
Individualis m an d Theorie s o f  Actio n 

Steven Davis 
Philosoph y Departmen t 
Simo n Erase r  Universit y 

Abstract 

In a recent series of articles Tyler Burge has presented arguments which cut against 
individualis t  theorie s o f  intentiona l  states .  I n thi s pape r  I  shal l  tr y t o sho w wha t  consequence s 
Burge' s argument s hav e fo r  individualis t  theorie s o f  behavior .  I  shal l  tak e Jerr y Fodor ,  wh o i s 
one o f  th e leadin g exponent s o f  individualis m i n psychology ,  a s representativ e o f  thi s view .  First , 
I  shal l  la y ou t  on e o f  Burge' s argument s agains t  individualis t  theorie s o f  intentiona l  states ; 
second ,  I  shal l  describ e di e leadin g principle s o f  Fodor' s individualis t  metatheor y fo r 
psychology ;  an d lastiy ,  I  shal l  dra w som e o f  th e consequence s tha t  Burge' s argument s hav e fo r 
Fodor' s theor y o f  behavior . 

* * * 

Suppose that I believe that the sun sets over Vancouver Island and suppose that my report 
of  th e belie f  i s d e dicto }  I t  seem s tha t  I  ca n hav e th e belief ,  eve n i f  i t  wer e fals e an d eve n i f  ther e 
wer e n o su n no r  Vancouve r  Island .  Tha t  I  hav e a  belie f  an d wha t  belie f  tha t  I  hav e doe s no t  see m 
t o depen d upo n th e existenc e o f  anythin g excep t  me .  I t  appear s tha t  fo r  m e t o hav e th e belief s 
tha t  I  d o onl y require s tha t  I  hav e certai n concept s o r  notion s an d th e abilit y  t o combin e the m i n 
certai n ways .  W e migh t  thin k tha t  i t  follow s fro m thi s tha t  th e condition s o f  individuatio n o f 
belief s depen d o n wha t  i s interna l  t o a n individua l  an d no t  o n th e externa l  object s t o whic h a n 
individua l  i s  relate d o r  o n hi s socia l  o r  linguisti c community .  On e migh t  furthe r  hol d tha t  a 
theor y o f  beliefs ,  an d intentiona l  state s i n general ,  ca n b e adequat e withou t  makin g referenc e t o 
anythin g externa l  t o a n individual .  Borrowin g a  ter m from  Tyle r  Burge ,  w e shal l  cal l  th e view s 
abou t  th e individuatio n an d explanatio n o f  intentiona l  state s 'individualist '  an d theorie s whic h 
presuppos e thi s vie w 'individualis t  theorie s o f  intentiona l  states'(1979 ,  p .  73). ^ 

Ther e ar e man y thing s whic h I  d o whic h ca n b e describe d i n suc h a  wa y tha t  wha t  I  d o 
does no t  see m t o depen d o n anythin g excep t  m y existence ,  fo r  example ,  m y rubbin g m y thig h o r 
my performin g a n actio n wit h th e intentio n t o reliev e th e pai n i n m y thigh .  W e ca n exten d 
Burge' s notio n t o apply ,  a s well ,  t o th e individuatio n o f  behavio r  an d t o theorie s o f  behavior .  W e 
can sa y tha t  a  criterio n o f  individuatio n o r  a  theor y o f  behavio r  i s individualist ,  i f  i t  i s committe d 
t o th e vie w tha t  a n adequat e criterio n o r  theor y ca n b e give n withou t  presupposin g th e existenc e 
of  anythin g externa l  t o th e individual .  Ther e i s a n obviou s connectio n betwee n individualis t 
criterio n o f  individuatio n an d individualis t  explanator y theories ;  th e latte r  presuppose s th e 
former .  Hence ,  i f  i t  ca n b e show n tha t  th e individuatio n o f  intentiona l  state s o r  o f  behavio r  i s no t 
individualist ,  the n i t  follow s tha t  th e explanator y theorie s o f  intentiona l  state s an d o f  behavio r 
canno t  b e individualist . 

