Makcumos J1.B.
CekTop 3TUKM U PAH (anpenb 2016)

Metastuka. U30pannas oubauorpagus.
Yacts Il. — XX Bek

Il. METAETHICS OF THE 20th CENTURY
(SELECTIVE BIBLIOGRAPHY)

1. Bruce A. Ackerman
Social Justice in the Liberal State (New Haven: Y Ale University Press, 1980)
2. Robert Ackermann
"Consistency and Ethics" in Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society 69, 1969.
3. E. M. Adams
"A Critique of the Emotive Theory of Ethical Terms" in Journal of Philosophy 46, 1949.
EMA complains that Ayer and Stevenson do not adequately analyse approbation, failing properly to distinguish it
from mere liking. If we do analyse it we find it involves a cognitive element in the form of a judgement of rightness. So it is
incoherent to analyse judgements of rightness in terms of approval.
"Word-Magic and Logical Analysis in the Field of Ethics™ in Journal of Philosophy 47, 1950.
"The Nature of Ethical Inquiry" in Journal of Philosophy 48, 1951.
"Cartesianism in Ethics" in Philosophy and Phenomenological Research 16, 1956.
"Mr Hare on the Role of Principles in Deciding™ in Mind 65, 1956.
"The Nature of 'Ought™ in Philosophical Studies 7, 1956.
"'Ought' Again™ in Philosophical Studies 8, 1957.
"Hall's Analysis of "Ought™" in Journal of Philosophy 55, 1958.
"The Theoretical and the Practical” in Review of Metaphysics 13, 1960.
Ethical Naturalism and the Modern World-View (London: Oxford University Press, 1961).
"Classical Moral Philosophy and Metaethics™ in Ethics 74, 1964.
"A Defense of Value Realism™ in Southern Journal of Philosophy 4, 1966.
"Gewirth on Reason and Morality" in Review of Metaphysics 33, 1980.
"The Subjective Normative Structure of Agency" in Regis, Gewirth's Ethical Rationalism
"Rationality and Morality" in Review of Metaphysics 46, 1993.
"Emotional Intelligence and Wisdom" in Southern Journal of Philosophy36, 1998.

4. Robert Merrihew Adams

"Motive Utilitarianism" in Journal of Philosophy 73, 1976
Finite and Infinite Goods: A Framework for Ethics (New York: Oxford University Press, 1999)

5. H. D. Aiken

"Emotive Meaning and Ethical Terms" in Journal of Philosophy 61, 1944
"Definitions of Value and the Moral Ideal” in Journal of Philosophy 42, 1945,
"Evaluation and Obligation: Two Functions of Judgments in the Language of Conduct" in Journal of Philosophy 47, 1950
"A Pluralistic Analysis of the Ethical "Ought"" In Journal of Philosophy 48, 1951.
"The Authority of Moral Judgments" in Philosophy ad Phenomenological Research 12, 1952.
"Definitions, Factual Premises and Ethical Conclusions" in Philosophical Review 61, 1952.
"The Levels of Moral Discourse™ in Ethics 62, 1952.
"The Role of Conventions in Ethics" in Journal of Philosophy 49, 1952.
"Moral Reasoning" in Ethics 64, 1953.
"The Spectrum of Value Predications" in Philosophy and Phenomenological Research 14, 1953.
Reason and Conduct: New Bearings in Moral Philosophy (New York: Knopf, 1962)
"The Concept of Moral Objectivity" in Neri-Castaneda and Nakhnikian, Morality and the Language of Conduct
"The Problem of Evaluative Objectivity" in Southern Journal of Philosophy 4, 1966
"Contra - The Moral Point of View" in Philosophical Exchange 3, 1980

6. Carlos E. Alchourron

"Logic of Norms and Logic of Normative Propositions" in Logique et Analyse 12, 1969.
"Prescripciones y Normas: La Theoria de Castaneda" in Critica 13, 1981.
"Para una Logica de las Razones Prima Facie" in Analisis Filosofico 16, 1996.

7. Carlos E. Alchourron and Eugenio Bulygin

"The Expressive Conception of Norms" in Hilpinen, New Studies in Deontic Logic
"Normative Knowledge and Truth" in Gracia, Philosophical Analysis in Latin America

8. Carlos E. Alchourron and Antonio A. Martino

"Logic Without Truth™" in Ratio Juris 3, 1990



A & M urge that Jorgensen's dilemma - given that norms lack truth-values either the notion of inference is
inapplicable to them or it can be characterized without reference to truth - be resolved in favour of the latter horn. (various
alternatives are characterized and rejected.) For philosophical motivation they appeal to Wittgenstein's doctrine of meaning
as use. They propose taking an abstract notion of consequence, which they characterize, as primitive. They then propose that
the rules for the standard connectives be given, Gentzen-style, with reference to their introduction and elimination rules. For
deontic logic the following basic rule is proposed:

Al,..An|-B

OAl,...OAn|-0OB
A & M then show that the more standard axioms of deontic logic are derivable in terms of this rule and vice versa.
9. Henry Allison
"Morality and Freedom: Kant's Reciprocity Thesis" in Philosophical Review 95, 1986
Kant's Theory of Freedom (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1990)
"On a Presumed Gap in the Derivation of the Categorical Imperative" in Philosophical Topics 19, 1991
10. David Alm
"Moral Conditionals, Noncognitivism, and Meaning" in Southern Journal of Philosophy 38, 2000
"On the Reasonableness of Moral Judgments" in Social Theory and Practice 26, 2000
"Atomism about Value" in Australasian Journal of Philosophy 82, 2004, pp. 312-331.
11. J. E. J. Altham
"Evaluation and Speech” in Casey, Morality and Moral Reasoning
"The Legacy of Emotivism" in MacDonald and Wright, Fact, Scince and Morality.
"Reflection and Confidence" in Altham and Harrison, World, Mind and Ethics
A suggestive and intelligent critique of Williams' metaethical views. Williams has suggested that reflection on our
thick concepts can destroy the ethical knowledge they embody but confidence in their practical deployment may remain
possible even then. But when ethical reflection leads us to just drop some thick concept, we simply drop it and there is no
residual role for confidence. If, on the other hand, the reflection takes the form of a metaethical critique it is hard to see how
the damage can be limited only to some thick concepts. If reflection can destroy ethical knowledge it will, Altham suggests,
destroy all of it. If the destruction is limited, we should deny that what has been destroyed was ever knowledge.
12. J. E. J. Altham and Ross Harrison
(ed.) World, Mind and Ethics (Cambridge: C.U.P., 1995)
13. William Alston
"Moral Attitudes and Moral Judgements™ in Nous 2, 1968
14. Alan Ross Anderson
"The Logic of Norms™ in Logique et Analyse 1, 1958
"A Reduction of Deontic Logic to Alethic Modal Logic" in Mind 67, 1958.
"On the Logic of "Commitment™" in Philosophical Sudies 10, 1959.
"Some Nasty Problems in the Formal Logic of Ethics" in Nous 1 1967
Anderson maintains that .It is obligatory that p. is equivalent to .If Op then V. where V is some bad state of affairs
obtaining. But what kind of conditional is signaled here by .if.? Not material implication certainly as we could then infer
O(p) from p. Strict implication is also an unsatisfactory reading as it is not being proposed that V is a logical consequence of
Op and we in any case do not want to be able to infer O(p) from "Necessarily p". Anderson suggests that the most
satisfactory reading is in terms of a notion of relevant implication he goes on to define and explore.
15. Elizabeth Anderson
Value in Ethics and Economics (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1993)
"Reasons, Attitudes, and Values: Replies to Sturgeon and Piper," in Ethics 106, 1996
"Practical Reason and Incommensurable Goods™ in Chang (ed.), Incommensurability, Incomparability and Practical Reason

