[bookmark: _Int_VAJhuKrB]Compatibilism is the concept that people can still have some form of free will even within in a deterministic world. In this essay, classical compatibilism and Frankfurt’s compatibilism will be the two forms that are discussed; however, it is important to note there are other forms of compatibilism. Thomas Hobbes and David Hume were both empirical philosophers who are often credited with developing compatibilism.[footnoteRef:363] However, it is important to note that there were some philosophers before Hobbes and Hume who developed some compatibilistic ideas, instead of fully formed compatibilist accounts. The Cambridge dictionary defines empirical as, “based on what is experienced or seen rather than theory.”[footnoteRef:14508] [363:  Duncan, Stewart, Thomas Hobbes, https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/hobbes/ edn, 2024 vols (2024) <https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/hobbes/> [accessed 12th October 2024]
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[bookmark: _Int_RhWLz817][bookmark: _Int_E7PljWej][bookmark: _Int_8vsezbOy]There are three premises related to determinism and free will, and it is largely accepted that only two can be true at the same time. Premise one is that the world is determined by nature and the past as we can observe this; this premise could be seen as being based on empirical observation, as it is possible to see how nature and past events lead to future events. Premise two is that free will is the ability to be able to do otherwise; in this sense when making a choice it should be truly up to the individual. Premise three is that we have free will. Hard determinists accept premise one and premise two, but reject premise three. Libertarians accept premise two and three, but reject premise one. Compatibilists generally accept premise one and three, but reject premise two, however there are some compatibilistic ideas that accept all three premises. 
This essay will aim to provide arguments that support the idea that at least some forms of compatibilism can successfully account for free will existing within a deterministic world, when revised and combined with early compatibilist-like ideas; while considering potential arguments against this point of view.
[bookmark: _Int_5kF4NFXb]One argument against compatibilism, that is made by both hard determinists and libertarians, is that these views are incompatible, as they are the complete opposite to each other. This view is known as incompatibilism. An incompatiblist would make the argument that a person performs an action, such as eating cake, of that person’s own free will, if the person has control over that action. The person has control over the action only if that person has the ability to select among alternative courses of action to eating the cake, such as being able to eat an apple instead. The ability to be able to have done otherwise is seen as a libertarian definition of free will. This definition of free will is accepted by both hard determinists and libertarians, although the hard determinists reject that people have this ability. If determinism is true, then only one future is possible and is fixed by the past and the laws of nature. If only one future is possible, then there are no alternative courses of action, which means the person, when eating cake instead of an apple, could not have chosen to do otherwise. Thus, if determinism is true, it is not possible that a person can perform any act of their own free will.[footnoteRef:19159] [19159: McKenna, Michael&nbsp and D. Justin Coates, Compatibilism, https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/compatibilism/ edn, 2024 vols (2024) <https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/compatibilism/> [accessed 12th October 2024]
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Furthermore, some of the arguments against classical compatibilism may provide more evidence for incompatibilism. Classical compatibilism, which was developed by Hobbes and Hume, makes the argument that what we truly mean by free will is that we are able to enact our desires, even if our desires are what determine us to act. For example, if a person desires cake and can buy cake from a shop without any external factors preventing them from doing so, then they have free will, as they have been able to act on their desire. Whereas if someone prevents this person from buying cake from the shop, then an external factor has stopped this person from being able to act on their desire, which means that they no longer have free will. 
