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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

At the hands of philcsophy, the phenomenon of
freedom has by no means enjoyed a uniform treatment. One
has only to recall the divergent views which have been held
from time to tilme in the history of thought; for example,
Augustine's life-long struggle with the problem, beginning

with the moral freedom of De Libero Arbitrio and ending

with the strongly predestinarian tone of the anti-Pelaglan
writings; Splnoza's (and Hegel's) view of freedom as the
understanding of necessity; Kant's conception of freedom as
moral autonomy; Schelling's ldea of frssdom as the opposite
of necesszity; and Bertrand Russell's theory of a universal
determinism which excludes freedom. Such diversity of
opinion suggests something elusive about the phenomenon under
consideration, something which might well provide &n object
of further investigation.

Can such an investigation find any particular en-
couragement in the peculiar historical situatlon in whilch
it stands? Does the ﬁiddle of the twentiefh century pro-
vide in any sense a privileged point of vantage from which
to approach the problem? In one sense, at least, this

question can be answered affirmatively. For we are living

1
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in a perlod when, more than ever before in its history,
philosophy has been preoccupied with the problem of Eime.
Beginning perhaps with Hegel's conception of time as the
mode of the self-development of the Absclute, and under the
powerful Impetus of the theory of eveclution, the emphasis on
time in recent thought has become more and more evident, is-
sulng finally In the process philosophies of the present déy.
It is this enhanced time-consciousness which the present
study intends to apply to lts re-examination of the problem
of freedom.

In so far as recent thinkers have dealt with this
subject, their treatment has necessarily been more "temporal"
than that of thelir predecessors. Selecting from the current
century three phllosophers of different nationality, the
present writer proposes to analyze the relation of freedom to
time in the thought of each. 1In contrast to most previous
treatises on the subject, however, and certsinly in contrast
to the three men hereln discussed, the point of view from
wnlch the investlgation wlll draw its conclusions wlll have
the following pecullarity: instead of attempting to fit the
phencmenon of freedom into & preconceivsed metaphysical frame-

work, 1t will take departure from freedom as concrete fact,

a3 experienced datum, and then inquire what the implicatlions

of such a fact are. Beginning with a description of freedom,

it will raise the questlon: 1if thils 1s a fact, then what
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else must also be true? Conecentrating on the ralatiaﬁ be-
tween freedom and time, 1t will ask specifically the follow-
ing questions: First, cen freedom have &ny meaning sapart
from time? TIs it possible to maintain that true freedom in-
volves an eéscape from time? Second, can it be accounted for
on the basis of time alone, without any trans-temporal refer-
ence? Can the free agent be purely a creaturs of temporal

brocess? These ars the principal questions which will be

ralsed. and to which an answer wlll be suggested.

A - DEFINITIONS

Some of the terms to be used in ‘the course of the in-
vestigation are controversial, in the sense that there is no
unanimity regarding their pPrecise meaning. The rresent pur-
Pose 1s not. so much to insist upon the rightness of defini-
tions as to make perfectly clear the sense in which these
words will be used herein. Inevltably, this implies a certain
bias in favor of the meanings here proposed. In so Tar as
they are defended st ail, it will be by Implication throughout
the subsequent treatment, which will offer both support for
them and raise difficulties with respect to variant defini-
tlons. The purpose of the study, however, is not to establish
the validity of its definitions. Tt is,rather, to start with
plausible definitions and to show what follows ir they are ac-
cepted. If this is done successfully, then the conclusions

reacned will be refutable only on the basis of new definitions,
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Time, Determinism, and Indeterminism - -

Time. Philosophical dictionaries in English, German;
and French speak of time Iin terms of succession, WNachein-

ander, anterieur et;postérieur. Fortunately, the present

purpose does not require a more specific description; it does
not demand a declsion as to whether, as Newton held, time 1is
that which flows from past to future, regardless of any exter-
nal reference, or whether, as Lelbnitz and his successors have
.held, time is the correlate of space and of events. It suf-
fices to designate time as succession, in terms of before-
and-after.

If time 1s thus delimited, from what can it be dis-
tinguished? What is "non-temporal"? The answer is the same
as 1t was for Plato and Aristotle: the immutable., This
word, however? is merely negative: "non-mutabls." In an
effort to supply the connotation of soms kind of content in
the idea of the non-temporal, the word "eternal" has often
been used. Similarly, in addition to the word "eternal," the
pregsent essay will refer to the "trans-temporal” with the
same.intention. Here again, howsver, it is Important to
specify that the dliscussion will not hinge upon whether or

not any content 1s given to the non-temporal. What is meant
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by "trans-temporal” is "at least immutable, and possibly
more. 1

It will be argued throughout that the logical dis-
tinctlion between mutable and immutable must be maintained,
that neither is logilcally reduclble to the other. If this
1= denled, then indeed the entire undertaking is jeopardized.
But, as Plato argued in his discussion of the "same" and the
"other," the denial of this irreducible logical distinction
threatens the whole possibility of thought and of communica-
tion with collapse. If all is variable, and nothing re-
mains the seame, then there is no fixed point of reference, no
"bureau of wolghts and satandards,” against which the mesnings
of words can be tested, so that "red" does not mean "green"
tomorrow. And likewise, 1f there are to be such stable re-
ference points, they can discharge their function only in
contradistinction to the mutable.

