Philosophy of Mind: Minds, Bodies, Persons

Phil 250 / Spring 07: T/Th 2:30 — 3:50

Professor William Seeley, 323 Stager Hall
Office Hours: T/Th 12:00 — 1:00 & by appointment
william.seeley@fandm.edu

Course Description

What is a mind? Are minds distinct from brains? If so, what is the relationship between minds and brains? Could a brain
literally lose its mind? If it were possible, would the individual become a person without thoughts? Would it even be a
person at all? What do the answers to these questions tell us about the possibility of artificial intelligence or the
relationship between research in the natural sciences and the study of mind? Questions like these are the domain of
philosophy of mind. In this field philosophers ask questions about the nature mind, the relationship between the mind
and its environment, and the ability of anyone to know the contents of other minds. For instance, what is a belief, what is
a desire, and how do these two types of mental states combine to form our human conception of the world. In this
course we will examine these sorts of questions. The topics discussed will include: dualism, behaviorism, physicalism,
the nature of psychological explanation, consciousness, intentionality, and artificial intelligence.

Course Goals :

The goals of this course are threefold. We will try to come to an understanding of what the philosophical distinction
between minds and bodies is, and more importantly what it is not. In this context we will evaluate contemporary debates
about the nature of mind, reduction, physicalism, and personhood. These debates will be used to evaluate the
philosophical conception of mind, the commonsense conception of a person, and their relation to scientific theories in
psychology, cognitive science, and neuroscience.

Requirements :

- A short (3-4 page) paper on an assigned topic early in the semester. (10%)

- Two 6 page papers on assigned topics. there will be choice between 2 different topics for both papers. The due
dates of these papers will be determined by our progress through the syllabus. However they will be due roughly at
the midterm and during the final week of the semester. | ask that these papers be submitted electronically to EDisk
and as a hard copy in class on the day they are due. (50%)

- A cumulative final exam. (30%)

- Class participation in the form of discussions of response paper topics is mandatory (10%).

Poor attendance will have a deleterious effect on your grade.
- Late papers will NOT be accepted! Students will be required to write a make-up paper on a separate topic.

Texts:

- David Chalmers, Philosophy of Mind: Classical and Contemporary Readings (New York: Oxford University
Press, 2002).

- Jaegwon Kim, The Philosophy of Mind (Boulder, CO: Westview Press, 2005).

- Electronic resources and pdf files on EDisk
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Schedule of Readings:

Topic 1: Introduction: What Is a Mind?
Dualism:
Descartes Meditations: 1l & VI (C)
Smullyan “An Unfortunate Dualist” (C)
Behaviorism:
Ryle "Descartes Myth" (C)
Carnap “Psychology in a Physical language” (C)
Putnam “Brains and Behavior” (C)
Identity Theory
Place “Is Consciousness a Brain Process?” (C)
Smart "Sensations and Brain Processes" (C)
Feigl “The Mental and the Physical” (C)

Functionalism:

Putnam
Armstrong
David Lewis
Ned Block

"The Nature of Mental States" (C)

“The Causal Theory of Mind” (C)

'Psychophysical and Theoretical Identifications' (C)
"The Troubles with Functionalism" (C)

Physicalism, Reduction, & Eliminitivism:

Davidson
Fodor
Kim

Stich
Churchland
Horgan & Woodward

"Mental Events" (C)
"Special Sciences" (C)
"Multiple Realization and the Metaphysics of Reduction" (C)

“Autonomous Psychology and the Belief-Desire Thesis (eDisk)
"Eliminative Materialism and the Propositional Attitudes (C)
“Why Folk Psychology is Here To Stay” (eDisk)

Topic 2:  Consciousness, Modality, and the Knowledge Argument

Block:

Jackson:
Lewis:
Loar:

Nagel:
Akins:

Chalmers:
Kripke:

"Concepts of Consciousness" (C)

"Epiphenomenal Qualia" (C)
"What Experience Teaches” (C)
“Phenomenal States” (C)

"What Is It Like to Be a Bat" (C)
"What Is It Like to Be Boring and Myopic" (eDisk)

“Consciousness & ils Place in Nature” (C)
from Naming & Necessity (C)
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Topic 3: __Intentionality:

The Nature of Intentionality:

Dennett "True Believers" (C)

Dretske “A Recipe for Thought” (C)

Millikan: "Biosemantics" (C)

Churchland and Churchland: “Stalking the Wild Epistemic Engine” (eDisk)

Akins: “Of Sensation and the Aboutness of Mental States” (eDisk)

Internalism/Externalism:

Putnam: "The Meaning of Meaning" (C)
Burge “Individualism and the mental” (C)
Clark & Chalmers “The Extended Mind” (C)

Topic 4: _ Atrtificial Intelligence:

Clark “Symbol Systems” (eDisk)

Turing “Computing Machinery and Intelligence” (eDisk)

Searle “Minds, Brains, and Programs” (eDisk)

Copeland “The Chinese Room from a Logical Point of View” (eDisk)

Assigned External Lectures

You will also be required to attend 3 lectures from visiting scholars on campus. These lectures each demonstrate a
novel application of the ideas we will discuss throughout the semester and will give you a flavor of current research in
the philosophy of mind and cognitive science. These lectures will be videotaped so that students with time conflicts
won'’t have to miss them. Students are required to hand in a 1 page description of the talks as evidence of attendance.

