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Abstract

The argument that free will and indeterminism are incompatible is known as
the Luck Argument. This argument has been put forward against the
libertarians who deny determinism to prove free will. The basic idea of the
argument is that in an undetermined world, free will cannot be imagined.
There are various formulations for this argument. They all seek to explain
why, if the choice is undetermined, it is by chance; but the focus of this
article is on the explanatory formulation. The basic idea of this formulation
is that in undetermined situations, there is no contrastive explanation and in
this case, there is no free will. This argument is formulated as follows:

1. If a choice is undetermined, it means that it is possible to make a different
choice by assuming the past before the choice is completely identical.

2. If it is possible to make different choices (different futures) with the same
past, it is not possible to provide a contrastive explanation for the choice.

3. If there is no contrastive explanation for choice, then that choice is by chance.
4. If a choice happens by chance, it's not free.
5.Therefore, if a choice is undetermined, it is not free.
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Libertarian responses to this argument can be divided into three main
categories. The first group confesses that the argument is question-begging.
The main contention is that since only in determined situations is it possible
to have contrastive explanations, it is impossible to seek them for
undetermined situations. However, this is not the case in this particular case,
and the claim is another form of the combination of the first and second
premises.

The second group of responses to the Luck Argument focusing on the
third premise of the argument argues that although there is no contrastive
explanation for undetermined choices, another type of explanation which is
non-contrastive is possible. In this case, the choice is no longer by chance
and it is free. But it seems that non-contrastive explanations are not
sufficient for explaining undetermined choices.

The third answer claims that it is not that we do not have contrastive
explanations for all undetermined situations, and that there is a contrastive
explanation at least for some undetermined choices. In fact, this group
argues that the combination of the first and second premise of the Luck
Argument — that if a choice is undetermined, there is no contradictory
explanation - is wrong. Among the different perspectives of this category, is
the focus on describing and evaluating Clark's response. He proposes
different scenarios to answer this argument. Their evaluation shows that in
the first and second scenarios, there was a different definition of
indeterminism and although at first glance, they were considered a response
to the Luck Argument, the evil consequence of this presupposition and its
incompatibility with free choices has been explained. Clark's third scenario
is consistent with the definition of indeterminism that the Luck Argument
had in the first premise, but Clark himself also acknowledges that we have
no contrastive explanations for such situations. Taken together, with all of
these scenarios, Clark's attempt to illustrate the contrast between
undetermined choices seems to have failed.

In conclusion, Evaluation of the three responses presented in the
explanatory formulation of the Luck Argument shows that they have failed
to solve the problem and explaining free will in undetermined situations
continues to be challenging.

Keywords

Libertarianism, free will, luck argument, determinism, contrastive explanation.



ol Sl @ Gl 50 QLIS 1 slbo 5S3g

s s | T yglasS Jloor

NELVRLVAT-RR T R L VAR VAT RO s

WS>

Ll il 33T 83051 (51l 1y islns] ()35 oo 48 ol 120 0ol 55 L5 kins (bl Sl
IV el 358 g ST asl)) b 5 ol yoal s LI 5 il ay meie olga 0350 cymaiels
dw |y IVl ) S Sy 300 il 53 T Slagealy o LSl (s OiPpte (ol
Sl L by e s 9 s Il -l 5551 O gldas 4 05lian 4y (sl anees S el Ol 58 And
09 S Ails o (S190 5 ke b ccianel Slacimdge 31y ol b 5 Sl e o Sae aane slasses]
23 PSS ST a5 e Lol s LB e (smnelss (sLac sl (51,2 48 0l b 515 sk s
B e Bl s 53 pladls Dl L s w3 3 o5 B g s Ly iael glacsesl
5 el Lot ils (il (50 3 sledlel (it Slaclil Bl (&
gl an il IS s b 55 Slasdie 3 s s (pl 55 355 o0 5y Jasl & i 53 5131 63
dom ol o (ol 3 4l IVl S e 4 QLS (Slagealy 5 O (s 00
el Do 5 (il IS 5 ekl JISC) el 4y ey s 51 QLI SH L) oS o o

.wL@;'\wjﬁ;wmu J=

bojlguls

J;w Lm.s ‘&LSJ:’G ‘w\.& JYJL.A\ ‘J“)T Ebu m;bf)\:}"-\

jamlge90@gmail.com | (Ugtws skt 8) 0l o o3 ol 0015 A addl (6 285 bespal s #
a.dirbaz5597@gmail.com | Ol 3 ¢ oKl oDl @IS 5 adid g S JLils ok

FEO AAPINN L IS, ks (n iy aoldad el i 4 ey 1o 0L S (gl S0 5, (1TR9) SR 3 tla ¢yl @
doi: 10.22091/jptr.2020.5090.2253

(<)__@®| This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 | http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0
mailto:a.dirbaz5597@gmail.com

AP gls o)lads  \¥AA Gy  F oyl XYY Jlu (oS- b slafagi Llbad | A

aliwo T 3b g donio
s aS ol i K5 bl 1 Bt Bl 4 sT el Alis lea) ol 831y (5l8T
W ol e LT S 3] ) 5 Ll Jolye 36 o Sl glacliesl It (glods
23 S 800 o Lal 58 o a0 u*-”’ L oslyl ol ol ol 3153 5 Sppm ) 3
5Ll 5 bS5 (Lol LS ol 468 S plonil s (o) poo 4 bl b Jsbo
S 0355 LI (gl o pyamia 5 sdie Jolse S0 b dighis Jass Lo (sl 5 Jlas! oS
L oelo) oo Ly c8lys L e 053 Ly S50 018 45 ol 0351 Sy 3ol ) 208
Lol ) B0 Ll il o oyt [ e Sl oozl 5 Sl Tl 5L oSTs 556 (slae 3. Sl
Ol 1) 3550 8 S 5 4l ) S ¢ olant b (3 Llpls s o (S0 b ¢ giate « Slgll i) S
| odl S (gm0 an oy po il ded 53038 g e (58058 (Slas 50l e 3
1l Dy ol a0l ol 51 STy SIS E LS e e
Sl dsle) Ll 8 oS ol it (s SO L Sl S i) sl 55 S
bt LTy as dls 3gm s (Cone 153 5 by (Sl b dishis- (g a5 Jlndl b
E385 40 (g S i Tl 5 0T ST 808 0l sl 585 6l S
(Kane, 2005, p. 5-6) Cowngy L8l 55 § 555 4 0 cimte sy 55 O o ST (i
Slacslss @bl S i glaody) cilises pludl Gl i oy Calid s b aS ool S 05N
b8 s Ll S ooy |y o] calsdS ¢ ol Sl 53 clie (51 55 5955 gl oo soge
305 oy 0T 53 (6 S Gl 45 S 5 00 03) 05 0l xS 31 Sy e b ey o]
S oS Sl S3an o3V a5 b o o (IS0 (S5 5 Sl eSSl B ren
ol e ST 830 5 (S5 S ey e s i o) i e 1S
Sl by 8dS ol 5005 055 1y 5l 8 ol esdS S1 ¢ S5 NS 8,5 o 5o
Coyya ds 3 g5 a0 oy 5l Slalesl a8 Culine ol ‘wﬁ,m);rﬁ ol glacsb!
a5 35 S ST 831 b ol S 2 o Canlotl il 035 emn ladS oSy callalyl
3 S il > SIS Lol ol 3 (o 350 oer g ol 4 ey sl AL SE

