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Skill and Know-How (PHIL8330)-Fall 2020 

 

 

Instructor: Juan S. Piñeros Glasscock 

Classroom: ADHOLD 304 

Class time: Th 4:30-7pm 

E-mail: jpinerosglasscock@gsu.edu 

Office: 1624 (office hours will be online) 

Office Hours: W 2-3:30pm; F 9:30-11am 

 

 

COURSE DESCRIPTION 

 

We shall investigate the nature of skill and know-how beginning with work by ancient Greek and 

Asian philosophers. This will serve as background for the ongoing dispute between intellectualists and 

anti-intellectualists, starting with Gilbert Ryle’s classic discussion. Our ultimate aim will be to critically 

assess cutting-edge research that draws from resources in linguistics, neuroscience, and psychology to 

elucidate the nature of the target notions, paying particular attention to work on skill-acquisition. A 

more general aim will be to examine how best to integrate insights from such different fields with 

traditional philosophical methodologies to better understand how our minds and bodies work. 

Format: The class currently meets in-person. Students are required to wear a mask that fully covers 

their mouth and nose at all times inside the classroom. The class after Thanksgiving break will 

meet online. 

 

COURSE OBJECTIVES 

 

No previous knowledge of the specific material is required, but a general background in philosophy 

will be assumed. Students without such background should consult with the instructor if they wish to 

enroll in the course. The readings and discussions aim to build up to a level of expertise on the topic 

that will enable students to assess and produce cutting-edge research on the topic.  

Students less familiar with analytic epistemology and philosophy of mind may wish to consult the 

introductions by Jennifer Nagel and Barbara Montero to these areas in the Oxford Short Introductions 

series. There are also several excellent introductory resources on the specific topic of the class: 

-https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/knowledge-how/ 

-Bengson and Moffett, “Two Conception of Mind and Action: Knowing How and the Philosophical 

Theory of Intelligence” in their Knowing How, OUP. 

-Carlotta Pavese, “Skill in Epistemology [both I and II]” in Philosophy Compass. 

The course also aims at professional development. All of the assignments have been designed to help 

students develop skills that will help them develop in their academic careers. 

 

https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/knowledge-how/
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TEXTS AND COURSE MATERIALS 

 

All readings will be available online through iCollege. 

 

GRADING SCHEME AND ASSIGNMENTS 

 

Assignment 

a. In-class presentation (15 mins) 

b. Extended abstract (1K limit) due Nov 9th  

c. Discussion and comments on peer’s abstract due Nov 20th  

Final grade % 

15% 

15%  

10% 

d. Final Paper (3K-5K limit) due Dec 8th  

e. Participation and attendance 

 

50%  

10%  

 

Lateness penalty on written assignments: 3% deduction per 24 hours of lateness. If you anticipate needing 

an extension, please get in touch with me as early as possible. If you contact me before the due-date 

with a good explanation, I’m much more likely to grant an extension. 

 

The course will run as a collaborative seminar that seeks to foster the skills of careful and critical 

philosophical engagement. By drawing on each student’s skills and interests, our understanding of skill 

and know-how will be enriched. The assignments are designed to foster these goals as follows (more 

detailed instructions on each assignment will be provided at appropriate times in the semester): 

a. Presentations: Each student will present on a paper not assigned for the class (but possibly 

from the further suggestions). The format will be similar to the comments-format in a 

professional conference such as an APA meeting. 

b. Extended abstract: Many peer-reviewed conferences request extended abstracts instead of 

full-length papers. This assignment aims to give you practice at writing such a piece. The 

abstract should clearly identify your thesis and your central argument(s) for it. Must be on time 

to take advantage of peer’s comments. 

c. Discussion and comments on a peer’s abstract: Peer-discussions and comments are one 

of the most important ways to develop your ideas in graduate school. For this assignment, you 

will write comments on a peer’s abstract (in the form of a referee report) and then meet with 

them to discuss these comments (aim for half hour to an hour meeting). You will then submit 

your comments and a short summary of your discussion (1.5K words). No late assignments 

accepted. 

d. Final Papers: In the final paper you will develop your argument taking account of your peer’s 

and my comments. The paper can focus on any of the areas studied in the course. The default 

limit is 3K, but certain projects may require a up to 5K (length excludes footnotes and 
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bibliography). These are standard lengths for conference papers. The goal is that by the end 

of the class you will have a paper ready to submit to a professional conference (such as an 

APA meeting). 

e. Participation and attendance: Regular participation in class discussions is crucial to 

engaging fully with the material. As such, students are expected to attend every class. However, 

I want students to take every precaution when it comes to Covid 19. Even if you have slight 

symptoms, please refrain from coming to class. I will bring my laptop to class so that students 

staying home can attend through Webex.  

