Reading 20.  Peter, The Case for Physicalism

Outline with Study Questions


I.
Arguments for Mind-Brain Identity

A.
Introduction

1.
What is the mind-brain identity thesis?

B.
The Closure of Physics and the Unity of Nature

1.
What is one of the main objections to mind-body dualism?

2.
What does the principle of the closure of physics state? 

3.
If physics is closed, why would it be impossible for nonphysical mental events to affect the physical behavior of the body?

4.
What reason is there to believe that physics is closed?

5.
What does the principle of the unity of nature state? 

6.
If nature is unitary, why should we expect mental events to be realized in (constituted by) physical events in the brain?

7.
What reason is there to believe that nature is unitary?

C.
The Argument from Causation in the Brain

1.
Why is it likely that every brain event has a sufficient physical cause?

2.
What is the only way to hold both that (a) some mental events cause some physical events, and (b) physical events can be caused only by physical events?
3.
If we grant that some mental states and events are physical, why is it reasonable to conclude that all mental states and events are physical?

D.
Causal Overdetermination

1.
What does the theory of causal overdetermination claim about the events that cause bodily movements?

2.
What commonsense belief about the causality of bodily movements does causal overdetermination preserve? What commonsense belief does it reject?

E.
Epiphenomenalism

1.
What is epiphenomenalism?

2.
According to epiphenomenalism, why is a decision not causally necessary and sufficient any bodily movements? Why is a decision non​causally necessary and sufficient for some bodily movements?

3.
What commonsense belief about the causal role of our decisions does epiphenomenalism reject?

4. 
How does evolutionary theory make epiphenomenalism implausible?
F.
Mind-Brain Identity

1.
What is the main argument for mind-brain identity?

2.
How can this argument be extended to include not only decisions, but all mental events?


II.
Ramifications, Types, Tokens . . .

A.
Type- versus Token-Identity

1.
How does the thesis of mind-brain type-identity differ form the thesis of mind-brain token-identity?

2.
Why is the token-identity thesis more plausible than the type-identity thesis?

B.
Reduction versus Reductive Explanation

1.
According to most philosophers and scientists today, in what sense are the special sciences autonomous?

2.
How does a reductive explanation of a higher-level process in terms of a lower-level process differ from a reduction of a higher-level process to a lower-level process?

3.
In what sense can a mind-body identity theorist reject the claim that the mind is nothing but the brain?

Questions for Reflection and Discussion

1.
Could a nonphysical mind produce effects in the physical body? Could the physical body produce effects in a nonphysical mind?

2.
Is fundamental physics the bottom layer of all physical events?

3.
If mental events states and events cause bodily states and events, is it reasonable to conclude that mental states and events are brain states and events?

4.
If mental states and events are nonphysical, is interactive dualism more plausible than epiphenomenalism?

5.
Is a reductive explanation of mind-brain identity more plausible than the reduction of the mind to the brain?
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