Determinism. "Determinism" will be used to refer to

the theory that every temporal event has an antecedent cause
from which it follows of necessity, so that in prineciple if

sufficlent data were known, the entire future course of the

lA question which lies outside the scope of the
present study, but which 1t will raise by implication, is:
As applled to the phenomenon of freedom, is it sufficient for
the "non-temporal"” to meen simply "spatial," as distinct from
"temporal"? Or should it be more properly designated as "non-
spatio~temporal™? The present study has not found it neces-
sary, for its own purposes, to distinzulsh between these two
posslble meanings, though perhaps it will lay the groundwork
for a future investigation of this question.
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universe and of human history could be predicted.

Indeterminism. "Indeterminism" will refer to what

mlght be called the opposite of determinism. As applied to
the actions of so-called free agents, it would hold that at
least some of these acts are not caused by an antecedent.

They are contingent, in the sense that they are not causally

necessary.
On the basis simply of time, detérminism, and inde-
terminlsm, in the sense just indicated, it is peossible to
anticipate & priori the direction which the investigation
will take. In the first place, neither determinism nor in-
determinism is what is meant by freedom {in the sense to be
Indicated below). And yet it would be premature to say that
either of the two smltogether contravenes freedom. Rather,
each partially excludes freedom, on the one hand, and yet has
something in common with it, on the other. Determinism, for
instance, precludes freedom, in so far as it postulates com-
plete predictability of human actions; but in so far as it in-
corporates the notion of causation it resembles freedom, for
freedom demands a causal relation between the agent and his
act. Conversely, indeterminism lends itself to freedom in
gso far as it emphatically excludes the rredlction of human
actions; but at the same time it is at variancé with frsedom
in admitting no ceausal relation between agent and act. From
these few observations, one might expect to have to look beyond

both indeterminism and determinism in order to discover freedom.
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But where 1s one to look? An answer is suggested by -
the fact that, in the second place, determinism and indeter-
minism appear to exhaust the possibllities as long as the

problem of the relatlicen of the agent to his actions is con-

sldered within the framework of time alone. For on the

basis of temporal successlon, elther the subsequent event is

determined by 1te antecedent, or it is not. But if neilther

of these two alternatives is what 1s meant by freedom, and
if nothlng more than these two can be accounted for on a
purely temporsl basis, lthen might one not well conclude that
the search for freedom would be forced to speak in terms of

the trans-temporal? This 1s the suspiclon to which one ie

led by a consideration of the problem a priori. The main
body of the subsequent analysis will examine three philoso-
phers to discover the extent to which this anticipation is

corroborated.

Freedom as Belf-Determination

Prior to the epecification of the sense in which
"freedom" will be used in the present study, it 1s well to
recall the wide varlety of meanings which have been attached
to 1t.2 None of the three writers to be examined herein

uses 1t in one consisgtent way, and it is by no meana herewith

lkant also believed that, on the basis of time alone,

determinism and indeterminism, or caprice, were the only two
possibllitieg. See the Critique of Pure Reason, trans.
N. K. Smith (London: Macmillan and Co., 1933), p. 227.

2See, Tor exemple, McTeaggart, J. ¥. E., Some Dogmas
of Religion {London: Edward Arnold, Ltd., 1930), ch. v.
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suggested that one and only one meaning ieg legitlimate. - The
term “freedom" as used herein applles to a complex
Phenomenon involving the relation of the agent to his act,
and must be further analyzed before its 8lgnlficance can be
taken for granted. It ia perhaps worth repeating that whereas
mo8t phllosophies deal with freedom by trying to £it it into
& preconcelved metaphysical scheme, ths present procedure
willl be rather to begin with the complex fact of freedom and
inguire what implications follow from it.

Precisely what is the concrete phenomenon from which
the present study will take departure? Perhaps the most
typleal "laboratory specimen" can be observed in the case of
the law, or rather, the presuppositiqns upon which laws rest,
In practice and in theory, the law distinguishes sharply be-
tween insane and "normel" men. What constitutes this d1f-
ference before the law? The answer to this question includes
freedom as herein understood. Purther anslysis of what the
law assumees about normal human belngs as opposed to the insane
wlll permit a more exact determination of this freedom.