While this won’t allow students to participate fully on days when we meet in person, I hope it 

will encourage you to be extra-careful, knowing that you will still be able to engage with the 

material in some form. However, since I cannot guarantee that students attending online will 

be able to participate fully, I do not recommend taking the seminar for credit if you foresee 

not being able to attend in person regularly. 

 

I am committed to ensuring that the course is accessible to all students. I would be happy to revise assignments and 

provide accommodations for students with a registered disability, in line with GSU’s policies.  

 

HANDOUTS, OFFICE HOURS, AND EMAIL POLICY 

 

Email is restricted for non-philosophical questions that can be answered in a few sentences. To discuss 

philosophical questions, please send me an email and we’ll arrange to meet through Webex. I will also 

set online office hours for this purpose once I have a sense of students’ schedule. 

 

SCHEDULE AND READINGS  

 

Note on Readings: You are only required to do the Required Readings for each class. Our 

discussions will focus on these. The Further Suggestions can be used as the topics of presentations, 

and should be consulted if you are writing a final paper on a topic related to them. Our discussions 

will assume no one will have read these ahead of time. 

*** 

Aug 27. Introduction and Zhuangzi 

I will go over the syllabus, and provide a narrative for the course. Then we will discuss Zhuangzi’s writings as a way to 

get us started thinking about the nature and significance of skill/know-how. 

Required Readings 

1. Zhuangzi (selections). 

2. Philip J. Ivanhoe, “Zhuangzi on Skepticism, Skill, and the Ineffable Dao”. 
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Sep 3. Aristotle 

We will discuss Aristotle’s ideas about experience, habituation, training, and skill. 

Required Readings 

1. Aristotle (selections from Metaphysics, Nicomachean Ethics). 

2. David Charles, “Wittgenstein’s Builders and Aristotle’s Craftsmen”. 

 

Sep 10. Gilbert Ryle 

We will discuss Gilbert Ryle’s classic discussion of knowledge-how and knowledge-that, which set the terms of the debate 

for the discussion to this day. 

Required Readings 

1. Gilbert Ryle, The Concept of Mind (chs.1-2) 

2. Michael Kremer, ““Ryle’s Intellectualist Legend” in Historical Context” 

 

Sep 17. Intellectualism Strikes Back 

We will discuss Stanley and Williamson’s landmark article largely responsible for overturning the dominance of the 

Rylean view, and ensuing defenses of intellectualism. 

Required Readings 

1. Stanley and Williamson, “Knowing How”. 

2. Jason Stanley, Know How (selections). 

 

Sep 24. Glimpses of the Contemporary Debate 

We will discuss some contemporary defenses of anti-intellectualism and intellectualism. 

Required Readings 

1. Jennifer Hornsby, “Intending, Knowing How, Infinitives”. 

2. Barbara Montero, Thought in Action (selections). 

3. Kieran Setiya, “Knowing How” 

 

Oct 1. The Need for Skill I: Regress and Frames 

Why has attention in the literature largely shifted from know-how to skill? In the next three weeks we shall examine 

some of the motivations, beginning with a version of the regress argument. We shall study its relation to the frame problem. 

Required Readings 

1. Jerry Fodor, “The Appeal to Tacit Knowledge in Psychological Explanation”. 

2. Brian Weatherson, “Intellectual Skill and Rylean Regress”. 

3. Daniel Dennett, “Cognitive Wheels: The Frame Problem of AI” (selections). 
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Oct 8. The Need for Skill II: Practical Modes of Presentation 

We look at a second problem for intellectualist accounts, namely the ability to give an account of practical modes of 

presentation without appeal to skill. 

Required Readings 

1. Ephraim Glick, “Practical Modes of Presentation”. 

2. Imogen Dickie, “Skill Before Knowledge”. 

3. Carlotta Pavese, “Practical Senses”. 

 

Oct 15. The Need for Skill III: Habit and Control 

The third central problem we shall study for intellectualism pertains to the connection between knowledge-how, control, 

and fluidty. 

Required Readings 

1. Ellen Fridland, “They’ve Lost Control”. 

2. Peter Railton, “Practical Competence and Fluent Agency”. 

 

Oct 22. Skill Intellectualized 

We examine Stanley’s and Williamson’s intellectualist account of skill. 

Required Readings 

1. Stanley and Williamson, “Skill”. 

2. Evan Riley, “What Skill is Not”. 

 

Oct 29. Skill Acquisition I 

To get a grip on the nature of skill, we consider its characteristic mode of acquisition by practice. 

Required Readings 

1. Barbara Montero, Ch.6 of Thought in Action 

2. Ellen Fridland, “Longer, Smaller, Faster, Stronger: On Skills and Intelligence”. 

 

Nov 5. Skill Acquisition II 

Continuing discussion of the topic from last week. 

