
Plural	Subjects	
I.	



•  Shared/Joint/Collec&ve	Inten&on	is	a	basic	
feature	of	the	social	world.	

•  A	shared/joint/collec:ve	inten:on	is	a	Plural	
Subject‘s.	

•  Plural	subjects	of	inten:on	are	the	par:cipants‘	
Plural	Pre-Reflec&ve	Self-Awareness	of	their	
inten:on	as	theirs	(collec-vely).	

•  Plural	subjects	are	not	collec:ve	singular	
subjects.		

•  Plural	subject	theory	opens	new	perspec&ves	
on	core	issues	of	Cri&cal	Theory	such	as	
collec:ve	responsibility	and	(self-)	aliena:on.		

Claims	



	
PLURAL	SUBJECTS	
LECTURE	SERIES	
	
University	of	Palermo,	School	of	Humani:es	(Viale	delle	Scienze,	ed.	12)	
	
Hans	Bernhard	Schmid	(University	of	Vienna)	
	
Plural	Subjects	1:	Content,	Mode,	and	Subject	
Monday	May	15th,	10:00	
Aula	Magna	
	
Plural	Subjects	2:	Iden:ty	and	Valida:on	
Tuesday	May	16th,	12:00	
Aula	Seminari	
	
Plural	Subjects	3:	Commitment	and	Authority	
Wednesday	May	17th,	12:00	
Aula	Columba	
	
Plural	Subjects	4:	The	Problem	of	“The	Self”	
Thursday	May	18th,	10:00	
Aula	Magna	
	
Plural	Subjects	5:	A	New	Perspec:ve	on	Self-Aliena:on	
Friday	May	19th,	12:00	
Aula	Magna	

Schedule	



•  Inten:onality	is	a	feature	of	some	mental	states	
(a`tudes).	

•  Inten:onality	has	content	(target,	object,	
condi:ons	of	sa:sfac:on).	

•  Inten:onality	comes	in	different	modes	(formal	
object,	psychological/inten:onal	modes).	

•  Inten:onal	a`tudes	have	a	subject.	

What	Is	Inten:onality?	



•  Inten:on	is	inten:onality	of	the	prac&cal/voli&onal	
mode.	

•  Inten:on	has	a	world-to-mind-direc&on	of	fit.	
•  Inten:on	comes	in	two	forms:	Prior/Distal/Future-

directed	inten&ons	and	Inten&ons-in-ac&on/
Proximate/Present-directed	inten&ons.	

•  The	content	of	Prior	inten:ons	are	Inten:ons-in-
ac:on.	

•  Ac:on	is	inten:onal	only	if	there	is	an	inten:on-in-
ac:on.		

•  Not	every	inten:onal	ac:on	involves	a	prior	
inten:on	(spontaneous	ac:on).	

•  There	is	non-inten:onal	ac:on	only	if	it	is	
inten:onal	under	some	descrip:on.	

What	Is	Inten:on?	



•  Try	to	intend	that	Hillary	Clinton	is	president	à	
only	ac&ons,	not	just	any	proposi:ons,	can	be	
intended	(inten:on	is	ac:on-referen:al)	

•  Try	to	intend	that	Donald	Trump	step	down	à	
you	can	intend	only	your	own	ac&ons		
(inten:on	is	ac:on	self-referen:al)	

•  Try	to	intend	to	lid	Palermo	Cathedral	up	à	
you	cannot	intend	what	you	take	yourself	to	be	
uferly	unable	to	do	

•  Kavka‘s	toxin	puzzle	à	you	can	only	intend	
what	you	take	yourself	to	have	reason	to	do	(a	
reason	is	a	guise	of	the	good).	

Content:	What	Can	You	Intend?	



Kavka, Gregory (1983): „The Toxin Puzzle.“ Analysis 43/1, S. 33-36, S. 33f.. 



•  The	subject	as	the	owner/bearer/source	of	
inten:on.	

•  The	subject	of	inten:on	as	the	agent	who	under	
suitable	circumstances	is	held	responsible.	

•  Ac:on	self-referen:ality:	the	subject	of	the	
inten:on	is	the	agent	of	the	intended	ac:on.	

•  Subjec:vity	as	self-consciousness/self-
awareness/self-knowledge:	under	suitable	
circumstances,	the	agent	knows	what	he	or	she	
intends	in	a	special	(non-observa:onal,	non-
inferen:al)	way,	and	it	is	in	virtue	of	this	
possibility	that	the	inten:on	is	his	or	hers.	

Subject:	How	is	an	Inten:on	Yours?	



•  Collec:ve	inten:onality	is	the	power	of	minds	
to	be	jointly	directed	at	objects,	mafers	of	fact,	
states	of	affairs,	goals,	or	values.		

•  Collec:ve	inten:onality	comes	in	a	variety	of	
modes,	including	shared	inten:on,	joint	
afen:on,	shared	belief,	collec:ve	acceptance,	
and	collec:ve	emo:on.		

•  Collec:ve/Shared/Joint	inten&on	is	the	feature	
in	virtue	of	which	a	complex	of	behavior	is	a	
joint	inten:onal	ac:on.		

What	is	Collec:ve/Shared/Joint	Int?	



•  We	intend	to	φ.	
•  Subject,	mode,	and	content	
•  distribu:ve	vs.	collec:ve	

Shared/Joint/Collec:ve	Inten:on	



•  We	intend	to	φ:	each	of	us	intends	to	φ;	
there	shall	be	as	many		φ-ings	as	there	are	
members.	The	φ-ings	shall	be	many	token	of	
one	type.	

•  	We	intend	to	φ:	all	of	us	intend	to	φ	
together:	there	shall	be	just	one	φ-ing,	to	
which	all	of	us	shall	contribute:	one	token	
ac:on,	many	agents!	

Φ	–	distribu:ve	vs.	collec:ve	



1.	Historical	perspec:ves:	
•  Aristotle	on	living	together.	
•  Weber	on	„communal	ac:on“	or	„consensual	
ac:on“.	

•  Early	20th	century	Phenomenology	on	we-
a`tudes.	

C.I.	is	Basic	for	the	Social	World	-	I	



2.	CI	analysis	solves	systema:c	problems:	
•  The	problem	of	ra:onalizing	coordina:on	in	
ra&onal	choice	theory		

•  The	problem	of	double	con:ngency	in	systems	
theory		

•  The	problem	of	the	a	priori	of	language	in	
discourse	theory.	

C.I.	as	Basic	for	the	Social	World	-	II	


