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Key Points Made in Section 4:

-“There is no evidence that we are libertarian agents and a number of considerations that weigh against its likelihood.”  (140)

-“My dissatisfaction with libertarianism turns on two things.  First, I am inclined to reject libertarianism on grounds of its comparative implausibility.  Second, what empirical evidence there is that is relevant to the assessment of libertarianism does not favor the most plausible versions of libertarianism.”  (141)

Empirical worries about libertarianism

-“Just as there is no single libertarian view, there is no single empirical worry about libertarianism.  The particular empirical concerns raised by libertarianism vary depending on the details of the libertarian theory.”  (141)

-“libertarianism requires that indeterminism be present in our agency in a very particular way, at very particular times, in the process leading up to or in the decision about what to do.” (141)

-“So, for virtually any libertarian theory, there is an additional requirement it is bound to have, above and beyond the non-skeptical competitors.” (142)

-“I claimed that there are two kinds of worries that libertarianism raises: one is a general worry about its comparative plausibility, the second are more specific worries tied to the particular proposals on how to make sense of a libertarian conception of agency.” (142)

-In response to Kane’s SFA’s:

“In connection with the prior criticisms about comparative empirical plausibility, it is worth briefly considering just how demanding the theory’s commitments are: not only do agent mental processes have to turn out to be indeterministic, but they must also be indeterministic in a very particular way.” (143)

-“As Kane notes, the existing literature on brain science does dovetail with some aspects of his account.  The idea that the brain, or parts of the brain, might be chaotic under some conditions has been explored by some scientists.  The main problem concerning the empirical plausibility of the view is that there are no accepted scientific models of indeterministic brain events.” (143)

-“In the words of Henrik Walter, a neuroscientist and philosopher, ‘to date there is no solid empirical evidence that local quantum phenomena play a role in neurons, and that there are good arguments to the contrary.” (144)

-“Suppose I am wrong.  Suppose neuroscientists and others simply have not been looking in the right ways or interpreting data in light of a libertarian model of agency.  Would this be of benefit to the libertarian fending off the charge of empirical implausibility?  It is not clear that it would, at least not by very much.  At best it would offer the libertarian the comparatively dim hope that were the sciences of the brain to be better informed by philosophy they might find what the philosophers were hoping for.  It would not change the simple fact that there still is absolutely no evidence to suggest that libertarianism is true.”  (144-145)
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