1. Robert Kane
e -l Gl s S0 SIS 55l ST LS IS, ks RAEIE-C YR VGV G EL VS P PR [PTWOCI VI |



| le Yol 4 el 53 S L (glas, S,

@SleS i Ly b axlge (Al b sS4l - b b St (S5 A )
Lol el O3S o1 S5 (slesl =S S el e K oo S aY 5 Pl L
(1S a5 b Ly e 50 50 o S5 oS O 0 b o 315 b sl s s )
31> 352 Jol S an Sl a5 5590 el 53 liean 4,55l (el el 4o (U L
Wl 45 5 L 350 (Sl Dy g 4 4l 43 1S5 Slizman &S

Lol el a0 S 0550 o 5058 i i 3l ey s 48 O 355 Ly aS il T sl s
A O LS 2 oo (Sl 45— S8l 5 i pa - i oy g s Wl SIS, 58
O S S 10l 5h 50l o Alins 5 S5 55 21 S0 tens iz ¢l ol 5
=Sl Pl oS £s Do ol iy wbl S s é slaslSus &l oSl |3
2 5 Sl o (03555 5 09 =S J20) D33 5y il (1 LS 05 o b o015S 0 a8
Lo S0l Sl s Jd it Sl 5 51 0y b sl 0 e 5555 (S0 5 Slapins
33T a3l e 4y Doy o (glaaues Sl il ddor S b 55 b1 Sl glacd o
n e S 53 ol S 58 Sl fy 4 ST 555 Ly oS ol 1 S Jo ) S0
Pl pole s (Bl cealiinas (oo (i W3l S ple 0 ol S
L ot S50 55 S ¢ sl b el )y Sy () S o 5 g 53 (5005 5
i Lo 5 ol e g 13 S 0l 0 58 Ot Ll o s iy 20
(Kane, 2003, pp. 8-10) Cuwl 613 o8 S o 9 33l e S

33 W oyl e 53§35 Al g3 45580 ST 83001 b o s o) S 08 Cons 23 L Lol
a5 2l 9 el oz B 1S Lol a3 48 58 BB L L e xS o0 S5 A 53 S
en o 53 0l 550 oS et 4 lsn (I s 3 sl (SIS & e
o) 53 oly Ul BT Uil g cnsd 555 3l s oty Jaassd 50 ymia Lo b3l)) B9 45580
= 0B ST 23 ) b SIS) it oo 1B ) S 555 5 31T 8505 ok 48 o
(o3, S &1y 3T 8l (@89 55 i)l (35 o T Se QLIS i oS Sl Bolo Ll S
o TS a8 S e B 1) o) S il esl)) Lad> (gl SI 5 Sl 558 NS oS
STa31] Olys e 585 ixials Olgar S 53 oS 0 o 4y Sl nl Lol ss )l (53,05,

1. compatibilism

2. incompatibilism
3. hard determinism
4. libertarianism



AP gl o)lads VYRR sy o F 03lad (VY lw o oNST b sl ngsy ol | ) ¢

38 e 1y Ol 550 sl |y

aseien (sl IVl 4 s SISl 1S 5 sl asl)) ol os oS IV
= 35,05 b sl . IS @ (Van Inwagen, 1983) Ssul o5 dawss Jb s gl IV Al ol Lol
ol 8 Aol Lo Jlasl oL ST el Baloo o ol 0 ol S8 SIS ode < (S35 21 S
Lo S 515 5 m5 (63545 Capmly G eZutBly cpl 15381 it 550 2538 (gLl 5 Cmls
Lo b S ool S 95 0l fraamme 3l ) oiensd 555 2808 Slaslas ) 5 om0l 3 i 4 106
Jooe BT S pgmm a0 558 Lo el plis 5 s el s s plowil 4l 3l b s 16
(Carroll & Markosian, 2010, pp. 59-60) V:S S

olS 1y ol 488 &y g bl S eam 3l S 3 ol _goiko (ol IVl 5 oo &
3l g g sl asly) ’y\.o.ﬁj Sl 422008 sl g J::L: Cod o il 3l A8 o camze

Tl IV &t SIS S el 5 sl a3l ol 58 oS SNl Ko (G 50 )
Sl 00 = e LS e 53 IVl (ol ool (65 ol 35505 48 ol by o0
S 348 el ol IVl sl ol dizd o) Sl s 6 ool 5 jlasd Sl (ol &S
S e o 5 foline e Sl i 5 1S e T 830 51 055 5 el e
Coglie SaLS sl 33 ol 5 o sl o B s SalS g 53 23 b 3 S 13 03]
U el S5 il 035 (oeil (25 b 2 (93565 Bld o (il e i 0B )
838 Loy 4 S U0l o S8 lswsl ) L6 1 ol 4 S el eshl 31 Le 3l sy ssliT 8l
Ll ed 3la 5 il |y of oS ol Fob 5 ol 0 mte

A3 olesen o i ) uild 5 Aol (e ¥z Lo oS s e 55 \;;;TV.@_A Ol (Jl-
PR3 o (IS5 L e 5 3 S ) S b s shTslyl 03 ) b ST e S
Sl sl p3—gda 5> Lo dVaud 53 0l b — shiTasl) @33 55 05 B syl ashyl 4 ol 5 ses
L el Sl o) S b stiTash) S14S o pendogs ool SIS o pgde 395 il 5 ool
Al () Sl L sbTashl ST o o oS 3 b 2Ll b 831 03
L sl S5l Ll 53 a babTash] STl w58 g0 4o 21,5 oliTasll 23 b sl
3T a3l 48 355 Aals el s lag bl iyl B 5 o sn S S 4 3T 831 o
Sl S p5gie S 555

S osle 3L 31 G Sy 4 Olizead STa3L) 4 o oo (S50l 0 sl Bsds S

1. consequence argument
2. luck argument



VY | sl Yl 4 ey 55 QLS (glas S0

(Van Inwagen, 2000) el o S0, 5 o) S s sl asly) e e el S5 3l ol
59 Sz b |y Sl Sl e G ST 83051 45 (53585 ot cpl b b Ol ) 5
o IVl L S ey Cpod) o Gl 23,05 ) a5 L el sladVots
ple a0 3 WS e 3y 1) doly IV 5 s | SIS S 1T 3105 Sl .55 o0 el
p-ghe S T aall a8 iyl o sorlye (o Gl Gl b il Vo oy adedie S 1)
5l QLIS Sls N Juol & 50 ¢l ol 205 DS Syl oS 3l S5
it o 4l ol ol g oS il ol Bl <yl 0 gl ey s

o e 3o 3 Lglaen .l ol il alises (gla g oo (il YUzl ()
ol 0] .l 0sll Bl il (655 5 il imnals mb ST > 4 S s dlis
s ol ;S e i 5SS (sladaws o L aS Sl pl Ciliee (slagans s 0
SLasins sy &) 3l i ool 3] G155 ) ekl cyimials la ST S ditn
it Gla gl sr JS o0 SaS o ay il Vil 3 S s 50 K cilisee
23,5 8Ll 0l 0 955 0l S Sy (l s amsie b T sl

W 0331 BB il (555 ) kil oyinals sl ST )

s SI313] iz BB il (535 5 Sl G 81X

s SIS pzmnels Sl S ST el ol Y

58 o iy Ty il im0 e 5 5355 oo 4 5 IVt (il gl Aodie oS0 3550 5
e O35 o0 im0 LT 48 53 350 Aes (glrodl (o B3l Janws J @l 5
&J_\JCJ)H Cﬂ_.w\ng&JY.k:,.«\ 6@&)}&%))%6;‘_}1.16@ MJ)L@?;M}J;
" STy 5 TSI (D e T e Jans d L (Skin D g e By e

