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                    Abstract
Traditional eliminativism is the view that a term should be eliminated from everyday speech due to failures of reference. Following Edouard Machery, we may distinguish this traditional eliminativism about a kind and its term from a scientific eliminativism according to which a term should be eliminated from scientific discourse due to a lack of referential utility. The distinction matters if any terms are rightly retained for daily life despite being rightly eliminated from scientific inquiry. In this article, I argue that while scientific eliminativism for pain may be plausible, traditional eliminativism for pain is not. I discuss the pain eliminativisms offered by Daniel Dennett and Valerie Hardcastle and argue that both theorists, at best, provide support for scientific eliminativism for pain, but leave the folk-psychological notion of pain unscathed. One might, however, think that scientific eliminativism itself entails traditional eliminativism—for pain and any other kind and corresponding term. I argue that this is not the case. Scientific eliminativism for pain does not entail traditional eliminativism about anything.
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                    Notes
	For discussion, see Dallenbach (1939).


	See, for instance, Price’s somatic perception model (1999), Craig’s homoestatic model (2003a, b), or the so-called “pain neuromatrix” model (Melzack 2001).


	Smart (1959).


	
                    http://www.iasppain.org/AM/Template.cfm?Section=Pain_Definitions&Template=/CM/HTMLDisplay.cfm&ContentID=1728#Pain
                  


	As will be seen in discussing Hardcastle’s position in Sect. 4, it is not clear that holding traditional elminativism for a kind—which entails that the members do not exist—while rejecting scientific eliminativism for that same kind—entailing that its members are usefully investigated—can be held consistently without some bizarre commitments, e.g., the members exist and do not exist, successful reference does not require existence, the relevant scientific investigation is into unreal entities, and so on.


	I take this view of natural kinds to be a dominant view, and I will not here discuss the alternatives. Most important for present purposes is that all those theorists discussed in text identify natural kinds and natural kind terms—elaborated mechanistically, as in Machery, Boyd, or Dennett, or by appeal to natural laws, as in Hardcastle—in accordance with this scientific utility principle. A reader with a conflicting view of natural kindhood is invited to translate (out) my use of ‘natural kind’ and ‘natural kind term’ accordingly. As should become increasingly clear, the honorary term ‘natural kind’ or ‘natural kind term’ does not matter for the arguments in text, but are instead useful shorthands for kinds and terms referring to those kinds that are useful for scientific inquiry and discourse. Compare to Griffiths (2004).


	Machery further distinguishes both types of eliminativism from pluralism. Pluralism about a kind is the claim that despite mechanistic differences across its members, the kind is nonetheless usefully employed for scientific inquiry. I will not discuss his pluralism, since I will not discuss pluralism about pain. Space precludes such discussion. Both Dennett and Hardcastle think the mechanistic heterogeneity they identify does undermine utility of the folk-psychological notion of pain for scientific inquiry, and my arguments here will grant them this.


	Since I reject that there are any unanalyzable mental qualities, brutely discriminated—including pain as argued in text—and that the folk are committed to any such qualities, I set premise 2 entirely aside. I am grateful to an anonymous review for pointing out that work in experimental philosophy further supports my contention in this section that the folk do not have the views about pain which Dennett alleges. See, for instance, Reuter et al. (2013) and Sytsma (2010). For a broader discussion of experimental philosophy concerning non-expert views on conscious qualitative states, see Sytsma and Machery (2012).


	The reader is again referred to the experimental philosophy literature for further support of this contention.


	This is again, of course, reminiscent of Dennett’s classic arguments for pain eliminativism.


	Including, in particular, that any theory could be unconcerned with facts of the matter, much less that folk-psychology is one such theory.


	This does not mean that for any scientific discourse, we ought to classify such a broad range of experiences as members of some one (natural) kind.


	I am grateful to an anonymous reviewer for pressing this point.





References
	Bayne, T. (2000). Review: The myth of pain. Metapsychology Online Reviews, 4(31),

	Boyd, R. (1991). Realism, anti-foundationalism and the enthusiasm for natural kinds. Philosophical Studies, 61, 127–148.
Article 
    
                    Google Scholar 
                

	Craig, A. D. (2003a). A new view of pain as a homeostatic emotion. TRENDS in Neurosciences, 26(6), 303–307.
Article 
    
                    Google Scholar 
                

	Craig, A. D. (2003b). Pain mechanisms: Labeled lines versus convergence in central processing. Annual Review of Neuroscience, 26, 1–30.
Article 
    
                    Google Scholar 
                

	Dallenbach, K. M. (1939). Pain: History and present status. American Journal of Psychology, 3, 331–347.
Article 
    
                    Google Scholar 
                

	Dennett, D. (1978a). Why you can’t make a computer that feels pain. Synthese, 38(3), 415–456.
Article 
    
                    Google Scholar 
                

	Dennett, D. (1981). Brainstorms: Philosophical essays on mind and psychology. Cambridge: MIT Press.

                    Google Scholar 
                

	Dennet, D. (1986). Content and consciousness (2nd ed.). New York: Routledge.

                    Google Scholar 
                

	Griffiths, P. (2004). Emotions as natural and normative kinds. Philosophy of Science, 71, 901–911.
Article 
    
                    Google Scholar 
                

	Hardcastle, V. (1999). The myth of pain. Cambridge: MIT Press.

