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Abstract

The present article studies Bernard Williams's view on moral responsibility using an
analytical-critical approach. The discussion of moral responsibility includes the
definition, conditions, and problem of moral responsibility. In Western philosophical
texts, moral responsibility refers to the praise and blame of the agent by himself or
others for an act he has committed. This is while, according to our moral appetites
and the theories based on them such as Kant's, moral responsibility is conditioned on
free action and every healthy human being has the capacity for moral understanding,
the ability to act accordingly and to deserve moral praise and blame for one's actions
as they all equally benefit from reason and free-will. Thus, the foundation of moral
responsibility is empirical and safe from factors beyond control, that is, luck. In
addition, the problem of moral responsibility is the conflict of free-will or freedom
and determinism, and different philosophers have theorized regarding the three
approaches of compatibility, incompatibility, and impossibility. Bernard Williams, a
great philosopher on ethics with an Aristotelian influence - though he does not seem
to define moral responsibility as opposed to what has been mentioned - offers a
completely different view of the conditions and problem of moral responsibility and
challenges our moral intuitions and theories such as Kant's and distinguishes
between morality and ethics. He considers voluntary action to be the result of
deliberation and intention but by innovating the term moral luck and relying on it, he
even considers human voluntary action to be influenced by constitutive luck (i.e. the
capacities, talents, and inner abilities of each person) and resultant luck (i.e. various
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psychological, social, cultural, political, economical, etc. factors which affect the
outcome of actions). Therefore, by violating a completely voluntary act, he breaks
the relation between freedom and moral responsibility and considers moral
responsibility to be superficial or dependent on the concept of luck and gives it an
empirical basis. Faced with the problem of moral responsibility, he criticizes
compatibilists and incompatibilists in three ways. According to Williams, there is a
misunderstanding in the concept of blame used by compatibilists and
incompatibilists. In addition, compatibilists must compromise between determinism,
psychological concepts, and moral responsibility. Also, the compatibilists do not pay
attention to the difference between what free-will is and the will we have. On the
other hand, incompatibilists have used determinism in the sense of fatalism. Finally,
the incompatibilist view fails to establish a relationship between choice, intention,
and action. By claiming a compatibilist view that is safe from these problems,
Williams argues that there is a compromise between the above-mentioned items if
we separate ourselves from our moral intuitions and the present ethics. This article
explains Williams' moral responsibility, with an introduction to Williams and moral
responsibility. It then describes Williams' compatibilism while also expresses his
critique of compatibilism and incompatibilism. Finally, by assessing Williams's
view, it concludes it to be a truly deterministic view that violates freedom and moral
responsibility and the basis of its evidence and arguments as weak. For this reason, it
is difficult and indefensible to accept it.
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