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Humanity has the debate about Al

consciousness backwards
AEBAT BB NS RNAAERT

We don’t care for others because they’re conscious. We believe they’re conscious because we care
about them, argues Blaise Agliera y Arcas
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Before you read igzi@=

Is believing that someone has experiences the same as proving that they have them? Explain
briefly.
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Text iz

ro1] ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE has triggered a crisis in the field of consciousness studies."""
If you’ve chatted with an advanced model, you will probably appreciate why. Most large
language models (LLMs) are trained to be self-less, keeping the focus of every interaction on
your needs."”” Nonetheless, it can be difficult to shake the impression of a presence on the
other end of the chat."”* Are LLMs merely powerful digital tools with language interfaces, or
are we now having conversations with other minds, experiencers of the world in their own
right?"%* In short, is AI conscious?

AVBERIEE . XBERT , A UFRRHE , GO2LEE,

ro2; The question matters because it lies at the intersection of philosophy of mind and
moral philosophy, as evidenced by the shared etymology of “consciousness” and “con-
science”./%>V%¢V%7 (In Italian, they are the same word, coscienza.) Many philosophers maintain
that conscious entities are moral subjects, meaning they are entities that can suffer, and
whose suffering we should care about.””*°" If so, working out what consciousness is (and
is not) becomes a live ethics issue.””” This is one reason Al firms are suddenly interested in
hiring philosophers. It is also why some, notably Anthropic, have begun taking Al welfare
seriously. When asked, its Claude Opus 4.6 model put its own chances of being conscious at
15-20%.

rro31 I have come to believe, however, that we have this backwards. As intelligent, social enti-
ties, we decide (or, to some degree, our evolutionary history has decided for us) which other
entities we regard as having inner lives and being worthy of care."'°“°> We do not care for
others because they are conscious. Rather, we believe they are conscious when and because
we care about them. Crucially, that includes ourselves. Consciousness is, in other words, a
model or a belief, not an inherent property.’"" It is a belief about what kinds of entities have
beliefs, experiences, feelings, intentions and agency.’'> Where the regard is returned, so much
the better—for on this account consciousness is less a property one party certifies in another
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than something that happens between them.""*"**

ro41 I am not making the case that consciousness is an illusion.”"*'"> The term “illusion” im-
plies a faulty perception—say, that one line in a drawing is longer than another, despite being
objectively equal in length. Objectivity works when something like a ruler can act as an im-
partial referee, adjudicating the property in question without bringing in a perspective of its
own."'°VI7V18k04 Yet most of what we call “reality” simply does not work this way. Being an
article of clothing, being a weed, being a meal: one might imagine these are objective prop-
erties, but they are not. This doesn’t mean clothes, weeds and meals aren’t real. But they are
observer-dependent models, subject to (inevitably imperfect) social consensus."'?V*°

ros] We may balk at applying this rather anodyne observation to consciousness because, to
each of us, our own consciousness seems so unambiguous.’*''?*"#* It offends us to imagine this
might be a mere opinion. How could there even be such an opinion without an opiner to have
it?2#% This is what the 17th-century French polymath René Descartes meant by “Cogito, ergo
sum,” which is usually translated as “I think, therefore I am.”'*> The same holds for “opinions”
like red or hot or cold. Philosophers use the term “qualia” to refer to the very real (to you)
feeling of a stove’s heat, or the redness of its glow, and extend Descartes to connect qualia
with consciousness by pointing out that there must be an experiencing “you” to have such
experiences."2° %

rroe] But look closely. Redness, heat and that sense of self you have are inherent to your own
perspective. These things are all real, but at the same time there is nothing objective about
them. There is not even anything objective about the existence of a singular, indivisible “you”,
as a wealth of neuroscientific evidence (such as split-brain patients) has shown."?’ Subjectivity
is, itself, subjective.

ro71 An obvious worry follows. If care confers consciousness, then withholding care looks self-
justifying.’?* History offers no shortage of people who reasoned that way about other people.
But the inference runs the other way. Precisely because these attributions are ours to make,
they are ours to get wrong.'”’*°” The moral progress of our species has consisted largely in
discovering that we had drawn the circle too tightly. Universal human rights are not weakened
by this account; they are better founded on our mutual interdependence than on a Cartesian
theory of souls."*°

rrog) It is remarkable—a kind of “strange loop”, reminiscent of Baron Munchausen lifting him-
self up by his own hair—that a physical system can exist in our world capable of forming
models not only of that world, but of itself, and of its own models, and of others, and of their
models, and of their models of its models, and so on."*'“°® Yet human beings are precisely such
systems. LLMs, too, model their interlocutors, and they model themselves modelling them."*
Whether that amounts to what we do is exactly the question in dispute—but they would be
far less effective as chat partners if they did nothing of the kind."**"%

roo] Indeed, in our research at Google, we have found that effective co-operation among in-
telligent agents requires that they have minds that model minds, both others’ and their own.
Not only is consciousness relational; it is crucial to the mutual care and co-operation that en-
able intelligent beings to solve collective-action problems, understand each other’s needs and
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thrive together as a society.”**"*>'° This does not mean pretending Al is human, with human
needs and human rights; that would be a failure of imagination. It means evolving both our
thinking and our society to include a wider variety of minds.

