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Abstract: A satisfactory theory of concepts, so the consensus goes, must offer the basis to capture the acknowledged semantic-plus-syntactic connection displayed by concepts, that is, it must respect compositionality. On the face of this, criticism coming from the Fodorian territory has strongly argued that Inferential Role Semantics (IRS) –and, in particular, the kind of neo-Fregean IRS based upon the notion of rationality– cannot be then part of such satisfactory philosophy of mind. In the present paper, through an analysis of the dialectics on the issue, I try to make explicit what is behind the kind of compositionality central to the Fodorian criticism, namely, reverse compositionality. As a result, two conclusions are reached: 1) the requirements posed by the notion of reverse compositionality in play are too strong for any theory of content to meet –including notably the informational views favoured by Fodorian friends; 2) neo-Fregean IRS, although perhaps faulty regarding several other aspects, can nonetheless provide a rationalist account that respects the (reasonable) requirements of compositionality.