When a man goes berserk in New Jergey and beging pub-
licly to shoot people at random, his plea of inganity is up-
held and he 1s not punished. He 1s not "responsible," be-
cause he did not act freely, in the sense here intended. An
inquilry inte what 1s entailled in the concept of responsi-
billity will illumine what is meant by freedom. First, in

order to be responsible, a man must have intended to do what
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he did, in the sense of deliberately choosinélbetween,two -

or more courses of action, while in possession of normally'
functioning powers of reason. And second, he must be the
same self when he faces the judge as when he committed the
crime; without self-identity, the judge might just saswell
hale any passer~by into court to stang trial,® Unless these
two condl tions of delibersate choice and self-identity are
fulfilled, a man is not responsible. If a driver uninten-
tlonally runs over a pedestrian, he is not responsible
(assuming that he was observing the proper precautions). Ir
a schlzophrenic commits a crime, he is not punished far his

self-identity is in doubt.

A question immediately arises concerning the reality
of choice involved. Does not the mere fact of law reduce
choice to a merely nominal status? Does not the law in
fact try to persuade me that the consequences of breaking
it will be so unattractive that I will in effect have "no
choice" but to observe it? This argument is refuted in
actual fact every time the law is wilfully broken. And yet
1t does retain its force in pointing up the tyrannical nature

of the "thou shalt not" contalned in every law. If this is

1G. D. Broad develops this point in Determinism,
Indeterminism, and Voluntarism {Cambridge, England:
Canbridge University Press, 1934), p. 11.

2For further discussion of the relation of self-
ldentity to freedom, see the appendlx to chapter 1i. See
also F. H. Bradley's strong argument for the necessity of
self-identity to responsibility in Ethical Studies (Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1827), ch. 1i.
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freedom, then it is a burdensome and repressive one. This
complaint, however, merely reveals the limited, even arti-
ficlal nature of the "laboratory specimen". Like so many
such speclmens, 1lte restricted nature permltted a more un-
obstructed insight%t into the kind of freedom under considera-
tlon, but at the seme time ought not to blind one to the
"higher" levels where externally Imposed law no longer
applies.

At the level of law, freedom 1g indeed at a minimum,
For most people at most times, the "choice" whether or not
to defy the law ls scarcely a live option {though even where
arregt 1s certaln, there are always people who decide they
would rzther pay the penalty than forego the forbidden act;
laws presuppose this in establishing penalties). Within the
broad limits set by the law, freedom can operate at a
"higher" level--higher in the sense that the compulaion of
the law 18 replaced by conventions and mores (though these
may 1in some cases prove even more inviolate than law), and at
the highest level by values which the agent himself chooses.
In this realm the individual ordinarily has more intense per-
sonal concern; it could therefore be called in a sense the
realm of the most important exercige of freedom. It includes
what a man believes to be worthwhile, his values, whether |
they be money, power, knowledge, virtue, and so forth.
These wlll largely govern the qualilty of his life, the goels

he cherishes. Man's cholees at this level are not dlctated
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by external authority: rather, they are made in accordénce
with values which he is free to relect, at least to a eccp-
siderable extent.l

At this point, the advantage of beginning the de-
scriptlon at the low level of law becomes appafent. If one
should begin at the higheat level, the temptation might be
to lgnore the role of still another factor in the making of
cholces: that of valuation. Should one overlook the fact
that decislons are made by referring alternative courses of
possible action to the values whilck the agent has adopted,
one might conelude that on the lower level, law excludes
freedom altogether, while on the higher, the individual
simply reacts spontaneously, without constraint. Where this
conclugion 1s drawn, as will be abundantly 1llustrated beleow, -
the stage 1s set for the attempt %o reduce freedom partly to
determinism, partly to indeterminism; that 1s, the constraint
of the law 1s regarded as the denlal of freedom, as the ef-
fort to determine the course of human actions, and freedom
1tself is correspondingly identified with the lack of con-

straint; that 1s, with indeterminism.

1The Plcture here premented deliberately leaves out
of account the increasingly acknowledged role of unconsclous
drives, not at all because their importance is minimized,
but because they contravene freedom, They are, as psycholo-
gists say, "compulsive.® Where there 18 a redical disloce-~
tlon between them and conscilous motives, they mey override
freedom. Thie suggests a correlation between consclousnesa
end freedom, implied above and dereloped more fully below.
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Yhen a beginning was made at the level of law,- on
the other hand, 1t was seen that both levels belong to the
game fundemental phenoﬁenon. At the "higher® level, the
external authority of law was replaced (not Silmply expunged)
by the individual's own values; and even on the lower level,
these same values can and do fly 1n the Tace of the law every
time a dellberate crime is committed (barring extenuating
circumstances). These relatively few cases testify that even
1n the malority, where the law is obeyed, 1t frequently re-
ceives deference only after the individual hes decided thet
it 18 preferable not to pay a penalty. The conclusion is that,
repressive though the law may be,lit Presupposes, rather than
precludes, freedom; and that on the "higher" levels, though
not direetly under law, the 1individusl is nonetheless responsa-
ible. He makes decisione in accordance with values.?2

The foregoing remarks have prepared the way for an
inclusive statement of the sense in whick the word "freedom"
will be understood herein. A complex phenomenon consisting

of geveral factors, it may be deslgneted as that capacity or

lls not the principal justification of law In general
that it (1deally!) provides a stable framework within which
the "higher" level of freedom can operate, safeguarded both
from chaos and from the englavement of some members of the
community by otherg?

