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'PRELIMINARY QUIZ

Graded iClicker QUIZ: Select the best single answer

1) Which of the following is not an example of the ‘reactive attitudes”
Strawson thinks we have towards the will of other people?
(A) Gratitude
(B) Resentment
(C) Fear
(D) Moral indignation

PHILOSOPHY A294/H295: - Today:
FREE WILL IN THOUGHT Day 10-11: -review of compatibilism vs. incompatibilism
AND ACTION Strawson’s Reactive *how reactive attitudes relate to the question
Attitudes - Next time:

DR. BEN BAYER ibili
Compatibilism *how this supports a new kind of compatibilism

“OPTIMISTS AND PESSIMISTS” ‘ “OPTIMISTS AND PESSIMISTS”
ik i sl otk s 1o ol sl which - Strawson describes a debate
(A) Compatibilism ll between optimists aﬂdpE'SS/m/StS..,
b U i it il book *P.F. Strawson (1919-2006)

*Recall our definitions: -British philosopher at Oxford

€ Compatibilism is the thesis that acts can be free even If

determinism is true. sinvolved in “ordinary language philosophy”
&3 Incompatibilism is the thesis that acts cannot be free if -stresses importance of common sense distinctions
determinism is true. -similar to Reid...

- compatibilism is: it allows for freedom even if
determinism is true

(but that’s only /fit’s determinism a serious
nossibilityv)

-unlike Reid, favors the “optimistic”
compatibilist side (with reservations)....

“OPTIMISTS AND PESSIMISTS” ' THE REACTIVE ATTITUDES
*Q: Why be pessimistic about the worth of - These are what is missing
pun/S/)menl’ |f determinism iS true? iCIiskerQ: W7hlch does one feel most immediately about someone who has stolen
-gegegﬁ?g:r‘ljt criminals don’t deSerE' (::)eGsrg:,i?::(; (B) Resentment (C) Fear (D) Moral indignation
uni

iClicker Q: Which feeling makes us want to reward someone who returns the

NaYl H i : stolen goods and punishes the criminal?
Q' H_OW COUId an optimist JUStlfy (A) Gratitude (B) Resentment (C) Fear (D) Moral indignation
punishment?

iClicker Q: Which feeling most makes us want to punish a person who has stolen

‘punishment determines better behavior someone else’s goods?
-criminals WhO act on f/]E/f dE'S/I'ES (VS (A) Gratitude (B) Resentment (C) Fear (D) Moral indignation
compulsion) are most in need of punishment *(A), (B), and (D) are all express a belief in

. Pessimists: “something is still missing” moral responsibility for crime/punishment
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THE REACTIVE ATTITUDES

- “Reactive attitudes” are feelings we
feel about the good or ill will of othé

ex.  We resentthe ill-will of the criminal.
We are gratefulfor the good will of the rescuer of our goods /punisher of the criminal.

We are morally indignant at the ill-will of the criminal who victimized a friend.

- Q: Why isn’t fearthis kind of attitude?
-we can fear non-human beings, e.g., animals

*Q: What more does resentment express?

‘we want to feel respected by those who know us
-animals don’t know us, their behavior matters less

'INHIBITION OF REACTIVE ATTITUDES

*The conditions under which we stop
feeling these attitudes are instructive

- Condition I: We learn mitigating_ Nl
circumstances of the action 'V

|

He stole some bread from mel (Resentment)
But he actually thought | was giving him some for free. (Mo resentment)

iClicker Q: Does determinism imply that nobody knows what he is doing?
(A) Yes (B) No
-Strawson: this is exceptional, so determinism
doesn’t threaten universal non-resentment
«if it did, no one would bear us ill will!

INHIBITION OF REACTIVE ATTITUDES

*The conditions under which we stop
feeling these attitudes are instructive

* Condition 2. We learn mitigating_ et
facts about the agent’s situation g™+

=

He stole some bread from me! (Resentmend
But he was hypnotized when he did it. (Vo resentmend

wrm—ra |
iClicker Q: Does determinism imply that everybody is hypnotized?
(A) Yes (B) No
-Strawson: also exceptional, so determinism
doesn’t threaten universal non-resentment

'INHIBITION OF REACTIVE ATTITUDES

*The conditions under which we stop
feeling these attitudes are instructive

- Condition 3: We learn mitigatin/gd il |
facts about the agent as a whole >
He stole some bread from me! (Resentrment) E ﬁ
But he is a hopeless schizophrenic. (Vo resentment) *
‘unlike previous cases, this demands that we
think of the agent as an object to be managed

roccasions dropping reactive attitudes for
“objective attitudes

INHIBITION OF REACTIVE ATTITUDES

 Condition 3. We learn mitigating
facts about the agent as a whole

-Q: Will Strawson think determinism
threatens that this condition be universal?

