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Propositions accompanying the thesis 

Rationalism and Sentimentalism as a Topic of Empirical 

Research 

by Joost Schreuder 

 

 

1. Empirical evidence is relevant to sentimentalism and 

rationalism understood as positions about the capacities 

involved in the process of forming moral judgments.   

(Chapter 2) 

 

2. There is a way of characterizing the notion of moral judgment 

which is acceptable to both rationalists and sentimentalists 

and allows us to use empirical evidence to advance the debate. 

(Chapter 2) 

 

3. The debate between rationalism and sentimentalism can be 

interpreted as being about the causes of the capacity for moral 

judgment. Because of that, positions within the debate can be 

represented by causal models, which can be used to derive 

empirical predictions. (Chapter 4 and 5) 

 

4. Applying causal graph theory to the debate shows that the 

distinction between rationalism and sentimentalism is 

ambiguous and needs to be further specified. (Chapter 4)  

 

5. To compare rationalist and sentimentalist positions on 

empirical support, we need data on how performance on 

rational, affective and moral tasks are related to one another. 

Since such data is currently unavailable, we cannot compare 

the empirical support of even relatively straightforward 

positions. (Chapter 5)  

 



6. While the truth of rationalism and sentimentalism cannot be 

conclusively proven, we can, in theory, be more confident in 

the truth of one position or the other on the basis of empirical 

evidence. However, much more work needs to be done before 

we can reach this point in practice. (Chapter 6) 

  

7. Maximizing the potential of empirical research to advance 

philosophical debates requires much more work than is often 

thought. (Chapter 7) 

 

8. Research about psychopathy is both relevant for the debate 

and a great way to sell the debate between rationalism and 

sentimentalism to others. 