16. Julia Annas
"Moral Knowledge as Practical Knowledge" in Social Philosophy and Policy 18, 2001
17. G. E. M. Anscombe

Intention (Oxford: Blackwell, 1957)
"On Brute Facts" in Analysis 18, 1958
"Modern Moral Philosophy" in Philosophy 33, 1958

18. Louise M. Antony
"Nature and Norms" in Ethics 111, 2001.

A clear and rich discussion of Nussbaum.s attempt to defend a grounding role in ethical theory for a form of
Aristotelian essentialism from Williams. critique of any such idea. The basic problem is that accounts of human nature are
either external, confining themselves to scientific fact, in which case they seem to have limited potential to yield ethical
conclusions, or internal, explicitly normative articulations of our self-conceptions, which yield substantive ethical
conclusions only because they are heavy with normative presuppositions and do not speak to those who do not share these
presuppositions. In her exegesis Williams, Nussbaum makes out this external/external distinction in terms of a
descriptive/normative distinction. But in her critique external accounts are assimilated to the kind of external realism she
follows Putnam in rejecting. But this is to confuse independence from human values with independence from all forms of
human conceptualization and to misdiagnose opposition to essentialism as opposition to metaphysical realism. The real but



limited truth in essentialism is that external accounts of what humans are like point to commonalities that offer us the
normative common ground we need in order successfully to address one another.s internal moral self-understandings.

19. Lennart Agvist

Introduction to Deontic Logic and the Theory of Normative Systems (Naples: Bibliopolis, 1987)

20. Steven Arkonovich

"Defending Desire: Scanlon's Anti-Humeanism" in Philosophy-and-Phenomenological-Research 63, 2001
21. Horacio Arlo Coasta, John Collins and Isaac Levi

"DEsire-As-Belief Implies Opinionation or Indifference” in Analysis 55, 1995, pp. 2-5.

22. Leslie Armour

"The Origin of Values" in Odegard, Ethics and Justiofication

23. Richard Arneson

"Human Flourishing versus Desire Satisfaction™ in Social Philosophy and Policy 61, 1999, pp. 113-142.
24, Hilliard Aronovitch

"Reflective Equilibrium or Evolving Tradition?", Inquiry 39, 1996.

25. Nomy Arpaly

"On ACting Rationally Against One's Best Judgement" in Ethics 110, 2002, pp. 488-513.
Unprincipled Virtue: An Inquiry into Moral Agency (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2003)

26. Robert Arrington
Rationality, Realism and Relativism (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1989)
27. R. F. Atkinson

"Consistency in Ethics™ in Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society, Supplementary Volume 39, 1965.

28. Robert Audi
"The Concept of Wanting" in Philosophical Studies 24, 1973.
"Axiological Foundationalism" in Canadian Journal of Philosophy 12, 1982.
"A Theory of Practical Reasoning" in American Philosophical Quarterly 19, 1982.
"Acting for Reasons" in Philosophical Review 95, 1986.
"Intending, Intentional Action and Desire" in Marks, The Ways of Desire
"The Architecture of Reason” in P. A.P.A. 62, Supp. 1, 1988.
"Internalism and Externalism in Moral Epistemology" in Logos 10, 1989.
Practical Reasoning (London: R.K.P., 1989)
"Moral Epistemology and the Supervenience of Ethical Concepts” in Southern Journal of Philosophy 29, 1990, Spindel
Supplement.
"Ethical Reflectionism" in The Monist 76, 1993.
"Naturalism and the Explanatory Power of Moral Concepts" in Wagner, Naturalism: A Critical Appraisal
"Acting From Virtue" in Mind 1995.
"Intuitionism, Pluralism and the Foundations of Ethics" in Sinnott-Armstrong and Timmons, Moral Knowledge
"Intrinsic Value and Moral Obligation" in Southern Journal of Philosophy 35, 1997
"Moral Judgement and Reasons for Action" in Cullity and Gaut, Ethics and Practical Reason
Moral Knowledge and Ethical Character (New York: Oxford University Press, 1997)
"The Axiology of Moral Experience" in The Journal of Ethics 2, 1998.
"Moderate Intuitionism and the Epistemology of Moral Judgment" in Ethical Theory and Moral Practicel, 1998, pp. 15-44.
"Prospects for a Naturalization of Practical Reason: Humean Internalism and the Normative Authority of Desire" in International
Journal of Philosophical Studies 10, 2002.
"Intrinsic Value and Reasons for Action" in Horgan and Timmons, Metaethics After Moore, pp. 79-106.

29. Bruce Aune
"Castaneda's Theory of Morality" in Tomberlin, Hector-Neri Castaneda
30. A.J. Ayer
Language, Truth and Logic (New York: Dover, 1952), especially chapter 6.
31. Carla Bagnoli
"Value in the Guise of Regret" in Philosophical Explorations, 2000.
"Rawls on the Objectivity of Practical Reason™ in Croatian Journal of Philosophy 3, 2001.
"Moral Constructivism: a Phenomenological Argument" in Topoi, 21, 2002.
32. Annette Baier
Postures of the Mind (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1985)
"Extending the Limits of Moral Theory" in Journal of Philosophy 83, 1986
Moral Prejudices (Cambridge, Ma.: Harvard University Press, 1994)
33. Kurt Baier
"Objectivity in Ethics" in Australasian Journal of Philosophy26, 1948
"S. Hampshire: Fallacies in Moral Philosophy: a Note" in Mind 59, 1950
"Decisions and Descriptions" in Mind 60, 1951
"Doing My Duty" in Philosophy 26, 1951
"Good Reasons" in Philosophical Studies 4, 1953.
"Proving A Moral Judgment" in Philosophical Studies 4, 1953



"The Point of View of Morality" in Australiasian Jornal of Philosophy, 32 1954
The Meaning of Life (Canberra: Commonwealth Government Printer, 1957)

The Moral Point of View (Ithaca: Cornell U. P. 1958).