P Lgls T2 sl 4y g ashsl j3 a8 s (WL JVdnud (gAu ) s 4t Sl

1. the no causation formulation
2. the ensurance formulation

3. the rollback formulations

4. explanatory formulation

o) 1 S8 d\ﬁ)\.}:;\ ;gbsmt}méwb]ﬁl«jd)]frbj L du ygo ol IS g sl 45@\;543‘*)\1 0
e S50 0% 9 4 5 STy g0 gl 3 4 S| 6l 48 S plowl (Franklin, 2018) ) S \J& 35 53
G50 45l S )31 Nl Sl sk plosl sl DSl s o s ) 3505 68
A5 e 0 3l (S50 ol ot o Bt (5L b 3 5 ol s )l S T ) (6 e 5 sl



AP gl o)lads VYRR sy o F 05Lads (YTl oNS- b (sl mgis aelihad | VY

DS e 8 B il 5 i pde e Cle Janns d- b puilss IV (G900 (sl
sl s Sl (30 48 Caline 1l 4y B mtels Sl ST sy ) ol
iy SO Jsdas 5 e ploo dlaly oS b 31 a8 ol gzl s ol SNzl 31 8 s
ol Sl B (Slims 4 o ks (635,00 0 5 2208 oo el oS o (o (535,00

u.\_.é\s.k_i‘ C,\M\w..ajL}J}bﬁw\@d&cﬁwudy&\)\ASstcngQ)y
Sl el An3 o ool L 5le 13 1 A iasel il S A8 S 168 ool G50 )
gL&J&‘bB«SW\Q&M@Qc.,\_a.s‘_gprlqd\tQLa)').sBdl;s\{bAJ,u«jlﬂ\Sv\;SM
f}f&idd’)u&:b)‘bd‘;&%cwﬂ(lﬁ ‘deQ)row\wLﬂ‘j cé\j).) Y
Lol S _a by 5y S5 i S-S RS oS o 3505 b s padlh S o fpras |y ol
Al Aalg fool (GlameS an 4S IS paalal LSl el

S A8 el 4 5 pte S1aS ol el il IVl 5 S50 (s oo sl b
Bl s (55,5 5 Al o el il S5 SS b5y i sl 58 51 S0 a olses! Jla|
g3 i 33 5 s S ol S8 Sty il Sl S s Lo 5l a5
IVl e (At 30 4 0l sl 3525 b (s 50 o o Con ol3T sl of Lakab
Syl dlie ol s le Sy Joeo Lol cund 4l il

Sl (i O35 WS 25 oo S ey ol ol il IV (o (a0
by me B GA D 500 il (S5 2 e psb 4 dlas ol j5 3 L Sal) el el
oL L IV (ol 3 e iamy oS Cd oS3 e o3V Lo o (05 S S ) 5y
"Jsf"’hb} o3l 1 3ol s e 3 550 u&ﬁpk}bo\s.ﬁuﬁrb‘«dﬁswdmj»

TA.SM c(\' . 'Y)‘jljj‘ J\_AJLA g;'bj—‘“‘\:s cd&.&l O_i‘ 4.: dlﬁ“,s/)%‘ g_.il:z—.ﬁ &Lh.cwli J)}A )J
o Al s 53 (198 e ST ISHL 5 (1999 TS Somn (Y41 1449)
dbl_&.“w_:s C,...»‘V((L;um W:)) f-}é“ @JJJ 4\;‘\:..\.:‘} Lhcmli Ui‘ @J.:S Ju‘o.l.ATj u,..;L: JYJCL.»\
(A e 6),) LT3l B s A olses! 53 b agarlpa ys S8 eS Jal b 45 oS Coline ol

m3 o A o g g 5 o S
. Luck Objection
. O'connor
Clarke
. Hitchcock
. Franklin
Kane
. contrastive explanation



VW sl IVl el s QLS (s S0,

Sl 03,55 OBl B Jg 00,8 OBl A 5l | 4875 S 3 Ol oy S
D jebas s e el s il IVl 4 bl Sl Slagealy
e a6 o Les 1y (s s Wl .asls o ogllas 4 0p3las |y Yzl (ol sl 2w
5)_?)@4543)\:))\.3 pso Lwd .Jw\:da ghwﬁﬁgfsﬂﬂb L;th;:x;jﬂ B bQTgNUa) .L'Jbg;a U‘i""“
Lol s slalosl s S8 o 015 s e MBS (e ol Sl 51, 48
el glalsasl 5l 5 6l blE s sl sds 5o pi aws 3l o B
Ded D) il e sy asly) 5 el el il wils (Dygee ol > s
0l 4l Ol 55 il Vil S (S5m0 3l (Seloidom 8555 45 Sl s -l (Sl sl 5
LSJ\_\JCJJH Ll 4_..\.:1\.10 B cdl_?.ﬁ LS‘J” Sl 0SS 423\3' QT LS‘J" @;ﬂ)ﬂ Qﬂ‘ CJ\:-!J‘ B LS‘ALL.N S
3945 Coa o2 L) J¥ kil Sl &y (205 pke iy 25« (Franklin, 2018, p. 142-143) (IS5 3
Ll 2> s |01 J:;L_: ool IVl S (S g 4 QL) Sl du'@g b))
o bl Blad ag s das 2okl pll gla gl ) 5 (SAD 300 pdm b5ty a5
o IVl ol oLl Sl Slagely () 25 il IVl S (G300 = 50 3 dmy e
o s doladaly IS ol oo oo 31 LS (Slagemly 31 oIS gon o ey o o )
B cu,i\jL.J J_:LAJA ;éb OL’.‘JS/)[:.}‘ ng)&ﬁ: 0L J> L) &i S ygo UM;LI: JYad e p
tl_é.a sl asly) 3 Aol e a5 ) 53 5 dls e SEHLL |y oIS sl asly) S S a e
Ll lem WAiL o 058t 2l 5 SIS S Oy 4 SV ) S

ol Sl (S 30590
(u.ul_.:r JYJ\:_.N‘ )\ ol ub‘&_j_lbwéud.ldc))y OL:A o IR QJL:N‘ doddo 2 45)\}20[&-“
LTS 5,8 o IS sy 0l ol 2 S0 ) ol e Sy o0 el ol 5505
sdaie Lol 53 558 jasetie aSol (6l Lol ¢ U s S @l oyimnels (slacliesl sl i Ol 5o
e (e 4555 S 5 5B LS () 4555 95 0o Sl p3Y i (0 )
0,5 Ssesl [y Laay 31 LS T ol st aS oV el 5 ) 53 ol (N
"J;& Sy g0 s o]

4558 S ool Ul ) Gy I3 40 e 3l 59l ool (B ) 0 K3 85

1. reasons-explanation
2. contrastive explanation



A ol 03lods VAR s F olads VY Jluw ¢ oS, s glaiongiy alibuas | V¥

03,5 sl |y (6,0 0 5 Ll 3 (SSan S 3 oles Bl s Gl | oS s el Ol e
b S (o Sl 5 LIS 53 e 5315 T, ol J—fut“'%“sgé:"sf 5 e gl
3l 03,5 Ssanl als (gl g 1y ol GlublS ol sl | oS sl 25 Ol LS o S5l
el 03,5 Ol 1y s gluils’
4 ol 255 Ly LB 5 8 S 0I5 oo ¢ V3 2 (50 (e 5 B (e Ol L
b s il J_fwﬁ sl s o5 Aol gias S el e Y 5 e
G le 4 .Sl om&@Qﬁgw‘@ﬁw&YijSMQ@b}Awl IS s
W‘J.Uaa (*Lﬁju.pb L@TW}&YJJJJJL\AM)‘ J'J_S_g..bu) JLLE:'U::JJ}A.@ Eﬂb
&wmﬂ cwaZAL_: L;ut:_,_:x.;}d )}ASC,W-:\ U‘i‘ w:.: LS"\"Q)}*” ul»ﬁ‘ 5..\:1‘ cu,»\wul O
1l 658l IVl ) Gy sa0 )l 5 shTasly) Wy 9o gl 33 93,00 35
S SelS Ssesl 5l i 2838 0 3 L4 Conlime iy ekl el i) 812
(CEF1") .5)l5 34> 5 Cosline sl 35 5 oSl
B s D) Sl sl s (sline sual) Cgline sl g (LSS 28dSL S1.Y
(CEF2) .54 542 9 il (5l
03Ul Ll il (55 3 o5l o oLl by 4l 35 5 Sl (6l S s 81 Y
(CEF3) .Cul
(CEF4) .o @313 ey 31 il (55, 3 Sl G 31 €
(CEFS) . 3031 cdly yimzel Sl G ST el ol .0
e plosil ol e slaoles SaS Ly il PVl S (50 (ol S
LS el ) Do
ﬁ r.,\.o_) (QLMK.;‘ PRI Cglie SVLIJ) A
(S wsdS A gl s0)) — s s .Y
Sl s s Y
w.sua—hﬂjb\)\ R4

