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	RESUMEN de la comunicación máximo de 800 palabras Este recuadro es extensible hacia abajo y permite incluir el texto completo del RESUMEN Para visualizarlo basta desplazar la barra lateral derecha: Naturalism asserts that the only form of knowledge that constitutes genuine knowledge is scientific knowledge. Therefore, the only genuine facts are scientific facts. However, as Price explains in Chapter I of his book Expressivism, Pragmatism and Representationalism (2003), given this situation, what must we do with moral facts? How can we place this topic inside a naturalistic framework? The aim of the present communication is to analyze the placement problem concerning moral facts and the possible answers we can resort to. 

If we observe our use of language it is common to find the moral claims tend to function as statements that can be taken to be true or false. Classically, in a representationalist account of language the possibility of establishing moral statements as true or false depends on finding a suitable truth-maker in the world –i.e. some kind of moral fact. Nevertheless, if we conceive that reality is only a naturalistic reality we encounter a problem: there are no moral facts in the world and, thus, we have no genuine truth-makers. This problem can be traced back to authors like Wittgenstein who, in the Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus (1921), denied the existence of ethical facts and, therefore, the possibility of any genuine proposition concerning this topic. Consequently, the problem we have encountered is as follows: it seems that in our use of language we can make moral statements that are conceived as true or false but there are no moral facts in the world that can operate as truth-makers. The conception of the this problem can generally be divided into two groups.

On the one hand, the material conception considers that the problem arises from issues of how we conceive the objects, properties and facts that constitute the world. Therefore, the answers we can provide entail changing our conception concerning facts to allow us to accommodate the existence of moral facts. These answers generally imply abandoning naturalistic constrains and allowing the existence of non-naturalistic facts –such as moral facts. However, this can derive in problems concerning which kind of non-naturalistic facts we allow to exist and which kind we do not. Therefore, it would require the complicated task of specifying some kind of criterion to determine said distinction. 

On the other hand, the linguistic conception considers that the problem stems from our use of language and has nothing to do with the world. Therefore, a correct conception of moral claims from a linguistic standpoint will solve the problem posed. In such an approach we can find answers offered by eliminativism or fictionalism. Eliminativism denies the existence of moral facts and defends that our moral claims are not genuine statements that can be considered true or false. Fictionalism also maintains this denial of genuine moral statements and facts. However, it also claims that there are such things as useful fictions that allow us to understand why we conceive moral claims as true statements, even though such a consideration is not genuinely true. 

Both approaches, therefore, eliminate the possibility of genuine knowledge and truth concerning any moral claim. Therefore, we need an approach that allows us to solve the problem posed without eliminating the possibility of truth and knowledge. Such a solution can be found in another linguistic conception of the placement problem: expressivism, specifically Blackburn’s quasi-realism (Essays in Quasy-Realism (1993)). 

Expressivism defends the thesis that the main function of some of our utterances is not to describe or represent some aspect of the world. Thus, moral claims have a function that does not entail the description or representation of moral facts. The naturalistic constraint posed earlier and the non-existence of moral facts are no longer a problem. However, it is still necessary to specify in which sense we can speak about truth and knowledge concerning moral claims and topics. The solution offered by Blackburn consists is modifying what we constitute as knowledge and eliminating the strict relation that has been assumed between knowledge and facts. Thus, the non-existence of moral facts no longer implies the disappearance of moral truth or knowledge. In addition, it also provides a satisfactory solution to Frege-Geach problem. 

In conclusion, Blackburn’s quasi-realism provides a solution to the placement problem that does not deny naturalistic constraints while maintaining the possibility of moral knowledge and, thus, explains why we can consider our moral claims and utterances as true or false without the need to resort to the existence of moral facts. 