"Reasons for Doing Something" in Journal of Philosophy 61, 1964

"Acting and Producing™ in Journal of Philosophy 62, 1965

"Action and Agent" in The Monist 49, 1965.

"Moral Obligation™ in American Philosophical Quarterly 3 1966.

"The Concept of Value" in Journal of Value Inquiry 1, 1967.

"Fact, Value and Norm in Stevenson's Ethics" in Nous 1, 1967

"Ethical Egoism and Interpersonal Comparability" in Philosophical Studies 24, 1973
"Reason and Experience" in Nous 7, 1973.

Baier objects to prescriptivism's understanding of practical discourse as imperative. His central argument is that it can

make perfect sense to say both "I know that you ought to do X but please don't" and "I know | ought to X but I won't".
"Rationality and Morality" in Erkenntnis 1977
"Moral Reasons" in Midwest Studies 3, 1978.
"Moral Reasons and Reasons to be Moral" in Goldman and Kim, Values and Morals.
"The Social Source of Reason" in Proceedings of the American Philosophical Association., 51, 1978.
"The Conceptual Link Between Morality and Rationality" in Nous 16, 1982.
"Rationality, Reason and the Good" in Copp and Zimmerman, Morality, Reason and Truth.
"Justification in Ethics™ in Nomos 27, 1986.
"Radical Virtue Ethics" in Midwest Studies 13, 1988.
"Preference and the Good of Man™ in Schilpp and Hahn, The Philosophy of Georg Henrik von Wright
The Rational and the Moral Order (La Salle: 11l: Open Court, 1995).
"Comments™ in Schneewind, Reason, Ethics and Society
34. Kurt Baier and Stephen Toulmin
"On Describing™ in Mind 61, 1952,
35. Thomas Baldwin
"Ethical Non-Naturalism" in Hacking, Essays in Analysis
36. Stephen W. Ball
"Reductionism in Ethics and Science: A Contemporary Look at G. E. Moore's Open Question Argument" in American
Philosophical Quarterly 25, 1988.

Ball argues that the OQA is is not successfully rebutted by such critics as Harman and Putnam. The objection that it is
invalid as parallel reasoning might undermine such identities as that water is H20 is met by noting, firstly, that the OQA is
supposed to apply primarily against analytic identies between moral and natural properties. Secondly, Ball suggests the OQA
can be effective even against such property identities more generally for it offers strong evidence for the thought that we
cannot establish such identities on linguistic grounds and we may appeal to supplementary arguments familiar from
elsewhere in metaethics to question whether there are, in this case, the sort of extra-linguistic reasons to claim such identities
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where S, is the descriptive correlate, Gibbard-style, of S (obtained by replacing every normative predicate in S with its
n-corresponding predicate, forbidden/permitted/required according to n). This is a function from systems of norms to
propositions construed as per possible worlds semantics. But it can be generalized to view the content of a statement as a
function from systems of norms to propositions construed in other ways. This way of formulating Gibbard's semantics
makes it tractable for relatively fine-grained ways of individuating propositions and casts light on what is meant by calling a
normative statement "true". However, JD goes on to suggest, this sort of expressivism, is starting to look very close to a form
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not be properly responsive to changes in moral beliefs. The second would be "fetishistic". Dreier argues this dilemma does
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to believe seem paradigmatically normative; (2) the normative aspects of belief and desire seem to belong to them
constitutively. JD's proposed solution is to exploit the way we can stand back from norms, speaking e.g. of 'so-called
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virtues'. What he proposes the expressivist should say is that: "Saying what people ought to do expresses a so-called desire
that such things be done."
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"Norm, Discussion and Ritual: Evolutionary Puzzles" in Ethics 100, 1990.
Wise Choices, Apt Feelings (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard U. P., 1990)

Normative governance is the process of influence on norms we accept by conversations . normative discussion . about
absent circumstances. When such discussion promotes consensus, this impacts on our feelings and actions, it can help to
coordinate our actions and feelings and this coordinating role casts light on the likely evolutionary rationale for normative thought
and language. Such thought and language .is part of nature, but it does not describe nature.. Thus Gibbard rejects any purely
descriptive analysis of .rational. as failing to do justice to the element of endorsement in normative language. We should prefer his
.norm-expressivistic analysis. of normative language. On such an analysis we understand what it is to be rational only indirectly
through an understanding of what it is to judge something rational. To judge something rational is to accept a system of norms that
permit it (where accepting a norm is a state manifested in a complex pattern of avowing that norm and acting in accordance with
it.) Calling something rational is just expressing such an acceptance. (Analogously, to call R a reason for doing X is to express
acceptance of a system of norms that treat R as weighing in favour of X). The norms one accepts are seen as making a
contribution to the content of what one says independent of that made by one.s beliefs. The content of a judgement can be
understood in terms of the set of .factual-normative worlds. (ordered pairs <w, n> where w is a possible world and a
comprehensive system of norms) where that judgement holds (or, as Gibbard ultimately prefers to say, the set of such worlds it
rules out). A sentence S holds in world <w, n> if a sentence Sn is true in w that is got from S by replacing normative terms like
.required., .permitted. etc with n-corresponding descriptive terms like .required by n., .permitted by n., etc. If S1 holds in a subset
of factual-normative worlds where S2 holds (or if the worlds S2 rules out are a subset of those S1 rules out), we may say S1
entails S2. If S2 holds in none of the factual-normative worlds where S1 holds (or if, between them, they rule out everything) they
are inconsistent. We can understand normative judgements without supposing there to be any normative states of affairs that they
represent. Our ordinary beliefs about our immediate surroundings are cases of natural representation, cases where a part of the
world, here our cognitive natures, has evolved to correspond in some way to another part of it. More scientific beliefs are cases of
designed, artificial representation. But we can best explain how we came by our nhormative beliefs without supposing there to be
any normative facts. The fact-norm distinction can be defended as a claim about the in principle adequacy for interpreting the
judgements we need to make in both living and understanding human lives of a hypothetical normative-Galilean language, free of
thick concepts. Specifically moral norms are best understood, Gibbard suggests, as norms governing guilt and anger.