[T]he participant attitude, and the personal reactive attitudes in general, tend to

give place, and, it is judged to be civilized, should give place, to objective attitudes,
just in so far as the agent is seen as excluded from ordinary human relationships by
deep-rooted psychological abnormality—or simply by being a child. But it cannot be
a consequence of any thesis which is not itself self-contradictory that abnormality is '
~- Strawson, “Freedom and Resentment,” pg. 157 4

the universal condition.

_'this is an ordinary contrast he
- thinks we can’t abolish by theory

'INHIBITION OF REACTIVE ATTITUDES

« Condition 3: We learn mitigating
facts about the agent as a whole
-BUT: we can come to see people as objects
without thinking of them as damaged
He stole some bread from mel (Reseniment
His hand enly moved because of a signal from his brain. (No résentment)
-we may do this to get comfort from
_distance
~;dr we may do it just out of curiosity
" to think about how the person works
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INHIBITION OF REACTIVE ATTITUDES

« Condition 3. We learn mitigating
facts about the agent as a whole
-BUT: we can come to see people as objects
without thinking of them as damaged
-Can determinism use this “resource” to
threaten moral responsibilit,

. STAY TUNED...

PHILOSOPHY A294/H295:

FREE WILL IN THOUGHT Day 11: ,
AND ACTION Strawson’s

Reactive Attitudes
DR. BEN BAYER | Compatibilism

'REACTIVE ATTITUDES: A REVIE

*We surveyed conditions under whi
inhibit their reactive attitudes:
ex.  He stole some bread from el (Resenrmenﬁ
1. Inhibition by ¢ I ing cire es of action.
But he actually thought | was giving him some for free. (Vo resentment)
2. Inhibition by considering mitigating circumstances of agent:
But he was hypnotized when he did it. (Vo resentment)
3. inhibition by considering agent as a whole:
But he Is a hopeless schizophrenic. (Mo resentment)

*Q: Why did Strawson deny determinism would
encourage these inhibitions?
-all are exceptional abnormalities
‘no theory can imply that everything is abnormal

REACTIVE ATTITUDES: A REVIE

-But one kind of inhibition remai

ex.  He stole sere bread from mel (Resentrment
3 Inhlb/ﬁ@n by éanslaeﬂng ag@nf as a wﬁa/e

b) But hls hand only moved because of a slgnal frorn his brain. (Vo resentment
-we have the resource of taking the objective
attitude towards normal people, so as to:
+gain comfort from distance
*pursue scientific curiosity
> would determinism encourage
this kind of inhibition?

T INISM & THE OBJECTIVE ATTITUDE
does Strawson evaluate this

rgument?

"’mé'adopt the objective attitude toward normal people if we have sufficient reason to.
2. We adopt the objective attitude towards mentally abnormal people.

3 H . ;

4. So, people’s actions’ being determined is reason to adopt the objective attitude.

58
6. So, if determinism is true, we will adopt the objective attitude toward all normal people.

-Strawson’s objection: (4) is not
(1) through (3) are all true 3
“but (4) does not follow from (1)-(3 .&r\ﬂ
*so (4) cannot justify (6)
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TE INISM & THE OBJECTIVE ATTITUDE

1at does Strawson think /s the reason
ct|ng to abnormal people?

m"adopt the objective attitude toward normal people if we have sufficient reason to.

. We adopt the objective attitude towards mentally abnormal people.

. Mentally abnormal people’s actions are determined.

. So, people’s actions’ being determined is reason to adopt the objective attitude.

. If determinism is true, all normal people’s attitudes are determined.

. So, if determinism is true, we will adopt the objective attitude toward all normal people.

«Strawson’s objection : (4) is not

-we adopt the attitude because the
incapacitated for interpersonal relatig

DUTAWN -

9" We adopt the objective attitude toward normal people if we have sufficient reason to.

- T%AINISM & THE OBJECTIVE ATTITUDE

‘hy'the failure of (4) means support for
otimistic compatibilism

/

. We adopt the objective attitude towards mentally abnormal people.

. Mentally abnormal people’s actions are determined.

So, people’s actions’ being determined is reason to adopt the objective attitude.

. If determinism is true, all normal people’s attitudes are determined.

. So, if determinism is true, we will adopt the objective attitude toward all normal people.

-if (4) is false, (6) receives no support
‘then determinism never supports
inhibition of resentment

ol wN

DETERMINISM & THE OBJECTIVE ATTITUDE

- How do we decide our reason for adopting
the objective attitude?

9 2. We adopt the objective attitude towards mentally abnormal people.
3.

