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PERFORMATIVITY OF ACTIONS:
POSSIBLE MAPPINGS WITH JENNIFER HORNSBY'S VIEWS ON ACTING,
ACTIONS, ACTIVITY AND AGENCY

The article is devoted to outlining crucial aspects of defended approach to actions and agency in comparative with primarily
J. Hornsby's views. The proposed approach is continuation of developed in the defended by the author candidate (PhD) and doc-
toral dissertations ideas. J. Hornsby is an outstanding classical philosopher of nowadays, her legacy is connected primarily with
analytic tradition; and within it with philosophy of action and agency, philosophy of language, philosophy of mind, metaphysics,
epistemology. Particularities of and relations between such important, but remaining to be vague notions as actions, events,
facts, norms, values, evaluations were clarified (using the method of tables). These tasks disclosed ontological (metaphysical)
modes actual for both philosophy of action and agency from one side and ontology (metaphysics) — from another. Ontology of
action involves metaphysical processing (performing of action) and metaphysical results (achievements by action). The men-
tioned seem in accordance with J. Hornsby's views. Standard treatments of actions and agency were critically mentioned. The
critics against them is due to missing or rather losing in and by them the need of the notion of an agent; because it is intention
that causes an action. In the defended approach, as well as in J. Hornsby's theory, the role of an agent has priority. But the most
interesting notion from her findings is proved to be trying or attempt to act. It was diversely described, used and shown promis-
ing. When successful trying to action coincides with this action. Trying to action is a reason for action. Trying to action does not
represent, but present an action. Thus, justification of an action is directly within the action; because action performatively

shows itself. Actions performatively validate correspondent events, facts, norms, values, evaluations.
Keywords: Hornsby, Acting, Actions, Activity, Agency, Events, Facts, Norms, Values, Evaluations.

Introduction

Every action is performative. By performativity | mean
realization, accomplishment of what is being performed by
action. Every action is self-demonstrating and self-justifying
by being performative. Nevertheless, that realization, ac-
complishment of an action demonstrates and automatically
justifies of what is being performed, there remain place for
its interpretation. Interpretation of actions can involve jux-
taposition with such concepts as appropriate events, facts,
values, evaluations, norms. Constitution of action can be
treated in terms of attempt or trying to act, to perform an
action. Attempt to action is different from intention to action.
Intention to action is standardly seen as entailed from be-
liefs and desires of the agent; intention in standard ap-
proaches is a reason or even cause of action.

In the article | explicate the relations between actions,
events, facts, values, evaluations, norms. | will compare
the defended interpretations with the views of J. Hornsby.
She is working largely with the notion of trying or attempt to
act, to action. | use selected by me advantages of her find-
ings to support proposed by me exegetics.

In general the presented here findings have rather de-
scriptive then problematizing style; they are within continu-
ation of the developing of theory and concept of action as
well as of theory and concept of agency (these are four
different (not entailed by each other, but reciprocally con-
sistent) issues) started by me in the postdoctoral research
(the result of which was defense in 2016 of the doctoral
thesis under the title "Philosophy of Action and Agency:
New Perspective of Theoretical and Practical Philosophical
Disciplines" and further publications).

Literature review
In this paper | mostly refer to several classical works of
J. Hornsby on philosophy of action and agency where she
puzzles out of actions and trying (attempts) to actions. She
became to be known from the seventies years of twentieth
century. She contributed a lot into philosophy of language,
philosophy of action and agency, correspondingly into met-
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aphysics, epistemology, philosophy of mind. She is an out-
standing example of female being highly successful in phi-
losophy. Her general acknowledgement as a classical con-
temporary figure in philosophy promotes positive attitudes
to female or even feministic sentiments in today's philo-
sophical discourses.

Referring to J. Hornsby's papers | do not claim to ex-
haustively outline her ideas. | rather pick up some of them;
and | try to show, to use, to interpret them (hopefully with-
out distorting) to be in accordance with what | insist to be
important in the context of the proposed by me research.

