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Preface by Robert Lockie

found herein are more addressed to the specific arguments found in my
monograph, while others are more concerned with the titular issues shared
by that book and this special issue. I wish here to situate these papers within
the framework of this topic area as a whole — to motivate this area (free
will and epistemology) as one of great and enduring importance to
philosophy — and, if I may be permitted, of flagging a few of my own
contributions in doing so.

I"H$%&() *+,'-8&)$"."I0  %1BH))*A'.. *

There are numbers of recent works in the areas of free will or epistemology
considered separately — both are of course currently flourishing research
areas. Piecemeal connections between these two areas are widely
acknowledged, and debates surrounding these issues are widely joined
with regard to a number of distinct topics (e.g. engagement with the
‘doxastic voluntarism’ debates, the ‘epistemic deontologism’ debates, the
‘reasons-responsiveness’ debates, the ‘does reflection presuppose open
choice’ debates). However, relatively little recent work exists which is at
once an uncompromising contribution to both fields — work that is squarely
situated within both sub-disciplines, as opposed to being situated in one
sub-discipline and borrowing from, or making excursus to, the other. In
particular very little book-length work exists which does this.  have argued
that a historically and currently important position in normative
epistemology (deontic internalism) has critical conceptual connections
with an important position in the free will debates (libertarianism). Bluntly:
that to be I"#$%!&#'())¥$%#.#bne must have .0!1/1& 4.£621-32%where
this latter involves a strong notion of freedom, and the former involves a
normative authority that is essential for reflexive epistemic justification.
The work therefore requires participants in the free will / responsibility
debates to effect serious engagement with epistemology — and vice versa.
I am grateful to the editors of, and contributors to, this special edition for
doing just that.

*

56) %5#%1-7)12)18984#/9%) 1&-

One of the great metaphilosophical traditions is that of transcendental
argument ("10#%01"*self-undermining’ argument). Like all metaphilosophical
traditions, this one is controversial. My book defends two, connected,
transcendental arguments: one for a deontic conception of epistemic
internalism (Part One) and the other for a strong notion of free will (Part
Two) — with the latter argument relying in part upon the former. The latter
is one of the great, famous, philosophical arguments — from Epicurus to
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Nadine Elzein and Tuomas K. Pernu

incompatible with determinism, then it seems to follow that it’s also an
essential precondition of choosing to argue in favour of a sceptical outlook,
at least insofar as one takes oneself to have any practical reason for doing

SO.2

While Kant’s argument explicitly draws on worries about practical
normativity, the Epicurean point could just as easily rest on worries about
epistemic normativity. In the latter case, it will be our justification for
believing or asserting a conclusion, rather than our justification for acting
more broadly, which is taken to commit us to supposing ourselves to be
free. Insofar as our status as either practically or theoretically rational
entails a certain sort of responsiveness to normative pressures, and insofar
as this can be linked with a libertarian understanding of freedom, either
might provide a fruitful basis for a suitable transcendental argument for
such freedom.

More recently, Lockie (2018) has provided a number of detailed
transcendental arguments for libertarianism, which draw on theorising
about the relation between freedom, duty, and epistemic normativity, in
order to show that any attempt to argue in favour of a deterministic or
sceptical position must be self-refuting.

Lockie’s argument rests on the idea that freedom is an essential component
of epistemic justification. He also draws on the Kantian principle that
‘ought’ implies ‘can’ in order to show that determinism poses a serious
threat to our capacity to respond intelligibly to epistemic norms. Hence
indeterminism is taken to be a necessary prerequisite of anyone being able
to justifiably reason to a conclusion — including the conclusion that
determinism is true. This requires a broadly internalist and deontological
conception of epistemology, according to which the ability to responsibly
meet our epistemic duties is a necessary component of epistemic
justification (see especially, Lockie 2018, 7-26). If determinism robs us of
this ability, then it also robs us of the ability to justify a deterministic
conclusion. Hence Lockie’s argument forms the basis for an ambitious
transcendental argument in favour of libertarian free will.

There is also scope for more modest transcendental arguments, which rest
on worries about the practical feasibility of free will scepticism. It has
recently been suggested that we ought to interpret Strawson’s famous

2IThis has some clear parallels with Korsgaard’s explicitly transcendental argument in
favour of recognising moral obligations towards others, where valuing our own practical
identity is taken to be necessary for having any practical reasons at all, and this is taken to
commit us to recognising the value of others’ rational nature on parallel grounds to the way
that we must, inescapably, value our own rational nature too (Korsgaard 1996).
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(5) If determinism is true, then nobody could have an adequate
rational basis to assert or justifiably conclude otherwise (from 1-
4).

(6) If determinism is true, then nobody could have an adequate
rational basis for any actual assertion or conclusion (from...?)

The problem here is that (6) does not follow from the preceding steps. It
certainly doesn’t follow from (5) alone. In fact, we only seem entitled to
(5). Clearly, however, (5) is a weaker claim than the one needed to
establish that any argument for determinism is self-refuting. This would
establish that the proponent of determinism cannot have any justification
for asserting any alternative conclusion. This looks unproblematic. Insofar
as one takes oneself to have a decisive rational basis for asserting a
particular conclusion, it follows rather trivially that one cannot be justified
in asserting the opposite conclusion instead. To render the determinist’s
stance problematic, we need a stronger conclusion: That the proponent of
the argument for determinism cannot have any rational justification for
asserting her actual conclusion.

This could be done either by invoking a principle linking responsibility to
duty (DER) alongside PAP, or by invoking the principle that ‘ought’
implies ‘able not to’ (OIANT). In either case, we need some means of
supposing that the capacity not to fulfil a duty is a necessary condition of
being duty-bound, so we end up either directly or indirectly, arriving at
something like OIANT.

It’s fairly easy to see how the inclusion of OIANT on its own would help
to establish a strong enough conclusion:

(1) If determinism is true, then nobody is able to do otherwise (from
AAP).

(2) If nobody is able to do otherwise, then it follows that nobody who
makes an assertion or reaches a conclusion could assert or
conclude anything other than what they actually do
(uncontroversial entailment).

(3) Ifnobody is able to assert or conclude otherwise than they actually
do, then nobody ought to assert or conclude as they actually do
(from OIANT).

(4) If nobody ought to assert or conclude as they actually do, then
nobody can have an adequate rational basis to assert or to
justifiably conclude as they actually do (from either PD or ED).

(5) If determinism is true, then nobody could have an adequate
rational basis for any actual assertion or conclusion (from 1-4).
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To be Able to, or to be Able not to? That is the Question

This argument would entail that the determinist would have no rational
basis, were determinism true, on which to justify asserting or concluding
anything — including the claim that determinism is true.

While the argument could be constructed by appeal OIANT, another route
to the same conclusion would arrive at something that entails OIANT, but
would commit to it indirectly via PAP and DER, as follows:

(1) If determinism is true, then nobody is able to do otherwise (from
AAP).

(2) If nobody is able to do otherwise, then nobody can be responsible
for anything that they actually do (from PAP).

(3) Ifnobody is responsible for anything they actually do, then nobody
can be responsible with respect to the assertions they actually
make or the conclusions they actually reach (uncontroversial
entailment).

(4) Ifnobody is responsible with respect to the assertions they actually
make or the conclusions they actually reach, then nobody ought to
make the assertions they make or reach the conclusions that they
reach (from DER).

(5) Ifnobody ought to make the assertions that they make or reach the
conclusions that they reach, then nobody can have any rational
justification for their conclusions or assertions (from PD or ED).

(6) If determinism is true, then nobody can have any rational
justification for their conclusions or assertions (from 1-5).

The argument may then invoke either OIANT or else PAP alongside DER.
The problem, however, is that neither OIANT nor DER are plausible.
When there is a compelling practical reason for doing something or a
compelling epistemic reason for believing something, we will argue that
these pressures are typically independent both of whether we can avoid
responding to the pressure and of whether we would be responsible for
responding to the pressure. That is, practical and epistemic normative
pressures involve the ability to respond to our actual reasons or our actual
evidence, and rely neither on our ability to avoid responding to these, nor
on whether we would be responsible for responding.

We might suppose that an epistemically rational agent aims to have beliefs
that “track” the truth and that a practically rational agent aims to make
choices that that “track” their reasons for action.'” If normative pressures

10 While the former idea is notably associated with (Nozick 1981) and the latter view is
associated with Fischer and Ravizza (1998; see, also, Fischer 1987), the claim being made

23



1" #$%&)*&$YR6#+,-."  '012&3%,

"3& ,%6#&3/6--45U6&3./ -T' 688-9)$:"6$-96- .";& ' -,3" "II&36$-Y6!%H
<-%<),/$-%614 ' 7"3"/ ' >-//$9)&=63"<"78"6 68838/ reason’ 6-"1/&36-3 6-

<-%<) HE&S6@B-6'6")) -0AS- /' 68"BRS68BB/>-%6/$9$)$BBBEIS)$66-

"//8&36-3' <-%<), #8&68837$/88-,)# ' 98.38&)&A " B6688/838//,381'6 ™)1

C8%$)&"%":&6@K;' -7 738E&H-"-3' 3&/>-%/$9$) FEBEI&/>& 6" 68&/%
>3&//,3&/."B ' ?&)) 8"A& "% $.>-36"9660&"3$%:96 788688 BS&B<"%
$966&))$: SOFB&)H'<<-,%6"9)&-3688ER) $&78"//&36$-%688BS))not

-9AS-,/)B'8"A&"%B>"3"))&P&"3$% 6 688I638%:68 688::&%6 @&."I- %!
7-3"11836%%3 98 $&ASRE"6 688 B-1

"l #SUR()*+,-./.*.01 KFJ56# &788:; &
&
<" #$%Ee>2/*%(&.0$&'56# &

C8%)&DEF.$:86'/&&. '8%$:8)B$%6,$56$BEE!+'">>&"3/6- 9&7"3)&// /- 1'
C8%)&-.& "3:,&'68"®B8&H?-'>35%<$*I&/B..&63$<"jJ$%<8"'?"B'68"6
?8&-,:86 '6-"<<&3@N&- ')-%:"'?&'"<<&>68&68&H&L11I$ 4AKKLE& &
&/>&<$"))B &' ALNISEB"/*")/- ' 98.8%6-68B8"B8E))&:&#/B..&63B' $/
8"3#)B-9AS- /= "%# %)$;&DEFDEG!+' $/ 3'38)B&&Y/" /$.$)"3)B
"N$-."6$<H!&); $Y4KOOBKANPLE3&-A&32&'.$:86'/,>>-/& ' 68"B68&3%/
"% $%6,$65RES$-%") & 3 &%0#-3/SYDEF 68"6/$.>)B' #-&/' %-6">>)B 6-
DEG!+Q?&."$%6"$%8"DEF$/>)",/$9)8&9&<",/&$B&&./ 'unreasonably
demanding' 6- $%/$/63"6'%B-%&:86 '6-#-'68&b.>-//$9)&1+8&7"<68"6
/-.&68%%' $/ ,%"A-$#"9)&8%<-%63"/6<&36"$IHR/" %-6&%6"H3"6$6
?-)# '9&,%3&"/-%"9)B&."%o#P%6-/,>>-/& '68"8-.&-%& '-,:86 '6-#-'$61

P-38-A&328&68838& 7-<,/'-% 6888>$/68.$3 6883"<6$<3K8"). ' H& 11
-96688&-3") '-3'-%6688>3 #&%6$ PE2$)) &"/$) BT $Yertt' /&) $9R8 $<858S/
>3$06<$ )& &"3/8%$:8)B<-,%683$%6, SEHRBEY6/6"%&=>-/& ' 68"EB-, '
"38,9"9)86->,6 B-,3'8"%6#$%6" 7)".& "%H8-)# $BBEIB:37SABY%,68/1
S-&/' 68$/3&"))B>)" /$9)B &%6"FB"6$6@")/& 68"6B-, ' -,:86 ' 6- avoid
> 66$YB-,3' 8"%HSYE' 7)".&' "YoHB-)HS$Y6:$B58838-3 7SA&EY,6&/TD3
[,>>-1& ' 68"8B-, '"3&,%"9)&6- "A-$#98&)$&A$BB"BOU OV 41S-8&/' 68%/
&9%6"6B"B8"B-, ')'<;"'/63-%3"6$-961),/6$7$<"6FBO&) $&A$EE"BOU
OV ATWS;&2$/&:>>-/& '68"8B-, "38,%"9)86" ., 3#8& 3/-.&-%&' $Ys-)#
9)--#1'S-&/'68%$8)",/$9)B& Y66 66 @/)/&68"B-, -,:86 '%-6-.,3#&3"
8&3&/<-..$66&# %&$68E3-*$<; @/ ENGR0")$/:"9-,6 ' &>$/6&.-)-:B %-36- R$/<8&IJ6#
XA @I.$ ¥-.>"6$9$)$/. "9-,6 ' 3&/>-06/$9$) HEHRL,)"6$:86 %-?) & & 588>-$966/
68"6'3"6$-%")&%0Giims'6-8"A&E3,6B&/>-%/$FR)$& T?8&3&B8/'B '9&,%#&3/6--#/"
" 3&/>-%/86- "W &>$/6&.$%,6B=<-%/$/6&%8G68 68&/-36 -7' $%6&3%0"BHB/6&.$<
#&-%6-)-:$/.'#&7&YoHOBW-<;$8HAKOZNBLG%H83$)&? &' "3&/,::&/6%%:' 68" @ractical
rationality 3&[,$8/ 68&'9$)$66- 3&/>-9616- 3&"/-%/2& "3&%-6'3:,$%:=" ' R$/<B&Io#
X"A$**"#-268"808%/,77$<&7-3.-3") '3&/>-%/$9%$)$6B1

45"




" BUR S U ) IBUR S U (K, # - (HOK-9BL 2%0(/"#

(-%t-+0<OLHOM" At

#

1-0b#%.0"+B" -0t 2" #-.( HOT/O(/+6(/88"2(#"*:.(/>%#*%002*%H0=
Y%= 05" 246 ++" (H2 (15" 2 4T H+("H 1D Yo+ TH"T HH-Y* " 4D/>%
- +2(Y%0P2 - IOHOK. *T7'5 #%'Yo> K H-Y8%.0"+E-5 55" 242 @-¢" (" " #
0264 #(-1+@HA"2 #'2@-+" (H(" #7" # (%6 . 205 24 >V Y B (*'+ @
F2 T+ (| HHSYoBRAS"T/+@R++% 6% 005 #+7#+B2+BH0 #27%-+(/ #
[+(%6* 400" #0(/"H6CIBU@ * 7' WOB-Yo(- V5" 216 ++" (HS() #20>"/7 #(#
D/:/'*'5) #5"2*#%.0" " 45%'/%>/ #@ FEFEEB0%Y% 0 SUR0F0D (*'+@
Y@ . * 7 R Vo (- V5" 28 > V(- V8- S/ (5 H(" HT" 25 (H (#1-Yo#%.0" #/ 0
S T% TBSH-U0 (*Yo+ @OH-Y.(-%:.(/6.  15.0%+H.>" 26" +6'27/+@
(-.( FEHFHEHYB - ( HOK-O8D (*Yo+ @OH-Y89/0>] 7% #BYBH. >V +#-048. 0/ Q1 OH
<-16- H#("H02;;"0%EH (104HY6* 8HK Yo </ OHD" 2406 0"+E0" 4+ (#: 25 T%*/+ @
0":06"+OBHE" 757 #5.0%F+#-940. 6. ( #UK"2'T BW'™*"S #%-".
(-0 - (5" 21 VRS VB T H(H

