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In this paper I respond to Kyselo’s (this collection) claim that actionism, and other versions of the enactive embodied approach to mind, fail to accord social relations a constitutive role in making up the human mind. I argue that actionism can meet this challenge—the view makes relations to others central to an account of human experience—but I also question whether the challenge is clear enough. I ask: what exactly does it mean to say that social relations play this sort of constitutive role?
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1 Introduction
In my contribution to this volume (Noë this collection), I seek to bring out the truth in intellectualism. The intellectualist is right, I concede, that understanding is at work throughout the domain of agency—whereever we can talk of perception, or thinking, or action. Understanding is pervasive. The trouble with intellectualism, I argue, is that it cleaves to an unrealistic conception of what is demanded for understanding to come into play. I particular, it adheres to an over-intellectualized conception of understanding, according to which an action, or a perception, can be conceptual only if it is guided, as it were from above, by explicit acts of judgment. In my target paper I also criticize anti-intellectualist views, such as that of Dreyfus, for failing to break with intellectualism; such views reject the pervasiveness of the understanding because they accept the intellectualist’s hyper-intellectualized conception of what understanding is and because they find it implausible that our experiential or cognitive lives are intellectual in this way. In this brief reply to Kyselo’s excellent commentary, I would like to say something about what the anti-intellectualism of the sort I criticize in the paper gets right. I now want to try to bring out the insight in anti-intellectualism.



2 The truth in anti-intellectualism
If the intellectualist is right that understanding saturates the space of agency, the anti-intellectualist is right that there is also understanding beyond the limits of our agency. Stanley (2011, cited in Noë this collection) relied on the opposition between the personal and the subpersonal; he supposed that what makes a mere reflex, which is subpersonal, an action, which is personal, is that it is guided by knowledge or reason. But the opposition between reflex and action is not exhaustive, and the crucial dimension is not that of the contrast between the personal and the subpersonal. Consider conversation, as an example. We can characterize conversation as a personal-level action. But there is a way of describing the phenomenon that defies such characterization. When two people talk they adopt similar postures, they pause at coordinated intervals, they adjust their volumes to match each other, they move their eyes and modify their dialects, all in ways that are governed by their interaction (see Shockley et al. 2009 for a review of this literature). Talking is what I elsewhere call an “organized activity” (Noë in press). One remarkable feature of organized activities, in this sense, is that they are not guided by the participants or authored by them. Another is that they are carried on spontaneously and without deliberate control. And yet another is that they are clearly domains in which highly sophisticated cognitive capacities—looking, listening, paying attention, moving, undergoing—are put to work. 
Notice: I said above that talking, in the sense I have in mind, is not a personal-level activity. What I mean by this is that the sort of tight coupling and temporal dynamics, the sort of organization we see at work when people talk, is not best characterized at the level of minutes, hours, choices, etc. that normally characterize the personal level. But nor is this a phenomenon of the subpersonal level. For one thing, we aren’t interested in something happening in the nervous system of one individual. We are interested in something encompassing two (or more) people. For another, we aren’t interested in processes unfolding at time-scales of milliseconds. No. We are interested in what people do, but in a manner that is truly beyond agency. We are interested, here, in a phenomenon of the embodiment level (as distinct from the subpersonal or the personal level). 
And yet we remain, when thinking about conversation—or any other organized activity—very much in a domain where we can and must speak of cognitive achievement, understanding, skill, and so on.
One upshot of these considerations, then, is that while understanding, as I argued above, is a necessary condition of agency, it is also present beyond its limits. Another is that understanding beyond the limits of agency cannot be understood individualistically. This is obvious in the case of intrinsically social activities, like conversation, but it is also true for organized activities that can be carried out by solitary individuals (such as seeing, for example). 
The thing that anti-intellectualism gets right, as I see it, is the appreciation that a great deal of what we do, isn’t really done by us: activity happens to us; we find ourselves organized. We are made what we are in the setting of organized activities. 
From the standpoint of the theory of organized activities—presented in more detail in Noë (in press)—we are creatures who are from the very beginning caught up in world and other-involving organized activities; these activities form the lived substrate of our biographical lives as persons. Actionism, in these ways, is committed to a radical form of anti-individualism.