Literature on philosophy of action and agency grows
every year. Interest to these philosophical fields became to
be intensive from the second part of twentieth century and
is still increasing. It's going up started within philosophy of
language. In particular, legacies of L. Wittgenstein,
J. Austing stimulated its increasement. But the most actual
today basic source for sprouting literature on philosophy of
action and agency (the interest to agency from very begin-
ning was not as wide as it recently appears during the lasts
decades) is so called standard approach to action and
agency proposed by D. Davidson and E. Anscombe. They
did not invent it together, but contributions of both of them
are evidently associated with the beginning of contempo-
rary philosophy of action and agency in analytic tradition of
philosophy in general.

Methods

In general, the methodology of the current research is
within Analytic philosophy, Practical philosophy, Philoso-
phy of Actions and Agency. Among the investigative
methods employed here the following could be men-
tioned: analysis, comparison, historical and conceptual
reconstructions, contextualization, constructivism and
modeling, method of tables.

Findings
Relying on the principle of performativity, ascribing to
actions performative nature opens interesting ways to un-
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derstand and justify them (actions) and to line out relations
between them and other touchstone philosophical con-
cepts, such as events, facts, norms, values, evaluations.

Comparing actions and events, different metaphysical
modes appear relevant. Action needs an agent, event —
does not. Both, events and actions, involve processing of
something. Actions can be treated in terms of results (and
sometimes result is crucial for action as such). Both actions
and events can be a subject of reflection, evaluation and
valuing. One and the same issue, plot often can be de-
scribed differently, alternatively in terms of actions and
events. Actions are not to be defined or even described in
terms of events (this appears divergent with the standard
approaches to actions).

Another opposite to events metaphysical pole involves
facts. Facts, opposite to events, are not processes, they
can be metaphorically called "cut out from events pieces"
in epistemological context of being known and acknowl-
edged ‘states of the world'. Fact cannot be unknown — then
it is not a fact; fact needs to be established (involves the
points of discovering and inventing simultaneously), ac-

cepted and widespread. Thus, fact is also a subject of re-
flection (recognizing of it "before our faces"), evaluation (in
terms of truth, no fact can be false, but evaluation in terms
of truth can be mistaken) and valuing (at least acknowledg-
ing as important, as such). Facts are about the world, we
rely as if they were in the world, but they are basically
about how we (human beings, agents) can (appeared suc-
cessful to) establish about the pieces of the world.

At the same time, nevertheless that facts involve values
(at least matter for us in proper sense of being taken as a
fact), on the opposite formal pole from them are norms.
Facts are about "what there is", norms are about "what
ought to be". Norms are very problematic as such. My PhD
research (under the title "Normativity in Constituting Linguis-
tic Units: a Philosophical Analysis", defended in 2005) was
devoted to normativity of speech acts. Norms function simul-
taneously constitutively and regulatory, are external and
internal, can be implicit and take form of explicit rules. This,
mentioned above actual for norms, mode of "ought" is rele-
vant for actions. Thus we "close the circle": starting and fin-
ishing with actions and evaluative mode of acknowledging.

Action Event Fact Norm
Metaphysical mode (processing) + + - -
Metaphysical mode (results) + - + -
Epistemological mode (knowing) + + +
Evaluative mode (acknowledging) + + + +
Mode of value (accepting) + - + +

As the table illustrates, action involves all the men-
tioned modes. At the same time, evaluative mode appears
relevant to all the compared items. Analyzing differently,

evaluation and value can be adjusted and be compared
with the notions in the upper horizontal row of the table.

Action Event Fact Norm Evaluation Value
Metaphysical mode (processing) + + - _ + _
Metaphysical mode (results) + - + _ + ¥
Epistemological mode (knowing) + - + + + +

Here action and evaluation appear relevant in all the
modes. But the modes (metaphysical and epistemological)
remained in the second table are rather theoretical (accord-
ing to the classical philosophical division between theoreti-
cal and practical philosophical disciplines and correspond-

ent reasonings). Shall we add practical modes into analy-
sis, let's stay with ethical (mode of "ought" as opposite to
"is") and social (at least as commonly unproblematically
shared with others "world" of habitual understanding).

Action Event Fact Norm Evaluation Value
Metaphysical mode (processing) + + _ _ T —
Metaphysical mode (results) + - + — + +
Epistemological mode (knowing) + - + + + +
Ethical mode ("ought") + — — + ¥ "
Social mode ("habitual world") + + + + "

In the last table one more mode — the socially common-
ly habitual mode appears to be relevant to all the notions in
the horizontal row of the table. Modes of "ought" and "is"
meet on the habitual communality within the notions of
action and evaluation. Events are relevant only within the
metaphysical processing and habituality; facts — within
epistemology, metaphysical results and habituality; norms
are formally out of any metaphysics; values — are formally
out of metaphysical processing.