                    Google Scholar 
                

	Machery, E. (2009). Doing without concepts. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Book 
    
                    Google Scholar 
                

	Melzack, R. (2001). Pain and the neuromatrix in the brain. Journal of Dental Education, 65, 1378–1382.

                    Google Scholar 
                

	Melzack, R., & Wall, P. D. (1965). Pain mechanisms: A new theory. Science, 150(3699), 971–979.
Article 
    
                    Google Scholar 
                

	Price, D. D. (1999). Psychological mechanisms of pain and analgesia: Progress in pain research and management (volume 15). Seattle: IASP Press.

                    Google Scholar 
                

	Reuter, K., Phillips, D., & Sytsma, J. (2013). Hallucinating pain. In Justin Sytsma (Ed.), Advances in experimental philosophy of mind (pp. 75–100). London: Bloomsbury.

                    Google Scholar 
                

	Smart, J. J. C. (1959). Sensations and brain processes. Philosophical Review, 68, 141–156.
Article 
    
                    Google Scholar 
                

	Sytsma, J. (2010). Dennett’s theory of the folk theory of consciousness. Journal of Consciousness Studies, 17, 107–130.

                    Google Scholar 
                

	Sytsma, J., & Machery, E. (2012). On the relevance of folk intuitions: A commentary on Talbot. Consciousness and cognition, 21(2), 654–660.
Article 
    
                    Google Scholar 
                

	Wall, P. D. (1996). Response to editoral by Anand and Craig. Pain, 67, 209.
Article 
    
                    Google Scholar 
                


Download references




Acknowledgments
The present work was developed thanks to funding from the John Templeton Foundation and “The Value of Suffering” project with Principal Investigators David Bain and Michael Brady. I am also thankful for discussion and comments on this and earlier versions of the paper from David Bain, Umut Baysan, Neil McDonnell, Jesse Prinz, and Keith Wilson.


Author information
Authors and Affiliations
	Department of Philosophy, University of Glasgow, 1 University Gardens, Glasgow, G12 8QQ, UK
Jennifer Corns


Authors	Jennifer CornsView author publications
You can also search for this author in
                        PubMed Google Scholar





Corresponding author
Correspondence to
                Jennifer Corns.


Rights and permissions
Reprints and permissions


About this article
[image: Check for updates. Verify currency and authenticity via CrossMark]       



Cite this article
Corns, J. Pain eliminativism: scientific and traditional.
                    Synthese 193, 2949–2971 (2016). https://doi.org/10.1007/s11229-015-0897-8
Download citation
	Received: 30 April 2015

	Accepted: 09 September 2015

	Published: 18 September 2015

	Issue Date: September 2016

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11229-015-0897-8


Share this article
Anyone you share the following link with will be able to read this content:
Get shareable linkSorry, a shareable link is not currently available for this article.


Copy to clipboard

                            Provided by the Springer Nature SharedIt content-sharing initiative
                        


Keywords
	Pain
	Eliminativism
	Natural kind
	Scientific eliminativism
	Eliminative materialism
	Folk psychology








                    
                

            

            
                
                    

                    
                        
                            
    

                        

                    

                    
                        
                    


                    
                        
                            
                                
                            

                            
                                
                                    
                                        Access this article


                                        
                                            
                                                
                                                    
                                                        Log in via an institution
                                                        
                                                            
                                                        
                                                    
                                                

                                            
                                        

                                        
                                            
 
 
  
   
    
     
     
      Buy article PDF USD 39.95
     

    

    Price excludes VAT (USA)

     Tax calculation will be finalised during checkout.

    Instant access to the full article PDF.

   

  

  
 

 
  
   
    Rent this article via DeepDyve
     
      
     

   

  

  
 


                                        

                                        
                                            Institutional subscriptions
                                                
                                                    
                                                
                                            

                                        

                                    

                                
                            

                            
                                
    
        Advertisement

        
        

    






                            

                            

                            

                        

                    

                
            

        

    
    
    


    
        
            Search

            
                
                    
                        Search by keyword or author
                        
                            
                            
                                
                                    
                                
                                Search
                            
                        

                    

                
            

        

    



    
        Navigation

        	
                    
                        Find a journal
                    
                
	
                    
                        Publish with us
                    
                
	
                    
                        Track your research
                    
                


    


    
	
		
			
			
	
		
			
			
				Discover content

					Journals A-Z
	Books A-Z


			

			
			
				Publish with us

					Publish your research
	Open access publishing


			

			
			
				Products and services

					Our products
	Librarians
	Societies
	Partners and advertisers


			

			
			
				Our imprints

					Springer
	Nature Portfolio
	BMC
	Palgrave Macmillan
	Apress


			

			
		

	



		
		
		
	
		
				
						
						
							Your privacy choices/Manage cookies
						
					
	
						
							Your US state privacy rights
						
						
					
	
						
							Accessibility statement
						
						
					
	
						
							Terms and conditions
						
						
					
	
						
							Privacy policy
						
						
					
	
						
							Help and support
						
						
					


		
	
	
		
			
				
					
					54.226.44.255
				

				Not affiliated

			

		
	
	
		
			[image: Springer Nature]
		
	
	© 2024 Springer Nature




	






    