
Meta-ethics 

In every system of morality, which I have hitherto met with, I have always
remarked, that the author proceeds for some time in the ordinary way of
reasoning, and establishes the being of a God, or makes observations 
concerning human affairs; when of a sudden I am surprised to find, that 
instead of the usual copulations, is, and is not, I meet with no proposition that 
is not connected with an ought, or an ought not. This change is imperceptible; 
but is, however, of the last consequence. For as this ought, or ought not, 
expresses some new relation or affirmation, it is necessary that it should be 
observed and explained; and at the same time that a reason should be given, 
for what seems altogether inconceivable, how this new relation can be a 
deduction from others, which are entirely different from it. 

(Hume, 1739, p. 468) 

Since morals, therefore, have an influence on the actions and affections, it
follows, that they cannot be derived from reason; and that because reason 
alone, as we have already proved, can never have any such influence. Morals 
excite passions, and produce or prevent actions. Reason of itself is utterly 
impotent in this particular. The rules of morality, therefore, are not conclusions 
of our reason. 

(Hume, 1739, p. 457)

1.   Explain in your own words Hume’s argument for an is/ought gap. 

2.   How does Hume think moral statements and beliefs are derived?

DAVID HUME  -  AND THE IS / OUGHT GAP
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