The mentioned, important for the maintained here ap-
proach points can meet relevant ones from Hornsby's theo-
ry. There is a widespread temptation to identify (or at least to
refer to synonymously) such relative to action "components"
as trying and intending. In the article "Trying to act"
J. Hornsby (Hornsby, 2010) critically investigates about it.
Trying is taken to be treated as "mental" ingredient of physi-
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cal actions. A person is producing her actions, she can even
be acknowledged as mentally causing of what she physically
does in the world. J. Hornsby insists that such a weight of
trying might be exaggerated, but critically analyzing it, in
comparative with other prominent views of philosophy of
actions, clarifies its advantages and disadvantages.

Coming back to the J. Hornsby's paper "Acting and Try-
ing to Act" (Hornsby, 1980) let's stop on physical actions.
She claims that they are caused by trying or attempts. Eve-
ry accomplished action can be seen in the light of attempt-
ing to it; and a lot of attempts to act remain to be unaccom-
plished. There is no action without agent's attempt to it, but
there are attempts to actions without proper actions. The
last becomes a reason to identify actions with attempts (or
trying) to them (actions). Every agent's action can be re-
duced to her/his trying of it. This claim is independent of
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any knowing any p, p's being true, and any relying or
doubting on the two just mentioned. But trying to action can
involve and influence external physical world. Trying to act
evidences about available (which can mean possible or
imaginable but not existent) between an agent and the
world relation; nevertheless, that the description of this
relation can be missed or misconceived.

Action goes beyond someone's doing (automatically)
something. According to the standard theory of action and
agency, intention plays such crucial for an action role as
causing it. According to J. Hornsby's approach — attempt
to act plays it; and it is independent from whether the ac-
tion and trying of it coincide. Trying to act is not the same
with intention. Intention is not within the action, the first
(intention) is always external to the second (action). Try-
ing to act, if successful (accomplished or realized) is al-
ways within the action, not just (at least) internal to it, but
performatively coincides with the action. Nevertheless,
that the agents are not usually considering what they do
in terms of attempts unless there is a doubt, difficulty,
possibility of fail to succeed in acting, all the actions can
easily be described, reflected upon in terms of attempts.
There is no unavoidable need to relate intentions and
attempts, but every intention to act can be treated in
terms of attempt, but not vice versa: attempts can be
treated independently from intentions. Attempts to actions
are within the common world (habitual world of shared
with others social and natural environments), intuitively
intersubjectively obvious and reliable. Using the notion of
attempt or trying is directly unproblematic in mental, phys-
ical and both mental and physical senses.

According to J. Hornsby (Hornsby, 1980), trying to act
could be ubiquitous. Her approach is not against volition-
ism, can be applied to improve it, but does not entail or
coincide with it. She also does not deny standard ap-
proaches, in particular — Davidsonian, but does not fully
accept it. Claiming on touchstone for an action im-
portance of agent (who performs, produces it) commit to
acknowledge his/her personality (even in terms of per-
sonal identity, which can also be effectively provided by
performativity of agent's actions; actions witness personal
identity of an agent) and to assign to him/her freedom
(without recognizing freedom (even if it remains to be
very vague contradictive notion) of person there is no way
to see him/her as agent).

An agent's action causes the result. Action is produced
by an agent; thus, an agent causes the result. The agent
can be not just an individual person, but a group of people
(sum of persons) or community (not reducible to the collec-
tion of the participating persons). The mentioned entail
correspondent rationality and reasoning: individual, collec-
tive, common (the topic of rationality is left out from this
paper as it is very specific and wide, it remains to be a fruit-
ful interesting perspective for further applications of the
offered approach); unavoidable ontologically responsibility
(which is also difficult and "big" theme not for this paper).

