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Philosophy Discussion
[bookmark: _GoBack]In Holbach’s System of Nature, he argues that humans do not have any freedom of will even though most it appears humans are free agents. Holbach argument is based on the power or system of nature. Human are considered as physical bodies or material or in this case living things. This means that humans are compared to other living things such as animals or plants. Holbach continues to argue that undisputable laws or scientific laws determine all changes in physical things. Therefore, all the changes or actions made by humans are not because of their own free will, but are determined by undisputable laws. Holbach argues that for humans to be free, their actions must be free of determining physical origins. 
I tend to differ with Holbach’s argument because it denies the inner consciousness present in all humans that shapes one’s ability to choose free without any undisputable laws. Certain undisputable laws can influence human behaviors in certain ways. For instance, cold weather can influence one to build a house or light a fire to get warm. However, when it comes to other actions such love or mercy that are independent of undisputable laws. This means that human act in certain ways depending on different situations. Nevertheless, each action or decision is based on a human’s ability to make a choice. This means that humans can always choose how to act in different situations. The ability to choose clearly illustrates that their decision is not hindered or is independent of undisputable laws. This is even though their action will have certain consequences. Therefore, having free will is not about changing the law of nature or changing consequences within the system of nature. However, humans act as free agents inside a system that has its undisputable laws. 
  