O ple > sl eslyl

Sl $3lad lge 4y Cul (contrastive explanation formulation) JU& s (gdou 5o itz S CEF A
ol by HIS a4 SVl Dl L;).\S%U



VO | sl IVl gl 3 QLIS (oS0,

o Gate (GA e o 5 a8 el SVl 3l el el e S gau g0 Gl o
o.}_,_g(y._h‘\_suﬂ Ol 93 e plondl (G g0 (Glise 45 sl (Franklin, 2018, pp. 141-153) (IS5
s 3 e plol sd i (S50 Nl — L LI BB oS sbilon — Ll
o= .w\auaéulQua_za;\u_iwlj_;a@&crxqﬁ*éwdl@s@\;M
AU b el dom i 534S IS ol 4o QLS (slageal (b3 (sl candio
48 Sl ol ol o it 3 ate (glaslad b IVl ol ($A0 5500 L sl s B
g:,wu‘ bb\.} &.‘Jé‘bdym‘ Cy)
tole) o h A Clsal 35 glgz 3P yasd a8 uS 1o 5 (JVaul Jol oo sl
(el alia talioed B s (ol LIS o Koo oo e S 53 Il et 3 ks s plol
Sglane olsenl g g osﬁghﬁiiﬂslfji}y}a‘gbg Ll iolsl LSJSM‘\J"J
o Sl oo (e sUf 5 LS 22008 e U gl dodie 3 Jayl o ol L ilazils
il il sy LSS Ll o ‘yuatjéﬂfwwbswlﬁ\,:pé,;,:fx
d‘}—:’ Siglite L;Lkubr.”a‘ Ls‘jg;"‘:’. odas C) (CJ}LA.’IA Eu\.\ip\{) gl S_JL>E:\J|)J Ll ‘(dtmii PESRLY)
dw‘wulwﬁ.Jl:c:;oj}bgua\ajwQTuﬂLﬂlﬁdaﬁ\.,\ﬁwabgbb@a
Als @..p):brjb doddo dbSL;a
(J=Ns asle (o35ls0 4 ¢ LB s gl e S S £35 dadde o5 ) ol &S5

LA S S o oS o oils s Ll alad 28 00 5 0 Jungio S A8 St Lao; S
dod>g Lr ((CJ)L&S.A 5..\.'\5 ‘Qm‘uﬁ)) L{L,ﬁa‘)) Lol o.>)§3 ulpr.’b‘ bB ;5;‘9 (OJJSL.JBI'.:Y‘
u‘)‘u—:::'::&:—;’.ijwt‘\ﬂo‘ft’ 4 3 3 g g a2dS s dl.nl.c@ ‘uwﬁ&ls")sﬁ O
ULLESMJL?U U&A‘ ‘J\_J-'L; quﬁ OJ\_:\iT sl UL"“gﬁ 4:.2..@4503! F 2 ,S\ cwb{u _5)5
= Olss oo B el g B s oS el o e 55 555 Lb £33 dode 5 315 35 5
13,315 Sl (illn 4 1y Ol jo gl

J'5) EMJGJjS\)@jJ}JJLgﬁL«SﬁJ&l}r.gc\S.sj\JJ;ﬁ-}c\gLim 3)lge 5 S S

ool an L gl 5L ¢l b cdimens 9Ll Ko ol 93 55 sl abas 6 gl

(Kane, 1999, p. 228) 53 5 s »
4 5 Sl BBl 550 oS 0 Vo eoler dedde .5 o0 .,\.“%kv.ad’}[.,\zul o ke ¢l oy
Ol Gl Lol ods S o IV ) does (Dlodis aan o 3 L3yl ol Coy



A ol 03lods VAR s o F olads VY Jluw ¢ oS, s glaiongiy aliboas | V£

Dol o SO IS}
Wl s S 3 i (50300 0 LS ey oy 250 53 Lo 55,05 S T )
Sl u&u LS'\":":”)WU;‘""&)}E“‘ ‘("«"Sd" OJL:‘:\ ((u.».:w JYJ@»I)) 4 6L>jk JJU‘\: L>:n3‘ )‘

ol Yl (S (G090 4 S LS sl
1y IVl 5 i 5 len S = e ot (slageadly ¢ ol IV 4 2815 55 4l Sk
i [ Ll pamme 53 S o 5l IS O Sledie 31 (St S0 (F 560 g
@_Sj Sladallae (gu oo ol 534S A SUERe (Jgl wiws .>J_§(,.:_..»ZJ Ol st Liwd
O 45 Al 55l pgo L Cnnd yiima SNl ol ol ol 5 sl 0381 BLE) o gllas 4y 0p5L20
S i Bl wlss (g3 5l olss! QT@JNL{ 210 LB s Sl gl b ol p S s
s A e Sl B3 (ol (O 8 oS g 31 K03 (6158 mtels (o liusl (gl ol (o
= sl s 53530 352 B (e imtal (Sl liul 3 lams (gl 48 5l 55

St 230 5 g |y e lagal ol 3 Al aslsl 53 s dlis l DU

il J¥ (3099 @ gllo 4 050l
el o llae a4y 0y3las 55 5 lallin S IVl () 68 Sl pee (il PVl & gl el
Sl o b (il S B a5 e (ST amign 13 LS (g &S Sl () sl sl
e G 5348 il Vil a5 N e 5 ol S o8 il (Sl
@3,S Ol 3 JoS 4S5 sbolen (ol sllas 4y opslan (o (atal slaclisl) gl s

Wl S35 pioge 4 (S oS

S Gl B (e et 45 Sl o5 (Ul S 38l s 0 e
o S el 2,5 ol L Ll i i 5 o S sl o
4S Sl (3 Olad |y (il Csdlan 4 0)5las pl &S s e aslly

(Campbell, 2018, p. 4) L:S_so & 1 o bl Sk

ol Jgdime 8 @15 B s CIb S o i 1) oIS i (bl Skl a8 bl ) @l

352 B slom DALy S 5SS L 68 oS oo e by Gy (il Lo 8 oS8 S 0l
b ol =l 5 03,5 bl ogos oyl x@«fwéﬁduwyua\w\mﬁﬁu @l



VW osls Il el s QLS (s S0,

LS o 39 0l s 8IS L Lo o Bl s o) 4 1550 o S) ol s o o 9
aoms B Kool 5 S e DL H A S A8 Sy S Ml 2338 L my ()3 Sl
et el Bl 534S (VI iy i 0 STl OISl (el Glat by 1348 0 1S o
ol SR o ol 25 s

|y gl ml A )l 31 ey 48 il IV i (G0 0 AL 50 LT Lol
13,8 oMo 0lyS e a8 ol an ) gty (ol (S 815 el e ey Sy Stme
2 e SE s oylS oyl (ol S sl JB @bl S slacaaise 1o lgs LS e
W SolS (s s B e ccpaial g amBge j3) td sl s ol 4 (S
S Lol ol el gl ol (CEF2 5 CEFD SNz o33 5 3l dodde gilate el o))5S (ol oS o
sl S 3l el o gllao 4y 053liae JY Azl

a2 53 ey 3 IV (S aS s o i a5 Cogllae s apsbas K3 ol &
o = as (gleal 5 eals 55 Bl ol o5 390 el s Lol cdlbiodloas S K5 ) s ps ¥z
1y e IV e ey ) D5 o0 s 3 ool IVl 93 5 sl doie Bt 31 S0 55900
o = Jas SIS ol &0 Sl 5348 550 (6503 gty i3 40 il 5 Cunsls s

