PHIL 1115  Lec 16    Free Will and Determinism

free agents.?    
or cogs in the machine.?

-------------------------------------------

The Road not taken...       Robert Frost

Two roads diverged in a yellow wood,


And sorry I could not travel both


And be one traveler, long I stood


And looked down one as far as I could


To where it bent in the undergrowth;
        

Then took the other, as just as fair,


And having perhaps the better claim,


Because it was grassy and wanted wear;


....

I shall be telling this with a sigh


Somewhere ages and ages hence:


Two roads diverged in a wood, and I-


I took the one less traveled by,


And that has made all the difference.

(This poem is incomplete here, but easy to find on the web...)

-------------------------------

Bertrand Russell:

If when a man writes a poem or commits a murder, the bodily movements involved in his act result solely from physical causes, it would seem absurd to put up a statue to him in the one case and to hang him in the other. 

-----------------------------

Carl Jung

Without freedom there can be no morality. 

-----------------------------

Challenges to the existence 
of free will

The challenge from Logic 
The challenge from Theology 
The challenge from Science

---------------------------------

Daniel Dennett:  Elbow Room: The Varieties of Free Will Worth Wanting

Nature has played a devious trick on us. 

Dennett's book suggests we should grin and bear it. 

------------------------------------

Genetic Determinism?   Movie:  The Bad Seed

------------------------------------

.Freud and Skinner.

-----------------------------------

Why do people behave the way they do?

Human nature -  

Environment -

Psychology - 

Social factors - 

Genetics - 

-------------------------------------

Questions

Are people free to do what they want?

Are they free to want what they want?

Is it all or nothing?

Is there such a thing as moral responsibility?

-----------------------------------

Definitions:
Determinism


The doctrine that every fact in the universe is guided entirely by law. 
   

Everything that happens must happen exactly the way it happens because all matter is governed by laws of cause and effect.   

---------------------------------

Definitions:   Indeterminism


Theory of the freedom of the will:   That people (at least sometimes) have and make real choices

-------------------------------

Definitions:  Soft  determinism (aka compatibilism)
· The thesis that both determinism and free action can be true – That it is possible to have free choice even though determinism is true 

· That it is possible to be determined even though free choice is true

· Allows for moral responsibility in a determined world

---------------------

Free Will: merely freedom from compulsion?

Free will is often defined as actions decided on or carried out without compulsion

Is this good enough?

-------------------------------

The challenge from Logic:

Aristotle's Logic 
On Interpretation (9) 

Contradiction:   a pair of propositions, one of which asserts what the other denies

The temperature will go above freezing tomorrow.  

The temperature will not go above freezing tomorrow. 
  

Law of the Excluded Middle:  of every such contradiction, one member must be true and the other false

---------------------------------

Aristotle's example.

There will be a sea-battle tomorrow.

There will not be a sea-battle tomorrow.

----------------------------------

Orange juice example:    


One of these statements is true         
One is false


· I will drink orange juice tomorrow

· I will not drink orange juice tomorrow    
Art:   Fernando Botero

"Law of excluded middle" says there is no other alternative

-----------------------------------

Aristotle's conclusion?

Nothing is possible except 
what actually happens

-------------------------------

Aristotle's solution?

He re-examines the law of the excluded middle:  that in any pair of contradictory statements, one must be true and the other false 


He questions the law of bivalence:  every proposition is either true or false

He accepts that some propositions are true at some times but not at others (depending on the future.)

----------------------------------

Schroedinger's Cat      Wanted:  Dead and Alive

----------------------------------

The Challenge from Theology

An omniscient God knows all, including the future.

Where is there room for free will?

-------------------------

Fatalism

Determinism with a theological bent.  

That God predetermines all human activity.

John Calvin -- predestination

--------------------------------

The Challenge from Science

----------------------

Determinist syllogisms  (p 229)

Every event has its explanatory cause.

Every human choice or action is an event.

Therefore, every human choice or action has its explanatory cause.

Every human choice or action has its explanatory cause.

To have explanatory causes is not to be free.

Therefore, no human choice or action is free.