However, there are at least two problems with the classical compatibilist account. The first is that when the classical compatibilist defines free will as a person being able to enact on their desires, this does not seem to be free will as traditionally thought of, as there is no sense of choice. The compatibilist's ‘free will’ seems to be about whether someone can act in the way they want, which comes across more as political freedom than free will. The reason that the classical compatibilist’s free will seems like political freedom, is that this type of freedom involves the person being free from coercion and to a reasonable degree being able to act in accordance with their needs and wants.[footnoteRef:7545] Likewise, the classical compatibilist's free will is about a person being able to act on their desires without something external preventing them.[footnoteRef:1319] However, the classical compatibilist could argue that they are discussing free will in their account of compatibilism, as they are rejecting the libertarian definition of free will and using their own definition. Classical compatibilists reject the libertarian definition of free will as they do not think it is needed for an individual to act on their desires. This would allow classical compatibilists to say that what is seen as political freedom is free will to them. In contrast, this counterargument still does not get away from the fact that the classical compatibilist's definition of free will does not involve any sense of choice. The second problem is that the classical compatibilist acknowledges that all our actions are just a product of our desires and that our desires are deterministic. This, and the previous argument made against the classical compatibilist account, implies that this form of compatibilism never actually leaves determinism and as such is unsuccessful in providing an account of free will co-existing within a deterministic world. [7545:  Neumann, Franz, 'The Concept of Political Freedom', Columbia Law Review, 53 (1953), 901 <https://www.jstor.org/stable/1119178?seq=1> [accessed 17th October 2024]
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In contrast, compatibilism still may be able to provide a compelling account of free will co-existing with determinism, as there are other forms which may avoid falling into the same trap as classical compatibilism, of never actually leaving determinism. One of these forms is Frankfurt’s compatibilism. This form of compatibilism was developed by Harry Frankfurt. Frankfurt was a moral philosopher and professor at Princeton University, known for his work on free will and moral responsibility.[footnoteRef:12091] Frankfurt’s compatibilism starts off by arguing that the Libertarian definition of free will is insufficient, as it is possible to make a free choice without being able to have done otherwise. For example, person A is going to vote for political party 1 and was always going to do so. Person B is worried that person A may choose to vote for political party 2, so they put in a device in person A’s brain which will activate if person A thinks about voting for political party 2 and it will make them vote for political party 1. Person A voted for political party 1 as they always intended to do, so this device never activated, thus person A acted freely despite not being able to do otherwise.[footnoteRef:26739] It is possible to argue that Frankfurt has demonstrated that in theory, free will does not require the ability to do otherwise. However, this example given is not realistic, and is not a real-world scenario, because something like Frankfurt’s example is extremely unlikely to happen. [12091:  Saxon, J. and amie, Harry Frankfurt, Renowned Moral Philosopher, ‘gentle Spirit’ and Surprise New York Times Bestselling Author, Dies at 94, https://www.princeton.edu/news/2023/08/01/harry-frankfurt-renowned-moral-philosopher-gentle-spirit-and-surprise-new-york edn, 2024 vols (2023) <https://www.princeton.edu/news/2023/08/01/harry-frankfurt-renowned-moral-philosopher-gentle-spirit-and-surprise-new-york> [accessed 19th October 2024]
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Moreover, Frankfurt continues his argument for this type of compatibilism by using the concept of higher order desires. Frankfurt states that there are first order desires that are an individual’s wants about things other than desires, such as desiring cake. Frankfurt also stated that there are second order desires, which are a person’s desires about their desires, such as desiring to not have the desire to eat cake as they want to be seen as a healthy person.  If an individual’s first and second order desires do not match up, then that person is not free as they are being determined by their strongest urge.[footnoteRef:25934]  [25934:  What is Compatibilism? (Free Will), https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7x2Jlg8pqwY&t=317s edn, 2024 vols (2021b) <https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7x2Jlg8pqwY&t=317s> [accessed 15th October 2024]
