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Can machines think?

Thinking is about using one’s mind to produce thoughts. Consciousness is the state of being
aware and responsive to one’s surroundings. Machines are man-made constructions, made
to carry out basic and repetitive functions. | will focus on Large Language Learning Models
(LLMs, in short). These deduce rules of probability in the language we use - gathered from
corpora of text from the internet that we have fed the machine - to produce convincing

answers to the prompts that we input.

Under the arguments of Searle’s ‘Chinese Room’ paper, the human-like actions of LLMs do
not entail human-like cognition. Just because a machine can perform, in a certain game or
exercise, at the same level as or even better than a human, does not mean that it ‘thinks’
like us. Given that thinking implies having individual impressions of the subject at hand, and
thus a certain degree of autonomy, we usually suppose only a human to be capable of
producing thoughts. Consider the example of text translators, a type of LLM. Rather, the
LLM may provide the illusion that it has understood and manipulated the content of its
outputs merely by voiding all use of citation. It appears valid that a plagiarism machine
cannot think. Nevertheless, this essay accepts Searle’s claim but argues that ‘sodium pumps
are no less absurd than metal’ under Boden’s definition of intentionality. Since the
argument for machine non-thinking trades on ambiguity, the ability to produce thoughts

cannot be exclusively human.

Given that thoughts presuppose individual impressions and opinions, thinking implies

autonomy. Arguably, the ability of humans to freely think wavers. Our thinking cannot be
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reduced to an algorithm, but it can be algorithmic to a certain degree. Given that language
reveals what thoughts we glean from our surroundings, we do not know fully how one’s
particular use of language contributes to their respective consciousness as opposed to the
“primary consciousness” (as Edelman terms it) shared by all sentient beings. Prentis argues
that ‘language itself is a naturally evolved form of Al, seamlessly connecting individual
humans to the collective intelligence and cumulative knowledge of all humanity’, meaning
that we do not know how the use of language shapes our thoughts. In short, | contend that

we do not know fully what language contributes to consciousness.

Moreover, it seems that our use of language can hinder our consciousness in the sense of
attention to detail, as is seen through Baudrillard’s post-modernist concept of ‘hyperreality’.
Baudrillard believed that, as a culture, we produce signs or symbols to represent actual,
existent things. These representations are called Simulacra. This idea, | argue, provides an
understanding of the appeal and presence of the abundance of hyper-specific micro-
aesthetics on social media platforms today used by impressionable younger minds. Notably,
there is an element of coercion in our thoughts and actions present which is driven by the
power of business monopolies. Consider the example of the Tomato-girl aesthetic (which
vaguely alludes to being Italian and whose apparent hobbies include “frolicking through
Europe" and “reading romance novels in cafés") and is accompanied by a certain look. These
aesthetics come into popular discourse, influencing how we talk about fashion and lifestyle,
for example. However, engaging with aesthetic trends reduces the richness of human
experience and compliance with them limits self-expression. Online, one can be directed to
bundles of clothes found on the cheapest clothing sites which allow us to buy a lot at a

seemingly bargain price. This is in the sense that, whilst we do have an experience of the
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images themselves, with an understanding of what they pertain to in their purest form, we
continue to reference abstractions, to create copies of copies of the original things that
existed in the real world whilst businesses make a huge profit, understandably, from our
human need to belong. In effect, reduced meaningfulness goes hand in hand with increased
profitability from products. This refutes the notion that humans always use heuristic rules of
thumb derived from their sentient experience but rather appears to me to be like

plagiarism. Like that of the LLM’s manipulation of language.

Although this is not enough to stop making human cognition the measure of machine
thinking, it casts doubt on how we use the word ‘think’. Moreover, language and our ability
to communicate as a species moreover is widely believed to be the skills that have given us
an advantage over all other animals, this is the kind of advantage that we fear Al might have
over us, such as seen in the way in which we continuously feedback to help LLMs cope with
errors. Some believe this to hold the capability for an emergent type of consciousness which
arises from a complex enough environment, in compliance with Daniel Dennett’s theory of
consciousness having evolved for ‘navigation’ of our environment. However, perhaps what
is unique about what we humans can do in comparison to a machine LLM is to be able to
reflect or ‘think’ about our situation. For example, knowing our childhood, genetics, and
social conditions arguably allows us to respond through our actions and wiggle our way out
of a certain unwanted behaviour once we have identified it. Nevertheless, we always remain
acting in opposition to something else and so remain constrained by our environments. It
appears that we must stop using human cognition as the measure of machine cognition

since we cannot regard humans as having absolute autonomy.
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The most convincing issue counterargument to machine thinking is that of agency which is
the capability to make changes in one’s life. This sufficiently but not necessarily requires
intentionality meaning the intention or desire to do so. When we try to solve a problem, our
thoughts are produced in subordination to this desire and Al can be harnessed for the
benefit of carrying out human desires. Whilst Searle argues that only biological beings can
have any intention because their biology gives them self-serving faculties to ensure the
hard-wired need for survival, | put forward the question is whether the LLM’s environment
is fecund enough for emergent consciousness to develop, alongside Boden’s claim that the
concept of intentionality itself is ‘much disputed’. According to Dennett’s widely accepted
claims about the origins of language as springing from necessity, | am alerted to the shrieks
of the bat that Nagel argues, although its consciousness is far removed from our own, our
lack of understanding of it does not refute its validity. According to this line of thought, It
may be probable, that algorithms, too, build their responses according to internal models of
the world to which language corresponds, as Agliera y Arcas believes. Baudrillard’s rejection
of the online world as being fake can be criticised because it just showcases another reality
of the ‘virtual world’. Therefore, in answer to the question, it is not necessary to seek an

imitation of biological systems in the virtual world.

Despite the perceived limitations gleaned from an anthropocentric viewpoint, the question
of machine thinking seems possible to occur in an emergent sense, like that of humans is
widely believed to have done. | contend we should revise our definition of mind and come

to accommodate non-human types of intuitions. So, machines can think.
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