
Essay

Requirements

You are to submit one - page research paper on Monday  December, addressing
one and only one of the questions listed below. The paper must be submitted by email
to me at bradley.weslake@rochester.edu, and to Curtis at csharp@pil.net. Please use
 format if possible.

Guidelines

An excellent resource to read before starting your essay is James Pryor’s “Guidelines on
Writing a Philosophy Paper” [http://www.jimpryor.net/teaching/guidelines/writing.
html]. You might also find his “Philosophical Terms and Methods” [http://www.
jimpryor.net/teaching/vocab/index.html] and “How To Read a Philosophy Paper” [http:
//www.jimpryor.net/teaching/guidelines/reading.html] useful.

Some additional comments on the essay:

• Do not hand in a first draft.

• Do not submit anything over the page length.

• I don’t mind which referencing system you use, as long as it is consistent.

• Use footnotes if necessary, but do not use endnotes.

• When researching, it is better to read one paper many times than many papers
once.

• A good test for a successful paper is whether your otherwise intelligent friend,
who has never studied philosophy, can read and understand it.
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Questions

• You may formulate a question of your choosing if you wish, if you clear it with me.

• Explain and evaluate the identity theory. In your response, evaluate at least two
of the following objections to the identity theory:

– People knew about mental states before they knew about brain states.

– It doesn’t make sense to say that mental states are located in the brain.

– Mental states are multiply realisable.

– The identity theory does not explain correlations between mental and
physical properties, because properties must be distinct in order to be
correlated.

• Explain and evaluate John Searle’s argument in his “Minds, Brains, and Pro-
grams”, addressing the following two questions:

– What view is Searle arguing against?

– What form of functionalism provides the best reply to Searle?

• Explain functionalism, distinguishing between role and realiser functionalism
and between machine, empirical and common-sense functionalism. Discuss at
least two of the following questions:

– How does functionalism solve the translation problem for behaviourism?

– How does functionalism solve the multiple realisation problem for the
identity theory?

– What should the functionalist say is wrong with Blockhead?

– Must a functionalist be a physicalist? Should a functionalist be a physical-
ist?

– Why does Kim think that mental causation is a problem for the role func-
tionalist? Is he right?

• Explain and evaluate eliminative materialism, addressing at least two of the
following questions:

– What is folk psychology, and what role does it play in the argument for
eliminative materialism?

– Identify and evaluate two reasons Churchland gives for the falsity of folk
psychology.

– Explain the argument that eliminative materialism is self-refuting, and
evaluate Churchland’s reply to the argument.





– How should a common-sense functionalist reply to an eliminative mate-
rialist?

• Explain Chalmers’ distinction between the easy and hard problems of con-
sciousness, and address at least two of the following questions:

– Why does Chalmers think that the easy problems are easy?

– What is functional explanation, and why does it not help with the hard
problem?

– Explain and evaluate Chalmers’ argument for the principle of organiza-
tional invariance.

• Explain and evaluate Nagel’s argument in his “What Is It Like to Be a Bat?”,
and address at least two of the following questions:

– What does Nagel mean when he says that his point is conceptual rather
than epistemological?

– What is the aspect of consciousness that Nagel thinks most resistant to
explanation, and why?

– What is the difference between imagining what it is like to be another
person and imagining what it is like to be a bat, for Nagel?

– What philosophical view is Nagel arguing against?

– Do Nagel’s arguments show that physicalism is false? Why, or why not?

• Explain and evaluate the knowledge argument, and address at least two of the
following questions:

– How is the knowledge argument an argument against physicalism?

– Explain and evaluate the ability reply to the knowledge argument.

– How can a physicalist argue that Mary learns something new, consistent
with the truth of physicalism?