Some of the norms we accept are higher-order norms governing the acceptance of norms. If I accept a norm along with
some higher order norm demanding its acceptance, that apply to all and leave no slack, | treat it as a requirement of
rationality. Existential commitments are weaker than this but stronger than matters of mere taste: here the commitment is merely to
one.s own continued acceptance of the norm. Indeed I might accept a norm along with higher order norms that, while requiring me
to accept it, requires others to accept other incompatible norms, a case of standpoint-dependent validity. In telling you that
something is rational, however, | make a conversational demand on you, that you accept what | say. This makes particular sense if
my judgements enjoy contextual authority being based on norms we both share. Or | may earn myself Socratic authority by
bringing you to work out for yourself that norms you accept will lead you to agreement. Gibbard also thinks some sense can be
made of what he calls fundamental authority, involving a form of raw (necessarily mutual and limited) trust in the judgements
others make. For he argues not to be willing to accord such fundamental authority would undermine one.s trust even in one.s own
normative judgements in ways that would threaten one with a paralysing hyperscepticism. Higher order norms may determine
both .standards of conversational legitimacy. and the shape taken by the justifications those standards demand that we offer each
other for conversational demands. To treat demands as objective is to take them to apply universally and do so openly and
sincerely. But we may well not do this. In some cases this would be mere browbeating relative to any standards of conversational
legitimacy that serve the central consensus-promoting function of normative discussion. Faced with outsiders holding exotic views
we have four options: (a) parochialism (Greeks deny that Scythians any normative competence but have no story to tell about
why); (b) relativism (the Greeks have a principled (and ultimately non-relative story to tell about why Scythian norms are right for
Scythians, Greek norms for Greeks); (c) tell some epistemic story about why the outsiders get it wrong; (d) work towards
constituting a single inclusive community of judgement. Among higher-order norms we need to distinguish norms of
rationale which give some deep rationale the norms we accept should share and epistemic norms of warrant. That these can come
apart is a further dimension in which we can make sense of the idea of normative objectivity: we can make sense of the thought
that a members of a community might apply correct norms of warrant and come up with mistaken results. A direct pragmatism
which took normative judgements to be warranted with reference simply to the costs and benefits of holding them would likely be
self-defeating but a limited role for pragmatic considerations is apt to lead to normative scepticism given the role of pragmatic
factors in shaping our dispositions to accept and reject norms. To avoid this we should allow pragmatic considerations at least a
limited and indirect authority, accepting a .pragmatism of legitimate influence. that seeks to arrive at an account of which kinds of
pragmatic influence promote good judgement and then accords authority to those subject to such influences. When normative
consensus breaks down repression (coercion deemed illegitimate by those coerced) is sometimes justified though its costs are
high. To avoid these costs where we can we may seek to form limited communities of judgement based on norms of toleration or
accommodation.
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Morality is concerned with norms for anger and guilt but a broader range of emotions, sentiments in particular of
benevolence, fairness and respect inform reflection on what the content of such norms should be. Normative inquiry into what our
feelings should be has tentative beginnings in views which are a mixture of substantive (it makes sense to be sad when someone
dies); formal (if it makes sense for me to be sad at something, it makes sense for you to be sad at similar things) and
epistemological (views of what makes sense that result from careful thought carry some authority). Adam Smith was right to
appeal to the gains from coordination in our feelings though coordination is often best served when our feeling mesh rather than
simply matching up. Such pragmatic considerations favour in particular that our norms for guilt and anger should mesh and that
we should conform our actions to them. Consistency in normative thought is not demanded of us, as cognitivists would suppose,
as a condition for truth; but normative thought and discussion would lose much of its point without a tendency on our part to be
governed by the norms we avow and to be consistent in our normative avowals. Normative inquiry, directed at the real good of
consistency and objectivity, is driven both by philosophical refinement of our norms and the search for some pragmatic rationale
for them. We thus seek to arrive at moral understandings that secure both convinction and consensus.

Highly demanding and hugely rewarding, this is surely the most important work on metaethics since at least The Language
of Morals.
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validity. Blackburn's STW account falls foul of horn 2 as it misdiagnoses a moral failing (holding a combination of attitudes
of which | disapprove) as a logical one. His AC accound, on the other hand, falls foul of horn 2. Blackburn understands 'If p
then H!q' in terms of the tableau rule for the conditional as committing us to either denying p or insisting on ¢. But he does
not see the commitment as distributing across the disjuction. But something must so distribute if the tableau rule is to make
sense. And what if not truth? If, on the other hand, we try to understand conditionals as expressing higher-order attitudes but
stick with the AC logic, we are threatened by the unacceptable comsequence that cases of modus ponens involving mixed
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A fine paper on relativism. Do our moral responses spring from nature or convention - nomos or physis - like
standards of dress or standards of health? Both, says Hampshire, and these two sources of moral norms are related in
complex ways. It is natural to human beings to value love and friendship but the norms that sustain thee values may differ in
different social contexts. There are some norms that we take seriously in ways that survive critical reflection. But these may
be local norms and we need not insist on understanding them as universally binding. The latter insistence is most appropriate
in the domain of justice where the need for convergence is most pressing. Here Rawls applies a form of "stripping down"
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argument, stripping away particular cultural factors to reveal a core of shared rationality. But it is inappropriate, Hampshire
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Argues that Moore and Hare's arguments fail. Moore claims for any non-ethical F we can significantly ask "Are F's
good?" But what does "significantly ask" mean here? If the point is that "F's are not good" is never self-contradictory the
question again naturalism is begged. If it is that "F" and "good" designate two distinct properties, Moore must at least say
more to defend what he claims. Hare's version assumes that all ethical sentences are used to guide choices in ways non-
ethical sentences are not and that equivalent action-guiding significance is a necessary condition for synonymy and both
assumptions are deniable by the naturalist.
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241. R. M. Hare

The Language of Morals (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1952)

Evaluative language, like imperative language, is primarily used not descriptively, to say what is the case but
prescriptively, to guide action. Like imperatives, value judgements cannot be deduced from factual, descriptive premises
alone (exceptions being hypothetical imperatives and certain very unassuming judgements in which function words like
‘auger' feature). Nonetheless value judgements are responsive to the character of the things valued. A word such as 'good' or
‘ought' is a supervenient epithet. If two things differ in goodness or rightness, they must differ also in some other respect. For
in applying a value term to something a speaker expresses his acceptance of a certain standard for things of that kind and a
failure of supervenience would signal that the standard was an inconsistent one. This standard will vary from one
comparison class to another: it provides, in the context of any such class, the criteria of application of a value term but,
being thus variable, does not constitute its meaning. At the heart of Hare's analysis is his claim that "Value terms have a
special function in language, that of commending; and so they plainly cannot be defined in terms of any other words which
themselves do not perform this function; for if this is done, we are deprived of a means of performing this function.” (p. 91)
Value words have a further element of descriptive meaning but, with the more general value words, their evaluative meaning
is primary as it is constant across all comparison classes and because it may drive changes in descriptive meaning. Value
judgements, insofar as they have such evaluative meaning, entail imperatives governing choice and action and applicable
across all relevantly similar cases. This is not true of ordinary language imperatives, which are not properly universal. But if
we live with a certain artificiality in the construction of imperatives such as:

All P's being Q, please.

we could treat the latter as equivalent to the evaluative element in the meaning of:

All P's ought to be Q.