1.  I n wha t  follow s al l  th e report s o f  intentiona l  sute s ar e d e dicto . 

2. There are some sutes which are regarded to be intentional, sudi as knowing, which seem to depend for their existence on objects external to 
th e individual .  Thes e sute s d o no t  fal l  withi n th e domai n o f  individualis t  theorie s (Fodor ,  1981 ,  p .  228) . 
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I n a  recen t  serie s o f  article s Tyle r  Burg e ha s presente d argument s whic h cu t  agains t 

individualis t  theorie s o f  intentiona l  states .  I n thi s pape r  I  shal l  tr y t o sho w wha t  consequence s 

Burge' s argument s hav e fo r  individualis t  theorie s o f  behavior .  I  shal l  tak e Jerr y Fodor ,  w h o i s 

one o f  th e leadin g exponent s o f  individualis m i n psychology ,  a s representativ e o f  thi s view .  First , 

I  shal l  la y ou t  on e o f  Surge' s argument s agains t  individualis t  theorie s o f  intentiona l  states ; 

second ,  I  shal l  describ e th e leadin g principle s o f  Fodor' s individualis t  metatheor y fo r 

psychology ;  an d lastly ,  I  shal l  dra w som e o f  th e consequence s tha t  Burge' s argument s hav e fo r 

Foidor' s theor y o f  behavior . 

Let  u s begi n the n wit h Burge' s argumen t  agains t  individualism .  I n thi s argumen t  Burg e 

present s a  though t  experimen t  i n whic h h e keep s constan t  th e object s t o whic h a  subjec t  i s 

causall y relate d an d hi s interna l  state s an d change s onl y th e linguisti c practice s o f  hi s 

surroundin g community .  I n th e actua l  situatio n a  person ,  w h o m I  shal l  cal l  'Oscar, '  ha s th e 

though t  tha t  h e ha s arthriti s  i n hi s thigh. ^  Tha t  is ,  h e use s 'arthritis '  t o refe r  t o a  rheumotoi d 

conditio n i n hi s joint s an d a  simila r  pai n whic h h e ha s i n hi s thigh .  Thi s us e i s contrar y t o th e us e 

of  thos e i n Oscar' s speec h communit y t o w h o m h e defer s o n matter s abou t  English ,  t o hi s 

doctor' s fo r  example .  Burge ,  then ,  describe s a  counterfactua l  situatio n i n whic h Oscar' s interna l 

state s remai n th e same .  Ther e i s n o chang e i n th e histor y o f  hi s stimulations ,  i n hi s interna l 

physica l  states ,  i n hi s disposition s t o behavior ,  w h e n hi s behavio r  i s describe d non-intentionally , 

and i n th e causa l  relation s a m o n g them .  Th e onl y differenc e i s tha t  thos e i n hi s speec h 

communit y t o w h o m Osca r  defer s o n linguisti c matter s us e 'arthritis '  i n th e w a y i n whic h Osca r 

use s i t  mistakenly  i n th e actua l  situation .  I n th e counterfactua l  situatio n Osca r  doe s no t  hav e th e 

though t  tha t  h e ha s arthriti s  i n hi s thigh ,  fo r  n o on e i n th e counterfactua l  situatio n ha s an y notio n 

of  arthritis .  The y hav e a  notio n o f  a  diseas e whic h ca n occu r  i n th e joint s an d i n thigh s whic h i s 

not  a  notio n o f  arthritis .  Burg e suggest s tha t  w e coul d introduc e th e ter m 'tharthritis '  int o Englis h 

as i t  i s  actuall y spoke n whic h woul d expres s th e notio n tha t  'arthritis '  expresse s i n th e 

counterfactua l  situation .  W e ,  then ,  coul d describ e th e though t  tha t  Osca r  ha s i n thi s situation , 

namel y th e though t  tha t  h e ha s tharthriti s  i n hi s thigh .  Bu t  th e though t  tha t  Osca r  ha s i n th e actua l 

situation ,  th e though t  tha t  h e ha s arthriti s  i n hi s thig h i s no t  th e sam e a s th e though t  tha t  h e ha s i n 

th e counterfactua l  situation ,  namel y th e though t  tha t  h e ha s tharthriti s  i n hi s thigh ,  fo r  th e tw o 

though t  event s d o no t  hav e th e sam e content ,  sinc e arthriti s  i s  no t  th e sam e a s tharthritis .  S o i n 

th e counterfactua l  situatio n Osca r  lack s a  though t  h e actuall y ha s an d h e ha s a  though t  tha t  h e 

actuall y lacks .  Th e conclusio n o f  thi s argumen t  i s tha t  ther e ar e case s i n whic h a  person' s intema l 

state s d o no t  individuat e hi s intentiona l  states ;  referenc e mus t  b e m a d e t o th e practice s o f  th e 

linguisti c communit y o f  whic h h e i s a  part .  A n d th e conclusio n Burg e draw s fro m th e though t 

experiment s i s tha t  a  criterio n o f  individuatio n o f  intentiona l  state s canno t  b e adequat e an d b e 

individualist .  A  necessar y conditio n fo r  thei r  adequac y i s tha t  the y m a k e referenc e t o object s an d 

linguisti c practice s whic h ar e externa l  t o th e subject . 

