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This talk will begin by briefly outlining the motivation for a compatibilist agent-causal the-
ory, suggesting that compatibilism’s success could depend on it. Having done so, its main
focus will be to argue that current versions of compatibilist agent-causation fall short and
require further work. It will finish by providing the groundwork for a more persuasive for-
mulation of the view.

In providing this motivation, I will build on the work of Markosian (2012), arguing that:

i. Agent-causationists would do well to show that their view holds even if determinism is true.

ii. For compatibilists, agent-causal theories are best positioned to overcome their most
common challenges (including that presented in Van Inwagen, 1983), along with a novel
problem presented in this talk.

I will then examine three current compatibilist agent-causal theories, from Markosian (1999);
Nelkin (2011); and Franklin (2016), providing reasons to reject them. I shall argue that they:

(a) fail to account for the intuitive attributes of genuine free will and moral responsibil-
ity;

(b) beg the question against the libertarian on definitions of ‘determinism’; and

(c) implausibly treat free actions as ‘events’ (which results in issues similar to those in
event-causal libertarian views).

This talk will build on these motivations and shortcomings to lay the foundation for an
alternative view. In doing so, it will discuss how agents play a meaningful role in their ac-
tions when determinism is true; justify a particular definition of ‘determinism’ (to avoid or
minimise begging the question); and argue that free actions, from an agent-causal perspec-
tive, may best be understood as ongoing processes rather than isolated events.

Given its length, this talk is not as ambitious as to persuade listeners of one form of com-
patibilist agent-causation. Instead, it will highlight why such theories warrant further explo-
ration, offering some promising thoughts on rethinking current versions.
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