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Divine and Conventional Frankfurt Examples
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The principle of alternate possibilities (PAP) says that you are morally praiseworthy or blameworthy for something you
do only if you could have done otherwise. Frankfurt examples are putative counterexamples to PAP. These examples
feature a failsafe mechanism that ensures that some agent cannot refrain from doing what she does without
intervening in how she conducts herself, thereby supposedly sustaining the upshot that she is responsible for her
behavior despite not being able to do otherwise. | introduce a Frankfurt example in which the agent who could not
have done otherwise is God. Paying attention to the freedom requirements of moral obligation, the example is
commissioned, first, to assess whether various statesof affairs that are unavoidable for God can be obligatory for God
and for whichGod can be praiseworthy. The example is, next, used to unearth problems with conventional Frankfurt
examples that feature human agents. | argue that conceptual connections between responsibility and obligation cast
suspicion on these examples. Pertinent lessons that the divine Frankfurt example helps to reveal motivate the view
that divine foreknowledge and determinism, assuming that both preclude freedom to do otherwise, may well imperil
.obligation and responsibility
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