3 The challenge of crypto-individualism
Now, Kyselo has criticized actionism not for ignoring the social, but for failing to treat the social as constitutive of human cognitive organization. Kyselo’s point is that for actionism, other people and our relations to them “shape” the mind, but they do so in the same the way that any environmental conditions cause, constrain, or enable human experience; the view makes no allowance for the stronger possibility that other people and our social relations with them are actually constitutive of what it is to be a human being. So she writes, with actionism as one of her targets in mind: 
Philosophers of cognition systematically assume that the mind is essentially embodied, while the social world remains the context in which the embodied mind is embedded. On this view, the social arguably shapes the mind, but it does not figure in the constitution of the mind itself. (Kyselo this collection, p. 2)
And she goes on to explain: 
I argue that since the world of humans is a social world of others and our social relations is what matters most to us, the social must also figure in the constitutive structure of human cognitive individuation. The human mind or self is not only embodied but also genuinely social. (ibid., p. 2)
In a footnote, she then elaborates: 
By saying that sociality matters constitutively for the human self, I mean that without continuously relating and engaging in interaction with others, there would be no human self as a whole. The social is not only causally relevant for enacting self-hood, but it is also an essential component of its minimal organizational structure. (ibid., p. 2)
Now, I admit that the language of earlier work (Noë 2004, 2012) can be taken to suggest something like crypto-individualism. In so far as I talk about presence as something that thinkers and perceivers “achieve,” and in so far as I insist that, in achieving the world’s presence in thought and experience, we also achieve ourselves, it can perhaps sound like I am describing the enactive feats of a heroic solitary agency. 
I admit that’s how it sounds. But I was careful to warn against being misled in this way. So, for example, in a passage immediately following one that Kyselo cites, I write:
But we are not only animals. I am also a father, and a teacher, and a philosopher, and a writer. These modalities of my being were no more given to me than my ability to read and write. I achieve myself. Not on my own, to be sure! And not in a heroic way. Maybe it would better to say that my parents and my friends and family and children and colleagues have achieved me for me. The point is that we are cultivated ourselves—learning to talk and read and dance and dress and play guitar and do mathematics and physics and philosophy—and in this cultivation worlds open up that would otherwise be closed off. In this way we achieve for ourselves new ways of being present.
Here I explicitly repudiate heroic individualism; we achieve ourselves with and through others; we are cultivated by a world full of others and that’s the setting in which we bring the world into focus for consciousness. 
Perhaps another feature that feeds the appearance of crypto-individualism is the availability of an idealist or anti-realist reading of enacting or achieving presence. It is not in fact my view—Kyselo herself is clear about this—that we make the world, or construct it. The world shows up for us, in perception, and in thought, and for action. But it doesn’t show up for free. Just as you can’t encounter what a text means if you don’t know how to read, so you can’t see what is there to be seen without the battery of understandings necessary for reaching out and picking it up.
We don’t make the world, just as we don’t make other people. In fact, the world, and others, are necessary for us to achieve contact with it in three distinct ways. First, our experience of others and the world depends on their existence. If they weren’t there, we couldn’t achieve access to them. Second, our possession and exercise of the relevant skills may require the presence and participation of others. Think of the turn-taking dance that is conversation; you can’t do that without the other. Third, our possession of perceptual and cognitive skills of access depends on our development in the setting of personal relationships.
Does the commitment of actionism to these three kinds of dependence of our experience on our engagement with others meet the standard of offering an account of other people as not merely shaping but as constituting our mental lives? If not, I hope to be told why.