#

8O Y4£66%0; 6 BMHK-/0/o+(./'E-.( H{K"2'7 #UD. 0%-.( 10":%"+4k-" HO#
1+6.; SYROH>"IT/+@2((/+ @-YolH.+T #+HD' Y H2@-¢+" (" " 10" H-Yo#
"S>/ 208 (/" +. YoHOH-.( HHB . ++" (5% HD " HT Yo" 7" 40" Yo -+ @IH-.(#
0":%(-/+@IOH/ (%*."5H:;"00/$ % H(" #7"H-%#*.6(/6. #'.20/$/'/(5 #H-/0#
/%%, 0 K" UMD "2+ THFH-%9.6 - .( #(I0H-%>H*6(/6."5 # HD"" H
1TY%6H" #((%:;( #-%8:;"00/$'%=H

#

L2*#"[+() #"<%>%H0-.( #({H.5 #KY%"BU"*(- #((%:;(/+CH-Y8+%>/(.$'%)
060;%6/. BH-Y6*YOH 16.20. 1+ KBV (<YIBH2*#((%:;( #+ 745" 242669680
[ (H((%:;(SBE5 Y IBR+%0> [ V- (#-98"Y0+( 15"2#%. (0% 24
- T HOBHE-YHD' . %0) 1" 289(*. 61D/ SIN2/6K SO 2 -/ O "% 0+ H$>/"20'5¢
ot (M- (H7"1+ @D HOK" (0" # -] QISLHA"2 #.>YD(*"+ @%.0"+F" 17" #
(#5067 +#-%49 . 6. #(I0HHE" 244+ (Yo*YolHT 16" 24 V0 516 . $ Yot O
7"+ @(HDI:]' *'5) H#IH<Y4.66%;FLEMY. #%6*0"#<-" #/0H"21)13($H"OH
$9'/%>/#(@ HEHFEEBHOE" (A% 0"HK-" #°# #'18% % HIY HEFEaBH
O20-10F" Yo" (B/o-+( M- .( HHYO"HE-" 15.++"(HY%' 1B2(5%0' Y4 e.0 #-"#
*06.0" " 15% | V8#(H

#

&# . 20/$'940"™: #996:10(%: /G Yo" +("" @IOK]" Blo+( M. (Yo SV A 2(H
("#596'/%H%. ( H-Yo*HOD(*"+@/o>/ TY-HEYESY' %> HB'Q . 4 OH Va0t
6...$' %R+ T%*0(.+7/H@V #662*.(% BO0% 00/ K@ #/6>/7%+BRE+ U
RS/ 20H * "Y' HD"HD2;" O+ @H-.(HYEE'0" #0MPUS!  (SH H-*3H #
<= H-YO YO >V*<-%0" [+ @o>1 TYoHEHSY0' /Yo 1M 86 0% OHO/ 'V #
(-%:.(/6."  H*2(-0}"0( #UHRCUBKYS'F" 10/+ H-Yo0m./* 5H+T2$/(.$' Y=
O24 (HO% %67 7)H(" HO.5H(-Y81%. OG- ( H<9%0-"2'7 #02;:"0Y6P/ 4. HO( . et
*0/h>b 8O- VM. *(%60/ #;*".6-QRH(-.( # #(*2(-1060(.(26LOH/+72%/(.$'%
B6(2."5 #'0/(/>% 3" 1$%A!"$&02*B20(/9/6. (/19" 185% %> #@

# 34



1" #$%&)*&$YR6#+,-."  '012&3%,

6%&7-338."8 '9&:;": "T7&' ., [0 19&<-..$::&#="$YP3$%<$>)}&=/:3-%7
>"3")&)9&:7&&YD-,?;:A"%# @-,?;! %-:A3&B,$3&.&%:0-3 $%/:"%<&=
D-<E$&37?,&/:;": '9&<", /&'

#8:8&3.$%$1.2)-9"))8 #&%$&/ ' &' %&?" SFED$33":$-%")A=
@, %G,/ SHYEBA:/-H"%85%:83%" B, & &3./2$:3&.-F&/
H3-' /' & "99)$:8:-" #$/:$%2,$/"%6H /&' &' >-I$:$F&
@3":$-%"1BS, - SHERAC:/ -H/,<; ":&3./1 IIH%E& HHE& S
"E&' %" 18%/&-H "%8:;$%DESYoRot red: -%6& <"%%-:
H$/:$%72, $/'%0#, /& ' 1;&'>3&HS<"18AKLID-<ESBL MNMNAK

J!$/>3&<$/&)B/'>38%<$>)&&F&3=;" 'T&'"E&S/ &' T$:;1

C$3/:)8=R">"3")) & P& T&RYe>>-1$%7::&38"38%" %G, - SHE8L) $&HE
"<:$-%/=%::&'-%& " Yo#=' Y H#O "HHE&< '$YTEEL '%-/&%/&H 3&#Y & /I P4
5& -5 &35S/ #,9%-,/Q +,&'<)"$. B/ %-! ;" ' T& <"Ymake no sense'-H"%8
98&) 5838 3% %G,/ SHPRH=;": '$H&:&3.$%SI;- ) # ':,3%,: ":-'9&:3,&=
5&%" M &3 -H H'<!B0-9-#8 $/ ,%#&3%-9)$?":$-%86-" - ' - )# ' &'
9&)$&HES8 "F&'-3',%0#&3%-9)$?": $-%0- - ."E& ;& 1&3:$-%1;": ;&8
#-1+;&385/"%$.>-3:" % #SHHE I & RLE/BHE3L ' $HE& - HY-%R T FH/: &% R U
$/"$.>)&'"-)-28 ' &38&THI% 8% 7 ' #-YAKTSIY,: 'T&'<"%
Yo#&3/:"YH& concept' -H%-9R TS/ &Y0&& &I .":&3 '-HH"<!5&3&
"3&%-":;$%7?/;": ' #-%A& TS/ W& "3&"9)&:-" ."E& ' [&%/&H ;&' <-%<&>:
9&<" /& 7& "3& "9)& :-' ;;PWEP%.-#") ' :&3./U 7& <"%<-%:&.>)":&
18>-1;&:$<")/<&%"3$:/1

+:838B/" 238 H&")-HHS/"?38.& . &IBR " SHST B &3 -3 Y- #E:&3.$%6$!.
$/ 3, &UFEYSH& [, >>-/& " ;" ' #&:&3.$%$! B/ :3, &= %o# 7& &.93"<&

I-.&:$%72" ) SEBIRES:ARo- " ")) -OF$- /' ;" " T& [:- )# ' 9& ,%"9)&:-"

VE&"%8I&Y0I&H & SHE™ -8 ' >&->)&, 7 - 0&)S&FG I1&3!

I &: 9% #SHH&3&YE:": ' &8 #-1+:$/'3&B,$3&/": ' 7& <"Yamagine'""

7-3)H# $97;$<; ' #8:&3.$%$I$/ H")/ &2%6H<"Ve: $%ED-,: & -9)$2":$-%/
78 T-)H# ' 9& YoH&BU,<; ' T-3)H1 +;$/' $/ >&3H&:I8%/$/:&9F$:;"

1,>>-1$%72:;"="1 " ":&3 -HH"<!86-9-#8;"/ '/,<; '-9)$?":$-%/ ' :;$%7/
"<:,")8 38N

X-3&' $.>-3:"%:)8%;&' 3&)&F"%$/<35.$%":$-¥>"<$:$8#- ' %-! /&&. " -’
"F& 9&&Yp <" &H#IIB,$:& ;&' 357?;:>)"<&Q& %-3.": $F&>3&//,38<-.&/ '

MMR-.>"3& ;&' >-$%6;838&7%:; "' 1-.&7;":  '>"3")&)3?,.&%:27;$<; 'Y:3- # IMZ5NKE&/
$98&/>-%/& '&>$/:& $F&3/$-V6H:;&":3"%/<&YoHEYBD),.&%: QI $:-9F$-,/ ;" 'T&'Y%&&H
5 &3&-'9&-9G&<PU &' &T:&3YT)3)# $%3H#&3- ' ."E& '1&%/&H-,3 '&T>&3$&%02&/B;">/
") 7& %&&H/ :-';"F&' ;& impression'-3' ;& belief ;" ' &3&IEK,<; L& & 1&&.S -
9&:3,&7%:;'3&/>&5-"'$33":$-%'Y ,%G,/: $HEBE) $&H/1

45"



" BUR S U ) IBUR S U (K, # - (HOK-9BL 2%0(/"#

5*"'6 #-960 (*Yo+ TH5H- Y8008/ 9%+ B0 #%' %8 . #B/'/ (< #+8" 8% @ Yo/ +HS V6t
("#8/0:*/6/+.(Y85% (=% Urrong evidence .+9#veak evidence Bt %*0'#H.< #
=%"t#.8YH -Vt S/ (<H"/0:*/6/+.(V885 % (=YW + H+9#%. 2/08/9%+#/0)
YoBUHHEH-YoH ¥ V" (#.>.$' Yo SHBY0' %08/ # A< (-/+ TH#+ K -988.0/GH 56=%. X
%83%+: 98 #'5H9"2B(/+ 0" 6% (-/+ 5 " H=-1:- #H(-Yo*HOH'8%*=-%'"6/+T7"#
0(*"+7268/9%+#0;

#

"#" $%&)*+,&- './0%123 '

#

@UDL./[+( [+ &-.( K- UL £.*."%'HO02%/ (- ABCY -0+ /+:/>'0K-.( #+#
"*QOOK " #.8% #9%0.0"H """ #* %'/ % 8YHBYo(-/+ THYE"2'9 # .8V #H%
-%'H%0>"+0/FB/HD" [+ TH* 15%' | Yo 8/ #[#

#

&7 .[+)H(-10#.>>% *@(" #6/0>".. Yor(- V80" 2*: % " SH(- V8 %' %08 . #¢ 6. (/8%
>*0002* %606 #%.0"+8-98.8Ya{" #5%' Yo BYE Yo (-/+ H* Y80 %> Y0+ OWoHi- Ut
O(*%+7# '5H#(-Y8t%8/9%HiH/ (Q#5.8" 2* BH+" (#"+ #(- %% >/0(%6#: 7% +(EO
$'.6%="*(-/+%06"* #>* /0%="*(-/+%B86" #0"#$%'/%8/+HF/6/' *'<) #(-%t
S* (1" #%.0"+H&Y8#.8Yd5 (47 0% >Yo#DH#-%86"*." #*#*29%+(H.0%¢
[+#5.8" 2% " SHO " #..(/+7; #&T [+ ) #=-%* (- %0 * %o* V80 (*"+ #*%.0"+H(" #9" #
0"6%(-/+7¥-%08806.0" +HI* Y <>/.. "< #" (0% >%+ OWot- Yo (- Yt + # 7 Yo+
="2'0 #UP* [0%="*(-<b" D" [+ THH* 1B .6%="*(-< #B"4b./'[+TH{" 1O " #(#

#

@ U " (HXT2/+TH(-.(#'.160 #.3"2(#=-%(-Y#.+#7%HIOHE"*."< #*#
%>/0(%6/:."#'.6%="*(-< #*£*./0%="*(-<* VY o+(/* Y8 €9%> Y+ OYGH( Vb
TY% (B " #*#%>/0(%6#%.0"+GBHY O % H(-.( #/5.+<"+%/ Odevertt
%>/0(%6/:."#>*.10%="*(-<}. #+%:%00 #<%:"+9/(/"#'SH(-/OH O4(-. ( #(-%8¢
T%HE.QH7™9 12/8/9% #i%H -%65.0/QF SH=-1-  H0-%**/8%8R (#%o15%'/%4b;
FI6/' . *'<) #/5.+<"+%8/0¢%8%6"™*."< #"*#>329%+(/."#>*./0%="*(-<}. #
+%:%00 #2%:"+9/(/"#5%-/0H0K-.(10-%.9 #"™'9 #%.0"+H9+#-%65.0/Q 54
=-[:- #("#.:( #.0H0-%I/IHD-.( #=Y89%+4)"=% 8%y OK(-.  #(-%0*HOH. +<#
%+(./'6%H+HK-%8E>>"0/ (%D *%o: (/" +H-.( HOK-.(1B%0/+B*./0%="*(-HOH #
S*0/:"+ " +#5#.8/+7 H™ 9 #H"*." #*#06>/0(%6#%.0"+6k*./0%="*(-/+%0&)
1F(-%*HOHO 2: - # H(-/+ T Ylependst' +H-%o* %Yol +H1+9%>%+9H04L* . Yo' SH#
%>/0(%6E-9#*.:(/:." #"*6.(/8/(<)#"(#Wice-versa#

#

J"* -+ -1+ THOOD %% EO. (#7%+({.< #"(18%0">-/0(/:. (%P o+27-K" 5%
%' %0>"+0/BB6*H - Yo/ #5%' VB9 (/" +0 H#P2¢H6 . < #+"+%(-%' Y08 Y
reasonsth"K-"0%5%"/Y509#: (/"+0; #"+0/9%4 5/8% % .L"I #-/'9 #-" #
*05*.[+#D*" 64" <[+ TH/(- #-Y8" 0%690'%: (*/: #.$'%0t"6/+7 #2(#5# #/8%
>'27TH" 2ok +H-985.0/CK-. (# £ *%+HE.O A9 # %t (M, A'.20/$'<) A -%¢
-['9 HOH" (#%0>"+0/$B5H Yokt (/"+0 0/+:%0-%D"%0+EQo."H>>*%:/. (B
(-988%.0"+H8=-< HO-U"27-(#+"(#H("#>" . <#=/ (- #(-%8%'%: (*]: #.$'%0#M2 ¢
>'.20/$'<tD-U27-(thotH" ' .<#/ (- H-Y6 HD-%+ Yot * Yo Yo Yo K -.(#
O-W27-(#"(K"K"2:- K-.(HBUE/*YK-Yokt. + #.*9'< 15U : 20% H SH</+TH

# 34



Nadine Elzein and Tuomas K. Pernu

to her. She ought not to touch that live wire. The reason why she ought not
to touch the wire is certainly !"# that she will be praiseworthy if she avoids
touching it and blameworthy if she touches it (neither of #$"%d&laims
seems plausibly true). In fact, her responsibility doesn’t come into it.
Rather, she ought not to touch it because she’s likely to receive a nasty
electric shock if she does.

With respect to epistemic reasons, it seems even more clear that the
normative pressures arising from the strength of evidence are not in any
way derived from the agent’s status as responsible. Suppose the five-year-
old works out that 5 x 5 = 25. Perhaps this is quite a difficult calculation
for a child or her age and abilities, and it would therefore be unreasonable
to suppose that she could be held responsible for successfully working it
out. It would certainly be unreasonable to blame her for getting it wrong.
None of this seems to have much bearing, however, on why we might
suppose that she "'($# to believe that 5 x 5 = 25. She ought to believe it
because it’s #)'& and because it’s strongly supported by mathematical
logic.

Again, the point is that normative pressures arise from facts about what
there is evidence to believe and what there is reason to do. These facts do
not depend on whether we are responsible. The norms that govern rational
belief and behaviour are independent of considerations about whether
anyone is responsible for their beliefs and actions.

"l HS%E ) *S%Hr

While there are a number of plausible principles underpinning
transcendental arguments for the freedom of the will, they also appear to
rest, inevitably, on some principles that we may have good grounds for
rejecting. Even if our duties rest on our ability to fulfil them, it is not at all
obvious that they similarly rest on any parallel ability !"# to fulfil them.
And while we may have reasons to suppose that our responsibility in
relation to our beliefs and actions depends on our reasons, it is far from
obvious that there is any dependence in the other direction. It seems, then,
that if any transcendental argument in favour of free will is to succeed, it
will have to be a significantly more modest form of argument than the sort
we have been considering here. It is difficult to see why the determinist
could not have good reasons to assert her position without risk of
contradiction or self-refutation.
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Luca Zanetti

This is a problem which relates to Lockie’s overall view, namely his
acceptance of doxastic involuntarism and his consequent rejection of
doxastic obligations. One might wish to endorse this reading of [A either
by also arguing for doxastic voluntarism, or by denying that there is
anything problematic in holding the self-defeating stance which Lockie
occupies.

