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Abstract

There are free, weak-willed actions. It is an apparent fact that we
sometimes act freely against our best judgments—we sometimes perform
actions in our own free will, while judging that another possible action
would have been, overall, a better one. However, a widely held skeptical
view has it that one performs an action against one’s own best judgment
only if one does so unfreely; in other words, there can be no free weak-
willed action. In this paper, three main arguments for this form of
skepticism are examined. In order to defend the possibility of free weak-

willed actions, I explain why all these arguments fail.
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AAHNREBHBBEBUTR - FIABREBHEIRERETRENTEHE
RTABEAFHEME(EE)FE - ARR/REHELHUTRAKTMEHR
HETE - RUBEMBMENGEhRERR AFGREFIBTWT —BA
AWE—-TERRARRETM S REFs AMNKACHEBEERRS —
TR R F—EEREBBEEFRAVZE  AREEFEBOHERTTE
fEHERBEANFHTR S WRRR  RATTEREHMEHE B EEH G
AR  LBRAVTERRADERALBLREROEREBNERFA - &
EERTY BEBRANLBRAO=SEREERE RTFECHHE
EBETRZTENE  AREVH="EEREX -