Let  u s n o w tur n t o th e consequence s I  thin k tha t  Burge' s though t  experimen t  ha s fo r 

individualis t  theorie s o f  action .  I  shal l  tak e a s representativ e o f  thes e view s a  theor y o f  Jerr y 

Fodo r  w h o i s on e o f  th e leadin g exponent s o f  individualis m i n psychology .  Fodo r  hold s tha t  ou r 

ordinar y way s o f  talkin g abou t  an d explainin g actions ,  w h e n m a d e rigorous  an d systematic ,  for m 

th e basi s o f  cognitiv e psychology .  W h a t  I  wis h t o sho w i s tha t  ou r  ordinar y view s abou t  action s 

do no t  presuppos e a n individualis t  criterio n o f  th e individuatio n o f  actio n an d i n s o fa r  a s 

psycholog y adopt s ou r  ordinar y view s abou t  action s it s theorie s canno t  b e individualist .  Befor e 

3.  Followin g Burge ,  I  shal l  us e 'actua l  situation *  an d 'counterfactua l  situation '  wher e other s migh t  us e 'actua l  world '  an d 'possibl e world* . 
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turnin g t o m y argument s fo r  this ,  I  shal l  la y ou t  th e principl e doctrine s o f  Fodor' s view s abou t 
ho w psycholog y shoul d b e done . 

Fodo r  hold s the n tha t  on e wa y o f  givin g a n ordinar y explanatio n o f  a  particula r  huma n 
actio n i s b y appealin g t o a  subject' s intention d state s whic h caus e th e action .  An d on e o f  th e 
goal s o f  cognitiv e psycholog y i s t o utiliz e thi s for m o f  explanation .  Hence ,  Fodoria n cognitiv e 
psycholog y take s a s on e o f  it s  goal s th e explanatio n o f  individua l  huma n action s an d presuppose s 
tha t  som e o f  thes e action s ar e cause d b y th e subject' s intentiona l  state s (1982 ,  p .  100) .  Thes e 
intentiona l  state s ar e representation s whic h relat e a  subjec t  t o a  conten t  an d a  psychologica l 
theor y whic h i s committe d t o thi s i s a  representationa l  theor y o f  mind .  I n additio n Fodo r  hold s 
tha t  representations ,  instantiate d internall y i n a  subject ,  ar e i n a  "language "  o f  though t  wher e 
onl y th e forma l  properties ,  tha t  is ,  th e syntacti c properties ,  o f  th e "sentences "  o f  th e languag e 
pla y a  causa l  role .  Semanti c propertie s o f  th e representations ,  suc h a s bein g true ,  havin g a 
referen t  o r  havin g a  meaning ,  pla y n o rol e i n interna l  menta l  processe s (1981 ,  pp .  231) .  I t  is , 
then ,  th e forma l  propertie s o f  a  subject' s interna l  representation s whic h caus e th e subject' s 
behavio r  an d b y appealin g t o thes e interna l  representation s w e ca n explai n huma n behavio r 
(1981 ,  p .  239) .  O n Fodor' s vie w thi s i s tantamoun t  t o th e hypothesi s tha t  menta l  state s an d 
processe s ar e computational . 

Fodo r  maintain s tha t  th e computationa l  theor y o f  min d entail s a  versio n o f  wha t  Putna m 
has calle d "methodologica l  solipsism "  (1975 ,  p .  136) .  O n Fodor' s vie w a n adequat e theor y o f 
human behavio r  whic h attribute s intentiona l  state s t o subject s nee d mak e n o appea l  t o th e 
subject' s externa l  environment ,  includin g th e actua l  object s wit h whic h h e i s causall y relate d o r 
th e socia l  relation s i n whic h h e i s embedded .  Wha t  explain s th e subject s behavio r  ar e th e interna l 
causa l  relation s amon g forma l  propertie s o f  representationa l  state s (1981 ,  p .  244) .  Fodor' s 
commitmen t  t o methodologica l  solipsis m i s a  commitmen t  t o wha t  I  hav e calle d 'individualist ' 
theorie s o f  intentiona l  state s an d o f  behavior . 