Be that as it may, Commitmentpo also fails the commitment test. A subject
might be rational in holding that p while comprehendingly denying that
she ought to judge that p. Consider case (c) again. In this case, the detective
might judge that he was diligent and systematic in his inquiry, and he might
also judge that he possesses good evidential grounds for judging that p.
However, all of this is compatible with the fact that there is no obligation
to judge that p. One might reject the existence of such obligation by
endorsing the impossibility of judging otherwise which is required in order
for there to be obligations at all (at least in so far as obligations are
understood within an incompatibilist framework, which is the only one
pertinent here).”!

Moreover, and relatedly, the intuitive ground for Commitmentpo might be
explained by appealing to normative commitments that do not involve
obligations. Consider the following:

Judgment’s Commitment to Alethic Correctness (Commitmentac): in
judging thatp one is thereby committed to take one’s judgment
that p as correct.

Judgment’s Commitment to Good Evidential Grounds (Commitmentcec):
in judging that p one is thereby committed to take it that she possesses
good evidential grounds for p.

I have argued before that Commitmentgrg is true.”> Commitmentac is also
arguably true, as it is reasonable to suppose that competent believers are
sensitive to the truth of the following principle about the normative
connection between truth and judgment:

2! Notice that judging that it is not the case that one ought to judge that p does not entail
that one ought not to judge that p. Judging that p and that one ought not to judge that p is
indeed Moore-paradoxical, but judging that p and that it is not the case that one ought to
judge that p is not.

22 See also Smithies (2012) for a similar argument.
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Determinism and Judgment

Alethic Correctness: a judgment that p is correct (if and) only if p is
true.”

Given Commitmentac and Commitmentsec we might capture the intuitive
thought according to which in judging that determinism is true the
determinist is also somehow recommending determinism as the view to be
believed. By judging that determinism is true the determinist is committed
to the possession of good evidential grounds for so judging.?* This
commitment captures the sense in which a determinist is inviting the
opponent to agree with her, as she is claiming to be judging a proposition
that is well supported by the evidence, and thus she is claiming that her
belief is justified, or rational. Moreover, the determinist is also committed
to take it that it is correct to judge as she does. Thus, in this sense, the
determinist is recommending the opponent to be a determinist, since to
judge in determinism is the correct attitude to have with respect to the issue
whether determinism is true or not. Crucially, none of these normative
commitments and none of the normative notions they involve (correctness,
justification, rationality) require the existence of epistemic obligations.

Although I do not claim to have provided a full vindication
of Commitmentac and Commitmentgeg, I think that since it is available
to the determinist to appeal to them in explaining her normative
commitments, a defender of IETAF must provide arguments to show
that Commitmentpo is true and can’t take it for granted in her argument
against the determinist.

7. The Last Duty

I have understood epistemic obligations as specific obligations concerning
what ought to be believed or how one ought to conduct one’s own inquiry,
and [ have asked whether in judging determinism to be true the determinist
is committed to any such specific epistemic obligation. However, there is
another way of reading Lockie’s TA.

Lockie argues that there is a single overarching obligation from which all
other more specific obligations follow.

23 See Wright (1992) and Lynch (2009) who take this principle to be an a priori platitude
or truism about truth. See Ferrari (2018) and the literature referred to therein about the
variety of understanding of the truth-norm for judgment.

24 This is also the conclusion of Lockie’s transcendental argument for the ineliminability of
a non-deontological conception of internalism that I have summarized above.
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The only fundamental internalist ‘ought’ is (early)
Chisholm’s ‘primary intellectual duty’ to aim to acquire truth
and avoid error. That is as much content to the notion of duty
as internalism as such need make space for. Given such an
approach to epistemic duty, it becomes optional whether the
proponents of any particular internalist account wish to
articulate, at the level of first-order epistemic theory, any
system of duties, rules, etc. Given that one ought to aim to
possess truth, developing an account of the means to that end
then becomes an engineering problem. (Lockie 2018, 111)

Crucially, the only fundamental epistemic duty is not to actually possess
the truth,  but rather to!"# $o possess it. On this account, being
epistemically justified is then a matter of doing the best that one can in
order to fulfil the overall obligation to aim to believe the truth. According
to this view, there is no need to specify further independent&pistemic
obligations beside the fundamental epistemic duty to aim to believe the
truth. Arguably, the specific duties that we have in specific cases can all be
derived from the last duty by asking what ought to be done in order to aim

to believe the truth — and this is an “engineering problem”

With this account in mind, we can now re-read the whole passage in
which Lockie argues that this overarching duty is ineliminable:

It was stressed above that internalism should be understood
as a very high-order theory, not the claim that we must be
operating on a set of first-order rules or obligations ... So, the
crucial question is this: at the very high-order level, is the last,
most fundamental epistemic ‘ought’ ineliminable, foundational,
sui generis, or is not? We have to hold that it is ineliminable.
It is indefensible to suppose we could abandon the last
epistemic ‘ought’ for a wholly externalist conception of
epistemic value, as the last ‘ought’ is the ought that urges us
to eliminate itself. (Lockie 2018, 118-9)

According to the present reading of the argument, the “last most
fundamental epistemic ‘ought’” is the duty to aim to achieve the truth. To
abandon the last duty consists in judging that our supposed last duty is not
a duty at all — and thus that it is false that we ought to aim to believe the

25 For the sake of simplicity, I will speak of the aim to possess/achieve/believe the truth
only, and will drop the talk of ‘truth maximization’ and ‘error avoidance’, since they are
not crucial in this context and their omission won’t affect the argument. See Lockie (2018,
5.1.2) for more on this point.

26 Lockie (2018, 111-112).
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or valuable. As we have noticed above, the intuitive ground for the various
readings of Commitmentgo might be captured by appealing to non-
deontological normative commitments involving the notion of correctness
and the non-deontological epistemic notions of justification and
rationality.

A defender of Commitment; p might understand the last duty as the duty to
aim at truth while inquiring, and not as the claim that in judging we ought
to aim at truth. Since the aim of inquiry is to believe truly, one might argue
that in inquiry we ought to aim at achieving truth and one might further
argue that we are committed to the existence of this obligation in inquiry.
But then the claim suffers from the same problem that we noticed in the
case of Commitmentco. The last duty is meant to be the source for the sort
of cognitive obligations that are appealed to in the detective case. We ought
to be systematic in our search for evidence, say, because we ought to aim
to achieve the truth, and being systematic is what it takes to aim to achieve
the truth. But since it is entirely possible to rationally judge that p while
denying the existence of specific cognitive obligations, it is also rational to
judge that p while denying the source of specific cognitive obligations. So,
I conclude, Commitment, pis false.

8. IETAF and Modest Transcendental Arguments

Thus far, I have argued that Commitmentgois false, and that as a result
IETAF fails to deliver the conclusion that determinism is self-defeating. In
concluding the paper, I wish to highlight another important limitation of
Lockie’s transcendental strategy which arises even if we concede that his
IETAF succeeds.

Let us suppose, for the argument’s sake, that IETAF succeeds in showing
that determinism is self-defeating. However, IETAF is compatible with the
fact that we have good grounds for believing that determinism is true. The
resulting stance would be such that one is unavoidably committed to
presuppose the truth of a proposition —the existence of epistemic
obligations, and therefore the existence of (incompatibilist)
freedom — even if one appreciates that all the evidence indicates the falsity
of that proposition. Within this stance, we might keep being confident that
determinism is true, even if we realise that by being so confident we are
also presupposing that there is the sort of free will whose existence is
denied by determinism.

In order to appreciate why this is an important limitation, it is useful to
locate IETAF in the debate between modest and ambitious transcendental
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arguments.”’ Ambitious transcendental arguments aim at showing that
the truth of some proposition p is the condition of possibility for some fact
that even the sceptical opponent is prepared to accept. Modest
transcendental arguments aim at showing that fo believe in (or have
some cognitive relation towards) some proposition p is a condition of
possibility for the fact which is agreed upon by sceptics and non-sceptics
alike. IETAF belongs to the category of modest transcendental arguments
since its aim is to show that to presuppose the existence of free will is
something that we do whenever we judge, and in this sense is a condition
of possibility of the very activity of judging.

Now, there is an important disanalogy between Lockie’s dialectical
engagement with the determinist and canonical uses of the
modest transcendental strategy. Modest transcendental arguments have
been often explored as viable strategies to respond to a sceptic who is
challenging the possibility of knowing some proposition p, and not as
strategies to respond to someone denying the truth of some
proposition p. To illustrate, modest transcendental arguments have often
been used in order to respond to the sceptic about the existence of the
external world.*® Crucially, this sceptic claims that we do not have enough
grounds (or grounds at all) to believe that the external world exists, but he
does not argue that we have good grounds to believe that the external world
doesn’t exist. This is why a modest strategy is (modestly) satisfying in this
context: because a modest transcendental arguer ends up in a position in
which she does not have grounds for believing nor does she have grounds
for disbelieving in the existence of the external world, and yet she is bound
to believe in its existence as this belief being in place is a condition of
possibility for some inescapable cognitive activities (like judging,
experiencing, etc.) whose reality is conceded by the sceptic herself.*! But
the fight against the determinist is different. To continue the comparison,
the determinist is like an idealist denying the existence of the external
world. The determinist is not claiming that we do not have enough reasons
to settle the question whether there is free will or not. The determinist is
claiming that free will doesn’t exist, and she takes herself to have good

29 See Stroud (2000), Stern (2017) and the literature referred to therein.

30 See Stern (2000) and those hinge epistemologists like Strawson (1985), Wright (2004),
and Coliva (2015) who appeal to Wittgenstein’s remarks in On certainty in order to answer
to external world scepticism.

31 Moreover, some modest transcendental arguers go further. Stern (2000) argues that the
belief in the external world is warranted; Wright (2004) and Coliva (2015) claim that belief
in the external world enjoys a special kind of non-evidential warrant; Pritchard (2016)
claims that the proposition that there is an external world is beyond the scope of rational
evaluation. No such claims are made by the indirect transcendental arguer for freedom. This
further reinforces the point I am making here about the disanalogy between IETAF and
modest transcendental arguments against the external world sceptic.
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Simon-Pierre Chevarie-Cossette

1. Introduction

I"## DO&K)H*+8&)&(,is the doctrine that we do not have free will, i.e. the
kind of command or control of our own conduct that we would need in
order to be morally responsible for it.' The concept of free will allows for
different more precise )-.)#*+&-.( . It is sometimes understood as the
ability to choose amongst real alternatives or, as philosophers say,$eeway;” and
it is sometimes understood as being the source of one’s conduct.’ Thus,
sceptical arguments typically conclude that free will does not exist, on the
grounds that we lack leeway or that we are not the source of our actions.

Denying the existence of free will broadly defined might seem unthinkable
to us. Radical as it stands, free will scepticism ,/(+ ©#86"-.1 .*But if it is
so radical, could it be turned against itself like some other sweeping
philosophical doctrines? Several philosophers in history took up this
challenge.’ Their arguments do not share a common philosophical lexicon.
Nor do they always target free will scepticism explicitly—they often target
determinism. But if they are sound, it is self-defeating to believe in free
will scepticism, whether it is true or false. Since Epicurus first marshalled
these arguments, let us call them ‘Epicurean arguments.’

This paper is slightly unusual in that it does not belong to a contained
contemporary debate where it could make a very specific contribution.
Few philosophers after the 70s took Epicurean arguments seriously. Those
who did proposed complex reconstructions which relied on a vast array of
controversial views about epistemology and free will.® Going back to the
simple argument of Epicurus, distilling its general idea, and using it to
regiment refined but simple Epicurean arguments is my first goal. My
second goal is to assess how the sceptic might respond to each type of
argument and to unearth what she might already learn. I ask the reader to
judge this critical engagement as it is: a precocious step in a nascent
literature.

Here is the game planto meet my two goals. 1 start with Epicurus’
own argument (§2) and discuss what it means to be self-defeating. I then
move to reconstructing the argument in the most charitable way (§3). This

!'See e.g. Strawson (1994), Waller (2011), and Pereboom (2001; 2014a).

2 See e.g. Vihvelin (2013) and van Inwagen (2017).

3 See e.g. Frankfurt (1971) and Fischer (1994).

4 For a recent discussion of the parallels between a dogmatic response to free will
scepticism and to scepticism, see Chevarie-Cossette (forthcoming).

5 See e.g. Hinman (1979), Dworkin (2011), Slagle (2016), and Lockie (2018).

¢ See e.g. Lockie (2018) and Slagle (2016).
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gives rise to arguments related to sourcehood (§4) and leeway (§5), which
I examine in turn.

2. Epicurus’ Argument
About the view that all comes to pass by necessity, Epicurus argued:

This sort of account (Adyog) is self-refuting (tpénw mepcdTm),
and can never prove that everything is of the kind called
‘necessitated’; but he [the sceptic or the determinist] debates
this very question on the assumption that his opponent is
himself responsible (&t €owtod) for talking nonsense. (Epicurus, On
Nature. XXV, 34; translation Annas, Taylor, and Sedley
1983, 19-23)

To extract the best possible argument from this passage, we need to answer
two questions. First, who does the Epicurean criticise: the determinist or
the free will sceptic? Second, what does the Epicurean criticise this target
for: making a discourse, maintaining a belief, or posing an action? For
simplicity, call these two things respectively the target and the object of
the Epicurean arguments.

2.1. The Target and Object of Epicurus’ Argument

The official target of Epicurus is the Stoic who endorses the doctrine of
necessity. This doctrine approximates physical determinism, the thesis that
the conjunction of all the physical states in a given time slice and the laws
of nature determines the states in any other time slice. However, Epicurus’
argument is mostly worrying to determinists who also believe that
determinism undermines free will, namely hard determinists—as opposed
to determinists who do not, namely soft determinists.

Why? Epicurus’ argument, as we will soon discover, turns on the claim
that rationality or reason requires free will (whether sourcehood or
leeway). The soft determinist may simply respond to Epicurus that the
apparent, though illusory, difficulty of reconciling determinism with
rationality is entirely inherited from the apparent, though illusory,
opposition between determinism and free will. But this response is
unavailable to the hard determinist. The hard determinist must be
an incompatibilist between determinism and free will but a compatibilist between
determinism and rationality. This is the real challenge. So, there is no
doubt that, if Epicurean arguments work, they work against hard
determinists. The most charitable reconstruction of Epicurean arguments
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accounts. There are two kinds of case of self-defeating propositional
attitudes like belief. First, imagine Tommy, an undergraduate philosophy
student who, fortunately for our purpose and unfortunately for his peers,
likes to embrace the most radical theses he encounters. Today he believes
that he has no beliefs. The fact that he believes this proposition
ensures' that it is false. Tommy’s belief is ‘self’-defeating in the sense that
the believing (the attitude) defeats what is believed (the content)—see Act
defeats content below. Second, imagine that Tommy acquires the belief
that he would not acquire a single justified belief that day. Even assuming
that this is true, Tommy’s belief is self-defeating. The presumed truth of
Tommy’s belief ensures that he believes it inadequately, e.g. without
justification, irrationally, unreasonably, etc. Tommy’s belief is ‘self’-
defeating in the sense that the truth of what is believed (the content)
precludes the believing (the attitude) from being adequate—see Content
defeats act below.

Thus, self-defeat is a property which, when it applies to beliefs, plays on
an act/object ambiguity. It is either the attitude of believing which ensures
that the belief content is false or, alternatively, it is the alleged truth of
the belief content which ensures that the attitude of believing is inadequate. In light
of this, it is no surprise that the object of Epicurus’ argument was uneasy to
identify.

A last remark: a belief is based on some grounds and those grounds are
sometimes relevant to whether itis self-defeating. Last week, Tommy
came to think that he was hopeless at remembering events in the distant
past. That’s fine. But Tommy formed his belief on the grounds that, when
he was eight, he forgot his best friend’s name four times. Now, this is
problematic. Tommy’s belief could well be true; and this time, it could be
adequate if it was differently grounded. But the presumed truth of the belief
content ensures that the believing is inadequate, grounded as it is. Thus,
whether a belief is self-defeating is relative to the grounds on which it is
believed."

