


Free Will

Does our inability absolutely to control what kind of person we are mean that we lack free will?
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By Nicola Sperry 



In this essay, I will be comparing three different views of free will to give the contrast of what will inevitably lead to my own conclusion on the question asked. My first view will be that of Hard determinism, my second will be that of compatibilism, and finally libertarianism. I will outline what each one means for me, and will create a centre argument for all of them in which will outline what my view is on the subject.

Through reading and lectures I will try to explain each component of the free will discussion. My own views tend to sway more towards compatibilism and would tend to answer the question in a way that really allows for both views, a kind of middle ground. I believe that we have free will within the constraints of natural laws and that of societal laws, so although we do not have complete control over what person we are does not necessarily mean that we lack complete free will. Please see below how I came to this conclusion, and also to show my own view of what each comparing subject means.

First of all, hard determinism means to me that all is determined by causation of the event before and thus forever going on and on, in my view this brings up certain constraints in which this view would take the responsibility away from say an act of injustice to another. If things can only be a certain way and no other and you do not have a choice in anything, then that in itself would mean you can justify a person’s actions shrugging things off and stating, “oh well its meant to be this way, I had no control”.
This could be seen as a destructive way in my eyes, which would be very hard to pinpoint certain individuals for their wrong doing, or behaviours. 
I suppose you could agree that there is determinism in play, but for me hard determinism leaves out too many other factors to take into consideration. I suppose there could be the argument that everything is a causation of one thing and then to another and so on, as to be seen as a kind of domino effect, with no room for a spontaneous event, if this was to be true then wouldn’t we be able to predict all things? The biggest issue for me with hard determinism is that we as humans like to attach an action to a person and the blame to individual(s) and with this view although they say you would still prosecute a person, I feel it would be difficult and also contradicting to the view overall. I could agree in part with determinism, as with experiences I have had the times that I have pushed for things have mostly not turned out the way I would have chosen, but then things I have not chosen, or somewhat resisted seem to have worked out a lot better. Could this be that my choices had already been pre-determined? And even if I see that I myself have chosen A or B, and that I chose, would the nature of things bounce me back to the only choice that could have ever been made?


Now onto compatibilism; to me it seems that compatibilism is the middle ground in which free will is compatible with determinism, let me explain my view of this; for me there is certain natural laws which determine our natural world in which we can either fight or go with these laws of nature. It makes complete sense to me that we should examine and explore the world in which we live to enable us to piece together how things are through scientific endeavours, as to try and create a picture of how the world works, and our part within it. Now free will comes into the equation as we would have a choice as to whether to fight them or go with these laws of natural determinism, if we chose to go with them, then wouldn’t that be really the only real choice we would be able to make? 
One could say that our behaviour is pre-determined due to the facts that we have been shaped and moulded a certain way through influences in which we can’t control, but that still doesn’t take into consideration that we have the choice to change these unconscious behaviours by simply becoming aware of them or so called shining light on them, either by means of our own perceptions or that of others.
[bookmark: _GoBack]All other choices would then seem to be confined in the illusion of complete free choice, within the paradigms of our cultural, societal and family beliefs. In this being of human we have to accept that we are constrained to a certain amount of choices. I suppose compatibilism does leave out the fact that how could free will be accepted, or seen to be compatible with determinism as they are so opposite? For me it seems that determinism and free will are of the same coin and that within the restriction of free will there is still a choice to be made, and no matter how restricted we become we still get to choose how to react? Just because we cannot control everything in our life’s does not mean that we lack free will, to me it is liberating to know that no matter what the physical material restrictions maybe we still have that choice how to act.


Finally, I will talk about what libertarianism sums up for me; Libertarianism to me sees that there is no deterministic nature of our being and that we are free to choose, that there are no limits to our choices only that what we limit ourselves? I can see that this could be a workable way of thinking and that it certainly would lend way to the fact that we are all responsible for the choices we make, and in this that we shape our own lives, but for me it leaves out the fact of natural laws within our lives and which can influence our choices, as well as psychological attributes on a day to day basis, along with the confinements of our society. For me then it tends to lend way to the questions for me, as to if this can really be as free willed as we would like it to be? And are we not all confined in some sort of structured determinism?
Liberalism does however, I find lend way to the fact that we can’t directly take responsibility for these laws (they are beyond our capabilities) so in fact it isn’t within our control which means it doesn’t constitute as taking away our own free will, as it is beyond human control?

My final conclusion would be to go with compatibilism as it gives space to know that maybe we are determined by the way in which we lead our lives and go about our choices due to confinements that are beyond our control, and this has to be considered surely as taking the whole into account and not just in part, and also knowing that within these determinism’s we have a choice to make, and have the responsibility to shape who we are and what we stand for. So, the answer to the question would then be; yes, we have some kind of free will to choose but not in a way that we can determine our own existence and that of the planets. For example; if I were to say, “I would love to jump out of the window and fly over those hills right there” you wouldn’t just think I was mad, you would also think this wouldn’t end well. And you would be right; the law of gravity would have me plummeting to the ground. To me this brings up the deterministic laws of nature, and by science and reason we know what does and does not really work for us. Of course, we can choose whether to go with or against these deterministic properties that are beyond human control, and in return allowing our species to be wholly functioning and reasoning within our environments. I think compatibilism would be a good view in which it would drive us to have a deeper connection to our environment, but at the same time allowing the space for us to choose and know that our choices can be inclusive within the whole. with this view, it does not take away our ability to choose either (as in determinism you might think there was no point in choosing as all is as it should be and never any different).


My favourite quote is by Arthur Schopenhauer (1788-1860)
"Man can do what he wills but he cannot will what he wills”
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