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One trend in contemporary metaethics is the concept of reason. Traditionally, metaethics has
focused on concepts and meanings such as 'right' and 'good'. In recent years, however, the view
that the concept of reason, rather than 'right' or 'good', should be the main focus of discussion is
becoming more mainstream. This is because a certain type of reason has the property (called
‘normativity') of supporting or opposing an action. This type of reason is then called a 'normative
reason'. However, what normative reasons are has not yet been clarified.

This research asks what normative reasons are, focusing on contemporary metaethics. To answer
this question, this study will (1) analyse the concept, (2) examine the necessary conditions and (3)
elucidate its relationship to 'right and 'good'. In the second year, (2) the examination of the
necessary conditions for normative reasons was examined.

First, it was clarified that there is a difficulty in viewing the well-known conflict between internalism
and externalism regarding reasons as a conflict over the conceptual analysis of normative reasons,
and that it is better to redefine it as a conflict over the necessary conditions of normative reasons.
Therefore, it is better to think of internalism as the position that motivation is included in the
necessary conditions of normative reasons, and externalism as the position that it is not. | then
argued that the point is whether normative reasons require only procedural rationality or
substantive rationality as well.

| then examined Mark Schroeder's internalism, which is the prevailing view on normative reasons.
The results showed that his internalism also presupposes some commitment to substantive
rationality.

The above research findings were presented at the international workshop Asian Metaethics
Workshop: Naturalism, organised by me. In this workshp, researchers from other countries,
including Singapore and Taiwan, as well as domestic brain scientists and other researchers from
other fields gave presentations and commentaries, and exchanged views.
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The Explication of Normative Reasons in Contemporary Metaethics
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One trend in contemporary metaethics is the concept of reason. Traditionally, metaethics has focused on concepts and meanings
such as 'right’ and 'good’. In recent years, however, the view that the concept of reason, rather than 'right’ or 'good’, should be the
main focus of discussion is becoming more mainstream. This is because a certain type of reason has the property (called
'normativity’) of supporting or opposing an action. This type of reason is then called a 'normative reason’. However, what normative
reasons are has not yet been clarified.

This research asks what normative reasons are, focusing on contemporary metaethics. To answer this question, this study will (1)
analyse the concept, (2) examine the necessary conditions and (3) elucidate its relationship to 'right and 'good’. In the second year,
(2) the examination of the necessary conditions for normative reasons was examined.

First, it was clarified that there is a difficulty in viewing the well-known conflict between internalism and externalism regarding
reasons as a conflict over the conceptual analysis of normative reasons, and that it is better to redefine it as a conflict over the
necessary conditions of normative reasons. Therefore, it is better to think of internalism as the position that motivation is included in
the necessary conditions of normative reasons, and externalism as the position that it is not. I then argued that the point is whether
normative reasons require only procedural rationality or substantive rationality as well.

I then examined Mark Schroeder’s internalism, which is the prevailing view on normative reasons. The results showed that his
internalism also presupposes some commitment to substantive rationality.

The above research findings were presented at the international workshop Asian Metaethics Workshop: Naturalism, organised by me.
In this workshp, researchers from other countries, including Singapore and Taiwan, as well as domestic brain scientists and other
researchers from other fields gave presentations and commentaries, and exchanged views.

3. AHFERREICETORE

HREEL KRS RREA, S RERATEE A
(EE - HBEE) (EEL - BE) (EERATH « HHFR) (BEERAITEA - BHEER)
Shunsuke Sugimoto The Humean Theory of Reasons |Asian Metaethics Workshop: |July 21, 2022
Rejected Naturalism




