
SUPERVENIENCE THESIS

And there are many other historical examples of such explicit statements of supervenience theses. Moreover, though we
are not going to argue.

Every reflexive case of supervenience is trivially a symmetric case; consider also the case of the volume and
surface area of perfect spheres mentioned in Section 3. Being dusty has nothing to do with it at all. We will
begin with a few brief historical remarks Section 2 , and then turn to some general questions about
supervenience, such as whether it is explanatory and whether it is guarantees entailment Section 3. And there
are many other historical examples of such explicit statements of supervenience theses. The solution to this is
to accept the above statement not as the equivalent of physicalism, but as an entailment of it. Kirk, R. Heil, J.
Newen  However, there is still hope for an adequate formulation of Physicalism regarding mentality that is
largely supervenience-based. Bennett, K. Pettit, P. An analogous line of inquiry is found in discussions of
mental content. They are defined by means of quantification over possible worlds, as follows: A-properties
weakly supervene on B-properties if and only if for any possible world w and any individuals x and y in w, if
x and y are B-indiscernible in w, then they are A-indiscernible in w. Epiphenomenal ectoplasm[ edit ]
Epiphenomenal ectoplasm was proposed by Horgan and Lewis in , in which they stated, a possible world a
world that could possibly exist W is identical to our world in the distribution of all mental and physical
characteristics i. A supervenience thesis, however, is not merely a minimal physicalist commitment, for it need
not leave the mental-physical covariance wholly unexplained. Kim eds. He claims that the term was so used in
Oxford in the s, though he does not recall by whom, or in what context Hare  Zalta ed. But general properties,
nevertheless, logically supervene on particular ones: no two possible worlds can differ in what general facts
hold without differing in what particular facts hold see Skyrms , Lewis , and Bricker  The laws of logic alone
do not allow us to derive the latter from the former.


