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 Write on one or two topics.  Your paper must indicate familiarity both with 
classical mind/body issues (those discussed prior to Fodor) and modern issues (Fodor and 
later).  Papers are due in class on Monday, April 3. No more than 6 pages or 2000 words, 
typed and doublespaced or emailed by classtime.  Late papers will be accepted until 
classtime on April 10, with one-half letter-grade reduction.  

 Your choice of topics will affect your grade: If you choose easy topics, you will 
lower your grade.  

 PLEASE RECOGNIZE: Explaining what a theory says is not the same as 
explaining the reasons that a person might accept (or reject) the theory. Both are 
important, but you should not confuse the two. Giving me a list of theories, properly 
defined, is only part of the job. The other part is explaining the reasons for (and against) 
the theories.  

1. Discuss three or four of the more important theories on mind/body presented our 
readings.  (Use the Chisolm’s duck illustrations as a guide if you'd like, but the ducks 
don't cover all of the important ones, and they do cover some pretty trivial ones.)  Explain 
what each theory says, and explain the reasons why proponents would prefer that theory 
over certain others.  (The issue of mind/body interaction in crucial here --  what it is 
supposed to explain and why some theorists think it is a problem.) 

2. Compare the identity thesis (Smart), interactionism (Descartes, for example) and 
functionalism (Fodor) on the differences between mental and physical descriptions of a 
person.  What kinds of problems is each best equipped to deal with, and what problems 
are difficult for each theory?   

3. What is meant by the privacy and incorrigibility of mental states?  By qualitative 
and intentional content?  Why are each of these a problem for materialist theories of the 
mind?  Discuss Smart's attempt to solve some of them (the first ones, mostly), and/or a 
functionalist attempt (e.g. Fodor on the last ones). 

4. What is the Homunculus Problem?  Fodor says that functionalism can "exorcize 
the homunculus".  Why does he want to do that to the poor thing?  

5. Fodor thinks that the distinction between functional and physical states (between, 
e.g., software and hardware) solves some important philosophical problems better than 
other theories do. Which problems, and is it better? What's the significance of Fodor's 
emphasis on thought as the manipulation of symbols?  Fodor says that functionalism is 
consistent either with materialism or dualism. Is it? How does this work?   

6. Discuss Fodor’s functionalism. Discuss Searle's example of the Chinese Room. 
How does Searle argue against “strong AI”? Explain, as well as you can, Searle's final 
view on mentality. Compare it to Fodor’s. Is Fodor’s view a version of “strong AI”? 
Optional:  is either more reasonable? 



7. Write briefly on #6 and add a discussion of the Churchlands’ point about parallel 
computing. What difference does it make whether a Symbol Manipulation computer or a 
parallel processing computer is the analogy of the mind?  

8.  (Lyons) What are qualia and why are they such a philosophical problem? (If you 
don’t like the talk about qualia, describe qualitative/subjective content in such a way that 
it captures the important points that Lyons discusses.) Discuss a few of the examples 
Lyons uses to describe the qualia problem; Kim’s discussion of the ‘absent qualia 
problem’, blindsight, ‘what it’s like to be a bat (or eel …)’,  David Chalmers ‘hard 
problem’, etc. Make sure that you carefully describe what the problem of qualia is. Then 
discuss why it is so hard, or why is isn’t so hard … or maybe solve it!  

 

 Large topics that you might want to work into your paper (or just think about 
before you write it):  

“Folk Psychology” and its relevance for philosophy of mind.  

Intentionality, how it might be explained, and/or how it raises problems for theories of 
mind.  

 


