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Propositions 
 
 

Accompanying the thesis 
 
 

Demystifying Normativity 
Morality, Error Theory, and the Authority of Norms 

 
 

by Eline Gerritsen 
 
 

1. ‘Why be moral?’ is a meaningful and open question which asks for authoritative rather 
than formal reasons. 

 
2. There is conceptual room for metaphysically naturalist theories that do not treat 

authoritative normativity as an irreducibly normative property. 
 

3.  We can conceive of agents’ commitments as the source of justification that makes 
norms authoritatively normative. 

 
4.  Humean theories provide a valid and promising alternative to the common non-

naturalist understanding of authoritative normativity. 
 

5. The moral error theory of Joyce and Olson is based on an implausibly restrictive 
conceptual thesis which is not supported by ordinary moral language. 

 
6. Even when combined with revolutionary moral fictionalism, moral error theory has 

radical implications for our moral practices. 
 
 