The following definition captures our remarks. (The same applies to
inferences.)

10 One might read ‘ensures that’ as ‘is a sufficient reason for’, ‘explains why’, ‘grounds’,
or ‘makes’.

' Some might think that this remark stretches the notion of self-defeat since the grounds of
a belief is something external to it and so cannot contribute to self~defeat. Yet what a belief
contains is contentious: a belief in the same proposition but which has been rebased on
other grounds is not obviously the same belief. When I say that a belief is self-defeating, I
use this broader view of what a belief contains.
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'#P&"$"()*+, -"#)"$., / esSuppose that a subject! believes
that "#n the grounds that $. %&' (! *stbelieving that " is self-
defeating *#(- #(/0 if *1&'2

012(, &"$™(., 23*("*(4 The fact that!#believes that"#n the
grounds that $#nsures that " #is#alse; or,

053*("*(, &"$"(., '2(4,The presumed truth of "#nsures
that ! believes that "#n the grounds that $#nadequately.'?

What is an adequate belief? For the purpose of this discussion, 1 will
assume that it is a belief which is rational or reasonable. For our purpose, I
find it useful to understand rationality in believing as believing according
to some rules of rationality and reasonableness in believing as believing on
good grounds or for good reasons.

I also think that self-defeating beliefs are beliefs that we should dispose of,
at least upon recognising that they are such. This is because they are beliefs
which generally fail to be reasonable. Typically, a self-defeating belief is
unreasonable in that it implies that it is unsupported by reasons: so either
it is false or unsupported by reasons. Upon discovering this fact, we lose
any reason to maintain this belief (see Chevarie-Cossette 2019)."

67 8"23*.(9:20*+ (" ,<=)2:9"™* 19+:>"F( |

We now have some tools to provide a charitable interpretation of Epicurus’
claim.'* Free will scepticism is not self-refuting, for there is nothing
contradictory or self-referential about the 1&'3*&hat free will does not
exist. However, free will scepticism is a thesis that concerns conduct, but
which extends to attitudes. The suggestion is that there is an unfortunate
interaction between the content of the thesis of free will scepticism and the
attitude of believing or inferring. This is crucial: a key to all Epicurean
arguments is a connection between conduct and beliefs.

So, free will scepticism might be self-defeating to 4'/*'5" *(. But if this is
true, this cannot be in virtue of the fact that to believe it makes it false (as
in Act Defeats Content). What remains is the possibility that the presumed

12 T have presented this account elsewhere (Chevarie-Cossette 2019).

13 We should note however that some philosophers still insist that they can reasonably
question the existence of reasons (Olson 2014, chap. 9; cf. Cuneo 2007, chap. 4). The
question turns essentially on whether reasons are inherently (.26,1*5' and on whether we
can, in distinguishing reasonable from unreasonable beliefs, use a non-normative notion
like evidence.

14 There is also a plausible moral interpretation of Epicurus’ argument, but I leave it aside
for our purpose.
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truth of free will scepticism (perhaps combined with something else)
ensures that one does not rationally or reasonably believe it (Content
Defeats Act). Why would this be true? The most straightforward
explanation is that rationality or reasonableness requires free will."?

This explanation sits well with another remark of Epicurus on the topic:

The man who says that all things come to pass by necessity
cannot criticise (éykaAéw) one who denies that all things
come to pass by necessity: for he admits that this too happens
of necessity. (Epicurus, Extant Remains, Frag. XL; translation
Bailey 1926, 112)

According to this point, the sceptic cannot legitimately criticise her
opponent. This is because in trying to persuade her opponent, the sceptic
is appealing to her opponent’s rationality; but, again, rationality implies
free will.'® So, in order to convince someone of a doctrine, the free wil
sceptic must presume its falsehood.

We need not focus on this dialectical problem. If it is self-defeating to
rationally persuade someone to be a sceptic, it has everything to do with
the rational character of persuasion and nothing to do with its
interpersonal character (cf. Castagnoli 2007, 16). So we should ask again:
is it true that rationality or reason implies free will?

It seems, after all, that I can rationally believe that 2+2=4 without having
free will, i.e. the command or control necessary for moral responsibility.
Here are two pro tanto reasons to strengthen this impression. First, there
seems to be no necessary opposition between rational belief and
constrained belief. Quite the opposite, constraint seems like a part of
rationality, as Nozick (1981, 4-8) and James noted (1912, 168-169): to
give in to forceful or knockdown arguments, or to be forced to a conclusion,
is not irrational at all. Second, there seems to be no necessary opposition
between rational action and unfree action (in the sense of an inner
freedom). A heroin addict in rehabilitation acts rationally in taking the safe
dose given by a doctor, regardless of whether he has the command or
control to refuse to take it. If there is no opposition between rationality on
the one hand and coercion or absence of inner freedom on the other hand,

15 By ‘free will’, it is important to insist that I mean nothing more than the command or
control necessary for moral responsibility. Otherwise, this would be an anachronistic
interpretation of Epicurus. See Bobzien (2000) and Frede (2011).

16 Again, there is also a moral interpretation of this argument according to which it is unfair
to criticise someone for not being a free will sceptic.
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terms of physical events. Call this the exclusion concern. The second
concern is that our conduct does not ultimately belong to our real selves—
or if it does, this is partly insignificant—because our conduct is ultimately
determined by events outside of our control. The same goes for reasons for
which we act. Call this the ownership concern. The two concerns are
importantly linked: the exclusion concern makes the radical claim that we
never act for reasons; the ownership concern leads to the less radical view
that we never act for reasons that are ultimately ours. In a word, the first
concern casts doubt on reason for conduct; the second on ownership of
these reasons. Each sceptical concern gives rise to an Epicurean argument.

"#'$6&'()*+,-$

$

The exclusion concern about reasons stems from so-called exclusion
arguments about mental states (see, e.g., Kim 2007). Roughly, mental
states seem to be unidentical to physical states and yet realised in them.
But then the cause of our conduct could be entirely accounted for in terms
of physical states. This leaves no causal role to be played by our mental
states. The conclusion is not that mental states do not exist, but rather that
we have no reason to think that they have a causal effect.

The same argument applies more specifically to our reasons. For the
purpose of this discussion, I understand reasons as facts which explain or
favour other facts (or which explain both normative and non-normative
facts). And I understand our reasons as pieces of knowledge or justified
beliefs in these reasons. When S acts for reason R, S acts because S knows
R or because S is justified in believing R. I make these plausible'® assumptions
for simplicity’s sake. On this picture, if mental states have no causal role,
nobody acts for a reason. It vindicates free will scepticism.

The worry is that if our reasons have no causal role on our conduct, the
same applies for our beliefs, including our belief in free will scepticism.
This Epicurean response was most famously made by Karl Popper (and
has not been much discussed in the recent literature):

[P]hysical determinism is a theory which, if it is true, is not
arguable, since it must explain all our reactions, including
what appears to us as beliefs based on arguments, as due to
purely physical conditions [...]. But this means that if we
believe that we have accepted a theory like determinism
because we were swayed by the logical force of certain
arguments, then we are deceiving ourselves, according to

18 See Hyman (2015) and Alvarez (2017).
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The Sourcehood Argument

If no one is the adequate source of their conduct, no one is the
adequate source of their beliefs.

If no one is the adequate source of their beliefs, no one believes
rationally.

Therefore, if no one is the adequate source of their conduct, no one
believes rationally that free will scepticism is true.

The first premise is the typically Epicurean connection between conduct
and beliefs. I shall argue that although the Epicurean is right to connect
beliefs and actions in this way, she is wrong to think that moral free will
(or responsibility) and rationality each requires sourcehood in the same
sense. In a word, the Sourcehood Argument equivocates.

To be the adequate source of her conduct in the sense relevant to
responsibility and free will, a subject must first be the source of her
conduct. Her conduct must stem from her. Thus, it cannot be the direct
result of an external factor such as someone pushing her. Nor can it be the
direct result of an internal factor which is not the agent’s, such as an
uncontrollable impulse or a disease. For a similar reason, someone who
acts under duress is not the adequate source of her action: this action does
not really stem from her in the relevant sense. It somehow is the action of
the coercer (Nozick 1997, 38).

But this is not enough. A child soldier who participates willingly in an act
of war is still not the adequate source of his conduct. He did not make
himself; and the commitments that he manifests in his violent behaviour
are not fundamentally /4is. Some sceptics suggest that this is because the
child is not the source of the source of his conduct (see Strawson 1994;
Pereboom 2014a). To use Hurley’s phrase (2003), the free will sceptic (and
some incompatibilists) requires that to be responsible for ®, someone be
responsible for the causes of ®. Now, to be responsible for ® or to be the
source of @, a subject does not need to be responsible for or be the source
of everything that leads to ®@. The subject must be responsible for or be the
source of what determines that she will ® (see Istvan 2011). This still leads
to aregress, unless the causal chain can stop in the agent’s free act of will—
which the sceptic denies. The subject’s conduct is ultimately determined
by something that she is not the source of—and so for which she is not
responsible. The subject will never be the ultimate source of her conduct—
she will never be truly responsible.*’

20 For a similar reasoning, see Galen Strawson (1994) and Istvan (2011).
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Free will sceptics can say the very same thing about beliefs: to be the
adequate source of them, we need to be the adequate source of their cause.
But it leads again to a regression: for the causal chain continues up until a
point where we no longer are the adequate source of the thing we are
considering. Since this reasoning is just as plausible—no more, no less—
for beliefs and for conduct, the first premise looks true: if no one is the
adequate source of their conduct, no one is the adequate source of their
beliefs.

Now, the second premise also seems true. Believing for good reasons or
on adequate evidence is generally insufficient to believe rationally. For
this, a subject must usually believe for good reasons that are her own—on
her evidence. If Detective Chief Inspector Japp does not believe that there
is an earring in the room, then it would be irrational at best of him to believe
that the killer is a woman on the grounds that there is an earring in the
room. Japp clearly needs to acquire the evidence or the reason—that he
makes it his—and this in turn implies that he forms the relevant belief or
that he comes to know the relevant fact.

For this, one might think, Japp needs again to believe on his evidence or
for his reasons. And this might look like it causes a regress which shows
that rationality, just like responsibility, is impossible. Yet this is mistaken.
The fact that, to believe rationally, Japp needs to believe for his reasons
does not imply that the reasons for which he believes must have been
acquired because of a further reason that was his own. Why? There are two
classic answers to this. The foundationalist (most notably Aristotle) claims
that there might be self-evident reasons or special pieces of evidence that
Japp acquires simply by paying attention to them. The existence of these
things clearly has nothing to do with free will or determinism. The
coherentist (such as Blanshard) claims that a series of belief can justify
each other in a circle. Again, whether someone holds coherent beliefs has
nothing to do with free will and determinism. The foundationalist can
claim that while a responsible action requires a further responsible action
ad infinitum, it is clear that a justified belief does not require a further
justified belief ad infinitum. And a coherentist can claim that while
justification can stem from the coherence of a set of beliefs, responsibility
cannot stem from the coherence of a set of actions.

This means that, whether coherentist or foundationalist in nature, the
structure of justification differs from the structure of responsibility. What
is required for justification differs fundamentally from what is required for
free will. Only the former can plausibly give rise to an infinite regression.
We saw that there is a sense in which the concept of ‘adequate sourcehood’
is fitting in both the case of responsibility and of justification since each
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implies a kind of ownership. But since the structure of justification is so
different from the structure of responsibility, this strongly suggests that
‘sourcehood’ does not refer to the same property in each case or that the
standards of adequacy differ fundamentally from premise 1 to premise 2.

The sceptic can therefore insist that the Sourcehood Argument equivocates:
rationality requires sourcehood or adequacy in a different sense than moral
responsibility (according to the sceptic). It is not, then, that ‘adequate
sourcehood’ always means something different when it applies to actions
and when it applies to beliefs. The Epicurean is right to maintain a
symmetry between these things. Rather, ‘adequate sourcehood’ is different
whether we are talking about what is necessary for moral responsibility
and whether we are talking about what is necessary for rationality.

Despite having refuted the Sourcehood Argument, the free will sceptic has
a concession to make. She must concede that when some compatibilist
argues that we have free will because, roughly, we act for our own reasons,
he is partly right. We do act for our own reasons, in the same sense that we
believe for our own reasons. But this sourcehood, the sceptic must then
argue, is different from the sourcehood necessary for moral responsibility.
In a word:

Second lesson: The free will sceptic must recognise the existence
of some property of sourcehood, one that is necessary for people
to believe and act for their own reasons and rationally.

The Sourcehood Argument fails but it urges the sceptic to explain why
responsibility and justification use different notions or standards of
sourcehood.

5. Leeway

As I indicated previously, some philosophers doubt the existence of free
will on the grounds that we lack leeway. It suffices for our purpose to
roughly indicate why. Typically, the leeway sceptic combines the
Consequence Argument (see, e.g., van Inwagen 2017) and the Mind
Argument (see, e.g., Pereboom 2014a). The Consequence Argument
claims roughly that if determinism is true, then our actions are the
consequence of the remote past and of the laws of nature. Thus, to act
differently, we would need to change the laws of nature or the distant past,
which is impossible. The Mind Argument says, crudely, that
indeterminism is determinism plus chance, which is irrelevant to our
abilities. Therefore, we lack the ability to do otherwise.
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This suggests an Epicurean argument:

If pessimistic determinism [free will scepticism] were true, no
one could responsibly think that he had made a wise [or
rational] decision in believing it. He had no choice but to
believe it. (Dworkin 2011, 225, my emphasis)

The notion of choice is obviously tied to that of alternatives: Dworkin is
not merely talking about the mental event of choosing, but the selection of
one amongst several courses of action. Dworkin tells us, without much
argument, that wisdom requires leeway.

A stronger philosophical treatment is given by Robert Lockie:

[[]f determinism 1is true, then no-one can do otherwise and
therefore no-one may reason otherwise. Assuming that the
ability to reason otherwise is necessary for someone to be held
epistemically irresponsible, no-one may then be held
responsible for their intellectually wrong actions or
unjustified, irrational cognition. But if no-one is responsible
for their unjustified cognition, then no-one is epistemically
justified either—in the intended, internalist sense. [...] So one
cannot be epistemically justified in claiming that determinism
is true. (Lockie 2018, 183; my emphasis, premise numbering
omitted)?!

I shall argue that there is a simplified and less ambitious version of
Lockie’s argument. This argument does not suppose, controversially, that
determinism is incompatible with leeway; it does not dip into the question
of epistemic responsibilities; and it does not tackle the difficult topic of
‘holding’ responsible. My argument simply captures Lockie’s insight that
rationality (‘internalist justification’) requires leeway because leeway is
required for obligations (responsibilities).

That leeway implies rationality cannot be established directly: it is false
that if one believes a proposition rationally, one could have believed
otherwise. A subject could believe a proposition rationally in the absence
of any kind of leeway. Thankfully, most of us would be incapable of

2! In this chapter, Lockie discusses two related arguments, but they are of a different kind.
The first (179) concludes that determinists cannot accept deontic ethics; the second (about
the lazy argument, 178) fundamentally makes the claim that in deliberating we must
presume that we have options.
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disbelieving that 2+2=4 and yet nothing impedes (directly) the rationality
of our belief that 2+2=4. We need an indirect argument.

5.1. The Leeway Argument

The Epicurean can pursue an indirect strategy and claim that if one
irrationally believes a proposition, one could have believed otherwise.
This principle is more plausible. For, suppose that a subject believes that
2+2=5 and could not believe otherwise. Then, the Epicurean may still
declare that this subject’s belief is not rational: it is perhaps arational, but
not irrational.