And we could then reconstruct (near enough) ordinary evaluative language on that basis. Only by treating evaluative
meaning as primary can we understand why different people (the missionary and the cannibals with their contrasting moral
standards) can communicate about and disagree over evaluative matters. There is a way of using value words without
commendatory force but only in an "inverted commas" sense where we make no value judgement but merely allude to the
value judgements of others. This commendatory use of moral language must again be seen as primary given that the inverted
commas use is parasitical on the genuinely evaluative use - we must appeal to the latter in order to explain the content of the
former. Moral judgements implicate principles: they are to be justified by reference to the speaker's standards as they apply
to the facts of the case. When justification is sought of a complete set of standards determining fully a way of living no
further justification can be given and it is a matter simply of our willingness to live in such a way. But this ultimate
unjustifiability does not make our judgements arbitrary. It is too easy to forget just how good this ground-breaking book is.
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Freedom and Reason (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1963)

Hare here develops further the universal prescriptivism argued for in The Language of Morals which the opening
chapters briefly recapitulate. "Ought", he then argues, implies "can" albeit not strictly logical sense, but rather much as, on
Strawson's account, "The king of France is bald" implies "There is a king of France" - a case of certain
judgements presupposing that certain questions arise. Prescriptive questions, questions about what one ought to do only
arise when the corresponding practical questions, questions about what to do, arise. And the latter only arise with respect to
actions within our control. "Within our control" here can be understood in a compatibilistic manner for practical questions
will arise whether or not determinism is true. Given his prescriptivism, Hare denies that we can sincerely accept a moral
judgement that we are able to act in accordance with and yet act contrary to it, seeking to explain cases of weakness of will
either in terms of psychological impossibility or of subtle failures to mean what we profess to in a fully prescriptive way. In
the light of universal prescriptivism, ethical theorizing is to be understood as the search for principles that we are able to
commit ourselves to where that commitment is a universal one. We need to be able to accept the consequences of our moral
judgements and we need to be able to accept them whichever roles we occupy in the circumstances to which they apply. Our
inclinations determine what moral judgements we can accept on these terms by constraining which universal prescriptions
we can assent sincerely to. This role is not played by hypothetical inclinations but by our actual inclinations albeit to a large
extent with reference to hypothetical cases. Thinking in this way often calls on us to balance the interests of many people
and universalizability demands that the interests of all should receive equal consideration. For we can only give special
treatment to certain people on the basis of some ground that we are willing to universalize. For most of us, Hare suggests,
thinking in this way will issue in acceptance of a utilitarian ethic that seeks maximally to advance the satisfaction of desires.
Nonmoral ideals -such as aesthetic ideals - may be pursued without this concern for balancing competing interests in cases
where the interests of others are not at stake. But, where the interests of others are involved, moral
consideratons override considerations of other kinds. This thought can be avoided. It is avoidable in particular by the fanatic,
by someone who is willing to prescribe that some people's interests, including in certain hypothetical circumstances his own,
be subordinated to some ideal or other. But people who are willing clear-headedly to do this are, Hare suggests, extremely
rare. This possibility of clear-headed fanaticism means that Hare's route from universalizability to utilitarianism is not a
logically compulsory route. But it is a route, he urges, almost all of us will in fact, if we think clearly and rationally, freely
elect to follow.
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Geach thinks 'good' can be given a common descriptive meaning such that the descriptive characteristics it specifies
are determined in each case by the meaning of the word or phrase it qualifies. This has some truth but only when we restrict
our consideration to functional words and 'good' is often, and especially in moral contexts, applied other than to functional
words. In such cases the standard being applied cannot at all be read off from the meaning of the word or phrase qualified.
Perhaps Geach could insist on a functional interpretation for expressions like ‘'man’ and 'human action' but then he could not
insist, as in effect he does, that 'human action' is a comparison class within which we have always no option but to choose.
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The scope of this clear and enjoyable short book is wider than simply metaethics but given its concern with what we
can best say about truth and objectivity in contexts where objectivity is problematic, among which contexts evaluative
contexts feature saliently, it is highly relevant to metaethical concerns. Objectivity is understood as a property a claim
has if we cannot disagree about its truth without at least one of us making a mistake. Kélbel rejects an expressivism
which denies truth-evaluability to propositions of such problematic sorts on the grounds that the only ways to solve the
Frege-Geach problem commit us to a .radical expressivism. that would generalize this denial in implausible ways. He
also denies .revisionism. which reinterprets such sentences along the lines of reading .Liquorice is tasty. as .l find
liquorice tasty.. Such views solve the problem of disagreement without mistake by reinterpreting such cases, highly
implausibly, as involving no real disagreement at all. He denies however that truth requires objectivity. Truth on a
deflationary understanding is perfectly compatible with a lack of objectivity. (In the long and fascinating fifth chapter he
argues that the widespread supposition that truth in some robust . or indeed in any - sense is a central explanatory
concept in the theory of meaning rests on a misunderstanding.) Truth he argues is relative to perspectives. In some
areas of discourse, there is objectivity where that is a matter of any proposition that is true in anyone.s perspective
necessarily being true in everybody.s perspective. In other areas there is non-objectivity where that is a matter of it
being possible that what is true in one person.s perspective is not true in another.s. (Some areas, including perhaps
ethics, may be complex insofar as some propositions within them may be objective while others are not.)
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Namely: that between instrumental and final and that between intrinsic and extrinsic. CK warns against confusing them
by seeing intrinsic and instrumental as correlative. This can lead to a false dichotomy between a subjectivism that sees
our making something an end as conferring intrinsic value and an objectivism whereby it is things with intrinsic value
that ought to be our ends. For Kant only a good will has intrinsic ("unconditioned") goodness but the goodness of our
rationally chosen ends is both extrinsic and final. His theory is good (and better than Moore's theory of organic wholes)
at dealing with messy cases of mixed goods - thus a mink coat or a good meal may be valued partly for their own sakes
(final) but only under certain conditions of life (extrinsic).

"Avristotle and Kant on the Source of Value" in Ethics 96, 1986 and Creating the Kingdom of Ends.
"Scepticism about Practical Reason" in Journal of Philosophy 83, 1986, pp. 5-25 and Creating the Kingdom of Ends.

Instrumental reason, taking the means to one's ends, is not just a matter of getting the right beliefs about what these
means are. One must also, given these beliefs, be motivated to act accordingly. We may be expected to do this

only insofar as we are rational. This qualification, essential here, may plausibly be understood as generally applicable to
Williams' central claim - the internalism requirement - that reasons for action must be capable of motivating us - True,
says CK, but only insofar as we are rational. Once the qualification is in place, the status as principle of rationality of e.g.
some principle of prudence depends merely on how we rate it qua rational principle. If we take it to constitute such a
principle, then, insofar as someone is rational, we will expect him to be motivated accordingly. There is

no further difficulty for skepticism about the force of reason as a motive to bring to the scene. Williams is right to argue
that all reasons are internal reasons if this is read as CK would have it - they must be capable of motivating

a rational person. But this cuts no ice against the Kantian, as Williams is wrong to take it there is a problem here with
universal reasons binding on any rational being as such. There may or may not be but if there are, there is no problem
with their satisfying the internalism requirement.