REMINDER: EXTENDED ABSTRACT DUE NOV 9TH. 

Required Readings 

1. Christensen et al., “Cognition in Skilled Action: Meshed Contorl and the Varieties of Skill 

Experience” 

2. Will Small, “The Transmission of Skill”. 
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Nov 12. Practical Representations I: The Interface Problem 

What kind of representations do skill agents employ such as to be able to control the world by using such representations? 

We consider this question in light of the so-called ‘interface problem’, about how personal level intentions connect with 

basic motor representaions. 

Required Readings 

1. Butterfill and Singaglia, “Intention and Motor Representations in Purposive Action”. 

2. Mylopoulos and Pacherie, “Intentions and Motor Representations: The Interface Challenge”. 

 

Nov 19. Practical Representations II 

Continues our discussion about the nature and content of motor representations and the connection between know-how 

and action. 

REMINDER: COMMENTS ON ABSTRACT DUE NOV 20TH. 

Required Readings 

1. Neil Levy, “Embodied Savoir-Faire: Knowledge-How Requires Motor Representations”. 

2. Carlotta Pavese, “A Theory of Practical Meaning”. 

 

****Nov 26th is Thanksgiving Break. No class**** 

 

Dec 3. My take on skill and know-how 

REMINDER: FINAL PAPER DUE DEC 8TH. 

I will present some of my work-in-progress this class. Reading will thus be light (one article).  
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POLICY ON ACADEMIC HONESTY, FROM THE GSU CATALOG 

 

As members of the academic community, students are expected to recognize and uphold standards of intellectual 

and academic integrity. The university assumes as a basic and minimum standard of conduct in academic matters 

that students be honest and that they submit for credit only the products of their own efforts. Both the ideals of 

scholarship and the need for fairness require that all dishonest work be rejected as a basis for academic credit. They 

also require that students refrain from any and all forms of dishonorable or unethical conduct related to their 

academic work.  

The university’s policy on academic honesty is published in the Faculty Handbook and On Campus: The Student 

Handbook and is available to all members of the university community. The policy represents a core value of the 

university, and all members of the university community are responsible for abiding by its tenets. Lack of 

knowledge of this policy is not an acceptable defense to any charge of academic dishonesty. All members of the 

academic community—students, faculty, and staff—are expected to report violations of these standards of academic 

conduct to the appropriate authorities. The procedures for such reporting are on file in the offices of the deans of 

each college, the office of the dean of students, and the office of the provost.  

 

Definitions and Examples  

 

The examples and definitions given below are intended to clarify the standards by which academic honesty and 

academically honorable conduct are to be judged. The list is merely illustrative of the kinds of infractions that may 

occur, and it is not intended to be exhaustive. Moreover, the definitions and examples suggest conditions under 

which unacceptable behavior of the indicated types normally occurs; however, there may be unusual cases that fall 

outside these conditions that also will be judged unacceptable by the academic community.  

Plagiarism: Plagiarism is presenting another person’s work as one’s own. Plagiarism includes any para-phrasing or 

summarizing of the works of another person without acknowledgment, including the submitting of another student’s 

work as one’s own. Plagiarism frequently involves a failure to acknowledge in the text, notes, or footnotes the 

quotation of the paragraphs, sentences, or even a few phrases written or spoken by someone else. The submission of 

research or completed papers or projects by someone else is plagiarism, as is the unacknowledged use of research 

sources gathered by someone else when that use is specifically forbidden by the faculty member. Failure to indicate 

the extent and nature of one’s reliance on other sources is also a form of plagiarism. Any work, in whole or in part, 

taken from the Internet or other computer-based resource without properly referencing the source (for example, the 

URL) is considered plagiarism. A complete reference is required in order that all parties may locate and view the 

original source. Finally, there may be forms of plagiarism that are unique to an individual discipline or course, 

examples of which should be provided in advance by the faculty member. The student is responsible for 

understanding the legitimate use of sources, the appropriate ways of acknowledging academic, scholarly or creative 

indebtedness, and the consequences of violating this responsibility.  

Multiple Submissions: It is a violation of academic honesty to submit substantial portions of the same work for 

credit more than once without the explicit consent of the faculty member(s) to whom the material is submitted for 

additional credit. In cases in which there is a natural development of research or knowledge in a sequence of 

courses, use of prior work may be desirable, even required; however the student is responsible for indicating in 

writing, as a part of such use, that the current work submitted for credit is cumulative in nature.  