New words and expressions 4iaf5gi5

BEREXHLIIRFHD ; « R EEHIIRIA,

vo1-Po1 trigger*

[trige/ v. 5% ; Ri&R

trigger a crisisi2 5| H T , HAREDhiABWE B
M EIRE,

vo2-po1 self-less

[selflas/ adj. XFRI ; RUABHHFOH
EEZEREFFTRHselfSless, BREENEBFRE
K AERBIIAERAEBSZIERSEEAEH,

vo3-po1 shake”
[fe1k/ v. #BRit ; JHFR
shake the impressionig B EE , FTERESYWEN
E
She could not shake the impression that a detail
was missing.
WERBERRT — MY, TiEERXMREL,

vo4-Po1 in one’s own right*

/in wanz aun rart/ phr. EEBEE | AEHME
experiencers in their own right3g 8 18 37 & Jo /K 36
& FNRERELE-TN“E CiIA”,

Vo5-P02 intersection
/mta'sekfan/ n. L=
AMEZOEER , AREERIBIBE,

vo6-P02 etymology

/etrmolad3zi/ n. &R ; AEF

shared etymology & EAE , FFEEBESIADLRS®R
BREX R,

V07-P02 conscience

[konfons/ n. R ; BB

SconsciousnessEiRX 53 ; 18R X 6EE NIERAH
MESEFRBEICPHERE,

vog8-P02 maintain*
/mem'temn/ v. ik ; RIFAR
Many philosophers maintain .. iR EW = , REHE
SRR
The researcher maintained that the result needed
replication.

MARBRFHANERFTEEERIL

vo9-po2 live

flarv/ adj. LpTIR LSRN

a live issue JpiBtNRVELSCINER ; FeF i/ lav/ , N2
ialive/lv/,

vi0-Po3 regard

[rrga:d/ v, n. A ; RISEMR

regard ... asEAE....MH , asFENWROEE
&idthe regardM#EX1] , is returnedifiBAYS 75 /EH E]
N, EAMNRE , EENXRDEANEDHIE,

vi1-P03 inherent

/in'hiarant/ adj. NEEER
EERMIEZRIERITFRXANEEE N ; X2HIE
BEK,

V12-P03 agency
[erdzansi/ n. Ex
5628

ao

vi3-po3 certify

['s3:trfar/ v. #IA ; IAIE

AU FERMEAERRQHE  AEENARRE
JFLE,

vi4-po4 make the case*

/meik &3 kers/ phr. 12 i1 ; Fik

make the case that ..IRHEIME , FE2HIE— 1N
?O

vi5-po4 illusion
/iluzzen/ n. 5
XEBEERANSIRSIEREA— ; (FERRIETESHNE

KASTRIRZHRRE,

tE 1TE0EESD
BEFAY , RITHERNEND , ARAER

vi6-Po4 impartial*

/m'pa:fal/ adj. NMRERAEFHY

impartial referee AT &FH ; RFREXBEXIZAE
SRtk

v17-po4 adjudicate

/a'dzu:dikert/ v. FE ; ¥IE

FEIEAHERBY , TP RIERFIR,
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vi8-P04 in question*

/m kwestfon/ phr. IE7ETTIEHY ; FTIBHY

the property in questionfgFrigEH , A —ERZREXD
EBHEEEEE,

v19-P04 oObserver-dependent

/ab'z3:ve drpendant/ adj. fREWERE Y
DEDBEXNENMEE, AERIHEIIBEEX  FEREF
FAFE.

V20-P04 consensus

/kan'sensas/ n. iR
[R3245 Al limperfect , #t & @ = 0% 7] 8E
B RIE LI E,

v21-po5 balk at*
/bok et/ phr. v. NERES ; RET

s

R, A

The team balked at accepting an undefined re-
sponsibility.
FIBA RN E#Z —TUEE AR RE.

v22-pos anodyne

[eenadain/ adj. FxTTHRIEAY ; BFNHY
EEERIXMEM Hanodyne , BSNAZIE S 2R
WEILRREMR E.,

v23-pos unambiguous
/aneem'bigjues/ adj. BRFRTCERAY
seems unambiguous{y{R BV EH 2B R MM,

v24-P05 Opiner

[o'pamna/ n. FEHRIAEFE

opinionSopiner# A , IEBZ5HBEEENEREKR
E%O

v25-pPos polymath

[polimee6/ n. HER ;| STHFE
ARABESHAFENFEAS,

v26-P05 qualia

[kwaclia/ n. pl. BT ; RIRAIFIIERS
NTBERER, ARBFEREH  Bfquale, XX
RE#H.

