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4) Baker(1988), p. 13. (¥} #%)
[Cognitive suicide argument]

The statement of eliminative
materialism is just a meaningless
string of marks or noises, unless that
string is the expression of a certain
belief, and a ‘certain intention to
communicate, and a knowledge of the
grammar of the language, and so
forth. But if the statement of
eliminative materialism is true, then
there are no such states to express.
The statement at issue would then be
a meaningless string of marks or
noises. It would therefore not be true.
Therefore it is not true. Q.E.D.

[an argument against anti-vitalism]

The anti-vitalist says that there
is no such thing as vital spirit. But
this claim is self-refuting. The
speaker can expect to be taken
seriously only if his claim cannot.
For if the claim is true, then the
speaker does not have vital spirit and
must be dead. But if he is dead, then
his statement is a meaningless string
of noises, devoid of reason and truth.
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5) Baker{1988), p. 13. (her italic, my emphasis)

First, the argument against
anti-vitalism has it that the thesis of
anti-vitalism can not be asserted, on
the assumption that the thesis is
false; but the argument against
eliminative materialism has it that the
thesis of eliminative materialism can
not be asserted, on the assumption
that the thesis is true. The former is
clearly question-begging; the latter is
clearly not.
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Second, the pairs of imaginary
disputants differ in the
presuppositions that they share. The
anti-vitalist would agree with the
vitalist that being alive is a necessary
condition for making a claim; he just
differs in his account of what it is to
be alive. The eliminative materialist,
on the other hand, could not
consistently agree with his opponent
that having beliefs or other attitudes
identified by content is a necessary
condition for making claims; the
eliminative materialist is not offering
a different account of what it is to
have beliefs. He is denying that
anyone has beliefs; the parallel to
eliminative materialist would be an
anti-vitalist who held that dead men
make claims. Therefore, the silliness
of the argument against anti-vitalism
has no bearing on the argument
against eliminative materialism.

Ag7]i,] =2

A7 “H

6) Baker(1988), pp. 13-4, and Baker(1987), p.

_lm_

7) Churchland(1981), p. 19.

8

=

The eliminative materialist,
likewise, would agree with his
opponent that having Xs is a
necessary  condition for  making

claims; he just differs in his account
of what it is to have Xs; he does not
agree with his opponent that Xs are
beliefs or other attitudes identified by
content. (He thinks that Xs are not

known what yet and belong to
Ubersatze.)
Baker(1987), p. 139 (her italic).

[Tlhe error in the argument

against antivitalism has no echo in
the argument against eliminative
materialism. It is a mistake to charge
the antjvitalist with being dead on
account of lacking a vital spirit either
on the assumption that antivitalism is
true or on the assumption that
antivitalism is false. If antivitalism is
true, then the lack of a vital spirit is
irrelevant to death; if it is false, then
the antivitalist, who mistakenly denies
vitalism, has a vital spirit and is not
dead.
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9) Likewise, it is also a mistake to charge the
eliminative materialist with not making a
claim on account of lacking beliefs or other
attitudes identified by content either on the
assumption that eliminative materialism is
true or on the assumption that eliminative
materialism is false. I  eliminative
materialism is true, then the lack of beliefs
or other attitudes identified by content is
irrelevant to not making a claim; if it is
false, then the eliminative materialist, who
mistakenly denies intentional psychology, has
beliefs or other attitudes identified by
content and makes a claim.
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