"The Reasons We Can Share: An Attack on the Distinction Between Agent-Relative and Agent-Neutral Values™ in Social
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Creating the Kingdom of Ends (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996).
The Sources of Normativity (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996)

What in the world, asks Korsgaard, in this published version of her 1992 Tanner Lectures, could possibly ground the
supposition that we are, as we take ourselves to be, obligated to do things? She considers four answers to this, the
normative question. (1) The first is the kind of voluntarism typified by Pufendof and Hobbes. This takes obligation to
stem from the commands of some legitimate authority. The "legitimate" is essential as mere power could not robustly
obligate us - if we could contrive to evade its sanctions the obligation would evaporate. But, as the notion of legitimacy
presupposes normativity, this gets us nowhere. (2) The second is substantive moral realism, so called to distinguish it
from the sort of Kantian constructivist view (procedural moral realism) CK endorses. Substantive moral realism takes
there to be a domain of moral facts independent of the procedures by which we seek to reach answers to moral
questions, characterizing ethics, erroneously, as a theoretical inquiry. As an account of the source of normativity, this is
empty, offering no insight into why we should care about these putative moral facts. There is no reason to believe in
such facts other than our confidence in the reality of obligation and hence the former belief can offer no sort of ground
to the latter confidence. (3) This leads CK to consider a Humean reflective endorsement approach that appeals to this
very confidence to answer the normative question, one whereby the demand morality make on us meet with approval
when we reflect on them from the standpoint of our natural human motivations of sympathy and self-love and this is
taken to be all the warrant we can intelligibly demand. This is close to correct, argues CK, but she insists that
normativity only gets into the picture when these demands and these motivations are seen, not simply as forces
operating on us but as reasons. To make this insistance is to move from a Humean picture to (4) a Kantian one that
grounds obligation in autonomy. In autonomous deliberation, we conceive of ourselves as standing above our various
motivations and choosing which of them to act on and this requires that we have some conception of ourselves that
our choices express. To be understood as furnishing us with reasons, this conception of ourselves must be a conception
in terms of which we value ourselves. An autonomous agent must have some conception of himself in terms of which
he values himself and which he sees as expressed in his actions and choices in such a way as to give rise to obligations,
demands he makes on himself not to betray this value-laden self-conception: this is Korsgaard's understanding of

how integrity is fundamental to a proper understanding of obligation. There are many possible such self-conceptions
varying from person to person. But there is also the noncontingent conception of oneself as a creature that can be
described in these terms, "a reflective animal who needs reasons to act and to live." This conception of ourselves

as human stands behind all our more contingent and particular identities which we can only take seriously insofar as we
take our identities as human seriously by valuing our humanity. This does not get us all the way to the moral law for,
even if | must value my own humanity, why must | value yours? This worry is addressed in the fourth lecture where she
argues, following Wittgenstein that reasons are essentially public: to recognize my reasons is to have at least a capacity
to recognize yours. | might nonetheless think | can just disregard your reasons, taking as normatively significant the fact
that I am me but, following Nagel, she argues that | cannot intelligibly do this if | am understand you, if | am to hear
your words as speech and not merely as noise. This Kantian picture is, she concludes by arguing, consistent with a
broad philosophical naturalism. But it answers Mackie's worry about how, consistently with such naturalism, there
could possibly be "intrinsically normative" entities in the world. From the standpoint of practical reason (which is not
the standpoint of science), we ourselves are such entites.
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For Hume we do not take the means to the ends we rationally ought to pursue as there are no such ends; and we
cannot but take the means to the ends we are going to pursue. So for Hume there can be no such thing as instrumental
practical reason. For the dogmatic rationalist there are facts independent of my will about what there is reason to do.
But what would these facts have to do with me, why should | care about them? Perhaps they speak to ends | must, if |
am rational, have, so | must act as they prescribe as a means to these ends. But that already presupposes an
instrumental rationality that is not independent of my will. The dogmatic rationalist thus admits a gap between willing
the ends and willing the means that he has then no resources to close. The Humean identifies them and so makes
instrumental reason something trivial that we cannot fail to satisfy. The solution is to see willing an end not merely as
desiring it but as a commitment to do what it takes to attain it: in willing something | make a law for myself, taking my
act of will as normative for me. Only thus does what | do take on the unity required to make these doings agency and
their doer a person.
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is that even granting the central morals McDowell draws from the RFC still allows clear distinctions to be drawn
between discourses admitting of greater or lesser degrees of objectivity, the RFC as such doing nothing to settle where
on this spectrum moral discourse is best positioned.

327.Marc Lange

"Salience, Supervenience, and Layer Cakes in Sellars's Scientific Realism, McDowell's Moral Realism, and the
Philosophy of Mind" in Philosophical Studies 103, 2000.

328.Charles Larmore
"Pluralism and reasonable disagreement™ in Paul, Cultural Pluralism and Moral Knowledge
329.Jonathan Lear

"Ethics, Mathematics and Relativism" in Mind 92, 1983.
"Moral Objectivity" in S. C. Brown, Objectivity and Cultural Divergence



36
330.J. E. Ledden

"Mr Rynin on Definitions of "Value" in Journal of Philosophy 45, 1948.
"Concerning the Positivist View in Value Theory" in Journal of Philosophy 46, 1949.
"On the Logical Status of Value" in Philosophical Review 59, 1950

331.Richard Lee

"Preference and Transitivity" in Analysis 44, 1984
"Williams, Ought, and Logical Form," Analysis, 47, 1987

332.Brian Leiter

(Ed.)Objectivity in Law and Morals (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999)
"Objectivity, Morality and Adjudication™ in Leiter, Objectivity in Law and Morals
"Moral Facts and Best Explanations™ in Social Philosophy and Policy 18, 2001, pp. 79-101.

333.James Lenman
"Belief, Desire and Motivation: An Essay in Quasi-Hydraulics" in American Philosophical Quarterly 33, 1996.

Following Nagel, a number of writers, while conceding that desires must always play a part in the rational motivation of
action, insist that these in turn may be motivated simply by beliefs. However, the same teleological considerations that
inform the concession are shown to tell equally against this sophisticated anti-Humean strategy. There might certainly
be a causal process that took us from beliefs, and only beliefs, to desires but this could not be a rational process of
motivation by reasons. This defence of a Humean position is developed with reference to work by Darwall, Wallace and
Smith.

"The Externalist and the Amoralist" in Philosophia 27, 1999.