Let me offer a final example to try to clarify what is at stake. Take a baseball team. There will be nine players on the field at a given time during a game: a pitcher and catcher, three basemen, a shortstop, and the three outfielders. Notice that there are two different ways in which we can individuate these players. We can pick them out by the role that they play—by their position, in baseball parlance—or we can pick them out by the player, that is, by the particular person who is playing the role. Take the shortstop, for example. The shortstop is the near outfielder, or the far infielder; he is positioned between 2nd and 3rd bases. His job is to field balls hit to him and to deliver the balls to teammates in ways that work to his team’s advantage. For our purposes it is important to notice that a shortstop is a social creature in the sense that a) to be a shortstop is to play a role that can only be specified by naming other positions and shared goals and needs, and b) that there is no such thing as a shortstop outside of the context of convention, practice, and history—for that is what baseball is: a structure in a temporally extended space of convention and practice. A shortstop, we might say, is a thoroughly social kind of thing. It is constituted by social relations. 
Notice that this way of thinking about what it is to be a shortstop takes nothing away from the fact that shortstops are embodied and that they are in continuous dynamic exchange with their physical environment. The quality of a shortstop is usually framed in terms of the range of ground he can cover, the softness of his hands, the strength of his arm, the delicacy and control of his footwork, and finally, his understanding of what to do in the split-second heat of play. Physical and intellectual skill are all properties of this essentially social being, the shortstop. And this is so for all the other players.
Now, the fact that being a shortstop is something “whose identity is brought forth through body-mediated social interaction”, as we could say, borrowing Kyselo’s words (this collection, p. 2), doesn’t entail that the flesh-and-blood human being who is playing shortstop is also in the same way identity-dependent on his or her social relations. The individual existence of the man, after all, the actual guy, the living human organism, is presupposed by his entering into the kinds of relationships that can make it the case that he is also a shortstop.
This sort of consideration can be generalized: just as we can distinguish the player from the position he plays, so we can distinguish the human being from the person he or she also is. Personhood is enacted, achieved, or performed in ways not so different from the way being a baseball-player is undertaken. A person is defined by nesting and overlapping roles—daughter, employer, citizen, rebel, lover, failure, and so on. And these roles are genuinely constitutive of who or what a person is, of his or her identity. Truly these constitutive features that make a person the person she is are robustly and thoroughly social, in all the ways being a shortstop is social. You can’t be a person on your own, any more than you can be a shortstop on your own. Persons are creatures of normative, evaluative spaces. Persons are performers. They perform their personhood. And they bear the ever-present burden of being evaluated. That, finally, is the difference between mere action and performance. Performance, as distinct from mere action, happens against the background of the possibility of being judged (good dancer, good father, good lover, good student, etc.).
Personhood is enacted. But what about being human? Is that enacted as well? Is one’s status as a human being, like one’s status as a person, or a shortstop, something that is accomplished through one’s body-mediated social interactions? 
This much is clear. Being a distinct human being is antecedent to entering into the kinds of relationships that constitute one’s being a person, or a shortstop. So it can’t be that it is the same kinds of relations with others that constitute one’s personal identity (in my sense) that constitute one’s organismic identity as a human being. My question for Kyselo, then, would be: why should we say that human beings, above and beyond the persons they enact, are, in the relevant sense, constitutively social? Or better still, the question is: what is the relevant sense of “constitutively social”? 
Let me be clear that I think it would be a mistake to hold that personhood, bound up with practice, convention, and history, though it is, is merely cultural, and that this cultural structure is stamped or imposed onto a pre-given biological substrate (the human being). No, each of us is both a human being and a person and any comprehension of our nature needs to do justice to both of these. A biological theory of us will be a theory of creatures who are both persons as well as organisms and will take seriously the way these loop back and down and the way they interact.