Let's appeal to the J. Hornsby's paper "Agency and
Actions" (Hornsby, 2004). There she critically analyses
standard approaches to agency and actions, possible
(mostly event-based) supplementations of such ap-
proaches and keeps being attentive to the involving "cau-
sation" into analyzing of actions and agency. Standardly,
actions are explained in terms of intentions causing them;
behind intentions beliefs and desires are recognized.
Concepts of agency and causation remain to be dubious.
Sometimes avoiding, omitting from an action can be still
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taken as action or at least as realization of agency (as
capacity to perform actions).

In "Actions and Activity" (Hornsby, 2012) J. Hornsby is
concerned with the ontological (in general ontological con-
text) issues over human actions and activities (thus ontolo-
gy of actions and activities is not outside, but is within gen-
eral ontological prospect) insisting on special importance of
agent and inherit by him activities for performing or produc-
ing actions. Speaking about actions unavoidably involves
speaking about reasons for actions. Reasons need not be,
but sometimes appear to be causes. Activity is explicated
as type of what agent's action might appear to be. Activity
is analogous to stuff, as J. Hornsby insists: both are out of
particular notifiable place and are out of processing. Ac-
tions are particulars of activities as types. The other way
round: samples of actions are generalized into formal
types. Description of typical actions can include their con-
nections or oppositions with norms (how to act), values
(why action matters), evaluations (how to evaluate actions),
facts (what there is independently or dependently to ac-
tion), events (what is going on — as alternative to what has
been proceeded and done by action).

J. Hornsby agrees that actions can be seen in terms of
activities and performances; performances — in terms of
accomplishments and achievements (Hornsby, 2012: p. 6).
These divisions look very appropriate. Actions as activities
are types. As for the types of actions there ought to be for-
mal, but habitual norms, values and evaluative procedures
which provide examples of acceptable actions. This provi-
sion supplies formal justification, thus reasons for widely
acknowledged in common world versions of how to act
appropriately (in corresponding contexts).

Actions as performances are particular performatively
done accomplishments which inherit achievements.
Achievements bring attention to results of actions. But an
action is not to be reduced just to its result. Similarly, action
is not to be reduced to its reasons. Action is within itself.
What precede and what proceed the action does not ex-
haust its constitution, realization and regulation. Each action
is performative, but can be reflected upon as being particu-
larity of typical activity. Each performance involves under-
standing in terms of accomplishments and achievements.
Accomplishment shifts attention to processing action.

Discussion and conclusions

So far, the concepts of action, event, fact, norm, val-
ue, evaluation were juxtaposed under crucial for the
maintained approach to actions and agency principle of
performativity. | remain out from giving definitions, but try
to explicate performatively the usages, importance and
(not just formal) weight of these notions by comparing
their reciprocal appropriate applications. The proposed
findings were shown to be in accordance with some
points from J. Hornsby's approach.

The main sympathy is with her treating actions in terms
of attempts (trying to act). Such treating supplies for inter-
nal implicit to a performed action directly available constitu-
tive reason for action. Such a reason justifies an action and
can be a subject for reflexive externalizing and explicating.
Emphasizing on internal implicit performative character of
justification of acting does not exclude external explicit
analysis of it. The last occur formal and regulative. Action
directly presents itself and does not need external repre-
sentation to be justified. Speaking of attempt to action is
within speaking of action: attempt to act is within the act.
That is why such a step is always valid. "Speaking" itself is
left out from this paper, but it is activity and particular ex-
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amples of it — speech acts — could be fruitfully used to
show the main ideas | tried to look after in this paper.

The provided deliberation turned out to have ontological
significance (I have been relying on synonymy between
"metaphysics" and "ontology" and derivative terms in this
article). At the same time J. Hornsby's considerations are
also ontological quite often. Considering actions, their pro-
cessing and results could matter. Such different metaphys-
ical points of regard open alternative curing of reciprocal
attitudes between the related concepts (action, event, fact,
norm, value, evaluation). Special care was attached to clar-
ifying activity as action-type, performances of actions cor-
respond to appropriate types. Types provide sample of
actions. But performing an action is always unique and
actualizes adequate events, facts, norms (in their regula-
tive and constitutive functions), values and evaluations.