4_< 1o N oy e to-adoptthe-objectiveattitud
4—So;-people’sactions-being-determined-isreason-to-adoptthe-objectiv

*Why Jincapacitation might be the reason:
‘we inhibit resentment toward everyone who is
incapacitated
‘we don’t inhibit resentment to normal people
who might be determined, for all we know

9 2. We adopt the objective attitude towards mentally abnormal people.
3 5 - ;

'DETERMINISM & THE OBJECTIVE ATTITUDE

- How do we decide our reason for adopting
the objective attitude?

. Mentally abnormal people’s actions are determined.
4. So, people’s actions’ being determined is reason to adopt the objective attitude.

*Why determinism might be the reason:

‘we inhibit resentment for everyone we know
is determined

‘we don’t inhibit for normal people because we
don’t know they’re determined

-and we think normal people aren’t determined

DETERMINISM & THE OBJECTIVE ATTITUDE

*What is a capacity for a normal relationship?
*Q: Why can’t it mean ability to initiate or not
initiate such a relationship?

-a forking path is inconsistent with determinism
*Q: Why can’t it mean actually bringing about
such relationships?

‘then people who don’t are incapacitated
‘then people who are bad are never responsible

+Objection: Strawson needs a compatibilist

analysis of responsibility to be an optimist
-but he offers none: can he do it better than Ayer?

‘ DETERMINISM & THE OBJECTIVE ATTITUDIi
-Consider an experiment
(Vohs and Schooler 2008)

*some subjects read passages
promoting non-deterministic free

-others read passages promoting determinism

-those who read about determinism are more likely
to cheat on a math problem

iClicker Q: This research favors which interpretation of why we inhibit resentment :

(A) We inhibit resentment because we believe someone’s actions are determined.

(B) We inhibit resentment because we believe someone is incapacitated for
interpersonal relationships.
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DETERMINISM & THE OBJECTIVE ATTITUDE
-Consider an experiment M
(Vohs and Schooler 2008)
*some subjects read passages
promoting non-deterministic free
-others read passages promoting determinism

‘those who read about determinism are more likely
to cheat on a math problem

+Q: Why might this support the idea that belief
in determinism inhibits resentment?

-subjects aren’t led to believe they’re incapacitated
-still they stop resenting the action of cheating

R SYCHOLOGICAL LIMITS

son has a way out even if (4) is true:

Q'p‘ bjectlve attitude toward normal people if we have sufficient reason to.

. bjective attitude towards mentally abnormal people.

3. Me tally abnormal people’s actions are determined.

4. So, people’s actions’ being determined is reason to adopt the objective attitude.

5. If determinism is true, all normal people’s attitudes are determined.

6. So, if determinism is true, we will adopt the objective attitude toward all normal people.

-Strawson’s objection: (6) can’t be true

It does not seem to be self-contradictory to suppose that [the acceptance of determinism could lead to
the decay or repudiation of participant reactive attitudes. . . . But | am strongly inclined to think that it is,
for us as we are, practically inconceivable. The human commitment to participation in ordinary
interpersonal relationships is, | think, too thoroughgoing and deeply rooted for us to take seriously the
thought that a general theoretical conviction might so change our world that, in it, there were no longer
any such things as inter-personal relationships as we normally understand them; and being involved in
inter-personal relationships as we normally understand them precisely is being exposed to the range of
reactive attitudes and feelings that is in question —- Strawson, “Freedom and Resentment,” page 158

OUR PSYCHOLOGICAL LIMITS

<Strawson has a way out even if (4) is true:

. We adopt the objective attitude toward normal people if we have sufficient reason to.
. We adopt the objective attitude towards mentally abnormal people.

. So, people’s actions’ being determined is reason to adopt the objective attitude.

If determinism i Il normal le’ i re determin

. So, if determinism is true, we will adopt the objective attitude toward all normal people.

-Strawson’s objection: (6) can’t be true
‘we’re psychologically incapable of inhibiting
all reactive attitudes
-only exceptional conditions can inhibit them
so even if determinism can be a reason for
inhibiting, it isn’t always a sufficient reason

AUV WN —

'OUR PSYCHOLOGICAL LIMITS

*Objection: this supports compatibilism
only with a compatibilist analysis
‘without that analysis, we seem to feel reactive
attitudes only about non-determined action

:so if we can’t help but feel reactive attitudes,
we can’t help believe determinism is false

WRAP-UP QUIZ

Graded iClicker QUIZ: Select the best single answer

() Strawson thinks that we inhibit r towards
people because we believe they are determined.
(A) True (B) False

3) Strawson thinks it is logically self-contradictory for us to inhibit
resentment towards all normal people all the time.
(A) True (B) False

4) Strawson thinks it is psychologically impossible for us to inhibit
resentment towards all normal people all the time.
(A) True (B) False

lly abnormal