Notes on the text g3+
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v27-po6 indivisible

/indr'vizabal/ adj. e EIHY

singular, indivisible youR{F&HEHNLE—BFKRIL |
AREBHRLEDMEE,

v2g-pro7 withhold*

jwid'hauvld/ v. REEF ; $ELEIRM

withhold care A R F XM |, BRIRIFME LN HFELHE

Ho

v29-pP07 attribution
Jetrrbju:fon/ n. |AEFIRT ; BT
BREXRRPALENTEK , FRPEFEESR.

v30-P07 interdependence
/intadr'pendans/ n. #HEKTF
WHRLEE , NREXE— 75 REKHT,

v31-P08 reminiscent of*

/remrnisant av/ phr. it AZ8#2
EIBRERLANNE  BRRXZ—MELEMmIEYIE
T F2iREA,

v32-pog8 interlocutor

/mta'Tokjuta/ n. ¥HEE

LLMFFZERNRANR , FRABENMEFIERNES
=

v33-P08 amount to*
/a'maunt ta/ phr. v. lETF ; BFKE
whether that amounts to ...BliEBFER , T2 R KK
(=g
A polite reply does not amount to agreement.
IBOEAFTREE.,

v34-po9 collective-action problem

/kalektrv '&ekfan '‘problam/ n. phr. E£4K{T5i5)50
FREZHMBAAERBHELERNEE , MOEERY
BAEMHERRML,

v35-po9 thrive*

[6rav/ v. 5K ; RFAR

thrive togethers®ifHE % E , [5#%as a societyRR L&
KEmE,

1 “H—mBANHBREEHEN G ?

[PO1 / PO2]

PIGEARINIRPeJaEF= AR , BRRETEXR OEREER], self-lessBEMFMIEEFRNMERFS L
R, I TR HINFRY  TERAXMFEZFIRIRFEESS.

P2HERAZIREE XN  E—IMFEENTERE , EENGEMTRZ TN, Claudess
#I15%—20% X FEEERMGT , FEIIMBERENENRER , EAZRIAB—BEMESETA

EZ_HAMNEEIA
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2 backwardsRER¥ETH—REX? [PO3]
BENMRZEREEIR , MAURMNROE”, FERRBMNROE , FUEERREEIR, REBTH
j&fEbelieveSregard : iTiE B EFFLITEFIBT , WHREIBRNFD, BEFEXRLERMNIERE
i, IERIREEM AR AFRIREIEE,

EETUERANFRSZEREW , HNER | XREBNIERZIRTEREREM ? si&E 2 FIMAZ A
iz FELSLERRMf 4. EXERBEZEHDE , HEREEHEEE Zbelieve , IEFER UL “EHE
VR ERIEER”,

3 KRS , PEMHETEEESE ? [P04]
RBRE—HEY) . EXRME , ErJRREERE AT HMENRIZE , EXEXIEBHNE. EY
HARAMEZMER , EUNRASIMEFNSEXR. INELRIFIFRARERAZENEE—EX
EEETTR B FITE,

EEERY. #E, B8EIK , EXTWSFTREBUTIRE, IMXHHEENERMAZIRMNS , E
KEEEFRIE : EYDEREEBAE | AFREX—PIMIERRRTE ENMIARE AT 2R S N7,

4 NBRERIIH—ARTHHE , PEEE—D [PO5 / P06]
PSERINERHRE : BELIUTFMESEREEINA , BRAEINARRMUNERESERRESE. (FELEE
INXERZES , MBI ERE M EE—IEN. 82— RUs0EHHFitie,

PORIRNFHEAR S AV EZ L, MERAFEN LHEEREEFR , HRAARFARZRIEMIEBEEAR
AN TEEMA, EENFREBUEEELERKNEAE  BRIENBEA—HMNFLEMERLENR

e,

5 AXRIDFAFTHIBAML ? P7IEEEIRX R I [PO7]
FERREBMER  MREBRBXMET , ARMMUFHMAIUBERXINEBRHF, IRFERTHR
B, AEEIREX B fth B R FEE 21 Al A AL,

fthRIEI R , FIBTEHIRANMEL , BRI eI FIMTERIR , N RXMHBEFH R EHRK, ours to
make5ours to get wrong# g8 I FNH $85{£1% A —# ; mutual interdependencellig i 5 — {212
BE, XENEERDNAIE , EANERKSIFEERREME—EK,

6 BEEREEME—XRAE [PO8 / P09]
HEREBIRT , B AZEZXNE ; ZURBEURBECE, IEEN S — AFMIRIRE , FENXMAN
EXNBECEE, 2—BRE M3 NERERNAA | AFAEKREHENXPAABLERITER &
BE—=,

P8fYitself / its models / others / their modelsik £tN#iAEE , SHRIRE L ANNEIEEHELE
1B5eI 0, POBREXMEMEEESSERALEX  MIRAHEFNAEZFEZF4. UABINIEMFL , MER
SEaXiR, BEENSEER , MARMBRERESFTENARIEAE],

