The relanon between thought and the Brain 1s roughly of
the same arder a5 that between bio and the fver or

urne and the bladder.
—Cam. Vour
Thought Experiment
Lewis’s Pained Madman

There might be 2 sange man who soesetimes foels pain, just as wo do, but whose pain ddfers goeatly from ouss in 23
causes and oflecs. Owr pam & typically caused by cuts, bums, pressure, and the like, b & caued by moderate
excie on an espey soeuch Owr pain o gesenally disracting; s tars his sund 1o suhesuncs, Galinang
concemration on S ber Suxactung him from anything else. kreense pain has 8o wadsacy whasever © cause him %
groan or writhe, b dows canse hum to cross his logs and snap his fingers. He & not = dhe e motvared 1o peovenst
pads or to get nd of i ba shoer, he feals pain, bue his pasn doesas’t at all ocoupy the typical cassal role of pasn. He would
dovbdess seem 10 us 20 be some form of madman, and that & what | shall call bum, hough of course the sca of
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Lewis’s madman is in pain, but his pain has a very different function than ours. Instead of
distracting him and making him groan and writhe, it tums his mind to mathematics and
makes him cross his legs and snap his fingers. Such a person is decidedly odd, but not
inconceivable. The poor fellow may simply be wired wrong. If there can be such a person,
however, functionalism is mistaken because being in a mental state doesn’t depend on being
in a particular functional state. The causes and effects of the madman’s pain are totally
different from ours. Yet he may nevertheless experience pain in the same way we do.

Lewis’s argument goes something like this:

1. If functionalism were true, it would be impossible for someone to be in pain and
function differently than we do when we are in pain.

2. But, as Lewis’s pained madman shows, it"s not impossible for someone to be in pain and
function differently than we do.

3. So functionalism is false; being in a certain functional state is not a necessary condition
for being in a mental state.

To be in pain, you do not have to be in any particular functional state. What makes something
a pain is what it feels like, not what it makes you do. Because functionalism suggests
otherwise, it's mistaken.

Just as Lewis shows that being in a specific functional state is not necessary for being in a
mental state, Ned Block tries to show that it's not sufficient. According to functionalism,
there's nothing more to having a mind than running the right kind of program. What the
program is running on—whether it be peurons, silicon chips, or people—is irrelevant,
Computer scientist Joseph Wiezenbaum once demonstrated that a computer could be made
out of sticks, stones, and toilet paper. Functionalism would have us believe that if those
sticks, stones, and toilet paper were running the right kind of program, it would have a mind.
Block disagrees. To prove his point, he imagines a computer made of people.