For an externalist like Brink, someone - an amoralist - can be coherently imagined who make moral judgements that
leave her indifferent. Internalists such as Hare and Smith deny this, claiming that such a person fails to make genuine,
full blooded moral judgements. Here | defend internalism, focusing on the case of a whole society who make moral
judgements but take no practical interest in them. This thought experiment, | claim, makes little sense and its absurdity
supports the view that the amoralist's moral judgements invite an "inverted commas" reading that sees them as
parasitical on the full-blooded moral judgements of others.
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Smith has defended the rationalist's conceptual claim that moral requirements are categorical requirements of reason,
arguing that no status short of this would make sense of our taking these requirements as seriously as we do. Against
this | argue that Smith has failed to show either that our moral commitments would be undermined by possessing only
an internal contextual justification or that they need presuppose any expectation that rational agents must converge on
their acceptance.

"Preferences in their Place"” in Environmental Values 9, 2000

In at least some of their forms, Cost-Benefit techniques for the evaluation of environmental projects and policies treat
the preferences of citizens as the sole determinants of the value of outcomes. There are two salient ways in which this
supposition might be defended. The first is metaethical and appeals to considerations about how we must understand
talk of environmental and other values. The second is political and appeals to considerations about proper democratic
legitimacy and the proper aims of public policy. Metaethical considerations, | argue, are something of a red herring
here. Roughly subjectivist understandings of our talk of values may be appealingly metaphysically unassuming, but in
their most plausible formulations they do not support a view of preferences as the sole determinants of value. Political
considerations, on the other hand, are to be taken very seriously. They offer, however, no straightforward rationale for
any crudely preferentialist measure of social value. Findings obtained from the use of cost-benefit techniques might
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Moral Expressivists typically concede that, in some minimal sense, moral sentences are truth-apt but claim that in some
more robust sense they are not. The Immodest Disciplined Syntacticist, a species of minimalist about truth, raises a
doubt as to whether this contrast can be made out. | address this challenge by motivating and describing a distinction
between reducibly and irreducibly truth-apt sentences. In the light of this distinction the Disciplined Syntacticist must
either adopt a more modest version of his theory, friendlier to expressivism., or substantially modify it, abandoning one
of its central conditions on truth-aptness. One natural and promising such modification, the Pure Discipline View, is
described and its implications for an understanding of Expressivism briefly discussed.
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This paper argues that if the externalist moral realist is a naturalist about moral value, he faces famliiar difficulties
about making clear sense of moral disagreement. If, on the other hand, he is a nonnaturalist about moral value, a
rather less familiar difficulty looms: such a position leaves conceptual space not only for an "amoralist" but for an
amoralist whose amoralism is no kind of moral defect and consistent with moral sainthood. This serves to reinforce the
suspicion that "morality" as the externalist moral realist understands it has remarkably little to do with morality.
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Michael Smith has cooked up an argument against noncognitivsm urging that noncognitivists cannot captu7re the way
evaluative judgements differ in the contrasting dimensions of certitude, importance and robustness. | show here how
they can.
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The early part of this paper criticizes Anscombe and Quinn on the relationship between value and desire. Their
influential discussions of strange and unusual desires do not, | argue, show what they are intended to show. The
remainder focuses primarily on the views of foot, discussing her objections to subjectivism and in particular
expressivism. The expressivist, she claims, can not make adequate sense of the way we apply evaluative terms to
nonsentient living things such as plants. | argue to the contrary and urge that the metaethical significance of such
applications is greatly exaggerated by foot and other neo-Aristotelian naturalists.
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suggests that we think of value as analogus in similar terms There is nonetheless a crucial disanalogy. Values are not
merely such as to elicit the relevant response from us but such as to merit that response. We make sense of our
responses in terms of their being merited by their objects. This is certainly not causal explanation - and McDowell
thinks values have no role to play in causal explanation. But it is certainly explanation and explanation which requires us
to accept values as objectively (sense 2) there. When we can offer such explanation of our responses, showing that
their objects merit such responses and how they do, we vindicate our claims to knowledge of moral properties.
Blackburn's projectivism, like Mackie's presupposes a false picture of an external value-free reality onto which value is
imposed by our psychogical processing mechanism. This is metaphysically objectionable, thinks McDwell. It is also
objectionable in terms of ethics as it implies the possibility of a detached external understanding of this mechanism.
And that would require us to think of our ethical competence as capturable by some set of principles in a way
uncongenial to the particularism McDowell favours.
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wants to deny there are ethical facts and then earn a notion of ethical truth. But the question what to count as facts
cannot be viewed as prior to and independent of the question what to count as truths. What we need to place are not
just sentiments but pairs of sentiments and features, "an interlocking complex of subjective and objective, of response
and feature responded to".
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judgement that is decided against as inapplicable or eliminated. Rather we should accept that sometimes we
have Op and Oq where —¢ (p & q), maintaning coherence by rejecting the agglomeration principle: Op &

0Oq — O(p & ).

"Consistency and Realism" in P.A.S.S. 40, 1966 and Problems of the Self

"Morality and the Emotions" in Casey, Morality and Moral Reasoning

Morality: An Introduction to Ethics (Cambridge: C.U.P., 1972).

Problems of the Self (Cambridge: C.U.P 1973)

"The Truth in Relativism™ in P.A.S. 75, 1975 and Moral Luck.

"Conflicts of Values"in Ryan, The Idea of Freedom and Moral Luck

"Internal and External Reasons" in Harrison, Rational Action and Moral Luck, pp. 101-113.

All normative reasons, argues BW, are internal reasons. More precisely, if some agent A has a normative reason
to ¢ then a decision by A to ¢ can be reached by him via some sound deliberative route from the motivations he
has in his actual subjective motivational set. By an internal reason, he means any normative reason which
satisfies this condition - as he thinks all normative reasons must. By the agent's subjective motivational set,
Williams means the set of his existing motives. By a sound deliberative route, he means not merely the
correction of one's beliefs and sound means-end reasoning but also such things as: ascertaining how best to
satisfy some element in one's set in the light of other elements; deciding which of conflicting elements one
attaches most weight to; finding constitutive solutions- e.g. deciding what would make for entertainment given
that that is what one wants; exercises of the imagination. The likes of brainwashing, hypnotism or deceit are
ruled out. He argues that that to come to accept that | have a normative reason to ¢ is to acquire a motivating
reason to ¢. My accepting the normative reason claim can feature in an explanation of my subsequently eing.
But he can make no sense of how accepting that | have an external reason might be supposed to motivate me.

Moral Luck (Cambridge: C.U.P., 1981)

"Ethics and the Fabric of the World" in Honderich, Morality and Objectivity

Ethics and the Limits of Philosophy (London: Fontana, 1985)

"The Scientific and the Ethical" in Brown, Objectivity and Cultural Divergence

"Hylomorphism" in Oxford Studies in Ancient Philosophy 6, 1986.

"The Structure of Hare's Theory" in Seanor and Fotion, Hare and Critics

"What Does Intuitionism Imply?" in Moravscik and Taylor, Human Agency: Language, Duty and Value
"Internal Reasons and the Obscurity of Blame" in Logos 10, 1989 and Williams Making Sense of Humanity.