Lecture 1: The ‘Ruthlessly Reductive’ Core of Molecular and Cellular Cognition
John Bickle, University of Cincinnati
Tuesday, February 6", 2007, Stahr Auditorium, 4:30 pm

Lecture 2: But Is It Art?
Paul Bloom, Yale University
Thursday, February 22, 2007, Stahr Auditorium, 4:30pm

Lecture 3: Prospects for a Neuropsychology of Art
Anjan Chatterjee, University of Pennsylvania
Thursday April 12, 2007, Stahr Auditorium, 4:30 pm
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Topic 6:  Artificial Intelligence:

- Andy Clark, “Symbol Systems,” Mindware (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 2001), 28-42.

- Alan Turing, “Computing Machinery and Intelligence” in ed. John Haugeland, Mind Design (Cambridge, MA:
MIT Press, 1997), 29-56.
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Some Miscellaneous Notes and Guidelines:

Moral behavior is the grounds for, and the framework of, a healthy society. In this regard it is each of our responsibility
as an individual within the community of our classroom to act responsibly. This includes following the rules and
guidelines set out by the College for academic behavior. Plagiarism is a serious matter. It goes without saying that
each of you is expected to do his or her own work and to cite EVERY text that is used to prepare a paper for this class.
In general philosophy papers are NOT research papers. Your response papers should not involve any outside
research and you should be able to manage your final papers using only material from the syllabus, assigned
supplemental readings, and class discussion. As a general rule, | ask that you not use the internet for your research
except as assigned in class.

The assigned papers are designed to give students a chance to stretch their legs a bit with the material and give me a
chance to assess your understanding of the material. These papers should offer a philosophical defense of your take
on the issue at hand. But this does not mean that they are a free forum for opinions. Make sure that your papers set
out the philosophical issues germane to the question and that your responses address the relative virtues and
shortcomings of theoretical positions discussed in class.

Finally, the reading list for this class is arranged in topics as opposed to individual sessions. You can find a detailed
bibliography of the readings above. | will announce the particular readings for each class as we go along. This will
allow us some flexibility in discussion so that we can spend more time on issues of interest to the class. | will
occasionally upload supplementary materials to EDisk for students interested in pursuing particular issues beyond
class discussion. | also reserve the right to make changes to the syllabus which reflect our class interests.
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Short Paper Assignment, Philosophy of Mind, Philoso phy 250, Professor Seeley

Due: February 7 , 2007

Please write a 3-4 page (approx. 1000 words, double spaced, 1" margins) paper on one of the following three topics.
Your paper should explicitly state the philosophical problem at issue in the question, identify and define the opposing
positions in the debate, discuss the argument provided in the literature for the target solution, and then provide an
argument for your evaluation. Your answers should be based solely on material in the assigned readings and class
discussion.

Philosophers have argued that Descartes’ best argum  ent for dualism is derived from the fact that
we have different ways of talking about mental and physical events (roughly thoughts vs. things).
What does it mean to say that Descartes’ best argum  ent is primarily linguistic? What kind of
evidence does this claim yield for dualism? Do you find this type of evidence convincing?

Mid-term Paper Assignment, Philosophy of Mind, Phil osophy 250, Professor Seeley

Due: March 7, 2007

Please write a 6 page (approx. 1500 word, double spaced, 1" margins) paper on one of the following three topics.
Your paper should explicitly state the philosophical problem at issue in the question, identify and define the opposing
positions in the debate, discuss the argument provided in the literature for the target solution, and then provide an
argument for your evaluation. Your answers should be based solely on material in the assigned readings and class
discussion.

MTP #1: Logical behaviorists argue that dualism has no explanatory power. Why do they assert
this claim? Do you find that their alternative pro vides a plausible account of the nature
of thoughts and other types of mental states, e.g. pain?

MTP #2: The “topic neutral” approach introduced by identity theorists like J.J.C. Smart is
designed to resolve a shortcoming of logical behav iorism. What is this shortcoming?
What do identity theorists say is the source of th e problem? Do you find their solution
satisfactory?

MTP #3: Jaegwon Kim is skeptical about role played by the "multiple realization argument" in
debates about the nature of mind. What is the mult  iple realization argument? What is it
supposed to prove about the relationship between m inds and brains? Why is Kim so
skeptical? Do you find his skepticism compelling?

3rd Paper, Philosophy of Mind, Philosophy 250, Prof __essor Seeley

Due: Wednesday April 25, 2007

Please write a 6 (1500 word) paper on one of the following two topics. Your paper should explicitly state your opinion
on the matter and then provide an argument for this position based on the material from the syllabus. Please feel free
to use the supplemental materials on eDisk that we read as well if you find them helpful. You can use material from
our class discussion as well.

FP#2a: Whatis it like to stalk moths? Rehearse Tho = mas Nagel's argument about bats and
consciousness and evaluate whether it is sound usi ng the evidence from Kathleen
Akin’s bat paper. What, if anything, does this evi  dence teach us about the nature of
intentionality?

FP#2b: Is Searle’s Chinese Room Argument sound?



