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Abstract

According to many philosophers and scientists, human sociality is explained by our unique capacity to
‘share’ the mental states of others and to form collective intentional states. Collective intentionality has
been widely debated in the past two decades, focusing especially on the issue of its reducibility to
individual intentionality and the place of collective intentions in the natural realm. It is not clear,
however, to what extent these two issues are related, and what methodologies of investigation are

appropriate in each case.

In this thesis | set out a theory of the naturalization of collective intentionality that draws a line
between naturalizability arguments and theories of collective intentionality naturalized. The former
provide reasons for believing in the naturalness of collective intentional states based on our commonsense
understanding of them; the latter offer responses to the ontological question about the existence and
identity of collective as distinct from individual intentionality. This model is naturalistic because it holds
that the only way to establish the place of mental entities in the order of things is through the theory and
practice of science. After reviewing naturalizability arguments in philosophy, | consider an influential
research program in the cognitive sciences. On the account that | present, the irreducibility of collective
intentionality can be derived from a theory of human development in scientific psychology dealing with

phenomena of sociality like communication, recently refined by Michael Tomasello.
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teaching me how to do philosophy almost from scratch, and for having supervised me with intact

enthusiasm and devotion in the past two years. His reassuring presence and inspirational figure are the



sine qua non of my work. Without doubt, I could not think of my best philosophical thoughts but in his

possession — this thesis is dedicated to Francesco.
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a clue of his superb argumentative style. Inside and outside Exeter, | want to express my thanks to

Alexander Powell, Mauro Rossi and Deborah Tollefsen for helpful discussions.

This research project has led a travelled life in progress, and | am grateful to the many people who
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visiting scholar at the University of California at Berkeley in 2008. I cannot fully convey the importance
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thesis incubated in discussions with Jennifer and with Klaus Strelau, and probably took shape in Berkeley
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