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This study asks what is normative reason, with a focus on contemporary metaethics. To answer
this question, this study will (1) analyze the concept, (2) examine the necessary conditions, and (3)
explicate its relationship to "rightness" and "goodness. In the third year, (3) clarification of the
relationship between normative reasons and "rightness" or "goodness" was conducted.

First, we focused on the question "Why be moral? Then, he examined the validity of the positions
of 1. Thomas Nagel, 2. Derek Parfit, and 3. Colin Marshall as realist theories of normative reasons.
According to Nagel, there exist normative reasons why we should avoid pain. It is persuasively
criticized by Christine Korsgaard as “an expression of confidence and nothing more” because it
assumes without explaining the metaphysical reality of normative reasons. Also, according to
Parfit, there are normative reasons why we should avoid pain. It appears to be able to fend off
Korsgaard's criticism in that it does not claim up to the metaphysical reality of normative reasons,
but only realities like numbers. However, | have shown that in fact his position can also be
criticized as merely expressing confidence of number-like realities. Furthermore, according to
Marshall, as typically good people with the capacity for compassion, we are touched in the pain of
others. Therefore, there is reason to avoid it, even if it is the pain of others. This position certainly
fends off Korsgaard's criticism and provides an explanation for it. However, it is a limited argument
in that it admits that only good people with compassion can answer the question, Why be moral?
The above research results were presented at the international workshop Asian Metaethics
Workshop: Realism, which the report organized. In this workshop, researchers from other countries
such as South Korea and Taiwan, as well as domestic philosophers, gave presentations and
commentaries, and exchanged opinions.
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This study asks what is normative reason, with a focus on contemporary metaethics. To answer this question,
this study will (1) analyze the concept, (2) examine the necessary conditions, and (3) explicate its relationship
to "rightness" and "goodness. In the third year, (3) clarification of the relationship between normative reasons
and "rightness" or "goodness" was conducted.

First, we focused on the question "Why be moral? Then, he examined the validity of the positions of 1.
[Thomas Nagel, 2. Derek Parfit, and 3. Colin Marshall as realist theories of normative reasons.

According to Nagel, there exist normative reasons why we should avoid pain. It is persuasively criticized by
Christine Korsgaard as “an expression of confidence and nothing more” because it assumes without
explaining the metaphysical reality of normative reasons. Also, according to Parfit, there are normative reasons
why we should avoid pain. It appears to be able to fend off Korsgaard's criticism in that it does not claim up to
the metaphysical reality of normative reasons, but only realities like numbers. However, | have shown that in
fact his position can also be criticized as merely expressing confidence of number-like realities. Furthermore,
according to Marshall, as typically good people with the capacity for compassion, we are touched in the pain of]
others. Therefore, there is reason to avoid it, even if it is the pain of others. This position certainly fends off]
Korsgaard's criticism and provides an explanation for it. However, it is a limited argument in that it admits that
only good people with compassion can answer the question, Why be moral?

The above research results were presented at the international workshop Asian Metaethics Workshop: Realism,
which the report organized. In this workshop, researchers from other countries such as South Korea and
Taiwan, as well as domestic philosophers, gave presentations and commentaries, and exchanged opinions.
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