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Abstract  

Intellectualists argued that knowing-how to execute an action amounts to have the correct propositional 

knowledge about such an action (Stanley and Williamson 2001; Stanley, 2011a, 2011b; Pavese 2015a, 

2015b). Thus, pace Ryle (1949), knowing how is not a peculiar type of knowledge, but only a branch of 

propositional knowledge: one knows how to F in a way w, if and only if, there is some relevant way w 

such that the agent stands in the knowledge relation to the proposition that ‘w is a way to F’ (Stanley & 

Williamson, 2001: 430; Fridland 2012a, 2012b), while subject represents w under a pragmatic mode of 

presentation.  

However, the notion of pragmatic modes of presentations is very problematic to be defined. Someone 

tried to find an epistemological definition of it (Pavese, forthcoming), but, crucially, we still need a 

naturalistic account of pragmatic modes of presentations.  

Here we provide, for the first time, such an account. We show that a propositional content can refer to 

an action in a pragmatic mode, only when it is constituted by an executable action concept, possessed by 

the agent: since executable action concepts are mental states with a non-propositional content (Ferretti 

and Zipoli Caiani 2018), and since they are part of propositional structures, they rerpesent the mental 

bridge between propositional mental items and the pragmatic mode they are accessed in. We follow the 

recently proposed Same Format Thesis, according to which the executable action concepts at the core of 

propositional structures, which denote the contents of our knowledge-how, and the related motor 

representations interlocking with such propositional structures, share the same motor format. The vehicle 

of these mental structures is a neural substrate related to specific portions of the motor system (Ferretti 

& Zipoli Caiani, 2018). We also discuss the crucial philosophical significance of such an account, which 

allows us to avoid the theoretical conflict between intellectualists and anti-intellectualists.  
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