SR i o g Akl sl
g dsdie X gl o 5S 0% (CEF3) JVatiad ol g ooy puilds JY il 4 Lageadly s s
S 3 Sl T KT il s 5 g0 s Sl (gl S e 81 aS Sl &5l 55 )15 5
ol Ol5esl S5 (6 LB o e S S W diine ods ol Lol (ol 0331 BLS1 il
S Al o 58 Ll 53 sl ) B el Ul 8 oS e 51 (6,500 £ )l 2
el 4ls Sl S (6 e 3 Slogos Lo S G5 ke el SINT 5 Cod uilis (55,
ol Pl T 0355 (il i A BB i 52

sy il o) A8 e g3 (63,5555 i 5 (Y1) S5l 5o OL1LSLe 0o
2Ll Golew ol aS sl J 3 ) ol ol s ‘@M@&;%@M«SM@
Piae by e bl 2oy YA 3 Le3 il 35 o sl T i o e
2 S 25 It 530, K B e )50 bty Jass o8 Sl l 3 8 0 5 358 0

1. paresis
2. syphilis



AP gl o)leds FRA sy o F 03lads (YTl oNS- b sl ngiy aelilad | VA

€313 355 LB (o Lol 2 ) 53 U elom o 4,5 03 5he 3350 oty o s
Sl o0l GBI 0T 51 b 5 Comd 0k Sl (G eld ool 7 4815,8 ed Ol U
M5 355 el Cumdgo e (Sl B e B JSGl 45U o ol SIS
o3lzis Bl o1 51 - 55Ul BLisl Hias il o8 oS e il i o .
a8 Coils Jloml 5 Clangy Koo e blod 4y 3l i oS 03 ol b e
{(O'connor, 2002, p. 92) 4 &) Sl e ol S les );LE.:B;

Hlodls 9ln 33 oy o 45’ oo 4 90 (sl Mlae el 6585 Slazl g cpdls 50
553 a5 5o a8 ) 69525 e Slias el et o5 55 fatoms DelS (ol 3 YA
Sl ) S 4 Sl 53585 s 5 el (gl 4 s o8 Sl Jlazl Loy VY
s K00 cg:,wa\ALWHDJW‘OMJ%JLS)L«:{OJ@M\J?ASOJmx}' sl 0
A5 glesl Lol )l 50 ool (SUaambsn oy (Sl (o (o W) OISl ¢ oo Sl
bl (e e ol 5 s ol 5 il 13 53l 6 il i 5348 Sl o
S |y Ll gl 39 LS 8 s @) QKA\_V.:)\JJJ\%LBOMMTS«SQT&)@_V?M
(o> by ol gy a3 MBS b i o TSl PESECATRINIPRER
45 ol 3 s el s o 5 S oo )l U 8 S il e 25 53 5 (Olcomnor, 2002, p. 92)
Sl 31 e ) 3 ) ol 025 Mo il 0 g o Jlors Ve el 4y sl |
20 392y SmBge ) 53 G Sole 4 pmie Jolo n oS

ol OB 5 (Dliae b el oy 5 S5 Jalse ol Gy bl Lo

Wl 0l jloms (Dliae mlb gy jasel ] o a5 US 53 L5 s Sl o liSolow

(O'connor, 2002, p. 92) (ol 05 Mis 501 &0 Js
eslad s T w0l lors JBMae b4y sl oS sy ) 6l oS 0T 25 b el 5o
Shlan (g el jlrs SSlae b4y jamel | a8 i ol sl bl o)l s s (el (o
O 355 LB s oS Sl o de SIS Ron jle 35 353 s algm sl 02 Moo
Sl S (gl it Ll 4 sy e ) U el ol i) LB Ll 8 s Lol
ol glaclel sdge 3 olaid o ey oo 0 Sl B slT 80l s 31 5 lal3T
S ol ool s o Jlom 5 blalins S50 33,5 Joto (550 & Lokl iy wa b3l
93 e ) 3 S L85 el (Slaclsis s il b 5 SMie Sl e ) 455 oS
Sl e L) 3 B o e iy S8 (S5 ey Sy S 40 B 48 o fslins ],



VA | als Yl 4 el 5o O S slas, S,

Sl s SIS Kos Sl oy ol U BB o8l 5y 55 n (e i 3 ol (slnay 55
ol gy BB 8 68 o) oy B 30 55 Ly e s i 0,555 ) S

ntiol Gl go 13 (M L BL 512 AW
plad (sl Lo 45 G 08 0l oS Sl pl e - Jlae il IVl 4 Ol 345 g0 g ey
(S a8 Sl OBl d 3l s -l slesl el 50 Sl S (el (G aBge
;)%LAS.X_M}JM OJJS/U_:‘ céab)b ..>)‘.> )Pj&wm“ cu;a.'.'ﬂb LSLAU[?;D\ )‘JMLS‘J"
Al el ool STl ede 4 (CEF2 s CEF D) il ¥zl 5 5 Jl dodde 3| fsl>-
ULL&.JYJ:.A «oledin u.a.fi’ L’) L‘.’.‘J‘:' Ui‘ )J;\I&:\L Sl ow‘ ‘JJ\JQ S>3 UTLS\J" L;L;LZ m"
2B 5 adlis &l LS oo 2 Hbgudd ol 31K a iy ilises glas gy S o
SIS gy s 55 el (Sl adgn 5l ciamy 53 L& s @l ISl a8 dias (LES
b slasy S gadeiasS WY ulul 5 Wl os a8 Sl Sl gundd wins ol 31 S (Clarke, 1996)
Sl & s Fianel lal b s g g ge LS o0 ol
Laésuf‘jgjw.bwcdﬁéﬁjcjbba%\w‘sw 4&)[.5.‘;4}‘)&&))
;)&)LL&MJ‘A)W\Lcﬁ;”hj)hj)ﬁﬁmw&sﬂggby@\;)«}&bw
abuna oS0 ol 5> . (Hitcheock, 1999) 5 S &l ol s 05 g0 ol slacilsel (gl o
Jole ol il 55505 Jgm o s Cd JUB (e il oS 5503 39 5 a2dS 55 ale b Lo
Ll aS I 53 caly 53 3513 o (inals Jal 0 S s ) SRS sl ol ol
AR Dyl o Lo (Dl ] QLSS asi Oyle U aS awlulil sen el
BE) LSL%CJ}LL‘I’ w_a.hd»l_w\ﬁj J)_:L:Ls_n ((qu;'ﬁ E.JC\J ‘ijﬂ TSRLY) @ ‘_}idﬁ A;Luu@ﬂ
3 o el cyzasals Ll s SRS Olsel 3 86 a8 ol 5 slacsls ol 5 e @xidS
a5 6S 95 ol S 53 5 .C,...w\asffcjbbgﬁbjb>ﬁjjwlj>ﬁ>d\§$ob&
J}B«SM@M&Y;‘&@J&L&"&xﬁ);.:ﬁwc}%ﬁw};)&@s&ww
33 8 5o L V5 93 8158 B e 9o Ll S oo il |y (6,500 5 ey 531 S
L§b—)é)jj-ﬁl.-§t;ula_¢el..§@h<-}_i‘y>u.i| Jjj cJu)‘ij;Sh ‘Jf.‘b ub&lw‘gu&}duw‘
Sl er P E B s @l Jlesl (5l a8 Sl ol S5 3 (gleal it a8 o Sl
AFranklin, 2018) Gl -See o el Layl, s 55 pwd e Wl