4 Conclusion
There is much in Kyselo’s excellent response to which I have said nothing in reply. I am struck, in particular, by her powerful handling of the concept of fragility. I have tried, in this reply, to show that actionism, despite appearances of heroic individualism to the contrary, recognizes that people spend their lives in worlds that are always ineliminably social. 
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   TERMS AND CONDITIONS FOR USE, REPRODUCTION, AND DISTRIBUTION



   1. Definitions.



      "License" shall mean the terms and conditions for use, reproduction,

      and distribution as defined by Sections 1 through 9 of this document.



      "Licensor" shall mean the copyright owner or entity authorized by

      the copyright owner that is granting the License.



      "Legal Entity" shall mean the union of the acting entity and all

      other entities that control, are controlled by, or are under common

      control with that entity. For the purposes of this definition,

      "control" means (i) the power, direct or indirect, to cause the

      direction or management of such entity, whether by contract or

      otherwise, or (ii) ownership of fifty percent (50%) or more of the

      outstanding shares, or (iii) beneficial ownership of such entity.



      "You" (or "Your") shall mean an individual or Legal Entity

      exercising permissions granted by this License.



      "Source" form shall mean the preferred form for making modifications,

      including but not limited to software source code, documentation

      source, and configuration files.



      "Object" form shall mean any form resulting from mechanical

      transformation or translation of a Source form, including but

      not limited to compiled object code, generated documentation,

      and conversions to other media types.



      "Work" shall mean the work of authorship, whether in Source or

      Object form, made available under the License, as indicated by a

      copyright notice that is included in or attached to the work

      (an example is provided in the Appendix below).



      "Derivative Works" shall mean any work, whether in Source or Object

      form, that is based on (or derived from) the Work and for which the

      editorial revisions, annotations, elaborations, or other modifications

      represent, as a whole, an original work of authorship. For the purposes

      of this License, Derivative Works shall not include works that remain

      separable from, or merely link (or bind by name) to the interfaces of,

      the Work and Derivative Works thereof.



      "Contribution" shall mean any work of authorship, including

      the original version of the Work and any modifications or additions

      to that Work or Derivative Works thereof, that is intentionally

      submitted to Licensor for inclusion in the Work by the copyright owner

      or by an individual or Legal Entity authorized to submit on behalf of

      the copyright owner. For the purposes of this definition, "submitted"

      means any form of electronic, verbal, or written communication sent

      to the Licensor or its representatives, including but not limited to

      communication on electronic mailing lists, source code control systems,

      and issue tracking systems that are managed by, or on behalf of, the

      Licensor for the purpose of discussing and improving the Work, but

      excluding communication that is conspicuously marked or otherwise

      designated in writing by the copyright owner as "Not a Contribution."



      "Contributor" shall mean Licensor and any individual or Legal Entity

      on behalf of whom a Contribution has been received by Licensor and

      subsequently incorporated within the Work.



   2. Grant of Copyright License. Subject to the terms and conditions of

      this License, each Contributor hereby grants to You a perpetual,

      worldwide, non-exclusive, no-charge, royalty-free, irrevocable

      copyright license to reproduce, prepare Derivative Works of,

      publicly display, publicly perform, sublicense, and distribute the

      Work and such Derivative Works in Source or Object form.



   3. Grant of Patent License. Subject to the terms and conditions of

      this License, each Contributor hereby grants to You a perpetual,

      worldwide, non-exclusive, no-charge, royalty-free, irrevocable

      (except as stated in this section) patent license to make, have made,

      use, offer to sell, sell, import, and otherwise transfer the Work,

      where such license applies only to those patent claims licensable

      by such Contributor that are necessarily infringed by their

      Contribution(s) alone or by combination of their Contribution(s)

      with the Work to which such Contribution(s) was submitted. If You

      institute patent litigation against any entity (including a

      cross-claim or counterclaim in a lawsuit) alleging that the Work

      or a Contribution incorporated within the Work constitutes direct

      or contributory patent infringement, then any patent licenses

      granted to You under this License for that Work shall terminate

      as of the date such litigation is filed.



   4. Redistribution. You may reproduce and distribute copies of the

      Work or Derivative Works thereof in any medium, with or without

      modifications, and in Source or Object form, provided that You

      meet the following conditions:



      (a) You must give any other recipients of the Work or

          Derivative Works a copy of this License; and



      (b) You must cause any modified files to carry prominent notices

          stating that You changed the files; and



      (c) You must retain, in the Source form of any Derivative Works

          that You distribute, all copyright, patent, trademark, and

          attribution notices from the Source form of the Work,

          excluding those notices that do not pertain to any part of

          the Derivative Works; and



      (d) If the Work includes a "NOTICE" text file as part of its

          distribution, then any Derivative Works that You distribute must

          include a readable copy of the attribution notices contained

          within such NOTICE file, excluding those notices that do not

          pertain to any part of the Derivative Works, in at least one

          of the following places: within a NOTICE text file distributed

          as part of the Derivative Works; within the Source form or

          documentation, if provided along with the Derivative Works; or,

          within a display generated by the Derivative Works, if and

          wherever such third-party notices normally appear. The contents

          of the NOTICE file are for informational purposes only and

          do not modify the License. You may add Your own attribution

          notices within Derivative Works that You distribute, alongside

          or as an addendum to the NOTICE text from the Work, provided

          that such additional attribution notices cannot be construed

          as modifying the License.