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Whereas if a person brings their first and second order desires into alignment then they are free, as they have chosen what desire to have, and have not just given into their strongest urge. This avoids falling into the same trap as classical compatibilism of never leaving determinism; by arguing that desires do not have to determine people as they are able to choose the desires they have, through matching up their second and first order desires.[footnoteRef:31116] In contrast, it could be argued that Frankfurt’s compatibilism may fall into the trap of accepting the libertarian definition of free will, despite being a compatibilist account. For example, Frankfurt wants to draw a distinction between a kleptomaniac who desires to have the desire to steal, and does have the desire to steal, and a drug addict who desires to have the desire to take drugs and does have this desire, by arguing that the kleptomaniac wants the desire to steal, thus they can be held morally responsible. Frankfurt argues that the kleptomaniac should be held morally responsible for their behaviour as they have chosen this with their own free will, as their first and second order desires on stealing match up.  Whereas Frankfurt states that because the drug addict has the desire to desire taking drugs then the drug addict should not be held morally responsible as they could not have done anything other than take drugs.[footnoteRef:27561] However, holding the kleptomaniac, but not holding the drug addict morally responsible seems to be incoherent. This could be fixed if the argument was made that the drug addict has an addiction, which means that they could not choose to want to have the desire to not want drugs, whereas the kleptomaniac could just be classed is an immoral behaviour. This would mean the kleptomaniac can choose to have the desire to not desire stealing, but just does not choose this. However, there are two problems with this. The first is that kleptomania is an impulsive control disorder and as such share some similarities with addiction.[footnoteRef:5872] The similarity that furthers this argument is that that both a kleptomaniac and an addict have urges to engage in a specific behaviour, which should mean that either both the addict and kleptomaniac can choose the desire to not desire their impulsive behaviours, or they are not capable of this. The second problem is that Frankfurt arguing that the drug addict could not have done otherwise, because they desire to have the desire to take drugs, seems to be using a libertarian definition of free will to judge moral responsibility. Despite this, compatibilists such as Frankfurt claim that the libertarian definition of free will should be rejected.[footnoteRef:30471]  [31116:  What is Compatibilism? (Free Will), https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7x2Jlg8pqwY&t=317s edn, 2024 vols (2021b) <https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7x2Jlg8pqwY&t=317s> [accessed 15th October 2024]
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On the other hand, if Frankfurt’s compatibilism is revised based on some of his foundations, then his compatibilist account may be able to overcome falling into the trap of accepting the libertarian definition of free will, and then Frankfurt’s compatibilism should be able to provide a compelling account of free will and determinism co-existing. It could be argued that if what makes a person have free will is their first and second order desires matching up, then both the kleptomaniac and drug addict should be held at least somewhat morally responsible for their behaviour. As the kleptomaniac desires to have the desire to steal, and the drug addict desires to have the desire to take drugs, both the kleptomaniac and the drug addict have chosen through their own free will to have these desires. This would imply that the kleptomaniac and the drug addict are at least somewhat responsible for their actions.
A further revision that could be made to Frankfurt’s compatibilism to help overcome the problem of his compatibilist account accepting the libertarian definition of free will is to reject the idea that this definition of free will should be denied entirely and that this definition does have a place in what constitutes someone having free will. This can be done by incorporating into Frankfurt’s compatibilism some of the compatibilist-like ideas that Aristotle wrote about virtue ethics, which as a consequence also discussed determinism and free will.[footnoteRef:3156] Aristotle was an ancient Greek Aristotle who contributed to the development of logic, science and dialectic in the ancient world.[footnoteRef:32094] Aristotle argued that people can be held morally responsible for actions they freely chose, while acknowledging that our inclinations are not voluntary like our actions.[footnoteRef:21753] For example, someone who has anger issues may not have control over the fact that they are predisposed to be more likely to punch someone in a fit of rage, but they do have at least some control over whether they chose the action of punching someone. [3156: Aristotle,  Nichomachean Ethics, Nicomachean Ethics () [accessed 17th October 2024]
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A way to combine Frankfurt’s compatibilism and Aristotle’s compatibilistic ideas is to accept part of the libertarian definition of free will, that we have free will if we can do otherwise, and to add to the definition that another part of free will is also having an individual’s first and second order desires aligned. This would mean that both the kleptomaniac who desires to have the desire to steal and does have this desire, and the drug addict who desires to have the desire to take drugs and does have this desire can be held morally responsible: while they both have inclinations towards their behaviours, they can still ultimately choose to not have the desire to steal and to not have the desire to take drugs. Therefore, Frankfurt's compatibilism, when revised through Frankfurt’s own foundations and Aristotle’s compatibilistic ideas, can provide a successful account of determinism and free will co-existing.
In conclusion, classical compatibilism is unsuccessful in providing an account of free will existing within a determined world, whereas Frankfurt's compatibilism can provide a successful account of determinism and free will co-existing when some of the ideas of it are revised and combined with Aristotle's compatibilist-like ideas. Therefore, some forms of compatibilism can provide a successful account of determinism and free will co-existing.
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