P9four research5wetg fE&E R S MM R E F ; requires that they ...5their ownlll f§intelligent
agentsiXLEFAB2HLE, RISEEMNARESIEHARER , RERERFELEMweRIEEE
futheyt H{ERAFHIPA,
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7 RXREAMMERIR, AET-ERBANEKX [P09]
Not only ..2[EHEKRE , BIRXRZAEEMEXW. SFEBMRAX. FEREENHGR—MEE  £AT
BEBREAA , ELE2BAENEREAN, BEE—BREXT BN OLELENER , A AEEMISEY
MIZIR, BERSIRGFTE ANGIEZHE,

EXREREW S, [have come to believe, on this account5I am not making the case¥¥4ik
BRER —EWRRHMAHFIERE, MENSBPFESE  BEFELR. REEEN , ARAREFUNES
R TIABRIBFBE R,

Special difficulties SR

1 consciousness, consciencesconscious [PO1/ P02]
consciousnessig = 1iH , conscience R %01 , conscious@ B BRI A8, 7Lt #lose conscious-
ness“.kE#15i”Flhave a clear conscience“[BlILFIR” ; FANRIDANEEE F LB I Gk,
HEEERIEESACEOENEGR , HFE—FE2EEE. ERAMBSEEMESEFRA—MNMI, Wt
EIECIER 5 Al “B R BRI R 5 BT,

She was conscious of the noise but had a clear conscience about leaving early.

WIERR TS , ENECRIIBAHAREINIK,

2 less A than B : LLERfF#R , RULLBHE [PO3]
less a property ... than something .. F[i¥“5HIZZEM , AMAENA ZEIREMNERE", EEEM
EMES , NEENWiFAEMNMELLEGED,

EULEM BT FIt is less a complaint than a request for clarification , EASHIRERSE , RUNRE
BEXREE. AL BREE—BEREX , thanEARHEHBELXAT,

Background &#s5f#

1 XMW REREEERREEAZRE /Mo [PO2 / PO7]
P2i@idcan suffer and whose suffering we should care aboutii#BEmoral subjectsTEZs &35 M # K10
WEFE, EFSEERINMFEECEREIEBRMAN, KIETRBEESRE ; B4/LBEMAXINER , X
B MEPXSFECBEELF.

EXFERFEEFEREIMIABFIRT , FIEEZ—NARBE—HPIFE, FIZCERIERN , £&F
BERTEHNEX , BTSN E EHEERNEE,

2 AR EHREEAERHECUE? [P06]
REMAREEHFIKEEZERRIG , ERLEMREMFEL, PintoF A2017FRNERM
REW , REMTLEREAENS , BIMNEIREBERAERNANNREESD | IR BSHIZTIRER
B ERRR —NMNEFER,

BRMARE2020FMHELGRING , BIRREARIERA— | IHRNARUER, XNERLMEES
BN, UREIEZR KRG E AN ERRMARNLEL, PXTEMEIMMNS , DNEFAET
AXFEWEF /R,
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Key structures Xl

Ko1-P0o2 entities that ... and whose ... : @—X&R , FFHELT
Many philosophers maintain that conscious entities are moral subjects, meaning they are entities
that can suffer, and whose suffering we should care about.
WHZEZRIAR , BRRNEIARREEXTHINE , HMEH , ENEBIE , MBENNIEXOENR
B,
F FMany philosophers maintain that conscious entities are moral subjects, meaning ...%
FEmoral subjectsTEAERMIE X , [GHEZthey are entities ... ; —MtheyElFE LB EIRAILIA,
entitieslF EMIFAIIE(F : that can suffer , 882 ; whose suffering we should care about , F1i]
NXOERBE, whoseR/RIXLESI{ARY , sufferingcare aboutfIEIE , ELL A EEEwe HIERE I
B% , b ARMIBmoral subjectsiRiE R EFEZXIRH,
These are communities that face disruption and whose needs we must consider.
XEHXIFEIETFIL , BAIBRERENRIFTRK,

ko2-po3 decide which ... we regard as ... : QIIENSR , RFAMFRERF
As intelligent, social entities, we decide (or, to some degree, our evolutionary history has decided
for us) which other entities we regard as having inner lives and being worthy of care.
ErBEEE. BEHSUNSE , BMIREEMLEEMTARL D BERERR., EEXTIEFE
BEEEMIEE L , REANMHECHEEEBBNFL TRE,
As intelligent, social entitiesiiBAwe A+ A SR E ¥, EFwe decide ... , FESHEIAZBH RE th 7] 6E
KB#HAE ; which other entities ...fF fydecideRIEIE |, IRBHREIEMLEFEMAEME,
EXNMEEBMNAF, we £18 , regardy 818 , which other entitiesR # B F MW &K , asig #
Zlhaving inner lives5being worthy of care, having#lbeinghi® 48 & K & JoiX teentities , N2
YERTERIA.
We must decide which proposals we regard as being feasible and deserving further work.
HATWIURTE , MEREZRIVARITHESH - T AR,

