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Agency, Causality and Intention

FEI Ding-zhou.
(Department of philosophy, Wuhan University, wuhan, 430072 )

Abstract: How to describe agency is the center topic. It is the tasks of many studies to seek to give philosophical
analyses and logical expressions for agency. This paper includes a few of main theories about agency, which is
closely related with causdlity, and shows the their own semantics, mostly in possible world frame respectly.
However, there are some problems induced by them, so a new treatment for previous theories will advance
discussion of agency, if we adopt the Intention-in-action from Searle’s notations in philosophical aspect, at same
time, dynamic logic with plan as logic toots. Finaly, this paper compares my investigation with others. and

suggests some further issues.

Key words: Agency, Tree-like frame, prior intention, stit theory, Intention-in-action.
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