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I. Introduction

There is a debate in philosophy of mind about the nature of reason explanations
of action, and this volume is testament to a resurgence of interest in non-causal
accounts. In Teleological Realism: Mind, Agency, and Explanation,2 I have proposed
a non-causal account according to which common-sense reason explanations of
action are irreducibly teleological in form. I claim that we explain behavior by cit-i Td
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both high level generareoth high le1iples and considered judgments about particular

theory that gh leseems plausible in the abstract gut also accounts for our stronglyheld intuitions about cases.

both hiI will approach the free will debate in something like this way. In section 1, I
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In simple and straightforward cases, application of these principles is almost

























Once Jake has made his decision and fails to install the devices, the second ex-
planation is, of course, ruled out. But comparing (1) and (2) becomes relevant
when we rate Jake’s overall rationality. If Jake 





of action explanation, a view I’ve defended elsewhere, leads to an account of free
will that is compatibilist and that accords nicely with the independently plausi-
ble claims that freedom comes in degrees and that cases of addiction and weak-
ness of will fall along a spectrum. The theory is, I claim, an attractive package,
particularly when compared to incompatibilist ace pac*
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