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Macbeth the Prophecies’ Fate and Freewill
Although all human beings have a vital plan destined and written for them, we also have free will that plays a role in such a way that our lives, and that of those around us, are affected for the choices we make. According to what we experience in this existence within this physical state in which we are here and now. Destiny and free will coexist and constantly interact without getting in the way, as they complement each other in the circle of life. It is written in the hair of our head; in the stars of the sky; in the parents we have; in the number of siblings; in our name; on the day of death; on the day of birth; in the children, we will have and so on.
This concept can be seen in the famous play Macbeth, written by William Shakespeare. Macbeth tells a story of murder and guilt, but one of the most controversial central questions includes fate versus action. The play raises the question that the end of Macbeth was ‘destined’ to happen, or do his choices cause his fall? In the opening scenes, Macbeth and Banquo cross to the three witches, or the ‘rare sisters,’ who prophesize that Macbeth will first become the Baron de Cawdor and then the King. Macbeth at first doubts the sisters, but then finds out that he became the Baron de Cawdor by chance and wonders if his prophecy of becoming a King will come true. Through the argument, one can question whether the rare sisters made the prophecy and caused the actions of Macbeth by placing the seeds of carnage in his mind, or if the choices of Macbeth were free, which makes him responsible for them (Shakespeare, William). Understanding simply, that is the witches’ prophesies responsible for Macbeth’s actions, or is Macbeth himself?
Free will refers to the ability of human beings to make their own decisions and to be able to lead them to achieve their resolution or goal. In this sense, the free human being is not one who acts according to his emotions; he is the one who decides to act in a way, as he has chosen, regardless of how she or he feels. As we can see, both philosophies and points of view conflict, since in their principles they are opposed. The enigma of destiny and free will has perplexed the greatest thinkers the history of man has known. In the same way as philosophy and religion, astrology has struggled with this enigma and has tried to express it in its language, in response to the question of whether there exists something that can be called an ‘option.’
Each in its way, schools of psychological thought, is also investigating aspects of the same problem: to what extent the behavior of men is conditioned by inheritance, to what extent by the medium, how far by conscious volition. And here, as in other spheres of human inquiry, it is possible to see the inevitable clash of opposing points of view. It is likely that the enigma of fate and free will, like many other deep questions, is such that its response ultimately consists of a paradox (Vohs, Kathleen D., and Jonathan W. Schooler). Both astrology and analytical psychology describe this paradox, each in its way: Man is bound to the wheel of destiny until the awareness of the possibility of choice that God has granted him dawns on him. 
Destiny and free will are capital philosophical problems, but they have to do not only with metaphysical speculation but also with the patterns of our relationships social or personal. What kind of choice is made when someone falls in love? What is the implicit choice in the birth of a child, which in itself carries its innate temperament, which may or may not develop according to the designs of their parents? What kind of choice does one have when his partner abandons him, despite his noblest efforts to keep the relationship intact? And what role does choice play in the damage that so often causes a difficult childhood, and that to untangle it sometimes costs us a lifetime of struggle? In this regard, it is based on the human rights that can be found in the declaration of independence that the people practicing freewill should be aware of the rights of others to guarantee the safety of others ("The Declaration Of Independence: Full Text"). 
There are people who prefer to believe that everything in life is chance and is subject exclusively to the vagaries of chance. This is a reassuring point of view to some extent because it mitigates the burden of personal responsibility. There are also people, and in the East, they are counted by millions who believe that life flows totally according to the predestination derived from the karma of each one. From the effects of causes that take root in past incarnations; and this position is also consoling because it absolves one from responsibility in the present. Finally, there are those who believe that the free will itself is the determining factor of our destiny, and this is a somewhat less comforting attitude because habitually life puts us in front of things that cannot be altered by an effort of the will.
Finally, between that endless tangle of possibilities that is formed with the mixture of the inevitable with the decisions we make using our free will, as well as the incidence of natural variables and human variables, that is, of multiple things that interact dynamically to generate changes constantly, in our daily life flows. Almost always the extremes are bad. And in this case, both totally compelling and radical philosophies seem to be extreme. The right point, if it exists, will be there, between both extremes, at a point of equilibrium that is not necessarily located in the middle of both and that surely also needs to be constantly changing position. If there is something that we all share, it is a certain destination; we all have an expiration date. 
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