-------------------------

Determinist Tenets:

Every event has a cause, (and so)

No one ever acts freely.

---------------------------

An Argument for Hard Determinism:

1. People are wholly a part of nature.

2. Every event in nature is determined by necessary and immutable natural laws.

3. If (1) & (2), then every event involving people is determined by necessary and immutable natural laws.

4. If (3), then no one ever acts freely

5. Therefore, no one ever acts freely.   





(after Partee)

-----------------------------

Opposing Arguments for Free Will.

Argument from feeling of freedom

1. Sometimes I feel that my actions are free.

2. If sometimes I feel that my actions are free, then sometimes I act freely.

3. If sometimes I act freely, then hard determinism is false.

4. Therefore, hard determinism is false.

---------------------------------

Argument from choice

1. Sometimes we choose an action.

2. If sometimes we choose an action, then sometimes we act freely.

3. If sometimes we act freely, then hard determinism is false.

4. Therefore, hard determinism is false.

-------------------------------------

Argument from self-control

1. Sometimes I choose contrary to my desires.

2. If sometimes I choose contrary to my desires, then sometimes I act freely.

3. If sometimes I act freely, then hard determinism is false.

4. Therefore, hard determinism is false.

---------------------------------------

KEY INDETERMINIST TENETS:

The principle of universal causation is false (i.e. not every event has a cause).


People sometimes act freely.


People are morally responsible for their free actions and the consequences of those actions. 

-------------------------------

INDETERMINIST ARGUMENT FROM MORAL RESPONSIBILITY
People are sometimes morally responsible for their actions

If people are sometimes morally responsible for their actions, then people sometimes act freely.

If people sometimes act freely, then hard determinism is false.

Therefore, hard determinism is false.

----------------------------------

LAMONT'S ARGUMENTS FOR INDETERMINISM 

- Our intuition that our choices are free is so strong that it places the burden of proof on the determinist to show that they are not.

- According to determinism, under the law we must view virtuous actions in the same way we view actions of insanity: the agent had no choice, but was compelled to act in a certain way. But we can't and don't view them that way, so determinism must be false.

- Many words such as regret, forbearance, and self-restraint lose their meaning under determinism. Our use of these words suggests that we should believe in indeterminism.

- Moral responsibility only makes sense if indeterminism is true.

----------------------------------

STACE'S FORMULATION OF SOFT DETERMINISM

Acts freely done are those whose immediate causes are psychological states in the agent. 

Acts not freely done are those whose immediate causes are states of affairs external to the agent.              





W. T. Stace

---------------------------------

OUTLINING THE INCOMPATIBILITY OF MORAL RESPONSIBILITY AND UNIVERSAL CAUSATION

Every event has a cause.

If (1), then every current action is part of a causal chain of events stretching back far into the past.

If (2), then no one currently has control over what events take place.

If (3), then people are not morally responsible for their actions or the consequences of those actions.


Therefore, people are not morally responsible for their actions or the consequences of those actions.

---------------------------------

ANOTHER FORMULATION OF SOFT DETERMINISM.

A. Every event has an antecedent cause, but nonetheless

B. People do sometimes act freely.

-----------------------------------

The point being made here.

that the freedom relevant to moral responsibility is freedom from compulsion or restraint  (not freedom from causation). 

-----------------------------------

A good question.

Given that I acted in response to my inner desires, wishes etc, could I in fact have decided differently?   I appear to have chosen what I wanted.  But could I have wanted something different?

"How many things there
 are a man can do without."  Socrates

---------------------------
Immanuel Kant

Practical Reason vs. Pure Reason
---------------------------

Jean-Paul Sartre   
Freedom and morality.

We are condemned to be free.

Existence precedes essence.

There is not a single one of our acts which does not at the same time create an image of man as we think he ought to be.  To choose to be this or that is to affirm at the same time the value of what we choose.

---------------------------------

Viktor Frankl

"No matter what the circumstances we find ourselves, we always retain the last of human freedoms - the ability to choose one's attitude in a given set of circumstances."

------------------------------

Free will:
         illusive or merely elusive?

--------------------------------

