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analytical method, we aim to show that this approach, considering
criticisms such as the ambiguity of human epistemic nature, ambiguity
in the two concepts of reflective will and adaptive control and doubt
about their sufficiency for having doxastic attitudes, lack of precise
definitions for weak vs. strong intentions, unjustified belief-action
symmetry, challenges from determinism and the unrealistic ideal
believer, neglect of competing theories (e.g., virtue epistemology),
inattention to the role of the environment in shaping epistemic nature
and creating beliefs, and the complexity of the issue of free will, cannot
establish compatibility between the two categories of volitional control
and epistemic responsibility.
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Extended Abstract
Introduction: Compatibilism (or doxastic compatibilism) maintains

that while we require some form of voluntary control over our beliefs
to bear epistemic responsibilities and duties, explicit intentional
control is not necessary. Compatibilists argue that being responsible
for a belief may entail that the agent could have held a different belief
(Peels, 2014: 679-702; 2017: 72-80).

While rejecting determinism regarding beliefs, compatibilists like
Steup, Mark Heller, and Sharon Ryan maintain that the absence of
intentional control in doxastic matters is nevertheless compatible with
epistemic obligations and responsibility for one's beliefs. They
reconcile voluntary agency with the non-voluntary nature of belief
formation through distinct approaches. In addressing how epistemic
duties can exist without deliberate intentional control, compatibilists
propose various solutions. Sharon Ryan develops the notion of
"compatibilist doxastic control," while Mark Heller employs the
concept of "reflective will" and epistemic nature to demonstrate that
we possess sufficient voluntary control over our doxastic attitudes to
maintain corresponding epistemic responsibilities.

Methods: This paper employs an analytical-critical approach to
examine Ryan's and Heller's compatibilist view on the relationship
between volition and beliefs. Through analyzing the argument
structures, uncovering implicit presuppositions, and investigating the
theoretical foundations of this perspective, its strengths and
weaknesses are evaluated. Ultimately, by systematically critiquing this
position, the possibility for re-examining its underlying principles is
established.

Results: Ryan argues that the criteria for freedom in action and
belief are identical - if an action can be free, then a belief can likewise
be freely formed. By rejecting the Kantian principle that "ought
implies can," he demonstrates that what we require for epistemic
duties and obligations (and consequently for being responsible for our
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beliefs) is not voluntary control or capacity, but rather a form of weak
intentional control. Essentially, Ryan minimizes the concept of
"intention," maintaining that even weak intention suffices for an
action (or belief) to be considered free.

From Ryan's explanations and examples, we can derive two key
arguments:

First Argument (based on semi-voluntary actions):

1. The formation of beliefs and other doxastic attitudes is typically
voluntary rather than determined, analogous to semi-voluntary
actions like operating a clutch or brake pedal.

2. For such voluntary actions to entail responsibility and obligation,
no explicit intention is required - weak intention suffices.
Therefore, 3) For belief formation or other doxastic attitudes to
be voluntary, only weak intention is necessary.

Second Argument (based on involuntary actions):

1. Doxastic attitudes would only be involuntary if they shared the

characteristics of involuntary actions.

2. Doxastic  attitudes do not share these characteristics.
Therefore, 3) Doxastic attitudes are not involuntary.

Heller, employing the concept of reflective will, seeks to explain
how an individual's character influences belief formation and
maintenance. Here, reflective will means our actions and beliefs
directly reflect our character and nature. For instance, if someone
consistently tends toward lying, this behavior stems not from lack of
truthful alternatives but from their deceitful character.

Drawing on Frankfurt’s hierarchical theory, Heller combines:

1. Reflective will

2. Epistemic responsibility
To explain the will's role in belief formation through cognitive
nature. Like Frankfurt, he argues that when higher-order
desires determine one's will (which then determines lower-
order/effective desires that guide actions), and when proper
alignment exists between higher-order desires and will, one's
actions reflect their character.



Heller extends this framework to belief by: Replacing Ideal willer
with ideal believer; Incorporating Foley’s account of rationality;
Explaining cognitive responsibility as the capacity to form, justify,
maintain, and be accountable for doxastic attitudes

This approach rests on the premise that beliefs, like actions, emerge
from our cognitive/epistemic nature. Ultimately, Heller's ideal
believer represents someone who forms beliefs in a fully rational,
reasonable manner.

Conclusion: The most significant critiques of Ryan and Heller’s
positions are as follows:

1. Ryan:
Lack of a precise philosophical definition of weak and strong
intention; Doubt about the sufficiency (or insufficiency) of weak
intention to justify doxastic freedom; Failure to adequately explain
the problem of false and prejudiced beliefs; Ambiguity in the
meaning of compatibilist doxastic control; No philosophical
justification for the symmetry between belief and action; Risk of
hasty generalization in arguments relying on specific examples.
2. Heller:
Conceptual critique: Ambiguity in defining reflective will and its
epistemic nature; Psychological critique: Neglect of cognitive
biases and emotions in belief formation; Sociological
critique: Overlooking the role of society and culture in shaping
beliefs, particularly the problem of imposed beliefs; Philosophical
critique: Challenges from determinism and the unrealistic nature of
the ideal believer assumption; Failure to engage with rival theories,
such as virtue epistemology.

Ultimately, it seems that our voluntary control over our beliefs is
more limited than our voluntary control over our actions. Many
factors—such as culture, society, personal experiences, and even the
structure of the brain—play a role in shaping beliefs, and all of this
significantly complicates the issue of doxastic freedom, posing a
serious challenge to doxastic voluntarism as defended by Ryan and
Heller.
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