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Analysis of the Manipulation Problem in Compatibilism

YU Riqing
( College of Humanities Xiamen University Xiamen Fujian 361005)

Abstract: With the development of modern physical science in the 20th century Determinism challenges free
will and moral responsibility. Compatibilists argue that even if Determinism is true free will can be compatible with
it. The compatibilist holds that when a behavior is truly from the actor the actor is morally responsible for the ac—
tion. However incompatibilists raise the manipulation problem that is objects manipulated externally can also sat—
isfy the self conditions. In this way is the person or robot being manipulated still morally responsible? This conun—
drum is not only a major challenge to compatibility theory but also has important implications for judicial deci-
sions as there are similar real-life manipulation cases. Therefore the key way to solve the problem is to deeply an—

alyze what the manipulation problem is and clarify the relevant manipulation conditions and factors so as to provide

powerful conditions for the defense of the compatibility theory.
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