
Critically assess the compatibilist account of free will.
Critically assessing the compatibilist account of free will can be broken down by answering this basic question: Can free will be consistent and compatible with a determined world of laws, causes and effects. In order to come to a satisfactory answer for that question we must first raise some other questions. What exactly does one mean by ‘free will’, and how is it free if it is also determined? Does a determined world by default exclude the possibility of a subjective agent enforcing a will towards outcomes in the world? These are just some of the questions that will need considering in order to give an assessment of the compatibilist account. 	Comment by Elis Williams-Huw (2100766): Aren’t you breaking it down by by critically assessing it? Or is that by answering, can free will be consistent and compatible with a determined… that it will then be broken down by the question itself? 	Comment by Elis Williams-Huw (2100766): Or is it by some other means you have broken this down and the question is the result of that? 	Comment by Elis Williams-Huw (2100766): Laws? Which laws the political ones? You then wrote cause and effect which I believe to be another law so one could be led to assume that you mean universal laws. 	Comment by Elis Williams-Huw (2100766): In answering the first part what is meant by freewill you can come to know how it works with determinism. Perhaps change the question, in a determined world can the will be free? 

Then explain once answering the question that you will take it by a linguistic account, separating the will and free, and determined factors. 
One may ask about the relevance of the compatibilist account for free will. Moral responsibility and judgements are closely connected to agents being judged for their actions. Similarly the court of law is an example of close scrutiny into the responsibility of agents actions. Does the truth and application of justice, punishment, praise and reward depend on the claim that agents have the will to choose one possibility over another? Perhaps even more pressingly, how should one view their own lives if it turns out true that the world is determined and that free will is a false notion? Needless to say, analysing compatibilism philosophically runs very quickly into the scrutiny of some crucial viewpoints that informs some basic assumptions on morality, law and general metaphysics. Take for example when I go into my bedroom and make a big mess. Rubbish under the bed, books layed out on the floor and dirty clothes scattered around. When my grandmother comes in and sees the mess, she would say that it’s my fault. And the common sense approach means that she would say it’s my fault. This follows from the common but fair assumption, that before making the mess I did,  I could have done otherwise. That I made a choice. But it even if I did have no (or very little) control over my circumstances and actions regarding the room, we could still say that it was my fault (Inwagen 2008). Regardless of the degree my will has control, I find myself in situations where I am expected to feel a ceetain obligation to the circumstances I am in. If someone drives home after a few drinks, and a child runs across the road late at night in a rural area, we don’t want the person in the car to run away. It is at the very least pragmatic (or determined) to assign blame in this case, and praise when somebody’s actions are deemed noteworthy, albeit without all factors being under control of the will.

By analysing the concept of free will, we can later use this analysis to assess whether ot not it is compatible with determinism. I understand free will to mean the ability to do otherwise, in line with other scholars (Inwagen 1975, 188). When I go to the bar and order a drink, is it the case that I can wilfully choose cider instead of wine or beer. Is there an ability or power to have done otherwise (Inwagen 1975, 188)? Furthermore, is the subject in question only responsible for actions fully/partially under his control? Moral luck is an idea that suggests there are many things outside of his control. Constitutive moral luck are the charac ujteristics such as genetics, temperament. Circumstantial moral luck describes the various situations different agents find themselves in without having full control of the circumstances. There are other kinds, however the key point is, it is difficult to argue the fact that most if not all agents are not in full control of their actions and circumstances (Ewing 1951, 200). It seems then that a compatibilist account of free will has to justify a definition of free will that is logically compatible with a deterministic world. If the things that are out of an agents control are all subtracted from our moral judgements of others, what then is left for us to judge? Surely it must be something like the ability to do or not do one thing or another.
Peter Van Inwagen suggests three points to help narrow down an answer: (Inwagen 2008)
· The seemingly unanswerable arguments for the incompatibility of free will and determinism are in fact answerable
· The seemingly unanswerable arguments for the incompatibility of free will and indeterminism are in fact answerable
· The seemingly unanswerable arguments for the conclusion that the existence of moral responsibility entails the existence of free will are in fact answerable
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