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Abstract:  In instances of what is popularly called the "Knobe effect", side effects- or actions that a) an agent is not trying to bring about, and b) do not constitute a means to some effect she is trying to bring about- are commonly judged to be intentional.  The "Knobe effect" has engendered interest among philosophers because the most prominent explanations of it focus on morally valenced aspects of the cases in which it is purported to occur.  Instances of the "Knobe effect" have thus been taken to constitute counter-evidence to prominent theories, which maintain that intentionality judgments hinge on assumptions about the causal relationship between agents and effects. 

To properly ascertain the relevance of the "Knobe effect" to this debate, however, one must first answer certain questions about it.  Among these questions, I will argue, are the following two: 1) Are the psychological processes involved in the "Knobe effect" apt or not?  2) What features lead to judgments of intentionality in instances of the "Knobe effect"?  This presentation will focus on the 2nd of these questions.  The answer that seems to follow from the work by Hagop Sarkissian and myself, as well as from that of others, is that a variety of features lead to judgments of intentionality in instances of the "Knobe effect".  But, in positing this answer, I will argue that it is most plausible to understand the "Knobe effect", not as a single psychological effect, but as several effects, involving a mapping from a linguistic concept, 'intentionality', and a context of application, to several psychological concepts of 'intentionality'.  A reasonable response to this revelation would be a revision of the popular terminology.