The identit y condition s fo r  representationa l  state s entaile d b y Fodor' s methodologica l 
solipsis m ar e formal :  i f  a  an d b  ar e representationa l  stat e token s o f  a  subjec t  wh o bear s th e sam e 
relatio n t o a  an d b  an d a  an d b  hav e th e sam e syntacti c properties ,  the n a=b .  Moreover ,  samenes s 
of  forma l  propertie s entail s identit y o f  causa l  powers ,  sinc e th e causa l  power s o f  representationa l 
state s ar e containe d i n thei r  forma l  properties . 

Fodor ,  further ,  hold s tha t  particula r  representationa l  states ,  includin g want s an d beliefs ,  ar e 
toke n identica l  t o interna l  physica l  state s o f  th e individual s whic h hav e the m (1981 ,  p .  9  an d p . 
145) .  I n th e cas e o f  human s intentiona l  state s ar e toke n identica l  t o particula r  brai n states . 
Consequently ,  i f  ther e i s n o chang e i n th e intema l  physica l  state s o f  a  subject ,  the n ther e ar e n o 
change s i n hi s intentiona l  states .  I t  follow s o n Fodor' s vie w tha t  i f  ther e ar e n o change s i n a 
subject' s intema l  physica l  states ,  the n ther e i s n o chang e i n hi s behavior ,  sinc e hi s behavio r  i s 
cause d b y hi s intema l  representationa l  states . 

The las t  principl e i s no t  on e Fodo r  adopts .  Bu t  ther e i s nothin g i n Fodor' s wor k whic h 
suggest s tha t  h e woul d rejec t  it .  I f  a  an d b  ar e rigi d designator s fo r  bit s o f  behavio r  an d ther e i s a 
caus e o f  a  whic h i s possibl y no t  a  caus e o f  b ,  the n a  i s no t  identica l  t o b .  Thi s principl e i s simila r 
t o par t  o f  Davidson' s criterio n fo r  th e individuatio n o f  even t  token s (1969 ,  p .  179) .  However ,  h e 
woul d no t  accep t  th e moda l  additio n t o th e antecedent .  Despit e this ,  I  shal l  cal l  i t  'Davidson' s 
principle' .  I  tak e thi s principl e t o b e plausible ,  sinc e th e caus e o f  a n even t  i s  wha t  bring s abou t  a n 
event .  Tha t  is ,  th e caus e o f  a n even t  i s th e origi n o f  a n even t  an d th e origi n o f  a n even t  i s 
essentia l  t o it .  Thi s i s paralle l  t o th e essentia l  origi n whic h Kripk e claim s fo r  materia l  object s 
(1980 ,  p .  114) .  Kripk e offer s somethin g lik e a  proo f  fo r  hi s clai m abou t  materia l  object s which ,  I 
believe ,  ca n b e applie d t o m y clai m abou t  even t  tokens .  An d a n event' s cause s bein g essentia l  t o 
an even t  entai l  wha t  I  hav e calle d Davidson' s principle . 
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I t  follow s immediatel y fro m Fodor' s commitmen t  t o methodologica l  solipsis m tha t  i n a n 

adequat e psychologica l  theor y a  subject' s behavio r  canno t  b e descril^ d i n suc h a  w a y tha t  i t 

presuppose s th e existenc e o f  an y objec t  othe r  tha n th e subject .  W e canno t  describ e Osca r  a s 

takin g aspiri n t o reliev e th e arthriti c  pai n i n hi s thigh ,  fo r  dia t  presuppose s th e existenc e o f 

aspiri n an d arthritis ,  bu t  w e coul d describ e Osca r  a s eithe r  perfomiin g a n actio n whic h h e 

intend s t o b e a  takin g o f  aspiri n whic h relieve s th e arthriti s  i n hi s thig h o r  movin g hi s bod y i n a 

certai n way .  Neithe r  seem s t o contraven e methodologica l  solipsism .  Th e forme r  doe s not ,  sinc e 

correctl y describin g someon e a s havin g th e intentio n t o tak e aspiri n t o reliev e arthriti s  i n hi s 

thig h doe s no t  presuppos e th e existenc e o f  aspiri n o r  arthritis .  I t  migh t  see m tha t  th e latte r 

descriptio n i s contrar y t o methodologica l  solipsism ,  sinc e i t  presuppose s th e existenc e o f  Oscar' s 

thig h whic h o n som e view s coul d b e take n t o b e extema l  t o him .  Fo r  th e m o m e n t  I  shal l  suppos e 

tha t  Oscar' s thig h i s no t  extema l  t o h i m an d tha t  i t  i s  no t  rule d ou t  b y methodologica l  solipsism . 

