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Abstract

Philosophy of action at least in part should provide important underpinnings for the rest of practical philosophy. It should e.g. explain what desires and explanatory reasons consist in and what their content is, which then would be an important basis for normative theories of practical reason and practical rationality. Or it should explicate what intentionality and attributability consist in for providing the basis for moral, legal etc. theories of responsibility. Or it should find out the basis of autonomy and contribute to normative theories of autonomy; etc. In the last decades action theory sometimes has lost sight of this practical orientation. The aim of the conference is to strengthen the relation to practical philosophy in philosophy of action and to support and promote those approaches, developments and theories that might be able to provide important foundations for practical philosophy.

Action Theory in the Philosophical Tradition and the Aim of the Conference
In the philosophical tradition since Aristotle theory of action has been regarded as an essential and indispensable basis of practical philosophy, which should explain how responsibility, freedom, rationality, autonomy or moral behaviour are possible. After having lost its importance for a while philosophy of action has been retaken up as independent branch of philosophical research in the 1950ies, and much research on the concepts of 'action', 'intention', 'intentionality', 'explanatory reason' about mechanisms of control and self-control, as well as on the nature of mental states, on mental causation and many other related questions has been done from that time on. Beginning about 1980, however, this sort of action theory has suffered a substantial brain drain towards the rapidly growing philosophy of mind. From a systematic point of view, this transfer of special problems like how mental states have to be explained is completely justified and the final answer to this question perhaps will not affect that much practical philosophy - if that answer in one way or the other gives enough room to mental states like intentions roughly as they were traditionally conceived. From the point of view of human resources though, the loss was so devastating that only ten years later philosophy of action began to recover / revive a bit. And the tender efforts evolved since then often have lost their bearings: Abstract questions seem to have made themselves independent and their relation to practical philosophy, i.e. that action theory in various ways should provide an essential basis for practical philosophy, has been lost. The aim of the conference is to strengthen this relation to practical philosophy in philosophy of action and to support and promote those approaches, developments and theories that might be able to provide important foundations for practical philosophy.

Philosophy of Action as a Basis of Practical Philosophy

In what way philosophy of action might provide substantial underpinnings to practical philosophy? And how should philosophy of action be designed for being able to do so?

1. A first part of action theory will always be conceptual analysis, as the result of which concepts like 'action', 'intention', 'intentional', 'voluntary', 'premeditated', 'deliberate', 'unconscious action', 'automatic action' etc. have to be defined. These definitions should not only establish, among others, a distinction between actions and mere behaviour, in addition they should be based on considerations about what the particular value of action is, e.g. on the lines of internally controlling the environment (thus explaining the idea of accountability), or what the particular value of certain formally individuated types of action (like voluntary or rational action) is; and they should include non-paradigmatic types of action. The problem of wayward causal chains or, more generally spoken, of wayward realizations of intention e.g. often simply seems to be regarded as an intellectually pretentious puzzle, which roughly has to be resolved by reconstructing common sense intuitions. An alternative approach would be to define wayward realizations of intentions in a way that explains why the particular value of action or intentional action is not realized any longer. The practical importance of such a project is underlined by the fact that (criminal) jurisprudence has to tackle with the same questions and does so in a very differentiated manner.

2. Another part of action theory should clarify how actions are to be explained, in particular it should make clear what explanatory practical reasons are, how they "work", how they come into being, what their (potential) content is etc. The importance of the answers to these questions in particular for the theory of practical rationality and for ethics is rather obvious. The answers should provide the basis for internalist accounts in these disciplines, they should eventually bridle / dam up the fashionable overflowing talk of (often objectivistically conceived) "practical reasons" and hopefully bring back to earth externalist accounts which presuppose to get the practical and motivational relevance of their objectivist reasons for free. Such a theory of explanatory practical reasons probably has to recur heavily on the psychology of action and empirical decision research.

3. A further part of philosophy of action should explicate what free, self-controlled or autonomous actions are and explain how they are possible: What are the mechanisms of self-control? If acting autonomously consists in not being forced but to realize some sort of real self, kernel or essence of the self where does this kernel etc. consist in and how does it translate into actions? etc. If the answers to such questions are justified in a way that establishes the high value of self-control and autonomy this part of the philosophy of action might directly be a part of practical philosophy in the narrow sense because the respective answers can immediately be taken as recommendations for our decisions and behaviour.

The examples just given do not pretend to be exhaustive.

Of course, there exists a rich tradition and wealth of theories in the areas of research sketched above. Nonetheless definite answers are nowhere at hand; quite the reverse, because of a considerable disregard of the practical relevance of action theory during the last decades many burning and unanswered questions have accumulated. On the other hand, the concomitant fast developments of empirical decision theory, motivational psychology, moral psychology, neurophysiology and philosophy of mind may help to make quick progresses in some of the fields just mentioned.

Questions to Be Discussed During the Conference

The planned conference shall be open to a wide array of approaches trying to contribute to answering questions like those just listed with the practical philosophical aspects in mind. For concentrating the efforts, though, some approaches or questions shall be excluded or at least be restricted. This holds for action theories relying on obsolete metaphysics (like 'agent causality', 'causality of Reason' or 'normative explanation'), theories which try to reduce actions to behaviour or mere discussions of the (in-)determinist nature of free acts.

Questions that may be subjects of the (invited) papers to be discussed during the conference include, among others:

-
the concepts of 'action', 'intention', 'intentional action', 'voluntariness', 'desire' etc.;

-
wayward realizations of intentions;

-
the empirical nature of intentions;

-
feedback mechanisms;

-
automatic and habitualized actions;

-
deliberation, decision-making and the criteria used in them;

-
motives for action and desires;

-
learning new types of action;

-
nature and mechanisms of self-control;

-
criteria and basis of autonomy;

-
the possibility of responsibility, rationality and freedom.

But other topics are welcome as well.

