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1. Moral representationalists hold that the truth value of a moral 

judgement is explained by moral reality, while moral 
expressivists deny this. (Chapter 1) 
 

2. A wide conceptual role semantics is compatible with robust 
moral realism. (Chapter 2) 
 

3. The deliberative indispensability of moral judgements does not 
justify a belief in robust moral truths. (Chapter 3) 

 
4. Inferentialism without minimalism about truth can still be 

attractive to antirealists. (Chapter 4) 
 

5. Parfit’s and Scanlon’s non-metaphysical moral realism fails to 
be more realistic than contemporary versions of antirealism. 
(Chapter 5) 
 

6. Non-naturalists should stop complaining about the anti-realist’s 
account of moral objectivity. (Chapter 6) 

 
 
 
 

 