AP ol olads AFAQ Glise) F o5lad (XY Il oS- s sl fingsy dslihad | Y0

3 b g e 38 L8 e 4tand 53 oo s 5500 45 1S Dl il Bl oSS
ol dims 3 AS o S8 () 8 31y alad 5 BS LN alal s 0y 51 23,8 oo )3 s )
’ 26 395 el el (sl Jsl 55 3l e S
3525030l )3 4oy LT 53 o8 umtal " (Glancs 20 Jasl (sl 0 31 5 ) et
35 0 il Sl (st 5 2188 ) (G455 BB ety Y5 S8 5505
QOA o ATAY (8) Sl Sas 1o 35 4 S
Jlas) (T Jgames Lo (slaesl) 5 Lo Conaseds aS dir Jlosl— S Gl o5 p3 - Sad 5 Jlas)
N sl 55,8 o IS8 opmmials Syl 3 Lo slaclssl 1 55 Jlasl oyl (Kane, 2014, p. 40) des
— Lo Jlaslinon 5 8L 0lezr 3 35 pde Jal 5 ST ¢S oS s ol (25 puks (et Jlasl S
iyt mia Lo baly) ) s e U Covin 1S e Sl sl S o il S T s
Slaabesd am 55l 8y Ll iy Jpame Sillesl Jolas s sl sl sl |y el Ol 5 g
o i o A U] pn 5 5o bt e el 53 LS5
s (y g m;bf‘}i‘:ba,@mﬁjwlw&b&yyual 45(@&&&;;1 ad 5
jww‘}_‘,@yuamuj,\mcmmxdlgkﬁ;u_ydwljlﬁjm;mj;
oS ) 2 a3 Bl a8 S e Tl 2 S 55 DBl e S 6 e T LS
JoVo U s s Lglaiins S pimnals (slacibetl 5 5l s Jlasd (g1 4 Sl diine
)\@.ﬁ:@.’: (2B ABge o (6l aS ol Aime o) 3939l b3l 3 gy alad iley
i @bl BB o s
ol ol (N> (sl 5 sl 2 Jgaese S S Jos aSepl S sl Ll
La e g5 ) ) g.irc..lﬁ WL3g o 2oy aDe 550 Joe Nalasd 53 o ps S o
o S Sl st Y3 5L 5 ¥ s b Ll e el A i (65,0
QO Lo ATAY (,8) S Ol s | sy g2 o0 9 (odab Sl )
(W35 51 iy Ve 350 oo i 53 oy o Sl o plonil (Y (e ) Sl 4y 5
LS 0l 3525 b (o 0 5 0l 53 ol LB (5 31 (6,503 55 s 0 S 48 o oo L5
many oy 5 ) s S S i o 5 358 0 48,8 Ja5 55 Gl 38 el )
R g 5 S

1. self-forming actions



YV | b ¥l 4 el 53 OLLSL (glas S,

w33 o 5 il JSCES @ UL S (glagenly ol ds 55 o a5l sl S5 05Y
ol Sl S ol a2l 51 A e (GBS S 6 dosls bl (S ol e
RGP Y VR PO B

paSssdan S 5 Lie ol as el Lol & Slas ol ol 85 S5y ol JISE)
S Sl slee dde 5 o a5 gy, DS Sl &y 55 55 e o Sl ab
i (il L S el 53 W Luls ol 3y By B 0l )0 5 R0 2 S
j&uwmlﬁ@ww\p;@ﬁp«scﬁw\maldtﬁ_&ol)ku sdes 3 el abasdd
ol Sl (CEFD) o] Jol dodie

3 P! il e el SIS ey i) g i ) 35505 ecilisien (slaely el s 53
Gl e Ll e SO (o815 B s ated 93 ol ples S ) o4 8 Sl
Slrarr 1 7St il 038 7 Jas SlSaen a oa (el 5l aalSy b 48, Jo 53 SIS
Wl e (SBS g 5 Sl en slaizr e 3550548 o 3 0 et SSLST,
Ol 53 s SladlSs s 3l ecplaliy ke (538 4o D50 & VU 53 ot S oy 3 435

23 SIS ey i 2l 5 i 4 RS

0“%3&’63\5)”

byl el bl oy o ) LS
ST A (Sl e B S 5 (81 il 10 ook 4 0L S 5,85
SC patet S L 48 ol o e (LS Sl i 3 o o
Sl V5 ol s e o) sl S ol 03,8 Sl (6,505 (sl sy 4 8
(Clarke, 1996, p. 185) sl 03,5 sl e gl &l a8
ot da gyl ) 51 o 53 S o b Calisee (5w an 0,84 5 0l 58 Gl SIS
meu@'ﬁ)lé ¢d}‘ L;ﬁ)t*‘Jb .,\.Sub';:;\ ‘)g;ii ¢;5.LZ>.=A ;LL;‘}.SQL:AJ\ .5)\.5.1....95
63 s Bl 4 baay F51 S (35 G52 53 o s s ARSI SHas

1. rationally
2. motivationally



AP ol olacds VAR Glie) o F o5lad (XY Il oNST s sl agsy dalilad | Y'Y

ﬁﬁtg@wﬁw@ugﬁ;\&@ ‘rydﬁ)uﬁ.@}?ﬁlﬁwgdﬁ;jwl
i (55503 5
55 2 aa y i A 51 ) (5S35 Ul SIS o 55k % 5L

SO 03,5 S5 sy p b 3l g sl esls (gl JrSslgln I 4
Lol eayls Jad pis ade g IV sl ol b ol 55 oile b i slgtley Jsd
b il Sl g a8 o el 0 S o b5l by e BN 0T B

(Clarke, 2003, p. 42) A i

S Sl Jad e 4y S Ll ol dalis e 51 43 55 IS T3 o ol 0l (zmts (Jloe 0
e Lo a8 IS e (6 - SameS «Sadly (pl el SISl ol 031 o5 51 5 sD\ae
% Sl S i 5 e SN 1 oS bl ol ol sl sl ol ¢l s
b ol 5 Sl 03,5 OBl e o &y S o 5l 48 0l e OSGal 01 ooy & 38 0 S Jie
248 Sl os S gy mial Lyl 2 S5 SIS bl 530015 3505 Lo (6 el 03,55 Sl
ol s Sas LT s

Gl Lo a5 ) 0303 O3 (gl g8 1B e Ly IVl S o8 e 0 b L
C(CEFD) it Pz gl datie 4 Ui Lo 11,35 6 s (B (e imiels (slai
iy 5 1L e ) 4 s 8 4 0l 0 S g5 — Sl 0] O 53 285 ok (Glins oS
B8 ¢ o gl S oS ol Jal b 3 S pds S 03 S o e ndl g3 s S5
G 03,5 0,3 SIS EJlm ol s Lol el axls 3 slime e & Il s ciyls L, lads
I LT 03 g3 a0Mle e S e Laolienl 53 o ST ls sl 2808 aobies) 5l S oS
75 1 (S g Sl (5D oy £ L Sy e 5 (00 2y (S0 Sl
(ool B (e ecymials lalsal 5 Lo Sl 9313 5L (6l Jlte ol iy (20
L 33 J6

