter 1 I present an argument to expose the
serious costs of such a view: if the content of our experience is entirely conceptual, then we
cannot account for concept learning. The cost of denying nonconceptual content of
experience 15 a radical nativism about concepts, a position which is both biologically and
psychologically implausible.

Chapter 2 further explores the implications of the learning argument put forth in Chapter 1.
I consider the most effective defense conceptualists have wielded against arguments for
nonconceptual content of experience: that our ability to form demonstrative concepts
(concepts such as “that shade™) obviates the need for nonconceptual content in experience. I
show that nonconceptual content of experience is crucial in enabling us to form novel
demonstrative concepts. Thus, far from being a strategy that allows the conceptualist to
circumvent the need for nonconceptual content, appeal to demonstrative concepts further
commits him to nonconceptual content of experience.

Chapter 3 considers what cognitive resources are required to have propositional attitudes. [
argue against Davidson’s claim that animals can’t think, because having propositional
attitudes requires language. I consider Dennett’s and Fodor’s positions on propositional
attitudes, and offer alternative criteria to theirs for what features a system must have to have
propositional attitudes.
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