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Exam
Introduction 
Compatibilism is defined as the existence of free willingness among people and moral responsibilities in comparison to the prevailing conditions. It is a human concept that free will does exist but there are no clear certainties as to how much free will do humans have at their disposal. 
Augustine Compatibilism 
Research done by Augustine explains individuals have the opportunity and privilege to choose what is wrong and what is right for their current status (Puffer, 2017). Thus, humans have the ultimate power in picking the best options that fit their immediate scenario. Additionally, he later insisted that only God alone has the ultimate power to govern human destiny. Therefore, according to him, God has the final say on every person's life and what they choose to undertake daily is only a fraction of what they will achieve according to God's set purpose. 
Also, he explained the causes of individual choices are all relatable and traceable to different factors that are outside the agent (Puffer, 2017). Thus the agents are tasked to be morally responsible for all actions conducted. Later in his anti-pelagian writings, he explains more of Compatibilism and explains the options open to the free will of the people, and soon after the fall is different. But it is essential to highlight, the basic nature of the will in regards to the motivation and choice does not differ. 
Hume Compatibilism 
According to research done by Hume, the question on free will is complex (Radcliffe, 2017). This is attributed to the ability of individuals to have the free will to determine their deeds at their own expense. It is essential to care regarding free will and demonstrate how freedom will relate to freedom of action. Hume explains it is possible to reconcile both freedom and moral responsibility with causal determinism (Radcliffe, 2017). Thus, as a result of the classical interpretation for Hume's view regarding the subject, it has played an integral part as a foundation for the later development of compatibility strategy over the next decades. 
In his research, Hume's compatibility strategy is divided into two classifications “classic” and “naturalistic” interpretations (Radcliffe, 2017). Classic interpretations identified to articulate the conditions associated with moral responsibilities and their preference to relate with a particular problem with ease. Thus, there is a need to have a proper understanding based on liberty and necessity. Hume's naturalistic interpretation gives an explanation of both nature and the conditions present play an integral role to offer moral sentiment. Thus Hume needs to be objective to describe the different circumstances individuals feel responsible. 
Similarities between Hume and Augustine Compatibilism 
Both researchers agree concerning the indicial current condition, they are subjected to make a choice that will offer them the best outcome with ease. Additionally, humans have the free will to pick on the desired choice provided that directly affects their feedback. Moreover, what is considered morally correct for some may be morally questionable by other people? Thus, it is essential to have a correct understanding based on liberty and the necessity to make the best decisions for the best possible outcome. 
Compatibilism is a tenable understating of freedom of will that impacts moral responsibilities
I agree humans always prefer to pick on options that will directly not cause them pain. The decision on how right the people are is determined by their preference to extend the correct kind of freedom at the time. What is considered the correct difference for different people? Therefore, it is important to observe a set of moral guidance to ensure the individuals do not go overboard and pick on the wrong options. The free will expressed by persons does not guarantee possible best results. This has resulted in the belief there is a higher power such as God who gives meaning and purpose to life. Thus humans are only trying to fulfill their set purpose on earth according to the guidance given by their God which is impressive. With an identified point of reference, humans can be responsible for their moral decisions conducted. 
In summary, both Hume and Augustine Compatibilism are examples of an illustration of two major researchers with varied opinions on how human freedom can impact individuals’ moral decisions. Different persons relate to different issues at different rates, thus it is prudent for the people to ensure they make considerations on all opinions before settling for the current decisions. Additionally, all decisions made by humans can be traced and linked up, the preference to relate them with identified set guideline allows the humans to have an opportunity to seek clarifications and guidance on different select choices done. 
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