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Outline

Acting together is emerging as a major topic in both philosophy and be-
havioural sciences. Philosophical investigation is indispensable for fully un-
derstanding many discoveries in the behavioural sciences, and for identi-
fying new areas of investigation. Conversely, theories and discoveries in
behavioural sciences can inform and constrain philosophical investigation.

Key questions include: When two or more agents act together, in virtue
of what can their actions have a collective goal? What is it for agents to
act together cooperatively, or to be committed to do so? Are there distinct
roles for intention and motor representation in explaining the purposiveness
of action? How if it all do motor representations shape experiences of ac-
tions, one’s own or others’? Are there multiple systems for tracking others’
actions, beliefs and other mental states?

Some Relevant Reading

This is not an exhaustive list but will give you a flavour of the course. You will
not be expected to read all of these works.
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Psychology Press, Hove
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beliefs and belief-like states? Psychological Review, 116(4):953-970

Bach, K. (1978). A representational theory of action. Philosophical Studies,
34(4):361-379
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Journal of Consciousness Studies, 14:5-19



Action: Instrumental and Habitual

— Do discoveries about why humans act create new problems in philosophy of action?
— Introducing the notion of an interface problem.

Reading: Dickinson (2016)

Decision Theory, Habitual Action and Planning

— Decision theory as a model.

— Limits of the model from below (habitual action) and above (planning).
Mechanistically neutral vs mechanistically committed theories of action.

Reading: Jeffrey (1983); Bratman (1987)

Purposive Action: Intention and Motor Representation

— What is motor representation? Why are goals represented motorically?

Reading: Butterfill and Sinigaglia (2014); Mylopoulos and Pacherie (2016); Bach (1978)
Acting Together: Shared Intention

— Introducing philosophical questions about acting together.

— What is shared intention and what is its role in acting together?

Reading: Bratman (2014)

Joint Commitment

— Is irreducibly joint commitment needed to characterise normative aspects of acting together?
Reading: Gilbert (2013)

Game Theory and Acting Together

— Can we model acting together using game theory?

Reading: Sugden (2000); Gold and Sugden (2007); Bratman (2011)

Collective Goals and Motor Representation

— If collective goals are represented motorically, what follows about acting together?
Reading: Knoblich et al. (2011); Butterfill (2016)

Cooperation

What is cooperation and what is its role in cultural development?

Reading: Tomasello (2009)

Table 1: Indicative List of Possible Topics
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