Further, in the upheld here elaborations "agent" plays
important role. J. Hornsby also saves crucial role for
agents in her theory. This specific attention to the role of
agent can be viewed as critics against standard interpre-

BicHuk KuiBcbkoro HauioHanbHoro yHiBepcutety imeHi Tapaca LlleByeHka.

dinocodis, 1(6), 40-43.
YK 16(161)
https://doi.org/10.17721/2523-4064.2022/6-7/13

AnHa JINakTioHoBa, A-p dinoc. Hayk, aou.

tations; where it is rather intention that "produces" an ac-
tion, but not an agent as such.

Thus, the field of philosophy of action and agency is still
promising and perspective. Comparisons between different
authors, alternative interpretations of terms and approach-
es are inexhaustible within it.
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NEP®OPMALIMHICTb AIN:
MOXXNUBI BIANOBIAHOCTI 3 NOrNALAMMW IXKEHI®EP FOPHCEI
NMPO NPOLEC Aji, oil, AKTUBHICTb, 30ATHICTb A0 OIN

Cmamms npucesidyeHa euceimyieHHI0 HapiXKHUX acrniekmie nioxody Ao 0ili i akmueHocmi, sIKuli 3axuwjae aemopkKa, e NMopieHsIHHI 3, 8 nepwy
4epay, noansidamu [x. FopHc6i. 3anponoHoeaHull Nioxid € NpPodoeXeHHAM PO38UHYMUX a8MOPKOI 8 KaHOudamchkKili i oKkmopchkili ducep-
mauyisix ided. [x. FopHCc6i € nposidHUM KnacuyHUM ghinocoghom cb0200eHHs, iT A0pPo60oK noe'a3aHull e nepwy 4Yepay 3 aHaJimu4Horo mpaduyiero, a
8 i Mexxax 3 ¢pinocodgpieto il i akmueHocmi, ¢hinocogpiero moeu, ghinocogpiero ceidomocmi, Memadgpizukoro, enicmemorsnoezieto. OkpemiwHocmi i
CMOCYHKU MiX maKumu eaxsiueumu, rpome HessicHUMU noHssmmsmu sik 8ii, nodii, gpakmu, Hopmu, yiHHOCcMIi, oyiHKU 6ysIu NPOsICHEHI (3 suKopu-
cmaHHsIM Memody mabnuys). Taki 3aedaHHs1 @iOKpusu oHmMosnoz2i4Hi (Mmemadghizu4Hi) Modycu, akmyanbHi sik Ons ¢pinocogpii dii i akmueHocmi, 3
00HO020 60Ky, mak i Anss oumosnoezii (Memadgpizuku) — 3 iHwo2o. OHmousozis dii 3any4ae memadghizuyHy npoyecyanbHicms (nepghopmayiliHicmsb
0ii) i Memaghizu4Hi pesynbmamu (docsieHeHHs1 3ae0dsiku disim). 3a3HayeHe susiensiembcsi 8idnogidHuM noznsdam [x. FopHc6i. CmaHdapmHi
eumJiymayeHHs 0ili i akmueHocmi kpumu4yHo 32adyrombcsi. Kpumuka npomu Hux noe'si3aHa 3 eidcymHicmio Yyu empamoro 8 Hux nompebu e
noHssmmi dieeeyb; adxe Hamip cnpuyuHsie dito. Y nidxodi, uyo npornoHyemscsl, a makox e meopii . FopHc6i, ponb dieeys npiopumemua.
Ane Halibinbw yikasum e ii po3pobkax 6yno eusienieHo NoHsImmsM "cnpo6ba Ao Jdii". BoHo 6yno pi3HoMaHimMHO onucaHe, sukopucmaHe i noka-
3aHe nnidHum. SIkujo ycniwHa, cnpoba Ao dii 36iczaembcs 3 dieto. Cnpoba Ao dii € nidcmaeoro dii. Cnpoba do JOii He penpe3eHmye, a npe3eHmMye
diro. Ome, o6rpyHmyeaHHs Oii € 6e3nocepedHbO 8cepeduHi yiei dil, adxe Jisi nepghopmauyiliHo nokasye cebe. [lii nepghopmayitiHo eanioyroms
8idnoeidHi nodii, pakmu, Hopmu, yiHHOCMI i OYiHKU.

Knroyoei cnoesa: NopHc6i, npoyec Oii, dii, akmueHicmb, 30am+icmb do dili, Nodii, gpakmu, HopMu, YiHHOCMI, OYiHKU.
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