What Issues are there within the topic towards the science of consciousness?

Abstract.
Simply enough, this dissertation hopes to explore consciousness in regards to the why we are conscious, and what is consciousness? I will be drawing distinctions between the competing theories and giving an overview of their objections. As Chalmers has spoken about, there is an easy problem and a hard problem of consciousness. I will be taking the easy problem for granted, that consciousness exists, and focus primarily on the hard problem, of what it actually is.
Context.
The Problem of Consciousness has been a substantial debate for many years, including philosophers such as David Chalmers, John Searle, Galen Strawson, to name a few. All of these philosophers aim to find out how we can understand consciousness and what it means to be conscious. In this dissertation, I hope to bring about these ideas in hopes of gaining a clearer understanding on what consciousness could be.  
When the movement, towards the science of consciousness, had begun, it was in hopes to eliminate the strong behaviourist claims about consciousness in hopes to find a better answer to the problem. Most philosophers would agree that science is epistemically objective, whereas consciousness is epistemically subjective, and to follow the reductionist account of consciousness would be making a mistake at the very first hurdle. You cannot use science to define something that is epistemically subjective like consciousness. The two main competing traditional theories in this area are dualism and materialism, and then there is the space in between in which Philosophers, such as John R. Searle seems to find himself. Archaeologists and scientists alike believe we started to develop consciousness some 60-70 thousand years ago, about a third of the way into our existence, and yet its ambiguity remains. It is one of, if not the foremost important topic within the Philosophy of Mind and will nevertheless remain there for some time. It is this uncertainty that has drawn me to this subject area, and I find it utterly fascinating we find ourselves powerless in understanding this abstract entity. 
There are many approaches to this problem, some believe it is fair to categorise consciousness as a natural biological phenomenon, whilst still understanding it as an irreducible subjective thing, such as famous philosopher John Searle.  Some other philosophers believe that consciousness has more transcendental properties, something that is a mental state and adheres within a more dualist perspective. It is from this the argument assumes that consciousness cannot be defined in physical terms. Instead it is something that has to, and must be separate from the body, as its main components of what it means to be conscious (sentience, feeling, awareness) seem all too elusive and difficult to merely reduce it to a standard scientific biological definition, as behaviourists seem to believe. Another view goes along the lines of panpsychism. That everything has a level of consciousness. However, this is not to say that everything is self-aware and intelligent, only that it could possibly have a level of consciousness insofar that it is aware in relation to its function; it meets in the line between functionality and awareness. Therefore, this is to say as much as a photon is possibly conscious. A neuroscientist named Giulio Tononi as well as Galen Strawson discuss this claim of panpsychism. Whether it is correct, I am unsure; nevertheless, it gives us a great theory to discuss. Other philosophers such as Daniel Dennet hold the claim that all of consciousness is just an illusion, and that if we can describe and define the objective world then we can define consciousness. This is a more radical theory of consciousness and stems away from the more proponent idea that consciousness is a fundamental and real element of our experience.
Focus of Research.
The Science of Consciousness is an international academic conference that has been held biennially since 1994. It was a movement started in hopes of creating a new wave of thinking in regards to the scientific exploration of consciousness. With the help of various philosophers and scientists, it has grown exponentially and with it has brought many exciting new ideas within the science of consciousness. I will be focusing on this movement within this dissertation and the key thinkers involved within this discussion. Despite its collective main aim, of inviting a new ideology around consciousness and its involvement with our scientific worldview, there are conflicting arguments and opinions. 
	Now, prior to in-depth research I am more inclined to follow Searle’s position of Biological Naturalism. For the most part, this theory seems the most suitable. I find that dualism causes more problems than it answers in terms of elusive truths. It claims that consciousness or the mind, is immaterial and located apart from the material body. So, then it can never be understood if it is immaterial? Where is it located if not in our brains? If it cannot exist within an immaterial realm, how is the physical world connecting with it and so on. On the other hand, I find materialistic reductionist theories to be problematic as well. The claim that consciousness can be located spatio-temporally and can be reduced to a materialistic definition seems to miss out some key problems. For example, it is impossible to empirically research what it is like to see through another person’s eyes. Searle seems to find himself placed neatly in the middle with an aim to deciphering what consciousness is. However, the resistance given to this claim from dualist and materialistic perspectives calls for a big debate, one I wish to be at the centre of. 

Significance of Project.
Within this widespread debate there contain some key issues. Firstly, in regards to intentionality. Discussion of whether intentionality precedes consciousness or whether consciousness precedes intentionality is one of the main issues. Secondly, the main debate of what consciousness is at all. Whether it is material or immaterial as well as how, or even if it at all, it can be explained. However, maybe a more radical theory is needed if we are ever able to truly start understanding consciousness. A radical approach such as that of Dennet with illusion or Alfred North Whitehead with pansychism or even that of the hyperdualists. However in the end maybe the only conclusion is that of Colin McGinn, in which we will never be able to completely understand consciousness and its true nature. Consciousness is both the most well-known and yet the most elusive thing about us and I hope to shed light on some of its theories that surround it.
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