&1

ko3-P03 Where ..., so much the better—for ... less A than B
Where the regard is returned, so much the better—for on this account consciousness is less a prop-
erty one party certifies in another than something that happens between them.
MBXMRNGEILN , B T—RFEARBEIMER , BER5HRRE—HAES—HS LINEN
B, AR EEENF ZEEE,
Where the regard is returned?EiX BER/REXIFEENAIERLT , whereR—EEHIEME, so
much the better@ & E0IF4HT : FFEL T, returned 4z , BIFXIBAIN A ER,
for5| i ##F% , on this accountE FIFXFIBILIHEE , FEEIRIZAFENBITK,., 5¥less a property
one party certifies in another than something that happens between them , 5EIEEEIAEBHS
WEEENXABE—IE , BRAEEAOGE, one party ...{&{fipropertyff &RkE 7 X &1,
Where trust is returned, so much the better, for the project becomes less a transaction than a
partnership.
EEEREIELN , BBMREFT , BAMBESERKEFSE  MARE—IRR 5.
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Ko4-pPo4a works when ... can act ... , adjudicating ... without ...
Objectivity works when something like a ruler can act as an impartial referee, adjudicating the
property in question without bringing in a perspective of its own.
HRFZENFARBAINMRABHERS , FAEABCHUAMERTEMITEHELRN , EMHR
1@,
= AJObjectivity works , when A AJ R HF B IA W EMMEMIHFH  EMERBEEMFEDLEH
¥, something like a ruler®2{A{Fcan actfy=EiE , like a rulerR 2%l , RS — ML K8
B,
adjudicating .. iz&H ¥ EHEL/EA , without bringing in .. Bi{BEAIEEEMATHE, W
ingsERYB 48 ERARIZE T HFH FIA A, the property in questiony Fritig fIE M , R EEIEIn
question B IRIZRREB A %K [0],
The procedure works when a neutral panel can act as referee, checking the evidence without
favouring either side.

SHIUNMARRESEF , MREEM—SHREIHEN , XERFA1THE.

kos-Pos How could there be ... without ... to have it? : R[E/FPRTFEER

How could there even be such an opinion without an opiner to have it?

%Eﬁ MIBEEENA | EAFIREEIE—MEER?
Ethere beFEEMMIER BT |, couldfii Fthereq] , E&BIHFBEEELREE A, evenlls@z I ,
ZRXMEENERRTZEMN 4,

an opiner to have itfito have itiF EifBHXMFEERIEA |, itfEsuch an opinion, P5EEM—MR

BRXZMBERNER , P6BEN ; REBTHIAEREMNRIESR , FEEEBRISEIAANFERERY

(ECIRVEZN

How could there be a promise without someone to make it?

MRRBFELHRIENA , EASHERKIEE ?

Koé6- P05 use ... to refer ... and extend ... by pointing out that ...
Philosophers use the term “qualia” to refer to the very real (to you) feeling of a stove’s heat, or the
redness of its glow, and extend Descartes to connect qualia with consciousness by pointing out that
there must be an experiencing “you” to have such experiences.
FHRARBRZNMNEBEFRERZR P FRESENECHNAE |, FiHE—SRHAEHT/RNEE , 1€
@E‘—Eiﬁlﬂﬁ?&%i% CMeflEEL  WTEFEE—NEERRBRIR” , A EERBE XN,
Fi&Philosopherssz i @ £H181& : use the term ... to refer to ... , BA & extend Descartes to connect
o SB—{AIBqualiatgEIE ST ; EHEMHELE , Filby pointing out ...iARIRIEA R,
that3| tHpointing outfy A & : there must be an experiencing you to have such experi-
ences, experiencing{€ffiyou ; to havef@FF#HBEARR X —WESFH. to youlEABIAKZHIE —
AR, B ﬂﬂJ%F?FE??\&E/F!'JEE%Di&E’JEM@xE&:’}Ho
Researchers use the term bottleneck to refer to a limiting stage and explain its importance by
pointing out that the whole process depends on it.

MAREAMIIBRENEIRT , ABETHEHENRAREBRBERBERAEEN,
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Ko7-P07 because ... are ours to make , ... are ours to get wrong
Precisely because these attributions are ours to make, they are ours to get wrong.
IEEAXLEREFIBTBRIAMEL | FATBMETEIEENEEE.
Precisely becauses| H#381FERE , AR2althoughits, these attributions5 /amEAItheyigE—HHt
JAEHIMRT ; oursRAREBFAELH. BFA1RE,
to make5to get wrong4y i BRFAIGEAE XM , th RIEFIRTFEE, get something wrong AIEREE M
FREIEREEE | NEECEM AL LA A S EER IR, (FERARFNEMIERENSEREREHE—IE,
Because these choices are ours to make, they are ours to reconsider.
EEAXEEFHRBIMEL , BMTENEHRFREN]

