


令和8年度熊本大学大学院社会文化科学教育部
博士前期課程一般入試 入学試験問題（第一期募集）

外国語（英語）問題用紙（全3枚中の1枚目） 受験番号I

問 I Read the fo 1 ollowing passage and summarize what "the mind" and "death" mean for 

physicalists in 80-100 words in English. 

On the physicalist view, it' s still perfectly legitimate to talk about minds. But from 

the physicalist perspective, talking about the mind is just a convenient way of talking about 

these various mental aMJjUes of the body. When we talk this way, we nominalize. We talk 

about the abilities using a noun, the "mind." But talk of the mind is just a way of talking 

about these special abilities that the body has when it' s functioning properly. 

This is similar, let' s say, to talking about a smile. We all believe that there are 

smiles. But what is a smile? Well, a smile is just a way of talking about the ability of the 

body to do something-that characteristic thing we do, curling up our 1 ips, exposing our 

teeth, and so forth. But it isn' t an extra part of the body. If you were to list the parts 

of the body, you would list the teeth, you would list the lips, you would list the gums, you 

would list the tongue-but you wouldn' t list the smile. 

So should we accept some sort of duajjsm here? Should we conclude that smiles are extra, 

nonphysical things, things that have a special intimate relationship with bodies? You could 

imagine a view like that. But it would be rather a silly view. Rather, talking about a smile 

is just a way of talking about the body' s aMJUy to smile. There is no extra thing-the 

smile. 

To be sure, we have a noun-the "smile" -and if you are not careful, that very fact might 

lul 1 you into thinking that there must be a thing, the smile. And then you would have al 1 of 

these metaphysical conundrums. Where is the smile locate虎It seems to be in the vfrjnify of 

the mouth. But the smile isn' t the lips. The smile isn' t the teeth. So it must be something 

nonphysical! 

But as I say, that would just be a silly way to think about smiles. Talk of smiles is 

just a way of talking about the ability of the body to smile, to form a smile. That' s an 

abi 1 i ty that we have, that our bodies have. 

Similarly, then, according to the physical ist, talk of the mjnd is just a way of talking 

about the abilities of the body to do various things. Talk of the mind is just a convenient 

way of talking about the fact that our body can think, can communicate, can plan, can 

deliberate, can be creative, can write poetry, can fall in love. Talk of all of those things 

is what we mean by "the mind," but there' s no extra thing, the mjnrf, above and beyond the 

body. 
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That' s the physicalist view. Physicalists don' t deny that there are minds. Just like 

we don' t deny that there are smiles. But talk of minds, like talk of smiles, is just a 

convenient way to talk about things the body can do. 

In particular, then, it' s important to understand that from the physicalist' s point of 

view, the mind is not the brain. You might think, "Look, according to physical ists, minds 

are just brains." And I have to admit that this wouldn' t be a horrendously misleading thing 

to say, because according to the best science that we've got, the brain is the part of the 

body that is the underlying structure that gives us these various abilities. These p 

functions* are functions that we have by virtue of our brain. So that might tempt you into 

saying that the mind on the physicalist view is just a brain. 

But we probably shouldn' t say that. Suppose, after al I, that you have ki I led me. There' s 

my corpse lying on the floor. There' s my brain. (Let' s not get too grisly: suppose it' s 

still in my skull.) The brain is still there-but for all that, it seems pretty clear that 

the mind has been destroyed. So I think that we probably shouldn' t say that the brain is 

the mind. At least, when there' s the need to be careful we should say, instead, that talk 

of the mind is a way of talking about the P functioning of the body. Admittedly, our best 

science suggests that a well-functioning body can think and plan and fall in love by virtue 

of the fact that the brain is working properly. But strictly speaking, talk of the mind is 

really just a way of talking about the P functioning. That' s the physical ist view of the 

mind. 

And what is the physicalist view of death? On the dualist view, of course, death is the 

permanent separation of the mind-the immaterial soul-and the body, given the destruction of 

the body. But for the physicalist, there is no extra entity, the soul, which may or may not 

survive the death of the body. The mind is just the proper P functioning of the body. So 

when the ability of the body to function in that way has been destroyed, the mind has been 

destroyed. Roughly speaking, then, death is just the end of that kind of functioning. 

* P functions: reasoning, thinking, feeling, communicating, loving, and so on.

"P" stands for "person."
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