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	Title of Dissertation: Metaethics, normativity and questions regarding moral objectivity
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	Aims and Objectives:

Nodau ac Amcanion

· To argue for extensions on the works Jürgen Habermas and Derek Parfit to explain moral objectivity  
· To investigate, explain and conclude how metaethics and normative ethics overlap and what the implications are for moral knowledge.

· To investigate and conclude how normativity is understood and researching Derek Parfit’s objections to both hard naturalism and soft naturalism and comparing such to Jürgen Habermas weak naturalism x weak transcendentalism and how these theories interreact with moral ontology and how values exist  

· To demonstrate how these theories can help elaborate and connect how we get an “ought” from an “is” and how we explain how moral values exist.



	Abstract (approximately 500 words):
Crynodeb (tua 500 gair):
This dissertation aims to advance a novel, pluralistic account of moral objectivity that reconciles meta-ethical realism with procedural constructivism.
I will be examining and synthesizing several different perspectives on moral ontology; Derek Parfit’s non-metaphysical cognitivism and Jürgen Habermas’s moral constructivism and post-metaphysics.
The central questions guiding this research will be: “Can Parfit’s non-metaphysical moral realism be synthesized with Jürgan Habermas’s post-metaphysical moral constructivism to generate a robust, non-dogmatic theory of moral objectivity?” The other question I would like to answer is “What are the implications of this synthesis for the is/ought distinction and the practical overlap between meta-ethics, normativity and application?”
The methodology I will be using is Habermas’s dialectics and post-metaphysics and Derek Parfit’s rational deduction and triple theory. I aim to demonstrate a dialectical interaction between theories of both these philosophers to produce a more comprehensive moral system.
Contextual explanation of moral plurality and application in moral philosophy will be argued using Parfit’s triple theory with relevant tweaks and formatting. This will be demonstrated in research and argumentation on Parfit’s methods that unite different normative theories while integrating Habermas’s substantive moral requirements and procedural philosophy.

To answer the second question, I introduce David Hume who argues we cannot get an “ought” from an “is”. G.E Moore’s open question argument is similar in that it demonstrates the same issue David Hume highlights, that of reducing morality to naturalistic or descriptive properties does not explain moral values.
Further arguments that you cannot reduce normativity to anything other than itself are made through contributions of Greg Scorzo and his PHD paper on The Meta-Ethics of Normative Ethics and Neil Sinhababu’s paper The Reliable Route from Nonmoral Evidence to Moral Conclusions. These works will help me link meta-ethical theories and normative theories for post-metaethical realism into a coherent theory with practical application. Greg Scorzo’s work can demonstrate a comprehensive approach to the debate of the meta-ethics of normativity with the demand that theories be compatible with explanatory moral realism. Neil Sinhababu’s work will be able to show how we can bridge the “is” and “ought” gap with analytical and inductive methods that circumvent Hume and G.E Moore’s concerns. Then I will re-connect to Habermas and Parfit by piggy backing descriptive study of “is” to “ought” processes with communitive social ontology and Parfit’s rationalist takes on normativity.
The transition of “is” to “ought”, or more so the bridge, will be backed up by the argument that regardless of what the meta-ethical properties that make an “ought” an “ought”, these exist within reality and can be explained with patterns and processes. This is so even if they cannot be reduced to mere naturalistic explanations, I will argue an “ought” can be a moral primitive and a moral open concept at the same time; in the sense it is reduced only to itself but itself is dynamic and fluid without naturalistic implications outside non-reductive references in context which still bridges the gap.
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	Proposed Supervisor:
Goruchwyliwr awgrymedig
I recommend a supervisor familar with both moral philisophy and metaphysics if possiable. 
My project draws on themes and methodologies found in, Continental, Analytic and Pragmatist traditions of philosophy focusing on the work of giants in philosophy: Derek Parfit, Jürgen Habermas, G.E Moore and David Hume. I also intend to engage with recent academic research from Neil Sinhababu, as well as doctoral work such as Greg Scorzo's PhD thesis.
Most of, if not all my research will be in PDF format, which I am happy to email to my supervisor/any involved lecturers for peer reviewing my work and discussion if needed via my university email.
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