Methodologica l  solipsism ,  then ,  limit s psychologica l  theorie s t o description s o f  Oscar' s 

movement s o f  hi s bod y o r  t o description s o f  hi s action s whic h ar e describe d intentionally . 

Fodo r  suggest s tha t  hi s representationa l  theor y o f  min d accord s wit h curren t  theorie s i n 

cognitiv e psycholog y (1981 ,  p .  226) .  Bu t  limitin g psychologica l  theorie s t o description s o f 

action s whic h m a k e referenc e onl y t o a  person' s movin g hi s bod y o r  t o th e intentiona l  state s 

whic h brin g abou t  th e actio n i s t o propos e a  radica l  revisio n o f  curren t  psychologica l  theorizing . 

Moreover ,  I  believ e tha t  Burge' s though t  experimen t  create s problem s fo r  Fodor' s proposal s fo r 

a cognitiv e theor y o f  behavio r  eve n wher e th e theor y i s limite d i n th e description s i t  permit s fo r 

behavior .  I  shal l  presen t  tw o argument s agains t  Fodor' s theor y whic h cu t  agains t  th e tw o sort s o f 

description s whic h methodologica l  solipsis m seem s t o allo w fo r  actions .  I  shal l  begi n wit h a 

proble m fo r  hi s theor y wher e th e description s o f  action s ar e description s o f  a n agent' s mov in g 

hi s body . 

Let  u s suppos e tha t  Osca r  rub s hi s thig h becaus e o f  hi s belief s tha t  h e ha s arthriti s  i n hi s 

thig h an d tha t  rubbin g a  par t  o f  hi s bod y whic h suffer s fro m arthriti s  wil l  reduc e th e pai n an d hi s 

desir e t o lesse n th e pai n i n hi s thigh .  W e ca n say ,  then ,  tha t  Oscar' s actio n o f  rubbin g hi s thig h i s 

cause d b y hi s belief s an d hi s desire .  I n th e counterfactua l  situatio n nothin g change s abou t 

Oscar' s interna l  states ,  tha t  is ,  abou t  hi s stimulatio n patterns ,  brai n states ,  disposition s t o 

behavior ,  an d th e causa l  relation s a m o n g them .  A n d o n Fodor' s theor y sinc e representationa l 

state s ar e interna l  physica l  states ,  these ,  too ,  d o no t  change .  I f  w e tak e Oscar' s languag e o f 

though t  t o b e th e languag e whic h h e speaks ,  describe d non-semantically ,  the n ther e i s n o 

differenc e betwee n th e actua l  an d counterfactua l  situation s i n th e sentence s o f  hi s interna l 

language .  Hence ,  nothin g shoul d chang e abou t  hi s behavior ,  sinc e i t  i s  cause d b y hi s interna l 

states .  Oscar' s rubbin g hi s thig h i n th e actua l  situatio n shoul d b e identica l  t o hi s rubbin g hi s thig h 

i n th e counterfactua l  situation .  However ,  i n th e counterfactua l  situatio n Osca r  doe s no t  hav e th e 

belie f  tha t  h e ha s arthriti s  i n hi s thigh .  H e canno t  hav e thi s belief ,  becaus e h e ha s n o notio n o f 

arthritis .  Hence ,  i n thi s situatio n thi s belie f  canno t  b e a  causa l  facto r  i n hi s rubbin g hi s thigh .  Bu t 

i f  w e suppos e tha t  hi s rubbin g hi s thig h i s th e sam e even t  toke n i n th e actua l  an d counterfactua l 

situatio n an d i n th e counterfactua l  situatio n i t  i s  no t  cause d b y th e belie f  tha t  h e ha s arthriti s  i n 

hi s thigh ,  the n thi s belie f  canno t  pla y a  causa l  rol e i n th e actua l  situation .  Le t  u s suppos e tha t  i t 

