	Theories of Mind
	Basic Idea
	Basic Argument
	Criticisms

	Dualism
	1. Mind is a thinking (mental) thing; it is an indivisible substance
2. Body is a physical thing; it is a divisible substance

3. These two substances interact
	1. I can clearly and distinctly experience my thoughts

2. Thoughts are locate in my brain, but I do not experience them as my brain

3. I also clearly, distinctly experience a body I associate as mine

Therefore, I am a combination of two substances, mind and body (and these also interact based on my experiences I know this)
	1. There is no evidence that a mind exists; cannot sense it in any way (see, hear, touch, etc.)

2. How a material substance can affect an immaterial substance and vice versa; not explainable

	Behaviorism
	1. We do not have a mind that is separate from out physical body

2. What we mean by mental states are the behaviors we associate with those states; to say someone is experiencing a specific mental state is to provide a list of the behaviors that the person would do
	1. To ask what is a mind, is to ask for a thing; but when I decide (or any other act that uses my mind) to do something, it is not a decision until I do it (I am thinking means what – staring into space, wrinkled brow, etc.)

2. We make a mistake when we ask for the thing that does this because we are looking for the thing that is not there; we really look for what the person does

Therefore, there is not a mind but it is only the behaviors we associate with the “mental act”
	1. Impossible to give a complete description of any mental behavior
2. Does not explain the “mental experiences” with have

3. A person may misrepresent that are having a certain mental state or may be mistaken about what we see



	Reductive Materialism
	1. Trying to account for the experience of mental events but denies there is a soul or mind
2. Uses the idea that one object can be described or labeled in two ways
3. Our mental states can be described using the mental language and as the physical brain processes

4. There is a one-to-one match between a specific mental activity and a physical state in the brain
	1. It is possible to identify the same object in two different ways 
2. There is a language we use to describe mental states, but these states correspond to a specific physical chemical-electrical reaction in the brain

3. The mental state and physical are the same event

Therefore, there is no difference between the mental and physical events – they are the same thing – but we have two ways to describe them
	1. Impossible to find a one-to-one match between mental state and physical state

2. The experience of a mental state is different from the experience of the physical state in terms of both knowing and how it is experience (experience of red is not the same as experience of the brain state seeing red)

	Eliminative Materialism
	1. It is a mistake to use the language of folk psychology; it does not provide us any insight into the working of the mind

2. The only thing present of what we call a mind is the brain; the mind is merely the electro-chemical reactions of the brain


	1. Starting with reductive materialism, there are two ways to describe the workings of the mind – these should have a one-to-one match of mental state to brain state
2. This one-to-one match is not possible so should eliminate one way to describe the mind

3. The mental state views are equivalent to basic folk psychology and do not tell us anything about the way that the mind works; understanding brain states will do this and provide greater insights
Therefore, we should eliminate all discussion of mental states and describe the mind only in terms of the brain states (the electro-chemical processes)
	1. This does not account for and total discounts the mental experiences we have 
2. It is an over reaction to say just because folk psychology does not provide the depths of insight it will be eliminated 



	Functionalism
	1. Trying to combine behaviorism with the recognition that there is a mental experience

2. Describes a mind in term of its function in dealing with existing environmental conditions and determining how to respond
3. Claims that it is impossible to define mental states entirely in terms of behavior 

4. But acknowledges that this function does not need to be a brain as is the case in reductive/eliminative materialism
	1. The important first consideration of what a mind is involves looking at what the function of a mind is

2. The function is to determine the appropriate actions/decisions/etc. given the existing environmental facts and other mental states (knowledge, etc.) – given a certain set of input, the mind determines the output

3. This does not require a human brain

Therefore, the mind is anything that can before the ability to process information, initiating actions, and do the functions we associate with a mind


	1. This still does not account for the quality of the mental activities 

2. What we mean by a certain mental state may not be the same in our minds as other minds \


