Abstrakt

Tato prace se zabyva tématem pfetrvavajictho moralniho nesouhlasu a jeho vyznamu pro moralni
filosofii, zejména v souvislosti s problémy, které pfedstavuje pro moralni realismus a koncept
objektivnich moralnich pravd. Hlavnim cilem je prozkoumat standardni vysvétleni pficin
pfetrvavajictho nesouhlasu v moralnich otazkach a zvazit epistemologické potize, jez tento jev
znamena pro zastance objektivniho pojeti moralni pravdy a moznosti obecné rozsifené shody
v moralnich nazorech. Obhajci téchto pozic typicky spoléhaji na logické usuzovani a zdavodnovani
jako prostredky k vyfeSeni neshod a opodstatnéni moralnich nazord. Nedavné empirické vyzkumy
v oblasti moralni psychologie nicméné rozporujici tradiéni pojeti moralntho usuzovani. Ve svétle
téchto empirickych poznatkl se zaméfim na moznosti racionalniho feseni moralntho nesouhlasu. Na
zaklad¢é tohoto zkoumani budu tvrdit, Ze empirické omezeni lidského uvazovan{ a zdivodnovani
utvareji meze moznosti objasnéni a opodstatnéni moralnich soudua, kterézto mafi nadéje na dosazeni
racionalné odavodnéného poznani objektivni moralni pravdy, jakoz i Sance na racionalni vyfeseni

pfetrvavajicich moralnich neshod.

Abstract

This thesis is concerned with persistent moral disagreement and its relevance for contemporary
debates in moral philosophy, particularly with regard to the problems it poses for moral realism and
the notion of moral objectivity. The main objective is to consider standard explanations of prevalent
disagreement about moral issues and epistemological challenge that its persistence presents for the
views defending the idea of stance-independent moral facts and the possibility of widespread rational
convergence of moral views. The proponents of commonly rely on reasoning as the preferred method
of resolving disagreements and justifying moral beliefs. However, recent empirical works in moral
psychology challenging the traditional conception of moral judgement. In the light of these empirical
findings, I consider prospects of moral disagreement being resolved rationally. Following this
examination, I argue that the empirical limitations of human reasoning create an explanatory and
justificatory gap, undermining the prospects for rationally justified knowledge of objective moral facts,

as well as a chance of rational resolution of persistent moral disagreements.