Why would the Epicurean say this? Irrationality, she can say, implies a
failure to satisfy obligations to believe and if leeway does not exist, then
these obligations do not exist either. Why does the inexistence of leeway
imply the inexistence of obligations? The Epicurean says: first, if we can
never do or believe otherwise, we never have the obligation to do or believe
otherwise because ‘ought’ implies ‘can’ (henceforth OIC). Second, if we
never have the obligation to do or believe otherwise, we have no
obligations at all: we want to leave aside the abstruse view that we only
have the obligation to perform the acts that we in fact perform and to
believe the propositions that we in fact believe (this only make sense for a
saint).

Once we have admitted that the inexistence of leeway implies the
inexistence of irrationality, we should admit that it implies the inexistence
of rationality in general. Rationality and irrationality go hand in hand. This
explains why it is quite natural to think that animals and toddlers are
arational rather than jrrational. This does not have to mean that for one to
rationally believe that 2+2=4 one is able to believe otherwise in this
situation; it simply means that the existence of rationality in general
implies the existence of irrationality in general.*> We can make sense of
the philosophical view that rationality and irrationality do not exist:
rationality would be a property without extension (perhaps because there
are no norms of rationality) and irrationality would not exist because
irrationality is absence of rationality where rationality could apply.
Everything would be arational because arationality means the absence of
rationality where rationality could not apply (e.g. the table is arational).
But to make sense of the view that rationality exists, but not irrationality,
we would need to imagine that if rationality can apply, then it exists. This
only works in an ideal world, a place we do not live in.

22 This argument might recall the theistic argument that the existence of evil implies the
existence of the good.
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It is now helpful to summarise the argument:

The Leeway Argument

If no one has leeway, there are no obligations.

If there are no obligations, no one believes irrationally.

If no one believes irrationally, no one believes rationally.
Therefore, if no one has leeway, no one believes rationally that
free will scepticism is true.

Here again we have a typically Epicurean connection between conduct and
beliefs in the two first premises (since ‘no one has leeway’ is at least partly
about conduct).

If the Leeway Argument is sound, it follows that it is self-defeating to
believe that free will scepticism is true on the grounds that we have no
leeway. The presumed truth of free will scepticism ensures that either it is
believed on false grounds (since we save leeway) or that it is not believed
rationally (since we have no leeway and thus cannot believe rationally).

It is worth insisting at this point that, although the sceptic could admit the
existence of leeway and find other grounds for her doctrine, this is a major
consequence. As we just saw, some of the main arguments for free will
scepticism feature leeway. And, although many sceptics™ and non-sceptics®*
are now sourcehood theorists, they often concede in passing that, in a
sense, we lack leeway. If the Leeway Argument is sound, this is
problematic; belief leeway needs to be maintained for rationality.

This means that the sceptic should try to find a way to refute the Leeway
Argument. 1 suggest that she abandons OIC, although this might be
mistaken. Let me simply point out that OIC is popular amongst free will
sceptics (see, e.g., Pereboom 2014b, 222; cf. Waller 2011). Some sceptics
have appealed to it in defence of another principle that is sometimes used
by free will sceptics, the principle that we are only responsible if we could
have done otherwise.”> And if free will sceptics were to concede that we
can do otherwise, it might be harder to argue that we are not ultimately the
source of our actions.

Instead of making this costly concession, the sceptic might want to follow
a third way and declare that the Leeway Argument equivocates on the
sense of ‘obligation’. There are two ways to argue for this. The first is to

23 See Pereboom (1995, 27; 2014a, 138; 2014b, 221).
24 This might include semi-compatibilists like Fischer (1994).
25 On this, see e.g. Widerker (1991) and Copp (2008).
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oppose obligations to believe and obligation to act and insist that the
second but not the first requires leeway. The second is to oppose epistemic
obligations and moral obligations and maintain that the second but not the
first requires leeway. I consider each in the following subsections.

5.2. Obligations to Believe, Obligations to Act

We have some power over our conduct and so while it is controversial that
an obligation to act implies ‘can’, it remains plausible. By contrast,
obligations to believe, one might suggest, cannot imply ‘can’ because we
have obligations to believe, but we do not control directly our beliefs.2® So,
although we might have thought with the Epicurean that all obligations
were similar in their requirements, this is incorrect: obligations to believe
and to act are made of a different fabric.

While tempting, this counterargument is unavailable to our sceptic (and so
there is no need to consider whether we directly control our beliefs). This
is simply because the sceptic who accepts that we lack leeway, following
the same reasoning, would have to conclude that the moral ‘ought’ does
not imply ‘can’ either, since she denies the existence of leeway in conduct.
But then the strategy is no longer a third-way escape focussing on the
asymmetry between two kinds of obligations to preserve OIC. It throws
OIC under the bus.

5.3. Epistemic Obligations, Moral Obligations

The contrast between epistemic and moral obligations might look more
promising. As Clifford insisted, there are moral obligations to act, but also
to believe. Similarly, there are epistemic obligations to believe, but there
might also be epistemic obligations to act. So the epistemic/moral
distinction cuts across the to believe/to act distinction. If I must choose
between happily believing against my evidence and depressingly believing
on my evidence, it is possible that the two kinds of normativity pull me in
different direction. We can see this if we consider a case where a doctor
could gather more evidence for the efficacy of a new vaccine or spend this
time to administer it to patients. The general idea is that there are two kinds
of normativity which aim at two kinds of value and which are subject to
different requirements. Perhaps the anti-Epicurean can use this picture.

Her strategy would be to argue that moral, but not epistemic, obligations
require alternatives. For this, the anti-Epicurean will try to show that
epistemic normativity is like other ‘minor’ kinds of normativity. In fact, in

26 This is precisely what Alston (1989) advocates.
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general, certain kinds of obligations, like obligations of etiquette and
professional obligations, do not imply ‘can.” The Dean of the Faculty
might have an obligation to attend a meeting even if he cannot be present—
he might have been in a car accident. He thus fails to satisfy an obligation,
although he is excused. To be sure, his work-description does not specify
that his obligations are suspended if he is unable to meet them, at least, not
in all cases where he lacks the relevant abilities. Similarly, etiquette
certainly recommends that a guest show appreciation for a meal, but this
might be impossible if a food allergy forces her to rush to the bathroom.
An obligation was infringed, despite the excuse. And the epistemic ‘ought’
might be very similar to etiquette and professional obligations as regards
‘can’: “our friend in his tinfoil hat can’t make himself stop overtly
believing contradictions” (Carr 2015, 752). But, surely, our friend in his
tinfoil hat is not believing rationally and therefore he infringes an
obligation of rationality.

But then, can’t we say the same thing of moral obligations? There is an
analogous character to our friend in his tinfoil hat—the inexorably evil man
with his dictator cap. Surely, he infringes his moral obligations—and so
the moral ‘ought’ does not imply the moral ‘can’. Remember however that
the anti-Epicurean strategy here is to keep ““moral ought” implies “can
and reject ‘“epistemic ought” implies can’. So she must insist that
somehow the dictator does not have the frue moral obligation to refrain
from ‘dictating.’

299

She can make the following case. True obligations imply can (perhaps
because their infringement is blameworthy), and other obligations—such
as professional obligations, chess obligations, and epistemic obligations—
are just rules that it would be ridiculous to insist ‘imply can’. What
distinguishes our friend in his tinfoil hat from our foe in his dictator cap is
that the first fails to follow epistemic rules whereas the second is not under
moral obligations.*’ Satisfying epistemic rules or rules of etiquette then has
no intrinsic significance: it does not matter, in and of itself, whether one
has rational beliefs or not. The significance of following those rules is quite
unlike, for instance, the significance of finding meaning in one’s life or of
respecting others. Hence, it is no surprise if general principles like OIC do
not apply to epistemic obligations (or rules).

I am disinclined to admit this response because I think that at least some
epistemic statuses, as opposed to statuses of etiquette, bear intrinsic or final
significance or value. To be fair, some false beliefs seem too negligible to
matter for their own: whether I truly believe that there is an odd number of

27 See Coté-Bouchard (2017).
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grains of sand on this beach is negligible. And yet, it seems that in general
having true beliefs—but not following rules of etiquette—is intrinsically
or finally significant or valuable. We think it is intrinsically or finally
valuable to be connected with the world—we want to be guided by the
truth. And this connection, just is an epistemic connection (see Hyman
2015, 209).

Now, to be sure, the proposition that knowledge or rationality is finally or
intrinsically valuable does not entail that following epistemic obligations
is. But this seems enough to close the gap between ethics and epistemology
and to widen the gap between epistemology and etiquette. (After all,
perhaps following moral rules has no intrinsic value. Perhaps it is only
resulting states of affairs that have intrinsic value.)

We should add that the anti-Epicurean is in no position to insist too much
on individual cases of valueless knowledge or of true belief. For a similar
problem will appear in the case of morality. Imagine that we have a pair of
cases of identical situations of horrible actions except that in the first, but
not in the second, the villain could not have done otherwise, and so
infringes no moral obligation. Just like it seems indifferent whether we
have a true belief or an item of knowledge about the number of grains of
sands, it seems indifferent whether we are in the first or in the second
case—whether the villain is infringing an obligation. We should not infer
from these sorts of cases that there is no real epistemic or moral
normativity.

It seems, then, that sceptics have a solid case for the symmetry of moral
and epistemic obligations regarding leeway. This takes us back to the two
other options, which are costly to the sceptic. Thus, we can say:

Third Lesson: The free will sceptic must either: (1) accept that
we may have leeway; or (2) reject OIC.

None of these avenues is blocked to the sceptic, but, as we have seen, each
is at least prima facie very costly.

6. Conclusion

Epicurus’ argument was prima facie tempting. There seemed to be
something suspicious about claiming, on the one hand, that we have no

free will but, on the other hand, engaging into fierce deliberation about
what would be best and rational for us to achieve and believe.
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Trying to give the best reading of Epicurus’ argument helped us to identify
some of the arguments underlying this initial sentiment. There was
something to it: not just a confused feeling, but sourcehood-related and
leeway-related arguments concluding that to believe in free will scepticism
is self-defeating. Yet none of the considered arguments was fully
successful. That’s a major point in favour of the free will sceptic.

Still, our discussion left the sceptic with three lessons:

First lesson: The free will sceptic cannot and should not rely on
the doubtful claim that we act because of natural events rather than
for reasons.

Second lesson: The free will sceptic must recognise the existence
of some property of sourcehood, one that is necessary for people
to believe and act for their own reasons and rationally.

Third Lesson: The free will sceptic must either: (1) accept that
we may have leeway; or (2) reject OIC.

These lessons should be added to the sceptic’s breviary. What is their
significance? The third lesson makes it much harder to be a free will sceptic
of the leeway kind; and the first lesson deprives the sceptic of an important
argument (from the exclusion concern). The obvious way forward for free
will scepticism seems therefore to revolve around the ownership concern,
according to which we cannot be responsible for our conduct because even
if we act for our reasons, desires, or values, they are not as much ours (or
significantly ours) as we thought; in fact, we own them because of factors
lying outside of our control. This might give confidence to the free will
sceptics, who have mostly turned to this sort of view in the past decades
(Strawson 1994; Pereboom 2001; Waller 2011; Pereboom 2014a). Yet
sourcehood sceptics were mistaken in thinking that since leeway was not
the crux of responsibility, they could deny the existence of leeway on top
of sourcehood at no additional cost.”®

Although, I did not have the chance to tackle this question seriously (see
§2.2), I believe it would be a mistake for the sceptic to accept that her
doctrine is self-defeating and insist that at least she has a true belief. After
all, what made her view attractive was that she gave us powerful reasons
to believe that some of our institutions are unjustified and some of our
attitudes are irrational. To admit that being a sceptic is itself neither
rational nor reasonable would undermine this. Free will scepticism is a
philosophical doctrine supported by arguments, not a creed supported by
hopes.

28 See Pereboom (1995, 27; 2014a, 138; 2014b, 221).
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We human beings are naturally disposed to believe of ourselves and others
that we are free: that what we do is often and to a considerable extent “up
to us’ via the exercise of a power of choice to do or to refrain from doing
one or more alternatives of which we are aware. In what follows, I will
probe the source and epistemic justification of our ‘freedom belief’. 1
propose an account that (unlike most) does not lean heavily on our first-
personal experience of choice and action, and instead regards freedom
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Timothy O’Connor

of reliably-known, purposive action may not be an explicit !"#$%&br part
of the theoretical '()*#)* , of scientific theories, it is a !"+,$+*%'
+&&-$!*%(pf such science: if we supposed it to be false, we would thereby
have reason to doubt the trustworthiness of the outputs of such activity. It
is reasonable to accept the trustworthiness of these outputs only insofar as
we take them to have resulted from actions guided by the specific
conscious purposes and beliefs that the actors’ report them to have been.
To .#)/ the efficacy of conscious will is to saw off the branch on which
one sits. One certainly may argue unproblematically that human action and
self-awareness are prone to error and ignorance in a variety of specific
forms. Our grasp of our own motivations is imperfect, we are sometimes
self-deceived, and it is not always easy to come to a more accurate self-
understanding even when we learn of the flaws in our cognitive design.
“‘Willusionism’,'® by contrast, is inherently unstable because of its sweeping
generality, as it thereby encompasses the very activity of the would-be
unmaskers of human agency. (This simple point is not sufficiently
appreciated by some ‘no free will’ scientists who precisely target at times
the assumption of conscious efficacious agency, which they do not clearly
distinguish from freedom as libertarians understand it.) This is, if you like,
a transcendental argument for effective conscious agency, but not for
libertarian freedom.

A libertarian might contend that scientific practice presupposes
indeterminism also, in the form of real alternatives open to the scientific
investigator in experimentally probing and manipulating natural processes.
Scientific experimental interventions are deliberate attempts to impose a
A+"*-"# from the natural, law-governed unfolding of events, suppressing
some natural dispositions and artificially stimulating others in an effort to
isolate and characterize causal variables not previously understood. But it
is far from clear that this conception of experimental interventions entails
a departure from fundamental, deterministic regularities. They may, rather,
belong to a special kind of macroscopic process that is determined to occur
in accordance with psychophysical law — one part of Nature causally
determined to query the whole, not producing events that depart from what
Nature as a whole was bound to do, but rather events that depart from the
kind that would have occurred in the absence of such intervening systems
(and where such absence then and there was itself precluded by prior
events).

10 An apt term coined by Eddy Nahmias (2011) for the view that the experience of
efficacious conscious willing is a pervasive illusion.
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How Do We Know That We Are Free?

and (4) and (4a), are equally strong, with the ‘a’ propositions being a direct
consequence of the similarly numbered propositions and one above it."*):

(1) We are sometimes morally responsible for the consequences of
our acts;

(2) The validity of Beta entails that our having free will entails
indeterminism;

[Beta is the key ‘transfer’ of inability principle in his argument for
incompatibilism. So van Inwagen is saying that Alpha and the
other, ‘fixity’ premises are more certain than Beta, which comes
in at (4).]

(3) If (1) is true, then we have free will;

[‘Free will” for van Inwagen is having the ability to act other than
what one does; this proposition is the Principle of Alternative
Possibilities. ]

(3a) We have free will;

(4) Beta is valid;"

(4a) Our having free will entails indeterminism;
[The thesis of Incompatibilism]

(5) Indeterminism is true. (219)

Although he ‘prefers’ the propositions in this order, van Inwagen regards
the conjunction of them as ‘very likely’ and so each of the conjuncts as
very likely. He thus thinks it very likely that indeterminism is true in
particular. But he goes on to say that if he were persuaded that science gave
him an indisputable reason to accept determinism, he would reject Beta (4)
and Incompatibilism (4a), since the (ex hypothesi) false (5) follows from
(3a) and (4a), and he prefers (3a) to (4a), and (4a) itself follows from (2)
and (4), and he prefers (2) to (4). So, the equally likely and linked (4) and
(4a) would both have to go. He adds, crucially, “[a]nd that would seem to
be the end of the matter” (221).

