Philosophy of Mind

What is the nature of the mind?

What is its relationship to the body?

How is knowledge of other minds possible?

Analogous questions concern mental states
Could a purely physical thing have a mind?

Why do we have minds, while trees and rocks don’t?

How can a bunch of dumb neurons sum together to compose something that is intelligent, conscious?

One answer is dualism: the material world is only part of the world; there are also immaterial things

Descartes: substance dualism: the mind is an immaterial substance

Substance: something that can exist by itself (contrast with properties)

Ghost in the machine

Explains how afterlife is possible

Does not explain how mind-body interaction is possible

Mind-body interaction:

Stubbing toe causes sensation of pain

Sensation of pain causes crying

Some mental events cause bodily events, and vice versa

If substance dualism is true, this is (a) utterly mysterious, (b) in violation of law of conservation of matter/energy

Other options:

Epiphenomenalism: bodily events cause mental events but not vice-versa

Occasionalism: no interaction, but God intervenes to ensure that mind and body are in sync

Property dualism: (some) mental states are immaterial properties of a material thing (the brain)

Some kind of materialism

Epistemological problems for dualism

Zombie: someone physically and behaviorally just like us, but lacking in mentality

Mutant: someone physically and behaviorally just like us, but having different mental states

(e.g., inverted spectra)

1. If dualism is true, then zombies and mutants should be possible

2. But then we would have no grounds at all for thinking there are other minds

3. We do have grounds for thinking there are other minds

4. Therefore, dualism is false

Does the physical structure of our visual systems ensure that blue things will produce the characteristic sensation in us?

Not if zombies and mutants are possible 

Superaddition vs. supervenience

(Locke vs. Leibniz)

Suppose God creates the physical universe and the laws of physics. Is there any further work for him to do in specifying how mental states are going to be related to brain states?

Locke says yes: facts about consciousness are superadded to physical facts

Leibniz says no: facts about consciousness supervene on physical facts

Why adopt the Leibnizian view?

Principle of sufficient reason again: for every fact or object there is a reason or cause.

This applies to mental-physical correlation as well

If God wants a rock to be conscious, he’ll have to change the physical structure of the rock.

One version of the Leibnizian view: mental states just are brain states.

Explaining psychological facts:

Without knowing anything about the eye or the brain, we know that things can’t be yellowish-blue, that yellow is brighter than violet

Opponent processes in color vision: Long, Medium, Short wavelength receptors, colors determined by comparing two receptors

If L>S, then yellow

If L<S then blue

Can’t be both greater than and less than

This is why nothing can appear yellowish-blue to us 

Yellow is brighter than violet because long wavelengths are where our visual systems are most responsive

