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Critique John Searle’s Chinese Room Argument
John Searle could set up an argument and tries to respond to the objections that were raised during the previous presentations. John could publish some articles which were accompanied by the criticisms by some researchers. However, he provided answers to the critics. Some years after the publication, the Chinese Room Argument emerged to be the point of concern. In 1984, John Searle offered the argument in a different book which was addressing the issue; if whether a mind is a computer program. This was accompanied by a thought which challenged people if the machine could think.
John Searle’s concern in the argument was the aspect of people’s simulation of PCs. In the Chinese Room, people could adhere to English commands to manipulate the Chinese signs. However, the computer could adhere to the program that was written. The human beings could follow the signs to understand the information relayed. However, this could not make them understand the Chinese language. On the other hand, since a PC only manipulates symbols regarding the syntax by the help of a program, it comes to comprehend the Chinese language.
From the argument, Searle directed a position which says that programmed computers could comprehend a native language. As a result, they possess the feature that is the same to those of human beings, whom they (PCs) mimic. Therefore, Searle claims that the brains are computers. This argument is directed towards a view that computations on symbols give rise to a thought.
The Chinese Room Argument, therefore, supports the idea that an individual can run a Chinese program without understanding the Chinese language. The summary for this argument is that operating a program may not provide the system with the ability to understand a language. Also, the argument of Searle entails the claim that someone cannot obtain the meaning from the manipulation of symbols.                                                                 