A 5230 4SS AS o b 5 1 Lo gl sl il 53 e Siodzy (S8 SIS 93 (G )l
a3 Sl Sl 0015 i oS Sl pl 5l sl oS I b als i |y AL 4SS el 13
) ¥ 3 S S A 035 kS gl ol V3 oS S 03 e 5 ol
et 2l 4 GRS 0316 85 (6l 3 oS g 50 48 ) o B 40 e (g MSL 558
B ¢S 03> 25 gl AN 31 5500 Bl 4 o 931 5 51 o) Y5 48 Sl
(Clarke, 2003, p. 47) (Lo,



YV | ol ¥l 4 el 53 0L (slas S,

Blod i Jas ol i &5 84S 1l 3555 b oy 550 45 Sl 0l SIS Gl oIl ol 5
e ol 5553 2SIl Blod 4 093 4 5 48 Sy ) oS L 05 o Tl 655 - DR
IV Jgl e die SIS aS ol alamDo JB ¢ gy a5 803 5l 3,8 e 1y Jids 9ol S
2508 b ey 55 48 Condly ol m e pde p3Y by 5 Sl 48,5 s s 1, (CEFL) il
3 S Blod a5 51 (K8 2 ol e 025 Ll il andls S Sl
ol Sl s AN )3 s ey a5 S s (@ls 5 e 6,3 5l
el J53 5 e J3) St s o8 5 i

IVl gl oo o5, S5 5055 55 5 So0SC e SIS 33 5 Il (60 lan 40 s el )
2 Aok aS Cd G165 4 (i pte Jarl oS sl ol 0 b syl 5> 2wl (CEFD) il
LS el o i g linn 53l 5 bl bl a5l 3 sbite ] Ly 42538 5 g s
Bl a aay 551 (S 295 w53 5 S5 Wy 3551 (S5 sl (sl 03 o 0SS
e 023 Caley g5l 93l 3 IVl Sl asdde b5 s (ol G50 3l Sgs oSl

catis Ly ot o8 3,5 ) 350 ks 3 o5 015503 W 8 o i B eyl bl o
55 il g 0l 5 g0 U Tl (Coslie 30T (Ol 28080 31 501,85 Nl U
= st 3 SIS 5 ()5 am kil el SIS Cosline Ly Ol g 2S4S b 8
Sl IS s el glacesl gl g3l @yl LS s (gld en

j)éb_f@'jw.duxsd‘ﬁfjbsw‘d)bﬁ%tsu;}a‘ WJ3l oSS s sy oo 5w,
2B s 3 e 1 m bl S 18 iwiels Tl S 5 il s B 5 A Ol
Ay 5D Dpline LIS Ll Ay S B lr 4 L A (Gl iz 855 el Ol sl (e 4l
o) i Coglite Laa 508 aS ol 59 s b S0s jls a0 S jasedis | o] 6L1 S im0
s 33 ool s Dy il 53 ks i Al 4355 IS 68 S o5 ms Lo ) aslis
Sl Vs o SOl ;A STl dyB Loyl b 3l lan 55 5 S Ol [ A Jased ol b
DA Gasdl o aSob g im0 el B 5 4 ) A Sl Tl 0l e oS
Y 0, S Gl B sl S1adis et & Col 03,85 Sl By ol 03,5 Ol
355 e B 25 4 B LS gl bl s 0l 5o 45 )15 35

L el (Slasmbpe oilst o S14875,5 0 b ) s ol 0l 00 5383 o5 S o ol
L el slacambsn (ol Sslis ol 4Bl (Spline 30l sl £.808) Copsuas
Ladls amals Slacamdsn 53 781 Sl did Coopas (ot 5l 65 oo laolss
A5 5L Bl s ol edably IS, adsB g 4y sl kil g 55 axSdS s Sosline elye



A ol o3lods VAR s F olads (VY Jluw ¢ oS, s gla gy alibuas | Y F

5 by ol 11 s Gy Eign i D15 b 5 ol S5
b e 2S5 a3 48 o o 5 e il o 5 IS Ve
5 9 o 13 ) U 1 o 1 Sl 015 o U ey sl i
s pds 3l (6,505 % (el 5 o 2 - Sl (CEFD) SNzl ) dadie oS 1) i ok
S gt W5 0k (5,505 2 4 SIS (s @)

TS oo tan Dpse 0l 0 SIS |y g (53 slham ¢ B (53 ) 55 b el

5 M 53" g 5 S35 olSiins (G 4y 5 ol Wl G JLis 4 IS
e 3 IS S o o |y ol 4 e 53 e olSaes ilises #3081 (Lo )
S 3l e 5 Sl e (30 (e S B Sy R ) NS
3 S o o S it 2 (6,505 5 a5 ) 5 pS s 030 (Sl

(Clarke, 2003, p. 45) &S o ‘oo 5 LS sl |y OISE

Q\J'_:.a&_ic\_gc,_iuyj_;a‘tfjsfjluw\Qbﬁiqf}.sj\&ﬁgj\‘},a PG P T
O_i\,zt_J.J_;swgua\\,;ﬂx_.:v_,Lp@ﬁ}\ s S gl s 5 85K (g 0
3505 355 B s aily) OIS

.x_Sda u.p)eu,\ai ¢>ﬁj~.;g;a I)(CEFl)d‘YJ@:\ dj‘:\ﬁv\laﬁ)uw\ cdjl Lsﬁ)‘.m.ﬂ}}uy,))
Q@WSW&%QL@TJJJ_A&Q<x)l>@u§ilmi§w15}56”&%yuc&‘yﬁ6
S 2B o S S @) B s Tl 8l 53 Bl SIS S dtan 053,551
v.:;b_?u_A Lo J‘—.’.;u‘“ C,.>\J,om s e :\5‘)‘ 33 9l Lol sl 0l (:Bu\ u;a',lpb Lgbhubal
Sl IS (sl sl 35 s ) Gl 3 e ey ln B (B 8) (5D (el
NS Sl aS Line ol LS s @) SS6l sy o(Clarke, 2003, p. 45) (e
ub&‘wi_ﬂ.ao\jbu_l;)dbﬁwﬂ Lgs .J)L\.’:.&f} Wl cbjﬁyuuﬁ‘ bm)w)sgur.ﬁ\
g 4S5 Zaaby s o 330 1S o Ol m')fo,ilbd.ug@.? I SAS 5 S Bl el OIS
LAJ%‘))JJ[}S&H‘)W&@M&& ol.).;'-jﬁ@éjdﬁl&gl:»ﬁw I
(Clarke, 2003, p. 46) (Jdad, )| 3

I ans 53 ST a8 () 9315 YL el SIS S ilises (Slagy sl ¢ i ol 5o
L pomw (82w 5 Ll oo 51 s o Jlae )15 3505 (ol s il glaclinsl gl el

1 vending machine



YO | sbs ¥l 4 el 53 QLS (glas S,

5 SHOAS gl ol 55l 53 235 585l (CEFD) Clils i g ) il Y« & =
L 35 ol Slasy s 3350 53 (0 LD ol lnmdpe i (812 o o 2l ol
ot IVl Sy J3l ol 53 ol 5550 48 S 13 e 205 ke 5 oslite b 5 oSyl
s osls o ST LSl L T 0350 S 5 o 3 o Al JB cditel oo Sl
e 0313 QLS (sl SIS P sy o 3 U s ) alad (3.8 a5 50 L 5 gamee 5

