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IntroductionHow Not to Advance the EMHIntuitions and Metaphysical BiasesThe Argument From ConceptsConclusions
�Profoundly embodied agents. . . are able constantly tonegotiate and renegotiate the agent-world boundary itself.Although our own capacity for such renegotiation is, Ibelieve, vastly underappreciated, it really should come asno great surprise, given the facts of biological bodilygrowth and change.� (Clark, 2008, p. 34)
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IntroductionHow Not to Advance the EMHIntuitions and Metaphysical BiasesThe Argument From ConceptsConclusions The Extended Mind Hypothesis (EMH)My Argument Is Meant to Be. . .The Extended Mind Hypothesis (EMH)�Proponents of the extended mind story hold that evenquite familiar human mental states (e.g., states of believingthat so and so) can be realized, in part, by structures andprocesses located outside the human head. Such claims gofar beyond the important but far less challenging assertionthat human cognizing leans heavily on various forms ofexternal sca�olding and support. Instead, they paint minditself (or better, the physical machinery that realizes someof our cognitive processes and mental states) as, underhumanly attainable conditions, extending beyond thebounds of skin and skull� (Clark, 2008, p. 76).Joel Parthemore Flexible Boundaries and the Extended Mind



IntroductionHow Not to Advance the EMHIntuitions and Metaphysical BiasesThe Argument From ConceptsConclusions The Extended Mind Hypothesis (EMH)My Argument Is Meant to Be. . .The Parity Principle
�If, as we confront some task, a part of the world functionsas a process which, were it done in the head, we wouldhave no hesitation in recognizing as part of the cognitiveprocess, then that part of the world is (so we claim) part ofthe cognitive process� (Clark and Chalmers, 1998, p. 8).
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IntroductionHow Not to Advance the EMHIntuitions and Metaphysical BiasesThe Argument From ConceptsConclusions The Extended Mind Hypothesis (EMH)My Argument Is Meant to Be. . .Main PointsAny version of mind/brain identity (e.g., (Churchland, 1989)) isrejected. Mind is neither the same as nor reducible to brain; and inparticular, they need not share the same boundary with respect tothe world.It is important, but insu�cient, to stress the rich interactionsbetween any cognitive agent and its environment. At least some ofthose interactions are su�ciently rich as to blur the lines betweenthe two.Bottom line: mind extends in non-trivial ways into the world beyondthe immediate boundaries of the agent (whatever we take those tobe). Joel Parthemore Flexible Boundaries and the Extended Mind



IntroductionHow Not to Advance the EMHIntuitions and Metaphysical BiasesThe Argument From ConceptsConclusions The Extended Mind Hypothesis (EMH)My Argument Is Meant to Be. . .Main PointsAny version of mind/brain identity (e.g., (Churchland, 1989)) isrejected. Mind is neither the same as nor reducible to brain; and inparticular, they need not share the same boundary with respect tothe world.It is important, but insu�cient, to stress the rich interactionsbetween any cognitive agent and its environment. At least some ofthose interactions are su�ciently rich as to blur the lines betweenthe two.Bottom line: mind extends in non-trivial ways into the world beyondthe immediate boundaries of the agent (whatever we take those tobe). Joel Parthemore Flexible Boundaries and the Extended Mind



IntroductionHow Not to Advance the EMHIntuitions and Metaphysical BiasesThe Argument From ConceptsConclusions The Extended Mind Hypothesis (EMH)My Argument Is Meant to Be. . .Outline1 IntroductionThe Extended Mind Hypothesis (EMH)My Argument Is Meant to Be. . .2 How Not to Advance the EMHThe Otto Thought ExperimentSupersize Me?3 Intuitions and Metaphysical BiasesThe Argument Against EMHThe Metaphysical DebateBoundary Conditions4 The Argument From ConceptsSeparating Concepts from ContentThe Nature of the GameJoel Parthemore Flexible Boundaries and the Extended Mind
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Not an argument over materialism or naturalism, or physicalmonism vs. substance dualism: �In questioning Brainbound, I shallnot in any way be questioning the basic materialist vision of mindas emerging fully and without residue from physical goings-on�(Clark, 2008, p. xxviii).
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