In conversation, some philosophers have expressed puzzlement at van
Inwagen’s conditional response to learning the truth of determinism, on the

14 By this same reason, van Inwagen should have labeled (5) as “(4b).” I query this reason
below.

15 Van Inwagen has come to accept that Beta is invalid, but he now accepts a successor
principle that functions much the same in the argument for incompatibilism.
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Timothy O!Connor

responsibility (and freedom). Further, as on most questions of degree,
incompatibilists will differ in their precise judgments in these matters, with
some seeing a tighter connection than others.

So far, we have not seen a convincing reason to regard van Inwagen’s
stance as an unreasonable one. However, even if van Inwagen reasonably
assigns credences as he indicates, it does not follow that his method for
handling evidence conflicting with a strongly held belief is correct. There
are options beyond continuing to believe or coming to reject beliefs that
underlie one’s disconfirmed beliefs, so merely identifying and repudiating
the least strongly held such belief(s) that enable one to avoid outright
contradiction at minimal cost would not “seem to be the end of the matter.”
A more fine-grained response looks for probabilistic evidential
connections. ~(5) may not entail ~(3) or ~(1), but perhaps one with van
Inwagen’s commitments should judge that (3) or (1), or both, are less !"#3$!%
on ~(5) than they are on current evidence (which does not include ~(5)).
Remember that we are considering a credence set (van Inwagen’s) that
regards &!!of (1)-(5) as ‘very likely.” (Van Inwagen is a fully convinced,
not half-hearted, libertarian.) If he comes to believe in determinism, he
cannot rationally continue to affirm the conjunction of (1)-(4). But since
his preference for (1) over (2), (3), or (4) is slight, and scientific evidence
for determinism does not speak directly to &'%of them, it seems that the
most reasonable belief revision is to downgrade his credence in &!!of them
to some extent: he knows that at least one of them must be false, but he has
no (")* basis for singling out a particular one of them. Perhaps his
continuing to believe (1) (which he antecedently believed most strongly of
the four) can survive this revision, but it will be a less strongly held belief.

There may be a reason that van Inwagen doesn’t consider this seemingly
judicious stance. Note that van Inwagen regards (3) and (3a) as equally
likely, and similarly for (4) and (4a). He says that he so regards these pairs
of propositions because (3a) follows directly from (1) and (3), and (4a)
follows directly from (2) and (4). But a logical implication of a pair of
propositions should not be treated as equally likely as either of the
individual propositions +'1$,, -'$ -)$/&)0,-12$12$).(-12$3&"}&,4$)1&""
To put it in probabilistic terms, just to make the point salient, if one assigns
(A) a probability of .9 and a wholly independent proposition (B) a
probability of .8, and A & B entail a distinct proposition C, which one
believes ,.!$!%on the basis of A&B, then one should add the chances of
A’s being false and of B’s being false, and so conclude that C should be
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Timothy O’Connor

possibility, and one that I find attractive, is that the person believes the
target proposition while merely believing that he disbelieves (or fails to
believe) it. That is, the theoretical doubt takes the form of a (mistaken)
belief concerning one of the person’s own first-order beliefs.

Either way, an advantage of the alternative, conditional revisionism
suggested in the previous paragraph is that it would allow for continued
coherence of one’s practical and theoretical commitments.
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Andrew J. Latham

2.!' The Conceptual Impossibility Thesis

Before I outline the conceptual impossibility thesis in more detail, some
clarifications are in order. The conceptual impossibility thesis is the thesis
that given the content of the concept of free will that we, the folk, in fact
deploy, it cannot be that the concept is "1#$%&#'(&))tisapplied. That is,
it cannot be that we are systematically mistaken about which actions are
free and which are unfree. Two things are noteworthy here. First, the
concept with which I am interested is the *+), concept of free will. There
might be -.")+!+-.'(&) re-conceptions of free will which have quite
different content from the folk concept, and I will make no attempt to
consider such concepts here. Second, the conceptual impossibility thesis is
a thesis about !"#$%&# (error. It is not the thesis that none of our
judgements about which actions are free (or not) are false. It is consistent
with the conceptual impossibility thesis that some of our judgements about
which actions are free (or not) are mistaken.

Why would one accept the conceptual impossibility thesis? Let’s call a
judgement of the form ‘action A is free’ a -+!'#/$ judgement, and a
judgement of the form ‘action A is unfree’ a 0$1&#'/$udgement. I will
argue that the content of our folk concept is 1+%%$#.'01like the following:
free will is whatever thing there is in the world which most of our positive
judgements track. In this regard, I argue that our concept of free will has a
content, which is such that however our world turns out to be, most of our
free will judgements (both positive and negative) will be vindicated. The
only way this could fail to be is if there were 0+#.'018#%))in common
between most of the times we judge that an action is free, and most of the
times we judge that an action is unfree, such that we are not tracking
anything at all, for there is nothing there to be tracked. But this is clearly
not the case: there &3%uch similarities. Even free will error theorists don’t
think that there are no such similarities; they simply think that those
similarities are not, in fact, sufficient to vindicate our positive free will
judgements.

But why think that the content of our concept is as I suggest?

Consider the kinds of cases that we ordinarily judge positively to be free,
and judge negatively to be unfree. Ordinarily, we make positive judgments
regarding cases where we are act in accordance with our reasons, in
fulfilling our desires, after having mentally simulated numerous courses of
actions and their projected outcomes, and so on. Conversely, we make
negative judgments regarding cases where we are bound-up, or being
coerced and manipulated, or caught in the grips of a psychological or
physiological illness, and so on. Of course, neither list is exhaustive of all
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The Conceptual Impossibility of Free Will Error Theory

paradigm cases.* However, if it’s a conceptual constraint that something
falls under the concept of free will only if that thing forms a natural kind,
then the meaning of ‘free will’ is fixed by whatever natural kind is
uniformly in common between all (and only) the paradigm cases.’

One consequence of thinking of free will as a natural kind is that it admits
a family of views which vary according to what you think is in common
between all the paradigm cases. For instance, on the one hand, free will
might form a metaphysical kind and so carve nature at its joints. This seems
to be the case when we think that free will is whatever allows our actions
to be indeterministic, whilst not being merely chancy. On the other hand,
free will might form a psychological, functional or social kind. While these
latter kinds do not carve nature at its joints, they nevertheless carve nature
up in a useful fashion. Perhaps free will is a psychological capacity or suite
of psychological capacities, or perhaps free will is just the practices
themselves of judging certain actions to be free and unfree. Finally, and
most permissively, free will might just be whatever is a member of the set
of paradigm-cases. On this view free will could be anything at all.

It is my view that we should treat this family of natural kind views as a
kind of prioritized hierarchy.® By that I mean that if the metaphysical kind
is there and in common between the paradigm cases, then that’s what free
will is and necessarily so. Else, if the psychological kind is there and in
common between the paradigm cases, then that’s what free will is, and
necessarily so, and so on. Then perhaps, finally, if there is no natural kind
in common between the paradigm cases, then free will just is the paradigm
cases. While I think that there is something in common between the
paradigm cases | am not taking a stand in this paper on exactly what that
is. Further, I am not advocating that it is possible for anything at all to count
as free will which would seem to be the case if there is nothing at all in
common between the paradigm cases, aside from being a member of the
set of paradigm cases. While I think that it’s open for someone to think
that, it is not my view.

For the ease of ongoing discussion I will restrict myself to just the social
and metaphysical kinds. Given these two apparent concepts of free will,
there are two conceptual impossibility theses: one weak and one strong.

4 Thanks to an anonymous referee for making me aware of this existing and growing
literature.

5 Though for arguments against the paradigm-case view and free will as a natural kind, see
van Inwagen (1983) and Daw and Alter (2001).

6T will have much more to say about this kind of prioritized hierarchy when I come to
discuss the idea of the folk concept of free will being a conditional concept with respect to
determinism in §3.
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The weak conceptual impossibility thesis is that the social concept of free
will and the metaphysical concept of free will are both important. If some
underlying metaphysical feature is missing (i.e. determinism is true) then
on the metaphysical concept of free will, error theory will be true.
However, according to the weak conceptual impossibility thesis the social
concept of free will is also important, and on the social concept there will
be free will regardless. The conceptual impossibility thesis is true of the
social concept. The strong conceptual impossibility thesis is that while
both the social concept and metaphysical concept exist, it’s only the social
concept that matters, so the conceptual impossibility thesis is true of the
concept that matters. Let me elaborate on both these theses.

2.1. The Weak Conceptual Impossibility Thesis

There are two apparent concepts of free will: a metaphysical concept which
is open to the possibility that there is no free will (analogous to the
discovery that since ice is just H>O, in some deep sense there is no ice) and
a social concept according to which as long as there are differences
between paradigm cases we judge to be free and paradigm cases we judge
to be unfree, this guarantees there is free will. On the weak conceptual
impossibility thesis, both concepts are needed, and the social concept is
guaranteed to be satisfied.

But what do I mean when I say both concepts are needed? Well the fact
that water and ice are both H>O plays an important explanatory role in our
best scientific theories; such as why ice and water exhibit the same
chemical properties. So, there is an important sense in which there is not
both water and ice, there is just H,O. Perhaps philosophers, too, will
conclude that there’s no metaphysical difference between those cases that
we ordinarily judge to be free, and those we judge to be unfree. However,
aside from generating an apparent problem for free will, I am not sure what
purpose we have for taxonomising our actions according to their deep
metaphysical nature. For instance, what is gained by classifying our
ordinary actions by the lights of determinism? I will return to this point
shortly when I describe the strong impossibility thesis. I leave it open, here,
that there could be good reasons for classifying our actions according to
their metaphysical nature (i.e. determinism), and thus to in some sense
collapse the distinction between free and unfree actions on the
metaphysical concept.

Even if we do so, however, there is clearly some relevant distinction
between the actions we judge to be free, and those we judge to be unfree.
To see this, return to the case of water and ice. Suppose we agree that there
is no metaphysical difference between water and ice, and hence that in
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some good sense we can collapse the distinction between them.
Nevertheless, there is a clear sense in which despite this, there is both water
and ice despite there being no metaphysical difference between them.
That’s because we care about the role the superficial differences between
water and ice plays in ordinary matters. If I am thirsty and ask for a glass
of water at a restaurant, I would be amused to receive a glass filled with
ice.

Similarly, even if there is no deep metaphysical difference between actions
we judge to be free, and to be unfree, we still care deeply about whether
actions fall into one, or instead the other, category. We care whether or not
we act for our reasons, in order to fulfil our desires, or after some process
of deliberation as opposed to being bound-up, coerced and manipulated, or
caught in the grips of a psychological or physiological illness. What this
social concept of free will tracks then, is whatever it is which vindicates
this difference.

The weak conceptual impossibility thesis holds that the distinction
between free and unfree actions is like the distinction between water and
ice. Just as there are two ways of thinking about water and ice, there are
two ways of thinking about free and unfree action. On the metaphysical
concept, we group the cases according to their metaphysical nature, and so
decide that there are no free actions if determinism is true. This is
analogous to the sense in which there is not water and ice, there is only
H>O. On the social concept we group the cases according to some, perhaps
more superficial, difference between them, a difference that we care about
for our ordinary purposes. This is analogous to the sense in which we
ordinarily treat water and ice as distinct despite there being no
metaphysical difference between them. That’s because what we are often
just as, if not more, interested in, is the role such distinctions play in
ordinary matters, and not their deep metaphysical nature. So, while error
theory is true of our metaphysical concept of free will, the conceptual
impossibility thesis is true of our social concept of free will.

M TASUR()*+, & +.%/(012 84/*556 7626 8%$%05E
&

What of the strong conceptual impossibility thesis? According to that
thesis, while there are two concepts of free will, only the social concept
matters for any important purposes. In the water and ice case, the
metaphysical concept on which despite superficial differences, both water
and ice are H»O, plays an important role in our best scientific explanations
in the chemical sciences. That’s why the metaphysical concept matters. But
there seems to me to be nothing analogous in the case of free will that
justifies taking seriously the idea that just because something about every
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The Conceptual Impossibility of Free Will Error Theory

actual world. In that case, since we judge that those deterministic worlds
do not contain agents with free will, that sentence comes out as false.

On the other hand, suppose that the actual world turns out to be
deterministic. Now consider our judgements about ‘some agents have free
will” at a deterministic counterfactual world (the cell on the bottom right).
Since compatibilist powers are sufficient for free will, we will judge that
the sentence is true in that counterfactual world. Furthermore, since having
either compatibilist or libertarian powers is sufficient for having free will
conditional on the actual world being deterministic, it follows that we will
judge that in any worlds with those powers, regardless of whether they are
deterministic or not, agents have free will. Hence ‘some agents have free
will” will be true when evaluated in counterfactual indeterministic worlds,
conditional on the actual world being deterministic. This is reflected in the
bottom left cell of the table.

Let’s tie this back to the empirical results. When a vignette is taken to
describe the actual world, we should expect that if people deploy a
conditional concept, they will judge that agents are free in the deterministic
world considered as actual, and will judge that agents are unfree in the
counterfactual deterministic world. People are inclined to judge that people
in the counterfactual deterministic world are unfree, because people in fact
believe that the actual world is indeterministic and so think, unless told
otherwise, that indeterminism is a necessary condition for free will.” So,
far so good; but this evidence is only consistent with the folk having a
conditional concept of free will with respect to determinism. The reason
these results do not show that people in fact possess a conditional concept
of free will is because we do not have data and responses to all the
conditions necessary to determine whether or not there is a conditional
concept.

Recently, Latham (2019) tested more directly whether or not the folk
concept of free will is a conditional one with respect to determinism. They
noted that the conditional account makes two key predictions regarding
people’s free will judgments to various conditions, which they called the
weak and strong signal for conditionality. The weak signal for
conditionality is what Roskies and Nichols (2008) identified might be
present in their data. Given that people tend to believe the actual world is

7 As a descriptive matter of fact, the overwhelming majority of ordinary people think that
the actual world is indeterministic. For example, Nichols and Knobe (2007) found over
90% of participants chose the vignette describing an indeterministic universe, not a
deterministic universe, as being most like the actual world. Similarly, Latham (2019) found
81.6% of participants selected the indeterministic universe as being most like the actual
universe.
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indeterministic, if they possess a conditional concept and are asked to
evaluate the actual deterministic world, they should be expected to respond
that there is free will in such a world. That’s because according to the
conditional concept, indeterministic and libertarian powers are only
necessary for free will if they obtain actually. The strong signal for
conditionality was more novel. For the minority of people who believe the
actual world is deterministic, if they possess a conditional concept and are
asked to evaluate a counterfactual deterministic world from the perspective
of an actual indeterministic world, they should be expected to respond that
there is no free will in that world. That’s because according to the
conditional concept, indeterminism and libertarian powers are necessary
for free will if the actual world is indeterministic.

Latham (2019) found that people who believe the actual world is
indeterministic respond that there is free will in an indeterministic actual
world and a counterfactual indeterministic world from the perspective of a
deterministic actual world. Further, they respond that there is no free will
in a counterfactual deterministic world. Interestingly though, people who
believe the actual world is indeterministic are unsure whether or not there
is free will in the deterministic actual world (the weak signal for
conditionality). People who believe the actual world is deterministic
respond that there is free will in the deterministic actual world, the
indeterministic actual world, and counterfactual indeterministic actual
world from the perspective of a deterministic actual world. Again,
interestingly, people who believe the actual world is deterministic are
unsure whether or not there is free will in the counterfactual deterministic
world, from the perspective of an indeterministic world (the strong signal
for conditionality).

While people don’t straightforwardly respond in a manner predicted by the
conditional concept, they do respond in a manner that supports the idea
that we possess a conditional concept with respect to determinism. That’s
because I don’t think it is mere coincidence that people who believe the
actual world is indeterministic are unsure how to respond to an actual
deterministic world. Nor do I think it’s a coincidence that people who
believe the actual world is deterministic are unsure how to respond to a
counterfactual deterministic world from the perspective of an actual
indeterministic world. Both these conditions are correctly identified as
being important with respect to people’s concept of free will once it has
been identified that our concept of free will might be a conditional concept
with respect to determinism.