To say someone has a reason to j makes little sense unless it is possible for them to j for that reason. Hence it is
obscure what reasons could be if they are not internal reasons in Williams sense. The constraints Williams
places on what can count as sound deliberation reflect what an agent already has in his S and, so conceived,
cannot without argument be extended to include moral and prudential constraints. Talk of blame, like talk of
reasons, makes little sense unless the agent could have acted in the way she is blamed for failing to act. Hence it
is unclear how we can sensibly blame those who lacked an internal reason for acting in the way we wish they
had. The picture is complicated somewhat by the way blame, like advice, .presents a consideration that
contributes to what it is talking about.. There is a degree of indeterminacy in when we may say someone has an
internal reason and consequently in when someone is properly blamed but this is less a problem than a way the
account is true to the phenomena, an .intelligible obscurity. far to be preferred to the .unintelligible mystery. of
externalism.

"Who Needs Ethical Knowledge?" in Griffiths, Ethics and Making Sense of Humanity
Making Sense of Humanity (Cambridge: C.U.P., 1995)

"Replies" in Altham and Harrison, World, Mind and Ethics.

"Truth in Ethics" in Ratio, 1995

"History, Morality and the Test of Reflection" in Korsgaard, The Sources of Normativity

630. Timothy Williamson

"Ethics, Supervenience and Ramsey Sentences" in Philosophy and Phenomenological Research62, 2001.



631.Theo van Willigenburg

"Reaching Moral Conclusions on Purely Logical Grounds" in Methodology and Science 22, 1989.
632.J. Wilson

Reason and Morals (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1961)
633.Peter Winch

"The Universalizability of Moral Judgments" in The Monist 49, 1965
Ethics and Actions (Oxford: Blackwell, 1972)

634.Ludwig Wittgenstein
"Lecture on Ethics" in Philosophical Review 74, 1965.
635.David Wong

Moral Relativity (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1984).

"Castaneda'’s theory of Deontic Meaning and Truth™ in Tomberlin, Hector-Neri Castaneda
"Commentary on Sayre-McCord's "Being a Realist about Relativism™ in Philosophical Studies 1991.
"Relativism™ in Singer, A Companion to Ethics.

636.Allen Wood

Kant's Ethical Thought (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999)
637.Michael Woods

"Reasons for Action and Desire" in P. A. S. S. 46, 1972 , pp. 189-201.

638.Thomas E. Wren

"Social Learning Theory, self-Regulation and Morality" in Ethics 92, 1982,

(Ed.)The Moral Domain: Essays in the Ongoing Discussion between Philosophy and the Social Sciences (Cambridge,
Ma.: MIT Press, 1990).

"The Possibility of Convergence Between Moral Psychology and Metaethics” in Wren, The Moral Domain

Caring about Morality: Philosophical Perspectives in Moral Psychology (Cambridge, Ma.: MIT Press, 1991.

639.Crispin Wright

"Review of Simon Blackburn: Spreading the Word" in Mind 94, 1985, pp. 310-319.
"Moral Values, Projection and Secondary Qualities" in P.A.S.S., 1988.

"Realism, Antiralism, Irrealism, Quasi-Realism" in Midwest Studies 12, 1988, pp. 25-49.
Truth and Objectivity (Cambridge, Ma: Harvard University Press, 1992)

"Truth in Ethics" in Ratio 8, 1995, pp. 209-226.

640.Darryl F. Wright
"Diagnosing the Naturalistic Fallacy: Principia Ethica Revisited" in Southern Journal of Philosophy 32, 1994.
641.Georg Henrik von Wright

Norm and Action: A Logical Inquiry (London: RKP, 1963)
"lIs and Ought" in Bulygin, Gardies and Niiniluoto, Man, Law and Modern Forms of Life
"Is There a Logic of Norms?" in Ratio Juris 4, 1991
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642.K. Yasenchuk

"Assimilative Moral Realism and Supervenience" in Dialogue 34, 1995
"Moral Realism and the Burden of Argument" in Southern Journal of Philosophy 35, 1997

643.Nick Zangwill

"Quasi-quasi-realism", Philosophy and Phenomenological Research 50, 1990.
"Moral Modus Ponens", Ratio, 1992 pp. 177-193.

Concerns Blackburn's quasi-realist treatments of the Frege-Geach problem. Discussing the Hale-Wright
objection that moral modus ponens on SB's account is not valid as a matter of logic, NZ argues that the issue is
whether we are in a position to explain why our thought involving attitudes should have a causal structure that
mimics our that of our thought involving beliefs. Given such an explanation, it would be no big deal if the
obligation binding us to the causal transitions in question were not strictly logical. Worries NZ takes more
seriously are: how the quasi-realist is to explain the sameness of meaning of ethical propositions in embedded
and unembedded contexts and whether the sort of story SB tells about conditionals can be extended to other
embedded contexts (propositional attitude contexts for example).

"Quietism", Midwest Studies in Philosophy 17, 1992, pp. 160-176.

"Quasi-realist Explanation", Synthese, 1993.

"Moral Mind-independence", Australasian Journal of Philosophy, 1994.

"Moral Supervenience", Midwest Studies, vol. 20, 1995.

"Explaining Supervenience: Moral and Mental”, Journal of Philosophical Research, 1997
"Direction of Fit and Normative Functionalism™ in Philosophical Studies 91, 1998, pp. 173-203.
"Dilemmas and Moral Realism" in Utilitas 11, 1999.

"Against Analytic Moral Functionalism™ in Ratio 13 2000.

Zangwill argues, against Jackson, that moral platitudes will not help us bridge the fact-value gap. Because there
are no moral platitudes. Those who disagree profoundly with our basic moral beliefs - those such as Herman
Goring - are certainly mistaken but the mistake they perpetrate is not a conceptual mistake.
"Externalist Moral Motivation" in Americn Philosophical Quarterly 40, 2003, pp. 143-154.
644.Paul Ziff
Semantic Analysis (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1960), especially chapter V1.
645.David Zimmerman
"Force and Sense" in Mind, 89, 1980
"Meta-Ethics Naturalized" in Canadian Journal of Philosophy 10, 1980

"The Force of Hypothetical Commitment™ in Ethics 93, 1983
"Moral Realism and Explanatory Necessity" in Copp and Zimmerman, Morality, Reason and Truth

646.Michael J. Zimmerman
The "Is-Ought™: An Unnecessary Dualism™ in Mind 1962.
647.Sidney Zink

"Warranted Judgments in Dewey's Theory of Valuation" in Philosophical Review 51, 1942.

"The Good as Harmony" in Philosophical Review 53, 1944.

"The Principles of Inclusiveness and Harmony in Perry's Theory of Value" in Philosophical Review 53, 1944,
"Methodological Guidance and Ethical Detachment™ inPhilosophical Review 61, 1952.

"Objectivism and Mr Hare's Language of Morals" in Mind, 1961

The Concepts of Ethics (New York: St Martin's Press, 1962)



