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DISSERTATION ABSTRACT
Title: How to Be a Reluctant Intellectnalist about Know-How
My dissertation is a collection of stand-alone papers that together redirect the debate about
knowledge-how, or know-how. By redirecting the debate, I clarify what an account of know-how
is supposed to do: to characterize whatever it is about &nowing how that explains or predicts an
agent’s success. I develop a novel view of what it is to &now how to @ that does precisely this.

We tend to think knowledge-how is a distinctively practical kind of knowledge. In chapter 1, I show
that there are two theses about the practical nature of knowledge-how lurking in the literature.
Both are taken for granted. One view of know-how takes it for granted that knowledge-how is
practical because it explains what makes successful action probable, or likely enough. As this story
goes: my knowing the relevant facts about how to make coffee makes it probable that I'll succeed
at making coffee when I try. If I didn’t know those facts, I’d be less likely to succeed. The other
view takes it for granted that knowledge-how is practical because it explains the very possibility of
performing some action type out of one’s own agency (as opposed to habit or luck or instinct).
On this view, I make coffee out of my own agency because I have the ability to make coffee.
Admirable as this latter view is for its explanatory aims, I conclude that it’s zo# the view of know-
how it purports to be. It is, instead, a view of agency, or agential action.

Chapter 2 can be seen as picking up this thread: the view that I concluded was nof about know-how,
but about ageney, 1s anti-intellectualism. Anti-intellectualism claims that knowing how to @1is having
an ability to ¢. Anti-intellectualism has had to contend with a persistent objection, which I call
‘the Knowledge Objection’, or KO. According to KO, anti-intellectualism is inadequate because
it equates know-how with ability and thereby fails to amount to a view of a kind of &nowledge,
propetly speaking. I argue that, if anti-intellectualism inherited its explanatory purpose from
Gilbert Ryle (as everyone in the literature claims!), then KO just doesn 't apply to anti-intellectualism.
This is because neither Ryle’s view from the ‘40s #or contemporary anti-intellectualism is a view
about knowledge-how. So, this chapter develops a novel reading of Ryle and thereby corrects our
understanding of what anti-intellectualism is about.

The view of the debate that emerges from chapters 1 and 2 is this: intellectualism turns out to be
the only extant view of what it means to know how to @. Intellectualism is, paradigmatically, the view
that knowing how to ¢ is knowing a proposition about a way to @. In chapter 3, I dissolve a
persistent objection to intellectualism. The objection is that intellectualism over-intellectualizes know-
how by equating it with propositional knowledge, or knowledge of facts. I interrogate what it
means to over-intellectualize know-how and find that the worry about over-intellectualizing is
misplaced. There’s no such thing as over-intellectualizing an account of knowledge-how as such.

The final two chapters together dispense with a myth about know-how, familiar from chapter 1:
that it is a distinctively practical kind of knowledge. The core idea here is that knowledge is already
practical. To think otherwise is to over-intellectualize our understanding of knowledge itself. If
this is right, then know-how doesn’t need to fill the role of a distinctively practical kind of
knowledge in our explanations and predictions of successful action. All we need is the idea that
what we know supports what we do. My account of know-how, then, is deflationary. I argue that we

know how to @ in virtue of having some propositional knowledge that supports our ¢-ing when,

or if, we (.