does .  Then ,  hi s rubbin g hi s thig h i n th e actua l  situatio n ha s a  caus e whic h i t  fail s  t o hav e i n th e 

counterfactua l  situation .  Bu t  i t  follow s fro m Davidson' s principl e tha t  hi s rubbin g hi s thig h i n th e 

actua l  an d counterfactua l  situation s canno t  b e th e sam e ac t  token .  However ,  i f  w e maintai n tha t 

i n th e actua l  an d th e counterfactua l  situation s w e hav e th e sam e ac t  token ,  the n w e mus t  giv e u p 

it s havin g a  caus e i n on e situatio n whic h i t  doe s no t  hav e i n th e other .  Consequentiy ,  i t  seem s 

tha t  Fodo r  mus t  giv e u p th e causa l  efficac y o f  belief s an d wit h i t  an y hop e o f  explainin g action s 

by generalizin g ove r  intentiona l  states .  Bu t  thi s d o o m s th e representational/computationa l  theor y 
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of  mind ,  sinc e th e purpos e o f  th e theor y i s t o allo w fo r  suc h generalizations ,  whil e providin g a n 
accoun t  o f  causa l  menta l  state s an d processes . 

Fodo r  ca n hol d ont o th e causa l  efficac y o f  belief s an d thei r  explanator y rol e b y denyin g 
tha t  i n th e actua l  an d counterfactua l  situation s i n Burge' s though t  experiment s th e subjec t 
perform s th e sam e actions .  Bu t  i t  woul d follo w tha t  ther e ca n b e change s i n a  subject' s behavior , 
wher e thi s i s no t  describe d b y makin g referenc e t o object s externa l  t o th e subject ,  eve n thoug h 
ther e i s n o chang e i n th e subject' s interna l  states .  I t  woul d not ,  then ,  b e onl y th e forma l 
propertie s o f  th e interna l  representationa l  state s whic h caus e actions ,  sinc e the y d o no t  chang e 
fro m th e actua l  t o th e counterfactua l  situation .  Hence ,  th e representational/computationa l  theor y 
of  min d which ,  Fodo r  argues ,  entail s methodologica l  solipsis m mus t  b e abandoned ,  sinc e belief s 
whic h ar e no t  identica l  t o an y interna l  state s ca n caus e actions .  I t  follow s tha t  t o hav e a  ful l 
accoun t  o f  thes e belief s appea l  mus t  b e mad e t o th e linguisti c practice s o f  th e linguisti c 
communit y o f  whic h Osca r  i s a  part .  Thus ,  referenc e mus t  b e mad e t o object s whic h ar e extema l 
t o th e subject .  A s a  consequence ,  o n th e assumptio n tha t  behavio r  i s  cause d b y intentiona l  state s 
a theor y whic h entail s methodologica l  solipsis m canno t  b e a n adequat e theor y o f  behavior . 

I n th e exampl e abov e Oscar' s actio n wa s describe d a s a n actio n o f  hi s movin g hi s body . 
We als o obtai n consequence s whic h ar e unacceptabl e t o individualis t  theorie s o f  behavior ,  i f  w e 
conside r  a n actio n o f  Osca r  whic h i s intentionall y described .  Le t  u s suppos e tha t  Osca r  perform s 
an actio n whic h h e intend s t o b e a n ac t  o f  takin g tw o aspirin s t o reliev e th e arthriti c  pai n i n hi s 
thigh .  An d le t  u s suppos e furthe r  tha t  h e perform s thi s action ,  becaus e h e believe s tiiat  h e ha s 
arthriti s  i n hi s thig h an d tha t  takin g aspiri n relieve s th e pai n o f  arthriti s  an d h e desire s t o reliev e 
th e pai n i n hi s thigh .  I n thi s case ,  a s i n th e exampl e above ,  w e ca n sa y tha t  Oscar' s actio n i s 
cause d b y hi s belief s an d desires .  I n th e actua l  an d counterfactua l  situation s i n Burge' s though t 
experimen t  ther e i s n o chang e i n Oscar' s interna l  state s an d hence ,  o n Fodor' s theor y ther e 
shoul d b e n o chang e i n Oscar' s behavior .  Bu t  i n th e counterfactua l  situatio n Osca r  doe s no t  hav e 
th e belie f  tha t  h e ha s arthriti s  i n hi s thigh ,  no r  ca n h e hav e th e intentio n o f  performin g a n actio n 
whic h relieve s a n arthriti c  pai n i n hi s thigh .  H e ca n hav e n o suc h belie f  o r  intentio n i n th e 
counterfactua l  situation ,  becaus e h e an d everyon e i n hi s speec h communit y lac k th e notio n o f 
arthritis .  Hence ,  i n th e counterfactua l  situatio n Osca r  doe s no t  perfor m a n actio n whic h h e 
intend s t o b e a  takin g o f  tw o aspiri n t o reliev e th e arthriti c  pai n i n hi s thigh .  Thus ,  Osca r  doe s no t 
perfor m th e sam e actio n i n th e actua l  an d th e counterfactua l  situations ,  eve n thoug h ther e i s n o 
chang e i n Oscar' s interna l  states .  Sinc e th e sam e cause s shoul d hav e th e sam e effects ,  i t  follow s 
tha t  eithe r  i n th e actua l  o r  th e counterfactua l  situatio n th e intema l  representationa l  state s whic h 
Fodor' s theor y attribute s t o Osca r  canno t  b e th e sol e causa l  facto r  whic h bring s abou t  hi s action s 
and cannot ,  therefore ,  b e use d t o giv e a  complet e explanatio n o f  hi s behavior .  Onc e agai n appea l 
must  b e mad e t o th e linguisti c communit y o f  whic h Osca r  i s a  par t  t o hav e a n adequat e accoun t 
of  hi s behavior . 