Cheating on Examinations: Cheating on examinations involves giving or receiving unauthorized help before, 

during, or after an examination. Examples of unauthorized help include the use of notes, computer-based resources, 

texts, or "crib sheets" during an examination (unless specifically approved by the faculty member), or sharing 

information with another student during an examination (unless specifically approved by the faculty member). Other 

examples include intentionally allowing another student to view one’s own examination and collaboration before or 

after an examination if such collaboration is specifically forbidden by the faculty member.  

Unauthorized Collaboration: Submission for academic credit of a work product, or a part thereof, represented as 

its being one’s own effort, which has been developed in substantial collaboration with another person or source or 

with a computer-based resource is a violation of academic honesty. It is also a violation of academic honesty 

knowingly to provide such assistance. Collaborative work specifically authorized by a faculty member is allowed. 

Falsification: It is a violation of academic honesty to misrepresent material or fabricate information in an academic 

exercise, assignment or proceeding (e.g., false or misleading citation of sources, falsification of the results of 

experiments or computer data, false or misleading information in an academic context in order to gain an unfair 

advantage).  
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   Department of Philosophy  

   General Syllabus Statement Fall 2020 

 
▪ This syllabus provides a general plan for the course.  Deviations may be necessary. 

 

▪ The withdrawal period begins via PAWS, Wednesday, September 2nd -Tuesday, 

October 13th.  The midpoint to receive a W is Tuesday, October 13th.  A student may be 

awarded a grade of "W" no more than 6 times in their careers at Georgia State.  After 6 

W’s, a withdrawal is recorded as a WF on the student's record.  A WF counts as an F in a 

GPA. Please view the calendar for more dates and information. 

 

▪ The customary penalty for any violation of the academic honesty rules is an "F" in 

the course, which cannot be replaced by repeating the course.  See selections from the 

University Policy on Academic Honesty on the reverse of this sheet. Copying or using 

any material from the internet without proper citation is a violation of the academic 

honesty rules. 

 

• Students who wish to request an accommodation for a disability must do so by registering with the 

Access and Accommodations Center (AACE) located in Student Center East, Suite 205. Students 

may only be accommodated upon issuance of a signed Student Accommodation Letter 

through the AACE.  The signed Student Accommodation Letter may be submitted electronically 

to the course instructor or hand delivered by the student to all classes in which the student is seeking 

accommodations.  

 

▪ Students are responsible for confirming that they are attending the course section for which 

they are registered.  Failure to do so may result in an F for the course. 

 

▪ By University policy and to respect the confidentiality of all students, final grades may 

not be posted or given out over the phone.  To see your grades, use PAWS. 

 

▪ Your constructive assessment of this course plays an indispensable role in shaping 

education at Georgia State University. Upon completing the course, please take the time to 

fill out the online course evaluation. 

 

 

 
Subscribe to one of our department listservs for current information and events: 

 

1. Undergraduate Students:               http://philosophy.gsu.edu/undergraduate/listserv 

2. Graduate Students:                 http://philosophy.gsu.edu/graduate/listserv  

 
For more information on the philosophy program and the value of philosophy courses visit:            

http://philosophy.gsu.edu 

https://registrar.gsu.edu/files/2020/04/Fall-2020-Updates-3.31.20.pdf
http://philosophy.gsu.edu/undergraduate/listserv
http://philosophy.gsu.edu/graduate/listserv
http://philosophy.gsu.edu/
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FURTHER PARTICULARS 

 

• Receiving a grade of “incomplete” – in order to receive an incomplete, a student must 

inform the instructor, either in person or in writing, of his/her inability (non-academic 

reasons) to complete the requirements of the course. Incompletes will be assigned at the 

instructor’s discretion (if you have specific criteria for assigning incompletes, put them 

here)and the terms for removal of the “I” are dictated by the instructor. A grade of 

incomplete will only be considered for students who are a) passing the course with a C or 

better, b) present a legitimate, non-academic reason to the instructor, and c) have only one 

major assignment left to finish. 

• In keeping with USG and university policy, this course website will make every effort to 

maintain the privacy and accuracy of your personal information. Specifically, unless 

otherwise noted, it will not actively share personal information gathered from the site with 

anyone except university employees whose responsibilities require access to said records. 

However, some information collected from the site may be subject to the Georgia Open 

Records Act. This means that while we do not actively share information, in some cases we 

may be compelled by law to release information gathered from the site. Also, the site will be 

managed in compliance with the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA), 

which prohibits the release of education records without student permission. For more 

details on FERPA, go here. 

 

 

The course syllabus provides a general plan for the course; deviations may be necessary. 

Readings under ‘Further Suggestions’ will be added as the course progresses. Please 

check iCollege for the most up-to-date version. 

 

---Last updated September 7, 2020--- 

 

https://registrar.gsu.edu/academic-records/records-management/ferpa/