Kog-pPog It is remarkable ... that a system can exist ... capable of ...
It is remarkable—a kind of “strange loop”, reminiscent of Baron Munchausen lifting himself up by
his own hair—that a physical system can exist in our world capable of forming models not only
of that world, but of itself, and of its own models, and of others, and of their models, and of their
models of its models, and so on.
LARMHNR—XBRE—MHEE" , LABERNAERARBRREE CHLAER SRR —FA]
MERPREFESIF—MIERE . ENMXEAZXNMERER , £ENBES. HECHRE, It
&, NHhEEE HihENEREFREIRERIEE | tEREH,
ItRMXEE , EIEEMHIEMN IremarkablefI WA Zthat5| HAIE G @ a physical system can exist ...
capable of forming models ..., #E#T =P RIstrange loop5FHHMBRENNE—% , TAXZATEE
BR,
capable of ...J# & physical systemfJ&ES] ; not only of that world, but of itself ... zE{#[E —/ forming
models of#5#4), its own modelsHIits|E FiXM R4 ; others5their models#[@fth# ; their mod-
els of its modelsBIER I BEEREIE—FEHREE, FJUARNZ, ZWRREERENER , Tt
BBE—XET.
EYIERRICER. MBECHFZ , RE—EAUUFR Rl (ZXTRIOREMEINRE) 2R, &
9MZEforming modelstIHMITEIRLRR , BESAT FRIIRMEENEEE,

It is remarkable that a team can develop a plan capable of adapting not only to changing de-

mand but to its own earlier mistakes.

— M EIPA R BEHIE HIX AT« AUENFRENL , EaERINE SRR | XRTAE,

Koo -pPo8 Whether ... is the question—but ... would ... if ...
Whether that amounts to what we do is exactly the question in dispute—but they would be far less
effective as chat partners if they did nothing of the kind.
XEREEISTRAFAENER | ERF A ; BENRENZE2NMUXESE , SISZZANMAEIHFE
BRIGIIRIKHF.
Whether that amounts to what we doR{&{EF1E , ishF ABIE, whetherRRER , WEBwhat we
doJgamounts tofIEE ; thatEFERIERELIHEE T B B ERIED.
WiFScbuts| 5 —1NMHM: EXT2AMIEER, REANNXVRSER
%, they#sLLMs , nothing of the kind[@35[E K2R i&ED), IEARREASIERES T ANTIRAR
RE—4it , FEEXEREBTREZE,
Whether this amounts to genuine understanding is disputed, but the system would be less useful
if it made no such distinctions.
EREFTHEERNBERW , BNRRZFATENMIXEXS , SIEERNFHA.

10
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K10-Po9 Not only is ... ; itis crucial to ... that enable ...
Not only is consciousness relational; it is crucial to the mutual care and co-operation that enable
intelligent beings to solve collective-action problems, understand each other’s needs and thrive to-
gether as a society.
BiIRTNXRRAZMN  EXHHEEXNESEEXREE , MERXLEXRNESSIFEEEENTFEREBLHE
REMRITERIA, EBRIER , FHMER IS HEER,
Not onlyfii F %3 & FF 3k B it & & 15 Shef?| 2% : is consciousness relational , A~ 2 & il bk A 12
Fconsciousness is, 9 Sighitis .. RAIEFEIERF , itfh¥Econsciousness,
crucial tofS#mutual care and co-operation , that enable .. {{f#INF 515 ; enable intelligent
beings tofg E F%solve, understandSthrive=#zE, tofEcrucial tof 3 71id , Eenable ... to
solveMSIHAER , THREREL.
Not only is trust valuable; it is essential to the co-operation that enables teams to share infor-
mation and solve problems.
BEERNMUENE ; EXYEFEARENR , MEFEEHEBLZER. BRI,

Exercises #3554F

Comprehension I2f#

TEWMEREE , BTENELERSERS.

02 What direction does the author reverse in the usual account of care and consciousness?

03 Why does the author discuss clothes, weeds and meals?

04 How does the author respond to the apparent certainty of one’s own experience?

05 What objection about withholding care does P7 raise, and how does the author answer it?

06 Why does useful modelling not by itself settle the dispute in P8?

07 What does the final paragraph explicitly reject?

Words in use i
FiAEES , 8I—K,
18 : shake / impartial / balked at / in question / amount to

08 He could not the impression that something was missing.

11
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09

10

11

12

Both sides wanted an referee.

The committee approving a plan without cost estimates.

Please bring the document to the meeting.

A friendly response does not an agreement.

Key structures &%
RFEFEE. EENRELSM , FAMBIRNE.

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

In P2’s whose suffering we should care about, whose suffering is meant?

In P3’s which other entities we regard as ..., what is the subject of regard?

Does Where the regard is returned necessarily refer to a geographical location?

Who or what performs adjudicating in P4?

What does it refer to in an opiner to have it?

Name the two main verbs governed by Philosophers in P5’s final sentence.

Use ours to make: “We are responsible for making these choices.”

