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Agency and Control: One-Day Workshop 

Workshop organized by the Intention, Selection, and Agency-Project (FKK) 

 

Date and Time: September 29, 2017, 10:00-17:15 

Location: University of Copenhagen, Humanities, South Campus, Karen Blixens Plads 8, 2300 

Copenhagen S. 

Room: 16.1.16. 

 

 

Programme  

Friday, September 29 

10:00 -10:30  Arrival and coffee 

10:30 -10:45 Welcome and Introduction  

Thor Grünbaum, University of Copenhagen 

10:45 -12:00 Skill and Agency  

Ellen Fridland, King’s College London 

12:00 -13:00 Lunch 

13:00 -14:15 Knowledgeable Action and Action Control  

Joshua Shepherd, Carleton University 

14:15 -14:30 Pause 

14:30 -15.45 Agentive Control and the Dynamic Interface Problem 

Myrto Mylopoulos, Carleton University 

15:45 -16:00 Pause 

16:00 -17:15 Comparing the Comparator Model to What?  

Thor Grünbaum (joint work with Mark Schram Christensen),  

University of Copenhagen 
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Abstracts 

Ellen Fridland (King’s College London): Skill and Agency 

In this talk, I will explore if there are aspects of skill that are truly agential but that the agent 

neither has epistemic access to nor is the agent consciousness of.  I will explain how it might be 

that a skilled agent may be fully accountable for even those parts of her actions that she does not 

bear a traditional privileged connection to. 

 

Joshua Shepherd (Carleton University): Knowledgeable Action and Action Control  

I develop a view regarding the relationship between knowledge, control, and the nature of agency. 

It requires distinguishing between intentional action and knowledgeable action, where the former 

is the broader class and the latter is a subset. Knowledgeable action is action rationally controlled 

by the agent via practical reasoning, and as such it is typically more flexibly controlled than 

merely intentional action. (And this holds even in the case of highly skilled action. Or so I argue.) 

On the view I develop, it is not in virtue of being able to intentionally act that you are an agent. It 

is in virtue of being able to knowledgeably (intentionally) act. 

 

Myrto Mylopoulos (Carleton University): Agentive Control and the Dynamic Interface 

Problem  

A full explanation of intentional action requires that we understand what it is for an agent, as 

against some subsystem of an agent, to control her actions. And this, in turn, requires that we 

understand how it is that an agent’s intentions, and other personal-level states, properly “hook up” 

with the motor system. This forces us to confront what Butterfill & Sinigaglia (2014) call “the 

interface problem”: how is it that intentions and motoric states can successfully coordinate, given 

that they differ in representational format? What's more, as Fridland (2017) points out, we must 

explain not just how such states make initial contact, but how it is that they continuously interact 

in the online guidance of action, i.e., we must solve the "dynamic interface problem". In this talk, I 

propose a solution to this problem based on Mylopoulos & Pacherie (2016), consider recent 

challenges to this proposal (e.g., Burnston 2017, Shepherd 2017) and draw implications for our 

understanding of agentive control and intentional action. 

 

Thor Grünbaum (joint work with Mark Schram Christensen, University of Copenhagen): 

Comparing the Comparator Model to What?  

Agents rarely make mistakes about whether their movements are voluntarily or involuntarily 

performed. In this talk, we contrast two possible explanations of this ability. According to one 
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model, judgements of bodily agency are driven mainly by motor signals. According to the other 

model, the judgements are driven by signals coming from a comparator mechanism comparing 

predicted sensory feedback with actual sensory feedback from the movement. When predicted 

feedback cancels out the actual sensory feedback, it produces a signal (sense of agency) that drives 

agency judgements. The last model dominates the field of motor control and cognition. In this 

talk, we raise a number of problems for the current status of the comparator model as an 

explanation of judgements of agency. When we weigh the explanatory potential of comparator 

models and the current evidence from sense of agency paradigms, there is no reason to favour one 

model over the other. 


