3. Philosophy of Mind

(a) Explain how a world of zombies might make us believe in epiphenomenalism (3pt)
Epiphenomenalism claims that there is no causal connection between qualia (conscious experience) and physical events (including some mental/neural processes such as memory). In an I-zombie world (a zombie world that cannot be distinguished from the actual world on physical grounds), there are no qualia, yet all other behavioral processes (sensing a smell of a cookie, deciding to eat it, etc.) are exactly same as they are in the actual world. 
If such a world is possible, it would support epiphenomenalism, because if qualia play any role in causing human’s behavior, removing them would affect behavioral processes. For example, if eating a cookie requires recognition of a cookie, and recognition of a cookie requires conscious experience of sensations that are caused by physical properties of cookies (smell, taste, etc.), the lack of conscious experience leads to the failure of the process of eating. 
(b) Characterize and defend your own position on the relation between the mind and brain in terms of materialism/dualism and epiphenomenalism/mental efficacy (If you are undecided, pick a position). (4pt)
(i) (materialism + mental efficacy)

I take the physicalist/causal view; that is, I believe that qualia are physical properties that are causally connected to other physical processes such as perceptions of stimuli by sensorial organs, information processing by neural systems, and various physical actions that humans take. Physicalism is more favorable than non-physicalism (unless there is solid empirical evidence for the latter), because a scientific theory must be kept as simple as possible. Since we know that there are physical objects/properties in the world but do not know whether there are such things as meta-physical objects/properties, we should seek for the physical explanation of qualia until it is proven to be impossible. 

If qualia are caused by neural activities, then it is natural to believe that they carry certain functions in humans’ cognitive processes (that is, they are necessary for cognitive tasks like memory and decision-making to take place). Complex neural activities that bring about conscious experience must be “costly” (e.g. more nutrition/oxygen consumption), and thus they will be lost by natural selection unless they somehow help organisms carrying them to survive/reproduce.   
(ii) (epiphenomenalism + dualism)
I believe that qualia are epiphenomena of neural activities, that are not causally connected to physical processes by any means. If qualia are physical processes, they must be observable. Yet, to the date, we have no clue as to what they look like, let alone how they are realized. Given that we already have substantial knowledge of physics, if qualia are physical properties we must be able to locate them. To find out “where qualia are”, thus, it seems necessary to look into another level – one level higher than physical processes.  


If qualia are not physical properties, then they are likely not to interact with other physical processes, including neural activities like memory and recognition.  As Chalmers’ thought experience tells us, this is totally consistent with what we know about the world; it is possible to imagine a world where qualia are missing, yet other things, including humans’ behavior, work in the exactly same way as in the actual world. 
(c) What are the problems with the view you just espoused? (3pt)
(i) (materialism + mental efficacy)
We do not yet know what kind of physical processes can make conscious experience happen. And for this matter, we do not yet even fully understand how the rest of mental processes, which can be possibly separated from qualia, is carried out. This means that we do not know yet zombies in Chalmers’ thought experience are possible or not. If it is possible to create a zombie, or robot, which is equipped with a processor that is equivalent to a human brain in its basic structure and computational power, and which is able to behave exactly like a human, then such a zombie/robot will disprove my view. 
Until it is empirically proven that such a zombie/robot cannot be created, my view remains to be a mere stipulation.  
(ii) (epiphenomenalism + dualism)
My view presupposes that Chalmers’ zombies are empirically possible. If it turns out that a zombie, or a robot, with a processing system equivalent to a human brain in its architecture and computational power, cannot behave exactly like a human, then we must conclude that qualia are an essential and functional part of the computational system of an organism like a human. Thus, until we know whether such a zombie/robot can be created, we cannot conclude for sure that qualia are not contributing anything to “human-like” behavior. 

There is another conceptual problem with my view. Qualia seem to be, whether they are physical or meta-physical properties, rather complex processes. It seems unlikely that such complex processes result from mere coincidence. 
(David Oshima)
