
H. A. PRICHARD EXTRACT

“With these considerations in mind, consider the parallel which, as it seems to 
me, is presented though with certain differences by Moral Philosophy. The sense 
that we ought to do certain things arises in our unreflective consciousness, being 
an activity of moral thinking occasioned by the various situations in which we find 
ourselves. 

At this stage our attitude to these obligations is one of unquestioning confidence. 
But inevitably the appreciation of the degree to which the execution of these 
obligations is contrary to our interest raises the doubt whether after all these 
obligations are, really obligatory, i.e., whether our sense that we ought not to do 
certain things is not illusion. 

We then want to have it proved to us that we ought to do so, i.e., to be convinced 
of this by a process which, as an argument, is different in kind from our original 
and unreflective appreciation of it. This demand IS, as I have argued, illegitimate. 

Hence in the first place, if, as is almost universally the case, by Moral Philosophy 
is meant the knowledge which would satisfy this demand, there is no such 
knowledge, and all attempts to attain it are doomed to failure because they rest 
on a mistake, the mistake of supposing the possibility of proving what can only be 
apprehended directly by an act of moral thinking.”

Does Moral Philosophy Rest on a Mistake?  Oxford University Press. Mind 21 
(81): 21–37

Intuitionism

© WJEC CBAC LTD