      You may add Your own copyright statement to Your modifications and

      may provide additional or different license terms and conditions

      for use, reproduction, or distribution of Your modifications, or

      for any such Derivative Works as a whole, provided Your use,

      reproduction, and distribution of the Work otherwise complies with

      the conditions stated in this License.



   5. Submission of Contributions. Unless You explicitly state otherwise,

      any Contribution intentionally submitted for inclusion in the Work

      by You to the Licensor shall be under the terms and conditions of

      this License, without any additional terms or conditions.

      Notwithstanding the above, nothing herein shall supersede or modify

      the terms of any separate license agreement you may have executed

      with Licensor regarding such Contributions.



   6. Trademarks. This License does not grant permission to use the trade

      names, trademarks, service marks, or product names of the Licensor,

      except as required for reasonable and customary use in describing the

      origin of the Work and reproducing the content of the NOTICE file.



   7. Disclaimer of Warranty. Unless required by applicable law or

      agreed to in writing, Licensor provides the Work (and each

      Contributor provides its Contributions) on an "AS IS" BASIS,

      WITHOUT WARRANTIES OR CONDITIONS OF ANY KIND, either express or

      implied, including, without limitation, any warranties or conditions

      of TITLE, NON-INFRINGEMENT, MERCHANTABILITY, or FITNESS FOR A

      PARTICULAR PURPOSE. You are solely responsible for determining the

      appropriateness of using or redistributing the Work and assume any

      risks associated with Your exercise of permissions under this License.



   8. Limitation of Liability. In no event and under no legal theory,

      whether in tort (including negligence), contract, or otherwise,

      unless required by applicable law (such as deliberate and grossly

      negligent acts) or agreed to in writing, shall any Contributor be

      liable to You for damages, including any direct, indirect, special,

      incidental, or consequential damages of any character arising as a

      result of this License or out of the use or inability to use the

      Work (including but not limited to damages for loss of goodwill,

      work stoppage, computer failure or malfunction, or any and all

      other commercial damages or losses), even if such Contributor

      has been advised of the possibility of such damages.



   9. Accepting Warranty or Additional Liability. While redistributing

      the Work or Derivative Works thereof, You may choose to offer,

      and charge a fee for, acceptance of support, warranty, indemnity,

      or other liability obligations and/or rights consistent with this

      License. However, in accepting such obligations, You may act only

      on Your own behalf and on Your sole responsibility, not on behalf

      of any other Contributor, and only if You agree to indemnify,

      defend, and hold each Contributor harmless for any liability

      incurred by, or claims asserted against, such Contributor by reason

      of your accepting any such warranty or additional liability.



   END OF TERMS AND CONDITIONS



   APPENDIX: How to apply the Apache License to your work.



      To apply the Apache License to your work, attach the following

      boilerplate notice, with the fields enclosed by brackets "[]"

      replaced with your own identifying information. (Don't include

      the brackets!)  The text should be enclosed in the appropriate

      comment syntax for the file format. We also recommend that a

      file or class name and description of purpose be included on the

      same "printed page" as the copyright notice for easier

      identification within third-party archives.



   Copyright [yyyy] [name of copyright owner]



   Licensed under the Apache License, Version 2.0 (the "License");

   you may not use this file except in compliance with the License.

   You may obtain a copy of the License at



       http://www.apache.org/licenses/LICENSE-2.0



   Unless required by applicable law or agreed to in writing, software

   distributed under the License is distributed on an "AS IS" BASIS,

   WITHOUT WARRANTIES OR CONDITIONS OF ANY KIND, either express or implied.

   See the License for the specific language governing permissions and

   limitations under the License.