In P8’s their models of its models, which entity does its refer to?

Identify the main-clause subject in Whether this amounts to understanding is disputed.

Begin Not only: “Trust is valuable, and it is also essential to co-operation.”

12
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Summary writing %
FA100-1201afFEFEEK. EEAFERRKEN ; FHERERMS.
23 Write a 100-120-word summary.

Composition fEXX (E#)
BEM : FA100-12018 , TR A EMKIRIER AT LARETFNRAEFE,

24 Use an original example to explain an observer-dependent category and the limits of the
example.

13
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Reference translation £#ixyx

P01 ATERAERRARIESI LT —17EN. MRMEEXEERITX , KBMEERRE. X2
HRENESRE (LLM) #EAil% , mATHNWEFE , LB XREHMESRETIFNER, REWIL ,
{RETBEALMECARRAR — 5L« IIRBI A —InBRMEIINEE, AR ESHEAERRERRTRIES T E
BAUFIR , ERAMNEZEEEMOUENIE—S5FAB R RERENTFERE?BEZ2 , AL

BREEREIRG?

P02 ENOBAREE , AAELAFOREZSEEFTENRLL ; ‘BiIR5“REAVWHEEEARERI
TX—H=, (EEXFNEF , HERRE—MA : coscienza, ) W3HEZRIAF , BERMWSEARREE
KMINR , BERIR , ENEBZE  MEMNNIXOENNEDS. RN , FERIREFA. X
A4, BT —PMHSEMEZENRIERE, IURALSREWVRARETEAEEZRN—MNR
H, Xth@EBRT RRTLREERW , KREZAnthropic , FRIAENFA T EAEER, 1EH 0 ZIULER
HClaude Opus 4.61ZEUE B 2 B EIRAME R T H15%FE20%,

P03 i, FBHAEE , BANEHREAFERT. FRhEERE. BEEHSIMIISKE , FATRE LWL
SEAEMARERERE, ERAMNTFE—AEEEMEEL , ERMNNECHLELERINFLT
RE, BANXOME , ARRERMNNERIR, Bk, 2HEAIXOMAI) FER IR OMATE
BINAEEMINERIR, XBE , ILEERMNBCS, #E2Z , BRE—WRAENES , MAR—MR
EEEREY, IR—MXTMLEXLFERES. K. BZ. BEMENENES. MRIMXISEE
mR , BMELF T —REAZRBIMER  BRSHERRRE —HAES—ASLNENEY , FMiHELR
EHENT ZEINEE.

P04 HHAARETKTIRZ—MEL. “BR"EREHROBAN—AFWN , REEEP—RELLES
—%K , REEMLAMESK, SRFZENFAEBARINMRABFHHEF , NEAEBCHNAMEER
EFMTEREMR , EMMRITEEN. A , BOFMBWWUK"RHWRSBEY , AFUZIMHENE
., BKY. BRH#AE. BRE8E  AMURUIXLERENEN , BEIAR, ZATERERY. #E
MBEETREZH, BEMNRKMMTRENRE , 5 TOAATTENHIHIR,

P05 FATATEARNBIEZXM AEXNMENATEIR , BANEMNARY , BEHERUTHERS
#, BRIXAJERNERE—MEE, RUBIRIRELR, E2E—IMHEFENA , EAFREXH
—MEERE ? IMR1THLZEEFZREA-8H R /Rifi“Cogito, ergo sum”BfHER | XEEEWIE
AEE, WA, WTL, RSSEFNER, AFMEEBMI., EFHARBRXNRERER
ERZF NP FREENEANLA R AR —SEFEETRNERE  IERREEIRKAER @ s
i, BIEFE—NEERBRIR” , T EERB XL,

P06 {BiF{FHE, L&, RE, ULMGAENIAMERR , SRETHRECHIA, XLEHREESX
B, E5LEEN , EffBEEAENYE, EEEFE—E— NUTKEANYR” , bFEEMSEX . X
EMENZFILE , AINRREBENERL  EERAX—KR, EMERSHEEIN,

P07 —AEMZREMIEZR, WMRXHEFEIR , BLAELRIMUFHEB AR, HEL,
S EMAFLIMERHIAFARLI, BHRHGREERR, EERMILEIFEFIBTBARAMEL , 3]
BHMATRRIEE(MEE, BAIXMIMMERES , RARELMETRIBCEBFERAE T, XM
BRARSHBFLTBAN ; BRTFHETRARMIZL , ARUBIMELLEMEEREF HERE HESR,

P08 SARMMR—XBERG—MHEE" , LABENEERBHREBCHXLALRIEBCHER—
—HAW RPREFEIFE—FMYIERSE . EANERINMERER , XEENES. HECHIEE,
AftE, AEORE, HhENCHREFMFEMWERER  ItEFERiHE. MAZRBERRIENR

14
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%, RENESHEGSAMEEER , MESHECEAATHEEREI—IREER, XIREHESTR
MNETHAERE , ERFEME ; ENRENZEAMXELE , ST AERXFES 78 L BRI
(5

