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What is it to have a mind? We deal with this question during the third week of the course. We are 
certain that anyone reading this text has a mind. But what are the special properties that beings with 
minds have? What sorts of things have those properties: animals? Infants? Computers? In this 
lecture, we will discuss some of the approaches contemporary philosophers have taken to the 
question of what it is to have a mind. In the first part of the lecture, we begin our discussion with 
Cartesian dualism, which claims that mind is immaterial, continue to identity theory, a view that mind 
is identifiable with physical matter, and finish with functionalism, according to which a mental state is 
essentially identifiable with what it does. In the second part, we concentrate on the problems that 
thought experiments of Alan Turing and John Searle pose to the functionalist account of mind. 
 
 
Video #1 - Part One - Descartes' Substance Dualism Theory of the Mind  
 
What is it to have a mind?  Look at an object that doesn’t have the property of a mind…to start a 
comparison, ie. a tennis ball. 
 
2nd example is a dog. 
 
We can evaluate our own thoughts, unlike the dog. 
 
As humans, we can think about things that are real, and things that are fantasy or sci-fi. 
 
We also have conscious awareness…or “what its likeness.” 

How we think about things. 
 
Suilin has a human mind, but a tennis ball does not. This is a fact. What things can Suilin do 
that a tennis ball can't that might make this fact true? (Tick all options that apply) 

Think thoughts about thoughts.  

Bounce up and down.  

Be in states (such as thinking, believing, desiring) that are *about* things.  

Be in states such that there's 'something it's like' to be in them. 

 

 



Rene Descartes believed there two kinds of stuff, or Dualism.  The mind was made of 
immaterial stuff, and the world was made of material stuff. 
Substance dualism (or Cartesian dualism) is the view that: 

 
Minds and bodies are made of the same type of substance, but have different properties.  

Mind and matter are very different kinds of things.  

We can never know anything for certain.  

We can never know whether our minds and our bodies are different kinds of things. 
 
 
The problem of causation 
How does immaterial stuff affect material stuff?  Elizabeth of Bohemia, 1643 
 
Thoughts, beliefs, and desires can cause behaviors. 
 
 
 
Princess Elisabeth of Bohemia objected to Descartes dualism because: 

 
Everything is only made out of one kind of substance  

We can never know for certain whether a theory is true  

It is unclear how a non-physical thing can cause changes in a physical thing  

A malevolent demon could be deceiving us into thinking substance dualism was true 

 

 
Video #2 - Part Two - Physicalism: Identity Theory and Functionalism 
 
Minds, Brains, Computers 
 
How can immaterial stuff interact with material stuff. 
 
Get rid of the immaterial stuff…this is Physicalism; minds and bodies are both made of the same 
physical stuff. 
 
Logical Behaviorism 
Identity Theory 



Functionalism 
 
 
 
Identity Theory – Physical states can be relative to physical realism, meaning the current state of 
your body/mind influence thought and mindset. 
 
Identity theory is a reductionist view 
 
 
 
From what Suilin has said so far, which of the following is the best definition of the identity 
theory of mental states? 

Brain states are identical to mental states.  

Substance dualism is false.  

We cannot tell the difference between mental states and brain states.  

Mental states correspond to brain states. 

 

Tokens – each individual element 
 
Types – how many types – known as a type relation 
 
Token Identity – particular types of psychological states are the identical with physical states 
 
 
 
Which of the following claims would a type-type identity theorist reject? 

Every mental state is identical with some physical state.  

Substance dualism is false.  

For every type of mental state, there is a type of physical state which is identical to it.  

There could be two creatures in the same type of mental state, but different types of brain state. 
 
 
 
 
 



The fallacy of token identity is that it is too narrow to cover all animals or foreign species. 
 
Of course, I believe this is relative of course…perhaps it’s not that narrow if the theory can be 
applied to what’s relative to the species in question. 
 
 
Functionalism – when you’re thinking of psychological states, you should think about what they do, 
and not what they’re made of. 
 
Hilary Putnam:  Multiple Realizability (1967) – a particular state can be made of different 
stuff…meaning, different species may experience pain, and the physical stuff attributed to that 
sensation may be different than let’s say what humans have. 
 