2The questlon ariases, by what principle of selection
does one choose values in the first ingtance? The answer
leads to an infinite regress beyond the scope of the present
study, though perhaps not irrelevant to the problem as a
whole. Possibly the difficulty of arriving at a “first
value" is what prompts some people to advocate extending the
sphere of law to cover every aspect of life. BSuch pharisaigm
pays for the certalnty it achieves by suffocating freedom at
1ts most important level. _
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man whereby he acts.responsibly, In accordance with decisicn .-
baged upon valuvation, while remaining in some sense the ggmg
subjJeet throughout the process. If freedom in thls sense

is called‘"self-determination," one additional aspect of the
matter becomes more explicit; namely, the Dresumed causal
relation between agent and acet, Though heredity and environ-
ment may profoundly affect everything I do, nevertheless

those forces of which a given act is the resultant must in-
clude my own volition, if the act 1s to be eslled free.

-Baaed as 1%t 1s upon the analysis of a rhenomenon of
everyday 1life, this definitlon draws strength from the fact
that upon anyone who repudiates 1t there falls the omas of
convinclng mankind of the folly of the agssumptions upon which
human relations rest. To deny the reality of freedom thus
defined 1s to agsert that the very conception of law is baged
upon a gross mlsunderstanding, for the freedom which it pre-~
supposes 18 1llusory. 7To try to convince mankind of this
would be a more than Herculean undertaking. Furthermore,
anyone who seriously belleved this would be saddled with a
gecond difficulty: that of himself acting as though he
were not free. In so far ag such an attempt required an
effort of will and deelsion, 1t too would pPresuppose the
very freedqm 1t denled. 1In short, the above definition of
freedom 28 experienced fact rests upon the suspicion that the
common practlce of humanity derives from a shrewd common

sénse which may intuitively understand human nature better



14

than rarefied speculative subtleties.

Further Anticipation

In the brief discussion of determinism and indeter-
minisﬁ, 1t was held a) that nelther is wholly compatible with
freedom, and that b) on the basis of time alone, there is no
- alternative to these two possibilities. This led to the
& priori inference that if there 1g such a thing as freedom
1t will require at least in part a trans-temporal basis.

As a result of the analygls of freedom Just concluded, we are
in a poasition to corroborate this inference with three more
posltlve pleces of evidence. In the flrset place, freedom
requires that the self retain 1ts ldentlty, that it remain
the same; but accordlng to the definition of time, every-
thing temporal 18 characterized by change; therefore, if the
self is to remain the same, it cannot be altogether temporal.
In the second place, the values which enter into decision
consgtitute “fixed stars" by which the self gteers its course;
In 8o far as they remain valid independently of flux, they
require a trans-temporal reference. In the third place, the
problem of caugation requires a similar conclusion. Forl
freedom demands a causal relatién between agent and act;

but 1f, as 1n the case of determiniém, every event is deter-
mined by an anterior cause, then every event 1s in princiole
predictable, and freedom is precluded. Thie is clearly re-

cognized by'Professor C.D.Broad in Determinism, Indeterminism,
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and Voluntarism,lin which he states that on the one hand,
freedom requires a causal relation between agent and act,
but that on the other hand, if every event has an anteceadent
cause, freedom ls precluded. This situation necessitates a
cholce between one of the following two conclusions: either
freedom does not exist, or it requires a trans-temporal
reference, so that a given act of willing could be initiated

in time by a "cause"? which was not anterior to it. The

former conclusion 1s drawn by Professor Broad (indeed, it is
apparently the only alternative seen by him) when he pro-
nounces freedom a "delusive notion".® The latter conclusion,
postulating a causs which is not anterior and therefore non-
temporal, strongly suggests Kant's idea of the self as

"uncaused cause" or "unconditioned condition. ™% Kant saw

1c. D. Broad, Determinism, Indeterminism, and
Voluntarism (Cambridge University Press, 1034).

°Tf causality 1s properly speaking a strictly tem-
poral category, then it is used in this context in a neces-
sarily analogical sense.

S0p. cit., p. 48.

450e the Critique of Pure Reason, trans. N. K.
Smith (London: Macmillan and Co., 10933}, prp. 475 f., 478.