I  hav e considere d tw o sort s o f  description s o f  Oscar' s behavior :  hi s movin g hi s bod y an d 
hi s performin g a n actio n wit h a  certai n intention .  Perhaps ,  a  wa y ou t  o f  th e difficultie s tha t  I  hav e 
raise d fo r  Fodoria n cognitiv e psycholog y i s t o describ e Oscar' s behavio r  a s bodil y movements , 
rathe r  tha n eithe r  hi s movin g hi s bod y o r  hi s performin g a n actio n wit h a  certai n intention .  I f  w e 
conside r  agai n th e exampl e i n th e previou s paragrap h w e coul d tak e i t  tha t  ther e i s a  bodil y 
movement  o f  Oscar ,  o r  a  serie s o f  them ,  whic h i s cause d b y hi s intentiona l  state s whic h ar e 
intema l  representationa l  state s o f  Osca r  an d th e bodil y movemen t  o r  a  serie s o f  the m i s actuall y 
contingentl y identica l  t o hi s actio n whic h h e perform s wit h th e intentio n tha t  i t  b e a  takin g o f  tw o 
aspiri n t o reliev e arthriti c  pain .  However ,  i n th e counterfactua l  situatio n w e woul d hav e th e sam e 
bcxiil y  movement ,  bu t  no t  th e sam e action ,  fo r  Oscar ,  lackin g an y notio n o f  arthritis ,  coul d no t 
hav e a n intentio n involvin g thi s notio n an d thus ,  coul d no t  perfor m a n actio n wit h thi s intention . 
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I t  would ,  then ,  b e th e movement s o f  Oscar' s body ,  s o described ,  whic h ar e cause d b y hi s 
intentiona l  states .  Thi s doe s no t  mean ,  o f  course ,  tha t  action s ar e no t  cause d b y intentiona l  states . 
Rather ,  i t  ha s a s a  consequenc e tha t  wha t  actio n i s cause d b y a  particula r  se t  o f  intentiona l  state s 
can var y dependin g o n change s i n th e non-intema l  environmen t  o f  a  subjec t  I n th e actua l 
situatio n Oscar' s belief s an d desir e caus e hi s performin g a n actio n whic h h e doe s wit h th e 
intentio n tha t  i t  b e th e takin g o f  tw o aspiri n t o reliev e arthriti c  pai n i n hi s thigh ,  sinc e thi s actio n 
i s identica l  t o movement s o f  hi s body . 

Thi s wil l  no t  do .  I n th e actua l  an d th e counterfactua l  situation s b y hypothesi s th e 
representationa l  state s ar e th e same ,  bu t  th e action s performe d ar e not .  I n th e actua l  situatio n th e 
actio n performe d i s a n actio n don e wit h th e intentio n tha t  i t  b e a  takin g o f  tw o aspiri n t o reliev e 
arthriti c  pain .  Thi s actio n i s no t  performe d i n th e counterfactua l  situation .  Sinc e i t  i s  appea l  t o 
representationa l  state s whic h i s suppose d t o explai n action s an d th e representationa l  state s i n th e 
counterfactua l  an d th e actua l  situation s ar e th e same ,  ther e i s n o explanatio n fo r  th e differenc e i n 
th e action s betwee n th e actua l  an d th e counterfactua l  situations .  Hence ,  th e 
representational/computationa l  theor y o f  min d canno t  b e a  complet e theor y o f  huma n action . 