Why are people unsure how to respond in conditions associated with the
weak and strong signal for conditionality? Let’s start with the weak signal
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Some philosophers arrive at the free will question from an ontological
starting point (for example, “What kind of freedom exists, if any?” or
“What are its conditions?””). Others arrive from an ethical starting point
(for example, “How should I treat myself or others when we fail to do what
we ought to?”). By contrast, Lockie takes a refreshing epistemic stance —
based on the forceful transcendental argument for libertarianism that his
book presents — and questions how epistemic norms affect the arguments
we can use to support metaphysical claims about free will. Here, I would
like to focus on the specific account of libertarianism that he proposes: his
theory of self-determination (outlined mainly in Chapter 9). I will examine
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Can Self-Determined Actions be Predictable?

4. Is Unpredictability of Free Actions a Disadvantage for Lockie’s
Theory?

A constitutive feature of libertarian theories of free will is the claim that,
if the agent’s action were (fully) determined by antecedent causal factors
outside their control, they would be neither free to do, nor culpable for
doing, what they did. Yet, libertarians tend to accept the view that the
agent’s free actions have objective probabilities (van Inwagen 2000, 14-
18; O’Connor 2000, 97; 2009, 197), and that position is rarely challenged
(for exceptions, see Vicens 2016; Sela 2017). If Lockie’s self-determined
actions cannot be predictable, as I argued in the previous section, this
implication of his theory might be viewed as a serious problem, even by
those who are sympathetic to his libertarian inclinations. By contrast, my
view is that accepting unpredictability as a necessary condition of free will
may assist libertarian theories to overcome some of the common objections
levelled against them.' In the remainder of this paper, I would like to
suggest that accepting this implication of Lockie’s self-determinism has
the advantage of being able to explain an important feature of the practices
used to determine whether someone has acted culpably — particularly, but
not exclusively, in criminal trials.

While I believe that the following analysis is applicable more widely, to
legal and non-legal practices of determining culpability alike, I focus here
on the former because they include explicit and well-specified rules. I take
legal practices in criminal trials to offer the most suitable case study
because criminal punishment is clearly constrained by culpability, at least
if criminal law seeks to avoid punishing those who are not culpable for
their actions. This constraint does not imply retributivism — namely, that
punishment is inflicted because it is deserved. Instead, any theory of
punishment that considers culpability to be a constraint on other legitimate
goals of punishment should refrain from knowingly convicting the
innocent.? Hence, criminal proceedings constitute the clearest context in
which culpability is attributed. I also assume, like many theorists of free
will, that acting freely or with some kind of control is a necessary condition
of culpability. While some might hold that our practices of attributing
culpability do not require us to settle the metaphysical problem of free will
(Strawson 1962), I share the position that the distinction between justified
and unjustified attribution of culpability — which any theory of culpability

! For example, unpredictability may assist libertarians to overcome van Inwagen’s rollback
argument. See Bernath and Tézsér (2019).

2 One notable example of such a theory is Hart’s mixed theory, which accepts the
retributivist constraint (“only those who have broken the law—and voluntarily broken it—
may be punished”) while rejecting retributivism as the “General Justifying Aim of the
system” (Hart 2008, 9).
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seems to need — is likely to rely on (or bring through the back door)
notions very similar to “freedom” and “control” (Tadros 2005, 69).

The scope of my discussion is restricted in one important respect. Some
culpable actions may cause the agent to perform further actions that may
be both predictable and culpable (getting drunk voluntarily and then
driving dangerously). The agent’s culpability for the latter seems to be
derived from their culpability for the former. When, how, and why
culpability for one action is derived from another are complicated issues to
address, and it is particularly questionable whether the agent’s culpability
goes beyond their culpability for the first action. Be that as it may, such
derivatively-culpable actions are outside the scope of this paper. I will
therefore not discuss here evidence of planning, preparation, and motive
(because, in such cases, the evidence may be probative of the alleged crime
by establishing an earlier free decision that caused both the creation of the
predictive evidence and the later commission of the crime).

When determining, in criminal proceedings, whether an individual
performed a certain culpable action, predictive evidence is often ignored.’
Most apparently, and with only a few exceptions, base-rates are excluded
(Koehler 2002). Using such evidence in court also seems intuitively
problematic. For example, using the high rate of crimes involving illegal
firearms in a certain neighbourhood to support the conviction of an
individual resident in a crime involving an illegal firearm (henceforth, the
“crime-rates scenario”) seems highly objectionable. The objection to base-
rates is not only aimed at the sufficiency of such evidence (on the grounds
that “crime-rates are insufficient on their own to prove that the individual
is guilty”). The objection also requires that such evidence not be used at all
in determining the individual’s guilt: that crime-rates be inadmissible in
criminal proceedings. * The hostility of criminal fact-finding toward
predictive evidence is also apparent in the deeply-rooted suspicion of bad
character and previous convictions.’

3T rely on Uviller’s distinction between trace and predictive evidence: the former results
from a past event that leaves some traces in the present (e.g. eyewitnesses, fingerprints),
while the latter “looks forward from an established event or trait to predict the likely
repetition of its occurrence” (Uviller 1982, 847).

4 This intuitive objection to admissibility distinguishes this example from the lottery and
preface paradoxes in epistemology and the gate-crasher and prisoners paradoxes in legal
theory. I have argued elsewhere that the latter are confusing and unhelpful; see Pundik
(2017, 192-193).

5 “English law’s suspicion of bad character and extraneous misconduct evidence has been
cultivated for many centuries. It is deeply embedded in English judicial culture and
institutions, and has frequently been actively propounded and celebrated” (Roberts and
Zuckerman 2010, 586).
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Legal scholarship contains various accounts that seek to justify the
exclusion of such predictive evidence. The first kind of strategy, which has
received the most scholarly attention, aims to identify an epistemic
deficiency in the inference made from predictive evidence to the specific
case. The inference is lacking: in weight (Cohen 1977, 74); appropriate
causal connection (Thomson 1986); case-specificity (Stein 2005, 64-106);
ability to provide the best explanation (Dant 1988; Allen and Pardo 2008);
immunity to the problem of the reference class (Allen and Pardo 2007); or
sensitivity to the truth (Enoch et al. 2012).° I am unconvinced by these
epistemic accounts, because I think that not only does each one suffer from
its own problems (Pundik 2008a), but they all share some common
deficiencies (Pundik 2011; see also Schoeman 1987 and Redmayne 2008).
For example, why should the very same inference that is condemned as
epistemically objectionable nevertheless be good enough for prediction
purposes? If the inference suffers from some epistemic deficiency, this
deficiency arises not only in the context of conviction but also in that of
prediction.

The second kind of strategy seeks to identify something in the legal context
that makes some uses of predictive evidence objectionable, such as the
rituality of the legal process (Tribe 1971), the over-transparency of
standards of proof (Nesson 1985), equality between litigants (Stein 2005,
105), and the individuality and autonomy of the litigant against whom the
evidence is used (Wasserman 1992; Zuckerman 1986). Proponents of this
type of account share the view that, even if such evidence may be useful in
other contexts (science, policymaking, and so on), its use in legal fact-
finding conflicts with fundamental values of the legal system. I believe
that, while there are specific problems with each of these accounts,’” they
capture something significant about predictive evidence because their
strategy easily explains why the appropriateness of using this evidence
depends fundamentally on the purpose for which it is used.

In previous work,® I have suggested a contextualist account that is based
on culpability. According to this “culpability account”, some types of

¢ The reference is to the epistemic explanation appearing in the first part of their paper,
although, in the second, they argue that epistemic considerations do not suffice to exclude
predictive evidence, and later propose an alternative account based on primary incentives.
7 See Schoeman (1987). For criticism of Nesson and Tribe’s accounts, see Shaviro (1989).
For criticism of Wasserman’s, see Pundik (2008b). For criticism of Stein’s, see, e.g.,
Pundik (2006).

8 This section rehearses the argument I made in Pundik (2017). Given the complexity of the
issues involved (causation, free will, and so on), I chose to repeat the argument itself in full
but to remove some of the more nuanced qualifications. Readers who are not familiar with
that paper and are left with some concerns about the claims made might find replies in there.
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generalisation about human conduct presuppose that the individual’s
conduct was determined by a certain causal factor that rendered their
conduct unfree. By contrast, in the context of attributing culpability, it is
necessary to presuppose the exact opposite: that the accused was free to
determine their own conduct. Using these types of generalisation to
determine culpability is objectionable, because it involves contradicting
presuppositions about the individual’s conduct.

In Section 2, I argued that inferences about human conduct require reliance
on causal generalisations. But, even if they do, why can free actions not be
proven with such generalisations? Starting with a simple example, assume
that Richard is exposed to radiation of a particular kind, which affects his
nervous system, resulting in blotches all over his skin and an irresistible
urge to attack everyone around him. Assume further that every person
exposed to this radiation develops these symptoms. When Richard is
admitted to hospital, it seems unproblematic to infer from the blotches that,
given the opportunity, he will go berserk and should therefore be
restrained. However, inferring from these blotches that a violent action that
had taken place before Richard arrived at the hospital was committed by
him (rather than by someone else), for the purpose of convicting him of a
violent offence, seems intuitively problematic.

According to the culpability account, this inference should not be used for
the purpose of determining culpability, because it leads to a contradiction.
To infer from Richard’s skin blotches that he had acted violently, it is
necessary to presuppose a causal generalisation: either one caused the
other or they both have a common cause. In this example, the radiation
caused both Richard’s blotches and his violent conduct. However,
Richard’s acting violently may be culpable only if he acted freely. The
culpability account is based on a libertarian theory of free will, which holds
that people do not act freely when their conduct is determined by
antecedent conditions outside their control. Establishing Richard’s guilt by
inferring from the blotches on his skin that it was he who acted violently
is, therefore, contradictory: Richard’s conduct is treated as free and unfree
at the same time.

Blaming Richard for a violent action, having inferred his conduct from the
blotches, is problematic, since such an inference cannot be used without
dissolving his culpability. Similarly, if the inference is used to predict that
Richard will act violently, it is only at the price of implying that his violent
conduct will not be culpable. This example also explains why the very
same inference seems unproblematic when restraining him in the hospital.
While inferring from the blotches that Richard will act violently in the
hospital presupposes that his conduct is determined (and hence unfree),
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this leads to no contradiction because, in the medical context, it is not
necessary to presuppose that Richard’s violent conduct will be culpable.

Moving to probabilistic generalisations, consider the following variation
on the previous example. Assume that Stephen is exposed to another type
of radiation, which affects the nervous system and always causes certain
skin blotches but causes an irresistible urge to attack others, when the
opportunity arises, in only 80 per cent of cases. There are at least two ways
to understand how this generalisation reflects the underlying causal
relation between the radiation and the agent’s conduct. According to the
subjective interpretation of probability, which is commonly considered the
most suitable for legal purposes,’ probabilistic generalisations reflect the
limited state of our knowledge rather than the true nature of the world.
While the generalisation about the radiation is probabilistic, it imperfectly
reflects a reality that may be deterministic. If the world is indeed
deterministic, Stephen belongs to one of two possible sub-groups. One
possibility is that he belongs to the sub-group of people who possess an
extra unknown variable, which, together with the radiation, determines that
he will go berserk. The other possibility is that he belongs to the sub-group
of people who do not possess the extra variable, in which case the exposure
to the radiation will not cause him to go berserk.

If Stephen possesses the extra variable, supporting his conviction by
inferring from the blotches on his skin that he was (80 per cent) likely to
have acted! violently is problematic. Similarly to deterministic
generalisations, such an inference leads to a contradiction. His conduct is
taken to be both free (in order to be culpable) and unfree (as, together with
another unknown variable, his violent actions were determined by the
radiation). To avoid the contradiction, either the evidence of the blotches
has to be accepted as probative of the violent act’s having been committed
by Stephen, in which case he is not culpable; or it has to be deemed not
probative, in which case it should be ignored.

If Stephen does not possess the extra variable, inferring from his blotches
that he was (80 per cent) likely to have acted violently is mistaken and,
hence, misleading. This is because, if he belongs to the sub-group of people
who were not caused to act violently by the radiation, then the probability
that he acted violently is not affected by the exposure to the radiation.
Inferring from the skin blotches that he is more likely to have acted
violently than he would have been, had he not presented these marks, is
therefore mistaken. In sum, this inference is either contradictory, because

® For criminal law, see Alexander et al. (2009, 31); for tort law, see Perry (1995, 333-335);
for health and safety regulation, see Adler (2005, 1247).
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Can Self-Determined Actions be Predictable?

"l H#$%E ) *$%

Accepting that many free actions are necessarily unpredictable might be
viewed as implausible and counterintuitive, even by libertarians such as
Lockie. Yet, it seems that Lockie’s self-determinism cannot be settled with
the predictability of free actions. While I tend to think that, if free will
exists, it is necessarily unpredictable, I did not pursue this claim here.
Rather, I suggested that a theory of free will in which free actions are
necessarily unpredictable is able to provide the sought-after justification
for excluding predictive evidence. So even if Lockie’s theory implies that
self-determined actions are necessarily unpredictable, this might not be a
bad thing after all ...

- -1#-0 +

+

Adler, M. 2005. Against ‘individual risk’: A sympathetic critique of risk
assessment. !"#3%&'#GF *%"").$/"# *0/1 2%$H#UB3: 1121-
1150.

Alexander, L., K. Ferzan, and S. Morse. 2009. 3&#4%'5 *36.7/8#.#()8 *
;<%+&)+* 3&#4#"/*0/1 . Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Allen, R., and M. Pardo. 2008. Juridical proof and the best explanation.
0/1 ¥"5 *<#.+'+7<)27: 223-268.

Allen, R., and M. Pardo. 2007. The problematic value of mathematical
models of evidence. =+6&"/* 0%>/*?(65#%36: 107-140.

Arntzenius, F. 1992. The common cause principle. -?:9 *-&+@%%5#
(<YAHW""HIBY Yo (#*» *(<Yo<#.+'+ 7<)+ *? @AY * G #/ (#+"
1992: 227-237.

Bernath, L., and J. Tézsér. 2019. Rolling back the rollback argument.
Unpublished manuscript (on file with author).

Cohen, L. 1977. ;<%-&+8/8.94"5 (<%&+$/8.%0xford: Clarendon Press.

Cowley, M., and J. Colyer. 2010. Asymmetries in prior conviction
reasoning: Truth suppression effects in child protection contexts.
@<+.4+>)B&H#AW'S5 0/1 *16:211-231.

Dant, D. 1988. Gambling on the truth: The use of purely statistical
evidence as a basis for civil liability. 3+.648#/*=+6&"/*+*0/1 *
['5 2+ @#1&+8.%4'22: 31-70.

Enoch, D., L. Spectre, and T. Fisher. 2012. Statistical evidence, sensitivity,
and the legal value of knowledge. -<#.+'+7<)¥"5 ~68.#@®,,/#&'
40: 197-224.

Goodman, N. 1983. D/@({B#@ (#¥*"&*D+&% @{4th ed). Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press.

