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	Title of Dissertation:
Teitl eich Traethawd Hir
A Review of the Principal Questions in Richard Price’s Ethical Intuitionism


	Aims and Objectives:
Nodau ac Amcanion

The aim of this dissertation is to give an account of Richard Price’s metaethics as it relates to realism and subjectivism, moral epistemology at large, and, lastly, how it compares to similar metaethical views. On the first, I turn to the conflict between Price’s realism (ethical intuitionism) and Francis Hutcheson’s subjectivism (sentimentalism). From this, I aim to establish its similarities to modern disputes between realists and anti-realists. Next, I examine the rationalist epistemology underlying Price’s view and contrast it with the empiricism underlying anti-realism, as in the case of J.L. Mackie’s error theory. Lastly, on the third, I look to compare the intuitionism of Price with those of contemporary intuitionists.
The above will be accomplished through primary and secondary sources. Most importantly for the former, I will rely on Price’s “A Review of the Principal Questions in Morals.” Beyond Price’s words, however, I will utilize secondary sources, such as W.D. Hudson’s “Ethical Intuitionism” and “Reason and Right: A Critical Examination of Richard Price’s Moral Philosophy.” Outside of explicit references of Price, I will utilize works such as G.E. Moore’s “Principia Ethica” and Russ Shafer-Landau's “Moral Realism: A Defence.”



	Abstract (approximately 500 words):
Crynodeb (tua 500 gair):
Richard Price (1723-1791) was a Welsh philosopher who defended, among other views, what contemporary philosophers would label as “ethical intuitionism.” Adherence to this metaethical theory assumes, at minimum, the following: 1) Moral claims can be true stance-independently, or, in other words, morality exists independently of our whims, beliefs, or desires, 2) There are moral truths that can be discovered through some rationalist capacity (be it called “intuition” or “the understanding,” as Price references), and 3) Morality includes some form of irreducibly moral properties (that is, moral concepts such as good cannot be reduced to or be identical with natural properties).
Here, I explore Price’s defense of ethical intuitionism by drawing from his most complete work on moral philosophy, the 1758 publication “A Review of the Principal Questions in Morals.” Additionally, I will draw on the commentaries of Price as found in W.D. Hudson’s (1967, 1970) work. This examination of Price’s intuitionism will take place over three sections. 
In the first section, I turn to the debate between Price’s intuitionism and Francis Hutcheson’s moral sense theory (also known as sentimentalism), and how, exactly, it relates to the perennial dispute between realists and subjectivists. The arguments of Price on this topic, for example, may be considered prescient, as philosophers representing the 20th century (such as G.E. Moore) to the 21st century (such as Russ Shafer-Landau) appear to raise arguments like those made by Price.
The second section examines the epistemology separating Price and his anti-intuitionist interlocutors. Specifically, I turn to the rationalist epistemology underlying Price’s view and contrast it with empiricism. One of the more obvious cases, I believe, comes from J.L. Mackie, who makes explicit reference to Price’s metaethics in the 1977 publication “Ethics: Inventing Right and Wrong.” For example, when Mackie (1977, p. 39) engages with Price’s view as “an important counter to the argument from queerness,” it centers on empiricism’s possible inadequacies, according to Price, of accounting for non-moral truths it seemingly precludes by discounting rationalism. I argue that Mackie and empiricists at large have not overcome Price’s counter.
The third section looks at Price’s ethical intuitionism in comparison to contemporary developments of the theory. First, I compare Price’s view to the intuitionism advocated by G.E. Moore and W.D. Ross—with Moore showing the possible normative differences the theory can produce, while Ross shows its enduring deontological side as implied in Price’s work. Then, referencing the intuitionists of today, I will turn, again, to Russ Shafer-Landau, in addition to Michael Huemer, David Kaspar, and Robert Audi. The similarities between Price and these philosophers will be, in part, explored through the ways in which ethical intuitionism is defended.
Lastly, I will conclude by noting Price’s continued relevance in metaethics. Throughout, I will have aimed to establish that this relevancy extends from his commentary on subjectivism to moral epistemology and, more broadly, ethical intuitionism as a still important view.
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