
I was drawn to the theme of this project work /Jy my observation 

of widespread scepticism about va(ues, particu(ariy mora{ 

va(ues, not on(y among inte((ectuafs, /Jut afso among common 

peop(e. And that created a curiosity in mind about the 

rationafity of scepticism in morafity. The theme of my project is 

an attempt to come to griys with it. 

Since 'Descartes' .Uedltations many phi(osophers in the 

West have been concerned to defend the rationafity of our 6euefs 

from the threat of scepticism about our know(edjJe of the 

external wor(d. The idea that there mig lit be nothing wfiidi we 

kno1v, or more radica((y, which we have even the slightest 

reason to 6efieve, zs one that many pfii(osophers have thought to 

6e des1nnB (~r st>nous attention. It set>ms somewhat su~prising; 

t heref(Jrt>, that t ficrc lias not been simi(ar attention given to 

what one mzght 1 an the application of SC(~ptzcism to morafity. 

:Mine 1s a hurn6(e atte111:pt to address this _pro/J(em here. I have 

not said anything striking{y new. 'Rather, I have tried- to 

restate, reana(yze positions and arguments, c(arify concepts and 

theories in the art>a of mora( scepticism, and· add critica( 

comments in defending n1y contention that scepticism in 

re(ation to morafity is not sustaina/J(e. 

In my work I have used the spe(fing 'scepticism' . .Jt(though, 

the spe(fing 'skepticism', wherever it occurs in the fiterature, is 

kept intact. In Chapter I, which is the introductory chapter I 
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have made a genera{ survey of scepticism. In Chapter II, the 

issue of mora{ scepticism is taken up and its varieties are 

distinguished. 'The ways in which epistemo{ogica{ scepticism and 

mora{ scepticism are simi{ar and different are alSo discussed: 

One asyect of this Chapter is a discussion of :Moore's view in the 

Princjpia :Etliica as providing imyetus to 6oth epistemo{ogica{ 

and onto[ogica{ mora[ scepticism. 

In the third chapter, the different arguments defendlng 

mora{ scepticisrn direct[y and indlrect{_y are stated and~ 

e(a6orated. In Chayter Iv these arguments are considered with a 

view to examine their cogency. 

Tlie conc(udlng remark ts an overvrew of what lias been 

done in the main exposition. 
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