
THE COMPATIBILITY OF FREE WILL AND

Compatibilism is the belief that free will and determinism are mutually compatible and that it is possible to believe in both
without being logically inconsistent.

Not only do agents lack free will, there is no way that they could have it [see G. For example : my act of
drinking is caused by me sitting in the sun all day, and an hour later me needing the toilet is caused by my
drinking.. Various philosophers suggest that free will is also a requirement for agency, rationality, the
autonomy and dignity of persons, creativity, cooperation, and the value of friendship and love [see Anglin ,
Kane and Ekstrom ]. Crucially, the disapprobation is in response to the perceived attitude of ill will or
culpable motive in the conduct of the person being held responsible. Given her psychological condition, she
cannot even form a want to touch a blond Lab, hence she could not pick one up. So the incompatibilists'
compelling counterexamples to the analysis such as the one involving Danielle and the blond haired puppy do
not alone prove that determinism is incompatible with the freedom to do otherwise. Finally, consider the
libertarianâ€”the incompatibilist who embraces free will and denies that determinism is true. Compatibilists
have a greater number of responses available to them with regard to the Consequence Argument. The wrong
move, Vihvelin argues, was then to analyze dispositions in terms of simple counterfactual conditionals, which
were then readily open to the sorts of counterexamples adumbrated here. Free Will and Determinism a. On a
compatibilist approach, the act will happen regardless of the cause, but we only have free will when given a
choice. Consider the incompatibilist who remains agnostic about the free will problem. But the wanton addict
has no higher-order volition regarding which of her first-order desires wins out. According to a
reasons-responsive theory, his playing the banjo freely at that time requires that if, in at least some
hypothetical cases, he had reason not to, then he would refrain from playing the banjo. Free will is the result of
the determined cause, you must choose to either give or deny the beggar money. In striking contrast to how
the new dispositionalists reason, they do not think they are thereby entitled to claim that an agent in a
Frankfurt example is free to do otherwise. Both choices will determine the later causes. Similarly, if an agent
has free will if she has the requisite level of reasons-responsiveness such that she would have willed
differently had she had different reasons, ultimacy is again not required. Again, it will be helpful to begin with
an informal presentation of the argument before considering a formal presentation of it. Therefore, no one has
power over the facts of the future. It seems not. Black never intervened. Hence, they reflect her true self.
Another concerns the source of an agent's actions. If the actions of individuals are not free, it becomes more
difficult to say that a criminal, for instance, is guilty of anything other than being composed of atoms, his
actions predetermined by the laws of physics and a chain of events triggered eons ago. Wolf , P. The argument
requires the assumption that determinism is true, and that the facts of the past and the laws of nature are fixed.
And it is plausible to conclude that the truth of determinism does not entail that agents lack free will since it
does not entail that no agents ever do what they wish to do unencumbered. Determinism is incompatible with
free will and moral responsibility because determinism is incompatible with the ability to do otherwise.
Enough said. Some argue for this incompatibility without relying upon the assumptions at work in the
Consequence Argument Fischer, ; and Ginet, ,  The wanton is not a person, and so is not a candidate for freely
willed action. For beginners, I recommend pages x and xi in the introduction. However, in response, the
classical compatibilist holds that that the conditional analysis brings into relief a rich picture of freedom. This,
at least, is how compatibilists like Fischer and Ravizza would reason. We thus see that free will is central to
many philosophical issues. The classical compatibilist account of free will, even if incomplete, can be
contrasted with the Source Incompatibilist Argument discussed in section 2. If determinism is true, then
everything any agent does is ultimately caused by events and circumstances outside her control.


