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“The aimof the Chinese oom example was to try to show
this by showing that as 00N as wa put something into
the system that really does have intentionality (a man),
and we program yim with the formal program, youcan
sge that the formal program carries no additional
intentionality. It adds nothing, for example, 0@ mans

ability to understand Chinese.”

Group A

):PREZI



Intentality:
Symbol Grounding
& ComputationaliSm

Gl’OU.p A




Searle’s

Refutes
S’rrong Al

“The aim of the Chinese room example was to try to show
this by showing that as soon as we put something into
the system that really does have intentionality (a man),
and we program him with the formal program, you can
see that the formal program carries no additional
intentionality. It adds nothing, for example, toa man's
ability to understand Chinese.
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Compufqﬁonqlism

» Understanding behavior as a capacity to compute some
function from inputs to outputs.

- Function is analyzed as a sequence of sub-functions which

interact to give the output.

Inten’rionalify

Computationalism claims that humans as

well as ‘machines’ can have intentionality
Dietrich offers the possibility that consciousness

(as opposed to Intentionality) is what
differentiates humans from machines in Searle’s
Chinese Room Argument
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“The aim of the Chinese room example was to try to show
this by showing that as soon as we put something into
the system that really does have intentionality (a man),
and we program him with the formal program, you can
see that the formal program carries no additional
intentionality. It adds nothing, for example, toa man's
ability to understand Chinese.
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Sym]ool Grounding

His interpretation of Intentionality

Proposed Hybrid Solution
Symbolic Al + Connectionism

Computoﬁrioncﬂ model Using Neural Nets
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Symbol grounding  Symbolic Theft vs Sensory motor Toil
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Symbolic and Su]o—Symbolic

Represen’rqﬁons

Support for Harnad's hybrid solution by finding
analogues though biology understanding.
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