I  hav e assume d tha t  methodologica l  solipsis m allow s description s o f  a n agent' s 
movin g hi s bod y an d movement s o f  hi s bod y whic h mak e referenc e t o part s o f  a n agent' s body . 
But  I  thin k tha t  a  varian t  o f  Burge' s though t  experimen t  ca n b e use d t o sho w tha t 
methodologica l  solipsis m rule s ou t  suc h descriptions .  Le t  u s imagin e tha t  Osca r  i s a s w e 
describe d hi m i n th e actua l  situation ,  bu t  tha t  i n th e counterfactua l  situatio n h e ha s n o leg s t o ru b 
and tha t  hi s brai n i s hooke d u p t o electrode s whic h produc e i n hi m th e visua l  experience s abou t 
hi s leg s whic h ar e identica l  t o th e visua l  experience s whic h h e ha s i n th e actua l  situation .  W e 
suppos e furthe r  tha t  h e ha s exactl y th e sam e belief s an d othe r  intentiona l  state s an d th e sam e 
disposition s t o behavio r  whic h h e ha s i n th e actua l  situation .  Tha t  is ,  hi s interna l  state s ar e 
identica l  i n th e actua l  an d th e counterfactua l  situations .  O n Fodor' s theor y cognitiv e psycholog y 
has withi n it s domai n th e forma l  propertie s o f  interna l  representationa l  state s whic h ca n b e 
specifie d withou t  makin g an y referenc e t o externa l  objects .  A s Fodo r  put s it , 
"...[Representationa l  states ]  hav e n o acces s t o th e semanti c propertie s o f  suc h representations , 
includin g th e propert y o f  bein g true ,  o f  havin g referents ,  or ,  indee d th e propert y o f  bein g 
representation s o f  th e environment. "  (1981 ,  p .  231 )  But ,  then ,  a  theor y o f  suc h representation ^ 
state s canno t  explai n th e differenc e betwee n Oscar' s actuall y rubbin g hi s thig h an d 
counterfactuall y believin g falsel y tha t  h e does ,  sinc e ther e i s n o differenc e i n hi s representationa l 
states .  Hence ,  th e theor y canno t  explai n Oscar' s rubbin g hi s thig h an d thu s ha s n o plac e fo r 
description s o f  action s whic h mak e referenc e t o part s o f  Oscar' s body . 

Let  m e conclud e b y summarizin g wha t  I  thin k tha t  I  hav e shown .  O n Fodor' s vie w i f 
psycholog y i s successfull y t o provid e a  theor y o f  behavior ,  the n i t  mus t  mak e referenc e t o th e 
beliefs ,  desires ,  an d wants ,  tha t  is ,  t o th e intentiona l  state s o f  a  subject .  Further ,  Fodo r  claim s tha t 
thi s goa l  ca n onl y b e achieved ,  i f  th e workin g cognitiv e psychologis t  i s  committe d t o 
methodologica l  solipsism .  Burge' s though t  experiment s ca n b e take n t o sho w tha t  i f  Fodo r  i s 
construin g psychologica l  theorie s t o b e mor e rigorous  an d precis e version s o f  ou r  ordinar y wan t 
and belie f  explanations ,  the n thes e theorie s mus t  violat e methodologica l  solipsis m b y makin g 
referenc e t o object s an d linguisti c practice s externa l  t o a n individual .  M y argument s sho w tha t  i f 
intentiona l  state s ar e th e caus e o f  ou r  behavior ,  the n theorie s o f  behavio r  canno t  accoun t  fo r  i t 
full y  an d b e individualist .  Tha t  is ,  the y contai n description s o f  behavio r  whic h violat e 
methodologica l  solipsism .  Moreover ,  an d perhap s mor e importantl y i f  th e computationa l  theor y 
of  min d entail s methodologica l  solipsism ,  a s Fodo r  contends ,  the n n o computationa l  theor y ca n 
giv e u s a  complet e accoun t  o f  behavior . 
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