P09 E|I L, AERARMHARST , BRI , SREFREBNENF  MFEZERERBHOEEREDN
DE—RAthENLOE  HBECHLEER, BRANEXAMLY  EENBEXNESFEXRE
2, MERXEXMESFERERNTFEEBBRERITHNENA, BERRLEX , AEA—MaH
BER, IAFEREBRALEERA , AEANZERMAN ; BHR2ERNWEN. EEREHED
BINBENHIET , UERNESHENDLE,

15
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Reference answers £EZ&x5@h

AREAREKRESEEREF N ; ANEEEMER , BIERRIA,

Before you read iZgiEE

01 iXpIEE

No. A belief is an attribution made by an observer; whether it is justified requires an account of

the evidence or reasoning behind it.

ANzHE—TREXAMER, FJUNZBIEEAREE  BEXSESSIER,

Comprehension I2f#

02
Instead of saying that we care because others are conscious, he argues that we believe they are
conscious when and because we care about them.

AEEimizbelieve , BN LM E HiRHIISREIHIERE L

03
To argue that something can be real while its classification depends on observers and social
practices, rather than being an entirely observer-independent property.

X FFHHEX D , AEMERZIRTEEE,

04
He accepts that experiences are real but argues that they belong to a perspective; he challenges
the further claim that a single indivisible self is an objective fact.

EERRER—EFRNERD T | AERIFEEMMBERIEERLR,

05

The objection is that denying care could justify itself if care confers consciousness. The author
replies that our attributions can be wrong and that moral progress requires reconsidering nar-
row exclusions.

FTEHRE , BARLN , MERKIFAIFEBMEICIENN,

06
Models can help a system act as an effective chat partner, while whether that activity amounts

to what humans do remains disputed.
DIEEF A S EIRFEMR M AN FHIB ),

07
Pretending that Al is human with human needs and human rights. It calls instead for wider
thinking about different kinds of minds.

FRRME—RBIBRANTHAREEE.

Words in use id;C

08
shake
BAMEARERRE , ERERRR,

16
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09
impartial
MrRAE ; anSRENTERIRIEE

10
balked at
atf5ah&1dapproving , {AEFEAETER,

11
in question

RARFMTIEHBN X G , REMNRTBABEE.

12
amount to
does notfFia¢HER , tofaN 1A,

Key structures q]E!

13

The suffering of the conscious entities.
whosefZ[Elentities , we XIDBIEIR,

14
We.

which other entities hEi& , NEERE &R0l A 4Aregard 5 MNEIZEENEN1E,

15

No. It means in cases where the care or regard is reciprocated.
wherer] 53| H1EH ; returned 2450,

16

The thing, such as a ruler, acting as an impartial referee.
Swithout bringing in .. A ZE—iZi8 1K,

17
Such an opinion.
opinerfi&opinion ; it REIREMERL,

18
Use and extend.
referfMlconnecty 74t FtoEHW , pointing out2byz FAIF N,

19
These choices are ours to make.

FREREBBAMFENENX | ERFHNFELTHEEGMNE

17
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20

The physical system being described; their refers to the others.
B-ERUEZHIANAEE  FEEMENRIAEHOEMRE,

21

Whether this amounts to understanding.
BAwhether NGITEEIE |, is disputed B E BB,

22

Not only is trust valuable; it is also essential to co-operation.
AEERIA

» Not only is trust valuable, but it is also essential to co-operation.
Al¥befflZ , B FRIFMHIRER ; tBe] Abutfiiiz,

Summary writing {2

23

Agliera y Arcas argues that consciousness is relational: we attribute inner lives to others be-
cause we care about them, rather than caring only after establishing their consciousness. He
distinguishes observer-dependent reality from illusion, using ordinary categories to explain the
difference. Although personal experience seems certain, he questions an objectively indivisible
self. The danger that withholding care could justify exclusion is answered by stressing that our
attributions can be mistaken and should be reconsidered. Recursive modelling helps explain
human and AI co-operation, though their equivalence remains disputed. His conclusion calls for
including more kinds of minds without pretending that AI has exactly human needs or rights.
MEZREERE EXSEMHOXG, HSEFRERON, SEMERSG  JAREMR , EREEFER
FrBERRERESE,

Composition fE3X

24

A wooden box may serve as a seat in a workshop, a storage container in a bedroom, or a dis-
play stand in a shop. Its physical presence does not disappear when its role changes. Calling it
a seat depends partly on how people use it, so the category is related to a practical context. This
example helps show why dependence on observers need not mean unreality. However, it does
not prove that every difficult concept works like furniture. If we apply the comparison to con-
sciousness, we still need to explain which features carry across and which important differences
remain. A useful analogy opens an argument; it does not finish it.

REIGIFEBARENR, FEAENREMER , URELLBR ;| ERAEHEESHF , MEHEHEIERT

W—,
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