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I shall argue in favour of the relevance of externally individuated mental states for psychological explanations. I shall
distinguish my position from anti-individualism that defends externalism on the basis of a modal claim; and I shall
argue, instead, in favour of an argument for the relevance of externally individuated mental states that presses the
question of the role of such kind of states in the general economy of a thinker’s thoughts. I shall then conclude that
this latter approach has advantages on the former.

First of all, I shall clarify that I want to oppose the idea that externalist states are not relevant for psychological
explanations.
I shall take an externally individuated mental state or event-type to be a state or event-type whose identity is
dependent, at least partially, on things outside the subject, including properties and relations of things outside the
subject.
In particular, for my purposes, I shall make use of Peacocke’s account of perceptual experiences with
nonconceptual representational content. Nonconceptual spatial content of perceptual experiences is perspectival, is
always given as ‘experienced’ from a particular point of view and this point of view is bodily constrained. I shall
argue that perceptual experiences with nonconceptual representational spatial content are externally individuated
mental states, for the reason that at least some of their contents depend on relations (not necessarily actual) of
things outside the subject’s body. Then, I shall argue that an account of what it is for a subject to be in a state of this
kind, and an account of the role of this kind of state in the general economy of the thinker’s thoughts, has to mention
the subject’s disposition to act in accordance to the spatial properties of objects presented by experiences. I shall
conclude that it is constitutive of perceptual experiences with spatial representational nonconceptual content to be
able to explain subject’s intentional bodily actions, described under relational terms.

Perceptual experiences with spatial content explain the relational property, for example, of a subject’s bodily action
of being a movement toward the cup there. They explain why the subject, at a given moment, moves there, rather
than to any other different location. They also explain why in the counterfactual situation in which the cup were at a
different location, then the subject would move his arm to the cup’s new location, other things being equal.
Since spatial representational content of perceptual experiences is capable to explain some relational properties of
actions, I shall conclude that externally individuated mental states are not explanatory inert.
I shall clarify that I do not try to show that twins’ behaviour, internally described, is different, nor that the
supervenience thesis is incorrect; rather that if we describe twins’ actions in relational terms, then externalist states
are explanatory relevant.

Then, I shall argue that this approach has advantages over anti-individualism, which also argues in favour of the
explanatory relevance of externalist states. Burge proposes two arguments for nonconceptual content of perceptual
experiences: an argument that is set up to show how psychological explanations (Marr’s theory of vision) are in fact
anti-individualist; and a second argument that is purported to establish that nonconceptual content of perceptual
experience does not supervene on brain states. Both make modal claims.
I shall try to show that modal claims are weaker than constitutive claims. For this reason, I shall argue, that we
should opt for the previous position: whilst anti-individualism depends on the falsity of the supervenience thesis, the
second is neutral concerning supervenience; whilst the first one makes a modal claim, the second makes a
constitutive claim. It states that it is part of the nature of some mental states and events being able to explain
subject’s bodily actions under their relational aspects.