 
Which of the following would be the best way of objecting to the identity theory on the basis 
of the 'multiple realizability' of mental states? 

There might be other species that have very different kinds of mental states to ours.  

Brain states and mental states seem like very different kinds of things.  

An octopus might be in the same type of mental state as me, but in a very different type of brain 
state.  

Science has shown that feeling pain is not the same as 'having C-fibres firing'. 
 
 
 
Video #3 - Part Three - Functionalism and What Mental States Do 
 
People use different things for currency around the world, from cows, coins, and shells, to notes. 
 
Things function in a certain way…and that is what gives them their properties…not what they are 
made of.  This also applies to psychological states. 
 
Think about things by what they do. 
 
Hilary Putnam thought that we should understand mental states in terms of their... 

Subjective feeling  
Function  
Interaction with the brain  
Intrinsic properties 



 
What do mental states do? 

 
They cause particular behaviors 
They can cause new psychological states 
They are caused by sensory input, which cause behaviors and states 
 
 

In virtue of what, according to the functionalist, would it be possible for both an alien and a 
human—who have very different physical makeups—to be in a state of pain? 

Their physical bodies are both associated with the same kind of immaterial mind.  

They both ultimately evolved from the same evolutionary ancestors.  

They both can be in mental states that have the functional role associated with pain.  

They both are ultimately constituted from the same fundamental particles described by physics. 
 
 
 
Video #4 - Part Four - Functionalism and Functional Complexity 
 
Review 
Physicalism – Identity Theory – Functionalism 

 
What philosophers like using computers in talking about minds 
 
Because it doesn’t matter what the computer is made of…but what it does…as long as it performs, 
processes data. 
 
Focus on what something does…not really what it is made out of  

 

What, according to the functionalist, is the difference between things which merely have 
functional roles (such as carburetors) and things whose functional roles amount to their 
having a mind? 

The functional roles must be possessed by immaterial substances.  
The functional roles must be possessed by material substances.  
The functional roles must have evolved to avoid predators.  
The functional roles must be sufficiently complex. 



 

Video #5 - Part Five - Minds vs. Machines: The Turing Test and the Chinese Room 

Alan Turing, Can machines think?  When can machines be mistaken for a real person? 
 
 
What must a computer do to pass the Turing test? 

Make as many errors performing calculations as a human being.  

Experience the world in the same way as a human being.  

Be subject to the same human rights as a human being.  

Respond to questions in such a way that one cannot distinguish between it and a human being. 
 
 
Turing test:  
it is language based. 
Perhaps it’s too anthropocentric 
It does not take into account the inner states of the machine 
 
Are minds really like computers? 
 
John Searle – Imagine that you are in a room…2 slots exists…one says “I”, one says “O” 

I’s go into I…and O’s go into O’s….let’s say this was Chinese, and you were successfully putting the 
input into the right output.  This doesn’t mean you understand Chinese…even though it appears that 
the output is correct.  This is because the “system” has no understanding of the input or output; this 
“system” works on syntactic properties only. 
 
In theory, this would pass the Turing Test. 

 
 
What is the difference between the syntactic properties of a symbol and the semantic 
properties of a symbol? 

The syntactic properties of a symbol pertain to its form whereas the semantic properties of a symbol 
pertain to its meaning or content.  

Symbols have syntactic properties, but sentences only have semantic properties  

Chinese languages such as Mandarin have syntactic properties, whereas European languages, 
such as English, only have semantic properties.  



Understanding logic and mathematics only involves recognizing syntactic properties whereas 
understanding poetry only involves recognizing semantic properties. 
 
 
 
 
 
Video #6 - Part Six - Minds vs. Machines: Problems for the Computational View of the Mind 

Grew out of the rejection of dualism 
 
Aboutness of thought, how thought can be about things. 

 
The hard problem of consciousness – what makes one material conscious…and the other not 
 
You may want to question the metaphor of computation itself 
 
Step away from the computational metaphor and start to think of minds in other terms. 
 
 
What is the bearing of the hard problem of consciousness on functionalism? 

It is hard to produce functional analyses of things.  

It is hard to produce a computer that can pass the Turing test.  

Providing a functional analysis of something doesn't explain why it has conscious experience.  

Producing a functional analysis of something doesn't explain why that functional role has evolved. 
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