Wl 0351 385l (i Sa bl sl B

s
aS das oo oLas Sl ol i) il IVl el (S Ay 500 @0 oS (S4B 0 Szl L)
Aledal sl 03 S 5l paanel (G ge 53 sl 83l a8’ KA 5 IVl ol sgs 5l LT
Sl L5 (LB (3 oS 350 ode 5 Sl ASTE IVl ) 030 ollae 4y p3las gl ey
a3 Sladlae 5 alate ;b yimnels glacamdge 3l o b 5 ol (S inite glacliusl
IVl 55 o b s i 4SS et lis céwgd‘w)ﬁ)zjdm(ﬂdﬁq).} ]
O agaly 95 dnd L sllae 43 0500z 5 (6590 IVl pl el oy 5 35 5505 il
2 S S ST 55 e (M B s rmtels (glacliil (gl 4 pl 5 s b oS Ling 5
=l aS AE st b 555 gyl bl o .>\>@¢;§;wgwgba&uu5uywl
du&.ﬂgry:&m@rﬁ)s el Aline S gao 3357 Jomte 5 ol a9 dliens b Ll cwli
sl Basu s ek le s el glaolsl 5l 3l S s @l eds
il bdge 5 Soypo ) b 53 L diles g cyinials (gl gadsa (] Ll b o ) (sla gy sl
ool s oyznial (slaambse (sl B (s

s JSals (i 03,5 483 (635058 ey ST 83l Wlews 53 ol Sk 3 S ¢S S,
a8l 20, YU ol (Jsl ol s (Kane, 2005, p. 34) Sl 058 ) 55, VU &30 a0 ol S 5 513631
a0 5 e ST 83 s Sl Gintals (g S 53 15 s o dmansi 1y Lo (505 g 85508 5 Lo s
Sl il g S 53 ST 83051 s 5055 31 ol s sl 5 3n o b B
Gl gl akins SO Cpso 4 Hen il cplaS whiosls LS dlis cpl 55 .G Sloslu S

ol ald iy Jabay ) QA 5 ol QLS (5 o



A ol 03lods VAR s F olads (VY Jluw ¢ oS, s gla gy aliboas | Y7

&bo Cuw ygd

03-"‘)\ FVACINIY Y (ﬂb—zsi_w}aﬁb.?l&r‘)@ 4.4.'>J3) UM,L’;} JLB\ ‘(5J3.13: C»:SM (\YaY) ij ‘U.”S
\O‘\-“‘O 4\’) \ 4(-)\-3.-:\}- a)j;)

References

Buckareft, A. A. (2001). Timothy O’Connor, Persons amp; Causes: The Metaphysics of
Free Will. Oxford amp; New York: Oxford University Press, 2000. Pp. Xv.
Auslegung: A Journal of Philosophy. https://doi.org/10.17161/AJP.1808.9487

Campbell, N. (2018). Self-forming actions, contrastive explanations, and the structure of
the will. Synthese, 197(3), 1225-1240. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11229-018-1749-0

Carroll, J. W., & Markosian, N. (2010). An Introduction to Metaphysics (1st ed.).
Cambridge University Press. https://doi.org/10.1017/CB0O9780511801143

Clarke, R. (1996). Contrastive Rational Explanation of Free Choice. The Philosophical
Quarterly, 46(183), 185. https://doi.org/10.2307/2956386

Clarke, R. (2003). Libertarian Accounts of Free Will. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
https://doi.org/10.1093/019515987X.001.0001

Franklin, C. E. (2018). 4 Minimal Libertarianism: Free Will and the Promise of
Reduction. . Oxford: Oxford University Press.
https://doi.org/10.1093/0s0/9780190682781.001.0001

Hitchcock, C. (1999). Contrastive Explanation and the Demons of Determinism. 7he
British  Journal ~ for the Philosophy of Science, 50(4), 585-612.
https://doi.org/10.1093/bjps/50.4.585

Inwagen, P. van. (1983). An Essay on Free Will. Oxford University Press.

Kane, R. (1999). Responsibility, Luck, and Chance: Reflections on Free Will and
Indeterminism. The Journal of  Philosophy, 96(5), 217.
https://doi.org/10.2307/2564666

Kane, R. (2005). A Contemporary Introduction to Free Will (1st edition). . Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Kane, R. (2014, April). II-Acting ‘of One’s Own Free Will’: Modern Reflections on an
Ancient Philosophical Problem. Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society
(Hardback), 114(1ptl), 35-55. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9264.2014.00363.x

O’Connor, T. (2002). Persons and Causes: The Metaphysics of Free Will (1st edition).
Oxford University Press.

Van Inwagen, P. (2000). Free Will Remains a Mystery: The Eighth Philosophical
Perspectives Lecture. Philosophical Perspectives, 14, 1-19.
https://doi.org/10.1111/0029-4624.34.s14.1.


https://doi.org/10.17161/AJP.1808.9487
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11229-018-1749-0
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511801143
https://doi.org/10.2307/2956386
https://doi.org/10.1093/019515987X.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780190682781.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1093/bjps/50.4.585
https://doi.org/10.2307/2564666
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9264.2014.00363.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/0029-4624.34.s14.1

	The Libertarian Approaches in Response to the Luck Argument
	Jamal Kadkhodapour( ׀   Asgar Dirbaz((
	Abstract
	Keywords


	رویکردهای اختیارگرایان در پاسخ به استدلال شانس
	جمال کدخداپور(    ׀    عسگر دیرباز ((
	چکیده
	کلیدواژه‌ها
	مقدمه و طرح مسئله
	صورت‌‌بندی تبیینی استدلال شانس
	پاسخ‌های اختیارگرایان به صورت‌‌بندی تبیینی استدلال شانس
	مصادره به مطلوب بودنِ استدلال شانس
	انتخاب‌‌های نامتعیّن و تبیین غیر تقابلی
	تلاش برای یافتن تبیین تقابلی برای موقعیت‌های نامتعین
	کلارک و دلایل تبیین‌‌کننده

	جمع‌بندی
	فهرست منابع
	References


	A Study and Explanation of the Theory of General Justice in the View of St. Thomas Aquinas
	Abdollah Abedifar( ׀   Mohsen Javadi ((

	بررسی و تبیین نظریهٔ عدالتِ عام در دیدگاه توماس آکوئیناس
	عبداللّه عابدی‌فر (    ׀     محسن جوادی   ((

	An Appraisal of Rorty’s Approach to Epistemology from a Critical Rationalist Perspective
	Mostafa Shaabani*    ׀   Alireza Mansouri**

	ارزیابی رویکرد ریچارد رورتی به معرفت‌شناسی بر اساس آموزه‌‌های عقلانیت نقّاد
	مصطفی شعبانی (    ׀     علیرضا منصوری   ((

	The Place of Ethical Subjectivism in Nietzsche and Levinas’s Thought
	Bayan Karimy( ׀   Mohamad Asghari((

	جایگاه سوبژکتیویسم اخلاقی در اندیشۀ نیچه و لویناس
	بیان کریمی(    ׀     محمد اصغری((

	Qualitative Identity; A New Approach in the Combine of the Theory of Shabah Al-Mohaki and Wojud Al-Zehni
	Hojjat Imanikia(   ׀  Fatemeh Ansari((

	این‌همانیِ عرفی؛ رویکردی نو در جمع میان نظریۀ شَبَح مُحاکی و وجودِ ذهنی
	حجّت ایمانی‌کیا (    ׀     فاطمه انصاری ((

	A Critique and Evaluation of the Methodological Foundations of Open Theism According to Clark Pinnock
	Mohammad Ebrahim Torkamani*   ׀   Ahmad Karimi**   ׀Rasoul Razavi(((

	نقد و ارزیابی مبانی روش‌‌شناختی الهیات گشوده با تبیین دیدگاه کلارک پیناک
	محمد ابراهیم ترکمانی (    ׀    احمد کریمی    ((׀    رسول رضوی (((