137



"4 &' ()#* %

J01*2%3 %4556 37 #8S1UQ:;"1($< IB; 9 (<B>?@S=1$4BAB'1 ($#<"%0
Erkenntnis95%8++4,G3%0

.9:3248 %55-3Bunishment and Responsibility%l4 ()| FEK8@: JAKB @ Yo
LHEML:<#%e1<<8

N@1=-BBE554%=1( %@HQ" $%B-#(*UP< VO UHI$#<PBAXLB1IMIGR
Jurimetrics Journal S4ED, F554%

T1U#9E36-6-WB %K' QO1ASHMEELS!)1 VS @HQOLASHHED (AL Y#%
Philosophical Papers%dM @ERKS@: K8 @ Jo(#M1:<#%e 1<

T@QA*#MBY5+-dFree Will and Epistemology: A Defence of The
Transcendental Argument for Freedom3b@ () @ BB @ @"<Q'33

_A[9()B1<<20%66 D% # @) WAB() B @) %B1<%=1%()9"1($9B %
' (89#:(1<8@9L)1:9B6B 1 L@BM#) L(AB+,99() B+SHilliam &
Mary Bill of Rights Journal%%/-6D+G8

al<<@YB %6-G3=1%M#)1(Adgs=UM1($R( %)#A#IB: @ GR) %=2%
9AAL?SOQHBIML . )#ASYRrvard Law Review%-Bo,GOH+, 6436

IY@((@:28%555%ersons and Causes: The Metaphysics of Free Will3%
JK8@: K8 @ Jo(#M1:<#98e1<Bo

IO (@:28%556%1($ HO'<9BR@U19 Wispositions and CausesZhb) o
"3989()8#1B)2%-6 -+ [KB@: YK 8@ (M 1:<#Ee 1<<L8

&1::>YXBo+66 CBIH<*209:"2 YP() U41<? @ (<HQH#BAGHPhilosophical
Foundations of Tort Law2d)3N/3AU1(2%4+F SWEK8@: Yk
[B9:1()@0&:1<<8

&' (#2938 Ub5VIB?#<$1" @ B @(p%= 1B UEEV#) L(ATHD' %@ 'QHBQ Q%
IB1KAX$1H/BD' () 9$# @Xo@BIMH) 1 (ALTOUSLCivil  Justice
Quarterly%GEB 58-I

&'()#*2 %3 %55-93B=9PHY0: @ (AHIHPOSH <UD 1 (ATR-1 B $1"?$%
$E@<POQBIMA?H<S1"BPLBHAHL(AG1Bil Justice Quarterly%D%
SWHS5,3%

&'()#*2 %3 YA55-QBoX$I$H#<SHAIB) 1 (AUD () Y&)#M#) IBBESH, 9 (PBEYo
1AQ@(<#)1:9BH@BPI<<1:"9( WE:;"1($ 9B:@YDI@ (@B
International Journal of Evidence and Proof%4E6, F 4S3%0

&'(#*2%38 %5++3:=1 AP #<$1" @ B @IBSIS#<SUNDB 1 (AU ternational
Journal of Evidence and Proof%G8+0+S, 3/

&'()#* U3 %U5+DF:11)@"98() % 1(1:9B#<9$B@Brd Journal of Legal
Studies%YD Bo-6FH4+%

11)"9>(12 %3%55-3bK?B@ :#$=28: @ @D:9) @K 132 gal Theory% SEo
4-+FE563%

J1#A=1(Q9A%B %5-6668d e Direction of Time3h #(1@BIRCEW @M%
&'QBH#AISHED (<3

|@Q1:$%:28() Y8 WA*1:"9(3 Ub+5%6riminal Evidence HA()\ k)| FAK8@: b
JK8@ I(#M1:<#¥e1<<8

XA=9'1:.943455,3Profiles, Probabilities and StereotypesIO"Q:#);1E%
.9:M9:) W(#M1:<#¥e1<<LB

XA=@ 1"9(B366-D HK$IS# < BN : 1 AEVI#) 1 (A YBoiis Yt BD 6-+6- 30

+,- %



"# $&)* &+&,- #EB) 1+ 24885 ,&/.1+"4'&B

%&"$< $>7780 2, EBP0& N & (&#3&EEA. FDA&3IB#.C&, 3. EF(2,/<$

%A"C., B<HICHo+"+.3+)H124"4." +[WC./&#1&#/ $rARHHE&","#18 ($
1J3+. 1893 #9068 ( & $+*( F>8H 8LLME

%AS&EN<TIILED&/&,"F) &R (WC./&#18NTER $ "#P&, 2IB& K, 2#+.8%
S D+ &S+ BSKRLDGS

%+& B<$->>LR34/%"5+3/@ BS+%* & ( EF(2,/KEF(2,/ B#.C&,3.4D
5,&33

%+,"Q32BEF7IR=RD,&&/2-FH/ § &I &H+-&IPH3I . **%0o+/. B3 & * &#H+5+8;
"%*-= MMAR=L$

@"/,23$S$=>>L 80#+-+/"18)*6>3/6?7+1+SEF(2,/KPEF(2,/ $B#.C&,3.4D
5,&33

@A2-32#8TS79GRRU."4." +B"#/ $.#/.C.1J" V&I $8C.I&#1&'( &"[%&
03/5*->3#"#=8#3?1*-6MK99=79%

@, 48J%79?77%@,."¥A5 "+A&-"+.13K,&1.3.28'#/ $,.+J"SHHAREP"S
H21&3B4$ #%& ( §*$+*( $5SMRB=97898%

BC."&, WFIG=HKC./&#1R(HA""1+& FH2C&2#/J1+8"I3.2#5"2P.1$
"# SHII3+. IBESFARL2),+,22-<90%//6=1$"/+"&'( &*$+*( 8>K
GM®7%

C'#BY#Q"P&B5S=>>>80,80." $,&-"#33$"$- D3+& P@ABLPA+R
HA.232HA. 18, 3H&1+. G &3 +J,&%;+1363>;+."O*#6>* . 5+3$%H
TVMR)79%

S.1&#BIE>TREAI&1+.G824"4. +.8R (K, &&HA2. 1856 &;+1363>,+&
98K7=1)87L$

S.P&HOB>TILR0HI, 23R, &"+ 2#3FH #EBHRA+HHKZZQQQ<+D'&,C.P&#<1P-Z3HJ,.2J3
12, 8"+ 2481 1833FFIRZ>PS

['33&,-"#: $<$799=8@AR 2," +[R($3+"+.3+. T122($'# $+AR.3\R($
- 3884 +DRH%3@R &S+ F88L)?RS

["."-32#: $TE=>>L8<"=*6+"/&A*S&"/%&0"46"1+58EF(2,/KPEF(2,/ $
B#.C&,3.- &33k

IN&,-"#: P<FVICGRH"QK'18R,3I3+.1883653B/+$*#6+8f &*$+*( $
RRKIGR>G¥

R R R e AR A R e R

©»

789



Amit Pundik

140



EuJAP | Vol. 15| No. 22019

ABSTRACTS (IN CROATIAN)

BITI SPOSOBAN ILI NE BITI SPOSOBAN? TO JE
PITANJE. PROBLEM ZA TRANSCENDENTALNI
ARGUMENT ZA SLOBODU VOLJE

NADINE ELZEIN
The University of Sydney

TUOMAS K. PERNU
University of Helsinki i King’s College London

SAZETAK

Prema jednom tipu argumenta za libertarijansku slobodu volje ako
slobodno djelovanje zahtijeva dostupnost alternativnih mogucnosti, i
determinizam je istinit, tada nismo opravdani tvrditi da ne postoji
slobodna volja. Preciznije: ako je djelatnik A opravdan kada tvrdi
propoziciju P (npr. “ne postoji slobodna volja”), onda A mora biti u stanju
tvrditi ne-P. Stoga ako A nije sposoban tvrditi ne-P, zbog determinizma,
onda A nije opravdan tvrditi P. Dok se takvi argumenti Cesto pozivaju na
pr1n01pe koji su mnogima privlacni, poput principa da ‘treba’ 1rnphclra
‘moze’, takoder obvezuju na principe koji se Cine puno manje
UVJCIIJIVIma npr. princip da ‘treba’ implicira ‘sposobnost ne uciniti’ ili
princip da imati obvezu implicira odgovornost. Argumentiramo da su ovi
principi sporni te da ¢e biti teSko osmisliti valjani transcendentalni
argument bez njih.

Kljuéne rije€i: determinizam; epistemicki deontologizam; sloboda volje;
libertarijanizam; normativnost; ‘treba’ implicira ‘sposobnost ne uciniti’;
‘treba’ implicira ‘moze’; PAP; prakticni deontologizam; razlozi;
odgovornost; transcendentalni argumenti
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ABSTRACTS

DETERMINIZAM I MOC SUBDENJA. KRITIKA INDIREKTNOG
EPISTEMICKOG TRANSCENDENTALNOG ARGUMENTA ZA
SLOBODU

LUCA ZANETTI

SAZETAK

U nedavno objavljenoj knjizi pod naslovom Free will and epistemology,
Robert Lockie argumentira da je vjerovanje u determinizam
samopobijajuc¢e. Lockiejev argument ovisi o tvrdnji da smo obvezani
vrednovati opravdanost nasih vjerovanja oslanjaju¢i se na internalisticko
deontolosku koncepciju opravdanja. Medutim, pobornik determinizma
negira postojanje slobodne volje koja je potrebna kako bismo formirali
opravdana vjerovanja prema takvoj deontoloskoj koncepciji opravdanja.
Prema tome, u svjetlu onoga Sto pobornik determinizma prihvaéa, samo
vjerovanje u determinizam ne moze biti opravdano. Na temelju toga
Lockie argumentira da smo obvezani djelovati i vjerovati pod
pretpostavkom da smo slobodni. U ovom radu, razmatram i odbacujem
Lockiejev transcendentalni argument za slobodu. Njegov argument
pretpostavlja kako je pri donoSenju suda da je determinizam istinit,
pobornik determinizma obvezan smatrati da postoje epistemicke duznosti
— npr. duznost vjerovati da je determinizam istinit ili duznost ciljati da
vjerujemo istine o determinizmu. Argumentiram da se ova pretpostavka
temelji na pogresnoj koncepciji meduodnosa moci sudenja i obveza.

Kljuéne rijeci: epistemicka deontologija; sloboda volje; transcendentalni
argumenti; mo¢ sudenja

JE LI SKEPTICIZAM U POGLEDU SLOBODE VOLJE
SAMOPOBIJAJUCI?

SIMON-PIERRE CHEVARIE-COSSETTE
King’s College London

SAZETAK

Skeptici u pogledu slobode volje negiraju postojanje slobodne volje, to
jest mo¢ upravljanja ili kontrolu koja je potrebna za moralnu
odgovornost. Epikurejci tvrde da je to poricanje u nekom smislu
samopobijaju¢e. Kako bismo blagonaklono interpretirali epikurejsku
tvrdnju, prvo moramo shvatiti da propozicijski stavovi poput vjerovanja
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mogu biti samopobijaju!i, a ne same propozicije koje "ine sadr#aj tih
stavova. Dakle, vjerovanje u skepticizam u pogledu slobodne volje mo#e
biti samopobijaju!i. Optu#ba postaje uvjerljivija jer, kao %o je Epikur
pronicljivo prepoznao, postoji jaka veza izme% pona$anja i vjerovanja
te, stoga, izme% sadr#aja skepticizma u pogledu slobode volje (budu!i
da se radi o pona$anju) i stava koji uklju"uje vjerovanje u njega. Drugo,
moramo shvatiti da stav mo#e biti samopobijaju! i s obzirom na odre%ne
razloge. To zna"i da mo#e biti samopobijaju! e biti skeptik u pogledu
slobode volje s obzirom na odre%ne razloge, poput pretpostavljene
"injenice da nam nedostaje slobodnog prostora za djelovanje ili
izvornosti. Ta optu#ba je mnogo zanimljivija zbog epistemi"ke va#nosti
slobodnog prostora za djelovanje ili izvornosti. U kona"nici, epikurejska
optu#ba samopobijanja nije uspje$na. Ipak, ona skepticima donosi va#ne
lekcije. Najva#nija od njih je da skeptici u pogledu slobode volje trebaju
ili prihvatiti postojanje slobodnog prostora za djelovanje ili odbaciti
princip da “treba” implicira “mo#e”.

Klju 'ne rije!i: skepticizam u pogledu slobode volje; samopobijanje;
slobodni prostor; izvornost; Epikurej; “treba” implicira “mo#e”;
odgovornost; razlozi

KAKO ZNAMO DA SMO SLOBODNI?

TIMOTHY O’CONNOR

Indiana University

SA" ETAK

Prirodno smo skloni vjerovati o sebi i drugima da smo slobodni: da ono
%o radimo "esto, i u velikoj mjeri, “ovisi 0 nama” kroz upra#njavanje
mo!i izbora da u"inimo ili se suzdr#imo od poduzimanja jedne ili vi%e
alternativa kojih smo svjesni. U ovom "lanku istra#ujem izvor i
epistemi"ko opravdanje na$eg “uvjerenja u slobodu”. Predla#em teoriju
koja se (za razliku od ve! ine) ne oslanja previ$e na na% osobno iskustvo
izbora i djelovanja te umjesto toga uzima vjerovanje u slobodu kao a
priori opravdano. Nakon toga, razmotrit ! u mogu! e odgovore dostupne
kompatibilistima na tvrdnju nekih kompatibilista da “privilegirani”
epistemi"ki status uvjerenja o slobodi (koji moja teorija prihvala)
podrfava minimalisti"ki, a samim time i kompatibilisti"ki pogled na
prirodu same slobode.
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Klju I'ne rije!i: sloboda volje; iskustvo; nekompatibilizam; a prit
opravdanje; svjesnost; revizionizam

POJMOVNA NEMOGU " NOST TEORIJE POGRE#KE O
SLOBODI VOLJE

ANDREW J. LATHAM
The University of Sydney

SA$ETAK

Ovaj rad zalbe se za gletie o slobodi volje kojéfu nazvati pojmovne
nemogenost teorije pogrike o slobodi volie - teza o pojmovn
nemognosti. Argumentiratiu da s obzirom na pojam slobodne va
kakav stvarno koristimo, nije moge da su na sudovi o slobodnoj volji
- prosudbe o tome je li neka radnja slobodna ili ne - sustavno neis
Budu#i da za mnoge od tié postupaka smatramo da su slobodni, iz t
0 pojmovnoj nemoginosti slijedi da su mnogi hapostupci stvarnc
slobodni. 1z toga proizlazi da je teorija potke o slobodnoj volji -
gledi'te da nijedna prosudba koja ima formu Oradnja A je slob
izvr'enaO - nefpa. Prikazat#u da ozbiljno uzimanje u obzir teze
pojmovnoj nemog#nosti pomae ubiniti smislenim neke od naizgle
nekonzistentnih rezultata iz eksperimentalne filozofije o determinizi
pojmu slobode volje. Nadalje, navést neke razloge 2& bismo trebali
o%$ekivati da#emo prond sli$ne rezultate za svaki drugi faktor za ki
smatramo da je Van za slobodu volje.

Klju I'ne rije!i: sloboda volje; teorija pogtee; pojmovna nemodiost;
uvjetni pojam; eksperimentalna filozofija
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MO! EMO LI PREDVIDJETI SAMOUVJETOVANE
RADNJE?

AMIT PUNDIK

Tel Aviv University

SA!I ETAK

Ovaj rad ispituje Lockiejevu teoriju o libertarijanskom samobisienju

u svjetlu pitanja koje se odnosi na mbgaost predvianja: OM#gemo li

znati (ili opravdano vjerovati) kakbe slobodan djelatnik djelovati il
vjerojatno djelovati?O Argumentiram da, kad se Lockiejeva teorija 1
do logiki krajnjih granica, slobodne radnje se ne mogu predvidjeti u
kojoj mjeri tabnosti, $ak i ako imaju vjerojatnosti, one se ne mogu zn
No, predl#&em da je ta implikacija njegove teorije zapravo korisna
maote objasniti i opravdati vau karakteristiku praksi koje koristimo :z
utvrl ivanje je li netko kriv za odteeni postupak: rfdnegativan stas
prema upotrebi prediktivne dokazne !gga

Klju "ne rije"i: sloboda volje; uzi@nost; objektivha vjerojatnost
determinizam; krivna odgovornost; Dennett; pretahje; Lockie

Prijevod: Marko Jurjako i Jelena Kopdjti
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